
 

 

BEFORE THE NATIONAL GREEN TRIBUNAL 
PRINCIPAL BENCH, NEW DELHI 

 

 

 

M.A. Nos. 226 of 2016, 227/2016 & 228/2016 
In  

Original Application No. 65 of 2016 
IN THE MATTER OF : - 

 

Manoj MisraVs. Delhi Development Authority &Ors. 

 
 

 

CORAM : HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE SWATANTER KUMAR, CHAIRPERSON 
      HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE M.S. NAMBIAR, JUDICIAL MEMBER  
      HON’BLE DR. D.K. AGRAWAL, EXPERT MEMBER 
      HON’BLE MR. BIKRAM SINGH SAJWAN, EXPERT MEMBER 

Original Application No. 65 of 2016 
Present: Applicant: Mr. Sanjay Parikh, Sr. Adv., Mr.Ritwick Dutta, 

Adv., Mr. Rahul Choudhary. Ms.MeeraGopal, 

Mr.Anand Arya Advs. and Swami OmjiMukesh 

Jain 

 Respondent No. 1: Mr. Rajiv Bansal, Mr. Kush Sharma and 
Mr.SagarMehrotra, Ms. Arpita, Mr.Jasmeet 

Singh Advs. for DDA, Mr.Attin Shankar 

Rastogi, Mr. Amit Yadav 

 Respondent No. 2: Mr.Tarunvir Singh Khehar, Adv., Mr. Joseph 

and Mr.BenashawSoni for GNCTD 

Respondent No. 4:  Ms.Savitri Pandey, Adv. and Mr. Naveen   
             Chawla for Irrigation Deptt. 

     Mr. B. V. Niren and Mr.Ishwer Singh for MOWR 

Respondent No. 6:  Mr. Rahul Pratap, Adv and Mr. Amit Bansal,  

      Adv. for MoEF 

      Mr.ADN Rao, Mr.SudiptoSircar, Mr. Annam  
     Venkatesh, Ms.Ankita Chadha for DMRC 

      Mr.BalenduSekhar, Adv., Mr.Eishaan  

     Bhauguna, Mr.AkshayAbrol and Mr. Amit  

      Bansal for EDMC 

       Mr. Biraja Mahopatra, Adv and Mr. Dinesh  

           Jindal, L.O For DPCC 
Mr. Raj Kumar, Adv with Mr. Bhupender Kumar, 

CPCB   

 Date and 
Remarks 

Orders of the Tribunal 

 Upon 
mentioning  

 
March 11, 

2016 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 Today Three (3) Applications have been listed before 

the Tribunal. M.A No. 226/2016 is filed by the applicant, 

Mr. Manoj Misra with a prayer that the concerned 

authorities should be directed to take steps to stop all 

activities with respect to the proposed event being held at 

the site in question and for issuance of various directions.  

 M.A. No. 227/2016 is an application filed by 

Respondent No. 3 the Trust, Vyakti Vikas Kendra, India 

(Art of Living International Center).  Respondent No. 3 in 

the application, filed an undertaking on behalf of the trust 

in terms of the order dated 9th March, 2016  giving an 

unequivocal undertaking for compliance of all the 



 

 

directions issued by the Tribunal.  This undertaking is 

accepted by the Tribunal and consequently M.A. No. 

227/2016 stands disposed of.   

 M.A. No. 228/2016 is an application filed by the 

Respondent No. 3, the Trust Vyakti Vikas Kendra, India 

(Art of Living International Center) praying as follows : 

a.  Allow the present application for granted four (4) 

weeks time to answering respondent to comply with 

the directions as directed by the this Hon’ble 

Tribunal vide order dated March 9, 2016. 

b.  Allow the deposit the deposit of the said amount 

of Rs. 5 Crore towards the restoration amount for a 

biodiversity project of the DDA, instead of being 

taken as compensation amount or a penalty.   

c.  Pass any other or such further order as may be 

deemed fit in the facts of the present case.  

 The Learned Counsel appearing on behalf of 

Respondent No. 3 at the very outset submits that she 

would need time to file the reply to the application filed by 

the applicant. Similar is the prayer on behalf of the 

applicant, Mr. Manoj Misra in relation to M.A. No. 

228/2016.  We grant time to all the parties to file replies 

to both these applications, if they so desire, before the 

next date of hearing.   

 Learned Counsel appearing for the applicant has 

contended that certain statements have been made on 

behalf of Respondent No. 3 in the Print and Electronic 

Media which impinges upon the basic Rule of Law and are 

capable of shaking the public confidence in administration 

of justice.  It has been stated that the NGT order would 



 

 

not be complied with.   

 The learned Counsel appearing for Respondent No. 

3 took a very fair stand and submit that if at all, such 

statements are made, they were in a different context and 

as far as the stand of the trust before the Tribunal is 

concerned, it is explicitly taken in the undertaking filed 

before the Tribunal today as well as M.A. No. 228/2016 

supported by the Affidavit of Ms. Tripta Dhawan, one of 

the Trustees of the Trust.  Certainly, adherence of Rule of 

Law is the duty not only of the Government but of every 

citizen of the Country.  The Rule of Law is the very 

foundation of the administration of justice system.  If the 

Rule of Law is undermined, it raises a challenge not only 

for the justice delivery system, but even on the capability 

of the Government to enforce the Rule of Law. To maintain 

the dignity and majesty of the institutions, Rule of Law is  

to be upheld.  

This controversy losses its significance in the context of 

the present case, in view of the stand fairly taken by the 

Respondent No. 3 before the Tribunal and we do not wish  

to go into the merits of this controversy at this stage.   

 Having heard Learned counsel appearing for the 

parties,  we issue the following directions which are purely  

interim till final disposal of these applications.   

1. We accept the unconditional undertaking, as Ms. 

Tripta Dhawan who is present in court has 

confirmed that she has sworn the affidavit in 

support of the application. 

2. The Learned Counsel appearing for the Central 

Pollution Control Board, Delhi Pollution Control 



 

 

Committee, and Ministry of Environment & Forest, 

& CC submit that after inspection, directions in 

compliance to the order of the Tribunal dated 9th 

March, 2016 have already been issued to the 

Respondent No. 3. Thus, we direct all the concerned 

authorities including DDA to ensure that all 

preventive steps are taken by Respondent No. 3 

while holding the event in question.  They should 

ensure that no pollution is caused on the River 

Yamuna or on its flood plains.  There should be a 

proper mechanism for collection and disposal of 

Municipal Solid Waste,  Sewage and other wastes. 

3. We make it clear that we have imposed a sum of Rs. 

5 crores initially as an Environmental compensation 

in exercise of our jurisdiction in term of Section 15 

and 17 of the NGT Act and not a penalty in term of 

Section 26 of the NGT Act.    

4. The Learned Counsel appearing for Respondent No. 

3 submits that in order to show their bonafides and 

to ensure that the order is enforced, they would pay 

a sum of Rs. 25 lakhs today itself and the balance 

amount within 3 weeks from today.  We allow the 

prayer.  If the amount is not paid within the time 

now allowed, then the amount of Rs. 2.5 crore to be 

paid by the Ministry of Culture and Tourism and 

would stand attached in the hands of Ministry and/ 

or in the Bank.   

 

5. All the authorities concerned are at liberty to ensure 

implementation of these directions and are free to 



 

 

act, if there is any default in compliance of this 

order.    

 

 With above interim directions list all these 

applications on  4th April, 2016.   
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