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IN THE COURT OF THE JT. CIVIL JUDGE J.D. AND JUDICIAL
' MAGISTRATE FIRST CLASS, ULHASNAGAR.
' R.C.C.NQ.65/2015

|
Exh. No. j

CHARGE
I, Shailja O. Pandey, Judicial Magistrate, First Class,

Uthasnagar do hereby charge you,

1) M/s.Monarch Solitaire
419, 4th Floor, Raheja Arcade, Sectorifl 1,
CBD Belapur, Navi Mumbai-400 614
Shri. Harish A. Thakur,

(Porject Proponent)

2)  Shri. Hasmukh A, Thakur, |
(Project Incharge, M/s.Monarch Solitaire)

3)  Shri. Anil Mahajan,

(Project Incharge, M/s.Monarch Solitéire)‘

as follows :

That you Accused No.2 and 3 being Project Incharge of
Accused No. 1 are responsible for the affairs of Accused No. 1 have
carried out the construction work without obtaining prior
environment clearance as obligatory under the EIA Notification 2006
and thereby committed the offence punishable under Section 15 read
with SectiQn 16 of the'Environment (Protection) Act 1986 and

Environment Impact Assessment Notification 2006 and within my
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cognizance,

And T hereby direct that you be tried by me on

he said
charge.
7 . 2 / I-Y
Ulhasnagar, (Shailja 0. Pandey)
: Jt. Civil Judge J.p, and J.M. F.C.,
Dt. 28/03/2018 Ulhasnagar.
The contents of the charge were read over and explained
to accused in vernacular., )
o813 e
Ulhasnagar,

J (Shailja‘O. Pandey)
w Jt. Civil Judge J.D. and J.Mm. F.C.,
i Ulhasnagar.

Dt. 28/03/2018
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:JUDGMENT:

The accused pleaded guilty fof the offence punishable
under Sections 15 read ~with  Section 16 of the Environment
(Protection) Act 1986 and Environment Impact Assessment
Notification 2006. I accept the plea of the accused and hold them
guilty for the offence punishable under Sections 15 read with Section
16 of the Environment (Protection) Act 1986 and Environment
Impact Assessment Notification 2006 and progeeded to hear them on
the point of sentence. The accused submitted that they are the sole
earning member of their family and more;)ver they are held liable
because of vicarious liability of Accused No.1. Therefore, they be

punished with fine only.

3) Taking into consideration the nature and gravity of the
offence, I am of the opinion that the accused does not deserve to be
released on Probation of good conduct. I have heard the complainant
also on the quantum of sentence. It is true that Accused No. 2 and 3
are held. liable because of vicarious liability of Accused No. 1.
Moreoversputting the accuSe& Bebind thé bar in my opinion will not
meet the ends ofjusti’cé, when‘tﬂh'é\i_ complainéht can be substantially
compensated by way of fine, Under the given circumstances, in my

opinion, following punisiment shall meet the ends of justice, 1,

[
bl

therefore, proceed to pass following order : L

:ORDER:

1) Accused No. 2 and 3 are hereby convicted u/sec.
241 of Cr.P.C. for the offence punishable under

section 15 read with Section 16 of the Environment
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(Protection) Act 1986 and Environment Impaci
Assessment  Notification 2006 and they are
sentenced to pay fine of Rs.15 ,000/- (Rupees
Fifteen thousand Only) each Total (30 000/-) in

default to suffer S.I. of ] month.

5) The accused to surrender their bail b(?ds—\\

A
Ulhasnagar, (Shailj%%. andey)
Jt. Civil Judge J.D. & J.M.F.C.,
Dt.28/03/2018 Ulhasnagar.
e - &@3
fewis ‘&C “]£ ﬂ

Suscél T gt ot € 4D
iR,

(@ash . nd Finance)




