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Abstract:-

The establishment of the National Green Tribunal (NGT) in India marked a decisive step towards strengthening the
framework of environmental governance by providing a specialized body to adjudicate disputes relating to the protection
of the environment. Conceived with the objective of ensuring expeditious disposal of cases and reducing the burden on
traditional courts, the NGT has become a central mechanism in balancing the competing demands of development and
ecological sustainability. This paper critically reviews the evolution, functioning, and effectiveness of the NGT as a
guardian of environmental protection in India. The study highlights the Tribunal’s achievements in shaping jurisprudence
through landmark rulings on air pollution, industrial emissions, forest conservation, waste management, and climate-
related challenges. At the same time, it draws attention to the constraints that hinder its effectiveness, such as inadequate
infrastructure, limited benches, and frequent challenges to its jurisdiction by vested interests. The review situates the NGT
within a broader discourse of environmental justice, exploring its role in empowering citizens, civil society, and affected
communities to access legal remedies for environmental harm. The Tribunal’s innovative application of principles such as
the “polluter pays,” “precautionary approach,” and “sustainable development” underscores its contribution to embedding
ecological concerns into mainstream legal processes. Yet, questions remain regarding the enforcement of its orders,
coordination with regulatory authorities, and the longterm sustainability of its interventions in a rapidly industrializing
economy. By systematically evaluating both its successes and shortcomings, this paper argues that the NGT has emerged
as a vital but evolving institution whose credibility rests on its ability to adapt to new environmental challenges while
ensuring impartiality, transparency, and timely justice. The critical review emphasizes that while the NGT alone cannot
resolve India’s environmental crises, its presence significantly strengthens the rule of environmental law. It concludes that
enhancing the Tribunal’s capacity, expanding its jurisdictional reach, and fostering stronger inter-institutional linkages are
crucial to ensuring that the NGT continues to serve as an effective instrument of environmental protection and as a model
for specialized environmental adjudication in other jurisdictions.
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INTRODUCTION

The discourse on environmental protection in India has undergone a profound transformation over the past
few decades, moving from fragmented policies and weak enforcement to the establishment of specialized legal
institutions dedicated to safeguarding ecological integrity. Among these, the National Green Tribunal (NGT)
stands out as a landmark innovation in the country’s environmental governance framework. Created under
the National Green Tribunal Act of 2010, the NGT was envisioned as a quasi-judicial body with the mandate
to provide speedy, specialized, and effective resolution of environmental disputes. Unlike conventional courts
that are often overburdened with civil and criminal litigation, the NGT was specifically designed to reduce
delays in environmental adjudication and bring technical expertise to complex ecological matters.

The tribunal’s creation signified not only a legal reform but also an acknowledgment of the urgent
environmental challenges India faces ranging from industrial pollution, deforestation, and urban degradation
to climate change impacts, biodiversity loss, and unsustainable development practices. These issues are not
merely ecological in nature but intersect with the broader social, economic, and cultural dynamics of the
country. The NGT'’s role is therefore not confined to the adjudication of disputes but extends to shaping the
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trajectory of sustainable development in India. At its core, the establishment of the NGT reflects the growing
recognition of the constitutional right to a clean and healthy environment, as derived from Article 21 of
the Indian Constitution, which guarantees the right to life and personal liberty. The judiciary in India,
particularly the Supreme Court and High Courts, had previously expanded environmental jurisprudence by
interpreting fundamental rights in light of ecological concerns. However, despite these interventions, the
absence of a specialized body often meant that cases remained unresolved for years, undermining the very
purpose of environmental protection. The NGT thus emerged as a necessary institutional mechanism to
bridge this gap by providing expeditious, affordable, and expert adjudication. The scope of the NGT extends
across all civil cases where substantial questions relating to the environment are involved and arise out of
statutes specified in Schedule I of the NGT Act. These include crucial laws such as the Water (Prevention
and Control of Pollution) Act, 1974; the Air (Prevention and Control of Pollution) Act, 1981; the
Environment (Protection) Act, 1986; and the Forest Conservation Act, 1980, among others. The tribunal’s
jurisdiction therefore encompasses almost the entire spectrum of environmental governance, from pollution
control and natural resource conservation to forest management and hazardous waste regulation.

The significance of the NGT lies not only in its jurisdictional breadth but also in its procedural innovations.
The tribunal is not bound by the Code of Civil Procedure, 1908, but is instead guided by principles of natural
justice. This flexibility allows it to prioritize substantive ecological justice over rigid procedural technicalities.
Moreover, the tribunal is mandated to apply internationally recognized principles such as the polluter pays
principle, the precautionary principle, and the principle of sustainable development principles that
integrate environmental concerns with economic decision-making. Through this mandate, the NGT has the
potential to harmonize developmental aspirations with ecological sustainability, a balance that remains one
of the most pressing challenges for India’s policy landscape. From its inception, the tribunal has delivered
several landmark judgments that have not only reinforced environmental protection but also influenced
governance structures at multiple levels. Decisions on illegal mining, industrial pollution, waste management,
and urban infrastructure projects have demonstrated the tribunal’s willingness to confront powerful
economic actors and prioritize ecological concerns. For instance, rulings related to the Yamuna floodplain,
vehicular pollution in Delhi, and the handling of hazardous industrial activities underscore the tribunal’s
proactive stance in safeguarding public health and natural resources. These interventions have expanded
public awareness about environmental rights and have also compelled governments and industries to adopt
more responsible practices.

However, despite these achievements, the NGT’s journey has not been free from challenges. Questions have
often been raised regarding the tribunal’s effectiveness, enforcement mechanisms, and institutional
independence. While the tribunal can issue binding orders, the enforcement of its directives often depends
on state agencies, which are sometimes reluctant or under-resourced to implement decisions. This gap
between adjudication and implementation undermines the effectiveness of the NGT and highlights the
structural weaknesses within India’s environmental governance system. Furthermore, debates about judicial
overreach versus judicial activism frequently emerge when the NGT issues far-reaching directions affecting
economic projects of national importance. Critics argue that such interventions can create uncertainty for
investors and may at times disrupt developmental initiatives. Supporters, however, contend that such judicial
oversight is indispensable in ensuring that economic development does not trample upon environmental
rights. Another dimension that requires critical attention is the accessibility of the tribunal. While the NGT
was designed to provide speedy and affordable access to environmental justice, in practice, geographical and
financial barriers remain. With principal benches located in a few metropolitan cities and limited regional
benches, access for marginalized communities often the most affected by environmental degradation remains
constrained. Moreover, the technical complexity of environmental cases often necessitates legal and expert
assistance, which can be difficult for vulnerable groups to obtain. The international significance of the NGT
also cannot be overlooked. By institutionalizing a specialized tribunal for environmental disputes, India
positioned itself as a global leader in environmental adjudication. The NGT remains one of the very few
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specialized environmental courts in the world with a broad statutory mandate. Its functioning thus offers
valuable lessons for other developing countries struggling to balance environmental protection with economic
growth. In this sense, the NGT is not just a national institution but also a model contributing to the global
discourse on environmental governance and judicial innovations.

A critical review of the NGT’s role is therefore essential for multiple reasons. First, it allows an assessment of
the tribunal’s achievements in shaping environmental jurisprudence and influencing ecological governance.
Second, it provides insights into the structural, procedural, and institutional limitations that hinder the
tribunal’s effectiveness. Third, it contributes to the broader debate on how judicial bodies can complement
legislative and executive functions in addressing complex ecological challenges. Finally, such a review situates
the tribunal within the larger constitutional and international context, highlighting the evolving relationship
between environmental justice, human rights, and sustainable development. This research paper seeks to
analyze the role of the National Green Tribunal in environmental protection through a critical lens. By
examining its institutional structure, jurisdictional scope, landmark decisions, and operational challenges,
the paper aims to provide a comprehensive understanding of both its contributions and limitations. The
analysis will also situate the NGT within the broader context of India’s environmental governance framework
and global environmental jurisprudence, offering insights into how such institutions can be strengthened to
meet the pressing ecological challenges of the twenty-first century. Ultimately, the introduction sets the stage
for a nuanced discussion that moves beyond celebratory narratives of the tribunal’s achievements or blanket
critiques of its shortcomings. Instead, it emphasizes the need for a balanced evaluation that acknowledges the
complexities of environmental governance in a rapidly developing economy. The role of the NGT, as this
paper argues, is both indispensable and evolving, requiring continuous reform, vigilant public participation,
and political will to ensure that environmental justice is not a distant ideal but a lived reality for present and
future generations.

METHODOLOGY

A critical review of the National Green Tribunal (NGT) and its role in environmental protection requires a
rigorous methodological framework that integrates doctrinal legal research, empirical insights, and
comparative perspectives. Given the complexity of environmental jurisprudence and the multifaceted role
of the NGT in shaping governance practices, the research adopts a hybrid methodology that balances
normative legal analysis with practical evaluation of institutional performance. This approach ensures that
the findings are both academically grounded and socially relevant. The methodology is structured around
four interlinked components: doctrinal analysis of legal texts, case law evaluation, stakeholder perspectives,
and comparative study. Each component is elaborated below, accompanied by procedural details, analytical
frameworks, and data organization mechanisms. To reinforce transparency, supporting tables have been
inserted where necessary.

1. Research Design

The research is designed as a qualitative and descriptive study with a critical orientation. Unlike purely
empirical studies, this research prioritizes the systematic interpretation of legal norms, tribunal orders,
statutory provisions, and judicial doctrines. However, it also integrates empirical elements through case
analyses, secondary reports, and stakeholder perspectives to provide a grounded understanding of the NGT’s
functioning. The choice of a critical review format is deliberate. A purely descriptive account of the NGT’s
functioning would fail to capture the normative challenges and structural gaps that hinder its effectiveness.
At the same time, a purely critical account would ignore the significant contributions the tribunal has made
in expanding environmental jurisprudence. The methodology, therefore, emphasizes balance, depth, and
contextual analysis.

2. Sources of Data

The study relies primarily on secondary data supplemented by judicial records and legal documents. The
sources are categorized into four types:
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1. Statutory Sources:

o National Green Tribunal Act, 2010

o Environmental Protection Act, 1986

o Water (Prevention and Control of Pollution) Act, 1974

o Air (Prevention and Control of Pollution) Act, 1981

o Forest Conservation Act, 1980

2. Judicial Sources:

o Orders and judgments delivered by the NGT from 2010 to 2024

o Relevant rulings of the Supreme Court and High Courts where appeals were filed against
NGT decisions

3. Academic Sources:

o Books, journal articles, and conference proceedings focusing on environmental law,
governance, and sustainability studies

4. Policy Reports and Media Accounts:

o Reports from the Ministry of Environment, Forest and Climate Change (MoEFCC)

o Studies by NGOs such as the Centre for Science and Environment (CSE) and Legal Initiative
for Forest and Environment (LIFE)

o Media reports highlighting enforcement challenges and public reception of NGT orders

3. Analytical Framework
To evaluate the NGT’s role, the study applies a multidimensional analytical framework consisting of:

o Legal Effectiveness: Consistency of NGT’s decisions with constitutional and statutory mandates.

o Institutional Functioning: Efficiency, accessibility, and procedural innovations.

o Implementation and Compliance: Extent to which orders are enforced by executive agencies.

o Social Impact: Influence of tribunal decisions on public participation, community rights, and

environmental awareness.

. Comparative Relevance: Position of NGT vis-a-vis international environmental courts and tribunals.
This framework allows the study to move beyond doctrinal interpretation and assess real-world impacts.

4. Data Collection Procedure

Given the reliance on secondary and legal data, the collection procedure was carefully structured:

o Case Law Identification: A purposive sampling method was used to identify 50 landmark NGT cases
from 2010-2024. These were selected based on their significance, impact, and references in legal discourse.
. Policy and Reports Collection: Official documents were retrieved from the MoEFCC, NGT’s own
database, and environmental think-tanks.

o Scholarly Review: Peer-reviewed journal articles and books were systematically screened through
thematic keywords such as “NGT effectiveness,” “environmental adjudication,” and “sustainable
development jurisprudence.”

. Media Accounts: National dailies such as The Hindu, Indian Express, and Down to Earth were reviewed
to understand public narratives around the NGT.

5. Methods of Analysis

The analysis employed three methodological tools:

1. Doctrinal Legal Analysis: Examining statutes, judgments, and principles applied by the NGT.

2. Content Analysis: Thematic coding of judgments and reports to identify recurring concerns such as
enforcement, accessibility, or conflict with economic interests.

3. Comparative Review: Assessing NGT’s model against similar international tribunals (e.g.,
Environment Court of New Zealand).

6. Case Law Evaluation Strategy
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Case law forms the backbone of the methodology since NGT’s role is best understood through its judicial
interventions. A case matrix was developed to evaluate cases along five dimensions: statutory basis, issue,
tribunal ruling, compliance status, and impact.

Table 1: lllustrative Case Evaluation Matrix

Case Name & Statutory Basis||Issue Addressed | Tribunal Ruling Comlme: Broader Impact
Year Status

Directed Triggered reforms
Almitra Patel v.|[Environment  ||Solid waste||municipalities  to ) in municipal waste

. ) , . " ||Partial )

Union of India||Protection Act,||management in|implement striet|| handling but
(2014) 1986 Delhi waste  segregation comphance compliance

and disposal norms inconsistent

, Imposed ban on
MC Mehta "v. . Veh1c1lllar .||diesel vehicles above||High Influenced Delhi’s
Union of India||Air Act, 1981 ||pollution in . i -
) 2000 cc and older||compliance ||clean air policies

(2015) Delhi

than 10 years
Save Mon Hydro project in
Region Forest Arunachal , Highlighted
Federation  v.|Conservation ||Pradesh Sfjj:jnce project Ezicettc:ir;lem ecological cost of]
Union of India||{Act, 1980 threatening hydro projects
(2016) forests
Sterlite
Industries  w. . Showed tribunal’s

, . |[Industrial , .
Tamil  Nadu|Water and Air ) . _|[Closure of Sterlite||Implemented |[boldness in
, pollution in i
Pollution Acts . plant ordered amid protests ||corporate
Tuticorin .

Control Board accountability
(2018)

7. Stakeholder Perspectives

Although the research does not involve primary interviews, secondary analysis of stakeholder perspectives
(communities, NGOs, industries, and government agencies) was conducted. This was achieved through
published reports, judicial observations, and academic commentaries.
Table 2: Stakeholder Perspectives Analysis

Stakeholder . ope
Key Concerns Perceived Role of NGT||Challenges Identified
Group
Loss of livelihood due to
Local , i . |[Platform for justice,||Delayed enforcement of orders,
. industrial pollution, L ) i
Communities . recognition of rights high legal costs
deforestation
Instrument for|
Environmental  degradation, 1. Limited geographical access,
NGOs accountability and ,
weak governance uneven compliance
advocacy
Uncertain in roject
v , pro) Regulatory  oversight||Judicial activism perceived as
Industry approvals, high compliance i
body obstruction
costs
. . . . ._|[Resource constraints,
Government Policy implementation and||Judicial partner in ] . ,
. . occasional  friction  with
Agencies economic growth governance , L
executive priorities
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8. Comparative Dimension

To contextualize the NGT’s performance, the methodology includes a comparative review with international
environmental tribunals such as:

o The Environment Court of New Zealand (known for integrating ecological considerations with land-
use planning).

o The Land and Environment Court of New South Wales (noted for transparency and public
participation).

The comparison helps highlight both the uniqueness and limitations of the NGT, particularly in enforcement
mechanisms and public access.

Table 3: Comparative Review Snapshot

Tribunal HCountry ”]urisdiction HNotable Strength ”Relevance to NGT
i _ |ntegrated Offers model for
Environment New Land use, planning, . )
) ) approach to|fharmonizing ecological and
Court Zealand |environmental issues . ,
sustainability developmental interests
Land & , , , . |Demonstrates how access and
) Australia ||Environmental, planning,||Strong public||. .
Environment o inclusivity can  enhance
(NSW) land use participation , iy
Court tribunal legitimacy
) Broad environmental||..,. , . . ;. . |Struggles with enforcement
National Green , e Wide jurisdiction,||;. 185 b
) India jurisdiction under - limited outreach to rural
Tribunal ] speed of decisions .
multiple statutes communities
The methodology acknowledges certain constraints:
o Lack of primary data from tribunal members or litigants due to time and access restrictions.
o Dependence on secondary reports, which may contain interpretive biases.
o Geographical skew, as most reported cases and media accounts come from metropolitan areas.

Nevertheless, the triangulation of legal, academic, and policy sources ensures a robust and balanced
foundation for the study. This methodological design ensures that the study is not a mere compilation of
legal doctrines but a critical and contextualized review of the National Green Tribunal’s role in
environmental protection. By combining doctrinal analysis with case evaluation, stakeholder perspectives,
and comparative insights, the research offers a comprehensive lens to assess both achievements and
shortcomings. The inclusion of structured tables further aids in organizing the data systematically, making
the findings transparent and accessible.

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

The evaluation of the National Green Tribunal (NGT) through statutory analysis, case law review, and
stakeholder perspectives reveals a nuanced picture of its contributions and limitations. The results are
organized into thematic clusters jurisprudential contributions, institutional efficiency, enforcement
challenges, stakeholder perceptions, and comparative lessons. Each theme is followed by critical discussion,
reflecting the broader implications for environmental governance in India.

1. Jurisprudential Contributions

One of the most significant results of the NGT’s functioning is the expansion of environmental
jurisprudence in India. The Tribunal has consistently interpreted statutory mandates in light of
constitutional principles such as Article 21 (Right to Life) and doctrines like the Polluter Pays Principle,
Precautionary Principle, and Sustainable Development.

Cases such as M.C. Mehta v. Union of India (2015) on vehicular pollution and Sterlite Industries v. Tamil Nadu
Pollution Control Board (2018) on industrial emissions demonstrate that the NGT has not hesitated to pass
bold orders to protect public health and ecological integrity.
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The jurisprudence emerging from the Tribunal also reflects procedural innovations, such as admitting
petitions from affected communities and NGOs with relatively relaxed standing requirements. This has
widened access to environmental justice compared to traditional High Courts and the Supreme Court.

DISCUSSION

The NGT’s contribution lies in bridging the gap between statutory law and evolving environmental concerns.
However, critics argue that its activist stance often places it in conflict with economic and developmental
priorities. For instance, project developers view the Tribunal’s interventions as causing delays in industrial
and infrastructural projects. While such conflicts highlight the tension between environment and
development, they also underscore the Tribunal’s commitment to sustainability as a non-negotiable legal
value.

2. Institutional Efficiency and Accessibility

The research revealed that the NGT was initially envisioned as a speedy and specialized forum for
environmental disputes, and in many respects, it has succeeded. Data from tribunal records show that the
NGT disposes of cases at a faster rate compared to High Courts, where environmental matters often linger
for years. However, accessibility issues remain. The Tribunal is headquartered in New Delhi with only a few
zonal benches (Pune, Bhopal, Chennai, and Kolkata). Citizens from remote or rural areas still face logistical
and financial difficulties in accessing the Tribunal.

Table 1: Case Disposal Statistics (2010-2023)

‘Year ”Cases FiledHCases DisposedHAverage Disposal Rate‘
2011][742 312 [42% |
20151214 932 177% |
Ro1gf[1,532 1,246 [81% |
2021][1,345  |9987 173% |
2023|1487 1,201 181% |

Discussion:

The disposal rate demonstrates institutional efficiency, but the limited geographical spread dilutes the
accessibility of justice. The findings suggest that unless regional benches are expanded and technological
platforms (like virtual hearings) institutionalized, the promise of “easy access to environmental justice” will
remain only partially realized.

3. Enforcement and Compliance Challenges

Perhaps the most critical finding of the review is that while the NGT passes robust and progressive orders,
implementation on the ground remains inconsistent. Several cases reveal that state agencies and industries
either delay compliance or dilute enforcement.

For example, despite the Tribunal’s repeated directives on solid waste management (Almitra Patel v. Union of
India), compliance by municipal bodies has been uneven. Similarly, rulings against illegal sand mining have
often been flouted due to weak enforcement by state authorities.

Table 2: Compliance Status of Selected NGT Orders (2010-2022)

ICase Hlssue ”Tribunal Order ”Compliance Status

Almitra Patel v. Union of Indial|Solid Waste||Strict  segregation  and Partial compliance

(2014) Management disposal norms P

Sterlite Industries Case (2018)  ||Industrial Pollution |[Closure of Sterlite Plant Implemented, but
contested
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ICase Hlssue “Tribunal Order HCompliance Status
Yamuna Floodplain||, . . Removal of illegal )
Encroachment (2017) River Pollution construction Delayed compliance
Illegal Sand Mining  Cases||Riverbed . ) i

(2019) Degradation Ban on sand mining 'Widely violated
Discussions

These findings highlight a structural weakness: the NGT lacks an independent enforcement mechanism. It
relies heavily on state pollution control boards, local governments, and central agencies for execution of its
orders. Non-compliance reduces the Tribunal’s authority and weakens public faith. The challenge, therefore,
is not in the quality of adjudication but in ensuring administrative accountability.

4. Stakeholder Perspectives

Stakeholder perspectives reveal diverging views on the NGT’s functioning. Communities and NGOs generally
see the Tribunal as an essential ally in their struggles against industrial pollution, deforestation, and
displacement. For instance, tribal groups in the Northeast have relied on NGT interventions to halt
hydroelectric projects that threaten forests.

Industries, on the other hand, often perceive the Tribunal as judicially activist and as a body that disrupts
economic growth. Government agencies occupy a middle ground, acknowledging the Tribunal’s role in

enhancing accountability but also pointing to resource constraints and administrative burdens.
Table 3: Stakeholder Perceptions of NGT

lStakeholder HPositive Perceptions ”Negative Perceptions

‘Local Communities HAccessible justice, recognition of rights HOrders delayed in enforcement ’

‘NGOS HStrong tool for accountability HLimited reach in rural areas I

‘Industry HLegal clarity in some cases H]udicial activism, delays in projects‘

‘Government AgenciesHEnhances environmental accountabilityHStrains on administrative resources’

Discussion:

The divergence of perceptions highlights the complex role of the NGT as both a protector of rights and a
disruptor of established economic patterns. The Tribunal’s legitimacy depends on balancing these competing
expectations. Its bold interventions win admiration from civil society but invite resistance from industries
and bureaucracies.

5. Comparative Lessons

When compared to international environmental tribunals, the NGT’s strengths lie in its broad jurisdiction
and speed of disposal. For example, unlike New Zealand’s Environment Court, which focuses narrowly on
planning and land use, the NGT adjudicates across air, water, forests, and industrial pollution.

However, international models offer valuable lessons. Australia’s Land and Environment Court emphasizes
public participation and transparency, while New Zealand’s Environment Court integrates sustainability
considerations into planning processes.

Discussion:

The comparison suggests that while the NGT has developed strong jurisprudence, it could enhance its
legitimacy by strengthening participatory mechanisms, ensuring transparency, and building enforcement
partnerships with civil society. Adopting global best practices may help the NGT overcome its limitations
without undermining its unique mandate.

6. Broader Impact on Environmental Governance

Beyond individual cases, the NGT has influenced India’s environmental governance framework. Its orders
have compelled municipal bodies to adopt better waste management, pushed state governments to rethink
industrial licensing, and forced companies to internalize environmental costs.
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However, the Tribunal’s interventions have also sparked political tensions. State governments sometimes
resist compliance, and industries lobby for relaxation of orders. This highlights a deeper structural issue the
lack of political will to prioritize environment over short-term economic gains.

Discussion:

The NGT has emerged as a key site of contestation between ecological sustainability and economic
development. Its very existence signifies a shift in governance, where judicial institutions increasingly mediate
conflicts that the executive fails to resolve. Yet, unless backed by stronger enforcement powers, the NGT risks
being seen as symbolically strong but practically weak.

7. Synthesis of Results

The findings of this study can be synthesized into four overarching insights:

1. Jurisprudential Strength: The NGT has expanded environmental law in India by embedding
constitutional and international principles.

2. Institutional Efficiency but Limited Accessibility: While disposal rates are high, physical and digital
access remains uneven.

3. Weak Enforcement: Compliance gaps remain the Tribunal’s Achilles’ heel.

4. Diverse Stakeholder Perceptions: Civil society champions the Tribunal, but industries and some

state agencies view it with skepticism.

The results affirm that the National Green Tribunal is a transformative institution in India’s environmental
governance landscape. Its jurisprudence and efficiency have created avenues for justice previously unavailable
to marginalized groups. Yet, its effectiveness is constrained by enforcement weaknesses and limited

accessibility.

The discussion makes clear that strengthening the NGT requires:
o Enhancing its enforcement powers,

. Expanding regional access,

. Building participatory mechanisms, and

o Learning from international models.

In sum, the NGT stands as both a pioneering institution and an evolving experiment in environmental
adjudication. Its future effectiveness depends on institutional reforms, stronger political support, and
continued vigilance from civil society.

CONCLUSION

The establishment of the National Green Tribunal (NGT) represents one of the most ambitious judicial and
institutional reforms in India’s environmental governance framework. Conceived with the aim of providing
a specialized forum for speedy, expert-driven adjudication of environmental disputes, the NGT has emerged
as both a guardian of ecological integrity and a forum for citizens seeking redress against environmental
degradation. This critical review has shown that the Tribunal has played a vital role in strengthening
environmental jurisprudence, promoting accountability among state and non-state actors, and upholding the
constitutional mandate of sustainable development. The NGT’s most significant achievement lies in its ability
to bridge the gap between legal provisions and practical enforcement of environmental rights. By embedding
doctrines such as the Polluter Pays Principle, the Precautionary Principle, and intergenerational equity into
its rulings, the Tribunal has expanded the scope of environmental law beyond statutory limits and created a
robust legal framework for ecological protection. In doing so, it has not only ensured that environmental
concerns remain central to development discourse but also given marginalized communities a platform to
assert their rights against powerful industrial and state interests. At the same time, the Tribunal’s institutional
strengths are counterbalanced by notable weaknesses. The review has highlighted persistent challenges in
enforcement of its orders, as the NGT lacks independent mechanisms to ensure compliance. Its reliance on
state pollution control boards and administrative authorities often results in delayed or diluted
implementation, weakening the transformative potential of its verdicts. Furthermore, the limited number of
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benches and their concentration in urban centers restrict access for communities in remote or ecologically
fragile regions, raising concerns about the inclusiveness of environmental justice.

Despite these limitations, the NGT has contributed significantly to shaping the culture of environmental
governance in India. Its interventions in matters ranging from waste management and industrial pollution to
illegal mining and deforestation demonstrate the breadth of its influence. Importantly, the Tribunal has acted
as a corrective to executive inertia and policy gaps, compelling governments and corporations to take
environmental responsibilities more seriously. This has created an institutional balance where the judiciary
supplements the deficiencies of the administrative apparatus. However, for the NGT to realize its full
potential, systemic reforms are essential. Strengthening its enforcement capacity, expanding its regional
presence, leveraging technology for virtual hearings, and fostering collaboration with civil society can enhance
both its reach and effectiveness. Furthermore, cultivating stronger political will to respect and implement the
Tribunal’s decisions is vital if its jurisprudence is to translate into lasting ecological outcomes. Lessons from
international environmental tribunals also suggest the value of enhancing participatory mechanisms, ensuring
greater transparency, and integrating science-based decision-making into adjudication. In conclusion, the
NGT stands as a critical institution at the intersection of law, governance, and ecology. While it has
transformed the landscape of environmental adjudication in India, its success remains contingent upon
overcoming structural weaknesses and reinforcing its legitimacy through effective enforcement. The Tribunal
has already established itself as a pioneering model in the Global South, but its enduring legacy will depend
on how effectively it balances ecological protection with developmental imperatives in the years to come.
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