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BEFORE THE NATIONAL GREEN TRIBUNAL, CENTRAL ZONAL BENCH, 

BHOPAL 

                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                            

Original Application No. 16/2015 (CZ) 

  Prem Dhingra Vs. M/s Advance Medical Science and Education Society & Ors. 

 
CORUM  : HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE DALIP SINGH, JUDICIAL MEMBER 

  HON’BLE Dr. DEVENDRA KUMAR AGRAWAL, EXPERT MEMBER 

 

PRESENT : Applicant    :   Shri Shantanoo Saxena, Advocate 

 Respondent No. 1 :   Shri Om S.Shrivastav, Advocate 

 MPPCB & SEIAA :  Ms. Parul Bhadoria, Advocate for 

      Shri Purushaindra Kaurav, Adv.  

 

Date and 

Remarks 

Orders of the Tribunal 

 

Order No. 11 

 

17th December, 

2015 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

   

 We have heard the Learned Counsel for the parties as well as Dr. 

N.K. Sharma in- charge of the Respondent No. 1 institution / project 

proponent.  We have also perused the report submitted by the Expert 

Committee constituted by this Tribunal vide its order of 13.08.2015 and 

the objections to the said report by the Learned Counsel for the 

Respondent No. 1.   

  Having regard to the nature of objections raised particularly with 

regard to the site plan submitted by the SEIAA, we direct that 

Respondent No. 1 shall submit the following documents on record: 

1. The layout plan initially submitted in 2009 for the 

construction of the medical college. 

2. The modified plan submitted by the Respondent No. 1. 

3. The final plan which was approved with the modifications 

indicating separately in different colours the area already 

constructed as of now.  

4. Since it has been submitted before us, that part of the total 

area allotted to the Respondent No. 1 is not in possession of 

the Respondent No. 1, the Respondent No. 1 shall indicate on 

a separate map the total area in their possession and the area 

of dispute or not in possession.  The same may be marked 

independently on the final plan item no. 3 above. 

 

 List the matter on 23rd December, 2015. 

   

                                      ..............……………………..,JM 

                               (DALIP SINGH) 

 
 

 

....……......…........…………..,EM 

                                                         (Dr. D.K. AGRAWAL) 
 


