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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)
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Date: 08/04/2013 These Petitions were called on for hearing today.
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T. A. Khan, Adv.
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For State of Manipur Khwai r akpam Nobi n Si ngh, Adv.

S. Biswajit Meitei, Adv.
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For State of MP. M shra Saurabh, Adv.
For UT of Pondicherry M. V.G Pragasam Adv.

For State of J&K M. Sunil Fernandes, Adv.
Ms. Astha Sharma, Adv.
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M1lind Kumar, Adv.
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the Court nmade the follow ng



ORDER

Wit Petition (C No. 230 of 2001:

Rel evant portion of the Order dated 26th March, 2009 reads

as foll ows:

"The present Wit Petition under Article 32 of the
Constitution of India relates to conservation of wet |ands
whi ch in our opinion would include ponds, tanks, canals,
creeks, water channels, reservoirs, rivers, streans and
| akes. Although, the wit petition as framed related to
protection of wetlands in the country for preservation of
the environnent and nmintaining the ecology, we have suo
nmot u expanded its scope as mentioned bel ow.

There is acute shortage of water in our country and one
of the main reasons for that is that most of the water
conservation bodies in our country such as ponds, tanks,
smal | | akes etc. have been filled up in recent times by
some greedy persons and such persons have constructed
bui | di ngs, shops etc. on the sane."”

Thereafter, the matter came up for consideration on 28th

April,

2009. On the said date, this Court directed as fol |l ows:

"W, therefore, direct the Central governnent to
forthwith constitute a Committee to address the problens
referred to in our order dated 26th March, 2009 whi ch shal
do scientific research on a war footing for solving the
wat er shortage in nost parts of our country because of
which our people are suffering terribly. Wthout water
there can be no life, as the H ndi poet Rahim wote, and
Article 21 of our Constitution guarantees the right to life
to all persons living in India."

By the said Order, this Court further directed as foll ows:

"W propose to nonitor this case fromtine to tine. For
this purpose this matter will be listed on the second
Tuesday possibly of every alternative nonth. List again on
the 11t h August, 2009, on which date a progress report wll
be subnmitted before us by the Chairman of the Committee who
is requested to be personally present before us. Thereafter
the case will be listed on the 20th Cctober, 2009 and so
on."

Thereafter, the matter was |isted on several occasions.

M. Rakesh Kumar Khanna, Additional Solicitor GCenera

appearing on behalf of the Union of India, prays for tine.
Li st after four weeks under appropriate heading.

S.L.P

(C) No. 5822 of 2006

De-tagged fromWit Petition (C No. 230 of 2001

Leave granted.
The matter renmains part heard.
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