*I TEM NO 30 COURT NO. 1 SECTI ON XVI A

SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A

RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

TRANSFER PETITION (CIVIL.) NO(s). 742 OF 2005

SOUTH SUNDARBAN MATSYAJI BI & M K. U & ANR Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
STATE OF WEST BENGAL & ORS. Respondent ( s)

(Wth appln(s) for exenption fromfiling O T. and office report )

WTH SLP(C) NO 11333 of 2005

(Wth prayer for interimrelief and office report)

Date: 21/07/2006 These Petitions were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE THE CHI EF JUSTI CE
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE C. K. THAKKER
For Petitioner(s) M. Sanjiv Sen, Adv.

M. Partha Sil, Adv.
M. Sanjiv Kumar Saxena, Adv.

M . CGhanshyam Joshi, Adv.

For Respondent(s) M. Gopal Subramani um Sr. Adv.
M. Pijush K Roy, Adv.

M. G Ranmekrishna Prasad, Adv.

M. T.C. Sharnma, Adv.

Ms. Neel am Sharma, Adv.



V\BPCB: M. R Mhan, A S G

M. V.G Pragasam Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng

ORDER

The transfer petition and the special |eave petitions are di sposed o

f, in terns of

the signed order.

(N. Annapur na) (V. P. Tyagi)

Court Master Asstt. Registrar

(Signed order is placed on the file)

I N THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A

ClVIL ORI G NAL JURI SDI CTI ON

TRANSFER PETI TION (C) NO 742 OF 2005

W TH

SPECI AL LEAVE PETITION (C) NO 11333 OF 2005

Sout h Sundarban Matsyajibi & Matsya Karmachari Union &

Anr . ... Appel | ant (s)

Ver sus

State of West Bengal & Os. ... Respondent (s)



ORDER

The Special Leave Petition was filed against an interimorder dated 18th

March, 2005 whereby the High Court permitted the proposed construction to go on

by making it clear that such construction would strictly be subject to further orders

that may be passed by the said court and if, ultimately, the court finds the project

agai nst public interest or will add pollution to the air, it may pass necessary orders

for stopping the project and restoring the area to its previous position. The
writ

petition is pending in the High Court. W are told that fromtine to tine the High

Court has passed various orders. The respondent has also filed copies of certa
in

docunent s whi ch had been placed before the H gh Court after the inpugned order

was passed on 18th March, 2005. By order dated 8th August, 2005, status quo as on

t he sai d date as regards t he construction was di r ect ed. Accor di ng to t
he

respondents, the construction of the project was conpleted by the said date. It is

di sput ed by t he petitioners. The petitioners have al so filed Tr ansf er Pe
tition

(No. 742 of 2005) seeking transfer of Wit Petition No.1048(W/2005 fromthe High

Court to this Court.

Havi ng heard | earned counsel for the parties, we see no ground to transfer

t he Wit petition to this Court. The Hi gh Court is sei zed of t he m
atter and

nmoni t ori ng it from time to time, havi ng regard to t he princi pl es govern
ng t he

environnmental laws. At this stage, we wish to say no nore since the issues, subject

matter of the inpugned order dated 18th March, 2005, we are of the view, can be



appropriately dealt with by the High Court in the wit petition

Under these circunstances, we direct that the status quo order dated 8th

August , 2005 shal | conti nue for a peri od of t wo weeks from
t hat t he
petitioners can nmention the natter before the H gh Court. It would be open to the

t oday

H gh Court either to continue the status quo order or pass such other order as it

may deemjust, fit and proper.

The transfer petition and t he speci al | eave petitions
osed of

accordi ngly.

(Y. K. SABHARWAL)

(C. K. THAKKER)
New Del hi ,

July 21, 2006.

are

SO

di sp



