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I.A NOS.23, 40, 42, 43, 55, 56 & 57 IN
WRI T PETITION (C) NO 657 OF 1995

RESEARCH FOUNDN. FOR SCI ENCE Petitioner(s)
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UOIl & ANR Respondent ( s)

(Wth appln(s) for directions and inpl eadnent and clarification
and office report)

W TH CONMTI. PET. (C) NO. 155 of 2005

(Wth appln.(s) for directions and office report)
SLP(C) NO 16175 of 1997

(Wth appln.(s) for ex-parte stay and inpl eadi ng party)
Cvil Appeal NO 7660 of 1997

(Wth office report)

Civil Appeal NOS.8300-8301 of 2004

(Wth appln.(s) for inpleading party)

Dat e: 19/04/2012 These Petitions were called on for hearing today.
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UPON hearing counsel the Court made the follow ng
ORDER

During the course of hearing of |I.A No.23 of 2005,
it transpired t hat t he af fidavit af firned by M. Di nesh
Chandra on behalf of Ms. Shiv Priya Overseas (P) Ltd., on
28t h July, 2005, and which has been included in the paper
book, differs fromthe copy of the affidavit which has been
included in the conpilation filed on behalf of M. Dinesh
Chandr a. Since a very significant sentence, in which M.
D nesh Chandra had undertaken to pay the incineration cost,
has been onitted fromthe copy of the affidavit included in
the conpilation, let this matter stand over till 26th April,
2012, to enabl e | earned counsel appearing for M. D nesh
Chandra to explain the ananoly.

M. Chi rag Jamal , | ear ned Advocat e, appears and
subnits on i nstructions t hat he wll be  appearing for
Ludhi ana Refineries, which has been identified as defaulter
No. 8, and prays for time to file hi s Vakal at nama and
af fidavit. Such prayer is allowed and |leave is given to

M. Jammval to file his Vakal atnama and affidavit on behal f
WP. (C 657/1995

of the defaulter No.8, within the next date.

Leave is given to Ms. Jai shree Wad, | earned counse
appearing for defaulter Nos.4, 5, 6 and 7, to correct the
cause title of the affidavits already filed by her and to
file an additional affidavit, if required.

Leave is given to the | earned Advocate-on-Record for
M. Dinesh Chandra to apply for a certified copy of the
af fidavit, which was filed on 28th July, 2005. If such an
application is made, the sane is to be supplied to the
applicant i medi ately.

Let it al so be not ed t hat t oday t he cust onms
authorities have entered appearance. They are directed to
file a short affidavit in response to the affidavit filed by
the defaul ters.

Incidentally, the State of Cujarat and the State of
Madhya Pradesh had been directed to file their response with
regard to the steps taken for providing fresh drinking water
in the areas in question. While the State of Gujarat has
filed such an affidavit, the same is yet to be filed by the
State of Madhya Pradesh, for whom Ms. Vi bha Datta Makhij a,
| ear ned counsel , has appear ed and prayed for somne time.
Time for filing such affidavit by the State of MP., is
extended by a period of two weeks and the Central Pollution
Control Board is given tine to file its conposite report by
4t h June, 2012. Copi es thereof nmay be circulated to the
parti es concer ned.

C. A. NOS. 8300- 8301 OF 2004
WP. (C 657/1995

In terms of the signed order, the appeals arising out
of S.L.P. (C Nos.14936-14937 of 1998, may be treated as
wi thdrawn. In view of the order passed in the appeals, the



appl i cations for i mpl eadnent (bei ng . A Nos. 3-4) are

di snmi ssed.
(Chetan Kunar) (Jugi nder Kaur)
Court Master Assi stant Regi strar

(Signed order in C. A NGCS.8300-8301/2004 is placed on the file)
WP. (C 657/1995

IN THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
Cl VI L APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON

ClVIL APPEAL NQ(s).8300-8301 OF 2004

GUJARAT SHI PBREAKERS ASOCN. &ANR Appel | ant (s)
VERSUS
GUIJARAT KHET KAMDAR UNI ON & ORS Respondent ( s)
ORDER
Civil Appeal Nos.8300-8301 of 2004, which arise out of
SLP(C) Nos. 14936- 14937 of 1998, were withdrawn by the Speci al

Leave Petitioners/appellants on 29th February, 2012. In

fact, on that date while M. Agrawal a, |earned ACR appearing
for the petitioners, had submitted that the petitioners did
not wish to proceed with the Special Leave Petitions, M.
CGonsal ves, | earned senior counsel appearing for some of the
respondents, had submitted that the wit petition itself had
been di sposed of by the High Court with certain directions.

Accordingly, nothing further remains in these matters
and the appeals @fromthe Special Leave Petitions may be
treated as withdrawn al so.

However , as i ndi cated by M . Gonsal ves, certain
directions have been gi ven by t he H gh Court while
di sposing of the wit petition, and the sane may be taken
into consideration at the tine of passing final judgment in

WP. (C) 657/1995
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the matter.

In view of the order passed above, the applications

for inpleadnent (being I A Nos.3-4) are dism ssed.



(J. CHELAVESWAR)

NEW DELHI ;
April 19, 2012.



