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‘C. A No. 3769 OF 1996
| TEM No. 301 Court No. 2 SECTI ON XI V

SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

I.A No.19 in G vil Appeal No.3769/1996

BUFFALO TRADERS WELFARE ASSON. Appel | ant (s)
VERSUS

Uuol. & ORS Respondent (s)

(for clarification/direction and office report)
I.A No.22 (appln. for intervention/direction) in CA No.3769/1996

Date : 05/11/2004 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR, JUSTI CE N. SANTCSH HEGDE
HON BLE MR JUSTICE S.B. SI NHA
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE A K. MATHUR

For Petitioner (s) :M. Jayant Bhushan, Sr. Adv.
Ms. Shireen S.P. Singh, Adv.

M. Rohit Alex, Adv.

M. Rajiv Mshra, Adv.

M. B.B. Bhatia, Adv.

Ms. Iti Sharma, Adv.
ForMs. P.H Parekh & Co.

I.A 22M. A Saran, ASG
Ms. Rekha Pandey, Adv.
Ms. Anil Katiyar, Adv.

For Respondent (s)M. Y.P. Mahajan, Adv.
K. C. Dua, Adv.

M C. Mehta, Adv.

Sushi| Kumar Jain, Adv.
Prati bha Jain, Adv.

A. P. Dhamja, Adv.
Ruchi Kohli, Adv.

Ram Ni was, Adv.

Sarad Singhani a, Adv.
H. D. Thanvi, Adv.
Puneet Jain, Adv.

Mona Raj vanshi, Adv.

L. P. Singh, Adv.

Bi nu Tanta, Adv.

Har deep Si ngh Anand, Adv.
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Chitra Markandaya, Adv.

For DDAM . V.B. Saharya, Adv.
forMs. Saharya & Co.

M. S.A Syed, Adv.
For CPCBM. Vijay Panjwani, Adv.

M. Goodw || | ndeevar, Adv.



For NCT Del hi/M. A Saran, ASG
Del hi Admm. Ms. Rekha Pandey, Adv.
Ms. Anil Katiyar, Adv.

M. K R Rajasekaran Pillai, Adv.
M. Shrish Kumar M sra, Adv.
M. Ashok K. Srivastava, Adv.

for MCDM. Mikul Rohtagi, Sr.Adv.
M. Sanjiv Sen, Adv.
M. Rajan Narain, Adv.

M. Prashant Chaudhary, Adv.

M. S. WasimA. Qadri, Adv.

For U.P.M. Kam endra M shra, Adv.
M. Raj eev Kumar, Adv.

Mohd. Saud, Adv.

Ms. Rashmi Singh, Adv.

Ms. Sheil Mhini Sethi, Adv.
Ms. Seema M dha, Adv.

M. Sakesh Kumar, Adv.
M. Satish K Agnihotri, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court made the follow ng
ORDER
The question of shifting and noderni sation of the slaughter house presently situated at |dgah
has been pendi ng consideration before this Court for the last over 8 years. Before that this i
ssue was pendi ng before the Del hi Hi gh Court for a long time. During the course of hearing of
this appeal on various dates, various |ands available for shifting the slaughter house (abatto

ir) were considered and one of themwas the land fill area at Chazi pur
On 14.7.2004 after considerable discussion the Minicipal Corporation of Del hi (MZD) proposed t
he land fill area at Ghazipur as the nost appropriate place for constructing a nodern abattoir

for which they submitted sufficient funds had been made avail abl e by the concerned Governnent
and other authorities. They also submitted to this Court that an ultra nodern abattoir in col
| aboration with foreign parties can be constructed at that place which would not either aesthe
tically or otherw se, cause any inconvenience to the residents in the surrounding areas. They
al so undertook to develop the land in and around the proposed abattoir by |andscaping the sane
It was also promised that all the wastes after slaughtering will be incinerated in accordanc

e with the Pollution Control |laws and the project would not be an eye sore.

Hence, taking note of the unhygienic conditions in which the present sl aughterhouse is functio
ning and with a view of developing the sanme into a nodern abattoir, this Court directed the s
hifting of the present activities of the slaughterhouse at Idgah within six nonths for which n
ecessary tenporary arrangenents were directed to be nmade by the MCD in cooperation wth other
concerned authorities and a nodern abattoir as submitted to this Court which would function sc
ientifically was directed to be constructed and conpleted within 2 years fromthe said date. T
he MCD had agreed to undertake that exercise and assured the Court that it would conplete the
project well within the time stipulated in our order. At different stages of hearing, we have
al so been assured by the MCD that the devel opmental work is going on in full swing and they ha
ve already spent several crores of rupees on this project.

In this appeal, Union of India, Delhi Devel opment Authority (DDA), the Central Pollution Contr
ol Board (CPCB), NCT Del hi/Del hi Adm nistration, State of U P. apart fromthe MCD along with o
ther contesting persons were parties and were represented through their counsel, all of themw
ere heard before the abovenentioned order of this Court was passed on 14.7.2004 and no one inc
luding private parties objected to the sane.
At no point of time when the matter was pending before this Court and nore so inmediately afte
r the order was passed, no objection was taken that Ghazipur land fill area is not a suitable
pl ace for constructing an abattoir because of its proximty to the H ndon air-base. It is only
yesterday, the learned Additional Solicitor General noved an application on behalf of the Ind
ian Air Force wherein it is stated that construction of an abattoir could be hazardous to the
activities of the Air Force from Hi ndon air-base. The statenent nade therein, if really true,
woul d per se conpel us at this belated stage to stop further construction of the abattoir at
Ghazipur. W really do not know the reason behind this belated application by the Air Force be
cause eversince the order passed by us on 14.7.2004, there has been wi de nedi a coverage and di



scussions for and agai nst establishnment of an abattoir at Ghazipur. It is very difficult to un
derstand how these nedia reports did not cone to the notice of the Indian Air Force till recen
tly in spite of the fact an organisation like the Air Force nust be keeping constant vigil onc
e the safety of its air base

Be that as it may, since the apprehension expressed by the Air Force for whatever reason, as s
tated above, conpels us to have a rethink on this entire project which sadly has progressed co
nsi derably. For this we nust squarely hold responsible all persons concerned with the safety o
f the activities of the Air Force from Hi ndon air-base for not having brought to our notice th
e possible danger to the said activities of that air-base by the construction of the abattoir
at GChazi pur.

Since we sense that sone of the concerned respondents are not sincerely interested in solving
this problemwhich in the ordinary course ought to have been their duty and responsibility and
which is thrust upon this Court for want of will on the part of the said respondents, we are
constrained to sunmon the Chief Secretary of NCT Del hi and the Secretary, Mnistry of U ban De
vel opment, Government of India, to be present in this Court on 17.11.2004 on which date they s
hall file an affidavit why this possible danger to the activities of the air-base at Hi ndon wa
s not brought to our notice when the decision was taken to choose GChazi pur as the place for co
nstructing the abattoir. They will also indicate to this Court on that date a definite alterna
te site suitable for construction of an abattoir and commit thenselves to acquire and hand-ove
r possession such land to the MCD for construction of a new abattoir as well as for shifting t

he activities of the slaughterhouse fromldgah as an i nedi ate measure.

The NCT Del hi as well as the Union Mnistry of Urban Devel opnment will al so show cause why they
shoul d not be called upon to conpensate the MCD for the ampount al ready spent in developing th
e land-fill area at Ghazipur

Call this matter on 17.11.2004.

( PAWAN KUVAR) ( PREM PRAKASH)
COURT MASTER  COURT MASTER



