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UPON hearing counsel, the Court nade the follow ng
ORDER

Fourth Report dated 14th August, 2003 has been filed by the Comnissioners - Dr. N C. Saxena an
d M. S.R Sankaran. Copy of that report may be supplied to such of |earned counsel who may a
pproach the Registry. 1In respect of report of the H gh Powered Cormmittee, the same may be sup
plied by the petitioner to the States through their counsel on paynent basis.

In the Report dated 14th August, 2003, various issues have been dealt with such as M d-day Mea
I's, Integrated Child Devel opnent Schene (I CDS), Targeted Public Distribution System (TPDS), An
tyodaya Anna Yoj ana, other social security schenes, Enploynent Progranmmes, Urban Destitution,
Corruption and Transparency and various directions have been sought fromthis Court. W are o
f the view that many of the aspects dealt in the Report can be sorted out between the Central
and/ or State Governnents and the petitioners, particularly, having regard to the fact that it
is a non-adversary litigation and the aspects dealt with pertain to that class of «citizens wh
ich cannot afford even two times nmeal. M. Gonsalves states that he had di scussed the matter
with M. Soli J. Sorabjee, |earned Attorney Ceneral and he was al so of the view that many aspe
cts can be thrashed out across the table during nutual discussions. It is also so stated by le
arned counsel for the Union of India. If necessary, at appropriate stage, States can also be i
nvol ved in the aspect of resolution of sone of the matters. Let this be done within four week
s. The matters which remain unresol ved, parties can seek directions fromthe Court.

State of Haryana and State of U P. may file affidavits within one week.

I.A No. 27

Issue notice to the State of Jharkhand. M. Ashok Mathur, |earned counsel accepts notice on b
ehal f of the said State. Let reply be filed within three weeks. Rejoinder within tw weeks t
hereafter.

Let the nmatter cone up after 5 weeks.

(S. Thapar) (V. P. Tyagi)
PS to Registrar Court Master



