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A

We have heard the Learned Counsel appearing
for the parties.

The only prayer in this Application is to issue
directions to the Respondent/Project Proponent to stop
dumping of muck or debris and to remove the muck
already deposited in the river bed or any other site
which is not a designated site for dumping. Further the
Respondent to prepare a plan for that purpose.

The common stand taken by the Respondents
including the Project Proponent is that there was no
muck dumped or deposited by them in the river bed
and it was as a result of flash flood that occurred in the
month of June, 2013 and as a result thereof some
muck had got collected on the riverbanks. They
further state that they have removed the muck and
deposited the same at the site, which have been fully

identified by the State Authority and the Committee




constituted. It is contended that the Project Proponent
has got Environmental Clearance for the original
project and has dumped muck after removing, at the
site duly identified by the State Government.

It is commonly undertaken by the State and the
Project Proponent that if any muck is dumped on the
river bed near the site of the Project Proponent it shall
be removed by the Project Proponent within one month
from today and the same shall be dumped or deposited
only at an approved site as may be declared by the
State Government in consultation with MoEF.

We make it clear that no dumping site shall be
provided on the river bank and every effort will be made
to prevent the pollution of the river water, resulting
from the muck as well as narrowing of the flowing area
of the river. After one month the site shall be inspected
by the representatives of the CPCB, MoEF and
Uttarakhand Pollution Control Board. The inspection
date shall be informed to the Applicant who shall be at
liberty to be present at the time of inspection. They
shall submit a report to the Tribunal. The above
undertaking shall be fulfilled and the directions issued
by the Tribunal are to be fully complied with.

If the above directions are not carried out, we
grant liberty to the Applicant to revive this Application
or file a fresh Application as the case may be.

With the above directions, the Original
Application No. 322 of 2013 is finally disposed of

without any order as to costs.




M. A. No.982 of 2013

This  Application does not survive for
consideration as the main Application itself stands
disposed of.

Consequently, M. A. NO. 982 of 2013 stands

disposed of.
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