DYl TEM NQ. 40 COURT NO. 1 SECTION PI L

SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A

RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

WRIT PETITION (CIVIL) NO 44 OF 2004

PEOPLE FOR ETHI CAL TREATMENT OF ANl MALS Petitioner(s)

VERSUS

UNION OF | NDI A & ORS. Respondent ( s)

(Wth appln(s) for exenption fromfiling OQT.)

Date: 09/10/2006 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
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S.WA. Qadri, Adv.
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Ms. Anil Katiyar, Adv.
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the Court made the follow ng

ORDER

We have perused the I nspection Report of slaughter houses in

the State of Tam | Nadu prepared by the Aninmal Wl fare Board of India

(A-WB.I1.) which has been filed in this Court along with an affidavit. The
position of alnost all the slaughter houses seens to be very disnal. The

gener al observati ons made by A WB.I. show that practically in

ni ne out of thirty three sl aught er houses, there is hardl y a

avail abl e. Rul es and Regul ati ons are observed in br each. The

mai nt enance of sanitation and hygi ene wer e f ound to be totally

Solid wast e in sone of t he sl aught er houses is bei ng r enoved
a

week; in sone places, once in a nonth; and in others, it is being renoved



as and when the municipal vehicles chose to go to that area. Qut of thirty

t hr ee, veterinary doctors have been appoi nt ed in only t wo sl au
ghter

houses; in another two, there were part-tinme doctors at a meagre nonthly

sal ary of Rupees eighty; and in renaining slaughter houses, there is none.

Furt her, according to the Report, illegal slaughtering was reported in al

t he pl aces. As agai nst this, t he af fidavit filed on behal f
of t he State

Gover nnent only sets out t he reports recei ved by t he Conmi ssi o
ner of

Muni ci pal Admi ni stration from different Muni ci pal ities/ Cor por ati ons.

The sai d responses are only gener al in nat ure and in many re
spects are

contrary to t he fact ual situation denonstr at ed by t he Report 0
f t he

A WB.I. The State Gover nrent / Muni ci pal Cor por ati ons/ Muni ci palities

shoul d have shown in what regard the Report of AWB.I. is incorrect.

Despite | apse of a nonth, response to the suggestions given by
the | earned counsel for the petitioner is not forthcomng. |In substance, the
suggestions basically seek to enforce properly the
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regul ati ons of sl aught eri ng in t he sl aught er houses o) t hat sl aught eri ng

takes place having due regard to hygi ene and ot her stipul ati ons under the

Prevention of Cruelty to Ani mal (Sl aught er Houses) Rul es, 2001. The

Speci al Secretary, Minicipal Admnistration of the State Governnment, is



directed to file an affidavit, particularly dealing with the suggestions given

by the | earned counsel for the petitioner on or before 3rd Novenber, 2006

and soon thereafter, the matter shall be |isted.

In respect of t he St ates of Kerala and Kar nat aka, A WB.I.

shal |l conduct in detail exam nation of the slaughter houses and file report

pl aci ng on record t he state of affairs of t he sl aught er houses and t he

compl i ance of t he Rul es af or esai d. The State Gover nrent s/ Muni ci pa

Cor por ati ons and ot her concer ned authorities are directed to fully

cooperate with A WB. 1. A WB. 1. is grant ed three nmont hs’ time to
complete the exercise and file its response. Copy of that Report shall be

gi ven to t he | ear ned counsel appeari ng for t he State Gover nment s of
Kerala and Karnataka and to t he petitioner. Response thereto be filed

within a nonth thereafter.

To consider appropriate directions, if required, to be issued in

respect of slaughter houses in the States of Kerala and Karnataka, list the

matter after four nonths.

[ T.1. Rajput ] [ V.P. Tyagi ]

A R -cumP. S Assi stant Regi strar



