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Item No.5                  (Pune Bench)  

 

 

 

BEFORE THE NATIONAL GREEN TRIBUNAL 

WESTERN ZONE BENCH, PUNE 
 

 

[Through Physical Hearing (With Hybrid Option)] 
 

 

APPEAL NO.34 OF 2023 (WZ) 
WITH 

I.A. NO.233/2023 AND I.A. NO.234/2023 IN APPEAL NO.34/2023 

 
Mr. Tanaji Balasaheb Gambhire  ….Appellant/ 

                                                                                        Applicant 
  

Versus 

 
MoEF&CC & Ors.       .…Respondents 
 

 

Date of hearing: 09.01.2024 
 
 

 

CORAM: HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE DINESH KUMAR SINGH, JUDICIAL MEMBER 
HON’BLE DR. VIJAY KULKARNI, EXPERT MEMBER 

 
 

 
 

Appellant/Applicant     :      Applicant-in-person present  along with Mr. Vijay 
                                           Mhaske, Advocate 
 
Respondents                :      Mr. Rahul Garg, Advocate for R-1 and R-5 
                                           Mr. Aniruddha Kulkarni, Advocate for R-2 and R-3 
                                           Ms. Manasi Joshi, Advocate for R-4 
                                           Mr. Saket Mone, Advocate for R-9        
 
                                

 

ORDER 
 

 
1. From the side of the applicant, the applicant-in-person is present 

and submits that the service-affidavit has been filed, as per which all the 

respondents have been served. 

2. From the side of respondent No.1 – Secretary, MoEF&CC and 

respondent No.5 – Pune Municipal Corporation (PMC), learned counsel 

Mr. Rahul Garg has appeared and says that he would not like to file the 

reply-affidavit against the delay condonation application. 

3. From the side of respondent No.2 – SEIAA and respondent No.3 – 

SEAC-III, learned counsel Mr. Aniruddha Kulkarni has appeared and 

seeks two weeks’ time to file the reply to the delay condonation 

application.  The same is allowed. 
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4. From the side of respondent No.4 – MPCB, learned counsel Ms. 

Manasi Joshi has appeared and says that she does not want to file reply 

to the delay condonation application. 

5. From the side of respondent No.6 – Vijay Shantilal Nahata, 

Chairman-SEIAA, respondent No.7 – Pankaj Mohan Joshi, Member-

SEIAA and respondent No.8 – Pravin C. Darade, Member Secretary-

SEIAA, none has appeared. 

6. From the side of respondent No.9 – M/s Nyati Builder Pvt. Ltd., 

learned counsel Mr. Saket Mone has appeared and states that because of 

some technical problem, reply-affidavit could not be e-filed by him, but 

the same has been served through e-mail upon the other parties.  The 

applicant states that the said e-mail is not accessible as the file is not 

opening.  Therefore, we direct learned counsel for respondent No.9 to e-

file the same within two weeks, with a direction that a copy of the same 

shall be served on all the parties. 

7. Put up this matter for disposal of delay condonation application on 

24.01.2024.  

                        

     Dinesh Kumar Singh, JM 

 
 

 
 
 

 

 

Dr. Vijay Kulkarni, EM 
 
 

January 9, 2024 
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