II5 1
| TEM NO 1 COURT NO. 5 SECTI ON PI L

SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

VWRI T PETITION (ClVIL) NO 51 CF 2006

BACHPAN BACHAO ANDOLAN Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
UNION OF I NDI A & ORS. Respondent ( s)

(Wth appln(s) for interimdirections, exenption fromfiling
O T., permission to anend the directions sought in the witten
subni ssi ons dated 7.4.2008 and office report)

(FOR FI NAL DI SPOSAL)

Date: 17/02/2010 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE DALVEER BHANDARI
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE A. K. PATNAI K

For Petitioner(s) Colin Gonsal ves, Sr. Adv.
Di vya Jyoti, Adv.

Jyoti Mendiratta, Adv.
Aananat Ast hana, Adv.
For Respondent (s) Gopal Subramani um SG
A. K. Srivastava, Adv.
Anand Var nma, Adv.
Sushnma Suri, Adv.
Anubhav Kumar, Adv.
Suni ta Ver na, Adv.
Sadhana Sandhu, Adv.
S.N. Terdal , Adv.

s. Jayshree Anand, AAG, Pb.
K. K. Mahal ik, Ad.

s. Noorj ahan, Adv.

Aj ay Pal, Adv.

Sanjay R Hegde, Adv.
Anit Kr. Chaw a, Adv.
A. Rohen Si ngh, Adv.

Tar a Chandra Shar nmm, Adv.
Neel am Shar ma, Adv.
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M. S WA Qadri, Adv.

M. Raj eev K. Dubey, Adv.

M. Kaml endra M shra, Adv.
Ms. Anil Kunmar Jha, Adv.

M. Ani s Suharawardy, Adv.
S. Mehdi | mam Adv.
T. Ahnad, Adv.

M

M

Ms. Monpta O nam Adv.
M s.

for Cor porate Law G oup, Adv.
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Mohanprasad Mehari a, Adv.

Mani sh Si nghvi , AAG Raj .
Devanshu Kumar Devesh, Adv.
R Gopal akri shnan, Adv.

M Iind Kumar, Adv.

Gopal Si ngh, Adv.
Mani sh Kumar, Adv.
Rituraj Biswas, Adv.
Chandan Kunar, Adv.

Janar anj an Das, Adv.
Swet aketu M shra, Adv.
P. P. Nayak, Adv.

Hemant i ka Wahi , Adv.
Somanat h Padhan, Adv.

Ashok Bhan, Adv.
Savitri Pandey, Adv.
Var una Bhandari , Adv.
D. S. Mahra, Adv.

S. Wsim A Qadri, Adv.
Suni t a Shar ma, Adv.
Gunwant Dar a, Adv.

Ani | Katiyar, Adv.

D. S. Mahra, Adv.

Ranesh Babu M R , Adv.

T. Harish Kumar, Adv.
Prasanth P., Adv.
V. Vasundevan, Adv.

V.G Pragasam Adv.

S.J. Aristotle, Adv.

Prabu Ramasubr amani an, Adv.
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Pradeep Purohit, Adv.
B. S. Banthi a, Adv.

Kam ni Jai swal , Adv.
Nar esh K. Shar ma, Adv.

Arun K. Sinha, Adv.
Enatoli Sena, Adv.
Edwar d Bel ho, Adv.
Rituraj Biswas, Adv.

Pragayan Pradi p Sharma, Adv.
P. V. Yogeswar an, Adv.
R N. Upadhya, Adv.

Ani | Shrivast av, Adv.
Ritu Raj, Adv.

Supar na Srivastava, Adv.

Sudar shi ni Ray, Adv.

Ram Swar up Shar ma, Adv.

Raj esh Srivastava, Adv.
Khwai r akpam Nobi n Si ngh, Adv.

Rat an Kumar Choudhuri , Adv.



Anur adha Rust agi , Adv.
D. Bharat hi Reddy, Adv.

G Prakash, Adv.

S. S. Shanshr ey, Adv.
P.N. CGupta, Adv.

Aruna Mat hur, Adv.
Amarj eet Singh Grsa, Adv.
Vi mal Dubey, Adv.
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for Ar put ham Aruna & Co., Adv.

Shai | Kumar Dwi bedi, ASG

Pranod Swar up, Sr. Adv.

Indra Pratap Singh, Adv.

Anuvr at Shar ma, Adv.

Al ka Si nha, Adv.

Naresh K. Sharma, Adv.
Manoj K. M shra, Adv.
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M. Balaji Srinivasan, Adv.
Ms. Madhusm ta Bora, Adv.
M. B.D. Vivek, Adv.
Ms. A. Subhashi ni, Adv.
M. Manjit Singh, AAG
M. Kamal Mhan Gupt a, Adv.
M. K. N Mdhusoodhanan, Adv.
M. R Sathish, Adv.
UPON hearing counsel the Court nade the foll ow ng
ORDER
M. Colin CGonsal ves, | ear ned seni or
appeari ng on behal f of t he petitioner submitted

Section 5 of the Child Labour (Prohibition and Regul ati on)

Act, 1986, which deals with Child Labour Technical Advisory
Committee, Section 9 which deals with notice to |nspector,

and Section 17 which deals with appointnment of |nspectors,

have not been i mpl enent ed by t he respondents.
counsel for the respondent Union of India may give proper

response on the next date of hearing.

The petitioner has al so sought sone directions. W
treat t he directions sought by petitioner No. 1
interlocutory application. Let notice of this interlocutory
application be given to the Union of India, all the States
and the Union Territories.

It is stated that copies of this application has
al ready been given to the Union of India, |earned counsel
for the States and | earned counsel appearing for the Union
Territories. In case any counsel has not received the copy
of this application, the sane nay be collected fromthe
of fice of M. Gonsal ves.
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. A No. 8 and al | ot her appl i cations
intervention are allowed. Let copies of these applications
be supplied to the Union of India, |earned counsel for the
St ates and | ear ned counsel appeari ng for t he
Territories. They may file their reply, if any, within
four weeks.

List the matter for further directions on 29th March,
2010.

Consol i dated set of directions have been sought by
the Union of India and the petitioner(s).

W have heard t he | ear ned Solicitor Gener al
India and the | earned counsel for the petitioner(s).

O ders reserved.

(A.S. BISHT) (NEERU BALA VI J)
COURT MASTER COURT MASTER
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