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Buf fal o Traders Wel are Asson. Appel I ant (s)
VERSUS

Uuol. & Os. Respondent (s)
(Wth appln.(s) for intervention and inpleading party and
directions and office report)

W TH
C. A. No. 3773/ 1996 (Wth appln.(s) for intervention and

i npl eadi ng party)

C. A No. 3771/ 1996

WP. (C No.452/1995 (Wth appln.(s) for stay and directions)

C. A No. 3772/ 1996

C. A. No. 3774/ 1996 (Wth appln.(s) for discharge of Advocate on
record)

C. A No. 3770/ 1996

WP. (C No.D14793/ 2000 (Wth office report)

Date : 09/10/2001 These appeals were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON' BLE MR. JUSTI CE S. P. BHARUCHA
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE Y. K. SABHARWAL
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE BRI JESH KUVAR
For Appellant (s) M. T.R Andhyarujina, Sr.Adv.
in CA 3769/ 96 M. Jawahar Lal, Adv.
M. Saneer Parekh, Adv.
Ms. Yugandhara Jha, Adv.
M. P.H Parekh, Adv.
in CA 3774/ 96: M. Shekhar Prit Jha, Adv.
M. Sudhir Nandraj og, Adv.
CA 3772/ 96: M. B.S. Banthia, Adv.
WP 452/ 95: M. Mikesh K. Gri, Adv.
For MC.D.: Ms. Binu Tanmta, Adv.
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For Respondent (s) D. Goburdhan, Adv.

Pi nky Anand, Ms. Geeta Luthra, Advs.
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For State of UP:

Sushi| Kumar Jain, Adv.
A. P. Dhamja, Adv.

Har deep Si ngh Anand, Adv.
Subodh Mar kandeya, Sr. Adv.

Chitra Markandeya, M. Al ok CGupta, Advs.
Feroza Bano, Adv.

s §§5 5 5%

. V. B. Saharya, Adv.

for Ms. Saharya & Co., Advs.
M. Shakil Ahned Syed, Adv.
Ms. Sangeeta Kumar, Adv.
M. MC Mhta, Adv.
For CPCB: M. Vijay Panjwani, Adv.
M. Goodwill |ndeevar, Adv.
M. K R Rajasekaran Pillai, Adv.
M. Shrish Kumar M sra, Adv.
For Ms. Maneka Gandhi: Ms. Seema M dha, Adv.
For Del hi Adm.: Ms. Rekha Pandey, Adv.
M. D.S. Mhra, Adv.
M. K C Dua, Adv.
M. Mikesh K Gri, Adv.
UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER
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The i npl eadnent application in C A No.3773/1996 was, as the
order dated 31st January, 2001 stated, to be considered only if and
when the Minicipal Corporation, Delhi passed a fornmal resolution
that it proposed to continue to operate the present |dgah sl aughter
house after nodernising it, subject to the sanctions in this behalf
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bei ng obtai ned. Learned counsel told us today that the necessary
resolution has been passed. This resolution is Resolution No.204,
dated 13th August, 2001. It reads thus:

"Resolved that as proposed by the Commissioner in
his letter No.F.33/Health/ 705/ C&C dated 22.3.2001, and
r ecommended by the Standing Conmittee vide its
Resol ution No.214 dated 21.6.2001, nodernisation of
| dgah Sl aughter House at the existing site, be
appr oved.

Resol ved further that the Comni ssioner be asked to
simul taneously continue to nake efforts to find an
alternative site for the Slaughter House."
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The second paragraph of the resolution makes it clear that

the Municipal Corporation is still Iooking for an alternate site for
the slaughter house and that, therefore, it does not propose to
continue to operate the present I dgah sl aughter house after

nmodernising it. The resolution does not neet the requirenent of the
order dated 31.1.2001.

Learned counsel subnits that the quest for an alternate
site is inregard to a possible need in the future. That is not
what the resolution says, nor is there any other material shown to
us in support of the submni ssion

The application for inpleadnent in C A No.3773/96 is
accordingly, dismssed.

On the application of |earned counsel for the Minicipa
Corporation, Delhi, the matter is adjourned for tw weeks.

The appellant in C A No.3769/96 shall be at liberty to
file a further affidavit.

(N.  Annapur na) (Shel l'y Sengupt a)
Court Master Court Master



