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BEFORE THE NATIONAL GREEN TRIBUNAL
PRINCIPAL BENCH, NEW DELHI
ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO.373 OF 2022
IN THE MATTER OF:

SUMIT SAINI ...APPLICANT
VERSUS

HARYANA STATE POLLUTION
CONTROL BOARD & ORS. RESPONDENTS

REPLY BY APPLICANT

MOST RESPECTFULLY SHOWETH:

To,
Honorable judge and Expert Member,
National Green Tribunal,
Principle Bench, New Delhi

@97 : Reply by Applicant against respondent no. 5, SPS Biochem’s

submitted Letter to me/court through email on dated 06-09-2024. Next
hearing date in the matter is 11 Sep 2024.

HHATT ST,

afdera fdest Ig & o & gAa deit ana foared grerer, forer TR,
g RTOT T TUTAY fAarel €1 A SaRT A=A #3171 A case No. 373/2022 et
SR T A & | hd T 3Tl FoAaTg AT =T GaRT 11 September 2024
faeaRa Fras &

Reply by applicant in Red font on SPS biochem matter, SPS biochem
GaNT T d HIE & A 9T letter on dated 06-09-2024 & HGH F Il 3
o & @1 § | Ty & W 3% @] gd1S §Td SiF English & g1 3Tt oY @rer
A FIferd Y T g |
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1. That the above stated matter was listed for hearing before the Hon’ble Tribunal on
21.08.2024, wherein answering respondent no.5 brought to the notice of the Hon’ble
Tribunal that applicant in his reply, dated 16.08.2024, has filed certain photographs, some of
which do not pertain to answering respondent and the averments made in the reply are not
attested, verified and affirmed on oath since no affidavit has been filed thereto. The Hon’ble
Tribunal was pleased to grant answering respondent an opportunity to file reply. A copy of
order, dated 21.08.2024, in OA No.373 of 2022, is attached as Annexure R-1

H AT SATIdT T AT IR {%ﬁéarwmaﬂqu, FHS T ANTES
ARTRS g1 & dgel o1 HIC & AT @ R FAT affidavit & I g1 3R
39 Y & FIC H 30 AHSA H AY GIRT JTAT AT T BIET & FcATdel Hl

39T affidavit STHAT ST AT § | AR A 58 1 H1 OO FFAGRY oar § fF A
CaRT 1§ 1S Tl ST @ WS &9 1 T H oA i Ay oar § | # =gt
fth 39er seat & sfasy 3R environment protection & oIt &5 W1 § | Q¥

Tears, [Aser T SAEHT & # &I & AT oo 2.5 9l & oRadR a6 g a
STHIAT gehlehd T X V6T g |

2. That answering respondent no.5 has not violated and has not acted in contravention of
any of the directions issued by the Pollution Department from time to time. The allegations of
applicant in this regard are completely unfounded.

G FTAATET UeT IE # &7 & o pollution Department 8 gfaardr g1 f& &8
Seglel 3TTH environment compensation money, & Y8 &H I fhU| T 50
category & Plant &I Tellsl &I permission &1l 3R A Tollc & ¢ gl & 3T
& dldsle construction T &I eIl 8T | MY e Ig ST 39el statement
& & seell g1 f& Construction &7 @A &g T | Wed A ganr fe@rs
Pictures ¥ Ig HISd §IaT ¢ [ T8 3G & | $HDI Teh 3WIR Copy T petition
file sff ¥ T2 ofam @1 € |
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Shet on motorola.ecge 20

#Simit Sain
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HSPCB shuts down
factoryin Ynagar

Saiv Kunmiar SHARMA
THINONE NIWS SETRVICE -
VAMUNANAGAR, JUNE 16
The Haryana State Pollution
Control Board (HSPCRB) has
closed down the operations of
an under-construction indus-
trial unit, which was allegedly
found mmstalling machinery
without obtaining permis-
sions from the board at Damla
village in Yamunanagar

The authorities of the
HSPCE has also asked the
management of the industri-
al unit to shift the press mud
to safer places and to store
(dispose of) it according to
rules and regulations to pre-
wvent air and water pollution.

They also wrote to the
authorities of Uttar Harvana
Bijli Nigam Limited (UHBE-
VINL) to disconnect the power
supply of the unit.

“Implementing the order
issued by the higher authori-
ties of the HSPCB, we closed
down the operations related
to the construction work of
the unit situated at Damila vil-
lage in Yamunanagar on
Wednesday, We also wrote to
the authorities of the UHBNL.
to disconnect the power sup-

MACHINERY
INSTALLED ILLEGALLY

= The unit was allegedly
found installing machin-
ery without abtaining
wvalid permissions from
the HSPCBE

® The unit was also found
storing huge quantity of
press mud, causing pol-
lution illegally

ply of the unit,” said Nirmal
Kashyap, Regional Officer,
HSPCB, Yamunanagar.

The action was taken on a
complainant lodged by Sum-
it Kumar Saini, a resident of
Damla wvillage, on the CM
Window Grievance Portal.
The Assistant Environment
Engineer of the HSPCB,
Naresh Kumar, and Muniei-
pal Engineer Deepak had
conducted an inspection of
the site on May 13,

During the inspection, they
found that the unit was
under installation of machin-
ery for the proposed project
of compressed biogas with-
out having obtained prior
consent to establish and
operate from the HSPCB.
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To, Date: 20/06/2022

Honourable Shri Arun Kumar Tyagi, JM
Honourable Shri Dr. Afroz Ahmad, EM

Sub: IA Filling on Original Application No. 373/2022
Respected Sir,

Myself Sumit Saini, residence of village Damla, Yamuna Nagar, Haryana, | have filed a case in

honourable court NGT on 16 May 2022 regarding the pollution happening in our village. Whose
Application No. is 373/2022. On this, the honourable court has also passed an order on 24 May
to verify it. The next date of hearing is 22 August 2022.

| was told about 4 cases in the application. Out of which, | am just now through this mail telling
you the details of case no. 2 (CNG plant). Due to the lax attitude of the administration, we felt the
need for the attention of the honourable court and immediate action on the matter before the
hearing time given to us.

The matter is that, we villagers had informed the Deputy Commissioner and Pollution Board
Department about this under construction (from last one year) CNG plant in starting of April
month that, this company is collecting the sugar cane press mud from March month of 2022. Due
to which the health of the people of the village is deteriorating, foul smell is circulating and
pollution is created. But they did not take any action and told that, we will take action after
checking the company's paper.

After one month in May, on checking the paper it was found that this company M/s SPS Bio
Chem Pvt. Ltd. Apart from CLU, the company has not taken any other NOC from any other
department (They denied to show any other documents). In this CLU also, the company had
started construction work a year before the final granted permission of the CLU. The permission
granted on 5th May 2022 (When we lodged a complaint).

Then in mid of May, the inspection and samples of the waste were checked by the Pollution
Department and notice was given to the company. After this, on June 13, the closing orders of
the company were issued by the high autherity of the pollution department. In which on June
17th, the department said that the process of sealing the company has been done on
Wednesday 13th June (report in news Paper).

But we do not understand this game that, still the construction work is going on in the company
even on Saturday 18th June (Picture attached). Press mud is also lying there as like that. Even
the electricity connection not cut yet. And in the midst of all these things, all of us villagers are
still trapped in the foul smell from last 4 months. Even in upcoming July month, during rainy
season, the situation will be worst for us.

We would like to draw your attention to one another side also, that this company people tell us
that, we have access to the top, our second parent company is SP Singla construction Ltd.
Whose turnover is 1200 crores. We are more powerful.

It is an appeal to honourable court that, by ordering immediate action on this company, it should
be completely sealed and waste disposed off from the area. As directors of the company after
knowing and understanding everything, playing with the life, health of people's and spoiling the
environment. So, they should be sent behind the bars along with heavy penalty. The action of the
administration on this matter after despite knowing all this is also very poor. If they cannot take
proper action on their behalf even after seeing everyone on the spot, then what is the use of such
a big administration (DC, SP, Pollution department etc). You are requested to that, strict action
should also be taken against the responsible officers.

Page | 9
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All the documents are attached as given below

1) Staring Complaint copy of April month to CM Window Haryana

2) CLU copy of the company

3) Pollution control board report and notice copy to the company

4) News Paper copy about action taken by the pollution department

5) Some other newspaper reports

6) Pictures of plant on 18th June, showing construction is still going on
7) Pictures of press mud laying there as like that

Thank you,
Your Sincerely,

Petitioner

Sumit Saini
S/o Shri Rajinder Saini, Kishan Pura Damla
Yamuna Nagar-135001, Haryana

Ph. 9034103390

ATIE Gfarer Ual Ig el T@T ¢ fob 39 T compensation money environment
Act 3ecitiel & T & & 715 81 # 58 &F A Taad S @ AT o gF d
T § | 3l off Toafed gat I @ gureR Hell Heoll T FET shift X & &
3R Fel el | o A J8T AT Pictures court & FHET UM T gl o Fel 3R
shift #T & &1 Afhed FIE A Ig FIS ALY 9T T & 72000 ton Heell SAfh
gdell S1eT &1 foh sqepT gl ar Q| AR S aF G H T TSI oA ;T
Pollution =gl 89| Yeil T &ol & AT T FlMeihReh AT HI 3cHolel Ag! BT FAT
| Boundry & sT&T smell =Igr STUall &1 | AWl AT gl aldl a1 | CNG
A & a1 , CNG & 39l quantity & &F dAolarenT AT & C02 fAemedlt ar
g Pollution wTgT & T | ¥ A Sgd 3 HaTel &1 TRIE iR faemar & fow o)
S 3Tl fohE 9 WX permission & 3@ & I8 HIs BT AN quantity FEr &1 e
A &Y co2 FI gaT A ©IST 7 T & | Poultry farm, s&Y catagory &T Talie g1 3R
Wwastea’fs'ﬁm'i?ﬁag?rﬂ;mm%lﬁﬂﬁmﬁFRule%ﬁ?Tg
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500mtr & SATET gl TR @Il AIRU| W 3l §3 Telic @l Rgrael sordh &
Trafed &7 @R 39elr ol & construction Y& FT AT ST &1 F&
permission §gd de & off ST g1 3R AR e Ak s & FIA fAear Sl
TEar & | 3R 319 2.5 Fre 91 August HEIT & quantity FF @, Smell HH
fe@re , 319el e & theory &1 ST &F AT dismiss HT AEd ¢ |

3. That it is also wrong and vehemently denied that the answering respondent has made any
false statement. Such irresponsible statements being made by the applicant, without any
basis are unsustainable and merely being made to prejudice the Hon’ble Tribunal. It is
relevant to mention that the plant of answering respondent is situated within the

industrial area, wherein apart from petitioner, many other industries like Brick Kiln,
Fabrication workshops, Concrete Batching plant, Plywoodfactory, Tool Manufacturing
Factory, Plywood Adhesive Factory are operating since last 10 years. Industries areas are
established by the

State Government considering the totality of facts and circumstances and if the applicant
had any objection to establishment of the industrial

area, applicant should have pursued its legal remedies against the State Government. Once
answering respondent set up the plant, applicant is

threatening, harassing and continuously trying to intimidate the answering respondent.
Applicant cannot dictate as to what raw material

should be used and should not be used for the compressed bio gas plant since the plant is
based on a particular technology and aims to resolve

the issue of disposal of press mud in the area, where sugarcane industry is widely spread.
Answering respondent is making its best efforts to utilize the waste for generation of bio gas
fuel as well as organic manure, which can be utilized for improving the crop yield. The
contention of applicant regarding the expenses and money for setting up the plant and the
profit that would be derived from the same is

completely baseless. In fact, such a submission clearly establishes and reveals the motives
of applicant.

# detail wise 38T (point no. 3) T AT I ATAAT ~IFAT & HHET IGeAT
el § | HH Ugd ol Yfdrel & Toie ofellel & ugel fhelr v 8 permission
STEY olfl 3R 3M9Yer Tolle @I=T df a1fg arell $r RIrad gor gl & HIhr ugel &
g1 ¥ oY fer ur| Fifeh SATAT scheme 2018 & 3m$ Y| aral drell &I dl d«
Ol Tl STd $egiel Tellc d Telic & agY pressmud store el & H &
TSEd TRemsT g1 & 2022 & BT A Hisiar fa8mT, W g #F3GT & 38 a1
1 RIFFT gof +$ AN R ST F1$ FAAE 7€ g5| FiTh Fraied gaT
Igd SEd 3W T g1 o AHAT A 2022 H FIC & FHET I dTell g@NT I
AEIHA § o1 AT | 3R gA F Ugd AfF | d9 o g7 ary g of
permission =gl | A9 & permission oA F HIH Felch GaRT HIE HA Bl H




1194

Page | 12

aTe & fohar arar o1 | &% CLU €1 38§ month 918 & a/m o1 | S&eh!
copy 3R &3 & | fhT & construction FT FIHA Tgel YE fohar Irm?

Segial CLU & industrial waste press mud & Agro waste SdMET AT| S«fh ITg
% et & T & ag el WS (bagasse) @ g1 38 T sugar industry Tg
% boiler # STl & fIT use & oIdr g1 pressmud dg industrial waste g1
Shfeh Sugarcane & S[& & mud, 3w YO T Al F white = & o
Lime @ 37T chemical T use & S 3YRASC §IAT &1 g8 press mud g1 ar
IREFT IR W IR WA FT W E

sHT CLU & Segiel §arar gl T ST village Damla & g1 dT &gl & 31«
industrial land sTeT 3§ g1 $&eT Notification &gl &1 3PR & industries Jgl IX
I F @ gl 3R ITad I & T g1 af a7 319 Y gAFr ArfieR Feer
? He o Heal A FIE & TALT 331 gl g1 o S el s & w9l
industries Ireld AT T, 2016 A &IE & 37U T Relocation Policy & 3eddld
orange @ Red category industries @& aTgY faeTelsl & 3T & @ Har Location
q o Sl & 3G A1 3 Ig a JATHT o FAT 8T fhar # FgT SAreTdr, s
a’g’HaSTW%l TRIMEA & fow | df T Segiet a1$ industry & 8 &3
permission & & Ig T 937 FaTdT © |

sHIfelt SPS Biochem = 319« Statement & (13-02-2023, page no. 4 (126),
para 10) Ig odrT g1 f& T FI$ waste water discharge =TT #3ar| 3R I white
Catagory & 3Td § o & 3¢ CLU &7 3aeTehdr gl =T & Seg environment
clearance #I JT&RT ¢ | 3 39 g7 ATl s LFOM 18T 78T Seam 3iR
ge process # utilise gramT| Siefeh Hel 319 el reply 2023 & 8 o1 v &ff
detail answer f&ar ar f& IE possible & 8T §1 3R 310aT I8 I & @fed &
TeT g1 3i st asig & 3m9= Liquid discharge &t &YAT 125 kid & 3fedeid
fem@mer &7 FIfrer fr arfed 3T red catagory & AT 3T ST| 3T fFHEr F oY
3TIT ST & AT form| ﬁ?gﬂmwmaaaﬁéproofmmé‘raﬁgé%
| sAIferT af Raw Material & @Y sTT water supply add & T 3mash Jgr
Borewell Y o9 g df 3d=ir dar T&AT & 319 100% slurry recycle IT use =T
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gl W waste discharge 8T @191 sHIfT 319 I truck, cIferdlr & FOM 3R
LFOM §dT &, 39 91F & ol T Sl T @ i Sundry stel & Jigaf
hellS g sTell ST WY § Safe gfaarey T & decide FT Fohar g1 F &1 fom Bl
AR &1 Lfom g1 fertilizer Act & 3[R Soeh UIH FIT HAUT AT certificate
¥ g 99 FATST §1 K FIg A Foll F eI A F o @i ek AR AT
T Sundry ST W@T & | A Fal & HlA o

Ig off @arel S § fh CLU @ el Swgil construction & & & fem|
fSafe A ara @i pictures 3R video #HiSE & |

H MGl aTel AT A gkl FA IR HRAfAT s, A gotehl % g ocfr 6T §
f& satat scheme & gaTell SaX HIE HI IFRE A HRT & gA environment

protection X @ &l STafeh 3% 3eddld T IR T GTeled 3TIHRT HLAT AT
S 3Te g AT WRR A ¢ Tg G wel o e Al & Fo o HRUl g
A FeleT o §1 s ded &F Faw! T § |

3R paddy straw &T 3eoi@ 39 statement & T &1 S (13-02-2023, page
no. 2 (124), para 5 & ). Shfeh Ig C@rar g1 o 39 SarT ugel Sl a1 AT
f& Paddy straw use &3 31 diel (g ¢! Jg Plant & folT compatible g § #X
CanT fq@rg 918 3 &Fgelr SIS &l Hiel T 39T location 9T &1 ST A Proof
X Fhll §| el 8 WIer T Location T 31T @Y 81l W] Camere & & forad
g off 915 §1 3R T§ HIC & FHT AW F ST A1 org A1l fo /el A &
environment protection paddy straw T STJHTA $lh & Tohdl ¢l H 3HS fow
frdT &1 force A& FX ThaT| 397 #HAT fAF 3=y g1 f&F environment protection
& SATH T 3T HIC HT TETE AT H Tehdl |

S9 39a NYOT AT aF g 39 Qe Y geml 3R e fi At &
f@ome ol R TR 81 T8 HEgell g dr HIE & & of 819l U & eddd
&H 31U FHIIaRT a7 I & | 3R T & AT g9 AT dIE & JUA & 1Y
Alsle € |

gH Tolic ol & dIG HIc H o1gl 3T § g ar i A 3Ush WaATw 2.5 year &
e oS ¢ § T 3 U & aNq drel o @y Aot | AR qE A & A 4
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gART AT JET A Y 58 Tollc W X Ueh o T dog Al o 3T 8| §H
HeleT & SRR A T Tl 1 A &1 AR T W v SFAaR AFRes &
alg |

3T HIE A 390 BRIC & gl & T gl SATIT Hol profit gleT arell a1d Fr 3R
T Ig 3T SIET T TEd & ST SIeThRT I H &l 3T O fir A Jar
Tose g foh 3119 Ig F1 Far 3R Fe FET remote location T & Hahd &
W & dMd drell @ future SEA dele g1 STwaN| 3R 30R Tolle o=l & A1
U g1 o industrial area & F3T oIET AT SAifeh TS AT FARAT AT g
industry & forw |

s TE ¢l T 39 Y& @ & illegally construction X & &1 AR 31 Tohs S
W Ul ol T gollel & W@ &1 AR TRErdr 1 s, &9 I o
HIefell 3o0eT H M & faT, AT HAT W FaTel 3T © g1 3N HIC HT AT e
Agd 9 g=d1$ ¥ gl I8d & |

FY @ Picture & 39T I 3o 1 IehsT a7 76 HTT Geedl & &l Spray
FXd gl smell LT 37T 3T I & 7drg T a1 TR gl 6 = @g § 3R
T 3[S | 8T Sogisl Heell BRIS g1 AT TS A1l 3949 o oS el a gdr
gor STreer o Ig fohadhr #ell g1 ar oAl 7 ¥l @reg video graphy @ Picture
|igc , 38 show g1 T location & T HIE & Fead W T IS HT Hehell §
| gger 8 AT IE & HAGT TEIA & F Heoll 1 live video fe@mar ar| 3R
Pendrive ? | data ST =TT Al 39 AT Ul olg! F4T g Toram Sgr am=m v |

4. That further contention of applicant regarding not taking prior approval and sanction of
gram panchayat is also ill founded. It is relevant to mention that the FAQs (Frequently
Asked Questions) being relied upon by applicant to contend violation on behalf of answering
respondent is also erroneous since the same are merely FAQs. Assuming, but clearly not
admitting, even if the said FAQs are considered to be applicable, answering respondent had
taken due permissions in this regard.

5. That the Local Panchayat of village Damla, District Yamunanagar, Haryana and nearby
areas had been dissolved in January 2021and was not in existence when answering
respondent sought to establish the plant in the year 2022. This is apparent from the
notification dated 07.10.2022, by the State Election Commission, Haryana, wherein
07.10.2022 was declared to be the day for election for Gram Panchayat. Once, Gram
Panchayat was not in existence and that too nearly one year prior thereto, the question of
taking prior approval of Local

Panchayat does not arise.
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T a1 WEr § & 2021 & FT FRON g7 gRAOT A GARIG & gl AT
8 AT | W] 3T @ Tl T 1 2020 F & Y& A fear ar 3R 3R 2021
$ff AT o &1 af sHST ¥ AT 16 § b il & S Aar & | T A scretry
d BDPO & HAEIH ¥ o@dR SR & | #X 919 Mg &I gagd &1 Rers o
o &1 39 ST &1 | TSud aifad a1ar &1 & oo € 39 §HY 9ud T TUd
T ATl e BDPO o Tl foreeh #Aegsd @ & g1 & ¥ | 98 o gg
gfaarey &1 % dF g1 a1 permission 3 Sl Fer of off 9 39 T & |
# AT ST FI TATAT g € Ig &% FAQ 18T §1 I§ 37 9l & 3R
gov website W 3% foT §1 S T Tolic Satat scheme & 3fedeld oIT T8
g1 3R SPS ##uslt Scheme &1 @l &7 UST FX Tl T § W $8h fecald
T = A ¥ e’ X W Bl 3R FIEC A a1 @ § F &9 359 a9 a
environment protection &T & HET | W«r_gr?l%'éfl‘raa Possible g9 39 actual
A IeeT HTI Bl BN Siifeh 18T &1 @11 STafeh Hedls H &d ol glel & g
el FS permission o HT 1A YE AT aF o Feg & N A gl AR sga &
Qe 378 8f g 9T SIET 1 SHH FEUer future H &g gl & folv Ty
fSFAeR gl

FAQ & dgd s BDPO & WA ol &Y St Segiel a1er oifl Construction &
d1¢ Running Licence o< T St oAgr fordT| 3fd & 319« Plan & aware &drell
AT S LT FT IAT| IET o foh 2023 A S CTO o Y a9 ar IH qard
off T g a5 ot a9 FA permission =gr off 5| DC office FT ST letter
Sogiel oAt g1 ar ot &% request &1 Permitted 18T &1 T I8 o Segiet St off
F1A FAT 39T At & fFar f9ar R Fr confidence & faw| 3k T #@« g%
JETT & HROT G| 3R 93 o T9F AT gellel 9T A I & | Ig fowr o Tar
g1 f& environment protection BT oiftheT &< g 81 Toh Teh 118 &l BN e
Gl SHIE WX @IS &1 SUM | 39K co2 Ueh SIITE A BN WRe] GAY B STET
TATE oPT AN gl 31T STal &Fdifeh A 3 capture el &l TAIE oTgl o9l Q|
Teh 916 ¥ Raw Material 3891 AT @ 5918 &gl Al Selall| Fifh & I Teh
Y IT QT §€ Feh FEAATS gl A B

6. However, still answering respondent diligently applied to the Deputy Commissioner,
Yamunanagar, Haryana, vide letter dated 15.10.2022, seeking permission for starting and
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operating the plant. A copy of letter dated 15.10.2022, by answering respondent to Deputy
Commissioner,

Yamunanagar, Haryana, is attached as Annexure R-2. Since the matter was already placed
for consideration of the District Collector, the issue

of permission from non-existent Gram Panchayat is fully untenable.

¥ FF permission 39l Plant [T & 9gel olel ATl ST 3M9e Rsradr & a1g
Y& HT A 3 o matter 3 HIE A B S A @ 3W FUa g1 & T w9 &
M ¢l A HeTH &1 AR arer 3R 9faarer &7 9aT ead & oG Ge AR el
Tl Sam| 3R TR el 3R IFENTE FI arell a1l 1 o 3raelihe M| A
DC T letter 3ff 39 oR® & A TR &1 a1 & permission. 3R gfaardr
SHA Y ITed ST 9T I o GRTAAT Glel T HITAA I BT & |

7. It is wrong and vehemently denied that prior to inspection by HSPCB, answering
respondent had shifted the raw material to another place. Further, the allegation of collusion
is without any basis or detail or reference and cannot be given any credence. The
photographs at page 1141 show Fermented Organic Manure (FOM), which has to be sun
dried, before it can be gathered and packed. FOM cannot be sprayed with any chemical as it
would then become harmful when used as a

fertilizer in the fields and over crops. Moreover, this fact is itself being acknowledged and
accepted by applicant that spray of chemicals is not a solution as such chemicals
themselves cause pollution.

Hier & I clear g1 & FT T A & 35a04 A Raw Material srfr #A=T &
Tolie location & MAS g1 31X 8T I§ raw material 9T §1 ST & 3 I8 H
AR &1 adreen & Ig fhwwr g1 A% qEnr e st of &9 @ &= g1 @

location camera & & g Jrars oY aTg arel & o gl & J&T 9 F9 raw
material FFIAT SIRT STl IAT| HAAT wATeleld Te, HAT Hieh W AT T

Hhcl § SHY gel fh T§ qaRT $H shift T &I IT HYAr 1 fAerr ar gurr

ST |

318 August A HSPCB &dRT inspection g & g1 SId material T &H s gl
ar 8l & decomposition 8l & dTe, 3T 8 smell &1 ¥ FIT proof HT H
HfAw & W &1 7 plant TEY &1 FIS problem 18T § 3R :IE T AT dismiss
wU forar S 8T @ raw material $ 1T Hlg FAT AET HAT, TP et
I T A8 AT | FFYA F GaRT ddls dar & YR 9T & FA7 HRIERT g W@
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gl P VST ET g1 S SeTenl AT X Th| 3R 3T dF TF IcTeT &9 & @
T 2l
ﬁmwﬁmmmmmlﬁmaﬁmmwwgl
AR ar a3 Her ot arfed & Wy |

8. That answering respondent uses press mud as the raw material. The said press mud is
generated from the sugar mills after sugarcane juice has been extracted. The season of
sugar industry is from November to April when the said press mud is generated. Answering
respondent has diligently shown the photographs of what is existing on ground as on date of
filing the reply.

#H o I & ST Actual # °T T@T &1 3TN FET 3R T AR O FrFAay
9 gedrs & @y fewr ter g1 F3ifR g7 € 39 location W Il &l STET W
giaardr AR Afe 3IRFR g FT W & |

9. That the photograph at page 1144 does not pertain to answering respondent and hence,
is denied in its entirety regarding the location of
land as well as material.

Location &% picture & g 3 & 1 e camara A g1 ST & I & G
fReer w7 Ferdr § 3R fe@r o derdr § g8 3reliar ®IeT & @@ & background
T 3 wIer FI JUTATTOIRAT T IdT &9MAT ST bl ¢ | Bl & fe@ W building
T F @ W 3w AT & T WT & WL 3 location F Ao F IBAG W
gg $ clear & ST & Material & 31T Aol HisT gl ST Tgol T ST Tl
3R shift T &1 A TT WY Fg AR A TG q afg arelt & gar &1 & G@r
A T FAT TGT ¢l Fal Al Material 9T g1 3R gger Fgr a1l 3R T Fgr
shift o arar| & @t STARRT FIC FT & Tohcl § ST Fa & faw, Tl agdr
g video & Tl A UTH video AT &1 ST Hlet & ST &7 &1 3k A% A 7
5-6 Il & el g I & ey i & v |

10. That the reliance of applicant on photograph at page 1145 of its reply to show that
answering respondent had also mentioned usage of paddy

straw is not tenable since initially answering respondent was also made to understand that
paddy straw could be used as a raw material. Hence, the answering respondent put up the
board bonafidely. However, with passage of time, there were difficulties in the running of the
plant and

when answering respondent sought expert opinion regarding the issues being faced, the
expert/ consultant, vide letter dated 30.04.2024,

specifically stated that the plant is not designed for use of paddy straw as a raw material.
Hence, the old photograph cannot be relied upon.
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TEI o # I I g7 T § & 319 fh gl a1l ) H@ faeamd fhar s gever &
Sif 39 g @ ¢ @ 39 BRI & [T $o o o1 fo@et permission o & &
3R 3T G FTA T Y ATRT permission & &1 ¢ ST WY B HT IS T
dter fear & ugel 319 o IR A W A1 IR 3 @iedd FT AR E Red
s ot 3R @WIfAIST g7 I arel A3 JEa| 39 dF 39T Hic statement &
#ff paddy straw aTell a1 el | SHA Jeol@ & IW F IH g |

11. That applicant has leveled completely false and baseless allegations, which are
completely unsubstantiated and untenable. The photographs

at page 1147 of the reply do not pertain to the land of answering respondent and hence,
both the said photographs are denied in their entirety. The photographs at page 1148 and on
page 1149 are

concerned, it clearly shows FOM, which has been kept for sun drying. The photograph
seems to have been taken during rainy season when presence of water is natural, though
the date on the photograph is not admitted.

12. That similarly both the photographs on page 1150 of reply are not pertaining to
applicant’s land and hence, are denied in its entirety. Applicant has not given any details or
location of the land and hence, the said photographs cannot be attributed to answering
respondent. Applicant, without any details or affidavit, is callously filing photographs merely
to prejudice the Hon’ble Tribunal.

13. That photographs at page 1151 shows FOM before and after the drying process is over.
On the left hand side, it can be seen that FOM has been

kept for sun drying and in the middle of the said photograph, it is apparent that the FOM is
being collected since it has already been sun dried.

14. That photographs at page 1152 of reply do not pertain to answering respondent and
hence are denied.

15. That the photograph at page 1154 clearly shows that the project, in question, is situated
within the industrial area, which is surrounded by multiple industrial units. It is also apparent
that the location of the plant is completely beyond the habitation and is in the midst of open
area/ fields.

That in view of the above and submissions herein before, it is most respectfully prayed that
the present application may kindly be dismissed with costs. Answering respondent
undertakes to abide by all the terms and conditions as may be prescribed by the authorities
and shall always remain committed to work in the interest of and for the protection of
environment.

ST Picture 31T9ehl Hel ol 39 o 319 fom &dT I& &1 ST gl ol 38 319
AT ¥ oA Y ¢ 81l We] 0 dielel & Hears 9 g Srwefr| fom &t B
land AT a7 8 AT =TET &1 lease T off g5 & aF 8 3Tk EaRT | 39 HTAR
Proof al & 38 8ff &€ &Y FehcTl 3R 31T Fo 8wl 8 sTelR Sundry A
Y Fehdll 8T fertilizer Act $& AR #ff T@dT 39 fow a1 =gl ? I o e
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9¢1 FareT g1 & ¥ @9 T F2r @r g1 F fAfosed A€ ar 3R = g A 3o
IeAT & 3R A 3W S IH E |

A AT ST @ IR & foh 3T ST 1 HATe @lﬁ'g"U%ﬁFemI
fem SMT| g AT gaT Ul A Siiel & Hefqd FlALm3i & afd A1 fhar S|
MYOT df §ART 9d ATl & &1 6T &1 ST 1 AT YA I AT AT
SRl & Raar @fRT an) 33 g7 39T 1 SISH FET U5 §1 T dFelth
e T IS T ] 9% v g3l ge7 foFaar g1 gARY &I & g1y Sisax Jg
e § o 39 Toie F gSilel & 1Y s fhaT ST aTfes §ARY SiTeT ATl Sl
TR T T | g7 Fr alfq ard fofeelt o1 3ok Fder T A T




