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I N THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
CIVIL ORIGA NAL JURI SDI CTI ON

I.ANO3 INI.ANO1
I'N

WRIT PETITION (C) NO 195 OF 2006

PECPLE FOR ETHI CAL TREATMENT
CF ANI MALS ... PETITI ONER

VERSUS

CENTRAL ZOO AUTHORITY & ORS
RESPONDENTS

CRDER

This wit petition was filed by the petitioner seeking a
direction to the various State Governments to stop operation of zoos
whi ch have been refused recognition by the Central Zoo Authority and
to to take over animals of the unrecogni sed/ de-recogni sed zoos. The
petitioner has al so sought certain consequential directions in regard
to the protection of aninals and endangered species of aninals apart
from providing better and nore natural habitat for animals in zoos
and encl osures.

2. This Court on 9.10.2006 directed that no zoo shall pernmt
any breeding of aninmals beyond the nunber specified by the Centra
Zoo Authority in its directive dated 7.2.1995. By order dated

6. 12.2007, this Court directed the Central Zoo Authority to conme up

with conprehensive guidelines as to (i) howit will deal with
2

applications for revival of recognition; (ii) the manner in which the
animals in de-recogni sed zoos should be dealt with. As the Court was

of the view that unless there was a direction to stop exhibiting the
animals in de-recogni sed zoos, the zoos will not be notivated to rectify
the shortcom ngs and provide the up-gradation required as per the

gui delines provided by the Central Zoo Authority, the said Authority

is directed to cone up with proper suggestions in that regard.

3. In pursuance of it, the Central Zoo Authority came up with

gui del i nes and suggestions in its affidavit filed in February, 2008 and



pl aced before this Court on 11.3.2008. This Court was inforned that

509 applications were received by the Central Zoo Authority from

di fferent zoos, rescue centres and circuses for recognition; that the
Central Zoo Authority rejected 291 applications and granted ot her
applications. Pursuant to such rejection of 291 applications, 260
zoos/ rescue centres/circuses were closed/wound up. In viewof it, this
Court directed action in regard to the remaining 31. On 31.07.2008, it
was reported that out of 31, 15 have applied for fresh recognition and
the sane was under consideration and in regard to the remaining 16
Central Zoo Authority will wite to the respective States to take
appropriate action in accordance with | aw and provisions of the
Wldlife Protection Act, 1972.

4. We thus find that by and | arge the purpose of filing the wit
petition has been achi eved. The un-recogni sed/ de-recongni sed

zoos/ circuses/rescue centres have been cl osed, guidelines have been
3

i ssued, State CGovernnents have been notified of the need to conply

with the provisions of the Act, Rules and the guidelines issued by the
Central Zoo Authority fromtime to time. In view of the above, we are

of the viewthat this petition can be di sposed of reserving liberty to the
concerned authorities to take appropriate action in accordance with

law if there is violation of the Wldlife (Protection) Act, 1972 and the
Rul es thereunder in the respective States/Union Territories. W

di spose of this petition and the pending applications accordingly.

5. Acti on was t aken agai nst t he erring Z00s and
i mpl ement ati on of the provisions of the Act and the Rules could be

made a reality to a reasonable extent by the interest shown and steps
taken by Shri Raj Panjwani, Advocate who assisted the Court. The

Court places its appreciation on record for the service rendered by M.

Panj wani .

( MARKANDEY KATJU )
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I.ANo.3inl.ANo.1in W TPETITION (CIVIL) NO(s). 195 OF 2006

PEOCPLE FOR ETHI CAL TREATMENT OF ANl MALS Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
CENTRAL ZOO AUTHORI TY & ORS. Respondent ( s)

(appl n. on behalf of Central Zoo Authority seeking 4 weeks tinme to subnit
gui delines and office report)

I.A No.4 (appln. (s) for directions)
Date: 10/02/2009 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE R V. RAVEENDRAN
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE MARKANDEY KATJU

For Petitioner(s) M. Raj Panjwani, Adv.
Ms. Purnima Bhat, Adv.

For Respondent (s)
M. B.S. Banthia , Adv.

M. V.G Pragasam, Adv.
M. S.J. Aristotle, Adv.
M . Praburama Subramani an, Adv.

Dr. Mani sh Singhvi, AAG
M. MIlind Kumar, Adv.
M. Aruneshwar Qupta , Adv.

M. Krishnanand Pandeya , Adv.

M. Mhan Parasaran, ASG
Ms. Sunita Sharmm, Adv.
M. S.N Terdal, Adv.

M. S. WasimA. Qadri, Adv.
M. S. WasimA. Qadri, Adv.
Ms Anil Katiyar , Adv.
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M. Riku Sarma, Adv.
M. Ranj an Mukherjee , Adv.

M. Manoj Saxena, Adv.
M. Rajnish Kr. Singh, Adv.
M. Rahul Shukla, Adv.

M. T.V.Ceorge , Adv.

Ms.B.Sunita Rao , Adv.
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Jana Kal yan Das , Adv.

Tara Chandra Sharma , Adv.
Ms. Neel am Sharnmm, Adv.

M. Rtu Raj Biswas, Adv.
M. Chandan Kumar, Adv.
M. CGopal Singh ,Adv.

Savitri Pandey, Adv.
M. Vijay Pratap Singh, Adv.
M. Anil Kumar Jha , Adv.
Sanjay R Hegde , Adv.
M. Amit Kr. Chawl a, Adv.
M. A Rohen Singh, Adv.
M. N shant M shra, Adv.
Kam ni Jai swal , Adv.

M. Raj esh Pathak, Adv.
B. B. Singh , Adv.

Anil Shrivastav , Adv.

C.D. Singh , Adv.
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Hemant i ka Wahi , Adv.
Ms. Manta Tushir, Adv.

M. Anis Suhrawardy , Adv.
M. N Kotiswar, Adv.
. Khwai r akpam Nobi n Si ngh , Adv.
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D.S. Mahra , Adv.
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M S Corporate Law G oup , Adv.
Ms. Jay Sheer Anand, AAG
M. K K Mbhalik, Adv.
M. Ajay Pal , Adv.
M. Naresh K Sharnma , Adv.
M. Annam D.N. Rao , Adv.

M's. Aruna Mathur, Adv.
for M's. Arputham Aruna & Co.

M. T. Harish Kumar, Adv.
M. V. Vasudevan, Adv.

M. Edward Bel ho, Adv.
M. Rituraj Biswas, Adv.
UPON hearing counsel the Court nade the foll ow ng
ORDER

The wit petition and the pendi ng applications

are disposed of in terns of the signed order.



( PAWAN KUMAR) (ANAND SI NGH)
COURT MASTER COURT MASTER
(signed order is placed on the file)



