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1. Whether the judgment is allowed to be published on the
net?

2. Whether the judgment is allowed to be published in the
NGT Reporter?

RAGHUVENDRA S. RATHORE (JUDICIAL MEMBER) J

1. This Original Application has been filed in the name of one
Ojasvi Party through Swami Om ji and Sh. Mukesh Jain
under Section 14,15,16,17 and 18 of the National Green
Tribunal Act, 2010. In the application following prayers

have been made:

(1) “z9 wfyer § gar wd U MUH R & & oy gd
e B9 HAURIT B B9 A8l B | | gHl @ Ui g
ASTRAT IGA &, DI FooTIdl b (TR IRA & 9 & gl
3 §IRT ol AT 2Uef &7 YT &R 8U Yo %11 %1 IAAed) il
ERIS & HrIeH # fdl N SR & a9 9 Sref |

(2) YRT & AU & o TLE 25 W BH 99 DI @R wI A
A SEPI SRV 3R TR &R & oO1fffd @l &
HARTEBR T A1 2| fTHBI B9 DA BT ARDBR 3MTDb §IRT
fag U fodt +ff e @1 T 2 | GfeuE $ ogees 13 & STER
HEMEBR BT & B drell blg |1 IS A7 DI AT dh [
AT O 21 AT MU gRT HAMIPR &I 899 BRI Bl Blg
Tl &1 e © df 99 AU S1b S YR I 3Ih B bl Bl
I S IO 2l H AT WeR T SR B AU AT D
3T BT gEeTbR JAYT Tl A |




(3) wfda™ & 3gzus 26 W@ & AU BH U UHD BT B
UdeE P TaaAal © Sfaid e uffie Hwral df 99T e gwaey
D UG PR Bl JANRDR UKl & | 89 35 o AN & dre Yoo
PR IE T AT 35 BH YTHG ATATO WATT AT 8RR # 7 fhar a1
SEURY W IHAT AR I8 FART €1fite A © | O e Aral
H BT B U A TSR O Y Al . IrIfSHROr Bl
TXIET PR &1 IIfIHR Ffdad # T8 a7 g iR WaR W o9
fb wriuTferar it & MAeER S & HIHT Bl Ul el © ga!
2 U ¥ Afu srRiufer & Al | ST ™ @ goirerd
81 T |

(4) S ® W U FRIY © fdh 3T 11, 12, 13 HIE Bl BH
Al el B feeell § AT B /el FF B AT Wes Sied
SUE] BRI R T FARAT BT B & U b b {aie
PRI b IFH BT A1 AR § IS T ATt BT a1 b1 faFsi= 4
B o e 9Rd AR 7 3Mual o § R e ufa
MU DI W RTTRI 81 AAST I | MBI ATRAR! 3R B
BIS=SYF & Tolvel $HI ARl & HRUT AR JHAT HIAT Y el
el §HPR X s 7| e Riar 9 emudr iRk T 8 SH wis
BIS~S3[ @ Usicl @l § Rgd! Iifdl IR MY U aRd drRidre!
PRI & O D! BIgall H Uty o T B

(5) S 1Y 3MY el WRBR Bl e & b goiREe § b

ST R JGAT & Sl Bl fhdl YR I AP oMY | WRIAR A 11, 12
3R 13 A @I| dfd < fAeer & HAswE IgAT HIAT H gD
SRR 30 §RT T4l bl YRVl Had B Bl ULEl B D |
fST! e RT3 a9l 2 |

B9 Y ITIBT §RT 3MMUA bdd 3R Dhad Gd IRHIER & FI-1I6
I B [EIE BRI B | FH D AT BF AR IS o @ T fF
UITEROT HATT F BRA AR & FR-H 4 gU 3MUD! AH—H
A R I PR SIS IR S BT e e 2| e a9 |
3MUeT Bf AfEHROT Wag A% 8T 2| SHHT Sial STl |ed
s o1 Y I Aledl IR ISF =TSOl gRT WIRS @l T8 &AW
ITferepT AT 466 /2015, 485 /2015 3R 25 /2016 € | BH ST B
g & ofu w@a: HEH oidhx T I ATdrsi W W g gAar
[ B | DT WIRS B TAR AT AT o & |
(6) S @ AR BH MU AR BRI AT MY JHAT B 9@ Bl
R & oY S9d W & WR Bl B BRI & (oY IAd HeHd I3
B BUT BN | dlfds TG 1 AR Yok FHER— R BT il ST
@ Hbe W R B b |

(7) s & @t YA R © b oy @l WG JGAT B
qolerdl 3R ®83ll & o7y @igy Il & W Fawell &R Sl fd
TART JITWE 51 & B & 3id ol dHad W g |7




2. It is averred in the application that:

1.

“The petition of militants helpful Ford
Foundation agent petitioner by Manoj Mishra Art
of Living Sri Sri Ravi Shankar’s organization is
teaching that he is being accused of the Yamuna
flood debris in the field exerts. Jnkad columns
cut is damaging wildlife. The Expert Committee
which was released by Sri Sri Ravi Shankar on
the institution penalty of Rs. 120 crore is
recommended and being wrong with what we

Hindus believe discrimination.

. In the case of the Ford Foundation helped

terrorists agent petitioner Manoj Mishra Nigam
Bodh Ghat and the Yamuna and Wazirabad
bridge between the new bridge and a new
bridge between the Yamuna flood in Yamuna
has been made in the name of the Signature
Bridge sustainable concrete construction at the
macro level are the 2015 National Green
Tribunal ignoring disregarding orders only in
Hindu religious ceremonies are being disrupted.
Sir, your Petition No. 485/2015, we had
warned in the National Green Tribunal that Mr.
Manoj Mishra of Yamuna Jiye Abhiyan large
gang of traitors and terrorists is oly one part of
the Ford Foundation helpful. @ Whose religious
beliefs of Hindus only conspired to block the
water from the polluted Yamuna Maiyya
Mahamario morsel of death is to spread millions
of Indians. Anrtgt these traitors of the first phase
of the Yamuna help the flowers and statues in
Maiyya, Maiyya Yamuna immersion by denying
millions of hungry fish and turtles have been
killed. Expert membrs of the county except for
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you and your child that the child knows it is
impossible to keep clean water without fish and
turtles.  While the Central Pollution Control
Board, Ministry of Environment and Forest is not
anywhere flowers contamination did not. Then
you and your experts do not know how polluting
flowers and under the orders of the Indian
government which is supposed to be?

Second, you and your expert probably unaware
that thousands of tonnes of sand along the river
Yamuna induces shedding debris. The sand-
shaped debris and Jat brother Favde our Gurjar
run-run eco-grained Buggies Frendli Athc the
removal of labor. Jat and Gujjar Athc our toil
and sweat by his brothers, from 1978 until then,
unless you have saved from floods Delhi
Yamuna Maiyya prohibits extracting sasnd and
did not block the water. We are bringing to your
notice that since you restricted remove sand
from the river Yamuna Maiyya Yamuna floods
come every year was the same thing. Due to the
restrictions imposed on you extract sand sandy
debris at the level of the Yamuna has increased
compared to the amount of debris in the river
Yamuna dropped by humans is negligible. Ad if
some debris in the river dropped by humans is
also flowing to Agra is transformed into sand.
Adopted by the Indian government as a part of
the recycling system is transformed into building
materials.

Expert Committee constituted for Sri Sri Ravi
Shankar’s organization alleges that the wildlife
is very damaging. We are bringing to your notice
that the restrictions imposed by you on

extracting sand from the river was flooding all
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the creatures of the Yamuna River due to the
order in which you remove the sand was not
killed by the floods, including Neil cows, killed
the same way as the fish of the river and their
diet flower food grains applied to the emersion
stop you have to kill the hungry. You might not
know the infamous Ford Foundation agent
Manoj Mishra Kanan sand ban was therefore
drew the Hindu holy river floods brought neel
cows to be eliminated from the edges of the river.
Imposed ban on removing sand the edges of the
river to the wild beasts which have eliminated
ruthlessly killing their Sajisn. Conspiracy to
hide the members of the expert committee set up
by your compassion for all beings who and
having received the original constitution 51 duty
to believe in and to the enrichment of all
organisms with compassion towards animals, a
vegetarian Hindu ascetic Sri Sri Ravi Shankar of
the Ford Foundation is part of a conspiracy
alleged false. The Ford Foundation’s infamous
Indira Jai Singh and Prashant Bhushan Agent
could be operationalized conspired for her by her
given millions of dollars to attack Hinduism used
to manage the start-up.

As you know, we at the Great Feast of the Holy
Jnkhad columns from Hindu Holi Holika Dahan
are made. Jnkhad scrub and trees suited to this
unnecessary barrier Fulnen been reached and
the vegetation of reed leaves ptjd we do Holika
Dahan. Recently Ptjd leaves you put on hold
due to combustion and spread it in Delhi, which
flies the AC car as soon as you open the glass,
you will be seen immediately. Once you come to

Jantar Mantar foot detour. Ptjd leaves of these
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flies is made the basis of his Prajnan and eggs.
The thing is to make compost from leaves and
flowers of you order? Your contempt of the order
is the same way as the monkey from your order
then was sent to the Bhatti Mines but bananas
and offerings given by pilgrims to reach an
arrangement khan bhatti never saw the fruition
of your order Bandar thousands were starving.
Sri Srit Ravi Shankar’s organization to clean up
the filed from which the columns are Ukade
Jnkad a giant Hindu Holi we are going to make.
Ford Foundation broker Manoj Mishra and his
objection to the fact that only a Hindu saint, why
is such a big event? 35 million people under the
banner of Hindutva why are you coming? Prime
Minister of India and the President should be
prevented from going into such a big event?”

(Translation provided by the applicants)

3. A perusal of Original Application goes to show that it has

not taken for translation paras 1 & 2 which reads as under:

(1) “Tra & ¥ 9RA WBR 1 HLA FRID] ATddHaral U
S 3 Bis BISws ™ @ Bived TR Ad T HI S
AR & # STl 8| 9Rd SRR 1 FEAA Bls
B~ ™ & AMdanedl R § &Il &1 BisT
R H ol araR & g9d BReT R Ad R 2
T BRI Bl B M < T & URET 17 B
ol PR® S §RI Soc WY g T UIRd $xaTd
WHR AR IR & ANRDI H I§ Jg dRAT DI FSl
st 1H fora 217
“New Delhi, May 10, 2015: Not many days

ago, Modi government launched crackdown on
foreign funding to NGOs and turned the scres
on Ford Foundation of US and Greenpeace
India. k Home Ministry put the Ford foundation

on its “watch list”, ordered RBI to intimate the
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Ministry about all the funds coming from it, as
the money routed through it have raised
“national security concerns.
(2) - Gujarat government sought action against the
Ford Foundation, alleging that the organization
was interfering with country’s judicial system and
abetting communal disharmony through two NGOs

run by social activists Teesta Setalvad.”

4. A reply affidavit, on behalf of respondent, Ministry of Water
Resources, River Development of Ganga Rejuvenation, has
been filed. The said Ministry was impleaded as respondent
vide order dated 09.12.2016. It is submitted by the
respondent that the application served to the answering
respondent is in Hindi. Although the applicant was
directed to file English translation to the application vide
Tribunal’s order dated 08.08.2016, the answering
respondent had not been provided with English translation
of the application.

5. According to the respondents, the applicant has in this
case interalia alleged that Manoj Mishra and his fellow
colleagues have filed several petitions in the guise of
protection of environment and have adversely affected the
environmental religious rights of the Hindu citizens by
restraining them from immersing idols and other materials
into the river Yamuna and declaring cracking of fire
crackers and crimination of dead bodies by Hindus as
polluting to the environment. The Petitioner has also raised

issues, amongst others, the pollution of river Yamuna
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caused by the discharge of municipal/sewage/solid waste
into the river Yamuna and interruption in the flow of the
river due to construction of Signature bridge in the flood
plain of the river Yamuna as well as due to increased
deposit of sand in the river bed because of prohibition on
the sand mining.

6. It has further been submitted by the respondent that the
matter relating to pollution of river Yamuna caused by
discharge of sewage and industrial effluents into river
Yamuna is already seized before this Tribunal in O.A NO.
06/2012, Manoj Mishra Vs. U.O.I & Ors. It has also been
submitted that the matter related to the destruction of
ecology of Yamuna flood plain by the cultural organization
of “Art of Living organization” of Sri Sri Ravi Shankar is also
seized before the Tribunal in O.A No. 65/2016, Manoj
Mishra Vs. Delhi Development Authority & Ors.

7. The respondents have submitted that as regards, the
contention against prohibition of sand mining alleging
causing interruption in the environmental flow of the river,
the Ministry of Environment and Forest and Climate
Change has issued guidelines titled as “Sustainable Sand
Mining Management Guidelines, 2016” which interalia
relates a methodology for sustainable river ecology.
Respondent have also constituted a committee for
preparation of guidelines for works of de-siltation from

Bhimgauda, Uttrakhand to Farrakka, West Bengal, under



the Chairmanship of Dr. M. Chitale, an Expert Member,
NGBRA, Secretary MoEF, RD&GR and Secretary MoEF.

. The applicants have filed a rejoinder to the reply filed by the
respondent Ministry, wherein they have not only reiterated
the averments made in the application but have also
incorporated many other facts and raised additional
grievances. The said rejoinder is much more lengthy even
than the Original Application. The arguments in this case
were heard on 09.05.2017, the judgement was reserved.

. We have carefully looked into the case of the applicants and
perused the material on record. As the applicants have
filed this application interalia under Section 14 of sthe NGT
Act, 2010 it would be appropriate to have a look to the
relevant provisions of the Act, 2010. Chapter III of the Act
provides jurisdiction, powers and proceedings of the
Tribunal. Section 14 speaks about the Tribunal to settle
disputes. The said provision reads as under:

“14. Tribunal to settle disputes.—(1) The Tribunal
shall have the jurisdiction over all civil cases where a
substantial question relating to environment (including
enforcement of any legal right relating to environment),
is involved and such question arises out of the
implementation of the enactments specified in
Schedule L

(2) The Tribunal shall hear the disputes arising from
the questions referred to in sub-section (1) and settle
such disputes and pass order thereon.

(3) No application for adjudication of dispute under

this section shall be entertained by the Tribunal
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unless it is made within a period of six months from

the date on which the cause of action for such dispute

first arose: Provided that the Tribunal may, if it is

satisfied that the applicant was prevented by
sufficient cause from filing the application within the
said period, allow it to be filed within a further period

not exceeding sixty days.”

10. It is important to note here that jurisdiction of the
Tribunal is over a case where substantial question relating
to environment is involved. Secondly, such question arises
out of an implementation of the enactments specified in
Schedule 1. Thirdly, the Tribunal is only to hear the
disputes arising from the questions referred to the aforesaid
provisions and settle such disputes and pass orders
thereon. Fourthly, and more importantly is that, no
application for adjudication of dispute under the said
provision can be entertained by the Tribunal within six
months from the date on which the cause of action for such
dispute first arose. Therefore, it is important for an
applicant who approaches the Tribunal for redressal to
categorically disclose the date on which the cause of action
for such dispute first arose. In this application, such
material fact is wanting. It is obvious that consequential to
this is the question of limitation, as aforesaid, for filing of
the Original Application. Interestingly, the applicants have
specifically stated in para 7 of the application that there is

no limitation for the present application. Consequently, the
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date on which cause of action first arose is very vital in an
application filed wunder Section 14 of the NGT
Act, 2010 and absence of which is fatal to a proceeding
under the said provisions of law.

11. The aforesaid view finds support from the principle laid
down by a larger Bench of this Tribunal in the case of
Forward Foundation, A Charitable Trust and Ors. Vs.
State of Karnataka and Ors, 2015 ALL (I) NGT Reporter
(2) (Delhi) 81. In the said case it was observed as under:

“Furthermore, the 'cause of action' has to be
complete. For a dispute to culminate into a cause of
action, actionable under Section 14 of the NGT Act,
2010, it has to be a 'composite cause of action'
meaning that, it must combine all the ingredients
spelled out under Section 14(1) and (2) of the NGT
Act, 2010. It must satisfy all the legal requirements
i.e. there must be a dispute. There should be a
substantial question relating to environment or
enforcement of any legal right relating to
environment and such question should arise out of
the implementation of the enactments specified in
Schedule I. Action before the Tribunal must be
taken within the prescribed period of limitation
triggering from the date when all such ingredients
are satisfied along with other legal requirements.
Accrual of 'cause of action' as aforestated would

have to be considered as to when it first arose.”

12. As we have seen in the earlier paras of this order that the
applicants have prayed for number of reliefs such as that
no obstacle should be created in the function of Sri Sri Ravi
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Shankar; any infringement of Fundamental Right has been
caused then the same be rectified; as the executive has
already given permission for the function of Sri Sri Ravi
Shankar then in such a situation, the Constitution does
not allow any interference in matters of execution; to make
available clean water for bathing of lakhs of people on 11th,
12th and 13t March; to give orders to Delhi Government
that the water of Yamuna should not stopped at Wazirabad
particularly on 11th, 12t and 13t March; Petition No.
466/2015, 485/2015 and 25/2016 which has been
dismissed by the Tribunal should be suo-moto taken up
again and rehear them because by rejection of those
petitions injustice has been done to the appellants; in order
to prevent floods, appropriate orders be passed to reduce
the sand level and arrangements may be made under
Article S1A of the Constitution to provide food to the fishes
and turtles who are dying of hunger in river Yamuna.

13. In view of the above, it is clear that multiple reliefs have
been sought by the applicants in this application. The
prayers made in the application are not only of different in
nature but relates to various remedies under the relevant
laws. The present application primarily relates to Section
14 and the enactments which are enumerated in Schedule I
which has been appended to it. It has been specifically
given under the Rules of Practice and Procedure of this

Tribunal that no multiple reliefs can be sought. The
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relevant rule of the National Green Tribunal (Practices and
Procedure) Rules, 2011 is as follows:

“14. Plural remedies- An application or appeal,
as the case may be, shall be based upon a single
cause of action and may seek one or more relief
provided that they are consequential to one

another.”

The only exception is when the relief is consequential to

the other.

14. In this regard, we may refer to the case of Vikas K.

Tripathi Mumbai V. The Secretary, MOoEF,

Manu/GT/0124/2014(01.10.2014) and the relevant extract

reads as under:

RPN, Y We shall deal with his contention in order
to set right issue once for all, in as much as it is
likely to be raised in many such cases on similar
ground. Rule 14 of the NGT (Practices and

Procedure) Rules, 2011 reads as follows:

"Rule 14. Plural remedies.--An application or appeal,
as the case may be, shall be based upon a single
cause of action and may seek one or more relief

provided that they are consequential to one another.

22. Perusal of Rule 14, without any prejudicial
notions in the mind, will make it amply clear that
any Application or Appeal, as the opening words
imply are distinct remedies under which the
particular relief may be sought on single cause of
action. Thus, if properly read the rule provide as

follows:
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i) There may be either single Application or Appeal.
In other words, it cannot be a comprehensive or
hybrid type of pleadings like Appeal-cum-
Application, as captioned by the Appellant-cum-
Applicant (Vikas Tripathy) as in the present
Application/Appeals.

ii) The Appeal or Application, whatsoever it may be
must be filed on single cause of action. Thus, it
cannot be filed on several causes of action. In other
words, an Appeal cannot be filed with combined
causes challenging different ECs or orders, nor an
Application can be filed challenging different orders

or different violations under the different laws.

i) Still, however, choice given to @ the
Appellant/ Applicant is to ask for grant of more than
one relief in case such reliefs are of consequential
character. In other words, if a relief depends upon
grant of another relief, then grant of more than one

relief is permissible.

23. We cannot overlook and brush aside main
provisions of the NGT Act, which do not provide for
any kind of permission to allow filing of two
Appeals, one against the time barred EC, coupled
with another EC for revised construction plan along
with an Application under Sections 14, 15 and 18 of
the NGT Act, 2010. In case, Vikas Tripathi is
genuinely interested in the cause of environment
and feels that the project in question has caused
violations of EC conditions/deterioration of the
environment, then he is at liberty to file a separate
Application under Section 14(1)(2) read with Sections
15 and 18 of the NGT Act, 2010 if so advised and if

it is permissible under law. He cannot, however,
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16.

club all such Appeals and Applications together and

explore to examine whether one cap fits on another”.

15. Therefore, the instant application does not deserve
consideration by the Tribunal, also for the reasons that plural
remedies have been sought by the applicants which are
different in nature, relates to different causes of action and

they are to be taken up before different authorities /forums.

Besides, the primary relief sought by the applicants is
with regard to holding of World Cultural Function on March
11-13, 2016 by Shri Shri Ravi Shankar and the said function
has already taken place. Thus the grievance of the applicant
no more survives for redressal. Moreover, the main party i.e.,
Shri Shri Ravi Shankar is himself pursuing the case before the
Tribunal. Therefore, in no manner any cause remains for
applicants so as to pursue the present application.

In view of the aforesaid facts and circumstances, we have no

hesitation in concluding that this application cannot be

entertained as being contrary to law and rules. Apart from it, it

may be taken note of that not only because of lack of any cause

for the applicant to file this application but a perusal of the same

clearly reveals that even the language used herein, is a sheer

abuse of process of law.

17.

Consequently, this Original Application is dismissed with no

order as to cost.
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18. Miscellaneous Applications filed in the Original Application do

not survive for consideration as the Original Application itself has

been dismissed today. Therefore, Miscellaneous Application Nos.

316/2016, 364/2016 & 775/2016 are dismissed with no order

as to cost.

New Delhi.
Dated:, 11tk July, 2017

........................................

Justice Swatanter Kumar
(Chairperson)

..............................................

Justice Raghuvendra S. Rathore
(Judicial Member)

..............................................

Bikram Singh Sajwan
(Expert Member)

Dr. Ajay A. Deshpande
(Expert Member)
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