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UPON hearing the counsel the Court nmade the follow ng
ORDER

The (oservers have subnmitted a report dated 05.07.2015

which inter alia state as under:

As stated in several earlier reports,
the tent covering fan over the Make Shift Structure

has been danaged to a great extent and it requires
i mredi at e repl acenent. The Aut horised Person has
3
moved the Central Government for seeking perm ssion
from t he Hon’ bl e Supr ene Court for per ni ssi on to
repl ace t he sane. W are wai ting for necessary
orders in this regard..... "
Learned counsel for the parties submt that in the Iight
of the report according to which the tent covering the nmake-shift
structure has been danmaged and requires imedi ate repl acement, this
Court could on t he anal ogy of previ ous Or der dat ed 07. 03
2014
permt t he aut hori sed per son/ Conmmi ssi oner Fai zabad Divis
i on,
Fai zabad, U. P. to replace the old and worn out tarpaulin sheet,
jute matting, banboo, pol yt hene sheet and ropes over

t he



makeshi ft structure by new ones of the sane size and quality and

exactly in the sane manner as they were previously placed.
The

process of r epl acenent of old cover by t he new could
be

undert aken and conpl eted under the supervision of the two Cbservers

who have been visiting t he site. It is further submitted
by

| earned counsel for the respondent that this Court had by Order
dated 07.03.2014 also pernitted the authorised officer to cover the
pol yt hene sheet with six inches of soil in the presence of the
bservers which part could also be pernitted once nore

In that view and keeping in view the joint prayer nade at the

Bar | ear ned counsel for t he parties we see no reason
why a

direction in terms of what was stated in our Order 07.03.2014
referred to above should not be issued. We accordingly permt the
aut hori sed of fi cer/ Commi ssi oner Fai zabad Di viZion, Fai zabad, U.P
to replace the old and worn out tarpaulin sheet, jute matting
banboo, pol ythene sheet and ropes over the makeshift structure by
new ones of the same size and quality and exactly in the sane
manner as t hey wer e previously pl aced. W al so permt t he
aut hori sed officer to cover the polythene sheet with six inches of
soil . Needf ul shall be done in the presence of the Observers
M. C. S. Vai dyanat han, | ear ned seni or counsel appeari ng
for the appellants in C A Nos. 4768-4771 of 2011 points out that
al t hough there was a direction issued by this Court on 09.05. 2011
aski ng t he Regi stry to provi de to t he parties CDs cont ai ni ng

el ectronic copies of the digital record sumoned fromthe High

Court, the needful has not been done so far. He prays for a
direction to the Registry to conply with the said order. W see no
reason to decline that prayer. The Registry shall take steps to

provide to the parties CDs containing el ectronic copies of the
digital record sunmoned fromthe High Court.
Dr. Raj eev Dhawan, | earned seni or counsel subnmitted that

M. T.M Khan one of the observers on the date of his appointnent



was wor ki ng as Chai rman, Permanent Lok Adal at, Varanasi who has

now demitted that office in which case this Court may have to nake

a substitute arrangenent. We do not for the present have any
application before us seeking any substitute appointnent in place
of M. T.M Khan. We are al so not cl ear whether M. Khan woul d
like to conti nue as bserver gi ven an option to do so. M.
Mani nder Singh, |earned ASG appearing for . UaO offered to take
instructions fromthe authorised officer if necessary and nmake a
suitable application in this regard. We pernit himto do so within
si x weeks.

It is poi nted out by |earned counsel for the parties that
record r el evant to t he heari ng of t hese appeal s is vol um nou
s
conpri sing docunent s in sever al | anguages i ncl udi ng Per si an
Sanskrit, Arabic, Gurunukhi, Urdu and Hindi. It was submtted that
transl ati on of these docunents has not been very satisfactory and
n?¥ itself require to be verified and corrected at some stage.
is also urged that lest the hearing of the appeals gets del ayed by
any deficiency in the conpilation of the record, it would be proper
if appropriate directions are issued to all concerned to file
their conpilations of the record in suitable nunbers.

It is not in our view possible for us to issue any direction
for the present in regard to the conpilation of the record and the
manner in which it shoul d be done. The proper course appears to
be to direct the |l earned counsel for the parties to appear before
the Registrar and to work out a satisfactory and agreeabl e net hod
by whi ch documents may be transl ated, collated, conpiled and fil ed
by t he parties concer ned. It is only after this process
is

compl eted that the appeal s can be listed for final hearing. He
ard
Ifarned counsel for t he parties to do t he needf ul in th
a

di rection.
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