
BEFORE THE NATIONAL GREEN TRIBUNAL 

(WESTERN ZONE BENCH) PUNE, AT PUNE 

ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO. 103 of 2022  

 

IN THE MATTER OF: 

Mr. Prakash Mishrimal Porwal         …Applicant 

Versus  

Ministry of Environment Forest and  

Climate Change & Ors.             … Respondents 

 

 

REPLY ON BEHALF OF THE RESPONDENT NO. 9 AND 10 

TO O.A NO. 103 OF 2022 

 

 

 

 

PAPER BOOK 

(KINDLY SEE INSIDE FOR INDEX) 

 

 

 

 

 

ADVOCATE FOR THE RESPONDENT NO.9 AND 10 

 



   BEFORE THE NATIONAL GREEN TRIBUNAL 

(WESTERN ZONE BENCH) PUNE, AT PUNE 

ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO. 103 of 2022  

 

IN THE MATTER OF: 

Mr. Prakash Mishrimal Porwal         …Applicant 

Versus  

Ministry of Environment Forest and  

Climate Change & Ors.             …Respondents 

INDEX 

 

SR. NO.  PARTICULARS PG. NO.  

1.  Reply on behalf of Respondent No. 9 and 10 along 

with an Affidavit. 

 

 

2.  ANNEXURE R-1:  

The copy    of the Report dated 16.02.2018 submitted 

by the Investigating Officer. 

 

 

3.  ANNEXURE R-2:  

The Copy of the Order dated 29.12.2022 passed   by 

the Ld. Sub-Divisional Officer. 

 

4.  ANNEXURE R-3:  

The copy of the NC Report No. 770 of       2022 dated 

21.12.2022. 

 

5.  ANNEXURE R-4:  

The copy of the Order dated 07.01.2021 passed by 

the Ld. Sub-Divisional Office. 

 

6.  ANNEXURE R-5:  

The copy of    the Order dated 14.07.2021 passed by 

the Ld. JMFC in      Criminal Complaint No, 406 of 

2021 along with the FIR No. 81 of 2021. 

 

481-
515

516-
543

544-
546

551
547-

552-
563

564-
594



7.  ANNEXURE R-6:  

The copy of the Order dated 24.06.2021 passed by 

the Ld. JMFC along with the FIR No. 277 of 2021. 

 

8.  Proof of Service  

 

 

        Filed By: 

 

 

Sangramsingh R. Bhonsle, Samridhi S. Jain 

Nrupal A. Dingankar & Pushkara A. Bhonsle 

Advocates 

A10, LGF, Lajpat Nagar III, 

New Delhi, 110024 

Place: Pune.                 Email: samridhi12318@gmail.com 

    Date: __.04.2023            Contact No: +91 9890210579 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

619
595-

620

2122



BEFORE THE NATIONAL GREEN TRIBUNAL 

(WESTERN ZONE BENCH) PUNE, AT PUNE 

ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO. 103 of 2022  

 

IN THE MATTER OF: 

Mr. Prakash Mishrimal Porwal             …Applicant 

Versus  

Ministry of Environment Forest and  

Climate Change & Ors.             … Respondents 

 

REPLY ON BEHALF OF THE RESPONDENT NO. 9 AND 10 

TO O.A. NO. 103 OF 2022 

 

TO 

THE HON’BLE CHAIRPERSON  

AND HIS HON’BLE COMPANION MEMBERS 

OF THE HON’BLE NATIONAL GREEN TRIBUNAL. 

 

THE HUMBLE REPLY OF THE RESPONDENT NO.9 AND 10.   

 

MOST RESPECTFULLY SHOWETH: 

1. The Applicant has invoked the jurisdiction of this Hon’ble Tribunal u/s 

Section 14 r/w Section 15 of the National Green Tribunal Act, 2010 alleging 

illegal mining at Village Kole Chafeshwar, Chavsar, Thakursai, Varu and 

Phagne at the behest of the Respondent No. 9 to 12 in collusion with the State 

Authorities being Respondent No.3 and 7.  

2. The O.A. No. 103 of 2022 was listed before this Hon’ble Tribunal on 

29.11.2022 and after having heard the Learned Counsel appearing for the 
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Applicant at length, on questions being asked by this Hon’ble Tribunal with 

regards to the particulars of the Minerals being mined and the provision of 

law under which the same was prohibited, as the same did not appear to form 

the part of the record of the OA. No. 103 of 2022, the Learned Counsel 

appearing on behalf of the Applicant sought time up to 05.12.2022 to bring on 

record the said facts, which was granted by this Hon’ble Tribunal. 

3. Thereafter, in terms of the Order passed by the Hon’ble Tribunal dated 

29.11.2022, the Applicant filed an Interlocutory Application bearing I.A. No. 

195 of 2022 in O.A. No. 103 of 2022. Vide the I.A. No. 195 of 2022, it was 

alleged by the Applicant that the Respondents had undertaken illegal mining 

of minor minerals (murum, stones, clay, gravel) at Gut No. 235 of Village 

Kusgaon, Survey No.21, Survey No.81-103 of Village Kole Chafeshwar, 

Survey No. 74 of Village Chavsar, Thakursai, Varu and Phagne. Vide the said 

Application, the Applicant sought liberty of this Hon’ble Tribunal to consider 

the facts stated in the I.A. No. 195 of 2022 and accordingly admit the O.A. 

No. 103 of 2022. 

4. In pursuance of the I.A. No. 195 of 2022 filed by the Applicant, the O.A. No. 

103 of 2022 was considered by this Hon’ble Tribunal on 05.12.2022. Vide the 

Order dated 05.12.2022, this Hon’ble Tribunal was pleased to record the 

submission of the Learned Advocates on behalf of the Respondent No.9 and 

10 that on perusing the contents of the O.A. No. 103 of 2022, there was not an 

iota of evidence found on record placed by the Applicant to attribute any 

culpability on the Respondent No.9 and 10 and also to show the involvement 

of the Respondent No. 9 and 10 in any kind of illegal mining operations. In 

that context, certain documents annexed with the OA were relied on behalf of 

the Respondent No.9 and 10, which were recorded by this Hon’ble Tribunal 
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in its Order dated 05.12.2022 and are reproduced herein below for the ease of 

reference: 

“3.The Learned Counsel for Respondent Nos. 9 & 10 has drawn 

our attention to page no. 25 of the paper book, which is a 

complaint made by the Applicant to Sub-Division Officer of 

Maval-Mulshi, Pune, where-in it is recorded that a 

complaint was filed by Tehsildar Maval regarding 

unauthorized minor-mineral mining in Gat No. 235, which 

was inquired about and it was found that Mr. Akhil Ashok 

Aggarwal was involved in illegal mining and was imposed 

penalty of Rs. 83,66,400/- on 14.04.2020. Having drawing 

attention to this, it is argued that Mr. Akhil Ashok Aggarwal, 

who is Respondent No.12, was found involved in illegal 

mining and not the Respondent Nos. 9 & 10. Then, he drew 

our attention to page no. 47 of the paper book, which is a 

letter written by the Forest Circle Officer, Deole addressed 

to the Range Forest Officer, Vadgaon, Maval, dated 

04.07.2022, where-in illegal mining being done, is recorded 

at Survey No. 21 in Kolechafesar area. 

4. Then, the learned Counsel for the Applicant has drawn our 

attention to page no. 52 of the paper book, which is again a 

letter written by the Forest Circle Officer, Deole addressed 

to the Forest Range Officer, Vadgaon, Maval, where-in it is 

recorded that the Survey Nos. 81 to 103 have been recorded 

as forest and in Survey Nos. 83 & 21 of the said place, 

development work and excavation of stone quarry was 

observed and the said activities were stopped immediately. It 

is also recorded that the development work in Survey No 83 

at Kolchafesar Maval was done by Mr. Sanjay Kokere (not 
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party) and the excavation work of the stone quarry in the 

Survey No. 21 was done by Pandurang Krishna Jambhulkar 

(Respondent No.11). 

5. Having drawn attention to this, it is argued by the learned 

Counsel for Respondent Nos. 9 & 10 that the Applicant has 

not impleaded Mr. Sanjay Kokere, who was actually found 

involved in illegal mining activity. The other person who has 

been found involved in the said mining activity is Respondent 

No. 11. The name of the Respondent Nos. 9 and 10 are not 

shown in this letter, therefore, they were not found involved 

in any kind of illegal mining activity. 

6. Again, the learned Counsel for Respondent Nos. 9 & 10 has 

drawn our attention to the page nos. 86-87 of the paper 

book, which is a letter written by the Tahsildar and Taluka 

Magistrate, Maval addressed to the Deputy Engineer, 

Pawana Irrigation Department, Pune dated 06.07.2022. The 

learned Counsel for the Applicant has relied upon the same 

in order to show that illegal mining is going on in the said 

area. The learned Counsel for the Respondent Nos.9 & 10 

states that name of the Respondent No.9 i.e. Nitin 

Vishwanath Agarwal is recorded in it only on the basis of a 

complaint made by the Applicant and it was not as a result of 

any investigation that he was found indulging in illegal 

mining activity. In this backdrop, he states that the names of 

the Respondent Nos. 9 & 10 should be deleted from the array 

of the parties.”     (Emphasis applied) 

On the Objections raised by the Respondent No.9 and 10 that there was 

nothing on record to demonstrate the involvement of the Respondent No.9 

and 10, the Learned Counsel for Applicant conceded that, at that stage, the 
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Applicant only wanted a report of a Committee to determine as to whether 

illegal mining was going on or not in the above said areas and further agreed 

in case it was found that the Respondents were not involved in any illegal 

mining activity, their name would be deleted.  

5. This Hon’ble Tribunal, therefore was pleased to constitute a Committee to 

find out who all were involved in the alleged illegal mining operations and 

directed the said Committee to visit the alleged spot and submit a factual as 

well as action taken report within a period of one month from 05.12.2022 

after issuing notices and giving a hearing to the parties concerned. Thus, on 

considering the tenor of the Order dated 05.12.2022 passed by the Hon’ble 

Tribunal, it is apparent that, as on 05.12.2022, the Applicant was unable to 

demonstrate the involvement of the Respondent No.9 and 10 with regards to 

the alleged illegal mining and it was for this reason that the Applicant had 

agreed to delete the names of the Respondent No.9 and 10 if it was found that 

Respondent No.9 and 10 were not involved in the alleged illegal mining 

activity after the submission of the report of the Committee. 

6. Surprisingly, much contrary to the Order dated 05.12.2022 passed by this 

Hon’ble Tribunal in O.A. No. 103 of 2022, the Respondent No.9 and 10 were 

informed that the Committee had undertaken an inspection of the alleged spot 

on 23.12.2022 in the presence of the Applicant without any notices being 

issued to the Respondents. The Respondent No. 9 and 10 having being 

represented on 05.12.2022 before this Hon’ble Tribunal, were versed with the 

Order dated 05.12.2022 and therefore, on 26.12.2022 requested the 

Committee to issue prior notice to the Respondents so as to comply with the 

directions of the Hon’ble Tribunal. Even after making the Committee aware 

with regards to issuance of the notice on 26.12.2022, no notice was received 

by the Respondent No.9 and 10 until 20.01.2023, which compelled the 
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Respondent No.9 and 10 to file a preliminary representation dated 20.01.2023 

objecting the Site visit undertaken by the Committee on 23.12.2022. Vide the 

said Representation, the Respondent No.9 and 10 objected to the Site 

Inspection undertaken by the Joint Committee on 23.12.2022 without issuing 

notices and according an opportunity to the Respondent No.9 and 10 to raise 

any objection of whatsoever nature in terms of the direction issued by this 

Hon’ble Tribunal dated 05.12.2022. The Respondent No.9 and 10 on 

26.01.2023 have previously filed a Short Affidavit before this Hon’ble 

Tribunal raising the objections to the inspection of the Joint Committee dated 

23.12.2023 which already forms the part of the record of O.A. No. 103 of 

2022 and thus the contents therein may be read as part of the Reply herein on 

behalf of the Respondent No.9 and 10 and therefore, are not repeated herein 

for the sake of brevity. 

7. Thereafter, the O.A. No. 103 of 2022 was considered by this Hon’ble 

Tribunal on 27.01.2023. On 27.01.2023, the Respondent No.4 and 5 i.e. the 

District Collector and District Mining Officer submitted that the inspection in 

terms of the Order dated 05.12.2022 was conducted on 23.12.2022 of 47 

Villages with respect to illegal mining being done. However, the same could 

not be completed and therefore sought a time of 15 days to submit the Report 

before the Hon’ble Tribunal. The Hon’ble Tribunal vide its Order dated 

27.01.2023 was pleased to grant as a last opportunity a period of 15 days to 

the Joint Committee for submitting its report, with a direction that the Survey 

shall be made of only those Survey numbers of the Villages which have been 

mentioned by the Applicant in O.A. No. 103 of 2022 and which find mention 

in the Paragraph No. 1 of the Order dated 05.12.2022 passed by the Hon’ble 

Tribunal and not beyond. The Hon’ble Tribunal was also pleased to direct the 

members of the Joint Committee to give advance notice of the date when the 
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Inspection in question would be made and then only the proceedings should 

be conducted. Thus, by the Order dated 27.01.2023 this Hon’ble Tribunal was 

pleased to restrict the scope of the inspection to be undertaken by the Joint 

Committee.  

8. In compliance of the Orders dated 05.12.2022 and 27.01.2023 passed by this 

Hon’ble Tribunal, the Joint Committee submitted its report before this 

Hon’ble Tribunal on 23.02.2023. On perusing the contents of said Report, site 

inspection in terms of the Orders of this Hon’ble Tribunal in O.A. No. 103 of 

2022 was conducted on 09.02.2023 in the presence of all parties and the 

District Mining Officer, Executive Engineer Irrigation Department, Range 

Forest Officer Forest Department being the members of the Joint Committee 

appointed by this Hon’ble Tribunal. The findings of the Committee regarding 

the Survey/ Gut numbers as mentioned in the Order of Hon’ble Tribunal 

dated 05.12.2022 were recorded in a tabular format which are reproduced 

herein below:  

Sr. No. S. No./ 

Gat No. 

Name of 

Village 

Excavation 

found or not 

Remarks Status 

1.  Gat No. 

   235 

Kusgaon Found Private 

Land 

Currently Excavation 

is not going on (action 

as per MLRC already 

initiated) 

2.  21 Kole 

Chafesar 

Found Forest  

Land 

Currently Excavation 

is not going on 

3.  S. No. 81 

to S. No. 

103 

Kole 

Chafesar 

Not  Found Forest  

Land 

Currently Excavation 

is not going on 

4.  S. No. 74 Chavsar Found Land for 

Pawana 

Currently Excavation 

is not going on 
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Project (Irrigation department 

filed FIR against the 

illegal excavation) 

5.  S. No. 96 Varu ( no 

survey no. 

mentioned 

in the 

order) 

Found Land for 

Pawana 

Project 

Currently Excavation 

is not going on 

(Irrigation department 

filed FIR against the 

illegal excavation) 

6.  S. No.16 Thakursai ( 

no survey 

no. 

mentioned 

in the 

order) 

Found Forest 

Land 

Currently Excavation 

is not going on  

7.   Phagne ( no 

survey no. 

mentioned 

in the 

order) 

No 

excavation 

found in 

village 

Phagne 

  

 

 On perusing the table afore mentioned, Gut No. 235 of Village Kusgaon was 

the only private land. Survey No.21, Survey No.81 to 103 of Village Kole 

Chafeshwar and Survey No. 16 of Village Thakursarai (not forming a part of 

O.A. No. 103 of 2022) are Forest Lands, whereas Survey No. 74 of village 

Chavsar and Survey No. 96 of Village Varu (not forming a part of O.A. No. 

103 of 2022) are lands owned by the Irrigation Department. The Irrigation 

Department, being the Respondent No.3 with regards to Survey No.74 of 

Village Chavsar has contended that as on the date of inspection i.e. 

09.02.2023 excavation was not going on, however, previously excavation at 

the said Survey No. was found. Also previously, the Irrigation Department on 
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27.07.2022 has registered an FIR bearing No. 130 of 2022. As far as Survey 

No.96 of Village Varu (not forming the part of the O.A. No. 103 of 2022) is 

concerned, it was observed that currently excavation was not going on 

however, previously excavation was found. In terms thereof, the Respondent 

No.3 on 09.11.2022 has registered an FIR bearing No. 197 of 2022. Thus, on 

perusing the findings of the Joint Committee Report as far as the lands in 

ownership of Respondent No.3 are concerned, there is nothing on record to 

correlate with the Respondent No.9 and 10 for the excavation that was 

previously found. As far as the Survey No. 21 in Village Kolechafesar is 

concerned, the same is forest land and though previously excavation was 

found at the said site, currently no excavation was going on. As far as Survey 

No. 81 to 103 of Village Kolechafesar are concerned, the same are forest 

lands and excavation was not only found previously, but also currently no 

excavation was going on. As far as Survey No. 16 of Village Thakursai is 

concerned, previously excavation was found on the forest land, but currently 

no such excavation was going on. The Forest Department i.e. the Respondent 

No.7 has addressed a letter to the Respondent No.4 on 10.02.2023, by which 

the Respondent No.7 has found certain discrepancies with regards to the 

Forest lands in which mining operations were found and has intimated that 

the Respondent No.7 shall undertake the demarcation of the said lands. With 

regards to the same, the Respondent No.7 has requested the Respondent No.4 

to provide the Respondent No.7 with the copy of the maps prepared by using 

the ETS Machines, which would assist the Respondent No.7 to demarcate the 

lands owned by the Forest Department. Thus, from the letter of the 

Respondent No.7 dated 10.02.2023 also, it is apparent that there is nothing on 

record to demonstrate any co-relation of the Respondent No. 9 and 10 with 

the alleged illegal mining activities. The Joint Committee in its Report with 
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regards to Survey No.235 of Village Kusgaon i.e. the private land has found 

that the Tehsildar had already initiated action under the Maharashtra Land 

Revenue Code. Be that as it may, the Respondent No.9 and 10 are not the 

owners of Survey No. 235 of Village Kusgaon and as such have nothing to do 

with any activity at the said Survey Number. Thus, the Joint Committee 

Report corroborates the contention of the Respondent No.9 and 10 which was 

also considered by this Hon’ble Tribunal by its Order dated 05.12.2022 that 

there is no evidence of whatsoever nature to show the involvement of the 

Respondent No.9 and 10 with regards to alleged illegal mining and the 

Respondent No.9 and 10 have been arrayed as party Respondents by the 

Applicant in the present O.A. No. 103 of 2022 merely to settle the personal 

vengeance. 

9. Thereafter, the matter was heard by this Hon’ble Tribunal on 24.02.2023 and 

after considering the Joint Committee Report dated 23.02.2023, this Hon’ble 

Tribunal observed that even though FIRs were registered, it was necessary to 

ascertain the violators so as to impose Environmental Compensation, if the 

activities resulted in any adverse impact on the Environment. The Respondent 

No.9 and 10 vehemently submitted that in the absence of any evidence in the 

Joint Committee Report against the Respondent No.9 and 10, the names of 

the Respondent No.9 and 10 should be deleted from the array of Respondents. 

The Hon’ble Tribunal, though was convinced that there was no evidence 

against the Respondent No.9 and 10, postponed the deletion of their names 

after receiving the Replies of the other Respondents and also put the 

Applicant on guard that in case the Hon’ble Tribunal found that the Applicant 

had launched the O.A. No. 103 of 2022 against the Respondent No.9 and 10 

with vengeance, the Hon’ble Tribunal would compensate the Respondent 

No.9 and 10 with adequate costs. 
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10. At the outset, in the aforementioned paragraphs the Respondent No.9 and 10 

being on a Caveat in O.A. No. 103 of 2022 have been privy to the 

proceedings before this Hon’ble Tribunal in the said O.A. and have only 

stated facts pertaining to the said proceedings. However, it is categorically the 

case of the Respondent No.9 and 10 that on perusing the O.A. No. 103 of 

2022 and the Order dated 05.12.2022 passed by this Hon’ble Tribunal, it is 

apparent that the Applicant has conceded that in terms of the O.A. No. 103 of 

2022, the Applicant had not been able to establish the fact that the 

Respondent No.9 and 10 were involved in illegal mining as sought to be 

contended in O.A. No. 103 of 2022. On the contrary, on perusing the Order 

dated 05.12.2022, the Applicant merely sought a report from the Respondent 

authorities and had also agreed that if it was found that the Respondent No.9 

and 10 were not found involved in the illegal mining activity, their names 

would be deleted. In terms of the settled principle of the Law of Evidence, 

any person who desires any court to give a Judgment as to any legal right or 

liability dependent on the existence of facts which he asserts must prove that 

those facts exist. Thus, the burden of proof lies on that person who asserts 

such facts. In the present case, the Applicant besides making bald assertions 

against the Respondent No.9 and 10, has brought nothing on record to prove 

the existence of those assertions. On the contrary, the Application filed by the 

Applicant seems to be nothing but a fishing and roving enquiry so as to 

persuade this Hon’ble Tribunal to constitute a Committee to gather Evidence 

on behalf of the Applicant to prove the case of the Applicant, which otherwise 

the Applicant had miserably failed to do so.  

11. In the backdrop of the Applicant failing to prove the facts asserted by the 

Applicant in O.A. No. 103 of 2022, the Joint Committee Report of 

23.02.2023 raises more questions, than it answers on the assertions made by 
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the Applicant in O.A. No. 103 of 2022. In the entire Joint Committee Report 

of 23.02.2023, there is not a whisper of the Respondent No.9 and 10 

undertaking any illegal mining operations, which completely destroys the 

case of the Applicant in O.A. No. 103 of 2022. The Burden of Proof to prove 

the assertions made by the Applicant in the O.A. No. 103 of 2022 being on 

the Applicant and in terms of the Order dated 05.12.2022 of this Hon’ble 

Tribunal and the Joint Committee Report dated 23.02.2023, the Applicant 

having failed to prove the assertions in O.A. No. 103 of 2022 against the 

Respondent No.9 and 10, the present O.A. No. 103 of 2022 ought to be 

dismissed qua the Respondent No. 9 and 10. Without prejudice to the 

contentions raised hereinabove the Respondent No.9 and 10 are filing this 

present Reply to the O.A. No. 103 of 200 as filed by the Applicant. 

12. Para Wise Reply: 

a. At the outset all the contentions, averments, assertions and allegations 

made by the Applicant in O.A. No. 103 of 2022 are denied and nothing 

therein shall be deemed to be admitted by the Respondent No.9 and 10 

for reasons of non-traverse. 

b. As far as the Synopsis of the O.A. No. 103 of 2022 are concerned the 

Synopsis are absolutely ambiguous and in no way brings out the case of 

the Applicant. Besides alleging that the Respondent No.9 to 15 are 

indulging in illegal mining in Village Kole Chafesar, Chavsar, 

Thakursai, Varu, Phagne Taluka Maval District Pune, the Applicant has 

failed to raise any contention as to the specifications of the mineral 

alleged to have been excavated and the location (Exact Survey No./ Gut 

No.) where the alleged illegal mining was undertaken by the 

Respondent No.9 to 15. The Applicant having failed to assert specific 

facts with regards to the alleged illegal mining, the O.A. No. 103 of 
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2022 as filed by the Applicant is a generic attempt to mislead this 

Hon’ble Tribunal to exercise its power under Section 14 and 15 of the 

National Green Tribunal, 2010. Furthermore, the provisions of Section 

14 of the NGT Act, stipulate that this Hon’ble Tribunal would have 

jurisdiction over all civil cases, where a substantial question relating to 

environment is involved. However, on perusing the contents of the 

Synopsis, the Applicant seems to be in a reverie, and has raised no 

substantial questions, relating to environment, which needs 

adjudication by this Hon’ble Tribunal, more particularly, within regards 

to the Respondent No. 9 and 10. Also, the question of claiming 

damages against the Respondent No. 9 and 10 would not arise as the 

Applicant has failed to prove the assertions made in the present 

Original Application. 

c. The contentions in Para 1 and 2 are a matter of record and as such need 

no reply. 

d. As far as the contentions in Para 3 are concerned, the Applicant be put 

to strict proof of the contention made by the Applicant that the 

Respondent No. 9 to 12 in collusion with the Officers viz, Respondent 

No. 3 and 7 have undertaken illegal mining. In legal parlance, it is for 

the Applicant to prove the assertion made by the Applicant in the 

Application, exist. On perusing the Order dated 05.12.2022 passed by 

this Hon’ble Tribunal, on the objections raised by the Respondent No.9 

and 10 that a bare reading of the O.A. No. 103 of 2022 fails to establish 

the connection of the Respondent No.9 and 10 to the alleged illegal 

mining, the Applicant only sought a Report of the Respondent 

Authorities and further agreed to delete the names of the Respondent 

No.9 and 10 if nothing was found against the Respondent No.9 and 10 
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in the report of the committee. Accordingly, the Report of the 

Committee dated 23.02.2023 does not in any way implicate the 

Respondent No.9 and 10 and therefore the contentions of the Applicant 

in Para 3 being contrary to the Report of the Joint Committee are 

denied by the Respondent No.9 and 10.  

e. The contentions of Para 4 are an attempt to paint the Applicant in noble 

colors so as to demonstrate that the Applicant is the Social Worker and 

working for a social cause. The contentions of Para 4 are nothing but 

masquerading the Applicant. On the contrary, vide the present reply the 

Respondent No.9 and 10 shall demonstrate that Applicant is a busy 

body indulging in arm twisting respectable citizens and authorities so as 

to extort favors and money in return. Tersely to demonstrate, an FIR 

bearing No. 81 of 2021 dated 01.08.2021 for offences punishable under 

section 34, 406, 420, 504, 506(2) of IPC has been registered against the 

Applicant. Also, an FIR No.277 of 2021 dated 02.07.2021 has been 

registered against the Applicant. The afore-stated FIRs are just a 

glimpse of the culpability of the Applicant and there are several other 

proceedings against the Applicant which raise a serious suspicion on 

the credentials of the Applicant. Thus, it is apparent that the contents of 

Para 4 by no stretch of imagination can be considered as a gospel and 

therefore this Hon’ble Tribunal ought to gauge the veracity of the 

contentions raised by the Applicant with a microscopic lens. 

f. The contentions in Para 5 are a matter of record as the same describes 

the Respondent Authorities and as such need no reply.  

g. As far as the contentions in Para 6 are concerned, it is submitted that 

the Applicant vide the O.A. No.103 of 2022 had alleged illegal mining 

activity to have been undertaken at Village Kolechafesar, Chavsar, 
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Thakursai, Varu, Phagne of Taluka Maval, Distrcit Pune. Interestingly, 

in the Memo of Parties the Applicant has only arrayed the Police Patil 

of Village Chavsar as a Party Respondent in the O.A. No.103 of 2022 

and has conveniently abstained from arraying the Police Patil of Village 

Kolechafesar, Thakursai, Varu, Phagne of Taluka Maval, Distrcit Pune 

as a party Respondent. This act of the Applicant to only array the Police 

Patil of Village Chavsar as Respondent No.8 clearly demonstrates the 

pick and choose approach of the Applicant in arraying the Respondents 

in the present O.A. As far as the allegations with regards to Respondent 

No.8 having been purchased by the Respondent No.9 to 14 are being 

concerned, the Applicant along with the Original Application has 

produced not a single document to support the contention of the 

Applicant. Furthermore, the contentions of the Applicant that the 

Respondent No.8 ought to have complete knowledge of the illegal 

mining activity are concerned, on perusing the Report dated 

23.02.2023, barring Survey No.235 of Village Kusgaon, the alleged 

illegal excavation has been undertaken in Government Lands be it the 

Irrigation Department or the Forest Department. Also, the Irrigation 

Department has registered FIRs against unknown person. In such 

circumstances where the Irrigation Department and Forest Department 

were not aware of the illegal excavation previously taken, by no stretch 

of imagination can the Respondent No.8 be solely responsible for not 

having reported the alleged illegal mining. Also, it would not be 

prudent to assert culpability on the Respondent No.8 to say that the 

Respondent No.8 has vested interest with regards to illegal mining. 

Therefore, with regards to contention in Para 6, the Applicant be put to 

strict proof before making allegations against responsible Government 
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Authorities. Merely because the Applicant has the forum such as this 

Hon’ble Tribunal, which adjudicates environmental issues, the 

Applicant cannot make allegations against authorities without 

substantiating the same. This being contrary to the rationale of Law of 

Evidence, this Hon’ble Tribunal should take Judicial Notice for the 

same and impose exemplary cost on the Applicant. 

h. The contentions in Para 7 are the figment of the imagination of the 

Applicant and is nothing but an endeavor to sensationalize the O.A. No. 

103 of 2022. The Respondent No.9 is an ex-elected Councilor of the 

Lonavala Municipal Council and has been elected for six consecutive 

terms. The fact that the public of Lonavala has deposed its faith for the 

past 30 years in the Respondent No.9 by itself is a testimony of the 

credentials of the Respondent No.9. The Applicant has previously also 

tried to falsely implicate the Respondent No.9 in vexatious litigations 

so as to defame the Respondent No.9 who otherwise is a man of great 

repute. The Respondent No.10  is the son of the Respondent No.9 and is 

also well known in the city of Lonavala. The Applicant has a checkered 

history with the family of the Respondent No.9 and 10 and on every 

opportunity being presented, tries to falsely implicate the Respondent 

No.9 and 10 and their families in litigations with a vengeance. The 

Applicant is wrongly enforcing the provisions of Section 14 and 15 of 

the National Green Tribunal Act vide the present O.A. No. 103 of 2022 

more particularly when the Applicant has failed to prove the allegations 

made against the Respondent No.9 and 10 exist. On the contrary by the 

Order dated 05.12.2022, the Applicant had conceded to delete the 

names of the Respondent No.9 and 10 if no evidence was found against 

them. On a perusal of the Joint Committee Report dated 23.02.2023, it 
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has become abundantly clear that the Respondent No.9 and 10 have no 

role in the alleged illegal mining as claimed by the Applicant in the 

present O.A. Also, the contention that a quantity of 14,152 brass of 

mineral has been excavated illegally as alleged by the Applicant does 

not corroborate with the Report of the Joint Committee dated 

23.02.2023. The fact that the quantity of the 14,152 brass mineral has 

been illegally mined by the Respondent No.9 and 10 has not been 

substantiated by the Applicant by any evidence whatsoever and also 

finds no support in the Report dated 23.02.2023, in such circumstances 

the Applicant be put to strict proof of the same and the contentions in 

Para 7 are denied. Furthermore, the Respondent No. 4 and 5 on 

13.04.2023 have filed their reply affidavit to the OA. On perusing the 

contents of the said Reply, more particularly at Para 10, the Respondent 

No. 4 and 5 have quantified the total amount of excavation to be 

7151.81 brass, which is half of what has been claimed by the Applicant 

in Para 7 of the OA. Furthermore, it is also pertinent to note that out of 

the 7151.81 brass, which has been excavated, 3468 brass has already 

been adjudicated by the Sub Divisional Officer of Taluka Maval and 

therefore if at all any alleged illegal excavation has happened, the same 

may be to a tune of 3683.81 brass only and nothing more. Thus, the 

contentions in Para 7 clearly demonstrate that all the allegations in the 

present OA are far from truth and have been exaggerated so as to 

mislead this Hon’ble Tribunal to exercise its powers u/s 14 and 15 of 

the NGT Act. 

i. In Para 8 it is the case of the Applicant that the Respondent No.14 is an 

agent of the Respondent No.9 and 10 and the Respondent No.9 and 10 

by projecting the Respondent No.14 as land developer are utilizing 
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illegally mined stones for construction of bungalows. At the cost of 

repetition, it is submitted that the Applicant besides raising bald 

allegations against the Respondent No. 9 and 10 has not been able to 

provide a single documentary evidence to prove his case. The 

Applicant in fact in the present O.A. has made several defamatory 

statements against the Respondent No.9 and 10 for which the 

Respondent No.9 and 10 reserve their right to initiate appropriate legal 

action in accordance with law. The contentions in Para 8 of the Original 

Application are falsified by the fact that subsequently in the Order 

dated 05.12.2022, the Applicant had agreed to delete the names of the 

Respondent No. 9 and 10 if it was found that the said Respondents were 

not involved in the alleged illegal activity. Furthermore, the Report of 

23.02.2023 filed by the Joint Committee also corroborates that no 

mining of whatsoever nature has been undertaken at the behest of 

Respondent No. 9 and 10. Therefore the contention that the Respondent 

No. 9 and 10 along with the Respondent No. 14 have used the stone 

from the illegal excavation of the quarry, is far from truth and also does 

not form a part of the Joint Committee Report dated 23.02.2023. Thus, 

in circumstances where the Applicant has failed to prove illegal 

excavation by the Respondent No. 9 and 10, the question of paying 

royalty is far stretched. The Respondent No. 9 and 10 have not 

undertaken any illegal excavation and as such are not responsible for 

destruction of ecology and environment as alleged by the Applicant in 

Paragraph No. 8. Furthermore, on perusing the Paragraph No. 10 and 

11 of the Reply filed by the Respondent No.4 and 5 on 13.04.2023, it is 

more than evident that no part of the excavation has been undertaken by 

or at the behest of the Respondent No.9 and 10.  

498



j. As far as the contention of the Applicant in Para 9 with regard to 

complaints being made to Respondent No. 3 to 7 against the 

Respondent No. 9 to 12 are concerned, the Joint Committee Report of 

23.02.2023 completely negates the contentions of the Applicant in the 

complaint alleged to have been made. The Respondent Authorities have 

acted on the directions of this Hon’ble Tribunal dated 05.12.2022, and 

have accordingly after conducting site inspection and after according an 

opportunity to the parties have submitted the Joint Committee Report 

dated 23.02.2023, which in no way corroborates the so called 

complaints that the Applicant has relied in Para 9. 

k. In Paragraph 10 of the Original Application, the Applicant has 

tabulated the quantity of alleged illegal excavation that has been 

undertaken at various villages. The quantities as specified by the 

Applicant are imaginary and an effort to exaggerate the gravity of the 

alleged illegal mining. However, the Applicant in Para 10 of the present 

Original Application has not been able to proof the alleged quantities of 

illegal excavation. On the contrary, the Joint Committee Report of 

23.02.2023 has also tabulated the Survey/Gat Nos and the same in no 

way corroborates the contention of the Applicant in Paragraph 10. At 

the cost of repetition, it is submitted that the Applicant should prove the 

contentions/assertions made in Paragraph 10, failing which no 

weightage can be given to the contentions in Para 10. Furthermore, the 

Respondent No. 4 and 5 on 13.04.2023 have filed their reply affidavit 

to the OA. On perusing the contents of the said Reply, more 

particularly at Para 10, the Respondent No. 4 and 5 have quantified the 

total amount of excavation to be 7151.81 brass, which is half of what 

has been claimed by the Applicant in Para 7 of the OA. Furthermore, it 
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is also pertinent to note that out of the 7151.81 brass, which has been 

excavated, 3468 brass has already been adjudicated by the Sub 

Divisional Officer of Taluka Maval and therefore if at all any alleged 

illegal excavation has happened, the same may be to a tune of 3683.81 

brass only and nothing more. 

l. The contentions of the Applicant in Para 11 that the Mamlatdar has 

drawn a spot panchnama and has concluded that the Respondent No. 9 

to 12 have carried out illegal mining amounting to an approximate 

amount of Rs. 7, 72, 96, 095/- is absolutely erroneous. On perusing the 

contents of the alleged panchnama, nowhere have the authorities come 

to a conclusion of whatsoever nature that the alleged illegal excavation 

has been undertaken by the Respondent No. 9 to 12. Rather, the 

Authorities have only recorded the contentions of the Applicant and 

have not attributed any culpability on the Respondent No. 9 and 10. 

Furthermore, on perusing the table forming a part of the Joint 

Committee Report dated 23.02.2023, in the status column, properties 

situated at serial no 1, 2, 4, 5 and 6 have found excavation to have been 

undertaken at the said sites. However, on perusing the Report dated 

23.02.2023, nowhere have the authorities found that the excavation has 

been undertaken at the behest of the Respondent No. 9 to 12. On the 

contrary, there is nothing on record to attribute illegal excavation to the 

Respondent No. 9 and 10. Furthermore, the Joint Inspection Report 

dated 23.02.2023 in no ways depicts illegal excavation to the tune of 

Rs. 7,72,96,095/- as alleged by the Applicant. Also, there is nothing on 

record, to show that the extent of the illegal excavation amounts to Rs. 

50 crores. These figures are simply blown out of proportion by the 

Applicant so as to over-emphasize the case of the Applicant and to 
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misuse the jurisdiction of this Hon’ble Court so as to impose maximum 

penalty on Respondent No. 9 and 10 against whom the Applicant has a 

personal vengeance. The Respondent No. 4 and 5 in their reply dated 

13.04.2023 also do not support the case of the Applicant as contended 

in Paragraph 10 of the OA. Apparently, the Respondent No. 4 and 5 

have stated that excavation worth Rs. 42,91,086/- for a total of 7151.81 

brass has been found to be illegal. Assuming though not admitting, the 

figures as stated by the Respondent No. 4 and 5 to be true, the same 

also do not corroborate the case of the Applicant. However, the 

Respondent No. 4 and 5 while computing the total amount of illegal 

excavation being done have failed to consider that out of the 7151.81 

brass, 3468 brass of excavation done at Survey No. 235, Village 

Kusgaon was adjudicated and regulated by the orders of the Sub-

Divisional Officer of Taluka Maval under the Maharashtra Land 

Revenue Code and therefore at best 3683.81 brass could be the quantity 

of alleged illegal excavation and nothing more. Thus, the contentions in 

Para 10 are absolutely contrary to the stand of the Respondent 

Authorities.  

m. As far as the contentions in Para 11 of the illegal excavation to the tune 

of Rs. 83, 66, 400/- are concerned, the Applicant is misrepresenting this 

Hon’ble Court and therefore it is just and necessary to appraise this 

Hon’ble Court with appropriate facts. Previously, on 31.01.2020 the 

Talathi of Village Kusgaon had undertaken a site inspection of the land 

bearing Gat No. 235 which was in ownership of Respondent No. 12. 

During the said inspection, the Talathi of Village Kusgaon had 

observed that the Respondent No. 12 had undertaken illegal excavation 

of 3486 brass and therefore in terms of Section 48(7) of the 
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Maharashtra Land Revenue Code, 1966, the Respondent No. 12 was 

liable to pay royalty of Rs. 13,94,400/- with a 5 times penalty of Rs. 

69,72,000/-. Thus, the Respondent No. 12 was directed to deposit a 

total amount of Rs. 83,66,400/-. Accordingly, an order dated 

14.04.2020 was issued by the Tahsildar to the Respondent No. 12. 

Being aggrieved by the order dated 14.04.2020, the Respondent No. 12 

filed an RTS Appeal bearing No. RTS/A/486/2020 before the Ld. Sub-

Divisional Officer of Maval - Mulshi, Pune. The Ld. Sub-Divisional 

Officer vide its order dated 07.01.2021 was pleased to set aside the 

order dated 14.04.2020 passed by the Ld. Tahsildar imposing a penalty 

of Rs. 83,66,400/- against the Respondent No. 12. Thus, by the order 

dated 07.01.2021 of the Ld. Sub-Divisional Officer, the Respondent 

No. 12, was exonerated of the order imposing penalty on the 

Respondent No. 12. The Applicant has alleged that the Applicant has 

challenged the said order dated 07.01.2021 of the Ld. Sub-Divisional 

Officer before the Respondent No.4 who has remitted the matter back 

to the Ld. Sub-Divisional Officer for rehearing. However, vide the 

present Original Application, the Applicant has not produced on record 

any order passed by the Respondent No. 4 in support of its contentions 

in Para 11. Be that as it may, the contention with regards to imposition 

of penalty of Rs.83,66,400/- has got nothing to do as such with the 

Respondent No. 9 and 10.  

n. The Applicant in Para 11of the Original Application has also contended 

that the Mamlatdar on the basis of the Panchnama had directed the 

Police Authorities to register an offence u/s 379, 334, 120B of IPC and 

also under the High Explosive Substances Act as the Respondent No.9 

to 12 had carried out blasting with the help of gelatine sticks and 
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detonator without any permission. At the outset, this contention of the 

Applicant should be brushed away without implying much importance 

as none of the authorities before this Hon’ble Tribunal in the Joint 

Committee Report of 23.02.2023 have reiterated the contentions of the 

Applicant that the Respondent No.9 and 10 have undertaken blasting 

with the help of gelatin sticks and electric detonator. This allegation of 

the Applicant is of such a magnitude that no Authority who was the 

member of the Joint Committee could have turned a blind eye. If at all 

there was any substance to the allegation made by the Applicant in Para 

11, the same would have definitely formed a part of the Joint 

Committee Report dated 23.02.2023. The Joint Committee, in terms of 

the Order dated 05.12.2022 passed by thus Hon’ble Tribunal has 

submitted its Report after undertaking physical verification of the 

alleged sites. The Joint Committee constituted by this Hon’ble Tribunal 

is akin to a Court Commission appointed u/s 75(b) of the Code of Civil 

Procedure, 1908 to make local investigation. Furthermore, in terms of 

Order XXVI Rule 10A of the Civil Procedure Code, 1908, this Hon’ble 

Tribunal also has the power to appoint a commission for undertaking 

scientific investigation and report thereon to the Hon’ble Tribunal. The 

Report dated 23.02.2023 of the Joint Committee had undertaken a 

scientific investigation in terms of Section 75(b) and Order XXVI Rule 

10A of the Civil Procedure Code, 1908 and therefore ought to be 

considered by this Hon’ble Tribunal, rather than relying on bald and 

baseless allegations made by the Applicant in Para 11 of the present 

Original Application. Besides the falsity of the contentions of the 

Applicant in Para 11 is further substantiated by the Reply dated 

29.03.2023, now brought on record by the Respondent No.3 before this 
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Hon’ble Tribunal. The Respondent No.3 along with its Reply has 

annexed FIR No. 130 of 2022 dated 27.07.2022 and FIR No. 197 of 

2022 dated 09.11.2022 with the Lonavala Gramin Police Station for 

offences punishable u/s 379 of IPC against unknown persons. Thus, by 

no stretch of imagination can it be said that the Respondent No. 9 to 12 

have carried out blasting with the help of gelatin sticks or electric 

detonator as alleged by the Applicant. The Respondent No.9 and 10 

reiterate that the Applicant vide the present Original Application is 

doing nothing but trying to settle personal scores with the Respondent 

No.9 and 10. Also, it is pertinent to note that the Respondent No. 4 and 

5 in their reply dated 13.04.2023 have contended that the Respondent 

No. 7 with regard to Survey No. 16 at Village Thakursai has registered 

an FIR No. E-2/2022-23 filed under the Indian Forest Act, 1927 u/s 

26(1)A,D,G and for Survey No. 21 at Village Kole Chafeshwar, the 

Respondent No. 7 has registered an FIR No. E-6/2022-23 filed under 

the Indian Forest Act, 1927 u/s 26(1)A,D,G. however, none of the FIRs 

registered by the Authorities in any way implicate any of the 

Respondents. 

13. Reply to the Grounds of the Application 

a. That the contentions raised by the Applicant in ground No. I are totally 

misconceived and the Applicant has not even been able to make out 

any case with regards to the contravention of the Forest Conservation 

Act as far as the Respondent No. 9 and 10 are concerned. 

b. Since the fact finding report dated 23.02.2023 of the Joint Committee 

constituted by this Hon’ble Tribunal in no way attributes any mining 

activity to the Respondent No.9 and 10, the contention in ground No. II 

of the present OA has no relation with Respondent No.9 and 10. Also, 
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on perusing the OA as it is, the Applicant has failed to even make out a 

case with regards to alleged illegal mining at the behest of any of the 

Respondents. In circumstances where, the Applicant has failed to prove 

the assertion in the OA No. 103 of 2022 against any of the 

Respondents, and in the absence of any evidence corroborating the 

contentions of the Applicant that the Respondents are undertaking 

illegal mining, the question of obtaining prior Environment Clearance 

does not arise. Thus, the contention in ground No. II has no relevance. 

c. The Report of the Joint Committee dated 23.02.2023 does not attribute 

any illegality or culpability to the Respondent No.9 and 10 and 

therefore the contentions in ground No.III are also misplaced. 

d. The contentions with regards to Ground No. IV have been dealt with 

while replying to Ground No. II in Paragraph No. 13(b) herein above 

and the same be read as a part of reply for Ground No. IV. Also, the 

Report dated 23.02.2023 in no way confirms the illegal mining being 

currently undertaken, more particularly by the Respondent No.9 and 10 

and therefore, the question of stopping mining as such does not arise as 

sought by the Applicant in Ground No. IV. 

e. The contentions in Ground No. V are also negated by the Joint 

Committee Report dated 23.02.2023 and the reply of the  Respondent 

No.3 dated 29.03.2023. The Respondent No.3 in its reply dated 

29.03.2023 has annexed copies of FIR bearing No. 130 of 2022 and 

197 of 2022 registered with the Lonavala Gramin Police Station. On 

perusing the contentions of the said FIRs, the Respondent No.3 has 

alleged that at Survey No.74 of village Chavsar, 415 Brass of illegal 

excavation was undertaken by an unknown person and that 6024 Brass 

was also illegally excavated by an unknown person at Survey No. 96 of 
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Village Varu and Survey No. 42 of Village Jovan. Thus, the FIRs 

registered by Respondent No.3 do not support the contentions of the 

Applicant in Ground No.V. 

f. The Applicant has not been able to substantiate the contentions in 

ground No.VI so as to justify the allegation that the Respondents are 

totally undertaking illegal excavation. Such allegations being contrary 

to record are of no substance. 

g. The Applicant in ground No.VII has failed to demonstrate any damage 

to the environment as a consequence of the alleged illegal excavation 

being undertaken by the Respondent No. 9 and 10. The Report of the 

Joint Committee dated 23.02.2023 having not attributed any illegal 

action to the Respondent No.9 and 10 where the question of penalizing 

the Respondent No.9 and 10 does not arise. 

h. The issue raised by the Applicant in Ground No.VIII is not admitted by 

the Respondent No.9 and 10. The Applicant had produced nothing on 

record to prove the assertion that the Respondent No.9 and 10 have 

undertaken money laundering. Be that as it may, the Hon’ble Supreme 

Court vide its Order dated 27.04.2022 in Civil Appeal No. 2862 – 2863 

of 2022 has stayed direction No. (vii) in the Order dated 24.01.2022 

issued by the Principal Bench of this Hon’ble Tribunal directing the 

Enforcement Directorate to examine the matter under the Prevention of 

Money Laundering Act, 2002. Furthermore, the issue pertaining to 

money laundering under the Prevention of Money Laundering Act, 

2002 does not form a part of the seven enactments specified in the 

Schedule I of the National Green Tribunal Act, 2010 and therefore, is 

beyond the jurisdiction of this Hon’ble Tribunal. 
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i. The contentions in Ground No. IX by itself demonstrates the vengeance 

of the Applicant in filing the present Application before this Hon’ble 

Tribunal. In Ground No. IX, it is the case of the Applicant himself that 

the Applicant has revengefully filed the present Original Application 

against the Respondent No. 9 to 12 and Respondent No.14 due to the 

previous litigations between the Applicant and the said Respondents. In 

the present Reply, the Answering Respondents in the forthcoming 

paragraphs have enumerated the details of the previous litigation 

pending between the Applicant and the Respondent No.9 and 10. It is 

therefore submitted that the present Original Application is an attempt 

to misuse the Jurisdiction of this Hon’ble Tribunal to settle personal 

scores of the Applicant against the Respondent No.9 and 10. 

14. Reply to the Limitation: 

Any application under Section 14(3) of the National Green Tribunal Act, 

2010 shall be made with this Hon’ble Tribunal within a period of six 

months from the date on which the cause of action for such dispute first 

arose and under Section 15(3) of the National Green Tribunal Act, 2010 

within 5 years from the date on which the cause of action for 

compensation or relief first arose. The Hon’ble Supreme Court in (2011) 9 

SCC 126 has interpreted the term “ right to sue first accrues” to mean that 

if a suit is based on multiple causes of action, the period of limitation 

would begin to run from the date when the right to sue first accrues. 

Successive violation of the right would not gave rise to a fresh cause and 

the suit would be liable to be dismissed if it is beyond the period of 

limitation counted from the day when the right to sue first accrue. The 

Applicant in the limitation clause has contended that the cause of action 

for filing of the present Application arose on 26.08.2022, when the 
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Applicant had preferred an application to the Respondent No.6. The Hon’ble 

Supreme Court in (2013) 12 SCC 179 has held that a representation relating 

to a stale claim or a dead grievance does not give rise to a fresh cause of 

action. Mere submission of a representation to a competent authority does 

not arrest time. Therefore, the contentions of the Applicant in the limitation 

clause that a representation to the Respondent No.6 on 26.08.2022 would 

give a cause of action to the Applicant to file the present Application is 

contrary to the law laid down by the Hon’ble Supreme Court as well as this 

Hon’ble Tribunal. 

Also, the Respondent No. 4 and 5 in their Reply Affidavit dated 13.04.2023 

has categorically stated, more particularly in Para 11 that the alleged illegal 

mining has been undertaken “since past 10 to 12 years in parts and has not 

been undertaken currently”. Thus, it is the stand of the Respondent 

Authorities in the present OA that the illegal mining has been undertaken 

since past 10-12 years. In such circumstances, the OA No. 103/2022 in any 

case, is beyond the period of Limitation prescribed u/s 14(3) as well as 15(3) 

of the NGT Act, 2010 and ought to be dismissed solely on this ground. 

15. Also, the Hon’ble Supreme Court in a recent Judgment dated 21.10.2022 

reported in (2022) SCC Online SC 1469 has categorically held that before a 

litigant is permitted to knock the doors of justice and seek Orders from the 

Hon’ble Tribunal which  have far reaching effects, the credentials and 

bonafides of such an Applicant must be tested. The Hon’ble Supreme 

Court was therefore pleased to direct the Hon’ble Tribunal when objections 

with regards to bonafides and credentials of Applicants are seriously raised 

when entertaining the grievance of such Applicants, which is likely to 

adversely affect the rights of many, it should ensure the bonafides and 

credentials of such Litigants. In view of the Judgment passed by the Hon’ble 
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Supreme Court, it is therefore now necessary to ensure the credentials and 

bonafides of the Applicant in the present case. 

16. On perusing the O.A. No. 103 of 2022, the major bone of contention of the 

Applicant is against the Respondent No. 9 and 10. The Respondent No.9 is 

otherwise a public figure within the city of Lonavala for the last 30 years 

and is a man of great repute. The O.A. No. 103 of 2022 filed by the 

Applicant is nothing but a vengeance Application so as to cause 

inconvenience not only to the Respondent No. 9 and 10 but also to the other 

members of the society at large for reasons enumerated herein below: 

a. The Applicant had previously on 17.11.2017 registered an           FIR against the 

Respondent No.9. However, the investigating agency after investigating 

into the alleged offence had submitted a Report dated 16.02.2018 before 

the Hon’ble Court. However, the Ld. JMFC vide its Order dated 

25.09.2019 was pleased the reject the Final Report dated 16.02.2018 of 

the investigating machinery, against which the Respondent No. 9 has 

filed a Criminal Revision Application No. 78 of 2022 which is pending 

adjudication before the Ld. Sessions Judge at Pune. The copy of the 

Report dated 16.02.2018 submitted by the Investigating Officer   is 

marked and annexed herewith as Annexure R-1. 

b. Also, the Applicant had previously filed a Complaint u/s 14(2) of the 

Maharashtra Agricultural Lands (Ceiling on Holding) Act, 1961 bearing 

complaint No. 801 of 2022 before the Sub Divisional Officer against the 

Respondent No. 9 & 10 as well as their families. The Ld. Sub-Divisional 

Officer vide his Order dated 29.12.2022 has rejected the Complaint filed 

by the Applicant and therefore the Applicant is using the provisions of 

the National Green Tribunal Act, 2010 with the intention to   hand twist the 

Respondent No. 9 & 10 without there being any merits to the contentions 
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raised by the Applicant in O.A. No. 103 of 2022. The Copy of the Order 

dated 29.12.2022 passed   by the Ld. Sub-Divisional Officer is marked 

and annexed herewith as Annexure R-2. 

c. Also, it is brought to the notice of the Hon’ble Tribunal that a   Non-

Cognizable Offence Information Report bearing No. 770 of 2022 u/s 155 

of  Cr.P.C dated 21.12.2022 has been registered by Mr. Kirit Somaiyya, 

Vice President, Bhartiya Janta Party, Maharashtra against the Applicant. 

On perusing the contents of the said Report, the report has been 

registered against the Applicant for circulating wrong information that the  

Complainant in the Report No. 770 of 2022 was going to provide 

assistance to the Applicant for taking action against the Respondent No. 

9 for the alleged illegal mining undertaken by the Respondent No. 9. The 

NC Report No. 770 of 2022 clearly substantiates the agenda of the 

Applicant to initiate any legal proceedings against the Respondent No. 9 

and to claim assistance of publically known personalities so as to defame 

the Respondent No. 9. The copy of the NC Report No. 770 of       2022 dated 

21.12.2022 is marked and annexed herewith as Annexure R-3. 

d. The Ld. Sub Divisional Officer in RTS Appeal No. A/486 of 2020  vide its 

Order dated 07.01.2021 has set aside the Order dated 14.04.2020 issued by 

the Tehsildar of Maval directing the Respondent No.12 to deposit a 

penalty of Rs. 69,72,000/- u/s 48(7) of the Maharashtra Land Revenue 

Code, 1966 and royalty of Rs.13,94,400/-. Therefore, by the Order dated 

07.01.2021, the Ld. Sub Divisional Officer was pleased to set aside the 

penalty of Rs.83,66,400/- imposed against  Respondent No.12 at the 

instance of the Applicant. The said facts clearly demonstrate more than a 

vengeance and establish the      malafides of the Applicant. The copy of the 
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Order dated 07.01.2021 passed by the Ld. Sub-Divisional Office is 

marked and annexed herewith as Annexure R-4. 

e. Also, Respondent No.12 as a Power of Attorney Holder of Respondent 

No.15 has filed a Criminal Complaint No. 406 of 2021 against the 

Applicant, whereby  the  Ld. JMFC vide its Order dated 14.07.2021 has 

directed the police to register an offence u/s 156(3) against the Applicant.  

In pursuance thereof, an FIR bearing No. 81 of 2021 has been  registered 

against the Applicant at the behest of Respondent No.12. Similarly, the 

mother of Respondent No.12 has filed a Criminal Complaint No. 416 of 

2021 against the Applicant, for which an FIR bearing No. 277 of 2021 

has been registered against the Applicant on the directions issued       by the 

Ld. JMFC vide its Order dated 24.06.2021. As a counter blast to all these 

complaints made by the Respondent No.12, the Applicant has filed the 

O.A. No. 103 of 2022 before the Hon’ble Tribunal with ulterior motives. 

The copy of    the Order dated 14.07.2021 passed by the Ld. JMFC in      

Criminal Complaint No, 406 of 2021 along with the FIR No. 81 of 2021 

is marked and annexed herewith as Annexure R-5. 

The copy of the Order dated 24.06.2021 passed by the Ld. JMFC along 

with the FIR No. 277 of 2021 is marked and annexed herewith as 

Annexure R-6. 

f. Thus, from the documents submitted herein above, the credentials and 

bonafides of the Applicant are being challenged       in filing the O.A. No. 103 

of 2022 by the Respondent No. 9 & 10 and therefore this Hon’ble 

Tribunal ought to undertake a serious endeavor to ensure and check the 

bonafides and credentials of the Applicant. The Respondent No. 9 

& 10 categorically state that the O.A. No. 103 of 2022 is painted with 

nothing but malafide at behest of the Applicant and therefore in terms of 
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the Order passed by the Hon’ble Supreme Court in (2022) SCC Online 

SC 1469, the O.A. No. 103 of 2022 ought to  be dismissed by this Hon’ble 

Tribunal with exemplary costs. 

17.  In view of the contentions raised herein above, no prayers as sought by the 

Applicant can be granted qua the Respondent No.9 and 10. As far as the 

prayer clause A) is concerned, the same has been complied with as this 

Hon’ble Tribunal has already constituted a Joint Committee vide its Order 

dated 05.12.2022, which has submitted its Report dated 23.02.2023 and 

nothing incriminating has been found against the Respondent No.9 and 10. 

As far as prayer clause B) is concerned, since the report does not confirm 

illegal mining at the behest of the Respondent No.9 and 10, the same has no 

consequence. The relief sought in Prayer clause C) cannot be granted in 

terms of the contentions raised in Paragraph 13 (h) herein above. Since, no 

illegal excavation has been attributed to the Respondent No.9 and 10 in the 

Report dated 23.02.2023, no question of levying Environmental 

Compensation arises as sought in prayer clause D). Prayer clause E) being 

interim and ad-interim relief, the same does not survive as on date.  

18. In view of the contentions raised herein above and the statement made by 

the Applicant in the Order dated 05.12.2022 that the Applicant agrees in 

case, it is found that the Respondent No.9 is not found involved in the illegal 

mining activity, their name would be deleted, in view of the findings of the 

Joint Committee Report dated 23.02.2023, the names of the Respondent 

No.9 and 10 ought to be deleted. Furthermore, in terms of the Order passed 

by the Hon’ble Tribunal dated 24.02.2023 that if the Hon’ble Tribunal finds 

that the Applicant has launched this case with vengeance, the Hon’ble 

Tribunal would impose adequate cost on the Applicant, it is just and 

necessary for this Hon’ble Tribunal to impose exemplary cost on the 
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Applicant. Thus, the names of the Respondent No.9 and 10 be deleted from 

the array of Respondents. 

19. Even otherwise, the fact finding report dated 23.02.2023 of the Joint 

Committee constituted by this Hon’ble Tribunal in no way attributes any 

mining activity against the any of the Respondent. Also, on perusing the 

present Original Application as it is, the Applicant has failed to even make 

out a case with regards to alleged illegal mining at the behest of any of the 

Respondent. In such circumstances, this Hon’ble Tribunal may be pleased 

to dismiss the present Original Application with exemplary costs. 

 

 

          Filed By: 

Sangramsingh R. Bhonsle, Samridhi S. Jain 
Nrupal A. Dingankar & Pushkara A. Bhonsle 

Advocates 
        A10, LGF, Lajpat Nagar III, New Delhi, 110024 

Place: Pune                        Email: samridhi12318@gmail.com 
Date: 21.04.2023            Contact No: +91 9890210579 
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Prakash Mishrilal Porwal

Versus
Ministry of Environment, Forest
and Climate Changes and Ors.
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I, Mr. Nitin Vishwanath Agarwal, Occupation: Business, Age: Adult, Residing

at:- Eesh Krupa, Near Vijaya Bank, Lonavala-410401 Maharashtra, do hereby

solemnly affirm and state as under:

1 That I am the Respondent No.9 in the above mentioned Original Application as

such am conversant with the facts and circumstances of the case and am

competent to swear to this affidavit.

2. That I have read the contents of the accompanying reply, the same being

drafted by my counsel under my instructions and that the contents of Para I to

_ of the reply are facts in brief believed to be true on legal advice and that I

have not suppressed any material fact.

3. That the annexures filed along with the reply are the true copies of their

respective originals

DEPONENT

VERIFICATION

Verified at lonaval^ on this2frday of April, 2023 that the contents of the

present affidavit are true and correct and nothing material has been concealed

therefrom.
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HON'BLE NATIONAL GREEN TRIBUNAL
WESTERN ZONE BENCH, PLINE

ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO. 103 OF 2022

IN THE MATTER OF:
Prakash Mishrilal Porwal

Versus
Ministry of Environment, Forest
and Climate Changes and Ors.

...Applicant

. . . Respondents

AFFIDAVIT

I, Mr. Eesh Nitin Agarwal, Occupation: Business, Age: Adult, Residing at:-

Eesh Krupa, Near Vijaya Bank, Lonavala-41040 1 Maharashtra, do hereby

solemnly affirm and state as under:

1. That I am the Respondent No.10 in the above mentioned Original Application

as such am conversant with the facts and circumstances of the case and am

competent to swear to this affidavit.

2. That I have read the contents of the accompanying reply, the same being

drafted by my counsel under my instructions and that the contents ofPara 1 to

_ of the reply are facts in brief believed to be true on legal advice and that I

have not suppressed any material fact.

3. That the annexures filed along with the reply are the true copies of their

respective originals.

DEPONENT

VERIFICATION

Verified at lo"g'"ala, on this 2{auy ot April,2023 that the contents of the

present affidavit are true and correct and nothing material has been concealed

therefrom.
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dffi U€rea 3rr*ft'{ EA (e) grq ftaq 3or.{ra,aa is d{,(?) q*dra *tr ?te, (1)
ffia fte{fia urtrata, (u) Bd FfiE srae, s-d n. dsmfl ar. aro k'6r g&, 3rA $ri({
ara flqa g@rffd aret dil ffiql ilnA Ei. MH-14/Fs-3393 6t{ qrA 6ia-r MH-Iz/cD-
rozz :r& aien aiaffrrd.

{-€ rcm 3r6tqfi ria.drqr w6a Rmtfi qtqr 6€tq? *ga m prsat ftmr4 qrga
qt6on dd. asI S€r qsdr R6rq t Sd aFS-dS rrffidts rn(a 6{Afta t{g - gn ga'ura

ffirffrlrH errra sr*{q{-qr aiE qqEr Atfta Aota r-*t mraar 6aald ryrflril h.*. o1.soo i
a-ura, m.arao,h.gi aA 3rq{ a-<r Eorq B garrfl a6mafe an siq'I#e s{rdfftftd 6tE

oa-<rArd agd gdil* Gl'fiiuftri qrun-ut qt@r qre gHrA lmret s{G, ddaflq*d M'A
qqrel d?Era qtai affi aE& 3i{ir&d ore&ar erJ qr+a M a-€r a sra gd wtmrA ut
ts6r+{r 6-qa ftr-dl 3G. srA sitflaa a6r tuH afeea .qin €ER aqrfl q?Errar ffi&a ilafl
trsdr ftffirofl a 3{rgqrflaii erfat eier }dararq aatar erJ kga s{rer ar8.

e-< g6r*a fuk asa Eia[H q-d{rq $rq. 3{n. *.ffia ror en-urn n-Qdta
qA E rsrQ aff I r ; *&er ftE dsd {q- Q ? a{, u. argd, ( ? ) *da gonrfl sA d'q- tb Ed,

(P.r.o.)

llt-\'t
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qaulat. { I ) frulEAR 3Io?riAFd ari3l .T?I-8;

ad, (91 ri.nq gfer <igact aa 1;: a.ad rr arn
raer aiarga qid dqm ea-e"r.

3a,d{r e oi4 fu-<i& ar;tl aiuftidl
qhara uiar an5ra wara triar ftdEaz <rafrarar

qnR ? 1, 8, q, Baio sq/c9/r
ga-rr* arald? i.tr*a qaw &df drad iEl-drr qAad dE
fu. k-€;iar oQluoc ;ra-o alqri erisa {rcrfir{l sr&* 3rrd

3fl.
endt iafr q:n'q
qWflffi s&l

trdEil
qr&e {r& q

D-dar8 3rA Bbra3{rBa.
qr*a MA s;ot?r A?rflrra tfia, erq eo Ed, qttn sq:dc ffiqd ffirq

riiiroril r{ffi d{ft'ca qtai xaa *ga qTed MA rqH cTa Fmra dqrTEt atn ardrfl fll
ftorofl fr? 3G kr ard sr Erdd m'a aga wq s$rqrs arotrrar ar. ffi st}tanrfl qH
ft6'qH sA sra Aara qiq{ia? &ft 6rsa'm ws sdknq Rmr stra.

tmt4 gdFrer *n$ail drqrd, aq <1o ad, uiicr arqtta urdlq oqrrq an.

ffiq s{ftrorfi qffi sq-dg *e:rga.uid ftEsf'A qiar gr*oqt qra-an :ttwsran qrqr sntn
a-qd.Fera ilar srBa i siaal na ar8. sfir sr0urq Rar $rB.

fuqta 9r6nr *er*drf, *rsrd, {q,co Ed, {fff rraar 6fi *d-d xraft<n rqq
crwaftta s.rrra, Erq 83 ad, qasi-s tr*d &H ftd, a. utruns €E *d;iE-{ t3, qiieft {dl
oaa Rrarqga ffi .A€i .qi* kdiai e q' e e / ? o g ts idi a. s ? : o o ar. n gmrg fr ars o1d qrdl

ds? Mn-48/AW-33s7 E rE:dl Eraka a'lqraa aga rla-i-gi u-{da raa *fl flA qrd qfla
a aiaarEt qrqffrJl trr*€ r?r<rffi crd,qr dia qffi€ ffi trah sre argm {€a qla 3ftrflEn
ffisffilrdzdtmrqptau* qitd ai-ea&T{ff mdl:*fl Af&. aur*aod qruratQrenzqro
kqu srurrora cg*ar gat. crrm d sila'ta-& .<ri an-Ed tlrrqe tto gsa s€eat rtat. s qr&floTa

fircft (t-d gtra clr& sla qrdti Erlr elarfirA Eqifl tr6 fa-a :u dil. aita 6Tm arE

aTtraal d qi&d, qrAefid MQ s-erer *er8rd qttqa, qtm an6pt eefi{afl fusI kd'ar
arefudrfl qr-&e ad. sr& sirrd 3ilh.

r< aj6.r*a srAA gtiaqs(gq,q--19-ad,-eia:ldt, a aqlqn, fl.
sfflpqqr ardnqz sfu *dzffi rr{. dl. r}s f}r<rd ga-a s-*{ dorttrat, er*63 aq-s da
F{dilirka,

sa ?o9B xrd *. qtnrer qtlqrd qi4 a'tfl ftd dai a?n-d o-*a ure ai urc;i tgg

(9Xi) E i*a eal *a ura gqooooo/- (atar are) aqqrai h-6r-{A 3rs-flra fiffi'trrd ar$
{ftdi* .qifu{ heara }ga E{r& qftTa k6a M artrd.E ad a*ai$ q,6let *{ora qial

il{taG dulrcat rfor8;i'o, aiqr*ar enda urd 6. tgoqg n g-gd 90,00000/-((6r dre) a
qoooool- (qrd anr) sr* u-g 9q ana Etrqii Fi€ i-6 utn'r:t trera qiar Ed, rr+fa A-6

?qffi ?qA armal a'ga ta-d a at&aa o-m a tar erorzra dd. et&ea am H srA €qa
3{-{ara atd at*at &caTa aqar.

a:iq sq ioetr ar* rR. coter Q-<".ra si-* dd <irr, dr.arr.6, e.gd t*d q'*a
ure ;i tlg Er 9 E ?bq sr s-*-& aA arddqr a ar& qBErAan affcad gaa ssrQl &ffi;Glra
3{rrGna, gd'* S. qrar !6rQr 3{rrErm E gila Eqo fug-d-dra 3rrs&nd lr. aimq-ff qtql er{Cfl

@ r< u0rfl tto,ooooof - (q''a,rs aRfl oq{iar; fuorqEfl stGn 3{e r*d5 e*t*6ga M
aii amqa go,ooooo/-(trarx ara) 6q-A ffi ar. gwa kiu-odwa-a qia irrqtdqa
a-<p q0r&i ut4*a ers*q ruqr {116 !!m ffiEr Eoooo/- (sr6 FqE)a aH ge6
gt3,ooo/- (ritnr 6qrz) sra E-€q (s{oooi - Ecra e m-S gai rorer 3{arrdrd Ei{ rra&. qrga.€(
utffi id q-6rer *rqrd ts Eq? il-&d ar$a,

R.c.s/cg/roso +* grffi o.ao ql i gt *nQr tfia a|.fl €qre <i6rdr
qEi*d 3mqrfl {d at*6a am H u-rq atftaata 6r&d b/9? rrn qtso} ar<ea-o an},
ftrarr<re aa a-fld orqta.qrd sar ar*SE-d a-a sri tqii.

R. gq/cs/toge nd ?r6r-d 99:oo d 99:99 irr. gfiEnr !16r?r *rcra E d
uo-*qireft 6td-dr *ga *, ar*r &? orez *-qra-fi u. arirrErdt, alunsa arAaga 6t'C ffi 6iE?

@

a
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-72/(;D-3b77 il iga irdsl *rard a 3{a-n fui afu;dla dca tiroia fird6-r, zr...r'iorrdan

sn-41 dtirqa andla al"no:an Aga hud fl raa, qra$ar om gtai. q6rer q'l.drrd dld
Rr-dr a-a.a dA a qrdFndtd firrar tiea ;ioia arqor, +rrar dar. * ar& qa-$o ota

gE tq{ gi wroia aqn d-sa 6i< tr{ar difri sdoa 6tiq:qp1 qirqr*Eat erqrsrdldpna.4ln
{alci- 4< q*ar ffix at&a rai? 3nf,l erad q-6ier drqra ai* 6qdtr[ qTzra 3G, rngl
qiqa a€ond d ar{t EiEGr&, qq51q1 *rqrd md FrA *-<r S qa ur$lqa ar-S 3il.d. dradl
q-6ler *rqrd a-.{r aaqd * gat tmgu FA sTor-a *i, grera s{dl {ns qr&A t sre r6Ea
argr ar8 arrrcerra:t anq Aa A 3{rar Uar errcd. srd 6Ea a-at l}r&rra am ar* uqii tnd a
3{rar& AEf-$ saqz sd. grctq8a strdl *t& iild q*da? qsei.aTffi q-6ler *ma qial

sra Erdrf,r 4a arrr&r a .qri sra 6rari ard ar+.ri 3ir-erA a z-+'a snd" a rar8 En'lrta an
arurar. rqrM sri aa:i sirn&d erC mrga oga ffi :ir*eri * urqm ar*d 6rsdi.

o un& arq o-m iiEs ii6ia aErfl, a * or.A *{u nga u-cda FrqanBa gi Erg6'} nd. a

rfiar ad E? E-€4 gh S aeda Erqa fua qra fu-m q-oret *.cra qrt q-aa s{rd. ilra
ad A*{ rneraei qt&s s{d lrdFrer *rqra E * d*siq 3n{a B{isa E serrc amina flirn?re
arH qt&si-d notet qtrqrd a $r€rfl rrr0d a-{d anc*a ffis €?rer tga +e

arid arqrta dfte tier<ati q-otei *.{rm qi4 * a argr Pe"d ara ar'&d ar&
a-AE gda ffiq fre{qr{ sdrrrfia a aqiqr slere M, 3re $rd atar tra-q Ecrri urar s{tc{a
*rurar ff fftar aEa qa ozqrar q-{€ dar 3re da siga ara'i ksu got& ht? M 3{rB.

aan sarr&d fu-.6t6 dR au-e'd gai Raefl kai6 96r9e 'no9u ?d * EtortE.dr aa awrfl
Eqr-erqrd 3(raRffi 3rrh sre sbTaar&.

bq{Efisn a-$ grq sranam q& au}a? fligld :ra-dar kr a-aai Eq? sga 6qra
gII{e ard d?n {isk arqa,qsezq{, dEr *{? @az{, x"riqraa :r& aifa drA aftd
s'dd 6fum aiga rorer dima a g[-q 3{rrdrd qBn s{trd a satrd araqii a 6'ziq'aa A€
q**qz rsd s aR arom r& aiura sri.

Fr&a &ra-{rr:rurrfla Eq- q? E{, ;qa - st&lafiqa, fl. d0n-{6r, qi# dqrfl
+dr di4 gz-q 3{ruarc{ qA e"fiTq Efufia triga fr q-fll qlzara qi* aA kd M'M m
o$o{ aaa,*A EqAa iiE q-q-a qltrfl alata s}fu 6q? a"€d a? d R. 9q/ee/?oeo ad
garfl se.oo a i gnmx a'dcil"tr.rdr aQI|a ar$ qddtrd Err6{rqk{-qa 6qr d&, an Esetl *
ard ar&-flt dloi-dr ffi sfiB. q-6rrr frrara qiiefl arfl amai& s6mi EE grar ar8.
atd aor E at'B a a{d n-d+tq a smko oTqtdr tn.idd aqm aiqi w snB. q-6rer

troa qrqr dqraar a?&d gi t'6taa faam s-€ ;i. au gefl qqra qrd {qar a aA g,zrqfr dft
qrx&a at-eau *dBro qrqrar q-ot6 s{rsga stf.ffi"r tn-m ai-an q-fixtd aftqnla errid zr€d
Ettr&di 3G. ttn arcra ar{ ?oct a*a dqraar E-un qr&or {d'{Hlrd s}il ad Tdn*d6 qr

arera fr c{a 3q€Q}d *dt. a-€t Aqrrar 6rrn mdfa gwiaiiro'S si{ satftr6 qitrorat{
orpflma q-6rer*remqi{*xq{atqrra *anq{Ma }m's er€q sPdffirrsrEqra ega
3.$dra dfurrrar a'lrl qk6'r E6rqtd-&d qr. tr. 6tqq s/rs. s. ?B/ qrt /rott-r179o1 k{i6
tulos/?og? ncr& anm 41Rs *Eqra 3fl-d 3G s ffi €* rsr& ffi atro'ram gd-orm
ercran 6qrc[ Bfiilrq k"ar"ar ar& refl {A qdfler trrdrd ar*dr Rga st*. 3rA sha 3rQa.

&e?& sfln *{Erd qtff 
S?aoft 

qErE aii sriftA Ed-a an rt6o *no srde,
aq 8? Ed, tia unrr E etR, u. Eton-{dl ar. araa flq. $, B aa, sde{ 6d{ Aga Eai-6
eq/99/?o9G td gqr8 qt,oo fl. i gffEr{ * alr$ rofisfl qra .i(t t'lH-t+/ps-rssa E aei
(r.Ecr Rii: $s6dr ea dlsrt{6r tga sEa ta arS q-ea qt6 r{r& @ gi t'{dx 6rqa *sa
;tq q{fl qt$-s dibla sdiffi anaiq:drd qaqr}sfl oreturdl {'€q, 6is q+qr d*B ffin sR?
s{rd drad qrrEr iH r*r trotQl dfla s grs srtriqta a qi* rtr&:eft tffi rn&a qrtt
.qiad 6Tffi EG qrE{EII dar. q6ler trrard ui4 gzu sousrd qri ,iiie qf,sa a aita g.erqc

aga i <in-E ur& q-ffi{r qse fr ffia spn-qra qit qrlEi srs-dl i qaner q'trdrd qiar ar&a

IP.r.o.]
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nf,l'' ra,
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:tqa .*it qigar tiara;rr;r ;,liiui+-l a;ni *f1a aii nal E aiail Td"fl u,.,.1ii ...t,,{:-l a#h;L,a
NI$ iga eaq irl &d. a ,eaq di a;i*{i @ ml;a rllziqio{'} o?,: a,*=',,l; a:}:nqq-' qq,K;
&er*aa c]rara a "iiwrei ai* :{iii:r.,1dlq qida :ri}ro'r* ora.kam aiflEdt.F.9 i,11!iU{*
ndl gsrii et:oc er.,A E ${ - gd r1ti$ rrqn ltei qrgrr ss r+;1 ff1;i ffi{"m-tqfuw
&rirqr'f, sdinl6a $rAd arkqd R;nrftad ar$ adsi {r6fi{3i1 ilr{i -iot uu.r+u}3l#a
;ier a ard aa Nfuila* 3rscqii ]im qart to a tE ilaargfi ra-qd. r5Eq dl qa: alrll sfl3.
arx r$ erkaret;rd dau ar$. e* aiila a$a.

sl*-d tEi-& s6rer *q$aa *rdrd erq qr {d, si* ftDqt&-diEd ilnQ q?q fuqa
srrlrqrf,, qm frr ara ar&c sd sl& Niaffi $G.rq{qre fta{A qidl {fla grad q-{d idral
cr& ata g&aH *-d:ge eki 11. *.-{ar?I{drI EFe 69q1 td tsqr E;q* {lqr8 dqrr-ar er&
xiatad :rri. rqrqr k qmmr E:nsqra nqm *ar qz( as{ aram ibiall$ s{ta aa-&{nlAq-dq
std3G.

usiq{ Be? {Epra sra aqma rS Eq;q sd qn, kais tql99l?o9b ildi
9?;oo 8i. ga-u irs* ur$ 

"ma 6{n dq€ - gq ei"rm €-{S{ & mial;tq qa6r ffi's dd
fiatr #il-6ffi qria ht& s-fier i$S*rm *{qm, Es qo ed, tt.3e €$ktt &'cm x€ ei. lu
Eet gtxa urd:M aliqRa grq taeq 3{-rRarfl, irq ii E{, E iire rigoia a1qzF?, q-q ac E{,
ffi a. dqraa nr.fiGrta &"Ci got, B aid ir$ et. MH-12lcD-36?7 {l aga v-car am 611 ora
ssamr ar{E tsorfr aq-& o,$in ?ri6rd *€i sda lM-fi rorer utrcr.t a gra aarmaqii'd Sld
det q-df{ ure :i aa ai rsr, (qXi) s ir}'a *l *a ae;rds ffi d{, a-*"s ne 6i ??u ar c {
trGq at a-*dH {a-sed ea6crn ireqnoq sn*d6 atq a etisq &'ga s-fiqe sr&. a saq-tn
An e{dl q*"*ct qd earn rnffa fuqf& ahr Bia 6r.ir& ap aqa srd errarA &rd qraa?

3itr&-qrar xt€{r q{r-fi srar aga. wqedta ftrai& s.nn ier&ffi qimm ari qo sd, qidl
*:atln q}-dfa tttiryad (c) grq kqa 3$rrqra aq {g {d, (?) Brq sIfl &aqH a6d il$
(a) Fr&e RraEta 3{rr{:drcri, .rq 9? a(, (8) ffia gmaIa:rial aiaro M g{ ata ada 46"
erd n. a'lqrE-ar nrgffi rtiEa et6 gA, :rtfl art aiga i raaqn grymen siega Hiat et-s

Arn ur fu* gdfr:rluCI &r$q a$* x@ <aaan erqrftMq lfdil 3{rA.an g6ri
f,qrrird {<t{1 q€I 3€r.'eqn &&rqr g{x:er} aqr& 3is e€ ara $6.

rB a-ct x-rra 116l sreedqn raoqiai srsefia aqnsi 3iff wq *nqii *rt
g@m$. an. Q. di. 3$i(i)s rnlQ "e1. S." mrqqa 3kd aTmd xtrca &rt.

t1.

It

Si&rthr.. of lni.esignring (}lllcet
For$ard.d !y Omccr in qh&-g.

q$r8 $ErdS
N3'nc --*..*.
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Retlr Notiec -:sr.cd '
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:qBrrrdiqdl*€ slirdrE
*qratrr &aiH als[E:dEI
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Brief facts of the case (Add separate sheet, if

nece s sary)

The said crime happened in the Hon.

Court,MaujeKarunj (RautWadi) Village Limits, Mumbai -

Pune Express Road Km No. 72l4OO Road, Adjacent

Pavana Police Help Center Open Space Dated

16llll2OlT at 12:O0 PM.

Charge that on 1611112017 at around 12.00 PM of

village MaujeKarunjRautWadi, in an open public space

near Pavana Police Chowki near Mumbai Pune Express

Highway, (1) Suraj Vijay Agarwal, (2) Suraj's friend name

not known, both residing at. Lonavla, Maval board will

come to get the land. Saying this, they tricked him from

Lonavla and took his four-wheeler in a car. (3)

NitinVishwanath Agarwal Res. Lonavala, (4) Seh full

name not known was present in his car. After stopping

the car there, Sefi sat on the back seat of the seat I was

sitting in and tied my neck with a wire. At that time,

259526



Suraj Agarwal and his friend's name is not known, held

both my hands, at that time NitinVishwanath Agarwal

tried to kill me by putting his nearby revolver on my

head, saying that he would release his hand or else he

would shoot me. When I got out of the door of the car, I

fell on the ground and while I was getting up, shouting

loudly, "Save me, save me," the vehicles on the highway

stopped after hearing the sound. Nitin Aggarwal picked

up a stone on the ground and hit me on the head from

behind. And ran away with a necklace entwined with

Rudraksha beads in gold. Meanwhile, I. R. B. The

patrolling personnel of the company came. He called

near me. VagareMajkurbi The plaintiff in the complaint

LonavalaTalukaMaval to Kamshet Police Station on

16 llll2OlT at 17:58 hrs. A case has been registered at

Kamshet Police Station.

Kamshet Police Station. After a while the police came

is Prakash Meshrimal Agarwal, aged 50 years, Res.

260527



Prosecutor Prakash Porwal, aged 50 years, Res.

Lonavala, as he felt that he should meet the senior and

report that the investigation of the said crime should be

handed over to the senior police officers at another place,

30 I ll l2Ol7 by order of the senior.

On 01/12 12077, when the said complainant was

called to our office and read the complaint filed by him

during the discussion, the complainant agreed with the

complaint. At that time I was scared because I was

beaten. At that time he told me that he could not tell me

the car numbers and full names of the accused, he

named the accused in the crime (1) Suraj Vijay Agarwal,

aged 36 years, (21 SulaimanMehbub Shaikh, (3)

NitinVishwanathGadarwal, (4) Safi Isakh Attar, all of

Lonavalaby naming the accused as Maval district Pune,

the cars involved in the crime were Mahendra Scorpio

car no.

3677.

MH-14/FS-3393 Ford Vehicle No. MH-12lCD-

the investigation of the said crime has come to us on
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After seeing the Panchnama of the place where the

crime took place, he took the plaintiff along with him and

went to the place where the crime took place and

inspected it. The place where the said crime took place is

in the limits of Rautwadi village of MaujeKarunj,

adjacent to the Mumbai-Pune expressway, in front of the

closed Pavana police post, on the slope of the expressway

km. Adjacent to 73.400, hrs. Maval, Dist. Pune and the

said place is on the unpaved dirt road leading to the

Expressway from Pawanachowki inside the wire

compound of the Expressway, when the ptaintiff Prakash

Porwal was asked about the torn shirt of his body during

the fight, the shirt was completely torn and thrown at

this place. is given When told this, his informant along

with the help of the investigation team searched for his

shirt in and around the place where the crime took place

but his shirt was not found.
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As stated in the complaint in the said crime, I. R. B.

Employees of the company doing patrolling duty in that

area (1) YogeshVijuBodke age 32 years, Res. Gahunje, (2)

Mohan TukaramGhare aged 37 years,Res. Yalghol, (3)

RajkumarAnnasahebTangdi Age 42 Years Res. Pimpri

Pune (4) MarutiRaghu Age 32 Years, (5) Santash Suresh

Wakunjkar Age 32 Years, Both Res. Baurwadi, Maval,

Dist. Pune, called him before us and investigated him.

Accused No. t has narrated the entire truth told by

the plaintiff Prakash Porwal, was not seen beating or

showing the revolver, they are saying that.

Accused No. 2, 3, 4, 5, dated 16 llll2Ol7 from

8:00 am to 5.00 pm we were on patrolling duty on

expressway as usual Km in front of Pavana police post

which was closed on patrolling duty at that time. They

are saying that we have not seen or heard anyone

fighting near meter number 73l4OO.
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plaintiff Prakash MesharimalPorwal, aged 50 years, in

front of Sanjeevani Hospital, he asked for a clear opinion

by giving a report on whether there is a fracture on the

left elbow where the plaintiff was hit. The medical officer

has given a clear opinion that there is no fracture on the

elbow of the plaintiff s left arm.

Plaintiff Prakash MesharimalPorwal, aged 50 years,

Kamshet Rural Hospital Hon. The medical officer treated

and the injuries sustained by the plaintiff are simple

scratches and it is not possible to say what exactly

caused them. This feedback has been given.

Witness produced by the plaintiff Prakash

MeshrimalPorwal, aged 50 years, Ajay Ekbal Singh

Dhawan, aged 43 years, business land purchase and

years. Then he dated 16 llll2o17. 12:OO p.m. I was

driving my Ford car number MH-48/AW-3357 from

After meeting the medical officer treating the

sale, Res. Gorgaonlshta Mumbai No. 63, inquired after
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Lonavala on the Mumbai-Pune Express Road to Tungi

village from the express road to go to my land and

bungalow. A golden colored car was standing. And Suraj

Vijay Agarwan was sitting on the driver's seat in the car.

I recognized him with an isam sitting on the sheet by his

side. And two Isams were sitting on the back seat. A

person was standing outside the car by the door, I saw

some argument going on between them, in each case the

prosecutor is saying that he did not see Prakash

Meshrimal beating Porwal or showing the revolver.

Accused in the said crime Suraj Vijay Aggarwal, age

36 years, subsidized agriculture and trade, Res. Shri

Gurukrupa Hardware and Electrical M. G. Road Shivaji

statue in front of Lonavala, he investigated it and said, in

20 15 Mr. Prakash Porwal said that his mane will come to

you.

In the year 2Ol4 Mr. Prakash Porwal said that he

wanted to sell his plot of land in Kevre, Group No. Group
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No. 75 (1) (3) and other three groups there for Rs.

1600000/- (Sixteen Lakhs). And my father gave to

Prakash Porwal father's Lonavla Cooperative Bank,

(Ten Lakh) and Rs.5O0,000/- (Five Lakhs) wele

respectively given to Prakash Porwal for a total of Rs. 15

Lakhs. We believed them as they said they would do the

purchase.

Also in the year 2013 Mr. Mauje Tung by Prakash

Porwal, Cousin Prakash Kisanlal Agarwal, Cousin Mrs. 1

and 376 of Land Group No. 234 in Maval, District Pune

are owned and occupied by them. Shraddha Prakash

Aggarwal and Cousin Deepak Kisanlal Aggarwal Res.

Lonavla that he wants to sell the said lands for

Rs.50,00000/- (Fifty Lakhs), My cousin Mr. Prakash

Agarwal paid a total of Rs. 75000/- for the purchase of

the said land in the office of the Second Registrar,

Lonavla as government payment stamp duty Rs. 60000/-

(sixty thousand) and registration fee Rs. 15,000/- (fifteen

Lonavla branch account no. 7054 of Rs.10,000,000/-
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thousand). But Prakash Porwal was not present at the

time of purchase.

On 15/1ll2ol7 at 7.30 PM. Prakash Porwal told

me to send you all the pending purchase orders but need

to attach new 7 112 extract to the purchase orders, come

with me tomorrow at Talathi office at Padnanagar.

On dt.l6llll2ol7 from 11:00 AM to 11:15 AM.

Prakash Porwal and I were talking to each other on the

phone, I, my friend Kadar Eenamdar. Ford vehicle

number MH-12 ICD-3677 from Bhangarwadi, Lonavala,

ChandanChandrakantMavkar, Res. Lonavala we three

left from Lonawala. I was driving myself. Prakash

Porwaral was sitting on the seat to my right and

ChandanChankantMavkar was sitting on the back seat. I

was driving from Lonavla on Mumbai Pune Express

Highway and took a turn to Pavana Road in front of the

closed PavanaChowki. When I came in front of the closed

Pavana Police Check, Prakash Porwal said he wanted to

by Prakash Porwal and our acquaintance
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go to Laghvi. The car also stopped the car saying Chand.

When Prakash Pokhal got down, I got down from the car.

. At that time Prakash Porwal said to me that I have

brought you here as a fool, to tell you what kind of land

you want to see: Now I will show you what happens when

my nadi strikes. For that, he abused me and grabbed my

hand and we had a fight. We both fell down on the

ground. At that time, Prakash Porwal was hit on his left

hand and his left ear was scratched on his neck and

bleeding. And I also got a minor hit. At that time he tore

off his own shirt and screamed loudly, so I sat in the car

scared. And by starting the car

ChandanVrakantMavkar, and I took the car and went

from there to Pune side by express highway. And I took

the first U-turn and returned to Pune-Mumbai Express

Highway and came close to Prakash Porwal. At the same

time the police came in the police car, Prakash Porwal

and I told the police about our fight and Iight. At that
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time, the police took Prakash Porwal and us in the car

and took us to Kamshet police station.

At that time in Kamshet police station, Prakash

Porwal, I and my friend's name is not known. Also, we

have falsely filed a false complaint against our cousin

NitinVishwanath Agarwal and his driver Sefi, saying that

we tried to kill them by strangling them with a clutch

wire and putting a revolver to their head. Stating that I

have been treated in a private hospital at Lonavla on the

sustained in the attack,

In the complaint, Suraj Agarwal appeared before

the police along with his friend who was in the car and

gave his name as ChandanChandrakantMavkar, aged 28

years, Labor Contractor by trade, Res. Lonavla, he has

stated the facts as above and is saying that there was a

fight and fight between Prakash Porwal and Suraj

second day dated 17 llll2olT due to minor injuries
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Agarwal and in the fight both of them fell on the ground

and got hit.

NitinVishwanath Agarwal Age- 52 Years,

Occupation Agriculture f Trade, Res. Lonavala,

investigated - he told the truth like Suraj Agarwal and

Mr. Prakash Porwal, as per his complaint, I was not

present in front of the closed Pavana police station in

Rautwadi area of Karunj, but I d. On ),6/1112017

around 12.00 PM I was present at my Public Relations

College in Lonavla, on that day I have met people who

came to me. I did not have any kind of dispute with

Prakash Porwal. Their complaint is false and it is their

conspiracy to tarnish my political and social work. Shri

EkviraNiwas Survey No. of Prakash Porwal at Lonavala.

24 Bhushi Pradhan Park Bungalow is built by him by

encroachment and encroachment on the flow of natural

water in the Indrayani river basin by filling the rlver

basin. As a corporator, I raised a question regarding that

1n March 2Ol2 1n Lonavla Nagar
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Lonavala Municipal Corporation inspected the

unauthorized construction and found encroachment by

Prakash Porwal filling the Indrayani river basin in a large

amount and went to the Lonavala Municipal Police office.

No. Lonap 9/s. No. 24/ Bhushi I 2ol2-l3ll72 dated

24 lO4 l2ol2 has been given notice to him. And that's

hasn't received the completion certificate of his

bungalow. They are saying that.

Prosecutor Prakash Porwal, in his supplementary

statement, gave the name of the accused as Shafiq Isaak

Attar, age 42 years, trade and agriculture, res.

LonavalaMaval Dist. Pune, appeared in person on

16 llll2ol7 at 12:00 p.m. I was driving alone in my

Scorpio car number MH-14/PS-3393 from Lonavala to

see my land at Jawan and took the Mumbai Pune

Express Highway from opposite the closed Pavana Police

Station to KarunjmargPavana Road and I came across

PalikaSarvasadharanSabha. Then the Chief Officer of

why Prakash Porwal is angry with me because he sti1l
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the closed Padhana Police Station. Prakash Porwal and

Suraj Agarwal parked their car in front and there was an

argument between them outside the car. Prakash Porwal

grabbed Suraj Aggarwal's legs and they both fell down on

the ground after a scuffle. Prakash Porwal knows that I

am with Nitin Aggarwal.So I did not want to trouble

myself in their {ight without any reason, so I took a

vehicle from Pawana police station and went to Jawan

without stopping there. After inspecting the iand at

MesharimalPorwal Res. Lonavala in Sub Divisional Police

Officer office dated 16lll l2ol7. l2:OO PM on Su I About

20 to 25 days ago I came to know that my Mahendra

Scorpio car number MH-14/F5-3393 and my name were

mentioned in the complaint of fight with Su Agarwal in

front of Pavana police post on the side of Mumbai Pune

Express Highway. So I have come myself. I have nothing

Javan, I came back to Lonavala in the evening. Prakash

to do with that fight. They are saying that.
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The plaintiff Prakash MeshrimalPorwal aged 52

years has stated in the complaint that the name of the

friend of the accused Suraj Vijay Agarwal is not known.

In that regard, while giving supplementary answer before

the plaintiff, his name is SulaimanMehbub Shaikh.

BhairavanathnagarCocrete India Railway Sleeper

Company Neighbor is said to be Lonavala. It has been

investigated at and around the given address, but it has

been found that there is no one of the name.

In the overall investigation of the said crime, it was

found that on 16lll l2Ol7 at l2:OO p.m. In

KurunjRautWadi village limits on Mumbai Pune bound

express roadway closed Pavana police post - open space

in front Plaintiff Prakash MesharimalPorwal, age 5O

years, Res. Shri EkviraNiwas Survey No. 24 Suraj Vijay

Aggarwal, aged 36 years, and

ChandanChandrakantNavkar, aged 28 years, both of

Bhushi Pradhan Park Neighbor, Lonavla. LonavalaMaval

District Pune, this Ford car no. MH-12 ICD-3677 while
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going to Pavana Nagar Kevre from Madhya Pradesh

stopped to urinate at above place, the complainants

Prakash Porwal and Suraj Aggarwal had land plot no. ,

because of the stalled transaction of land group no. 234

of 1 and 376, there was a verbal dispute and fight. And

in an instant, both of them fell down on the ground, in

which the plaintiff was hit on the left hand and got

simple scratches on the neck below the left ear. However,

the complainant Prakash MeshrimalPorwal aged 50

years, in Kamshet Police Station (1) Suraj Vijay Agarwal

aged 36 years, (2) Suraj's friend name not known (3)

NitinVishwanath Agarwal, aged 52 years, (4\ Nitin

Agaru,ai. The fu1l name of the driver Sefi is not known.

A11 Res. A cognizable complaint has been given by giving

them in a cognizable crlme by giving such names as

After the investigation, it has been concluded that the

said crime is indictable.

false and substantial information in order to involve

LonavlaTalukaMaval District Pune. of the said crime.

274

Non- CognizableNon-Cognizable.
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However, after the investigation it became clear that

the said crime is indictableof the crime C.R. P. C. 173(3)

4 as per "N.C." final due judicial submission.

275

 Non - Cognizable

542



77. Refer Notice served: Yes/No. Date:

76.2.2018

(Acknowledgement to be placed)

18. Despatched on

No of enclosures

20. List of enclosures: As Annexed

Signature of Investigating

officer Forwarded by Ofhcer

in charge

Name:

Submitting/Final Report/

Charge Sheet

Name: D.D. Shivthare

Sub Divisional Police

Officer

Lonawala Division,

Lonawala
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In the court of SandeshShirke, Sub Divisional OIIicer,

Maval-Mulshi Sub Division, Pune

Understanding the result

LandlKavi/8Ol /2022

Prakash MisrilalPorwal

Res. Shri. EkviraNiwas, S. No. 24,

Near MaujeBhushi Pradhan Park, Lonava-la

Tal. Maval, Dist. Fune Applicant

against

IshaNitin Agarwal

IshNitin Agarwal

PushpaVishwanath Agarwal

Vi shwanathM aliram Agarwal

NitinVishwanath Aggarwal H. U. F

All Res. Kukreja Building, Market, Lonavala,

Tal.Mava1, Dist. Pune Respondent

1

2

o\)

4

5

Karta NitinVishwanath Aggarwal

19
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The following order has been passed at the end of

the hearing in the present case.

ORDER

1. As stated in the judgment letter, as the Respondent

in the present case is not holding more than the

maximum area as per the provisions of the

Maharashtra Agricultural Land (Maximum

Limitation of Land Holding) Act, 7962, the inquiry

initiated pursuant to the complaint of the

complainant is closed.

2. The said decision should be communicated to all

concerned.

Dt. 19.t2.2022
(SandeshShirke)

Sub Divisioin Officer
Maval-Mulshi Sub Division,

Pune

20

Place: Pune
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True Copy
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(UNDER SECTION 154 CR. P.C.) 

N.C.R. 

INFORMATION REPORT OF NON – COGNIZABLE OFFENSE 

IN THE CONTEXT OF NON-COGNIZABLE OFFENSE (UNDER 

SECTION 155 OF THE IPC) 

 

1. State Dist  Year FIR No. Date 

 LONAWA

L 

A City 

Pune  

Gramin 

N.C.R.No. 0769/20

22 

  

2.  Sr 

No. 

Acts Sections   

  1 IPC  1860 499 

  2 IPC  1860 500 

3.  (a) Occurrence of Offence  

  (b) Information received as 

P.S. 

20.12.2022 23.

30 

  (c) General Diary Reference Entry 

No. 046 

003 00.

35 

4.   Occurrence date 06.12.2022 at 18.00 

5   Residence of the KiritSomaiyya, Former 

282549



complainants Member of Parliament 

   Address Type  

  1. Bruhanmumbai, 

Maharashtra Indian 

 

6.   Father’s Name, age and 

residence of accused 

Prakash NisarimalPorwal 

   From To 

7. Address 

Type 

EkviraNiwas, BhushiGaon, Lonawala City, Pune 

Gramin, Maharashtra, India 

  EkviraNiwas, BhushiGaon, Lonawala City, Pune 

Gramin, Maharashtra, India 

 

Report Register No. 770/2022 IPC Section. 499,500 Plaintiff 

Kirit Sompaya Former MP Opposition Reelal Porwal Ra 

Ekvira Niwas BhushiGaon Tal. Maval Dist .Pune Dated on 

06/12/2022 at .00 hrs. At the time and place, a photo of the 

opposing text was circulated on the social media, and Mr. 

Nitin Vishwanath Agarwal, the master of land mafia Yusuf of 

Maval taluka, had a discussion with former MP Mr. KirotDev 

at his residence regarding illegal secondary mineral mining. 

It has been assured that further action will be taken after 

283550



taking complete information in the said cases. It is alleged 

that the publication of Asha Ashaya'stext and without any 

proof that Nitin Aggarwal's car is related to Yusuf Lakdawala, 

the picture of the plaintiff with him on social media will 

cause harm to the plaintiff Lonavala City Police Station 

Complaint Application No. 22,181/2022,1831, 2022 and 

1818/2022 of such content filed. 

 

8. It is advised to seek help in concerned court 

 

Thumb Impression of the ant/Informant 

 

Signature of Officer, 

Name :SitaramLaxman Dubai 

Rank : Inspector 

No. 1000 
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o.*cqarfitfifl$&F{E -TM'qi* a< rcrafi 16 *3rn {.i./q.{. i3{,. qI

*-**lr.a{{tCii3 !ot.qt"L.o sm *r S {ta-6n iqi* rm6{ aqi:-{lmrlrysE, ElQfltt ,ll4!F r,- .6e.1,qfu?"t} &*8, 6 3l,r{ dyi Sql& q6t qii cim{tA $8. gfiisr* x. ;
S'r&ifurfuq..,Ilqa siisq{ (m ft.a6*q{i({ rs{i fiasrdi

t.$/tq/totq *S crqfi,ft {r,tn'#r iBW fi-dkdqx qls-d qi{ €i#d
orki x.'lhll$3rllre/?oxc &.to/tr/toqt .:rrqi \oo $s a*?

fififafiEr( qi*6$-d $rtn x.&l1awiTt,/ tyll o to &. r a I o t lt o t o sr;*
,.io o trrcr Ell{ .€{i s{u{r{ cwrsfl q& stt.

srqtq{ ri, i qi{ {*"fle6i flq'ftdst{t rnrd {i *-s' t ayn zcdl
q*.e-q mr atn a:qia t*d i gmrna s{ffiat rw s& qn rqrqri 6lq.

ffiA $q{ iqisftar q-{:q a;cr*ar .:nt. qrrd $ {la i r{n{ td
q*s-qr {Rr qmmrqtCi ttunqan Trrcft{tftf lQHr6 x.l sin

ft . 1 1 7 n 1 7 i o r 1 rlai dla riq vrffi sq el 1M rae F. {, xY,ls\3Y / -
riq-r8di eqin i'*r{i nrt. akq i$qn tsdi A 3lgx< r&{ew {eI s! ;F}q1

q1-C)fr.iq/otl?o1l +S dia lr$ grdt ir{r er M wq tr.

s,l1,11dl-{rdh* qqa ffi sr,t- &.1{/"1/rolo *S eq* rqq

*
3,1,r

&,

@

I
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*I

{,nql*+;'ri.fia ,itfircrsF qla;r am f4.ia,'ir1o1o tdi ee:iran fffiii
]nt. ilairm ai* l..oo qn1 3iri'{; +n- --{l garo:*ara.rar ,i"noar

fiqflqd d-dfiTirfi cEa si?T riq-cA +a tsq r6c r1.r.1,tr\e,r3ot,/- dt

q-d-{rfl1iiffi st. 3wn rsn d?fu.rfE cr{e qr{I {6q F. 1\e,c?.e.o?/- 6
iiq-c?1 drE firaT"ffi 3rri. sd-fi rtrri - aT{ Jre+r6ftil Mr 6q-ca,*

r6q F. t ?, j,y,yo o7 - aal wo dffa (6q F. ?,o1,,\o\l-6 n-tkeEn cr{6
qi+ms rs-{-{ctE qcr 3r*. irt i$flil8 n-6k€-(r{xrsa qi{ tst;q-s 3Trkr

qrflaAd6r ent.

ftT(rg imr{rqr #fuwr r. rffim t,o / oy?\q. 6. io?/q ft.
ty / o\ / io?s<l Smi v< txrcor t sJrffflqr <rqri lFrc cro *reqrg ffi
-fEi* ilA{ qsrdFrrqr to ft+erqr snt rqlfusfi rl*} nrcqrs sr<
Ta-e6 rsrcc6 sRs]i +rrare tg d v* wrhl ffie q*.

ET3r-fiTri a-c-dt-fi ** a'{ar, rM r. r aiff rolns15 66"*
qrqa qia riq-cE rrIr rqq 3rhl{SE ftSd 3rs-cc'g* ir&-dsR {rqa qi*
tqi#a }TItYr x.*!ilq{|3tR/iuc/?olo fr.tx/otrCaS" . rfl-r{a

ricirQA qrfrd A*mi zgr-sr arfu a {-f-rq*-fs edv :rqr {-qrsl xmt{T rqs

6{"} +q Bt€ 3T$r ftqqfu-d * 3IrH :cs-at * acBl{Fftq q&mrfl qr+a-

Een, icP{t{i'i Si qffit ertt* t wt.
sTrevr qstl6*?ft.qffiErftEn

i) n'Efu"d{Err qma qi* 6'.d}srlq{3rK/tua/to?o r{A t. ty/oyllolo
tdfrdar:rRm16HAa}c3nt.

i) E<r3r?mr6ftd
ge
A. b /J /?oir

rrq-qqd qr4

d?
ffrr*1

BqffiqsrBrzr.rft
Ecaqrqgqi

l-o ' irr.fue-<n qr+aqitq3 g $da wffrerA<er+r.

@

I
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IN THE COURT OF SANDESH SHIRKE SUB

DIVISIONAL OFFICER, MAVAL-MULSHI SUB DIVISION

PUNE

RTS/A1483/2O2O

1. Akhil Ashok Aggarwal

Res. Hanuman Watika, Near Pradhan Park

Vardhaman Sosa., Lonavala

Tal.Maval, Dist. Pune Complainant

Tehsildar, Maval

Worker TalathiKusgaon Bu.

Shankar Ramchandra Earthmovers Fvt. Ltd.

addressBhangarwadi, Lonavala, Maval, Dist. Pune

Respondent

Appeal uflder Section 247 ofthe Maharashtra Land

Revenue Act, 1966.

DETAILS OF CLAIM LAND

1

2

.)

Mr. AvinashDhamdhere

21
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Name of village s.N./G.N. Detail

Kusgaon, Tal.

Maval

235 Secondary Minerals/

sRl t78l2o2o

JUDGMENT

TehsildarMaval has duly issued a notice to the

appellant on lOlO2/2020 as the appellant has illegally

mined 3486 of secondary minerals from the claimed land

without permission. After that, the appellant was lined

Rs. 69,72,000/- and the right amount (royalty) was such

total amount of Rs.B3,66,4OO/- should be deposited in

the government treasury within 15 days, otherwise, if the

amount is not deposited within the time limit, as arrears

o[ revenue, it will be recovered through compulsory

means as per the provisions mentioned in section 176 of

the above Act. Order of TehsildarMaval no. Secondary /

SR/ 178/2O2O dt. Given on l4/O4l2O2O. Aggrieved by

22
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the said decision, the appellant has filed the present

appeal.

An opportunity has been given to the appellant and

the respondent who have filed the present appeal by

issuing notices. Counsel for the appellant on the date of

hearingthe oral a-rguments and considering the

opportunity provided for hearing in the appeal

application, the appeal is reserved for decision and is

being decided on merits.

According to TehsildarMaval issued his outgoing

no. Secondary Minerals/Kavi/77Bl2O2O dated

31 /O7/2O2O, the appellant has not carried out any

unauthorized mining but the said mining Through

Ramesh Kumar Bajeer Shri. Done by

AvinashDhamdhere.

The appeal application and accompanying

documents, the oral argument of the appellant's lawyer

23
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and the letter from TehsildarMaval. Considering the

GaonMaujeKusgaon Bu., Ta1. Maval

Dist.PuneS.No./G.No. 235 Ordered vide Order no.

SM/SR/178 /2O2O dated 14/04l2O2O. However, the

present appeal has been filed against the border order

under Section 2O4 of the Information Act.

As stated by the appellant in the said case

S.No./G.No.235 out of property 00.62.50 R area

belongs to him and remaining area belongs to Kumari

Ramesh KumariWazir. Respondent no. 3 Permission has

been sought from Tal.Maval to carry out excavation in

the claim a.rea on 20172 l2ol9 and TehsildarMaval has

asked him for permissron.

Kusgaon Bu., Tal. MavalDist.Pune. S.No./G.No.

235 in respect of unauthorized mining in this income

with penalty amounting to Rs. 83,66,400/- regarding

payment of Tehsildar, Maval vide his order No.

24

letter dated 37 /7 /2O2O it appears that,
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SM/SR/178 /2O2O dt. 14/O4l2O2O. However, the

present appeal has been hled against the order of the

Member Information.

He said that as mentioned by the appellant in the

said case S.No./G.No. 235 comeOO.62.50 R area in Milsi

belongs to him and the rest belongs to Kumari Ramesh

KumariWazir. Respondent no. 3 Permission has been

sought from Liver Naval to carry out excavation in the

claim area on 7172/2019 and TehsildarMaval issued his

order No. Secondar5r Minerals/SR /83 l2Ol9, dt.

20/12/2019 from Tehsildar Order No. Secondary

Minerals/ SR/14/2O2O dt. 22/0l/2020 another 5OO

Brass Murums have been granted permission to mine.

Respondent no. 3 has taken up two roads for the

Lonavla Municipal Council i.e. the road from Bharat Saw

Mill to Hanuman tekdi and the road from Hanuman

tekdi to Kusgaon boundary and the said Murum has

been used for that. The road from Bharat Saw Mile to

25
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Hanuman Hill has been approved by the respondent no.3

on 2IlO9 12027 bill from Lonavala Municipal Council

and the royalty has been deducted 6,14,774/-. Also, the

road from Hanumal hill to Kusgaon border is under

construction. Bill has been approved on 2t l07 /2ott
and in that bill 6,22,128/- has been deducted as royalty

on 28/02 /2O2OTahsildarMaval through municipality,

receipt received on 28/2/2O2O. Respondent has

excavated 1000 brasses and for further excavation,

Lonavla Municipal Council has given TehsildarMaval a

total amount of Rs. 12,37,702/- is paid by currency.

Thus, TehsildarMaval received an amount of Rs.

17,O3,2O2 l- has been received as royalty Rs. 3468/- out

of which royalty amount for brass mining is Rs.

13,94,4OO l- after deducting the remaining amount of Rs.

3,09,505/- 1S deposited with TehsildarMaval for

excavation. Despite this, TehsildarMaval has passed a

penal order.

26
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Government of Maharashtra Notification No. Minor

Minerals 70|0416 P. No. 3O2lB dt. 14/06/2017, no

penal action shall be taken against the contractor if he is

dues within 3O days of the notice.

Accordingly, as the respondent No. 3 had already

paid the amount as royalty to TehsildarMaval for

excavation before the order, TehsildarMaval passed his

order no. Secondary I SP./ l7B/2020 dated L4/O4/2O2O

- As I have come to the conclusion that the order of

penalty passed for mining is prima facie defective and it

is appropriate to cancel the said order, I am giving the

following order to the Principal Sub-Divisional Officer

Maval, Sub-Division Pune.

ORDER

1) The appeal is allowed.

27

doing the work of the Government and if he has paid the
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2l Tehsildar Maval no. Minor Minerals/ SRll78l2O2O

dt. 14 l04 l2O2O, t}:re order given on is being

cancelled.

3) A written understanding of the said order should be

given to all concerned.

Pune

dt. 7 lr l2o2t

(SandeshShirke)

Sub Divisioin Officer

Maval-Mulshi Sub Division, Pune

Copy: Tehsildar Maval for information and further action.

296
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MI I t' tr t$0f2:t:1.r 0 2 i

T n

C.i.lr.A. No.406'2021
MHPU25002352202 r

lrearl Complaioanl.f:oarl Hirr:i,an Derr'.:lo @
Bahul Pancnar
Throwr, P.O.A. Aklr'i
Agarwal.

Vcrsus

Prakash Mi:rrmal PorBai

Ashoi

Accused

o rdel.Bg-9wl!bJ-ln cY.f,l.A. No.406n021 .

Perused the complaint and documenls liled alongyvith thc

coorplaint. Heard Loarnod Advocate Shri P.B.Ehutada lor tho

ccmplainant. The ollencgs alleged are cognizable. The comdainanl

submired lhat, her lather Herman Derrrclo has purchased the land at

Maute Tung, Tal. lvlaval, Dist. Pune Gal No. ZJ4li admeasuring 0? ll.

0r. B old Gat No. 234 admeasuring area 03 H 06 R fron) No.l.

Ganapali Janku Kumbhar, N0.2. Kisan Janku Kumbhar and No.3 Vishnu

Janku Kurrbhar through sale deed dated 06/05^ S88 vide document

1.Jo.395/1988. lt is submitled thal. her lalher died on 15/07/1991,

lherealter. name ol lhe complsinanl and her mother was recorded on

thc document ol lhe said land as a legal heirs. The accused Prakash

Mishrimal PoMal lraudulently executed power of altorney in the name

ol comolainant vide doclment N0.73il/2006, daled 30/10/2006 by

mentioning lhe complaint as minor. Bul on thal day complainant was

major. By prepaing traud polver o[ attorney the acqrsed executed sate

deed daled 041061200g vido document No.30i 1/20i 1 . The @mplainant
has not received any consideralion amounl lor lhal purposo. Tttc

cornplainanl submitled thal the accussd prepared lalse docunent. The
accu6ed threatencd the coolF,lainant. The complainanl liled report in tha
police slation. Howovor, police did iol take action. Hence. she has fited
p.€sent complaint. Therolore, she has prayed order ol investigation u/E
156 (3) ol C{.p.C. The complaint has besn supponed with aflidavn o,
complainant.

r

@

325
Annexure R-5
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2. The aliegair3ns niacn Lrr li:e conlplai t dtj:llscj serous

allegalicxs agarasi lhe ac:used. T,re preserrl corrplaiil as lii;c u s 420,

406,504.50E ol lpc. Tie ccn'rti3ira.:t has lileC vari3us ioaumo.ls ir
respecl ol lhe said complranl.

The complarnant has relied cn lhe lollowing case laws:-

1. Sureslr Chand Jain Vs. State ol M.P. (SC) 2001(1)BCr

c567,

2. Aurusfiarcn Singn ys. Slate of Mdhardshtra 2020

BHCCO 343.

3. Lallt Kumar Vs. Slate oI UP(SC) Crl. L.J.(Bom) 470.

3- ln the above menlionad case laws lhe Hon ble Supreme

Co!( and lhe Hon'ble Bombay Hi3h Cou( stated lhal, any Judicial

Magislrate before laking cognizanae ol lhe oftence €r order

investigation under seclion 156(3) ot the Cr.P.C. For lhe prrpose ol

enabling the police lo start investigatio.r, it is open to the l,{agistrate to

direct the poltce to regisler an F.l.R.

4. Considering lhe nalure ot ollences and averments made in

the complaint and documents liled on record, lam ol the opinion that, in

lNs case dehiled investigation is necessary lhrough the Police

machinery. Hence, il is just and proper to sent lhe complaint tor the

invesligation unde, section 156{3i or t[e C'.P.C.. Hencs, I pass the

lollowing order.

ORDER

Complainl be sent lor investigation uncier section
156(3) ol lhe Cr.P.C. to lhe Police lnspe?tof ol
Lonavala City Potlce Station.

2. Ordor Pronounced in open Court

. ,..'' -- -. ,r&.

Date:14.07.2021
Vadgaon Llaval

(C.R. Umred
. -. lqhlur
KaU

Judiclal Maglstrste Firsl Class,
Vsdgaon Maval, DIst: Pune

1.
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order Below Exh. l. in cri.tr'l.A. No.406:2021.

Tne complaint has been senl for investigalion urder section

156(3) ol Code of Crirninal Procedure. ln viet! o{ the Judgment o{

Hon'ble Apex Courl. ir the case ol Madhubrla ys. Suresh Kumat.

reported ln AIR 1997 Suareme Caai.3104, it is nol necessary lo

keep the proceeding pending. Hence, the proceeding slaods disposed

CI
,,{

Gd\di3,^ r1lh\{,u
(C.R. Umredkar )

Judlclal Maglslrale Flrst Class,
vsdg8on Maval, Dlsl: Pune

C

n-fira
;rie&'l *!{'rit.
61 +{qlK:- ,.--.

.-1>,'
7

+

$:

q."r

J

+

.,n
'a
;

F
,qgrd,] .r aii,r<'tl '.ifqrarr

{1163 trffdt. fu.slt
,16 

JULZI,ZI

@

oare: 14.07.2021

Vadgaon Maval

'\
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fi ivr'v sxur.E - A-8 c"l ).j

r.r .u.rr (va.S.:rr.d'r)

l)istri(t (k60: cd 4rrnlr

I.'lR \o. (Wnr u-.r{ F.): 0081

l.l't.."t1r-drq-a rr tqurtiiC'- r)

-uRSl' | \K)RltATlO\ REpOR'I'
ltrndtr S((tion l5{ (-'r.l'.(l.t

ltrliII Bill( 3r6qlir

(ffi cffi'qr {faflEqr irirs iqs

flaS)

Ps.(+fr{ art): dora-ar l'ear(at); 202'l

rrF{

t :rtc ,rnd Timc of FI& (!r. g. ffaiin, grFf ta):
0 1 108t2021 00:00 Er.,rfiI

1
S.No. (3r.6.)

I

2

l
{
5

,trts(rfrfrca1

fir{&q rg rif{at trqo

efl{&'q rs +iRar taao

em-drq as dFar teqo

enr$rq CE +ifrfrr s a€.o

ffi-drq'aE Tifrar tcto

Sections (:6-fitr)

38

goq

8?o

qoU

s06(2)

.1. (^t Occurrtncc of offcncc(rJ7€qf* EtCjO:

I tay (k*O: rftrS ft=d-s Datc from (ftai$' qrq4: Ilstc ro (ffnis' q+d):

30110/2006 13/08/2009

'firnc I,eriod (61inatff): Time rrom (dcF{n): 'l'imc To (t*qifrO:

00:00 drg 00:00 Arfl

(b) tnformation receivcd at I'.S. (it*tT Dalc (Aa;ls): Timc (d-d):

6p-6cr aftffi REr€qr{0: 01,oAaO?1 00:00 drs

(c) ceneral Diary Reference (6ltt *iffi Enrrl No. (t'k r'.): Df,te and fimc

dmi): 017 fa-am enFt

@: 01/08/202'l

21 :25 ars

{. 'I1pc of Infornration (AIFfiiII r+rf): *{4T

5' Placc of Occurrcrce (tIE lrFra):

l. (a) Oircction al|d distance from PJ;. (qtfffi Arrrqr qrqr frnn llcsr No.(&a F'.):

sr& rnro: cRirq, 1 ls..*.

@
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\.(.R.rt ((ra 311-{ ftt

t.t.t,.-t(cffqdrrffi-r)
(l) ) .,|(ldn,ss (caD: ;tlqrm.ir.

{e } lr raii(. (,utsi{tr thc linril ol'this l)olic('Slation. llrcrr \a||rc of l'.\. ((rdtq 6f(ral|.all

Fq-fr {rF{ 3fireris, qt&s 6ro-q,n aral: ;r}wran rqrr

l)istrict (Stalc) (ke?'-I (rc$): tt4 adur 1r5xl(q1

6' Conrplrinant / lnfornrant (illFFfCFt / rfftfr hon$:

la) Name (;ll?t): cii F{trfr ffi Yft-rrfA Cl

( b) I.-:rlhtr' s/l{usbanrt's Namc (affi/qSt drg):

(() Datcn '(ar of llirrh(a.fidrtnr, a{: (dr Nationalit! (IF &<r a;:arrfa

1987

(c) UID lio. (3.grq.A. 6'.):

{0 Parsport No. (cKvi F'.):

D:rtc of lssue (Q;aqrff artrq ): I,tace of lssue {l6aqri k+rrr):

(g) ID Dct:rils (R:rlion Card. \'orcr' II) Card, I,assprrr. UID No.. Driling License.I,ANI
(3itdsq{ Fcepl 1tr16 +li ,ra-Erar 6rt ,cr€ctt, {lrrfe *., grgfrrr arf$s, +d
6ri))

S. No,

(3r.F.)

(lt) Occupation (eqqTlq): 4froli

(i) Address (n'q)1

S'No' Addrcss 'I.vpc (yfir
(3T.r.) llsro

I efrrra qar

2 qf,qra qar

r qtqia rdr

lD'Iypc (gtdcrrrir{r 9:fi-tt) Il) ,\urrrbcr (:fo{{v-* fer+)

,\ddress (t16;);;

qa'ra ar&6T, cqrfr qr&-TE, eflorlirfiI ar6{,

Et rrrAlT, e-6r{rE, e{r{a

d-J tS seF d z+, ,n, aqra ir6-{, :q
,JrSsI, ;rflTq, a{r{a

Avrffdr, aTsrT66r rE-{, gd eJr$cr, rr6rrc-{,

errad

6d'4'FT qr&6r, cqra qr& a?r, dElTirdr er6{,

gu} aT*lyr, ;r6rrrE:, flrrf,

ti)

{ RTs q-dr
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\.c.R.Il (qa.s.3rr{.ff)

I'honr nu nrher (qt;l i.):
l.l.r.-l ((r€r{-6 rr ffi{ - 11

ilrobilc (alarft E-.): 0

l)etlitsof knori n ,' suspccted /unklrorn rrcuscd uilhfirll partirolrlrs (EliI / fiqffud I fi{ffi
ynHln sTt aqrhfl:

Accus(.d l\lorc Than (3?IIit $dl{l (16FI {en grg ffi*fr aT

S. rr*o. Narnc (A16) Alias (3{r.{fq Relatilc's Name

(3r.F.) (artdrFFrt ar{)

I r+rq Brtre-fr

m-rerfr

.

dan;: o

Prcscot Addrcss(iffflEI

(q-di))

L Townl illage {ef6{ / AtcI):

,it-S tfr {-dF ;i
2{,&,Tehsil (irfififr): Poricc

Station (qt&lr oroi):

dqT-{6I Qr6{,Disrricr

(k<t): go) ar6ur,s1,te

({-4: {6I{rE,3Irla
?. TownlYillagc (!16{ / 4ltl):

ri ofl q6r,Tchs i I (rrd-Sro :

Police Surion (ltdls Sroi):

d!Trd-6r tr6{, Di srric r

(ffi: :q rrrfrsl,sulrc

({rfl): qdrTE,e{r{a

.3. Torvnllillage (1|fr{ / eTI?):

arlun-d-6r ?II 4lTad B,Tchsit

(aaSa): Police Starion

({r&-s a1}}): durrEar

?r6{,Districr (h-6t): gOf

ar$ur,sute (T;q):
r{6rtrq,8{r{d

ti Rcasons for dclnl' h lcporting b} thc conrplainaBt I informanl ( ATr{EKrqIF& tql-?rl6{,r
ai6'R F-{oqrfifr E dqr$ 6I{t ):

[articulars ol prupcrlics of irr(crcs^t (Tidti-fr ara-riqr aqfhfl:

.1

()
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\.( .R.I (aa.s.3iE.&)

S. \o.
(3{.fi.)

Pr'0l)('r1l-\ ( hlcgot.\
(4rcrs-dr 44)

LI.l'.-l(('-*rE-d a; ffi$'- 11

l)escripti lr \ lllur( ln
(fffiqr) Rsi. r 1t.c

({. Ttt)

l'rolx.rlr 'l.l pc

(mnrrrar c:FrT)

l0' li,ral ralur ol prop(rtr {tn lls/-) rrrcTF*d qqUI T(-q ($. }rri}) :

ll' lnqucsl Ileporl I t .l).casr \(t..if ,rur (n-fql;tq'q 3rd-{fd/3.6gfd q.q rr6fTuf fi. B.{

3rsEqrs)

S. \o.
(3r.fi,,)

till)l! \ unrbm (3.3{rq.S.d.)

l2 Fi."t Informatkur contents (IruiE ga{ 6furrfl'

a-ar rSrsr ;.81t2021 s{rdf{6. 420,406,504,s06(2),34{idrft- q* fr+a M :16
{r6il qiq]f, a-{I 34 d{ {r- 6aJ1la E1fr6r, qtna qr# aaa, afsrtr liMI, atsr|{dr ar.

ara-6 B. gqirim- rqrrq S},i'r.m cl{Erd {q 5s d{ tr. }ll$ $ fl-A d.. 24, 8tI.

q-sft-{T ftqnr, at-Sar errr an6, iltuirrar arT. qTcroo B :**fr trscn ar.t6 s 6rfiur:-

frfrr{ 30110/2006 lM a kaia zsioilzoto idt r<ryra 6rffia td'a ge-a

Fi.dtr+' 6T-drdq, dqrcrar d gsH ftirr+ 6rd-ds, T,dt t+e#r*a- iTrd-f, fh-dr& qr*
qr. s2l{4ai ;-qrrrT6rrr, Tsar6 ryT6 t$ cffii ftr6t6 3rS s-qi6 406/2021

ar.a.E.q-e-q 420, 406, 504, 506(2), 34 3Gq* srtdr ar* rr6rc Batqf, qt-aqra {q
55 E{ {T. d-} tS €;fr *. 24, *. e'-sBrT B'{rs, ;ltt-ar qrr tstr6, 6ivn-d6r ar. arr6
B. :q qTnBsqa S.:Irr.S.S.*-a;1 1s6(3) rqd TtT arg-fr 6"{t€r-& $Tes &-dri-fr
dl-"r{It rS a;&'dT 3g-d-qr. r?i"rd?i ;qrql.rtl, d=r?Tl?r aFr6 qifficr dErfi 6'.

112512021 ffi 19t07t2021 }F{A €-{{m $tildTt frrr*td r$ 5r a'tun-car rr5r
q)dET {tq-{ :r-+o *-qia 1399t2a21 ffi6 27t07t2021 3rat crq Frem JG. s-flt
3rrffia'ftrqHr qidt fr;itcqT ffi&qr rr+-r qrfi-a c-€Ft-&rdr& qA q3rfr 6-€rd

Fdffi qi* o.$ g- a ar+a B. xo} &n-d iltrfr rre fi. 2ul1 at-d 02 t-{fi 04 3rR

tf'{ t kdi6 06/05/1988 ffi st& sF sqiq; 39511988 }r,"-q Fs4'ard 7lsrrd

arag *gan, ft;'ra ang ax+n a fug al-dT qs{R sr*s*{ I1tfr +ffi 3{rt. ftiqi'&
qri {3r's rrra ffi t ffara 1516711991 {t$ s{d flIFqrdm $ritfr sros *{dra
sri fudi6. 30/10/2006 ffi ga-+ B"itr6 6-dt t2l rta'F-si6. 7354/2006 3rE-a'MA
qit rrgsqa Frd sfi*t EilEecaIT w \a earret fu{rfi qrn {q 6-S1 3i{T;qri

cqiar Jrfird qlcr6 iltrBi ata. qtE rccn rygr.rn q+ *ri d-dt ftnqt& qii {q t
19 EtT I :f6e fd& d-4. {-iri ga1rr.aT{ s{Tt 3rqrt $rct* e.firc d-{-drd srA fc;r{iF'

o#a6l2oo' #r 3z-* Btitro duncar fra) stdl 4ffi F" 301 1/2008 * trir 86s--d
arc ai€isr 234 t$r 02 tr{er 04 3r{ e da M${ qs} F{fl,t ari m-*q ffi a

J
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\.r"8.ri {!;i.s.3fi{.ff)

I.l.r.-l ((r*fE-fr ri? aqlrrl6fi - l)
oilt rET q-& 00 tdrr 64 irrr e}-r t fadT6 10108/2008 ffi gqa Aifu 6r"qiaq.

Aqiddr t* utA cca rsrs 2122t2oog 3rtrt ,fi furq f{.sd-d1d 3{rdradrd qirS

ffir ir& a-$"E ftdi6 10/08/2009 rH s({ fr-d6-S qfi 00 td;i'{ 40 3n{, eH A
qraa htitro firdrfrq dlTr{dr &) trtft .i€d tr?qis' 2123l2oog 3rqi 59fr arq G-dq

fAr-d;rq $arrerd siar k srF. d-S-{ ft:drir t0/08/2009 tdr rm ffi q-fi 01

trd-( aia t ya ftitr+ *,rq'tfrq'do,rd-dr t$ et& c€a *-r1ia. 21251200s rt;qt d.
grvr fur+ rrnr:a qiar a-rdnrdr ftfrffq d-6r* Efi Atd 3Trt. 3rrd*i att. ffi
:trrrarFr, Brq 3{rrrdrf, a:rcr 3{rlrtlril qiaT ffiI fitdr& sr$ a*a fr aqi*

T{T fft-€r.g, q-s':nrtfr qirlq qt{Etd qr+I q{d ft;ddT 3G 3rrtfi *6rs Ef*a-d qR-dt-d

qri t6rq-{r $-{s-.-qT{ tr*iqr srq{ fr{q fi a}{( 1) s.rIrsam 66 7354/2006 2)

gt{r-{:? fi.. 301 1/200s a1 ut&cw n.2122naog a) si{r'ew fi. 212312009 snftr
{dr€fi a.81/2021 srrdks. 420,406,504,506(2).34fuqi-eI- q-d frq-a Fffi g6 rrt-a
qiara aq 34 EE {r. 6Tara Er&6r, qqra qr& u-ca, attsra MI, *srra6l dI.
qr+a B. y.fJft*- rrarq Bfa-a qtrara aq 55 E{ {r. dt-S t* wt d.. 24, a[r.

a-mftlT A-drg, ilt$-ar Em rsa, drsno-ar 61. fltzra B gq-{;tr rrs-ar ar.ta E &nmsr:-

Eni6 30/10/2006 ffi e kd'i4 25101/2010 ffit rcrqrd 6'rdrfrA-d iea ga-a

Brirr*, 6r"st'ilq', diunear a ga-a ftitre qtq'ffiq, T* ttt6-Ar*a- qre6 M-A qiff
ril'. qew{rt FqrqrFrq, aEzrrEi 4|q6 tt} sffi fu{!d6 3t-$ fir,t4. 406t2021

er.a.B.m-aa' 420, 406.504, 506(2), 34 3{;{& 3{Ri* ;rFt r+rq fr*qrr *rEra aq

55 Ed {r. dl-$ tfr {nF d.. 24, *. (rmfrrr fr'd'rfl, d-A-dr Er+ azr6, ailurT-qar dT. ,rrz16

B,. q1,t sdftstq $.:nq.{I"St.+*r 156(3) sr{rE} trffir drtrFr wM $Tec 6}q-dra-d
qffi' 3ri A;*flr 3rsd ,n. c"r*rqJr ;q?ficrr, {szrFr }flir6 qifSfd arq.fi 6.
112512021 kdi6 19/07/2021 3rtr4 sff{r sffi fair+t6 r* Ar d"naar rf<
c}*'r €c-a yr+o *-qis 1399t2021 d6 27t07tz0zr 3ffiE crq st-ef,r $G. a-fit
n;56 fr;qffi qifr ftd-ar Bqt-fi-{r rs-+-r qrdra q-ard-ffi,dt qit {Sf, 6{r-d
6161 rrifr ar$ g,r .r. arir6 B :q ffiil sr*a zrc *. 2?411 t* oz Fr-r on rm
ef{ e ft*di6 06/05t1988 rHr Et{r (€ rrrTrq. 39s/1988 rran fra'ar$ rrurqa

ar+a d;1am, trrsa ardT:*c{n a fug staB {str{ qr*sqa stdf +,tS 3r'd. Nrfr
sin E-3I'f, f-rra ffi't lfdi6 15/07/1991 ffr 4-qa $a$iff{ $rir* !rq'q qtrErf,
q're Fdi6 30/'10/2006 rHI ga;r B?itr6. 6-car tr) r+a 6-ffis 7354/2006 3ETt MrA
qrn sr*-6-{d s{cn s'ffit TaTq-.qR va d-qa ;vrat* ffrdr& qit a?r o'S srsari
-qrfl.3rfrrd qradr'ilsfrr$ rti. vrg rcci +-e'*rqsn q* +-ri #r fudr-g qi1' ur,
19 {ef I Ht+ gah 6't-&. {dit gar5c-."T{ {fi-t 3rrnt nrtr{r c-6rc +r*rfr qA trdis
04106/2008 Nr ga-a Fdtr6 a}o]rq6r t) €t& ila F 301I/200t * *".6aa;a
ae qr{i6 234 q-& 02 iffr oq 3rR t at* ffiSr qd r<a,t ryri +-s ffi a
rd{i et{r Afi oo t+-c< o+ nn *}r e ffai+, to/0812008 rHr goa Biirr cTdrflr,

i

@
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@
\.('.R.rr ((rfr .*.3fi .fi )

t.t.l...t ((r&{_d $; aqsrsyd.- t)
alqra-a t* EtA {{a 6+Ti6 2122t2009 3i;?i 4. krq B-{.a-dra in?rErd qr€

G-fi a.? a-*e AarEF r0r08r2009 rffi {ras F-66e gfi 00 eq?r 40 J{r{. 8"r F

5L?a ftitla *draq dqradr tr) r4t{r rsa mrro 2123t2AOg r;a-} 5rr a:+ ffic
ftE-drrr 3rrtrd,il qrdr ffi JlTts a-Sd Ami6 10108/2009 {d rcr ffia+* t6t ot

a+-.{ &t{ t ga-a actm arei-d-q duird-dr ft} €.tft <rg *-aiq z12sl2009 Jrd} d
gtvr ka-a 3rrra qrar arc-qdT Efrtrq a-ffiTe kff'ad $rt. 3{r04-a e. fuc
Jarrcffr, B;q :rrrrc*"r 6 cacr 3{rrrrdr qFr ffi Rfll-& si* ama & isifr
g<r nifra +-si 3ntfi q-6rq ql€ra qr€ c{a ffi 3G. 3{RtQ q-drrc fritrfi-fr t{Etd
qra imrs-qT EagsaqT{ cr*iqr arqc F{.d 6{ d{{ 1) sFrrrcrFrrt (€d 7354/2006 2)

otdr-*ri 6. 3011/2009 sl sldr.i-ffi 6. 212ztzaa9 4) @tA-{R fr. 2123t2oas s\

arararBBa"{ rm a;:{i6 2izst20o9 6) u{f e+-d s. 2718/2009 7) cfuil{a q-{

(ndrc{) rca F-qi6 19722010 :rS ffit ffi'aiqfr Eir:ar rF-r-zr{r *-s'*rm. E

Mffi qra-ffi'aptffn f6r-a-6 a-+5n rs fb.drdt qi* +ffi €a.& r*-arar

ftilt-€rnr ta?rfr EtE6-dr a tar.qi* $q!Td ar& 3G a-Sq'fr-qfft qT $Tra
:rsarar rqiar rara rrsard arcg fuaie qrn 3tTg-dr a fu-qtfr qiqr Bq,l€ srd

s-sr rn-g.rq6 Are J{rF a-Ss ftlq'r* qr$ 3ndS' B6tz sr6.R {rcr{ qr6r[rEr

$a,da< 3{ra$ qd frrdr& sia BA416 *-s meifl A;sr lG qrtt sa-flrt R;qt&

Ts-d 16r rffi ae-a o-ca aff furt ar i vs ('tr S S stt rsrna rlr*a it)
{El;n ?5-sr €-dr Trqrqr gfra awe *6dr/1673 dcdF{ 882 qarrfir s ts olra
xta.ae-a :izrr(r* *ailzta3 airrt HrfirfrrBts-rrq fia m-ai6 212512009 6) rrta
(€r F.. 271812009 7) qfrdla c-{ (ft&'s) rm x-oiq 1s722a10:r$ ffi{ rs
aYaqa wa,an rFr{rdT +-F;i *rar. E R-qtffi arcr6rt sdat.t t-orrfl d€6rt s-fd

frrqi-& qi* qffi +ir& rs-arar firdrdrdr ga;qre f{e;dr a aar iqifr s€q:I6
Ardl 3G. d&-{ Mifr qT {rsta ir€arar sr4r $ira 3rs."ql* auqa fu'dr& <in"

mtqr s M,A qiqr ho.slT eTa 6-G srrd1a a"& 3n6. a*q t-dr* qifr $T'nt

f+sta sron dlEtT ci-ErtEr *-oqraar Jrr{q qTi ftqt-ft qia ft}-firn-6 *-sa m<r&
ad 3G E-iit a'a-"6irt frrqt* a-ca ya ftrct Ere.{ 6€I q-ff n$t ar $ (ra t,s'

S S 6tt {rrrrE qra.6 {:} {ErdT 6{d {rfi T€qT"r Sfro avu qt6Er/1673 drtl;ru

882 crdur6-{ {* e sRa s{rf-d{r6d siqaart dqrizt+s di?rt

13. Action takcn: Since lhc altol'e informaliorr rclcats commission ofoffrncc(s) u/s as

menlioned at llem No. 2.

1ffi* mrr<rf, qr{ 6.? fi$t rqr ffc:qr aa.rl;irt r{fa rCqrfia-€ $(r{IrI ftqa
$rf,r{a:
(l) Rcgisrcmd thccusc and took up thc inr.cs{igation (n6qq ffi 3IfiI acrgri 6T{

frff ffi): or(Gfu:
6
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\.(.'R.tr ((ra.s.3rr{.*)

r.t.l..-l (E-&Td 3r; aqursff - r)
(l) I)irer{crl lN nrr of I.0.) (acr{ frfurr.qd ard): Rank ($fi): ffifg O-arcErs

jll ra.jjal singr:rn patlnlar

No. (tr'.); pnst: {o tskr up tlrr Inrestigation (AqrS i6-{trrrd 3rfum1 p6i ,r.
(f*ar)

1'll Rcfuscd inrsrigarion duc to (wI 6twIr$e' iFrFr iFTD'rIrs r+Tf Emg:

or (R-ar)

{:lr Transfcrrcd to P-s. (X6I 5sffi crdkdl 3r{rF{Ir$ iqr c}-ffs aFqrt aI{):

Districl (k<1: on point ot jurisdictio[ (3Ifu6T{IaI

?ffidTqr0.

Ir.I.R. read ori:r to thc comphina[l / informanl. admitttd to bc corrcctly rcorded
and a copl'gircn lo thc conrplainartt /informant. frcc ofcost. (gqrf Efaft

arr&TTtaila-dfdT Eqd Er6frff, T0-4{ ffi rfiFqr} ari qra t;* xfil
d-rrrfirdrs-{t-fir rs-{ffi m rilq-a fd)

R.OA.C.($F.3rt.v.*.)

14. Signature / Thuurh inrprcssion
of the complainant / informant
(ilfir@{r*f€-fi t"Ir-qrff
se/3izr6r)

Signature of Oflicer in charg€, Police

Srarion (old c$rt 3Ift-m-?rrfi

Iryrst)

Nnme (;Ilit): dilip shishupal parvar

Rank (((gl): I (lnspcctor;

No.(n'.):

l5' Datc:rnd timc of dispalch to thc coud (arqrirqra crdfei* arto a d-a):

303573



\.( .R.8 ((ra.s.$r{.a)

l.l.l..-l(a-6r{-d 3I; dqsFFi* - t)

.\llltchrnorl t{} il(,rr 7 of l.il:\t lrrfirrrrrali0rr Rcporl (lnrIl €-dt-&fr ffi{t 6. 13 df atBra{)

Phl sicul lrat u rts. drtirruritics lrrrl ot lrrr d(lx ils (,1 t ht suslx.r't /irccnr.ul: I I t k no rr u I st'(n r

Gtr+d/gn1+t (s'.ffd 3rs'AE qt/slFd" qI) rnftkfi ifiIE e.n, E ?rrr 3{IFI $-tr{ acrhfi)

S. \o. Scx

(3{.D (R:O

)

l)illt / \'r'ir lluild ({itff} llrigh Conplcrion Identifir:rlit)n Itlrrksr

l#'** '.,,'.' (tu) (3i-6dE qI Yn)

a{) (3S(*
,:i.S1

34567
1966

*qo': s'

llrhitisl
r*ed1

qsq'

De[ormities,/

Peculiarities (a ri?T

tftIE ra)
I

LanguagelDia
Ir(t
(nmrf&)

Ilurtt {ark I-cucodcnrr l,lolt
(trac Ta a (at$ (ft-d)

q"rO

t5 16 l7

Scar (Aq) I'attoo
(rtrflr)

llt I9

l)r'ess Ilabit
{s) (*qr€]' a

sd-s)

l3

Olhcrs (gT{)

20

'l t't!h (6ra) lrrir (*-S) Ert (et&)

IO II

I'tacc of(t Bfrtur)

9 l?

Thr:st liclds will lrt' cntrrcd onlv iI conrpl*inanUinftrrntr]1 gilcs an]' ollc ol' morc prlticulrrs rl)out
the suspecracctlscd.

(fi aorcErrxrrfifr evrr-qr* dqrtrilsrd*Ec'ff qq. ft-{r i qrqtrr 3rfl-o' acehf, fr" qrs

s-{ il qrfrfr rfl; qi+ at( ffi arfo

li

@

I

I
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Sr. No. Property

Category

Property

Type

Value

(ln Rs.)

1O. Total value of properties (in Rs.)

11. Inquest Report/ U.D. Case No. if any

Sr. No. UIDB Number

12. First Information contents:

Crime Register No. 8Il2O21 IPC, Section 420,406,

504, 506(2), 34 Plaintiff- Pearl Harman Dimelo alias

Rahul Panchal aged 34 years Res. Hanuman

Vatika, Near Pradhan Park, Vardhaman Society,

Lonavala Tal. Maval Dist. Pune. Accused- Prakash

MishrimalPorwal age 55 years Res.

MaujeShushiSavrhe no. 24. Shri. EkviraNiwas,

Near Naval Bagh, LonavalaMaval Dist. Pune crime

happened at Time and Date:- Between 30/lO12006

to 25 lOl12010 during office hours at Sub Registrar

Office, Lonavla and Sub Registrar Office, Kurla

Description

305575



Fact- Plaintiff in this Hon. First Class Court,

VadgaonMaval Criminal Minor Application No.

406l2o2l under IPC section 42O, 406,504, 506 (2),

34 Accused Name Prakash MishrimalPorwal Age 55

years Res. MaujeBhushiSavrhe no. 24. Shri.

EkviraNiwas, Near Naval Bagh, LonavalaMava1 Dist.

Pune According to Section 156 (3), of C.R.P.C. a

criminal application has been made regarding the

order to lile a case and Hon. Court of First Class,

VadgaonMaval vide no. 1125 12021 dated

19 lO7 l2o2l The said criminal minor application

has been received by Lonavla City Police Station

under Incoming No. 1399/2021 dated 27lO7l2o2l.

The text of the plaint given by the plaintiff in the

said application is as follows- Herman Dimelo, the

father of the plaintiff, Maon Tung Ta. Maval Dist.

Land Group No. of Ptne. 234 11 Area 02 Hectares

04 R Area Purchased on 06 l05 11988 vide Purchase

Deed No. 395/ 1988 in the narnes of

306576



GanpatJanakuKumbhar, KisanJanakuKumbhar

and Vishnu JanakuKumbhar. Plaintiff s father

Harman Dimelo died on 15 lO7 1199 1 by accused

Prakash Porwal on 30/lOl2006 at Second Registrar

Kurla vide document No. 7354 12006. After

obtaining the letter from the land's guardian from

his mother, the plaintiff was shown as an unknown

parent due to his young age. But at the time of

writing the said Attorney General's letter, the age of

the plaintiff was 19 years and 9 months. On the

Prakash Porwal legally acquired the said income

group no.234 area 02 Hector 04 R illegally by the

purchase document No. 3o1ll 2OO8 in his name

dated 10/08 l2OO8 at Secondary Registration Office,

Lonawala under Purchase Order No.2122 12009 by

Shri. Sold to Vijay Kisanlal Agarwal. Also on

lO/OB/2OO9 out of the said income 00 hectares 40

basis of the said Attorney letter, the accused

and 00 hectare 64 R area out of the said area

307577



Rs. The area is sold to NileshVishwanath Aggarwal

under Purchase Order No.2123/2009 at Secondary

Registrar's Office, Lonawala. Also on date

IOIOBl2OO9 out of the said income O1 hectare area

is at Second Registrar Office Lonawala under

Purchase Order No. 2125 12009 Mrs. Pushpa Vijay

Agaral has been sold by Malamata Exchange. The

accused Mr. Plaintiffs land sold to Nilesh Agarwal,

Vijay Agarwal and Pushpa Agarwal has been re-

released by them and returned to accused Prakash

Porwal. Accused Prakash MishrimalPorwal using

illegal Attorney letters mentioned above 1) attorney

Deed 735412006 2) Purchase Deed no. 3olll2OO9

3) Purchase document no.2122 12009 4) Purchase

document no. 2123 l2OO9 SCrime Register

No.81/2021 IPC Section 42O, 406,504, 506 (2l,, 34

Plaintiff- Pearl Harman DiMelo alias Rahul Panchal

Day 34 years Res. Hanuman Vatika, Near Pradhan

Park, Vardhaman Society, LonavalaTt. Maval Dist.

308578



Pune. Accused Prakash MishrimalPorwal age 55

years Res. MaujeBhushiSavrhe no. 24. Shri.

EkviraNiwas, Near Naval Bagh, LonavalaMaval Dist.

Pune crime happened at Time and Date:- Between

30llOl2006 to 25lOll2O10 during office hours at

the Office of the Second Registrar, Lonavla and the

Office of the Second Registrar, Kurla. First Class

Court, VadgaonMaval Criminal Minor Application

No. 406/2021 B.D.V. Sections 42O, 406,5O4, 506

(21. Name of accused under 34 Prakash

MishrimalPorwal age 55 years Res.

MaujeBhushiSavrhe no. 24, Mr. EkviraNiwas, Near

According to Section 156 (3)C. R. P. C., a criminal

application has been made regarding the order to

file a case and Hon. Court of First Class,

VadgaonMaval vide no. ll25l2021 dated

l9/O7/2O21 the said criminal minor application

has been filed in Lonavala cityPolice Station under

Naval Bagh, LonavalaMaval Dist. Pune against

309579



Incoming No. 13991202i dated 271O712021. The

text of the complaint given by the plaintiff in the

said application is as follows. Maval Dist. Land

Group No. at P:une.234/1 Area 02 Hectares 04 R

Area Purchased vide Purchase Order No. 395/1988

dated 06/05/1988 from GanpatJanakuKumbhar,

KisanJanakuKumbhar and Vishnu JanakKumbhar.

After the death of the plaintiffs father Harman

Dimelo on 15 lO7 ll99I, the accused Prakash

Porwal obtained a letter of guardianship of the said

land from the plaintiffs mother. He was shown to

have unknown parents. But the age of the plaintiff

was 19 years and 9 months at the time of writing

the said Attorney letter, according to the said

Kulmukhtar letter accused Prakash Porwal

purchased the said income group no. The area 04 R

has been illegally acquired in its own name and out

of the said area 00 hectare 64 R area dated

LO/08/2OO8 Secondary Registration Office, sold to

310580



NileshVishwanath Aggarwal in the name of Ism

under Purchase Deed No. 2123 l2OO9 at Second

Registrar's Office Lonawala. Also on date

lOlOSl2OO9 out of the said income 01 hectare area

Purchase Order No. 2125 12009 Mrs. Pushpa Vijay

Agaral has been sold by Malamata Exchange. The

accused Mr. Plaintiffs land sold to Nilesh Agarwal,

Porwa]. Accused Prakash MishrimalPorwal has

used illegal Attorney letters vide above 1) Attorney

Deed 735412006 2\ Purchase Deed no. 3olll2OO9

document no. 2123 12009 5) Property Exchange

Deed No. 2125/2OO9 6) Purchase Deed No.

27l8l2OO9 7) availed himself by registering the

illegal Deed as ParimochanPatra (Release) Deed No.

1972l2OlO. And by making illegal transactions in

at Second Registrar Office Lonawala under

Vijay Agarwal and Pushpa Agarwal has been re-

released by them and returned to accused Prakash

3) Purchase document no.2122 12009 4) Purchase

311581



the property of the plaintiff without any consent of

the plaintiff, without giving any compensation to

the plaintiff, he has cheated the plaintiff. Also,

when the plaintiff was sane, he betrayed the trust

of the plaintiff s mother and the plaintiff by showing

that he was ignorant. Also, after the prosecutor

pursued the court case against the accused, the

accused has abused the plaintiff etc., filed a case

against the plaintiff in the register of the case and

sent the report to Resp. T.M.F.C.C. Court

VadgaonMaval for further investigation of the said

crime PC/ 1673 Ghotkar 882 Patankar So these are

done. Filed Executor PC 12143 Nangare.

Complainant health is not in good condition for the

last 7 to 8 years. Also the plaintiff is not able to

walk properly at present. Accused Prakash

MisrilalPorwal is a resident of Lonavla and by

falsely presenting a dispute over the land of the

helpless and needy people in Jumla and saying that

312582



the government is a Darbari identity and Daara, the

government has written a power of attorney from

him for the work of the government durbar court

and misused it, he is doing the business of stealing

the land of the helpless and needy people. The

business of the accused is to make it white. The

accused has taken full advantage of the

complainant's husband's illness and after that the

complainant has become a widow by making a

conspiracy and swallowed the complaint.

Superintendent of Police Lonavla Division has been

sent to Lonavla and other 10 famous persons. But

after the accused came to know that no 1egal action

has been taken against the accused and the

plaintiff filed a complaint against the accused,

Accused abused the plaintiff and threatened to kill

him. Therefore, the plaintiff has been forced to lile

the present complaint in the court. And the crime

committed by the accused is as follows- Review for
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the complaint 2) MaujeKevregaon and land in Maval

District Pune) Survey no. 66 l12 Total Area 00.48R

b) Survey no. 7511/3 Total Area Ol.44R c) Survey

no. 64 l6 Total Area OO.225) Survey no. 65 / 5 Total

area 100.16 Henceforth the said income is referred

to as complaint income. A) Above clause no. 1

property described is dated lOl12l2O21 by 1)

BhaguBaluDalvi, 2) SavitribaiNay'uDalvi 3)

MungabailaxmanPathare 4) Gangabai Narayan

Mhaskar 5) RangubaiKisanPhatak 6)

KasubaiNathuniDalvi and Herman Aranus after

receiving due compensation. DeMelo is marketed

through purchase agreements. The said registered

purchase deed registered in the office of Sub-

Registrar MavalMaval No. 3965 11987 has been

recorded, The entry of said purchase of fertilizer in

the notebook of Village Worker Talathi dated

151O411988 Change no. 446 has been filed and the

said entry has been approved on 18l06lte88
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under section 84A of attorney. b) In respect of the

plaint income described in Clause 1 above and

other 9 properties, Herman AranusDiMelo died on

1510711991 and his legal heirs are his wife Julie

Herman DiMelo and daughter Paul Herman DiMelo

in the register of Village Worker Talathi dated

Ol IOS I 1992 vide amendment no. 462 and the said

record is this. Approved on 27 lO5 11992. cl For the

complaint income described in the above section.

Order No. from TehsildarSahebMaval. Case

No. / 8aKl S/R I 266,267 .269,27 O / 92 dated

03 lO4 11993 vide modification no. 446 entry has

legalized the transaction. And on 7 l12, the

comment under Section 84A of other rights has

been reduced. Entry of the said order in the office of

Village Worker Talathi dated 2310411993 vide no.

468 and the said modification has been approved

on OllOS11993. d) For receipt of complaints

described in Clause 1 above from Hon'ble Sub
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Divisional Ofhcer Sub Division Pune Order no. 84

C/Rev/SR/ 139193 dated 2l llI12994 the said

income has been deposited by the head. Entry of

the said order in the office of Village Worker Talathi

modification has been approved on 26 110/1995. e)

Take other 9 properties including the complaint

proceeds described in Section 1 above Dated

ll/08/1995 Julie Herman DiMello for herself and

Paul Herman DiMello Ap. c. Therefore, on behalf of

the Attorney holder JagdishAnantKamat has sold

the purchase property to SulochanaNandkishore

Agarwal (deceased mother-in-law of the plaintiff)

after taking appropriate consideration. The said

registered purchase deed in the office of the Sub-

Registrar Maval, Deed No. 3407 11995 has been

registered. Village worker Talathi's office recorded

the said purchase deed Amendment No. 49 1 filed

dated 30/0411995 vide no. 487 and the said

on OI106 11996 and the said entry dated Approved
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oL 26 106 11996. The implementation of the said

income complaints. tr) On 301O711996 plaintiffs

mother-in-law SulochanaNandkishore Aggarwal

died at Pune Deceased Sulocha Chana Nandkishore

Aggarwal Legal Heir Suresh Nandkishore Aggarwal

Son Ashok Nandkishore Aggarwal Son Deceased

Geeta Ashok Aggarwal Daughter-in-law Anil Ashok

Aggarwal (Grandson) Akhil Ashok Aggarwal

(Grandson) ShitalNishant Agarwal (Granddaughter)

Usha Suresh Jain (Daughter) are viz.gl Mr. Prakash

MishrimalPorwal Mrs. Julie Haman DiMello and

Paul Herman DiMello for the said Complaint

Income. A.P. C. A power of attorney has been

written by Mrs. Julie HermenDiMeloYanj. The said

Attorney General Letter dated 30llO12006

Document no. Badar 3W 7355 12O06 is registered.

H) Complaint proceeds as described in clause 1

above. On 3O/0112OI4 Julie Herman DiMello for

change has been done oo 7ll2 excluding the
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herself and Paul Herman DiMello A.P.C. By Mrs.

Julie Herman DeMello Purchased and sold by

Prakash MishrimalPorwal as Custodian. The said

purchase deed in the oflice of the Sub-Registrar,

Lonawala, document no. 338/2021,4 is registered.

The entry of the purchase of fertilizer in the

notebook of village worker Talathi has been filed on

27 l06 l2OL4 with amendment no. 529 and the said

entry has been approved on 22 lO8 l2ol4. A) Julie

Herman DiMello for herself and Paul Herman

DiMello A.P.K. Ms. Julie Herman DiMello for the

said complaint lncome. Accordingly, Prakash

MisrilalPorwal submitted to the Maharashtra

Revenue Tribunal Pune VidhanBhavan Pune 1 Sub

Divisional Officer's Order No. 84 C/Rev/SR 139193

dt.2Lllll1994 appealed against and the order of

the Maharashtra Revenue Tribunal Pune

VidhanBhavanPune 1 Revision Appln No. Order No.

84 ClRevl SR/139/93 of the Sub Divisional Officer
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order dated 2l llI11994. The verdict of top cultist

Maval has been upheld. The notebook of the village

worker Talathi recorded the said decree dt.

31lO7l2ol4 AMENDMENT NO. 350 has been filed

and the said entry has been approved on

22l08l2Ol4. Al Plaintiff s mother-in-law K

SulochanaNandkishore Agarwal got the right for the

complaint income after her death and for the said

complaint income along with other 9 incomes. Heirs

of Herman DiMello Wife Julie Herman DiMello and

daughter Paul Herman DiMello Plaintiff dated

1l/0811995, No. 3407 /1995 has been approved by

the deed of purchase. The registered certificate of

approval is Document No. 171ll2Ol8 in the office

of the Second Registrar, Lonawala. Registered on

24lo94l2ol8. i) On 2410412018 Julie Herman

DiMello and Paul Herman DiMello have canceled

the Kulmukhtar Journalist Deed dated 30/ lO /2006

Maval vide TNC/REVl29lO7lP. By canceling the
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dated 30 llO /2006 vide Dast No. Badr-3 IV

735512006. The said Dast& DR Chaudhary Reg no.

6143 Registered with Notary with registration

number 506 l2Ol8 and the power of attorney issued

on 30 10612006 is permanently cancelled. j) Copy of

attorney Journalism Canceled Deed dated

25/05/2018 to Prakash MishrimalPorwal dated

HermenDiMello and Paul HermenDiMello and in

Daily Prabhat Pune newspaper. A public notice has

been given. A) Dt. 29lOSl2018 dated 25105/2org

Julie Herman DiMello and Paul Hermon DiMello to

Prakash MishrimalPorwal dated 30 I lO l2006 DAST

No. Badr-3 IV 735512006 KULMUKHTAYAR

JOURNALISM CANCELED COPY AND DIARY A

copy of the public notice has been posted 1n

Prabhat Pune newspaper. And it has reached them.

c) Plaintiff filed suit No. RTS/AlSRl3O2l2018 in

the court of Sub-Divisional Officer MavalMulshi

30 ltO l2006 dated 30 I rO l2006 by Julie
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Sub-Division Pune in order to get his name on the

complaint. Its result is on lO l07 l2O2O. 3)

Complaints of the plaintiff as follows 1) Complaint

Income The plaintiff has purchased purchase order

no. 3407 11995 as registered under Section 17 of

the Indian Registration of Deeds Act and the sajd

Deed has not been canceled by any Court, the said

Deeds have been acquired by the Plaintiffs. Accused

Prakash MishrimalPorwal filed complaint no.

33812014 dated 30/0112014 with the intention of

causing damage to the plaintiff and illegally

benefiting the accused. This is an offense under

section 42O of IPC. 2l On 24lO4l2OI8 Julie

HermenDiMello and Paul HermenDiMello A.P.C. by

Julie HermenDiMello accused Prakash

MishrimalPorwal on 3011012006 Document no.

Badar 3 plot 7355/2006 has been canceled for the

power of attorney issued. The said Document& DR

Chaudhary Reg no. 6143 Registered with Notary
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with registration number 506/20L8 and the Power

cancelled. And then d. On 25lO5l2OI8 by Julie

Herman DiMello& Paul Herman DiMello A.P.C.

Attorney General Journalism Rejection issued by

Julie Herman DiMello to Accused Prakash

MishrimalPorwal dated 3011012006 in Document

No. Badr-3 M35512006 is done for that a public

notice has been given in Daily Prabhat Pune

newspaper. And then dated On 25lO5l2Ol8 Julie

Herman DiMello and Paul Herman DiMello A.P.C. A

copy of the writ dated 30/lO12006 issued by Julie

Herman DiMelo to the accused Prakash

MishrimalPorwal for attorney Journalism Radwadal

has been given to the accused by post. And it has

reached the accused. The said complaint property

along with other 9 property by Julie Herman

DiMello and daughter Paul Herman DiMello on

behalf of A.P.C. by JagdishAnantKamat, Power of

of Attorney issued on 30/lO12006 is permanently
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Attorney on behalf of Julie Herman DiMello to

plaintifls mother-in-law SulochanaNandkishore

Agarwal dated lllo8l1995 Document No.3407/

1995 Purchased Deed Endorsed by Julie Herman

DeMello and Paul Herman DeMello by Deed of

Endorsement. The said registered deed of approval

has been registered in the office of the Deputy

Registrar, Lonawala vide Document No. 17 ll l2Ol8.

Inspite of this, the accused Prakash Porwal

deliberately filed suit No. RT in the court of Sub

Divisional Officer MavalMulshi Sub Division Pune

13. Action taken: Since the above report repeals

commission of offence (s) u/s as mentioned at item

no.2

(1) Registered the case and took up the

investigation.

(2\ Directed (Name of I.O)

ANIL MANOHAR LAVATE

Rank: POLICE INSPECTOR
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No. to take up the investigation or

(3) Refused investigation due to

Or

(4) transferred to P.S District.......

on point of jurisdiction.

F.LR. read over to the complainant/informant,

admitted to be correctly recorded and a copy given

to the Complainant/informant free of cost.

R.O.A.C.

324

True Copy
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Smt. Gita Ashok Agrwal

Versus

Shri. Prakash Mishrimal Porwal

Cri.M-A. No. 41612021

CNB No. MHPU260024562021

-.. Complainant,

Perused the complaint and documents liled alongwith the

complaint. The complaint is supported with atfidavit. Heard Learned

Advocate P.B. Bhutada ior the complainant. The offences alleged are

cognizable. The complainant made allegations that, the agricullural

properties bearing survey No. 66112, 751113, 64/6 & 65/5 siluated at

village Kevare, Tal" Maval., Dist. Pune were previously owned by Bhagu

Balu Dalavi and others. They have sold said properties lo Harman

Aranus Dimelo by registered sale deed on 15/0411988. Thereafter,

Harman Dimelo was expired and name ol his wile and daughter were

recorded in record of right. The Julee Harman Dimelo and her miner

daughter sold said lands through power of atlorney Jagdish Anant

Kamat in favour o{ mother-in-law oi complainant namely Sulochana

Nandkishor Agrwal by registered sale deed in the year 1995. The

Sulochana was expired on 30107/1996.

2. The complainant made further allegations that, the accused

got executed power of attorney from Julee Dimelo and got executed

sale deed in his favour in respect ol land which were sold to Sulochana

Agnval. The Julee Dimelo published notice and canceled the power of

attorney. However, accused got executed sale deed in his {avour. The

accused commifted breach ol trust, cheating. The complainanl mate

with accused, however he threalened her. The complainant filed report

in the police station. However, police did not take aclion. Hence, she

Accused.

Order Below Exh. f . in Cri.M.A. No.416/2021.

350Annexure R-6
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has filed present complaint. Theretore, she has prayed order of

investigation uls 156 (3) ol Cr.P.C. The complainl has been supported

with aflidavit of compla,nant.

3. The allegations made by the complaint discloses serious

allegations against the accused. The present complaint is liled uls 404,

420, 406, 504, 506(2) of lPC. The complainant has filed various

documents in respect of of{ence. The accused got executed sale deed

in his lavour in respect of land which was already sold by registered sale

deed in favour ol mother-in-law ol complainanl. The offence involves

element of cheating and forgery.

4. Considering the nature of olfences and averments made in

the complaint and documents filed on record, I am of the opinion lhat, in

this case detailed investigation is necessary through the Police

machinery. Hence, it is just and proper to sent the complaint ,or the

investigation under section 156(3) or the Cr.P.C.. Hence, I pass the

following order.

ORDEH
1. Complaint be sent for investigation under section
156(3) of the Cr.P.C. to the Police lnspeclor of Lonavala
Rural Police Station.

2. Order Pronounced in open Court.

Dalez24tOS!2421
Vadgaon Maval

sd/-
(Bharat V. Burande)

Jt. Judicial Magistrale First Class,
Vadgaon Maval, Dist: Pune

@

351596



Order Below Exh. 1, in Cri.M.A. No.4161202'1.

The complaint has been sent lor investigation under section

156(3) ol Code of Criminal Procedure. ln view of the judgment of

Hon'ble Bombay High Court, in lhe case ol Avinash Trimbakrao

Dhondage Vs. State ol Maharashtra and others. reported in 2016(1)

Bombav CR (Cri) 223, wherein it is held that, once magistrate passes

and order under section 156(3) ol the CrPC the magistrate has lurther

nothing to do and proceeding under section 155(3) of CrPC terminated,

nothing remains pending before magistrate atter such order. Therefore,

it is not nece$sary to keep lhe proceeding pending. Hence, the

proceeding stands disposed of{.

sd/-

CEHTIFICATE.

I atlirms that the contents ol this P.D.F file order are same word lor
word as per original order.

Dale:2410612O21

Vadgaon Maval

Name of Steno
Court Name

Date of order
Order signed by P.O. on
Order uploaded on

(Bharat V. Burande)
Jt. Judicial Magistrate First Class,

Vadgaon Maval, Dist: Pune

: Mrs. Neha Kiran Vaidya
: Shri. B. V. Burande, Jt. C.J.J.D. &
J.M.F.C., Vadgaon Maval, Pune

:241O612021
:2414G12021

:29lAGl2O21

-TRUE COPY-
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846 $ qri &f;{ A 18/06/1988trr dg{ srffi 31rB. E) E1 6"rfi tst* suia'

a;dFqr a-frrti lM'*re fa-r 9B-ffi-8r6trdr f{6d 3r{r!r€ Bffi 6 Fdi*,
15/07t1991tfi q-{ra $tri 3rga iqrt 6rq?Rft{ E]r+rqr{ aif cc"fr cTe rra-d ffi
E rer/h qa frra Effi sit alEr& a}'E an-++-ra-rm dfrr& q'it aFt td-difi

01/0511992{ts +{sr{ d'. 462i Ercra grddr 3{Ea €-{.s aE &- 27l05/1992{trft

igr urtr&:rt. +1 a.t 6Fw latt Edrd ateqr dfirr B'a-*-A'+'trat *.
a-O*e-qi{srFe 4r{a qiffia ga"*r a. t -ai€' !i./84s ru{/3rr{ / 266,267,26s,21a192

kfriq 03104/1993 3Gra-& qt{FR t'. 446 +eri ffiar eqafr sr-s"arlr{

srrfrr 3ir6. E 7/12sEtI gdt FffiI-drfr 84i6'{T ql;r A t}{r ofi ffidr 3nt. ,llEFFrrrdlrt

dfrr& qit +rdre-qrarjt fl-d1 ggsrs ;ik fcidifi 23l04/1993trS *-tsR d. 468e

ffi#i }ga s{rEI t-rr6T{ frais- 01/05/1993t* rgr $rm rrF. a1 T{ 6?nr

t qr-i qdr;r a;d-ar ir#r'ft ffirar rn lqltra+rafrq sfurrfr:qhara qrt qHmgrfr

331601



\.(.R.ll (q;T.s.3rR.a)

r.r.r.-r ((rfi-q-d 3F aqqqi* - ?)

6 a. 84 6li1cfr/(rfl]rT{/139/93 kai-6 21i1 1/29943G{t uo 6aa* srG6R 37rr

arf..aT $ria qzra;rs-rrr .rdr-& ?Trt arqtffilfi-tt €-d{ S6aT-* aE f.di6
30/04/1995tr* ii{$r{ a 487a aEB*& 3r{I;T s4{qr h{sT{ fa-dr6 26/10/1995{t*

ag{ Tredr 3nt. g) d{ 6FrFr lqLt ad-a AilEqT arrfr M'-sf 5d{ gfrd*-s fqr
ffdi6 11t08t1995ffi( .,TdI 6d-d ES"Ffr f{r 1{drfi?Idr a (rfr Cfd" ffit ftd:r.cr.
6. rdrrra a6 +-<rrgcqrrtrr+ wrftri:ria mra rTifl d"l'.q d *c{dl tda ge-{dr
dEG*lrq 3{?n-drfr (ft-dr& qrt aqa €q ) qi€ s€€-drrcTt Gfi arffi 3{G. €-dtft

trrqa &t6rrd g{a?T Rdrm arca qit arqtfr-qrat} ({iI F, 3407/1995e ai-drf*S
yrF. rnc+Trarrr irdT& sit anat a.rr rsf&sdT* dk fr. otlo0ltsg6rHr trwr x
491 i Ers-f, A-ffi 3{sa rrt fr alq E. 26/06/1s96{H sg{ gr&&.rrt. t-rr
i;ronre irq.ir{fldlfT 7/12s(t a-firft ffi aaa-ar grdr& 3G. $ A 30i07/1996

l,IGfr fuqt-ft ai* urg s-ala-dT;iEfuliT:,rrrfqrd Eqr qt tri rqa gnar ara * go)
,)qar ;iaB'nlr 3{arErir 6rqhfr-{ ow gtv ;idB-aht 3rrrtlra q?r4l vetr+. dafrltk
3rrrGirfr ETr4I a.qa Frar sTeir6- 3rrr{{Erd ga lfr-a 3ni-fi 3frr{drd (drd) $fufr 3retr6

rrrn ffiaT * c-s,ar E*lrtr ctrdrfr si* ffi.ye 6a-d ffit s q-o r*a
Bffi n.qr.a.*afi cTdr C{a tdffi qiTfrr4 g-dEc-flTTqa fr-ga ffie rG. s-rr

1%4ssRqi t a 30/1012006-{HI 6fi 3r s. {Cr -38 7355/20064 akfrdt 3tit. s)

rr 6nrfi 1?TL? qutd ai}ar irmr 1M qr B. 30i01/2o14tl$-TSr 6#d
Effi rr *s-drmtrdr E.rs rfa Ela):r.qr.*.affit ETe 6'da ffi a* g{}"ga
q-finr fr&arfr t'rqrd qi* r+nr fr&sra q}rEm qm sterqdzElt fr.fi A;ffi 3rrE.

{dli umsd ga-a Btitr* dsnd-dr qit +rqt-<r{IrqLt iliT F. 338/20214 *
ffiee $16. rn-r*wlns irdTSI qit qq{tl ffi{ rit& {qdrfr at'{ f{di6 2110612014

ffi"s-{sT-{ F 529t Ens"o f&& :rga'e-cce;ik k*5 2208/2014ffi ig{ Sr}'fr
3flt. q 3?r ra;n ffit 6Q-dr GTdI 6ft fcffi t es-dn trdT q qf, ffi ffi

rega anvfu+w qor ftqraar+a yd 1sit6i scBenrfl-q 3rffi qr qo qit $risr
* gl onr&rt'esrRl139/93 k. 21l1111994frq{ 3atii ffi E jr6r{rsf }rqd
anqfu+-tri cq furTa"rla.d gdf lqit $r*I Revision Appln NoJNC/REV Dglo'| tP 3{dt
scfts{rrff-{ sffi araa qit w'arr r 84 6/ft;&/trs3rKt139/93 fr. 21ll111994 3{rear

r< 6'r;r {r. 3{aro qrra qiqr frors *rqq taoqrd 3{r&frr 3rG.

rflazrrlmK trfrr& sit sFtI Ect g6r{r* ;fr-{ f{. siloztzot+ t-{qi-rr F, 3s0i arsfr
A;ft 3fird scr il at'< fuieF z2tost201a ffi i'g Srfdt 3rB. q Mer 6I'{ A-*
erg * g-dq-dT;iEftretk:rrn-qro &t Tqcrqrd a-r'r< ffiar 6s xrw gr$ a
{rd;{ irirn R-aeffil6 gar s lM 6trdT &. 6d-a ffi qit Errq rd-TS
6d-d'ffi E raafr qs 6C-d Gfdr oi4.ffr$ar qrfl frai6' 11/08/1995{tfr rff

332602



\.( .R.Il ((;T.*.3Tr{.ff)

t.t.rj._r((r€rE_d 3{; M* _ ?)

F;"340711995 d {{t& AriH d{.tr€ i:{l;zrdrlr qFAT{dt q'r"qdr Affi lG. {e{.}
.fi-{Ufq? 4l;qaFi? eiFd t gz{g- Bzitr+ a}qnadr qrt mrql-a-qat,? fga *.
1711/20184 fu,. 24t}94t2)18tr$ ffi a;ffi 3nt 3ii) ka.t6 24l04/20181H
.,gfi ada ffi a q-a afa Gffi qifr c-6nr fi[*fd *rara crw ft-ai*
30/10/2006t$ fi? 3rI p a-4r-3 t\,7355/2006* ka na-gucwr rr5ft61 6q66
C€a +-dt 3iit. s-flt rca :ic S yn tiltrfr {B a. 6143 qld6g ffr qrs-6t

aiaufimqr+ s06/2018 i ffi 3rga fe. 30/06t2006t-fr Qffi ryIle-anr*
{ee aid 3rB. lf) ta-{i6 25l05/2018rldt;T& c{a ffi s qfr 6trd

Effi qifr sr+nr E*rrs trqrfr e'i{ ftr4i6 30/10i20061M etr $-d fi q"E{-3 tv

7355120064 F{*d nary-.ar qdfitrdr {iBrird arN eFirfr ra E t4-o cHia :t
{dardsrTaet qrfi{;f&s ftfft sira. y:) ft.29/0s/20j8 ffi 25/0st2018ffi
;g-fr 6Ca f*ffi E.ra rda Fsffi si* q-6rqr &,f,rrd *ters qra fr-aie;

30/10/2006ffi rs Jg F s({-3 rv 7355/2006e ftra"d ryne,air qr-6t-rr {q-dr(6r

4,ffi ft?rdt sra < t*+ card Eoi e-fard!-iTaLt sr&{ dArff* c-d ct€rrslt ft;fr&
yrf. E * -qiaT ffi"& 3{ra. +) MA qS ar6n R6s-trcqit ara 6ffiaT
ccfdsrrdhq yM qrq-d6 

T6Rf JcBfizr $ dt aruraara drqr r Rt"si

3t(r{3{R/302/201Aerqs idar Sar. aqrEr 8"6Tf, kdi6 10/07/2020rt$ Sr-edT 3tri.

3) F ql-fr qit ilrrffi a-ct iloll.arut 1) ilmrr B"tr+-$ qr fu-qt{r qifr stfr es m.

3407/i995s{R*'q rq a\rufr orqqT arffil aa-q tzrrat a}E!ll-{d 3ls(^qr,I{"d E {r{t.n
e€a 6lnrarfr ;qiqa-q-d {dFd'fffr 6{ffi arffi";re s-crutft EH t Frqt*
qrflrdkdr:n-sntrf, 3rtrd. :nt* ronr ftArd *laTq qi-i a-*icffit gqrr cffi
F. 338/2014i kdi6 30/01/2014 lH tqrrfi Mdrt g+-ma anuHm a 3rrtfr-{r
torqo qr:ra +tuqri lE-*ni e*dr 3G. 6r ar& ailfrr snq fr'arfi 42oc-4'rq g€r
*-idT $lfi. 2) E. 24n4t2o18i* ;g-e 6fa. B*c* q rrf, 6*a Effi gr.cr.o.d'6

ogfr 6da fsffi qifr'3{rgqr q-6rar ft,frff-fr *ldrfr qr€ fr 30/1012006{tS {6 31 6'.

Er({3 E-{d 7355/2006k}i Td{rrflir{ rftar rd6<rco dF affi srt. rr<Er ce
:is * $R inr-.'tI lfr i'. or+e qia-69 ardft qis-ri ffioar+-s06/2018 * rffif&
sga fa. 30/10/2006rHr ftfr'd' ga-"re.anrr aq( aiffi srt. a aqrdd{

8.25t0st2018 ffir;T& etrd EzB a q-a rfa ffi:i.qr.a.a6 cTdI 6ifd ffir
qi* 3rd$ q-+nr ft*ryer +.crd qrfr fffriE 30/1012006rffi rs $g F a"fl-3 N
73s5/2006* frdS T.*-nuor q-{-60-dr rrqrra &dd 3{8. rqr6ft-dT t*o s!{rd gm

a-Sqraq-irq?-t ilfft ;t"&{ ffi 3G. a aqFiifi A;rin fa.25/05/2018 ffi qff
a{affi a qo pta ffit sr.cr.a.a6 sge Cda fsm qi*:rrtrfr c-snt frArrfr
cl-.dr{ qrfl Edi6' 30/10/2ooerH rm 3r{ m ftI{-3 Iv 7355/2006e kd-& ga-.ar.ari
q-rfifl-ar lrqrre atrar *A-iqr a!w*' c-a ffi6 rrra 5d. {&4laq-{rqtt ar&{ at&s
f?ddt sra d€r 6mt 3ntr$-gfrffi liG. s dI 3a+fffl qtdq Srdtifr 3G. lrfi 6fiR

@
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\.c.R.B ((ra.s.3{r(.ff)

!.r.r'..t ((r€r{a 3{; a$rrsi* - r)
f}acdrs-6 g-d-{ I ft-6-6-& +'ftar ;gfr 6d'a ffi a a-saft qa 6d-a ffi q'i;ft

.r.cr.a.a6;cfr 5g- fgfd a6 g%4s..qr{q-dlrrr6 a-ar4nt rra afi-a-a qi* frrqtel

?IIm uq + g'*q-dr aafrrfrr $arcsr"r qR{ kaj6 11108/1995t$-cFd m.3407/1995

A tgtfr arAS rcars sTe r{a Gdk* q q'fr 6,C-f, tsHt sifi fi;zrffq-{ r$rs-drt
e,aalfrd& 3nfi€-flt @fr ararcrr rr;r na 6 gzua fiotrs dvrr+dr qit
odra-qati (r?r m" 1711/20t8* ataffii JG 3$ 3{rrilar g+lT :rrt* c-6rq qtera
qifi anacaa sqF+a+at-q gffi arca {6sft icfts{r4 qd qrt arqrfrqrd eral

a-ria nr

1.1. Action lakcn: Sincc thc nboyc informalion rcYeals commission ofoffence{s) u/s as

mcntioncd 1ll Ilrnr No. 2.

(Aiffi 6R-dr*' ar{ s.r ait 16 aidrql t6,t.qrrs-* rtfr reawreg fisrrq k{i
3rrar{a:
(l) Registcrcd lhc (asc irnd took up thc inyesligation (rE$rr ffi-d 3nFI dqrsrt 6Er

6r* ffi): or(ffi:
(2) rlircetcr! (Nrnrc of Lo.) (ilrg n&*,r-qr* ara): Rank ([6-{t): c}'&g frterr

Anil Manohar lavatc

No. (6-.): I'Sl to takc up thc Inyestigation (AqF{ fi!-qrt frfren ft*) or

(fdal
('1) Rcfused inlcstigation due to (F{I fi{onTe ilqr{r ry$tqr{{ rmf kaD:

or (fr-<r;

(1) Transferrc<l ro I's, {1fi6r 5rffi qr6frdr Si-trcamr F{I f&s errqrt arq):

District (k60: or point of jurisdiction (3rfrq,treql

@.
F.I.R. read o] er to lht complainant / informanl, admitted to be correctl; rccorded

and a copl girr to thc complainanl /informant, fr8e ofcost. (qlrrf tlrft
il6rrdRrrr/r!-drt-dr aqr aroftnt, Tnlrt ffi 3rsEqrn sri rra ffi 3I[FI

a-*,R-flrilrro-{t-fi srffi c-6 ds-d ftd)

7

R.()-{.c. ($rr.3i.q.*.)
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\.('.R.U ((ra.s.3rr{.

l.l. Sign.lturt i'l'hurnb imprcssion
of lhc complainant / intbr rant

(irfircRr*fs{t torl-qlff
T&/3i?T6T)

t.r.rr.-t ((r*r-fir 3i; Alrgrqi* - ?)

Signalur('ol Ollictt in chrrgo. Ihlirc
S1a1i0n (6rol ctrft 3rfu6l-rrr*
€Iert)

Name (art[: l AYUts LrNt's
i!,II,IZAWAR

Rank (ffiI): I (lnspecror)

No. (ir'.): PCMI182968

l5' I)ate and limc ol rlispatch {o thc cou (aTqTcIzIkI qr-d4"qrfr arftg q a-O:

3
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\.c.R.B ((ra.S.3nT.*)

r.r.r..r ((rsr,6-d 3r; Acqsi* - !)

.\ltnrltntcnt to itcnl 7 ol Firs( lnlorntrti{tn Rcporl (qtfx Iir{t-$-d J{{{I i5. b AI atgYf)

I'h.r sicaI ti'ator('s. (l(,f(!rrnili{.s rn(l olh('r drtrils (,l lhc suspcct/acrusrd: 1 If kllon'n / sern I
({ier&d3rr*qt (qrFd :rs-Sr qilqti{d" qr) lNrlrs'+ft'N rt, a:ia $rFr sirt aq!trfr)

S.\o. Sts

(3r.O 6*10

)

q{q

I)irtr,/ \'etr
Of Itirth
(a" a-drt€

a{)

I966

Iluild (imo llrigh Complcrion( (r,r)
(cms)

(3*({
:.t.fr;

56

Idrrtifirtlti0n Mark{sr
(3{tdd? qr jsn)

.t-1 7

tqo: fi
Dcforrnities /
?ccrrliarities (e sizJ

tft'lo ri)
8

Tctrh ({rd) llair (*.{) rjye (ste)

l0 I1

Scar (EuQ

9

I{abit(s)
(q.{&)

t2

Dress I{abit
(s) (clqr€]E q

ra-&)
l3

Language/Dia
lect

($r{rr{r&)

Place of (t @ Othcrs ({ {)

Burrr l\,lark l,eucoderm Molc
(eTrc'e qlE a(+ts) (Frd)

ryo
l,l I5 16 t7 l6 l1)

'l'hcsr ficlds rvill bc cntcrcd only if complainanl/infortnant gives an1' onc or nlore particulars about
thc su spcct/accuscd.

(fi a-rrr6r{/rTrPa& tcll-sli *rrdffl3rRlffM !s, ft.{I; srtrTr 3rft-6 irc{ffr ft(, qrs
tr+ a qr&d 16.r qi* dk ffi BrS

Tattoo
(rtrdFr)

20

@

I

I
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FIRST INFORMATION REPORT 

(Under Section 154 Cr. P.c.) 

  

1. State Distt Police Station Year FIR 

No. 

Date 

  Pune 

Gramin 

Lonawala City 2021 0277 02.07.2021 

12.45 

2.  Sr 

No. 

Acts Sections   

  1 IPC  1860 404 

  2 IPC  1860 406 

  3 IPC  1860 420 

  4 IPC  1860 504 

  5 IPC  1860 506  

3.  (a) Occurrence of Offence  

  1 Day in between Date 30.01.2014 

   Time period Date 02.07.2021 

    Time from: 13.00 

    Time to      12.00 

  (b) Information received as P.S. 02.07.2021 12.00 

  (c) General Diary Reference Entry No. 

011 

02.07.202

1 

12.29 

4.   Type of Information – 

Written 

Written/Oral – Written 

5   Place of Occurrence    

337607



  a Direction and distance 

from P.S. 10 km. 

 

  b Address of occurrence 

name 

 

  c In case, outside the 

limit of this police 

station then Name of 

P.S. 

 

   District (State)  

   Address: Kevare, Tal. Maval, Dist. Pune, 

Survey No. 

   Incase, outside the limit 

of this Police Station, 

then Name of P.S. 

 

   District (State) Pune Gramin, Maharashtra 

6   Complainant/Informatio

n 

  

 a.  Name -  Smt. Geeta Asshok Agarwal 

 b.  Father’s/Husband 

name -  

 

 c.  Date of Birth/ year -

1987 

 

 d.  Nationality – Indian Religion-  

 e.  UID No.  

 f.  Passport No. Date of Issue  Place of 

issue 

338608



 g.  Address 

   Sr. No. Address Type Address 

      

      

 i. Occupation House wife 

7 Detail of known/suspected./unknown accused with full particular. 

Accused more than  

 Sr. No. Name Present Address  

 1 Present address Vardhman Society, Hanuman Vatika, 

Pradhan Park, Lonawala city, Pune 

Gramin, Maharashtra, India 

 2. Present address Vardhman Society, Hanuman Vatika, 

Pradhan Park, Lonawala city, Pune 

Gramin, Maharashtra, India 

 Phone 

No. 

 Mobile No. 

7. Details of known / suspected / unknown accused with full particulars. 

  

339609



Accused More than : 

 

Sr. 

No. 

Name Alias Relative 

Name 

Present Address 

1. Prakash 

Mishrimal 

Porwal 

  1) Town / Village, 

Mauje Bhushi Survey 

No.  

    2)Tehsil, Police 

Station, Lonawala, 

Dist. Pune Gramin, 

Maharashtra, India 

    3) Town/Village 

Lonwala, Tal. Magal, 

Dist. Tehsil, Police 

Station, Lonawala, 

Dist. Pune Gramin, 

Maharashtra, India 

 

 

8. Reason for delay in reporting by the 

complainant/Information. –  

 

9. Particular of properties of interest 

Sr. No. Property 

Category  

Property 

Type 

Description Value (in 

Rs.) 

1     

340610



 

 

10. Total value of property (in Rs.) 

 

11. Inquest Report/ U. D Case No. if any  

Sr. No. UIDB Number 

 

12. F.I.R. information brief content  

************* 

     Signature of Officer in Charge, 

     Police Station 

     Name : Dilip Shishupal Pawar 

     Rank : Inspector 

     No. 

14. Signature/Thumb Impression  

 Of the complainant /informant 

 

15. Date and time of dispatch to the court 

 Attachment to Item 7 of First Information Report 

  

341611



 

 Physical features, deformities and other details of the accused   

    

  Sex  Date/Year  

of birth  

Build  Height in Cms.  Complexion  Identification Marks   

  1  2  3  4  5  6  

  Male  1966 - - - - 

              

   

342612



  Deformiti 

es/peculi 

arities  

Teeth   Hair  Eye  Habbit(s)  Dress  

Habit  

Language 

/Dialect  

  8 9 10 11 12 13 14 

  --  - - - - - - 

  

 PLACE OF    Other  

Features  

Burn  

Mark  

Leucoderlma  Mole  Sear  Tatto    

15 16 17 18 19 20 

343613



--  --  --  - --  --  

 

These fields will be entered only if complainant / informant gives any one or more particulars about the suspect 

/accused. 

 

 

344614



Complainant health is not in good condition for the last 7 to 8 

years. Also the plaintiff is not able to walk properly at present. 

Accused Prakash Misrilal Porwal is a resident of Lonavla and by 

falsely presenting a dispute over the land of the helpless and 

needy people in Jumla and saying that the government is a 

Darbari identity and Daara, the government has written a power 

of attorney from him for the work of the government durbar court 

and misused it, he is doing the business of stealing the land of 

the helpless and needy people. The business of the accused is to 

make it white. The accused has taken full advantage of the 

complainant's husband's illness and after that the complainant 

has become a widow by making a conspiracy and swallowed the 

complaint. Superintendent of Police Lonavla Division has been 

sent to Lonavla and other 10 famous persons. But after the 

accused came to know that no legal action has been taken 

against the accused and the plaintiff filed a complaint against the 

accused, Accused abused the plaintiff and threatened to kill him. 

Therefore, the plaintiff has been forced to file the present 

complaint in the court. And the crime committed by the accused 

is as follows- Review for the complaint 2) Mauje Kevregaon and 

land in Maval District Pune) Survey no. 66/12 Total Area 00.48R 

b) Survey no. 75/1/3 Total Area 01.44R c) Survey no. 64/6 Total 

Area 00.225) Survey no. 65 / 5 Total area 100.16 Henceforth the 

said income is referred to as complaint income. A) Above clause 

no. 1 property described is dated 10/12/2021 by 1) Bhagu Balu 

Dalvi, 2) Savitribai Nayu Dalvi 3) Mungabai Laxman Pathare 4) 

Gangabai Narayan Mhaskar 5) Rangubai Kisan Phatak 6) 

Kasubai Nathuni Dalvi and Herman Aranus after receiving due 

compensation. DeMelo is marketed through purchase 

agreements. The said registered purchase deed registered in the 

office of Sub-Registrar Maval Maval No. 3965/1987 has been 

recorded, The entry of said purchase of fertilizer in the notebook 

of Village Worker Talathi dated 15/04/1988 Change no. 446 has 

been filed and the said entry has been approved on 18/06/1988 

under section 84A of attorney. b) In respect of the plaint income 

described in Clause 1 above and other 9 properties, Herman 

Aranus DiMelo died on 15/07/1991 and his legal heirs are his 

345615



wife Julie Herman DiMelo and daughter Paul Herman DiMelo in 

the register of Village Worker Talathi dated 01/05/ 1992 vide 

amendment no. 462 and the said record is this. Approved on 

27/05/1992. c) For the complaint income described in the above 

section. Order No. from Tehsildar Saheb Maval. Case 

No./84K/S/R/266,267.269,270/92 dated 03/04/1993 vide 

modification no. 446 entry has legalized the transaction. And on 

7/12, the comment under Section 84A of other rights has been 

reduced. Entry of the said order in the office of Village Worker 

Talathi dated 23/04/1993 vide no. 468 and the said modification 

has been approved on 01/05/1993. d) For receipt of complaints 

described in Clause 1 above from Hon'ble Sub Divisional Officer 

Sub Division Pune Order no. 84 C/Rev/SR/139/93 dated 

21/11/2994 the said income has been deposited by the head. 

Entry of the said order in the office of Village Worker Talathi 

dated 30/04/1995 vide no. 487 and the said modification has 

been approved on 26/10/1995. e) Take other 9 properties 

including the complaint proceeds described in Section 1 above 

Dated 11/08/1995 Julie Herman DiMello for herself and Paul 

Herman DiMello Ap. c. Therefore, on behalf of the Attorney holder 

Jagdish Anant Kamat has sold the purchase property to 

Sulochana Nandkishore Agarwal (deceased mother-in-law of the 

plaintiff) after taking appropriate consideration. The said 

registered purchase deed in the office of the Sub-Registrar Maval, 

Deed No. 3407/1995 has been registered. Village worker Talathi's 

office recorded the said purchase deed Amendment No. 491 filed 

on 01/06/1996 and the said entry dated Approved on 

26/06/1996. The implementation of the said change has been 

done on 7/12 excluding the income complaints. E) On 

30/07/1996 plaintiff's mother-in-law Sulochana Nandkishore 

Aggarwal died at Pune Deceased Sulocha Chana Nandkishore 

Aggarwal Legal Heir Suresh Nandkishore Aggarwal Son Ashok 

Nandkishore Aggarwal Son Deceased Geeta Ashok Aggarwal 

Daughter-in-law Anil Ashok Aggarwal (Grandson) Akhil Ashok 

Aggarwal (Grandson) Shital Nishant Agarwal (Granddaughter) 

Usha Suresh Jain (Daughter) are viz. g) Mr. Prakash Mishrimal 

Porwal Mrs. Julie Haman DiMello and Paul Herman DiMello for 
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the said Complaint Income. A.P. C. A power of attorney has been 

written by Mrs. Julie Hermen DiMelo Yanj. The said Attorney 

General Letter dated 30/10/2006 Document no. Badar 3PT 

7355/2006 is registered. H) Complaint proceeds as described in 

clause 1 above. On 30/01/2014 Julie Herman DiMello for herself 

and Paul Herman DiMello A.P.C. By Mrs. Julie Herman DeMello 

Purchased and sold by Prakash Mishrimal Porwal as Custodian. 

The said purchase deed in the office of the Sub-Registrar, 

Lonawala, document no. 338/20214 is registered. The entry of 

the purchase of fertilizer in the notebook of village worker Talathi 

has been filed on 27/06/2014 with amendment no. 529 and the 

said entry has been approved on 22/08/2014. A) Julie Herman 

DiMello for herself and Paul Herman DiMello A.P.K. Ms. Julie 

Herman DiMello for the said complaint income. Accordingly, 

Prakash Misrilal Porwal submitted to the Maharashtra Revenue 

Tribunal Pune Vidhan Bhavan Pune 1 Sub Divisional Officer's 

Order No. 84 C/Rev/SR 139/93 dt. 21/11/1994 appealed 

against and the order of the Maharashtra Revenue Tribunal Pune 

Vidhan Bhavan Pune 1 Revision Appln No. Order No. 84 C/Rev/ 

SR/139/93 of the Sub Divisional Officer Maval vide 

TNC/REV/29/07/P. By canceling the order dated 21/11/1994. 

The verdict of top cultist Maval has been upheld. The notebook of 

the village worker Talathi recorded the said decree dt. 

31/07/2014 AMENDMENT NO. 350 has been filed and the said 

entry has been approved on 22/08/2014. A) Plaintiff's mother-in-

law K Sulochana Nandkishore Agarwal got the right for the 

complaint income after her death and for the said complaint 

income along with other 9 incomes. Heirs of Herman DiMello Wife 

Julie Herman DiMello and daughter Paul Herman DiMello 

Plaintiff dated 11/08/1995,  No. 3407/1995 has been approved 

by the deed of purchase. The registered certificate of approval is 

Document No. 1711/2018 in the office of the Second Registrar, 

Lonawala. Registered on 24/094/2018. i) On 24/04/2018 Julie 

Herman DiMello and Paul Herman DiMello have canceled the 

Kulmukhtar Journalist Deed dated 30/10/2006 dated 

30/10/2006 vide Dast No. Badr-3 IV 7355/2006. The said Dast 

& DR Chaudhary Reg no. 6143 Registered with Notary with 
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registration number 506/2018 and the power of attorney issued 

on 30/06/2006 is permanently cancelled. j) Copy of attorney 

Journalism Canceled Deed dated 25/05/2018 to Prakash 

Mishrimal Porwal dated 30/10/2006 dated 30/10/2006 by Julie 

Hermen DiMello and Paul Hermen DiMello and in Daily Prabhat 

Pune newspaper. A public notice has been given. A) Dt. 

29/05/2018 dated 25/05/2018 Julie Herman DiMello and Paul 

Hermon DiMello to Prakash Mishrimal Porwal dated 30/10/2006 

DAST No. Badr-3 IV 7355/2006 KULMUKHTAYAR JOURNALISM 

CANCELED COPY AND DIARY A copy of the public notice has 

been posted in Prabhat Pune newspaper. And it has reached 

them. c) Plaintiff filed suit No. RTS/A/SR/302/2018 in the court 

of Sub-Divisional Officer Maval Mulshi Sub-Division Pune in 

order to get his name on the complaint. Its result is on 

10/07/2020. 3) Complaints of the plaintiff as follows 1) 

Complaint Income The plaintiff has purchased purchase order 

no. 3407/1995 as registered under Section 17 of the Indian 

Registration of Deeds Act and the said Deed has not been 

canceled by any Court, the said Deeds have been acquired by the 

Plaintiffs. Accused Prakash Mishrimal Porwal filed complaint no. 

338/2014 dated 30/01/2014 with the intention of causing 

damage to the plaintiff and illegally benefiting the accused. This 

is an offense under section 420 of IPC. 2) On 24/04/2018 Julie 

Hermen DiMello and Paul Hermen DiMello A.P.C. by Julie 

Hermen DiMello accused Prakash Mishrimal Porwal on 

30/10/2006 Document no. Badar 3 plot 7355/2006 has been 

canceled for the power of attorney issued. The said Document & 

DR Chaudhary Reg no. 6143 Registered with Notary with 

registration number 506/2018 and the Power of Attorney issued 

on 30/10/2006 is permanently cancelled. And then d. On 

25/05/2018 by Julie Herman DiMello & Paul Herman DiMello 

A.P.C. Attorney General Journalism Rejection issued by Julie 

Herman DiMello to Accused Prakash Mishrimal Porwal dated 

30/10/2006 in Document  No. Badr-3 IV 7355/2006 is done for 

that a public notice has been given in Daily Prabhat Pune 

newspaper. And then dated On 25/05/2018 Julie Herman 

DiMello and Paul Herman DiMello A.P.C. A copy of the writ dated 
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30/10/2006 issued by Julie Herman DiMelo to the accused 

Prakash Mishrimal Porwal for attorney Journalism Radwadal has 

been given to the accused by post. And it has reached the 

accused. The said complaint property along with other 9 property 

by Julie Herman DiMello and daughter Paul Herman DiMello on 

behalf of A.P.C. by Jagdish Anant Kamat, Power of Attorney on 

behalf of Julie Herman DiMello to plaintiff's mother-in-law 

Sulochana Nandkishore Agarwal dated 11/08/1995 Document 

No.3407/ 1995 Purchased Deed Endorsed by Julie Herman 

DeMello and Paul Herman DeMello by Deed of Endorsement. The 

said registered deed of approval has been registered in the office 

of the Deputy Registrar, Lonawala vide Document No. 

1711/2018. Inspite of this, the accused Prakash Porwal 

deliberately filed suit No. RT in the court of Sub Divisional Officer 

Maval Mulshi Sub Division Pune  
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PAWAN KUMAR <pawan2110k@gmail.com>

Reply on behalf of Respondent No. 9 and 10 in OA 103 of 2022 between Prakash
Mishrimal Porwal v. MoEF & CC & Ors.
1 message

Samridhi Jain <samridhi12318@gmail.com> Sat, Apr 22, 2023 at 1:29 PM
To: Saurabh Kulkarni <sdkadvocate@gmail.com>, secy-moef@nic.in, envis.maharashtra@gmail.com,
eeird.punewrd@maharashtra.gov.in, lawofficerpune@gmail.com, ccftpune@gmail.com, aniruddha1488@gmail.com,
advocatedangare@yahoo.co.in, "advocatedangare@gmail.com" <advocatedangare@gmail.com>,
kaavya10jan@yahoo.com
Cc: Sangramsingh Bhonsle <sangramsinghbhonsle@gmail.com>, Pawan Kumar <pawan2110k@gmail.com>

Sir/Ma'am 
PFA herewith 
Reply on behalf of Respondent No. 9 and 10 in the aforesaid matter.
Kindly consider this email as service on behalf of the Respondent No. 9 and 10.

Thanks & Regards,
Samridhi Jain, Advocate
Supreme Court of India
A-10, LGF, Lajpat Nagar III,
New Delhi - 110024
Mob. 9890210579

Nitin & Eesh Agarwal Reply OA 103 of 2022-1.pdf
24148K
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