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WRI T PETITION (Givil) NO 44 OF 2004

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

VERSUS

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

(Wth appln(s) for exenption fromfiling O T.)

Date: 02/05/2005 This Petition was called on for hearing today.
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Ms. Hemanti ka Wahi, Adv.
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Shi bashi sh M sra, Adv.

R Ayyam Perunal , Adv.
S. Val |l i nayagam Adv.

Sewa Ram Bai r wa, Adv.



UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng

ORDER

The M ni stry of Envi r onnent and Forest s,

af fidavit

t he

dated 24th March, 2005, has sought additional three nonths' tine to take

appropriate action in regard to t he consi derati on
osal of t he

Animal Welfare Board of India [for short, "the

4] -

Boar d"] for appoi nti ng State | evel forest of ficers as of ficers
under Rule 9(1) of the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals (Sl aughter House)

Rul es, 2000, to inspect the slaughter houses. Prinma facie, we tend to agree
with the subnissions made by M. Raj Panjwani, |earned counsel, about

the problens likely to arise if forest officers are enpowered under Rule 9

(1) of the Rules. Further, some of the States, as noticed in the affidavit

of

t he

enpower ed

dat ed 24th March, 2005, have reservations about such aut hori sati on

favour of t he forest of ficers. e direct t he M ni stry to
expeditiously as to the proper person or authority, who nmay be enpowered
to inspect the slaughter houses under Rule 9(1) of the Rules. The Mnistry

shal | file af fidavit by 15th July, 2005. In t he meanwhi | e,
t he

Board, which is situated in Chennai, to at |east inspect the main slaughter
houses in the State of Tam | Nadu and file its inspection report. The Board
is enpowered to inspect the slaughter houses under Rule 9(1) of the Rules.
Thi s aspect has al so been nentioned in the order dated 1st Novenber, 1994.

List the wit petition in the nonth of August, 2005.

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