GOVERNMENT OF RAJASTHAN
DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENT AND CLIMATE CHANGE

BEFORE THE APPELLATE AUTHORITY
Constituted under the Water (Prevention and Contro] of Pollution) Act, 1974 and the Air
(Prevention and Control of Pollution) Act, 1981

Appeal No. 45/2026

M/s Govinshaa Autowheels LLP Appellant

Versus

Rajasthan State Pollution Control Board, Jaipur & Others . Respondents

Counsels for Appellant(S):

Mr. Govind Garg, Authorized Partner, appeared in person on behalf of Appellant
Counsels for Respondent(S):

Shri Vipul Kumawat, appeared on behalf of the Respondent RSPCB

Date of Order: 06.10.2026
ORDER

The present appeal has been preferred by M/s Govinshaa Autowheels LLP against the
Refusal Order dated 12.08.2026 passed by the Regional Officer, Rajasthan State Pollution
Control Board, Kishangarh, whereby the Appellant's application for Consent to Operate was
refused under the provisions of the Water (Prevention and Control of Pollution) Act, 1974
and the Air (Prevention and Control of Pollution) Act, 1981.

The Appellant submitted that, in response to the deficiency show cause notice issued
by the RSPCB, he submitted a detailed reply dated 10.07.2026 which was not duly
considered by the Respondent Board and that one of the show-cause notices addressed to
him was not served upon him ever and had denied the receipt. In support of his argument he
submitted the reply given to him under RTI dated 20.08.2026 by RSPCB, which has been
mentioned of non-confirmation of service of notice.

The learned counsel for respondent RSPCB submitted that the main grounds on
which the impugned order of CTO refusal was issued due to the fact that the appellant did
not deposit the full fees as required and has deposited 1,10,000 rupees instead of 1,26,000
rupees. Further, at the time of inspection dated 29.06.2026, the appellant had not installed
ETP with oil/grease trapping system besides several other serious non-compliances.

Both the parties were heard.

Having considered the submissions made by the parties, the present status of the unit
with regard to compliance and adequacy of PCMs in view of extant environmental laws,
rules and directions and points raised in the show cause notices issued by the respondent
Board needs to be verified by the respondent Board.
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Therefore, the Respondent Board is hereby directed to conduct a fresh inspection of
the Appellant’s unit, in the presence of the Appellant, within a period of 10 days from the
date of this order, and on the basis of the findings in the inspection so carried out, the
Respondent Board shall take a fresh decision on the Appellant’s application for Consent to
Operate and pass a detailed speaking order. A copy of the present appeal shall also be
furnished to the Respondent Board for necessary consideration.

With the aforesaid direction, the present appeal is disposed off accordingly.
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