
Abstract

Human existence and well-being are inextricably linked to the environment, which sustains life 
through ecosystems that provide essential resources like clean air, water, and food. These ecosystems 
regulate the climate, support biodiversity, and contribute to the beauty and balance of nature, which 
is crucial for both survival and enrichment. The National Green Tribunal (NGT), established by the 
National Green Tribunal Act, 2010, plays a pivotal role in safeguarding environmental health in India 
by addressing civil disputes related to environmental protection. With jurisdiction over numerous 
environmental laws, including the Environment (Protection) Act of 1986 and the Water (Prevention 
and Control of Pollution) Act of 1974, the NGT ensures sustainable development by resolving issues 
like environmental clearances, pollution control, and biodiversity conservation. Landmark cases such 
as Virender Kumar Verma v. MoEF&CC, In Re: Ganga Pollution, and Lavasa Corporation Ltd. v. MoEF 
underscore the tribunal’s commitment to environmental justice and governance. The role of the NGT 
in promoting sustainable development is further highlighted by its judgments on industrial pollution, 
illegal mining, and unregulated brick kilns, ensuring that environmental laws are enforced and public 
health is protected. The cases discussed showcase the intricate balance between development and 
environmental stewardship, emphasizing the need for comprehensive governance that integrates legal 
frameworks with the principles of sustainability.
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these ecosystems, which are essential for human 
survival. They also store genetic variety, which 
may help solve important problems like food 
security, illness prevention, and environmental 
adaptation. Beyond its utilitarian worth, the en-
vironment inspires astonishment and reverence 
with its majesty, diversity, and adaptability. Snow-
capped mountains, coral reefs, songbirds, and 
wild�lowers fascinate us with their beauty and 
complexity. They inspire awe and enrich our lives.
1. The legal framework of the National Green 
Tribunal (NGT)

The National Green Tribunal (NGT) was founded 
by the enactment of the National Green Tribunal 

Introduction

Human existence and well-being depend on the 
environment, frequently called the basis of life. 
This is vital to life on Earth and cannot be re-
stricted by geography, culture, or socioeconomic 
status. Our environmental health affects every 
aspect of our well-being, including the air, water, 
food, and landscapes we inhabit. The environ-
ment is a complex network of ecosystems, en-
compassing forests, oceans, rivers, mountains, 
deserts, and their numerous inhabitants. Clean 
air, clear water, rich soil, temperature regulation, 
pollination, and nutrient cycling are provided by 
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statute, 2010 by the Indian Parliament. This stat-
ute aimed to establish a specialised tribunal dedi-
cated to handling environmental matters. The Act 
delineates the structure, authority, capabilities, 
and duties of the NGT, together with the protocol 
for initiating legal proceedings and conducting 
hearings in front of the tribunal. The composi-
tion of the NGT comprises a Chairperson and a 
certain number of judicial and expert members 
who are selected by the federal government. The 
Chairperson must possess the quali�ications of 
having served as a former Chief Justice of a High 
Court or as a Judge of the Supreme Court of India. 
The judicial members are selected from the pool 
of current or former judges of High Courts, while 
the expert members are chosen based on their 
specialised knowledge in environmental subjects, 
such as environmental law, science, and manage-
ment.1 The NGT has jurisdiction over civil issues 
pertaining to environmental protection, preserva-
tion of natural resources, and implementation of 
environmental legislation. The court handles dis-
putes that arise from several environmental laws, 
such as the Environment (Protection) Act of 1986, 
the Water (Prevention and Control of Pollution) 
Act of 1974, the Air (Prevention and Control of 
Pollution) Act of 1981, the Forest (Conservation) 
Act of 1980, and the Biological Diversity Act of 
2002.2

The National Green Tribunal resolves environ-
mental clearance and EIA issues for projects with 
signi�icant environmental impacts. The body re-
solves environmental clearance approval, rejec-
tion, or withdrawal disputes and ensures EIA no-
ti�ication compliance. The NGT oversees air, wa-
ter, soil, and other environmental contaminants. 
Industrial pollution, automotive emissions, haz-
ardous waste management, noise pollution, and 
other environmental contamination claims are 
heard by the court. The NGT provides environ-
mental pollution prevention, control, and mitiga-
tion guidelines. The NGT settles biodiversity, en-
vironmental, and natural resource disputes. The 
court hears biodiversity cases including animals, 
ecosystems, forests, wetlands, and more. People, 
communities, NGOs, and other stakeholders may 

bring Public Interest Litigations to the National 
Green Tribunal concerning important environ-
mental concerns.
It serves as a platform for discussing environ-
mental issues brought up by the public and guar-
antees access to legal recourse in environmental 
cases.3

2. The conceptual framework of environmen-
tal governance and sustainable development.

Environmental governance refers to the system 
and processes by which decisions are made and 
implemented to manage and protect the environ-
ment. It involves the establishment of policies, 
regulations, and institutions that aim to promote 
sustainable development.
The case of Virender Kumar Verma v. Ministry 
of Environment, Forest and Climate Change 
(MoEF&CC)4 pertains to the unlawful extraction 
of sand in the state of Uttar Pradesh, namely in 
the Yamuna river basin. The argument focuses 
on the environmental deterioration and biodi-
versity loss resulting from these illicit mining 
activities. The petitioners, including Virender 
Kumar Verma, presented their case before the 
National Green Tribunal (NGT), claiming that 
there were widespread unlawful sand mining op-
erations that were in violation of environmental 
laws and regulations. The petitioners contended 
that these operations were in�licting substantial 
harm upon the environment, impacting water 
quality, aquatic fauna, and the general ecologi-
cal equilibrium of the area. The central focus of 
this case is focused on environmental governance 
and the implementation of environmental laws 
and regulations. The petitioners requested judi-
cial intervention to halt the illicit extraction of 
sand and guarantee adherence to environmental 
regulations in order to save the environment and 
its natural resources. In its judgement, the NGT 
relied on many sections of environmental regula-
tions, such as the Environment (Protection) Act, 
1986, and the Water (Prevention and Control of 
Pollution) Act, 1974, among others. The tribunal 
highlighted the need of implementing sustainable 
sand mining techniques and the necessity of pre-
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venting environmental harm resulting from illicit 
mining operations.5 The verdict in the Virender 
Kumar Verma case highlights the importance of 
environmental justice and the role of the NGT in 
protecting the environment and advancing sus-
tainable development. It emphasises the respon-
sibility of the government and regulatory bodies 
to ef�iciently enforce environmental legislation 
and proactively avoid environmental damage 
caused by human activities, such as unauthor-
ised sand extraction.
The case “In Re: Ganga Pollution”6 is a momen-
tous environmental dispute now being heard by 
the National Green Tribunal (NGT). It focuses on 
the contamination of the Ganga river, which has 
immense religious and cultural signi�icance in 
India. The Ganga river is polluted by industrial 
waste, untreated sewage, and other pollutants. 
This has degraded the ecosystem and endan-
gered public health. Based on media coverage 
and public worries over the Ganga river’s decline, 
the NGT took action. The NGT began Ganga river 
pollution control and ecological rehabilitation. 
Environmental governance, water management, 
and environmental legislation and regulation are 
the main topics of this case. The NGT sought to 
defend Article 21 of the Indian Constitution and 
various environmental laws’ right to a clean envi-
ronment. The NGT relied on various laws, includ-
ing the Environment (Protection) Act of 1986, the 
Water (Prevention and Control of Pollution) Act 
of 1974, and the National Green Tribunal Act of 
2010. The tribunal stressed the need of sustain-
able water management, pollution control, and 
river conservation to rescue the Ganga and en-
sure its sustainability. This case emphasises envi-
ronmental justice and the NGT’s responsibility in 
conserving India’s natural heritage and promot-
ing sustainable development. Government, regu-
latory authorities, and stakeholders must adopt 
comprehensive actions to reduce Ganga river pol-
lution, the statement said. This includes sewage 
treatment, industrial regulation, and community 
engagement in river conservation.
In Lavasa Corporation Ltd. v. Ministry of Envi-
ronment and Forests & Ors., Lavasa Corporation 

Ltd.,7 the developer of the Lavasa township, con-
tested the cancellation of environmental clear-
ances and the imposition of penalties by the Min-
istry of Environment and Forests (MoEF) due to 
claimed environmental infractions. The Ministry 
has rescinded the environmental approvals previ-
ously given to Lavasa Corporation Ltd. and has 
issued cease and desist orders as a result of their 
failure to adhere to environmental regulations. 
The central focus of this case is focused on the 
principles and rules related to environmental 
governance, environmental impact assessment, 
and the implementation of environmental laws 
and regulations. The Ministry of Environment 
and Forests aimed to guarantee adherence to en-
vironmental clearance criteria, land use planning 
rules, and ecological conservation measures in 
order to safeguard the environment and promote 
sustainable development in ecologically vulner-
able regions. The National Green Tribunal (NGT), 
which resolved the matter, based its decision on 
many legal statutes, including as the Environment 
(Protection) Act, 1986, the Environmental Impact 
Assessment Noti�ication, 2006, and other perti-
nent environmental laws and regulations. The 
tribunal highlighted the signi�icance of comply-
ing with environmental clearance criteria, imple-
menting ecological conservation measures, and 
practicing sustainable land use planning in order 
to avoid environmental deterioration and save 
ecologically sensitive regions. The ruling in this 
case highlights the idea of environmental justice 
and the responsibility of the NGT in protecting 
the environment and advancing sustainable de-
velopment. This underscores the need for devel-
opers and regulatory authorities to guarantee ad-
herence to environmental rules and regulations, 
carry out thorough environmental impact assess-
ments, and minimise detrimental environmental 
effects in order to safeguard the environment and 
respect the tenets of sustainable development.
The case of Alembic Pharmaceuticals Ltd. v. Ro-
hit Prajapati & Ors.8 (Vadodara Pollution Case) 
pertained on accusations of environmental con-
tamination resulting from pharmaceutical opera-
tions in Vadodara, Gujarat. The lawsuit centres 
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on allegations of environmental contamination, 
including air and water pollution, linked to the 
operations of pharmaceutical manufacturing 
facilities in the area. Rohit Prajapati and other 
petitioners �iled a public interest lawsuit (PIL) 
with the National Green Tribunal (NGT), accus-
ing pharmaceutical businesses in Vadodara of 
breaching environmental laws and regulations. 
The petitioners said that the release of untreated 
ef�luents, emissions of dangerous pollutants, and 
inadequate waste management methods by these 
enterprises were leading to environmental de-
terioration and endangering public health. The 
central focus of this case is the application of le-
gal principles related to environmental manage-
ment, pollution mitigation, and the implementa-
tion of environmental legislation and rules. The 
petitioners requested judicial action to remedy 
the negative environmental effects of pharma-
ceutical manufacturing operations and to enforce 
adherence to environmental regulations in order 
to safeguard the environment and public health. 
In its judgement, the NGT relied on many legisla-
tive laws, such as the Environment (Protection) 
Act, 1986, the Water (Prevention and Control of 
Pollution) Act, 1974, and the Air (Prevention and 
Control of Pollution) Act, 1981, among others. 
The tribunal stressed the need of implementing 
strict pollution control measures, ef�luent treat-
ment, and waste management procedures to re-
duce environmental pollution and safeguard the 
environment and public health. The verdict in 
the Alembic Pharmaceuticals Ltd. case highlights 
the principle of environmental justice and the 
responsibility of the NGT in protecting the envi-
ronment and advancing sustainable development. 
It emphasises the signi�icance of implementing 
and upholding environmental rules and regula-
tions, ensuring that industries are held respon-
sible for their environmental effects, and taking 
measures to manage pollution in order to avoid 
environmental deterioration and safeguard hu-
man health.
3. Sustainable Development

The case of Residents of Shanti Nagar v. State 
of Haryana & Ors.9 Relates to the contamination 

resulting from the absence of treatment of sew-
age in Shanti Nagar, Haryana. The lawsuit centres 
on the inhabitants’ grievances over the release of 
raw sewage into water bodies, resulting in envi-
ronmental contamination and health risks. The 
National Green Tribunal (NGT) received a peti-
tion from Shanti Nagar residents accusing Hary-
ana authorities of environmental violations. The 
petitioners claimed that untreated sewage was 
damaging water supplies, harming public health, 
and violating their right to a clean environment. 
Environmental management, pollution control, 
and environmental law enforcement are the main 
topics of this case. The petitioners sought court 
action to address untreated sewage pollution and 
urge the authorities to take appropriate steps to 
protect human health and the environment. The 
NGT relied on various laws, including the Water 
(Prevention and Control of Pollution) Act, 1974, 
and the Environment (Protection) Act, 1986. The 
tribunal highlighted that the state government 
and related agencies must ensure proper sew-
age management and environmental compliance 
to prevent pollution and preserve public health. 
The Residents of Shanti Nagar case emphasises 
environmental justice and the NGT’s role in ad-
dressing environmental grievances and promot-
ing sustainable development. It stresses the need 
of pollution management, sewage treatment, and 
defending residents’ rights to a clean environ-
ment in reaction to environmental contamination.
The case of Mansur Ali v. State of Bihar & Ors.10 
dealt with the pollution created by unauthor-
ised brick kilns in Bihar. Brick kilns were ille-
gally operating, causing air pollution and habi-
tat degradation. Mansur Ali complained to the 
National Green Tribunal (NGT) that Bihar brick 
kiln owners and authorities violated environmen-
tal rules. The petitioner claimed that unlicensed 
brick kilns polluted the air, harmed health, and 
damaged the environment, breaching the right 
to a clean environment. Environmental manage-
ment, pollution control, and environmental law 
enforcement are the main topics of this case. The 
petitioner sought legal action to resolve illegal 
brick kiln environmental violations and urge the 
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state government and regulatory organisations 
to take action to protect human health and the 
environment. The Air (Prevention and Control of 
Pollution) Act, 1981, and the Environment (Pro-
tection) Act, 1986, were among the laws the NGT 
cited in its ruling. The tribunal stressed that the 
state government and related agencies must reg-
ulate pollution, monitor industrial activities, and 
ensure environmental compliance to preserve 
public health and the environment. The Mansur 
Ali ruling emphasises environmental justice and 
the NGT’s role in environmental grievances and 
sustainable development. It stresses the need of 
environmental legislation, preventing illegal in-
dustrial activity, and protecting residents’ right 
to a pollution-free environment.
The case of Sandeep Mittal v. Union of India & 
Ors.11, sometimes referred to as the “Bellandur 
Lake Pollution Case,” concerns the contamination 
of Bellandur Lake in Bangalore, Karnataka. The 
issue involves the release of raw sewage, indus-
trial waste, and solid garbage into the lake, caus-
ing signi�icant environmental contamination. This 
contamination has led to the production of foam, 
unpleasant smells, and ecological deterioration. 
The petitioner, Sandeep Mittal, �iled a public 
interest lawsuit (PIL) with the National Green 
Tribunal (NGT), accusing many parties, such as 
government agencies, industries, and local au-
thorities, of breaching environmental laws and 
regulations. The petitioner contended that the 
unregulated release of contaminants into Bel-
landur Lake was in�licting substantial damage 
to the ecosystem, public health, and the welfare 
of the nearby population. The central focus of this 
case is focused on the legal framework related 
to environmental management, the regulation 
of pollution, and the implementation of environ-
mental laws and regulations. The petitioner re-
quested legal action to address the contamination 
of Bellandur Lake and to force the authorities 
to promptly and effectively implement steps to 
reduce environmental harm and safeguard public 
health. In its ruling, the NGT based its decision 
on many legislative statutes, such as the Water 
(Prevention and Control of Pollution) Act of 1974, 

the Environment (Protection) Act of 1986, and 
the National Green Tribunal Act of 2010, among 
others. The tribunal underscored the obliga-
tion of the government and regulatory bodies to 
implement pollution control measures, oversee 
industrial operations, and guarantee adherence 
to environmental standards in order to avoid 
environmental deterioration and protect public 
health. The verdict in the Sandeep Mittal case 
highlights the notion of environmental justice 
and the function of the NGT in resolving envi-
ronmental complaints and advancing sustainable 
development. It emphasises the signi�icance of 
implementing and enforcing environmental rules 
and regulations, ensuring that those who harm 
the environment are held responsible for their 
activities, and protecting the citizens’ entitlement 
to a pollution-free environment.
The Subhash Datta v. Union of India & Ors.12, 
sometimes referred to as the “Kolkata Air Pollu-
tion Case,” pertains to the concerning levels of air 
pollution in Kolkata, West Bengal. The issue con-
cerns the decline in air quality in the city, mainly 
caused by vehicle emissions, industrial activity, 
construction dust, and other forms of pollution. 
Subhash Datta �iled a public interest litigation 
(PIL) with the National Green Tribunal (NGT) 
accusing government agencies, companies, and 
municipal authorities of violating environmental 
laws. The petitioner claimed that Kolkata’s uncon-
trolled air pollution was endangering residents’ 
health and violating their right to a clean envi-
ronment. This case focusses on environmental 
governance, especially air quality management 
and environmental laws and regulations. The 
petitioner urged court intervention to address 
Kolkata’s air pollution and require the govern-
ment to act quickly and effectively to improve air 
quality and public health. The NGT cited the Air 
(Prevention and Control of Pollution) Act, 1981, 
the Environment (Protection) Act, 1986, and the 
National Green Tribunal Act, 2010, in its �inding. 
The tribunal stressed the necessity for govern-
ment and regulatory entities to manage pollu-
tion, monitor industrial activities, and enforce 
environmental standards to prevent air pollution 
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and preserve public health. The Subhash Datta 
verdict emphasises environmental justice and 
the NGT’s role in resolving environmental con-
cerns and promoting sustainable development. 
It prioritises respecting environmental rules and 
regulations, executing pollution control measures, 
and preserving Kolkata’s air pollution-affected 
inhabitants’ right to clean air.
The case of Vikrant Tongad v. Union of India & 
Ors.13, often referred to as the “Delhi Air Pollu-
tion Case,” pertains to the critical issue of air pol-
lution in the National Capital Region (NCR) of 
Delhi. The issue concerns the high levels of air 
pollution in Delhi, particularly during the winter 
months, which pose substantial health hazards 
to the population and contribute to environmen-
tal deterioration. The petitioner, Vikrant Tongad, 
�iled a public interest lawsuit (PIL) with the 
National Green Tribunal (NGT), accusing many 
parties, such as government agencies, industries, 
and local authorities, of breaching environmental 
laws and regulations. The petitioner contended 
that the unregulated air pollution in Delhi was 
leading to detrimental health consequences, in-
fringing upon the basic right to unpolluted air, 
and demanding immediate measures to enhance 
air quality. The central focus of this case is the ap-
plication of law in relation to environmental gov-
ernance, namely in the areas of air quality control 
and the implementation of environmental laws 
and regulations. The petitioner requested judicial 
assistance to solve the air pollution situation in 
Delhi and to force the government to promptly 
and effectively implement steps to reduce air 
pollution and safeguard public health. In its rul-
ing, the NGT referenced many legislative statutes, 
such as the Air (Prevention and Control of Pollu-
tion) Act, 1981, the Environment (Protection) Act, 
1986, and the National Green Tribunal Act, 2010, 
among others. The tribunal stressed the obliga-
tion of the government and regulatory bodies to 
implement pollution control measures, oversee 
industrial operations, and guarantee adherence 
to environmental standards in order to avoid air 
pollution and protect public health. The ruling in 
the Vikrant Tongad case highlights the principle 

of environmental justice and the function of the 
NGT in resolving environmental complaints and 
advancing sustainable development. The state-
ment emphasises the signi�icance of implement-
ing environmental laws and regulations, imple-
menting steps to limit pollution, and protecting 
the inhabitants’ right to clean air in Delhi and 
the NCR impacted by air pollution.
The case of Sarvodaya Enclave RWA v. State of 
Delhi & Ors.14, often referred to as the “Noise Pol-
lution Case,” deals with the problem of noise pol-
lution in Sarvodaya Enclave, a residential local-
ity in Delhi. The lawsuit centres on homeowners’ 
concerns about the high levels of noise generated 
by many sources, such as vehicle traf�ic, building 
work, and commercial businesses. The Sarvoda-
ya Enclave Resident Welfare Association (RWA), 
acting on behalf of the inhabitants, submitted a 
formal complaint to the National Green Tribu-
nal (NGT), accusing the relevant authorities and 
stakeholders of breaching environmental laws 
and regulations. The petitioners contended that 
the unregulated noise pollution in the vicinity 
was disrupting the tranquilly, health, and overall 
welfare of the inhabitants, so violating their en-
titlement to a serene and salubrious environment. 
The central focus of this case is focused on envi-
ronmental governance, namely the management 
of noise pollution and the implementation of en-
vironmental rules and regulations. The petition-
ers requested legal action to resolve the problem 
of noise pollution in Sarvodaya Enclave and to 
force the authorities to promptly and effectively 
reduce noise levels and safeguard the inhabitants’ 
entitlement to a tranquil living environment. In 
its judgement, the NGT referred to many legisla-
tive statutes, such as the Noise Pollution (Regula-
tion and Control) Rules, 2000, the Environment 
(Protection) Act, 1986, and the National Green 
Tribunal Act, 2010, among others. The tribunal 
stressed the obligation of the government and 
regulatory bodies to implement measures for 
controlling noise pollution, overseeing activities 
that produce noise, and ensuring adherence to 
environmental standards in order to avoid noise 
pollution and protect public health and well-be-
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ing. The verdict in the Sarvodaya Enclave RWA 
case highlights the importance of environmental 
justice and the role of the NGT in resolving com-
plaints about noise pollution. It emphasises the 
signi�icance of implementing environmental laws 
and regulations, implementing measures to re-
duce noise, and protecting the inhabitants’ right 
to a calm and healthy environment in Sarvodaya 
Enclave and other comparable locations af�licted 
by noise pollution.
The National Green Tribunal (NGT) emphasises 
the crucial importance of environmental gover-
nance in preserving natural resources, ensuring 
public health, and promoting sustainable devel-
opment. These judicial challenges have addressed 
different issues of environmental deterioration 
and pollution, emphasising the need of ef�iciently 
enforcing environmental laws and regulations. 
The NGT has shown its dedication to environ-
mental justice by resolving disputes concerning 
sand mining, air pollution, river contamination, 
sewage discharge, and illegal brick kilns in cas-
es such as Virender Kumar Verma v. Ministry of 
Environment, Forest and Climate Change, M.C. 
Mehta v. Union of India & Ors., “In Re: Ganga 
Pollution,” Residents of Shanti Nagar v. State of 
Haryana & Ors., and Mansur Ali v. State of Bihar 
& Ors. The verdicts delivered by the NGT in these 
instances highlight the imperative need for:
• The National Green Tribunal (NGT) has con-

stantly used a rigorous approach in imple-
menting environmental legislation to tackle 
instances of environmental infractions. This 
highlights the need of strong enforcement 
procedures to guarantee adherence to en-
vironmental standards and halt any further 
deterioration of natural resources.

• Public awareness and participation: Pub-
lic interest litigations (PILs) have played a 
crucial role in highlighting environmental 
challenges. Facilitating active participation 
from the public and offering easily available 
legal channels allow communities to enforce 
responsibility on those who harm the en-
vironment and promote the protection of 
natural resources.

• Environmental concerns need the coopera-
tion and joint efforts of government agen-
cies, regulatory organisations, stakeholders, 
and the general public. The verdicts of the 
NGT emphasise the need of taking concert-
ed measures to address pollution, develop 
sustainable practices, and safeguard ecosys-
tems.

• Preventive Measures: Implementing proac-
tive actions is crucial in order to mitigate 
environmental damage before it worsens. 
The NGT’s focus on sustainable practices, 
pollution control measures, and ecosystem 
protection highlights the need of using a 
precautionary approach to environmental 
management.

Ultimately, the National Green Tribunal (NGT) 
has a crucial function in resolving environmental 
complaints, advocating for fairness in environ-
mental matters, and encouraging the progress 
of sustainable development.

Conclusion

Environmental governance is essential for en-
suring the sustainable management of natural 
resources and protecting public health. The Na-
tional Green Tribunal (NGT) has played a pivotal 
role in upholding environmental laws in India, as 
seen in cases like Virender Kumar Verma v. Min-
istry of Environment, Forest and Climate Change 
and In Re: Ganga Pollution. Through its judge-
ments, the NGT has underscored the importance 
of strict enforcement of environmental regula-
tions to prevent further degradation of natural 
ecosystems. These cases highlight the role of pub-
lic interest litigation (PIL) in bringing environ-
mental issues to the forefront, allowing citizens 
to hold polluters accountable and ensuring that 
natural resources are preserved. The NGT’s deci-
sions also re�lect the need for public awareness 
and participation in environmental governance. 
By creating accessible legal frameworks, the tri-
bunal empowers citizens to protect their right to 
a clean and healthy environment.
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