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VERSUS
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(Wth applns. for ex-parte stay and inpleading party and intervention)

(For final disposal)

C. A No. 7660/ 1997
(Wth office report)( For final disposal)
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Rakesh K. Sharma, Adv.
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SIS

UPON hearing the counsel the Court nmade the follow ng
ORDER

We have perused the Second Quarterly Report from February, 2004 to April, 2004 filed by the M
nitoring Cormttee to oversee the inplenmentation of directions passed in the wit petition. T
he report records that due to indiscrimnate dunping of hazardous waste due to non-existent or
negligent practices together with | ack of enforcenent by authorities, the ground water and, t
herefore, drinking water supplies have been effected/ danmaged. The State Governnents of Mad
hya Pradesh and
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Gujarat are directed to take steps to supply fresh drinking water in tanks or pipes, particula
rly, taking into consideration, the fact that sumer season has already set in. It shall be d
one expeditiously.
Industrial estates of Vapi, Ankleshwar and Vadodara in the State of Gujarat and Uni on Carbide
Pl ant in Bhopal, Madhya Pradesh were inspected by the Conmittee. The two State Governments wo
uld ensure supply of water in such villages/areas which are effected, |ist whereof has already
been given by | earned counsel for the petitioner to | earned counsel appearing for the two Sta
tes.
Regardi ng supply to overhead tanks as nentioned in clause (iv) of point 1.5, the governnments s
hal | ensure rel ease of water through overhead tanks as expeditiously as possible.

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



