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| TEM NO 101 COURT NO. 9 SECTI ON PI L
SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A

RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS
WRI T PETITION (CIVIL) NO(s). 230 OF 2001

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

UNION OF I NDI A & ORS. Respondent ( s)

(Wth office report)

Dat e: 16/04/2014 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :

HON BLE MR JUSTI CE CHANDRAMAULI KR. PRASAD
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE Pl NAKI CHANDRA GHOCSE
For Petitioner(s) Gopal Sankar anarayanan, Adv.
Nar esh Kumar, Adv.
For Respondent (s) J.S. Attri, Sr. Adv.
Sunita Sharma, Adv.
Pri yanka Bhari hoke, adv.
S. Wasim A Qadri, Adv.
Zaid Ali, Adv.
D.S. Mahra, Adv.
B. V. Bal aram Das, Adv.

Sanchar Anand, Addl. A G, Punjab
Navjit Neelam Tegi, Addl. A G, Punjab
M. Kuldip Singh, Adv.
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K. Enatoli Sema, Adv.
Amt Kunmar Singh, Adv.
Shubhada Deshpande, Adv.

Chandan Kumar, Adv.
Rituraj Biswas, Adv.
Gopal Singh, Adv.

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

Asha G Nair, Adv.
Abhi shek Kumar Pandey, Adv.
A. P. Mayee, Adv.
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Manjit Singh, Addl.A G, Haryana
Vi vekta Singh, Adv.

Nupur Chaudhary, Adv.

Tarjit Singh Chikkara, Adv.

Kamal Mohan Gupta, Adv.

Bal asubr amani an, Adv.
K. V. Jagdi shvaran, Adv.
s. G Indira, Adv.

S. S. Shanshery, AAG Raj asthan
Amit Sharma, Adv.
r M. MIlind Kumar, Adv.
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Sanj ay Visen, Adv.
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Abhi shek Chaudhury, Adv.
V.G Pragasam Adv.
S.J. Aristotle, Adv.
Prabu Ramasubr amani an, Adv.

Hemant i ka Wahi, Adv.
Sapam Bi swajit Meitei, Adv.
Khwai r akpam Nobi n Si ngh , Adv

Ani p Sacht hey, Adv.
Shagun Matta, Adv.

Vartika S. Walia, Adv.
M S Corporate Law G oup, Advs.
Aruna Mat hur, Adv.
Yusuf, Adv.

Ashok S. Pillai, Adv.

M S Arput ham Aruna & Co., Advs.
B. Balaji, Adv.

S. Anand, Adv.

Naveen Sharma, Adv.
Swati B. Sharma, Adv.
M shra Saur abh, Adv.

Li z Mat hew, Adv.
MF. Philip, Adv.

Adv.
Adv.

Ani |l Shrivast av,
Ri turai Biswas,

Suryanar ayana Si ngh, Addl.

Pragati Neekhra, Adv.
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Naresh K. Sharma, Adv.

S. Chandra Shekhar, Adv.

Kunal Verma, Adv.

P.V. Di nesh, Adv.

M1lind Kumar, Adv.

Kam ni Jai swal , Adv.

Shiv Sagar Tiwari, Adv.

R Ayyam Perumal , Adv.

Sum ta Hazari ka, Adv.

R D. Upadhyay, Adv.

Avijit Bhattacharjee, Adv.

Si bo Sankar M shra, Adv.

Ranj an Miukherj ee, Adv.

P. V. Yogeswaran, Adv.

Suni | Fernandes, Adv.

A G,
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M. Anil Kumar Jha, Adv.
M. Abhijit Sengupta, Adv.
M. Abhi shek Chaudhary, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER

Fifth Progress Report (July, 2010 - April, 2014) on
Technol ogy M ssion on Wnning Augnentati on and Renovation

(WAR) for wat er has been submitted. W are not at
satisfied with the progress nade.
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Lear ned seni or counsel representing the Union of India
prays for a week’s time for filing a Status Report.

The Status Report shall include the details of the
work to be done by the State Governnents, the expenditure
as also the way the anmount allocated to the Technol ogy
M ssi on had been spent.

In case the Technol ogy M ssion had faced or likely to
face any difficulty in carrying out its recomendations, it
shall al so indicate that.

The Status Report shall be nade available to | earned

counsel for t he petitioner as al so to al | t he State

Governnments by 28. 04.2014.

List the matter on 29. 04. 2014.

(S. K. Rakhej a) (I'ndu Satija)
Court Master Assi stant Regi strar

al |



