BEFORE THE NATIONAL GREEN TRIBUNAL
SOUTHERN ZONE, CHENNAI

Appeal No. 55 of 2016 (SZ)

Appellant(s) Respondent
M/s.Kalaiselvi Blue Metal (Unit-I) Vs. The Appellate Authority, Tamil Nadu
Rep. by its Proprietor Pollution Control, Chennai and
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Tambaram Taluk
Kancheepuram Dist.
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Appellant(s G‘ ‘\ Respondent
M/s.Kalaisel tal ( Vs. ellate ty, Tamil Nadu
Rep. by its P to TR[ ution £ant ennai and others

A. Mariya Mercy
Tambaram Taluk
Kancheepuram Dist.

Appeal No. 58 of 2016 (SZ)

Appellant(s) Respondent
M/s.Kalaiselvi Blue Metal (Unit-II) Vs. The Appellate Authority, Tamil Nadu
Rep. by its Proprietor Pollution Control, Chennai and others

Mr. Edward, Alandur Taluk
Kancheepuram Dist.



Appeal No. 59 of 2016 (SZ)

Appellant(s) Respondent
M/s.Kalaiselvi Blue Metal (Unit-II) Vs. The Appellate Authority, Tamil Nadu
Rep. by its Proprietor Pollution Control, Chennai and others

Mr. Edward, Alandur Taluk
Kancheepuram Dist.

Appeal No. 60 of 2016 (SZ)

Appellant(s) Respondent
M/s.Kalaiselvi Blue Metal (Unit-II) Vs. The Appellate Authority, Tamil Nadu
Rep. by its Proprietor Pollution Control, Chennai and others

Mr. Edward, Alandur Taluk
Kancheepuram Dist.

g ‘ Appeal No. 61 of 2016 (SZ) ' !

Appellant( Respondent
M/s.Ayot n Blue Metal Vs. The Appellate Au amil Nadu
Rep. by its rietor Pollution Control, nai and others
Mr. P. Guna, Tambaram Taluk
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Appellant(s) - T Respondent
M/s.Ayothiamman Blue Metal‘s‘\ _mlg. Appellate Authority, Tamil Nadu
Rep. by its Proprietor o " Pollution Control, Chennai and others
Mr. P. Guna, Tambaram Taluk

Kancheepuram Dist.

Appeal No. 64 of 2016 (SZ)

Appellant(s) Respondent
M/s.Arokiya Madha Blue Metals Vs. The Appellate Authority, Tamil Nadu
(Unit I)Rep. by its Proprietor Pollution Control, Chennai and others

X. Mariya Rathnam,, Tambaram Taluk
Kancheepuram Dist.



Appeal No. 65 of 2016 (SZ)

Appellant(s) Respondent
M/s.Arokiya Madha Blue Metals Vs. The Appellate Authority, Tamil Nadu
(Unit I)Rep. by its Proprietor Pollution Control, Chennai and others

X. Mariya Rathnam,, Tambaram Taluk
Kancheepuram Dist.

Appeal No. 66 of 2016 (SZ)

Appellant(s) Respondent
M/s.Arokiya Madha Blue Metals Vs. The Appellate Authority, Tamil Nadu
(Unit IDRep. by its Proprietor Pollution Control, Chennai and others

X. Mariya Rathnam,, Tambaram Taluk
Kancheepuram Dist.

‘ Appeal No. 67 of 2016 (SZ) ' !
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Rep. by its Proprietor o " Pollution Control, Chennai and others
X. Mariya Rathnam,, Tambaram Taluk

Kancheepuram Dist.

Appeal No. 70 of 2016 (SZ)

Appellant(s) Respondent
M/s.Karpagavinayagar Blue Metal Vs. The Appellate Authority, Tamil Nadu
Rep. by its Proprietor Pollution Control, Chennai and others

A. Arun Kumaran, Tambaram Taluk
Kancheepuram Dist.



Appeal No. 71 of 2016 (SZ)

Appellant(s) Respondent
M/s.Karpagavinayagar Blue Metal Vs. The Appellate Authority, Tamil Nadu
Rep. by its Proprietor Pollution Control, Chennai and others

A. Arun Kumaran, Tambaram Taluk
Kancheepuram Dist.

Appeal No. 72 of 2016 (SZ)

Appellant(s) Respondent
M/s.Karpagavinayagar Blue Metal Vs. The Appellate Authority, Tamil Nadu
Rep. by its Proprietor Pollution Control, Chennai and others

A. Arun Kumaran, Tambaram Taluk
Kancheepuram Dist.

g ‘ Appeal No. 73 of 2016 (SZ) ' !
Appellant( Respondent
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Appellant(s) Respondent

M/s.Praveen Blue Metal S.” The Appellate Authority, Tamil Nadu
(Unit 1) , Rep. by its Proprietor Pollution Control, Chennai and others
G. Vargheese, Tambaram Taluk

Kancheepuram Dist.
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Appeal No. 76 of 2016 (SZ)

Appellant(s) Respondent
M/s.Praveen Blue Metal Vs. The Appellate Authority, Tamil Nadu
(Unit Il) , Rep. by its Proprietor Pollution Control, Chennai and others

G. Vargheese, Tambaram Taluk
Kancheepuram Dist.



Appeal No. 77 of 2016 (SZ)

Appellant(s) Respondent
M/s.Praveen Blue Metal Vs. The Appellate Authority, Tamil Nadu
(Unit 1) , Rep. by its Proprietor Pollution Control, Chennai and others

G. Vargheese, Tambaram Taluk
Kancheepuram Dist.

Appeal No. 78 of 2016 (SZ)

Appellant(s) Respondent
M/s.Praveen Blue Metal Vs. The Appellate Authority, Tamil Nadu
(Unit 1) , Rep. by its Proprietor Pollution Control, Chennai and others

G. Vargheese, Tambaram Taluk
Kancheepuram Dist.

Appeal No. 79 of 2016 (SZ)

Respondent
Vs. The Appellate A ritys, Tamil Nadu
Rep. by it ietor Pollution Control ai and others

S. Kosala baram Taluk
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Appellant(s) \Q&_ < Respondent
M/s.S.K.T. Blue Metal S.” The Appellate Authority, Tamil Nadu
Rep. by its Proprietor Pollution Control, Chennai and others

S. Kosalan, Tambaram Taluk
Kancheepuram Dist.

Appeal No. 82 of 2016 (S2)

Appellant(s) Respondent
M/s. Geetha Blue Metals Vs. The Appellate Authority, Tamil Nadu
Rep. by its Proprietor Pollution Control, Chennai and others

M. Babu, Alandur Taluk
Kancheepuram Dist.



Appeal No. 83 of 2016 (SZ2)

Appellant(s) Respondent
M/s. Geetha Blue Metals Vs. The Appellate Authority, Tamil Nadu
Rep. by its Proprietor Pollution Control, Chennai and others

M. Babu, Alandur Taluk
Kancheepuram Dist.

Appeal No. 84 of 2016 (SZ)

Appellant(s) Respondent
M/s. Vinoth Blue Metal Vs. The Appellate Authority, Tamil Nadu

Rep. by its Propriet Pollution trol, Chennai and others
V. Victor Raviraj nﬂ\baram Taluk
Kancheepuram Dist. !
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Appellant(s)
M/s. Vinoth Blue
Rep. by its Proprie

V. Victor Ravirajan, Tambar
Kancheepuram Dist.

Appeal No. 87 of 2016 (SZ2)

Appellant(s) Respondent
M/s. Xavier Blue Metal Vs. The Appellate Authority, Tamil Nadu
(Unit-11) Rep. by its Proprietor Pollution Control, Chennai and others

D. Leon, Alandur Taluk
Kancheepuram Dist.



Appeal No. 88 of 2016 (SZ)

Appellant(s) Respondent
M/s. Xavier Blue Metal Vs. The Appellate Authority, Tamil Nadu
(Unit-1) Rep. by its Proprietor Pollution Control, Chennai and others

D. Leon, Alandur Taluk
Kancheepuram Dist.

Appeal No. 89 of 2016 (S2)

Appellant(s) Respondent
M/s. Krishna Blue Metal Vs. The Appellate Authority, Tamil Nadu
Rep. by its Proprietor Pollution Control, Chennai and others

R. Krishnan, Alandu uk
Kancheepuram Dis ‘\
Appeal No. 90 of 2016 (S2) *

Appellant* * Respondent
M/s. Krishna Blue Metal Vs.The Appellate Authority, il Nadu
Rep. b prie Pollution Cont% Ch nd others
gTaluk
¢

R. Krishnan, Alan
Kancheepuram Di EJJ
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Appellant(s e ” Respondent

M/s. Rajase Vs. T llat ity, Tamil Nadu

Rep. by its P ion Centro nnai and others
P. Rajasekar, Ala
Kancheepuram Dist.
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Appeal No. 92 016 (S2)

Appellant(s) Respondent
M/s. Rajasekar Blue Metals Vs. The Appellate Authority, Tamil Nadu

Rep. by its Proprietor Pollution Control, Chennai and others

P. Rajasekar, Alandur Taluk
Kancheepuram Dist.



Appeal No. 93 of 2016 (SZ)

Appellant(s) Respondent
M/s. CRB Blue Metals Vs. The Appellate Authority, Tamil Nadu
(Balaji Blue Metal)Rep. by its Pollution Control, Chennai and others

Proprietor, C. Raja, Alandur Taluk
Kancheepuram Dist.

Appeal No. 94 of 2016 (SZ)

Appellant(s) Respondent
M/s. CRB Blue Met Vs. The Appell uthority, Tamil Nadu
(Balaji Blue Met I)gay its Pollution Cﬁl, hennai and others
Proprietor, C. Alandur Taluk

Appeal No. 95 of 2016 (SZ) *
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[ Alan Taluk
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Appellant(s) Respondent
M/s. Rajalakshmi B . uthority, Tamil Nadu
Rep. by its Proprietor, n Control, Chennai and others
S. Srinivasan, Alandur Taluk ™.
Kancheepuram Dist.
Appeal No. 97 of 2016 (SZ2)
Appellant(s) Respondent
M/s. Manickam Blue Metal Vs. The Appellate Authority, Tamil Nadu
Rep. by its Proprietor, Pollution Control, Chennai and others

K. Ramalingam, Alandur Taluk
Kancheepuram Dist.



Appeal No. 98 of 2016 (SZ)

Appellant(s) Respondent
M/s. Manickam Blue Metal Vs. The Appellate Authority, Tamil Nadu
Rep. by its Proprietor, Pollution Control, Chennai and others

K. Ramalingam, Alandur Taluk
Kancheepuram Dist.

Legal Practitioners for Appellant(s) Legal Practitioners for Respondents
M/s. V. Sudhakar Mrs. Rita Chandrasekar
K.S. Viswanathan for R-2 and R-3

N. Anantha Kavitha and

M. Gopi /' ‘\
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Note of t istry | Orders of the Tribunal *
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Tribunal™ isfi at/there exists a substantial question
connected to and concerned with environment and ecology
to be decided by the Tribunal. Hence, the appeals are

admitted.

It is seen that in the earlier round of litigation there is

an order of status quo and even pending the appeals before




the learned Appellate Authority — Tamil Nadu State Pollution
Control, Chennai, the learned Appellate Authority has
granted status quo. Therefore, the counsel for the
appellants would submit that such an order of status quo can
be continued pending disposal of the appeals. However, we
find in the impugned order of the learned Appellate Authority
that the units are operating without Consent order and

without proper pollution control measures and the directions
['/ere issued by the Board u Section 31-A of the Air
h (Prevention and Control of Pollm 981. In such view
of the matter, there shall be an order o us quo subject
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filing memo of appe_a'r.ance of the respondents 2 and 3 and
reply, the matters are posted to 28.3.2016 along with

Appeal Nos. 47 to 53 of 2016.

P.S. Rao Justice Dr. P. Jyothimani

Expert Member Judicial Member




