
 

 

 BEFORE THE NATIONAL GREEN TRIBUNAL,  
PRINCIPAL BENCH, NEW DELHI 

 

Original Application No. 125 of 2017 
And 

Original Application No. 217 of 2017 

(M.A. NO. 761 OF 2017) 

 
 
IN THE MATTER OF : 

 

Court on its own Motion Vs.  State of Karnataka 
And 

D. Kupendra Reddy Vs. State of Karnataka & Ors. 
 

CORAM : HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE SWATANTER KUMAR, CHAIRPERSON 
 HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE RAGHUVENDRA S. RATHORE, JUDICIAL MEMBER  
 HON’BLE DR. NAGIN NANDA, EXPERT MEMBER 
 

 
Present:         Applicant: Mr. S.S. Mishra, Adv.        

   Respondents Mr. Raj Kumar, Adv. and Mr. Bhupender Kumar, LA for 

     Central Pollution Control Board  

 Mr. Sajan Poovayya, Sr. Adv. and with Mr. Saransh 

Jain and Mr. Priyadarshi Banerjee, Advs. for Namma 
Bengaluru Foundation (Invervener) 

 Mr. Rajesh Malak and Mr. Krutin R. Joshi, Adv. for 

KLCDA 

 Mr. Attin Shankar Rastogi and Mr. Prateek Yadav, Adv. 

for Ministry of Environment, Forest and Climate 
Change  

     Mr. Aditya Sondhi, Sr. Adv., AAG with Mr. Devraj  

     Ashok, Adv.  for State of Karnataka. 

 

Present:        Applicant:   Mr. Ram Prasad and Ms. Guneet Khehar, Advs. 

  Respondent:   Mr. Attin Shankar Rastogi, Adv and Prateek  
      Yadav, for Ministry of Environment, Forest and  

      Climate Change 

      Dr. Abhishek Atrey, Ms. Megha Tyagi and Mr.  

      Harshit Kaushik, Advs. for MoEF 

      Mr. Raj Kumar, Adv. and Ms. Geeta, Adv. for  
      Central Pollution Control Board  

      Mr. R. Rakesh Sharma, Adv. for State of TN &  

      TNPCB 

 Mr. Devraj Ashok, Adv. for Karnataka 

 Mr. B.V. Niren and Mr. Vinayak Gupta, Advs. 
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Orders of the Tribunal 
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16 & 17 
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2017 
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  The Additional Chief Secretary and other senior 

officers of the State Government and the concerned 

stakeholders are present. We are not satisfied with the 

answers provided by the respondents in relation to 

compliance of the directions issued by the Tribunal, from 

time to time. However, the Learned Counsel appearing for 

the State submits that he would personally look into the 

matter and place before the Tribunal a complete action 
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plan, particularly in relation to: 

1. Removal of silt from the lake. 

2. Municipal solid waste and all other waste deposited 

in or around the lake.  

3. Treatment of the sewage which is going into the 

lake, untreated or partially treated. 

4. Establishment of STPs by all the residential 

complexes around/near the lake. 

5. The action that should be taken against the 

residential complexes which are causing pollution, 

generating sewage, sending detergents and allied 

pollutants to the lake, the time frame thereof.  

6. The existing STPs, their capacity, technology and 

the parameters which they are capable of providing 

to the effluent upon treatment. 

 All the officers present shall work day-to-day and 

personally inspect the sites before placing the facts and 

the proposed action plan before the Tribunal. All the 

officers would be present before the Tribunal on the next 

date of hearing.  

 List this matter on 8th September, 2017. 

 

 

..………………………………….,CP 
 (Swatanter Kumar) 

  
 

...…..…………………………….,JM 

 (Raghuvendra S. Rathore)   
 
 

...…..…………………..……….,EM 
 (Dr. Nagin Nanda)    
 

 


