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| TEM NO. 101 COURT NO. 5 SECTION PI L(W
SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS
Wit Petition(s)(Cvil) No(s).230/2001

M K. BALAKRI SHNAN & ORS. Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
UNION OF I NDI A & ORS. Respondent ( s)
(with appl n. (s) for may refer to remar ks and early heari ng

intervention and directions and directions and office report)
Date : 31/01/2017 This petition was called on for hearing today.
CORAM :

HON&#39; BLE MR. JUSTI CE MADAN B. LOKUR

HON&#39; BLE MR JUSTI CE PRAFULLA C. PANT

For Petitioner(s) M. Gopal Sankaranarayanan, Adv.
M. Zeeshan D wan, Adv.

M. Naresh Kumar, ACR

For Respondent (s)

uad M. A K Panda, Sr. Adv.

A. K. Sanghi, Sr. Adv.
Wasim A. Qadri, Adv.

Bi nu Tanta, Adv.

Suni ta Sharma, Adv.
Shal i nder Sai ni, Adv.

Vi bhu Shanker M shra, Adv.
Pankaj Pandey, Adv.

Raj Bahadur, Adv.

G S. Makker, Adv.

B. K. Prasad, Adv.

Raj esh M shra, Adv.

M K. Maroria, Adv.

. A K Kaul, Adv.

Assam M. Shuvodeep Roy, Adv.
Arunachal Pradesh M. Anil Shrivastav, AOR
M. Rituraj Biswas, Adv.

Bi har M. Gopal Singh, AOR

Ms. Varsha Poddar, Adv.
Chhattisgarh M. A P. Mayee, Adv.
M. A Selvin Raja, Adv.
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Qujarat Ms. Hemanti ka Wahi, AOR

Ms. Jesal Wahi, Adv.

Ms. Puja Singh, Adv.

Ms. Manta Singh, Adv.

Haryana M. Sanjay Kumar Visen, AOR
H P. M. D K Thakur, AAG

M. Shariqg Ahned, Adv.

M. Varinder Kumar Sharna, Adv.

Ms. Pragati Neekhra, Adv.

J& M. Sunil Fernandes, AOR

Ms. Mthu Jain, Adv.

M. Arnav Vidyarthi, Adv.

Jhar khand M. Tapesh Kumar Singh, Adv.
M. Mhd. Waquas, Adv.

M. Aditya Pratap Singh, Adv.

M. Sukant Vikram Adv.

Karnataka M. V. N Raghupathy, AOR
Kerala M. G Prakash, AOR

M. Jishnu ML., Adv.

M's. Priyanka Prakash, Adv.

Ms. Beena Prakash, Adv.

M. Manu Srinath, Adv.

M P. M. Mshra Saurabh, AOR

M. Ankit Kr. Lal, Adv.

Maharashtra M. Nishant R Kat neshwarkar, Adv.
M. Arpit Rai, Adv.

Mani pur M. Sapam Biswajit Meitei, Adv.
Ms. B. Khushbansi, Adv.

and



Meghal aya M. Ranj an Mukherjee, AOR
M. K. V. Kharlyngdoh, Adv.

M. Dani el Stone Lyngdoh, Adv.

Nagal and Ms. K. Enatoli Sema, AOR
M. Edward Bel ho, Adv.

M. Anit Kumar Singh, Adv.

M. K. Lui kang M chael, Adv.

M. Z. H |saac Haiding, Adv.

Punjab M. Sanchar Anand, AAG

M. Anant K Vatsya, Adv.
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Raj asthan M. S.S. Shanshery, AAG

M. Amt Sharnma, Adv.

M. Prateek Yadav, Adv.

M. Ankit Raj, Adv.

M. MIlind Kumar, Adv.

Si kki m Ms. Aruna Mat hur, Adv.

Yusuf Khan, Adv.

Avneesh Arputham Adv.

Anur adha Ar put ham Adv.

. Amit Arora, Adv.

or Ms Arputham Aruna & Co.

ami| Nadu M. B. Balaji,Adv.

M. Mithuvel Pal ani, Adv.

M. S. Kumar, Adv.

Tel angana M. S. Udaya Kumar Sagar, Adv.

M. Mityunjai Singh, Adv.

Tripura M. Gopal Singh, AOR

M. Rituraj Biswas, Adv.

Ms. Varsha Poddar, Adv.

West Bengal M. Joydeep Mazundar, Adv.

M. Rudra Dutta, Adv.

M. Parijat Sinham Adv.

Puducherry M. V. G Pragasam AOR

M. S. Prabu Ramasubramani, Adv.

A&N | sl ands M. Bhupesh Narul a, Adv.

M. K. V. Jagdi shvaran, Adv.

Ms. G Indira, AOR

Dr. Mbni ka Cusain, Adv.
M. Abhijit Sengupta, AOR
M. Abhi shek Chaudhary, AOR
M. Anil Kumar Jha, AOR
M. Anuvrat Sharma, AOR
M. A Venayagam Bal an, AOR
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M. B. S. Banthia, AOR
M. Khwai r akpam Nobi n Si ngh, AOR
M. Kunal Verma, AOR

Naresh K. Sharma, ACR
P. V. Dinesh, ACR
P. V. Yogeswaran, ACR

R Ayyam Perumal , AOR
R D. Upadhyay, AOR

M. R Nedunmaran, AOR
M. S. Chandra Shekhar, AOR
Ms. D. Bharathi Reddy, AOR
M. Shiv Sagar Tiwari, AOR
M. Sibo Sankar M shra, AOR

ss 55%

M s Corporate Law G oup (NP)

Ms. Kam ni Jaiswal, ACR
Ms. Sum ta Hazarika, ACR



UPON hearing the counsel the Court made the follow ng

ORDER
On t he request of | ear ned seni or counsel appeari ng
for t he Uni on of I ndi a, Iist t he mat t er on 7 th
February,
2017.

In the meanwhile, we would like himto take definite
i nstructions on whet her t he Draft Wet | ands (Conservation
and Management) Rules, 2016 which were said to have been

circul ated sone time in Mar ch, 2016 have been finalized
or not and, if not, reasons for the del ay.
W  would al so like to know specifically whether t he

Central Wetlands Regul atory Authority, whose term expires
on or about 14 th
February, 2017, has been reconstituted
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and, if not, reasons for the delay.

W woul d also like the Union of India to tell us what
specific st eps have been t aken to preserve t he 26
wet | ands covered by the Ranmsar Convention, 1971
We nake it clear that the petition is required to be
taken seriously by the Union of India.

( SANJAY KUMAR- 1) (JASW NDER KAUR)
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