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For Appellant (s) M. B K Prasad, Adv.
For Respondent (s) M. K K Gupta, Adv.
M. Pranod Dayal, Adv.
M. Sushil Kumar Jain, Adv.
M. B V Bal aram Das, Adv.
M. S K Dwivedi, Adv.
M. Sanjay Parikh, Adv.
In SLP(C) 16175/ 97@®
For Petitioner(s) Ms. B Vijayal akshmi Menon, Adv.
For Respondent (s) M. Jayant Bhushan, Adv.

M. S R Hegde, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER

On  3rd Decenber, 2001, an order was passed by this
Court, after it had been brought to its notice by Shri
Pari kh that there has been large scale disappearance of
waste fromthe ports and this informati on was avail able for
quite sone time, and the Union of India was required to
conduct an inquiry and file an affidavit within seven weeks
i ndicating what steps have been taken in this regard. M.
A D N Rao, Adv. has filed in Court an Ofice Order dated
31st January, 2002 of the Mnistry of Environment & Forest,
whereby an 8-Menber Committee has been constituted and
three nonths’ tinme has been given to the Conmittee to

.4 -
. PA



complete the work of verifying the inventory of hazardous
wastes and identifying shortages, etc. The order of 3rd
Decenber, 2001 had expected the work to be conpleted within
seven weeks but what has happened now is that realising the
fact that the case is listed for hearing today the office
order of 31st January, 2002 has been produced before us.
No affidavit has been filed so far and M. A D N Rao seeks
12 weeks’ time for doing the needful

Qur attention has also been drawmn to this Court’s
order dated 14th Septenber, 2001 where the Solicitor
General had nade a statenment that a large part of waste oi
whi ch was cont am nated had been inported and an application
for direction for disposal of the sane by applying the
principle of ‘pollutor pays’ would be filed. No such
application has been filed and information is also not
available as to what has happened to this contani nated
waste oil nor has the Court been infornmed of the nanes of
the person who had inported the said contam nated waste oi
under the garb of lubricating oil.

It appears to us that the orders passed by this
Court are not taken as seriously as they should be. W now
direct the Secretary, Mnistry of Environnent & Forests to
file affidavits in conpliance of this Court’s orders dated
14th Septenmber, 2001 and 3rd Decenber, 2001 wthin 12
weeks. Because of the non-conpliance with this Court’s
orders, the Mnistry of Envi ronment shall also pay
Rs. 10, 000/ - as costs. The Governnent will be at liberty to
recover the costs fromthe officials who were negligent in
not conplying with this Court’s orders.

List after 12 weeks.
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