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Wit Petition(s)(Gvil) No(s) . 230/ 2001

M K. BALAKRI SHNAN & ORS. Petitioner(s)
VERSUS

UNION OF I NDI A & ORS. Respondent ( s)
(with appln.(s) for may refer to remarks and early hearing and
intervention and directions and directions and office report)

Date : 10/09/2014 This petition was called on for hearing today.
CORAM :

HON BLE THE CHI EF JUSTI CE
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE KURI AN JOSEPH

HON BLE MR JUSTI CE ROHI NTON FALI NARI MAN
For Petitioner(s) M . CGopal Sankarnarayanan, Adv.
M. Vikranmaditya, Adv.
M. Naresh Kunmar, Adv.
For Respondent (s)
ua M. J.S. Attri, Sr. Adv.
M. S. Wasim A, Qadri, Adv.
Ms. Suni ta Sharnma, Adv.
M. D.S. Mahra, Adv.
M. B. V. Bal aram Das, Adv.
M. Abhijit Sengupta, Adv.
Uttar Pradesh M. Sanjay Visen, Adv.
M . Abhi shek Chaudhary, Adv.
M. Anil Kumar Jha, Adv.
Arunachal Pradesh
Signature Not Verified
M. Anil Shrivastav, Adv.
Digitally signed by
Raj esh Dham
Date: 2014.09. 11 M. Rituraj Biswas, Adv.
17:12: 39 I ST
Reason:
West Bengal M. Anip Sachthey, Adv.
M. Mhit Paul, Adv.
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M. Anuvrat Sharnma, Adv.
M. Avijit Bhattacharjee, Adv.

B. Bal aj i, Adv.
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Rakesh Sharma, Adv.
S. Anand, Adv.
R Shase, Adv.

K. Enatoli Sema, Adv.
Amit Kumar Singh, Adv.
Bal aji Srinivasan, Adv.

Asha Gopal an Nair, Adv.
A. P. Mayee, Adv.

B. S. Banthi a, Adv.

P. Venkat Reddy, Adv.
Sumant h Nookal a, Adv.

Sapam Biswajit Meitei, Adv.
Ashok Kumar Singh, Adv.

GQuntur Prabhakar, Adv.
Prerna Singh, Adv.

Tapesh Kumar Singh, Adv.
Kumar Anurag Singh, Adv.
Mohd. Waquas, Adv.

Gopal Si ngh, Adv.
Rituraj Biswas, Adv.

Gopal Singh, Adv.
Mani sh Kumar, Adv.
Shubhra Rai, Adv.

Manjit Singh, A AG

Nupur Choudhary, Adv.

Vi vekta Singh, Adv.

Kamal Mohan CGupt a, Adv.
Khwai r akpam Nobi n Si ngh, Adv.

Kunal Ver ma, Adv.
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S. S. Shanmshery, A A G
Anit Sharma, Adv.
Sandeep Singh, Adv.
M Ilind Kumar, Adv.
Nar esh K. Shar ma, Adv.
P. V. Dinesh, Adv.
P. V. Yogeswar an, Adv.

Ranj an Mukherj ee, Adv.
Subhro Sanyal , Adv.

R Ayyam Per unal , Adv.
R D. Upadhyay, Adv.
R Nedumar an, Adv.
Sanjay R Hegde, Adv.

S. Chandra Shekhar, Adv.



M. Shiv Sagar Tiwari, Adv.
M. Sibo Sankar M shra, Adv.
M. Sunil Fernandes, Adv.
Puducherry M. V. G Pragasam Adv.
M. S.J. Aristotle, Adv.
M. Prabu Ramasubranmani an, Adv.
Madhya Pradesh M. M shra Saurabh, Adv.
Ms. Vanshaj a Shukl a, Adv.
M. Ankit Kr. Lal, Adv.
Si kki m Ms. Aruna Mathur, Adv.
M. Yusuf Khan, Adv. For
M s Arput ham nAruna & Co.
Assam Ms. Vartika Sahay, Adv. For
M s Corporate Law G oup
A & N Adm. M. K. V. Jagdi shvaran, Adv.
Ms. G Indira, Adv.
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Quj ar at Ms. Hemant i ka Wahi , Adv.
Ms. Jesal , Adv.
Ms. Puj a Si ngh, Adv.
Ms. Preeti, Adv.
Ms. Kamini Jai swal , Adv.
Keral a Ms. Liz Mathew, Adv.
Ms. Sumita Hazari ka, Adv.
Punj ab M. Sanchar Anand, A A G
M. Piyush Hans, Adv.
M. Kuldip Singh, Adv.
H machal Pradesh M. Surya Narain Singh, A A G
Ms. Pragati Nekhara, Adv.
UPON hearing the counsel the Court made the follow ng
ORDER
Under Rule 5 of the Wetl ands (Conservation
and Managemnent ) Rul es, 2010 (for short, ' 2010
Rules’), the Central Governnment, in exercise of
t he power s conferred by sub-section (3) of
section 3 of t he Envi r onnent (Protection) Act,
1986 constituted Central Wet | ands Regul at ory

Aut hority (for short,

"Aut hority’) consisting of

t he Chairperson and Menbers as nentioned therein.



Somre of t he Menmber s are by

avail abl e on record as to whether the Authority

under 2010 Rules is functional as on date because
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under sub-rule (2) of Rule 5, the tenure of the

Aut hority has been prescribed

Sub-rule (3) of Rule 5 confers upon such Authority
powers and functions.

We are i nf or med t hat

I nventory and Assessnment Project sponsored by the

M nistry of Environment & Forests, Government of

I ndi a t hr ough Space Appli cations

Ahnmedabad has undert aken t he

maki ng an inventory of all the wetlands in the

country at scal es of 1:50, 000.

M. Copal Sankar anar ayanan, | earned

for the petitioner, submts that in view of the

ext ensi ve and conpr ehensi ve

wetl ands in the country having been prepared, it

is not necessary to have

identification and cl assification of wetl ands done

under Rule 6(2) and (4) of the 2010 Rul es.

e woul d li ke to know

Central Government in this regard and al so whet her

t he Aut hority under Rul e 5

functi onal
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conposi tion.

M. J.S. Attri, learned senior counsel for
t he Uni on of I ndi a, prays
i nstructions in this regard

Court on the above aspects on the next date.

List the matter after four weeks.

nane.

Not hi ng is
of three years.
Nat i onal Wet | and
Centre, I SRO,
t ask in 2010 of
counsel
i nventory of t he
t he exerci se for
t he Vi ews of t he
st ands presently
details of its
for tinme to seek
for i nform ng t he



Interlocutory Application No. 16 of 2014

An application bei ng Interlocutory
Application No. 16 of 2014 has al so been made by
the petitioner praying for diverse reliefs, inter
alia, for direction to the Union CGovernment and
t he respondents St ates to bar any per m ssi ons
given for construction and infrastructure purposes
in and around known wet | and ar eas, repl ace t he
existing Committee with a Committee consisting of
environnmental i sts, |awers, experts and petitioner
No. 1 to be regularly noninated by the Court and
direct the Cormittee to demarcate priority areas
and wet | ands.

Let notice be i ssued on t he i nterlocutory
Wit Petition(s)(Cvil) No(s) . 230/ 2001

7

application to the Union of India and the State
Gover nnment s

Dasti, in addition to the ordinary process,
is permtted.

Noti ce may be served on the standi ng counse
for the Union of India and so al so the standing
counsel representing t he vari ous State
Gover nnment s

List the interlocutory application after four

weeks with the main matter.

( RAJESH DHAM) (RENU DI WAN)
COURT MASTER COURT MASTER



