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

SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

A 1/2006 in WRIT PETITION (CIVIL) NO(s). 195 OF 2006

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

(Wth appl n(s) for directions)

Date: 06/12/2007 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
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State of Nagal and

State

of

Chattisgarh

State of Sikkim

M s. Asha G Nair, Adv.

M. Anil Shrivastav, Adv.
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State of MP. M. B.S. Banthia, Adv.
M. Vi kas Ujpadhyay, Adv.
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For Ms. Corporate Law G oup, Advs.
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Ms. Hemanti ka Wahi, Adv.
Ms. Pinky, Adv.
Ms. Jesal, Adv.
Ms. Sangeeta Singh, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court made the follow ng
ORDER

Heard | earned amicus curiae and counsel for the Central Zoo Authority.

Learned ami cus curiae points out that the Central Zoo Authority has de-
recogni zed 302 zoos all over India. It is subnmitted that when a zoo is de-recognized,
it has to stop exhibition of animals and any viol ation thereof by continuing exhibition
of animals would attract the penal provisions of the Wldlife Protection Act, 1972. W
are told that those zoos were de-recognized, as they were not in conformty with the
standards prescribed. After de-recognition, the Central Zoo Authority has not issued
any direction in regard to the fate of the animls which are kept in de-recognized

Z00s.

We, therefore, direct the Central Zoo Authority to come up with
conmprehensive guidelines as to (i) howit will deal with application for revival of
recognition; (ii) the manner in which the animals in de-recognized zoos should be
dealt with. The amicus curaie pointed out that unless there is a direction to stop
exhibiting the animals in de-recognized zoos, the zoos will not be notivated to rectify

the shortcom ngs and provide the up-gradation required as per the guidelines
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prescribed by the Central Zoo Authority and the provisions of the Wldlife Protection
Act, for giving recognition again. The Central Zoo Authority is directed to cone up
wi th proper suggestion in this regard al so. The suggestions/guidelines to be
submitted within a period of eight weeks.

Li st after three nonths.
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