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UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following

ORDER

Heard learned counsel for the parties.

In our order dated 23.2.2007 we have indicated that
no loud

speakers or any other amplifier would be used and the noise level shall not

exceed 55 db. We are told that the State Government has not
so far

categorized the places as industrial, commercial, residential or sil
ent zones

as contemplated under Rule 3(2) of the Noise Pollution (Regulati
on &

Control Rules) 2000, in the various parts of the State, for th
e purpose of

regulating the noise standards. Therefore, the standards of noise
now

prescribed may not be applicable unless notification is passed by the
State.



Directions issued regarding the noise level in our previous order is deleted.

The counsel for the petitioner submitted that in the ear
lier order

nothing was said about firecrackers. Itis pointed out by the counsel fo

the respondent that this Court

.3/-

has already issued directions in paragrarph 174 in the case of Noise

Pollution (V) in RE, Forum, Prevention of Environmental & Sound

Pollution vs. Union of India & Anr. 2005 (5) SCC 733, to the effect that the

firecrackers shall not be burst between 10 p.m. to 6 a.m. It may be notied

that in paragraph 168 of the above judgment, this Court made the following

observations:

"168. ....... Festivals and ceremonies wherein fireworks and

crackers are customarily burst can be accompanied by

earmarking a place and time wherein and when all the people

can come together and witness or view a show of fireworks

dispensing with the need of crackers being burst in residential



areas, and that too which is done without any regard to timings.

Manufacturers can be encouraged to make such fireworks as

would display more the colours rather than make noise."

For the festivals and ceremonies, the restriction imposed can be relaxed as

large number of people gather and firecrackers may be used, subject to the

directions given in the above judgment and also subject to the direction
s

given by the appropriate authorities of Department of Explosives.

I.As. are allowed accordingly..
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