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| TEM NO. 48 COURT NO. 4 SECTI ON PI L
(Part-heard)
SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

VWRIT PETITION (CIVIL) NO 196 OF 2001

PEOPLE' S UNION FOR CI VIL LI BERTI ES Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
UNION OF I NDI A & ORS. Respondent ( s)

(Regarding reports submitted by Justice D. P. Wadhwa, Retd. Judge,
Suprenme Court of I|ndia)

W TH

I.A Nos.90, 93, 94, 98, 102 to 107 in WP.(C NO 196/2001
(For perm ssion on behalf of respondent No.17 i.e. State of
Mahar ashtra, nodification and directions, intervention on behalf
of West Bengal MR Dealers Association and All Bengal Price
Shop Deal ers Wl fare Association, inpleadnent and exenption
fromfiling OT. and direction)

W TH
WP.(C No. 277/2010
(Wth office report)

Dat e: 29/ 10/ 2010 These Petitions were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR, JUSTI CE DALVEER BHANDARI
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE DEEPAK VERVA

For Petitioner(s) Colin Gonsal ves, Sr. Adv.
D vya Jyoti, Adv.
Jyoti Mendiratta, Adv.

Anuj Castelino, Adv.

Anam Hi ngor ani , Adv.
Priya Hi ngorani, Adv.
Swati Sunbly, Adv.
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For Respondent (s) Mohan Par asar an, ASG

S. Wsim A Qadri, Adv.

Suni ta Shar ma, Adv.

S. S. Rawat, Adv.

D. L. Chi dananda, Adv.

Sushma Suri, Adv.

Ani | Katiyar, Adv.

s. Varuna Bhandari Gugnani, Adv.
D. S. Mehra, Adv.

Sudar shan Si ngh Rawat, Adv.

Jana Kal yan Das, Adv.
Ranj an Mukherj ee, ADv.

S. Bhown ck, Adv.
S. C. Ghosh, Adv.
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Hemant i ka Wahi , Adv.
Renuka Sahu, Adv.
Nupur Kanungo, Adv.

Vijay Pratap Singh, Adv.
Shirish Kr. M shra, Adv.

Pragyan P. Sharma, Adv.
P. V. Yogeswar an, Adv.

H. P. Raval , ASG
I ndi ra Sawhney, Adv.

Mani sh Si nghvi , AAG Raj .
Devanshu Kumar Devesh, Adv.
M 1ind Kunmar, Adv.

Aruna Mat hur, Adv.
Amar j eet Singh G rsa, Adv.

o -

Ri ku Sar nma, Adv.
Cor porate Law G oup, Advs.

o -

for

A. P. Sahay, Adv.
Rachana Sri vast ava, Adv.

Manoj Saxena, Adv.
Mayank Ni gam Adv.
T.V. Ceorge, Adv.

Kam ni Jai swal , Adv.

Shi sh Pal Lal er, Adv.
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Raj u Ramachandran, Sr. Adv.
Khwai r akpam Nobi n Si ngh, Adv.
Sapam Bi swajit Meitei, Adv.

Ranj an Mukherj ee, Adv.

R, Sundar avar adan, Sr. Adv.
V. G Pragasam Adv.

S.J. Aristotle, Adv.

Prabu Ramasubr amani an, Adv.
L. A J. Selvam Adv.s

Jatinder Kumar Bhati a, Adv.

G V. Rao, Adv.
Ravi Prakash Mehrotra, Adv.

Gopal Si ngh, Adv.
Chandan Kumar, Adv.

M N. Kri shnamani, Sr. Adv.
Bi kas Kar GQutpa, Adv.
Abhijit Sengupta, Adv.
Anit Kumar, Adv.

S. K. Keshote, Sr. Adv.
Sachi n Das, Adv.
Abhijit Sengupta, Adv.
Ri turaj Biswas, Adv.

Mani sh Pital e, Adv.

A. Mari arput ham Adv. GCenl ., Si kkim
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Wasi Hai der, Adv.
C.S. Ashri, Adv.

Tar a Chandra Shar nma, Adv.
Neel am Sahr ma, Adv.

B. B. Si ngh, Adv.
Kumar Raj esh Singh, Adv.
Prema Kumari Singh, Adv.

Ani | Shrivast av, Adv.
Ritu Raj, Adv.

Edwar d Bel ho, Adv.

Enatoli Senm, Adv.

Rituraj Biswas, Adv.

Srinivasan Bal aj i, Adv.
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R Vi dut hal ai, Sr. Adv.
T. Harish Kumar, Adv.

Sanjiv Sen, Adv.
Anuj a Chopr a, Adv.

P. Parnmeswar an, Adv.
Prashant Kumar, Adv.

Atul Jha, Adv.
D. K. Si nha, Adv.

Gopal Prasad, Adv.

G V. Chandrashekhar, Adv.
N. K. Ver na, Adv.
Anj ana Chandr ashekar, Adv.

| . Venkat anar ayana, Sr. Adv.
D. Mahesh Babu, Adv.
Ranmesh Al | anki, Adv.

Suni | Fernandes, Adv.
Vi krant Nagpal , Adv.
Si dhant Goel , Adv.
Renu CGupt a, Adv.
Ramesh Babu M R, Adv.

Anur adha Rustagi, Adv.
D. Bharat hi Reddy, Adv.

Sanjay R Hegde, Adv.
Ramesh Kr. M shra, Adv.

Sumita Hazari ka, Adv.
Jayshree Anand, AAG
K. K. Mahal ik, Adv.

Aj ay Pal, Adv.

Manj it Singh, Adv.
Kamal Mohan Gupt a, Adv.

A. Subhashi ni , Adv.

Gopal Si ngh, Adv.

Mani sh Kumar, Adv.
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Kul di p Si ngh, Adv.
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R K. Pandey, Adv.

T.P. M shra, Adv.

Sanj ay Katyal , Adv.

H. S. Sandhu, Adv.
Ravi ndra Keshavrao Adsure, Adv.
Prashant Kumar, Adv.

Vi shwaj it Singh, Adv.

Sanj ay V. Kharde, Adv.
Asha G Nair, Adv.

K. V. Mbhan, Adv.

A. K. Pani grahi, Adv.

N. M Var ghese, Adv.

Tessy Var ghese, Adv.
Raj esh Srivastava, Adv.
Anuvrat Shar e, Adv.

K. N. Madhusoodhanan, Adv.
R Sat hi sh, Adv.

R C. Kaushi k, Adv.
Pradeep M sra, Adv.
Venkat eswara Rao Anunol u, Adv.

Vi kas Upadhyay, Adv.
B. S. Bant hi a, Adv.

Sandeep Gupta, Sr. Adv.
G Prakash, Adv.

Beena Pr akash, Adv.

V. Senthil, Adv.

Pranod Swar up, Sr. Adv.
Raj Kumar Gupt a, Adv.
Kam endra M shra, Adv.
Raj i v Dubey, Adv.

Ani | Kr. Jha, Adv.

Nar esh K. Shar ma, Adv.
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Navneet Kumar, Adv.
Ani | Kumar Jha, Adv.
Vi kas Meht a, Adv.

S. Mehdi | mam Adv.
Tabr ooz Ahned, Adv.
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S. M Jadhav, Adv.

Ani s Suhrawar dy, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court nade the foll ow ng

ORDER

M. Mhan Parasaran, |earned Additional

Solicitor



General subnits that |learned Attorney Ceneral for India
has been briefed in this matter. We would I'ike specific
reply to the foll owi ng queries:

On 20.8.2001, nore than 9 years ago, this Court

passed an or der t hat t he f oodgr ai ns whi ch are over -

flowing in the storage, especially of the FCI godowns and
whi ch are in abundance, should not be wasted by dunping
into the sea or eaten by rats. Mere schenes wi thout any

i mpl ementation are of no use. What is inportant is that
the food nust reach the hungry.

In 2010, t he Gover nment of I ndi a has filed
affidavit before this Court in which it is admitted that
the FCI have reported that 55,121 tonnes of wheat in
Punj ab and Haryana al one have been danmaged or rendered
unfit for human consunpti on. It is further subnitted
that 12,418 tonnes of foodgrains in FCl godowns have been
7

damaged as on 1.8.2010. These figures do not include the
anount of foodgrains which were danmaged in other States.

Procurenent of adequate foodgrains is essential to
provi de food security and to protect the interest of the
farnmers. All t hr ough our anxi ety has been
procured foodgrains be properly preserved. The anount of
f oodgrai ns whi ch cannot be preserved because of |ack of
storing facility, at least that nuch whol esonme foodgrains
be allocated to the BPL popul ation forthwith.

Somre St ates have filed their af fidavits
this Court stating that they had adopted the paraneters
of the Central Governnent and according to that the BPL
popul ation in 2010 is rmuch large. According to the Census
of India, the population of Indiais estimated at 117.67
crores in 2010, whereas the population in 2000 was 99. 69
crores. The foodgrains distributed in 2010 is on the

basi s of 1991 census. Accordi ng to t he petitioner

approximately 7 crores BPL fam |lies have been added now

and t hey have been | eft out of the public distribution

system Learned Attorney General for India should inform

this Court as to why the remaining BPL fam lies should

not be gi ven t he same quot a of f oodgr ai ns.
wor ds, t he f oodgr ai ns be supplied accor di ng
popul ati on of 2010.

Learned counsel for the petitioner also subnmitted
that 150 poorest districts in India be also given the
same anount of f oodgr ai ns as di stributed to
popul ati on.
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List this matter on 11th Novenber, 2010 as first
item

Al | t hose St ates who have not filed t he
affidavits are directed to file the sane on or before 8th
Novenber , 2010 with an advance copy t her eof to
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Central Agency and a copy thereof be nmade available to
t he | ear ned Addi ti onal Solicitor Ceneral s M. Mohan
Parasaran and M. H P. Raval.

(A.S. BISHT) (NEERU BALA VI J)
COURT MASTER COURT MASTER



