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UPON hearing counsel the Court nade the foll ow ng
ORDER

In this petition filed under Article 32 of the Constitution

the petitioners have nade the foll ow ng substantive prayers:

"a) pass order, direction and/or any other appropriate wit
directing the Central Government to enforce the provisions of
each of the anti-overloading provisions of the Mdtor Vehicles
Act like Section 113, 114, 194 etc. and effectively prevent the
entry of overloaded vehicles to the National H ghways.

b) pass order, direction and/or any other appropriate wit
directing all the respondents to install weigh bridge on all the
entry points of all the States as well as at all port gates, all
APMC gates, Fruit Market gates, Steel Market gates, whole sale
mar ket gates under control of all the Respondents Regiona
Transport Authority of all the States and conply wth the
provi sions of Section 114 of not allow ng overl oaded vehicles to
proceed until excess goods were off |loaded while Ileaving the
responsibility of bringing GWWwithin the prescribed lint on
t he vehicle owner.

c) pass order, direction and/or any other appropriate wit
directing the States that on whatever basis they are charging
fine for overloading should strictly be good enough for purpose
of f-1oading as wel |

d) pass order, direction and/or any other appropriate wit
directing the States that conpliance of Section 114 of the
M V. Act, 1988, shall be strictly observed while dealing with any
over | oaded vehicle which includes nmaking entry on the permt and
informing the authority which issued the pernit.

e) pass order, direction and/or any other appropriate wit
directing the State Governnents to instruct their Enforcenent
Agencies to conply with the provisions of Sections 113, 114 and
194 of the Motor Vehicles Act inits strict sense.”



After making subm ssions for a while, Ms.Rani Chhabra, |earned
counsel for the petitioners nmade a request that her clients nay be

permitted to withdraw the wit petition with liberty to avail other
remedi es.

The request of the learned counsel is accepted and the wit
petition is dismssed as withdrawmn with Iliberty in ternms of the prayer
made.
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