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Item No.9                          BEFORE THE NATIONAL GREEN TRIBUNAL 

SOUTHERN ZONE, CHENNAI 
 

O.A.No.221 of 2015 (SZ) 
IN THE MATTER OF:  

Isanaka Vedavathi                                                                                      ..  Applicant 

                                                                 Vs. 

Union of India & others                                                                      ...  Respondent(s)  

Date of hearing:  16.3.2020 

CORAM:    HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE K. RAMAKRISHNAN, JUDICIAL MEMBER 
                   HON’BLE MR. SAIBAL DASGUPTA,  EXPERT MEMBER 

For applicant            :                                Nil 

For Respondent(s) :  .                               Mrs. Me. Sarashwathy for R1  

                                                                  Mrs. Madhuri Donti Reddy for R2, R3 & R4 

                                                                  Mr. C. Seethapathy for R5  

                                                                  Mr. S. Giritharan for R6,R7,R9 & R10 

                                                                  Mrs. Niveda C.P for R8 

                                                                  Mrs. Lakshmi Kumaran  

ORDER 

     The above application has been filed by the applicant, alleging that pollution is being caused 

on account of operation of cluster of edible oil refinery units situated in the industrial estate. 

Respondents 5 to 11 are some of the edible oil refinery units by whom pollution has been 

caused.  It is alleged in the application that the edible oil refineries are discharging their 

untreated effluents into the drainage, thereby contaminating the surface water quality, which 

indirectly affects agricultural yield of the properties of the applicant.  According to the applicant, 

they are getting water for irrigation from Budda Kalva Drain.  These edible oil refineries are 

discharging their untreated trade effluents into this drain, affecting the quality of water and this in 

turn affects the fertility of the agricultural lands nearby.  It is also alleged in the application that 

apart from draining the same into Budda Kalva Drain, they are letting the same into Pantapalem 
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irrigation channel as well.  It is so alleged that sufficient green belt has not been provided, there 

by dust emission could not be suppressed, causing air pollution as well.  Though the units are 

expected to apply the technology of “Zero Liquid Discharge”, that is not being followed by them, 

thereby affecting the quality of water in that area.  Applicant filed this application seeking the 

following relief: 

“Issue an order of injunction restraining the respondents 5 to 11 not to discharge the edible oil 

industrial effluents with contaminated water into the irrigation channels and drain channels in 

Pantapalem village, Muthukur Manda, SPS Nellore District, Andhra Pradesh 524 323. 

Issue an order of direction directing the respondents 1 to 4 to remove industrial contaminated 

wastes and effluent water on the water channels which were discharged by the respondents 5 

to 11. 

Issue a direction to remediate and restore the water cannels, agricultural fields and the water 

tanks to the original position due to water pollution and other environmental damages arising out 

of effluents released from the edible oil refineries by the respondents 5 to 11” 

     2.  First respondent filed counter statement contending that the application has been filed 

alleging that pollution is being caused on account of operation of the edible oil refinery units and 

that will have to be regulated under the Water (Prevention and Control of Pollution) Act, 1975 

and Air (Prevention and Control of Pollution) Act, 1981 and the respective State Pollution 

Control Boards have to take action against the violating units.  The MoEF & CC has notified 

effluent standards for edible oil and vanaspati industry at Serial No.67 in schedule I of the 

Environment (Protection) Rules, 1986 wherein waste water discharge standards are also 

notified.  The concerned State Pollution Control Board, being the regulating authority, has to 

take action against the erring units, if there is any violation.   
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     3.  Second respondent filed counter statement contending that the Rolling Task Force, a 

team of officials constituted by the Board,  has inspected the seven edible oil refinery units 

which have been arrayed as respondents 5 to 11 and submitted a detailed report on various 

issues like non compliance of water and air pollution control aspects, depletion of surface water 

level, instances of illegal discharge of untreated trade effluents into the waterbodies and 

inadequate air pollution control system provided by the edible oil refinery units, thereby causing 

air pollution and requested the Board to conduct review meetings with the edible oil refinery 

units.  The second respondent Board conducted the review meeting on 6.7.2015 with all the 

edible oil refinery units operating in Krishnapattinam area and reviewed the pollution control 

status and directed the edible oil industries to prepare a comprehensive action plan to over 

come the severe pollution and environmental issues noticed by the inspection team and 

directed the edible oil refinery units to take measures to implement the action plan.  They have 

conducted stack and ambient air quality monitoring of the edible oil refinery units and observed 

that SPM & RSPM values exceeded the prescribed norms stipulated by the Board. 

Respondents 5 to 11 have constructed the effluent treatment plant for treating waste water.  

Some of the units are not having adequate extent of land to utilize treated effluents for online 

applications. These industries have provided ZLD systems, as per the directions of this Board.  

After the receipt of several complaints from the public regarding the operation of ETPs, the 

Board conducted review meeting on 6.7.015, after the inspection conducted by the Rolling Task 

Force Team.  As per the discussions during the meeting, all the managements of edible oil 

refinery units have submitted an action plan for the construction of common ETP, permissions 

from the concerned departments for drawal/allotment of water by the State Government, 

upgradation/rectification of the existing air pollution control systems to meet Board’s standards.  

During the subsequent monitoring it was noticed that the SPM levels of stack emissions are not 

meeting the standards stipulated by the Board and also not taken steps for effective 

implementation of pollution control resource as committed in the action plan submitted to the 
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Board by the edible oil refinery units.  In respect of the violations of the provisions of the 

APWALTA Act, 2002 for drawal of huge quantities of water from unauthorized external 

agencies,  second respondent Board has addressed  a letter to the Revenue Divisional Officer 

for taking necessary action against respondents 5 to 11 for causing public nuisance by letter 

dated 8.7.2015 and the review meeting was again held on 3.2.2016 and the Board reviewed the 

implementation status of the action plan proposed on 6.7.2015 during which revised time lines 

for implementation were submitted by the industries and the industries have been directed to 

stick to the revised time line and complete the action plan within nine months time.  It is alleged 

in the counter statement that they are periodically submitting the implementation of the action 

plan with the representatives of the edible oil industries in task force meetings and also taken up 

issue with the concerned government agencies for providing of surface water and infrastructure 

facilities including land for construction of common treatment and disposal facilities.  They have 

also produced the copy of the minutes of the review meeting and also the report of the task 

force committee. 

       4.  The fifth respondent filed counter statement denying the allegations in the application.  

According to them.  Adani Wilmar Ltd., is a company incorporated under the Companies Act 

engaged inter alia in the business of manufacture and sale of edible oil. Krishnapatnam Oils and 

Fats Pvt. Ltd., amalgamated with Adani Wimar Ltd., vide order of the Hon’ble High Court of 

Gujarat, passed in Company Petition No.309 of 2015 dated 28.10.2015 which was prior to the 

filing of the application.  They are Zero Liquid Discharge unit and so there is no question of 

discharge of water effluents by fifth respondent into waterbodies or drain arise.  Fifth respondent 

has been permitted by the Ground Water Department of  the Government of Andhra Pradesh for 

drawal of water.  Further, they were also permitted to draw water from Sarvapally reservoir.  In 

so far as drawal of surface water is concerned, fifth respondent is operating in strict compliance 

of the permission granted by the Ground Water Department, Government of Andhra Pradesh.  
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Fifth respondent is permitted to draw 264 KLD of water per day from Sarvapalli reservoir by 

Chief Engineer, NTR Telugu Ganga Project, Tirupati.  This helps in reducing the withdrawal of 

water from the ground.   

           5.  As far as air pollution is concerned, they have provided an effective mechanism to 

suppress air pollution.  They have installed stack monitoring system and it is being monitored by 

the Pollution Control Board.  They have 3.5 acres of green belt within its factory premises.  

There is no odour nuisance caused on account of the operation of the fifth respondent unit .  

They are not discharging any trade effluents, causing any water pollution, as alleged, affecting 

the fertility of the agricultural field of the applicant.  They have provided all the safeguards to 

meet the effluents and discharge the same within their premises, after recycling the same, for 

their crop.  They are maintaining the standard provided for the treated effluents and also 

suppress air pollution.  Solid waste is being transported to Ramky Enviro for disposal which is 

authorized by the Pollution Control Board and they are submitting the necessary periodical 

report to the Pollution Control Board.  They are not causing any pollution, as alleged. 

              6.  Sixth respondent also filed their counter statement stating that they are also 

complying with the conditions imposed by Pollution Control Board for operating their unit.  They 

are not discharging any waste water through tankers or let out waste water outside their factory 

premises.  They are operating effluent treatment plant  and forced evaporation plant.  Water is 

being used after recycling for their factory purpose and also for development of green belt and 

for ash quenching.  They have installed flow meters  for recording flow of water at each stream.  

They have established full fledged  biological effluent treatment plant with two stages aeration 

system as per the approval given by Andhra Pradesh Pollution Control Board  for treating 

effluents generated from process areas, washing and blow down and forced evaporation 

systems with a drier of high TDS effluents  generated from chemical refining effluents.  They are 

maintaining the parameters fixed by the Pollution Control Board.  They have approached the 



6 
 

District Collector for allotment of land for CETP and as per his advice, they met APHC ZM and 

MRO to identify suitable land.  To conduct the feasibility study of CETP, work order has been 

issued to NEERI.  As regards management of solid waste, they have approached District 

Collector, Nellore to allot abandoned mine for disposal of solid waste and identified one mine 

belonging to M/s. Penna Cements at Nalagonda.  They have agreed to take solid waste/ETP 

sludge to co incinerate in the kiln.  The details have been submitted to MRO for further 

processing.  The Regional Office of the Pollution Control Board has forwarded the report to the 

zonal office for further action in this regard.  They have installed necessary equipments to 

suppress air pollution.  They have provided closed shed for coal/husk storage wit covered 

conveyors and ash storage shed as per the directions of Pollution Control Board.  They have 

taken all necessary precautions to suppress air as well as water pollution.  They are complying 

with the pollution control norms as fixed by Pollution Control Board.  They have also created 

necessary green belt within their unit. 

          7.  Seventh respondent filed detailed counter statement, more or less  in tune with the 

contentions raised by the other edible oil refinery units, reiterating that they are complying with  

all the necessary pollution control norms and there is no possibility of any water or air pollution 

caused on account of their operation.  They are purchasing water from outside vendors  as 

adequate quantity of water has not been supplied by the Government.  Necessary 

representations have been made to District Collector and Commissioner of Industries to provide 

some mechanism for supply of adequate water for their purpose.  They have installed all 

necessary pollution control mechanism to suppress air pollution.  They have made arrangement 

for disposal of their hazardous solid waste as well as other wild waste, including sludge from 

ETP to Ramkay Enviro Engineers, who are the approved agency for disposal of such waste, as 

authorized by Pollution Control Board.  The are also undertaking Corporate Social 

Responsibility activities for the welfare of the local people. 
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          8.  Eighth respondent also filed a detailed counter statement, more or less adopting the 

contentions of the other edible oil refinery units, reiterating that they are also implementing all 

precautionary methods and provided all necessary pollution control mechanism and there is no 

possibility of air or water pollution being caused on account of their operation.  This respondent 

also reiterated the source of water from which they have obtained water.  They are complying 

with all pollution norms, as fixed by Pollution Control Board. 

    9.  Ninth respondent filed counter statement, more or less adopting the contentions of other 

edible oil refineries, reiterating that they are complying unit and they have obtained all 

necessary “consent” from the Board and they have provided all necessary pollution control 

mechanism and they are not discharging any effluents.  They have obtained necessary 

permission from the concerned department for drawal of water for their purpose.  They are also 

adopting “Zero Liquid Discharge” system.  The allegation that pollution is being caused on 

account of their operation is not correct.   

     10.  Tenth respondent also filed counter statement, more or less in tune with the contentions 

raised by the other edible oil refinery units, reiterating the fact that they are complying with all 

the conditions and they are “Zero Liquid Discharge” unit.  So there is no possibility of trade 

effluents being discharged into any waterbody, as alleged.  They have also installed all 

necessary pollution control mechanism and there is no possibility of any pollution being caused 

on account of operation of their unit.  They also obtained necessary permission from various 

departments for drawal of water for their purpose.  They have developed green belt necessary 

to protect air pollution.  There is no possibility of odour nuisance caused on account of operation 

of their unit.   

     11.  Tenth respondent also filed an additional counter statement, reiterating that they are 

complying with the directions issued by Pollution Control Board from time to time and also 
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approached District Collector for allotment of land for CETP and necessary steps have been 

taken for issuing work order for this purpose. 

     12.   Eleventh respondent also filed counter, more or less adopting the contentions raised by 

the other edible oil refinery units, reiterating the contentions that they have obtained all 

necessary “consent” and they have installed all pollution control mechanism to suppress air 

pollution.  They are adopting “Zero Liquid Discharge” system and thereby there is no possibility 

of discharge of trade effluents being discharged from their unit.  They have also developed 

necessary green belt to suppress air pollution.  They have also obtained necessary permission 

from the concerned department for drawal of water.  There is no illegal drawal of surface water, 

as alleged. 

     13.  Applicant filed rejoinder to the counter statement filed by respondents, reiterating his 

contentions of pollution being caused on account of operation of edible oil refinery units in that 

area. 

     14.  Fifth respondent filed rejoinder as per the order of this Tribunal in I.A.Nos.7 and 8 of 

2019, reiterating their contentions and the pollution control mechanism adopted by them to 

suppress air as well as water pollution. 

      15.  There is no representation for applicant, since long time.  However, considering the fact 

that the issue raised is regarding pollution being caused on account of operation of the 

industries, there is a duty cast upon the Tribunal to find out whether there is any pollution 

caused on account of operation of the units and if so, what are all the necessary remedial 

measures to be taken to rectify the same.  Applicant as well as some of the respondents filed 

written submissions in support of their case in the respective pleadings.  We are not aware of 

the present status of the operation of the edible oil refinery units in the disputed area.  It is not 

known as to whether the directions given by Pollution Control Board to suppress air or water 
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pollution or usage of surface water has been properly complied with by the units or not.  It is 

seen from the report submitted by Pollution Control Board in the year 2016 that when 

inspections were made, certain deficiencies were found and a review meeting had been 

conducted, calling upon the refineries to evolve a management plan to suppress air pollution 

and also to submit implementation of their action plan and it is also seen that time line has been 

extended by nine months on an earlier occasion.  We do not know what is the present status of 

the pollution control mechanism that is being adopted by the edible oil refinery units, including 

establishment of CETP or treatment of the trade effluents discharged from the industrial area. It 

is seen from some of the counter statements that they have approached District Collector and 

certain work orders have been issued for this purpose.  It is not known as to whether this has 

been put into operation or not and if so whether it is properly functioning or not.  It is also not 

clear as to whether the fly ash created during the process of manufacturing and refining of oil, 

has been properly disposed of by these units and what is the arrangements made by them for 

this purpose and whether that has been properly disposed in a scientific manner 

       16.  So in order to ascertain the present status of the functioning of the edible oil refinery 

units and also to find out as to whether they are complying with the conditions of “consent” 

issued and whether the pollution control mechanism provided by them are proper and sufficient 

and whether they are complying with the norms and whether the “Zero Liquid Discharge” 

system said to have been established by them are properly functioning  and whether there is 

any violation by any of the edible oil refinery units and if so, what is the action taken by Pollution 

Control Board in this regard, we appoint a joint committee, comprising of (1) a Senior Officer 

from the Central Pollution Control Board, Regional Office, Bangalore (2) Senior Officer from the 

Regional Office of MoEF & CC, Chennai and (3) Senior Scientist from Andhra Pradesh Pollution 

Control Board  to inspect the units in question and submit a factual as well as action taken, if 

there is any violation found.  The committee shall also go into the question as to whether the 
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units are strictly complying with the conditions imposed either in the “consent to operate” or any 

other permission granted, whether there is any violation in the use of surface water and whether 

necessary permission has been obtained by the units for drawal of surface water for their 

purpose, whether pollution control mechanism provided to suppress the air pollution or water 

pollution are sufficient to meet the requirements as has been provided under the Environment 

(Protection) Act, 1984, whether these units are properly disposing the fly ash generated during 

their manufacturing process and if there is any violation found, what is the action taken, 

including the imposition of environment compensation against the erring units on the basis of 

the guidelines given by Central Pollution Control Board in this regard  and also what is the 

status of the implementation of the action plan if any, evolved during the review meeting 

conducted by Pollution Control Board and whether those actions have been brought into action 

by the units, as undertaken by them and if not, what is the action taken by Pollution Control 

Board against those erring units and submit a comprehensive report to this Tribunal within a 

period of two months through e-mail at ngtszfiling@gmail.com. Andhra Pradesh Pollution 

Control Board will be nodal agency for coordination and providing necessary logistic for this 

purpose. The Registry shall communicate this order to the above officials through e-mail 

immediately so as to enable them to comply with the directions of this Tribunal. 

     For consideration of report post on 22.5.2020.             

                                                                                     .........................................J.M. 

                                                                                  (Justice K. Ramakrishnan)   

                                          

                                                                             .........................................E.M. 

                                                                                        (Shri. Saibal Dasgupta) 
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