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 Learned Counsel appearing for the Punjab Pollution Control 

Board (PPCB) submitted that on 06.06.2014, they have sent a letter 

to Municipality of Gardhiwala, Hosiarpur indicating there that “Wet 

rendering process is successful and economical.  For example, 

Central Leather Research Institute, Chennai has set a Wet 

rendering plant in Kanpur which is working successfully in the 

residential area and also there was no offensive odour in the 

surroundings.  Moreover, the cost factor is not so high i.e. may be 

15 Lacs for processing 4-5 carcasses per day.” 

 It is further submitted that “Punjab Agriculture University, 

Ludhiana is also concerned Institute to provide guidance for the 

handling and disposal of carcasses.  Punjab Pollution Control 

Board has no such cell to provide this type of guidance directly to 

the Municipal Committee.” 

 Based on the aforesaid, learned Counsel appearing for the 

State of Punjab as well as learned Counsel appearing for the 

Municipal Council submitted that they would submit their 



 

 

response and take a decision with regard to adopting aforesaid 

technology for disposal of the carcasses. 

 So far, it is submitted that in case aforesaid technology as 

proposed by the PPCB in the letter dated 06.06.2014 is adopted and 

even installed at the site in dispute at present, objecting to the 

solution of the site would become redundant as the area is not likely 

to be affected by any offensive odour. 

 In the light of the above, we impress upon the State 

Government to take policy decision in the matter and also if the 

proposal of PPCB is approved necessary funding/financial 

assistance may be provided to the Municipalities in the State in a 

phased manner to install such plants in the State. 

 In the meanwhile, the Respondent No. 1 (Municipal Council) 

would proceed to secure the area by constructing the wall even if 

new technology is to be adopted at the site location. 

 Learned Counsel appearing for the Applicant submitted that 

they would take all efforts to ensure that no obstruction is created 

during the construction of the wall to secure the area. 

 Stand over to 12th August, 2014. 
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