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Item No.6 
May 12, 2014 
Order No. 9 

 We have heard learned Counsel for the parties. 

 We have perused the affidavits filed by the MPCB, the 

Respondent Nos, 13,21 and Respondent No.13. The learned Counsel 

for Respondent No.21, would submit that the lagoons are properly 

closed and earlier error is rectified. The MPCB has been informed 

about such rectification. The MPCB may verify whether the lagoons 

are filled up, in accordance with the requirement of the conditions of 

environment. 

 Perusal of the affidavit filed by the regional officer of MPCB, 

shows that still there are certain areas which need to be addressed. 

The report of Central Groundwater Board (CGWB), has to be taken 

into account by the MPCB. The MPCB shall clearly state on affidavit 

the following aspects:  

a) What is the action plan in pursuance to the report of CGWB, as 

regards tracking of sources of pollution of the groundwater, 

which was already done in the past;  

b) What is the methodology and how the industries, which 

have/are contributed/contributing to the water pollution, are 

identified with reference to the nature of production or in 

accordance with the nature of ETP facility or inadequacy of 

facility; 

c) What action plan for remedial measures required to be taken 

under Section 15 of the NGT Act, 2010, recommendations and 

imposition of financial liability, on particular industry with 

reasons/justification?  

 The learned Counsel appearing for Respondent No.18 United  



 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Breweries Ltd, would submit that he will take appropriate instructions 

to clarify the position as regards alleged discharge of untreated 

effluent in the Nala, as per the report of MPCB and if the activity is 

going on, he will instruct the industry to immediately take measures to 

stop such activity.  

 By consent of learned Counsel, stand over to 1st August, 

2014.  

 

 

 

 ..……………………………………………, JM 
                                         (Justice V. R. Kingaonkar) 
 
 
 
 

….…………………………………………, EM 
                                         (Dr.Ajay A. Deshpande) 

 

 

 


