+1
| TEM NO. 109 COURT NO. 1 SECTI ON 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)
(Wth appl n. (s) for may refer to remar ks and early heari ng

intervention and directions and directions and office report)
Date : 01/12/2016 This petition was called on for hearing today.
CORAM :

HON&#39; BLE THE CHI EF JUSTI CE

HON&#39; BLE DR. JUSTI CE D. Y. CHANDRACHUD

=

Petitioner(s) M. Gopal Sankaranarayanan, Adv.
Zeeshan Di wan, Adv.
Nar esh Kumar, Adv.
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Respondent (s) M. S. Wasim Qadri, Adv.
Shai | i nder Sai ni, Adv.
Suni t a Shar ma, Adv.

G S. Makker, Adv.

B. V. Bal aram Das, Adv.

D. S. Mahra, Adv.

Kerala M. G Prakash, Adv.
. Jishnu ML., Adv.

M s. Priyanka Prakash, Adv.

M s. Beena Prakash, Adv.

M . Manu Sri nat h, Adv.
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For Tami| Nadu M. B. Bal aji, Adv.

M. Mithu Vel Palani M, Adv.

M. Arvind Athithan, Adv.

For Maharashtra M. Ni shant Katneshwarkar, Adv.
M. Arpit Rai,Adv.

For Karnataka M. V.N. Raghupathy, Adv.

M. Lagesh M shra, Adv.

M. Parikshit P.Angadi, Adv.

2
M. B. S. Banthia, Adv.
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Tripura M. CGopal Singh, Adv.

Ri turaj Biswas, Adv.

Var sha Poddar, Adv.

Bi har M. Gopal Singh, Adv.

Mani sh Kumar , Adv.

Advi tiya Awast hi, Adv.

Var sha Poddar, Adv.

H P M. Suryanarayana Singh, Adv.
Pragati Neekhra, Adv.

Jharkhand M. Tapesh K. Singh, Adv.
Mohd. Waquas, Adv.

Adi tya P. Si ngh, Adv.

Assam M. Shuvodeep Roy, Adv.
Sayooj Mhandas Adv.

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

Ghanshyam Adv.

Ashi swarya Bhati, Adv.

Suni ta Shar ma, Adv.

Adarsh Kr. Tiwari, Adv.

Raj Bahadur, Adv.
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Raj ast han M. S. S. Shanshery, AAG
Ami t Shar na, Adv.

Pr at eek Yadav, Adv.

Ankit Raj, Adv.
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M. MIlind Kumar, Adv.
For Tel angana M. S. Udaya Kumar Sagar, Adv.
M. Baskul a At hik, Adv.

For MP. M. Mshra Saurabh, Adv.
M. Ankit Kr.Lal, Adv.

M. Naresh K. Sharnm, Adv.

M. Minal Kanti Mandal , Adv.
M. Parijat Sinha, Adv.

For J&K M. Sunil Fernandes, Adv.
Ms. Mthu Jain, Adv.

For Puducherry M. V. G Pragasam Adv.
M. Prabu Ramasubr anani an, Adv.

For Si kkam Ms. Aruna Mat hur, Adv.
M. Yusuf Khan, Adv.

M. Avneesh Arput ham Adv.

Ms. Anuradha Arput ham Adv.

M s Arput ham Aruna & Co., Adv.

M s Corporate Law G oup, Adv.
For Haryana Dr. Moni ka Qusai n, Adv.

For Andaman & M. K. V. Jagdi shvaran, Adv.
Ni cobar Adm. Ms. G Indira, Adv.

Ms. Hemanti ka Wahi , Adv.
Ms. Puja Singh, Adv.
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Kam ni Jai swal , Adv.

=

Nagal and Ms. K. Enatoli Senm, Adv.
Edwar d Bel ho, Adv.

Anmit Kumar Singh, Adv.

K. Lui kang M chael , Adv.
Chattisgarh M. A P.Mayee, Adv.

A. Sel vin Raj a, Adv.
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Sum ta Hazari ka, Adv.
P. V. Dinesh, Adv.

P. V. Yogeswar an, Adv.
Ranj an Miukherj ee, Adv.

R Ayyam Per unal , Adv.
R D. Upadhyay, Adv.

R Nedumar an, Adv.

Sanj ay Kumar Vi sen, Adv.
Sanjay R Hegde, Adv.

S. Chandra Shekhar, Adv.
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D. Bharat hi Reddy, Adv.

Shiv Sagar Tiwari, Adv.
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Si bo Sankar M shra, Adv.



Abhi jit Sengupta, Adv.
Abhi shek Chaudhary, Adv.
Ani | Kumar Jha, Adv.
Ani | Shrivastav, Adv.
Ani p Sacht hey, Adv.
Anuvrat Sharma, Adv.

A. Venayagam Bal an, Adv.
G Prakash, Adv.

Khwai r akpam Nobi n Si ngh, Adv.
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Kunal Ver ma, Adv.

UPON hearing the counsel the Court nmade the follow ng

ORDER

Lear ned counsel for t he r espondent - Uni on of
India was, by this Court &#39; s Or der dat ed 10. 09. 2014,
directed to take i nstructions whet her the authority under
Rul e 5 of t he Wet | ands (Conservation and Managemnent )
Rul es, 2010 was functional and, i f so, what was its
conposi tion. Lear ned counsel for t he r espondent has not
done the needful inspite of repeated opportunities given

The Central Gover nnent was al so directed to pl ace
on record its views whether it was necessary to undertake
an exerci se for identification and clarification of wet
| ands in view of t he fact t hat a conprehensive i nventory
of wet | ands al r eady sai d to have been pr epar ed. Lear ned
counsel for the Union of India has not done the needful in
t hat regard al so. Si x weeks&#39; time finally is grant ed
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do t he needf ul

Post after six weeks.

(Shashi Sareen) (Veena Kher a)
AR-cum PS Court Master
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