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| TEM NO. 2 COURT NO. 1 SECTI ON PI L

SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

|.A Nos.2, 27, 34, 38-40, 41, 43-45, 46-47 AND 51, 48-50, 58-60, 52, 95 AND
81, 99, 36, 54, 65, 75, 78, 79, 67 AND 76, 80, 83-84, 87, 88, 89, 90, 92, 37 WTH 91, 94, 96-9
7 & 102,

98, 100 AND 101 IN

WRI T PETITION (CIVIL) NO(s). 337 OF 1995

CENTRE FOR ENVI R LAW WAF- | Petitioner(s)

VERSUS

UOI & ORS. Respondent ( s)

(For nodification/anmendnent of the Court’s order dt.22.8.97 and exenption fromfiling OT. And

direction/nodification of order dt.13.11. 2000 and recomendations of CECin |.A 67 and direct
i ons and

restoration and direction/nodification and for permission to |lay pipeline under the Swarg Ashr

am Laxman

Jhul a Water Supply Schenme and direction/nodifications and condonati on of delay and inpl eadnent
and

for permission to have the BM.- HANSI Branch-Batana Branch nul ti purpose |ink channel through th
e 4.0

acres of land and for bringing on record addl.facts and directions and office report)

Date: 18/07/2007 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE THE CHI EF JUSTI CE
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE R V. RAVEENDRAN
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE DALVEER BHANDARI

For Petitioner(s) M. Vijay Panjwani, Adv.
M . Raj Panjwani, Adv.

For Respondent (s) M. Vi kas Si ngh, ASG

Ms. Ki ran Bharadwaj, Adv.
M . Kri shan Mahaj an, Adv.
M.S. WA Qadri, Adv.

For M .D.S. Mahra, Adv.
Ms. Anil Katiyar, Adv.

M. P. Parmeswaran , Adv
Ms. Sushma Suri, Adv.

For applicant(s)in M. Vi nod A Bobde, Sr.Adv.



I . A Nos. 87, 88, 94

M.

in |.A Nos. 34, 38-

42, 48-50

M s

. Ej az Magbool, Adv.
. K. K Lahiri, Adv.

. Vi kash Si ngh, Adv.
. Taruna Si ngh, ADv

EEEES

. Anagha S. Desai, Adv.
. R K Adsure, Adv.
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M . A D.N. Rao, Adv.(NP)

M . Naveen Kumar Singh, Adv.
For M. Aruneshwar QGupta, AAG

A. Subba Rao , Adv

A. Subhashi ni , Adv

Ashok K. Srivastava , Adv

Ashok Mat hur , Adv

Ani s Suhrawardy , Adv

Ajit Pudussery , Adv

Gopal Singh , Adv
M . Anukul Raj, Adv.
M.Rituraj Biswas, Adv.

D. N. Gobur dhan , Adv

G Prakash , Adv

Hemant i ka Wahi , Adv

Kam ni Jai swal , Adv

M Veer appa , Adv

Pradeep M sra , Adv

40, M.M N. Kri shnamani, Sr. Av.
M . Sanpat h, Adv.
M. Krishan M, Adv.
Rani Chhabra , Adv
4

M. Rajesh Prasad Singh , Adv



M . K. N. Madhusoodhanan, Adv.
M. R Sathish , Adv

M. RS. Suri ,Adv

M. Raj eev Kumar Sharnma , Adv

Ms Lalita Kaushik , Adv

M . A Mari ar put ham Adv.
Ms. Aruna Mat hur, Adv.
For M'S Arputham Aruna & Co. , Adv

M. K R Sasiprabhu , Adv

M. D.S. Mahra , Adv

M. Ranjan Mikherjee , Adv

M. V.G Pragasam, Adv
M .S. Joseph Aristotle, Adv.
M . S. Prabhu Ramasubr anani an, Adv.

M. Jana Kal yan Das , Adv
M . Avi j eet Bhuj abal, Adv.

M s. Rachana Joshi |ssar , Adv

M. J.S. Attri , AAG

M. N raj Sharma , Adv

M. Anil Shrivastav , Adv
M.Rtu Raj, Adv.

M. Sanjay R Hegde , Adv
M. Anmt Kr.Chaw a, Adv.

M . Bi swanat h Aggrawal | a, Adv.
M. Rajiv Mehta , Adv
M. A Henry, Adv.

M . Subranmoni um Prasad , Adv

M. Vishwajit Singh , Adv

M. Shankar Divate , Adv



M. V.N Raghupat hy , Adv

Ms. Rachana Srivastava , AAG NP)

M. R ku Sarma, Adv.

For M'S Corporate Law Group , Advs

Ms. Kavita Wadi a , Adv

Ms. Suparna Srivastava, Adv.
Ms. Ni dhi M nocha, Adv.
M. Rajesh Srivastava , Adv

Ms. Anitha Shenoy , Adv

Ms. Vibha Datta Makhija , Adv
M . Si ddhart ha Dave, Adv.

M. U. Hazari ka, Adv.
M.Satya Mtra, Adv.
Ms. Sumita Hazarika , Adv

M. Amt Kumar , Adv

M. Manjit Singh, AAG
for M.T.V.George, Adv.

M . Manoj Saxena, Adv. (NP)
For M. T.V.George, Adv.

M s. Jayshree Anand, AAG
M. K K. Mahal i k, Adv.
M. A ay Pal, Adv.

M . Areet Si ngh, Adv.
M . Praveen Swarup, Adv.

M . Tara Chand Sharna, Adv. (NP)

UPON hearing counsel the Court nade the foll ow ng
ORDER

The National Board for Wldlife represented through its Menber Secretary is nad
e as a suo

mot u respondent. The copies of the rel evant papers may be served on the Menber Secretary. As r
egards



the pending matters, the views of the National Board for Wldlife could be of imrense inportan
ce. As

directed by this Court’s orders dated 17.10.2006 and 11.1.2007, sone of the States nanely, And
hra

Pradesh, West Bengal, Jharkhand, WManipur, Nagal anad and Uttaranchal have not filed their respo
nses

so far. These States may file their response at the earliest.

I . A No. 94:

Lear ned senior counsel for the applicant seeks permission to wthdraw the appl
cation with
8

liberty to file appropriate proceedi ngs. Pernission sought for is granted. The application is
di sm ssed as
wi t hdr awn.
. A No.102:
Application for inpleadnent is allowed.
I . A No. 96:
State of Uttaranchal is directed to fige its response.

I. A Nos. 87 & 88:

The applications are now pending before the National Board for Wldlife. The app
licants

woul d be at liberty to pursue the mater with the Board. The |.A s are disposed of accordingly.
th

List the matter on 11 Septenber, 2007.

The National Board for Wldlife to file its response in all the pending applicat
ions in the

meant i ne.

(G V. Ranana) (Veera Vernm)
Court Master Court Master



