
 

 

BEFORE THE NATIONAL GREEN TRIBUNAL, 
PRINCIPAL BENCH, NEW DELHI 

 

Original Application No. 239 of 2015 
 

Suo Motu Uttarakhand Human Rights Commission  

Vs.  

Chief Secretary, Govt. of Uttarakhand & Ors.  

 

CORAM : HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE SWATANTER KUMAR, CHAIRPERSON 

 HON’BLE MR. BIKRAM SINGH SAJWAN, EXPERT MEMBER 
 HON’BLE DR. AJAY A DESHPANDE, EXPERT MEMBER 
       
Present:         Appilcant:    

 Respondent No. 2:  Mr. Mukesh Verma and Mr. Bikash Kumar Sinha 

    Advs. 

     Mr. B.V. Niren, Adv., Adv. for MoWR 

 Ms. Divya Prakash Pandey Adv. for MoEF 
 Mr. I. K. Kapila, Adv. for UK Pey Jal Nigam 

along with Mr. Rajeshwar, EE and Mr. Sukhbir 

Singh, EE Ram Nagar 

 Mrs. D. Bharathi Reddy, Adv. for the State of 

Uttarakhand 
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  The consultants who are present even today, now 

for first time, had told us that they have taken figures 

supplied by Uttarakhand Jal Nigam as the figures and 

verified it, but there is no record of data as they lost it 

while shifting the base.  This story does not enjoy any 

confidence.  It is clear that this consultant had carried no 

survey, physical verification, actual flow, content, 

quantum and quality of the effluents flowing in the drain.  

It is a matter of some concern that only two persons 

without employing any staff carried out the work without 

survey which even was admitted at the last date of 

hearing. 

 Once the data is improper, we wonder any project 

report, any DPR prepared on such basis could be correct 

to the extent that huge public fund could be spent and 

setting up of a STP etc.   

 While disposing this matter we will consider all 

these issues for passing appropriate order and directions.  

She also says that they found 8% to 10% variation in the 
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flow of the drain in comparison to Uttarakhand Jal Nigam, 

but did not verify and prepared any documents in that 

behalf.  The DPR has been stated to be approved by the 

Uttarakhand Government again without any physical 

verification.  No third party verification of the DPR was 

done.  The consultant also submits that she never verified 

that the constituents of the effluent flowing in the drain.   

 List this matter for further directions on 05th June, 

2017 on which date all the officers concerned would be 

present before the Tribunal.  
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