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I.A.No.5 in TRANSFER CASE (CIVIL.) NO. 26 OF 2007

DR. SUBRAMANIAN SWAMY Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
UNION OF INDIA AND ORS. Respondent(s)

(With appln(s) for directions and office report )
Date: 14/12/2009 This appln. was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON’BLE THE CHIEF JUSTICE
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE R.V. RAVEENDRAN
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE J.M. PANCHAL

For Petitioner(s)/  Petitioner-In-Person &.
applicant(s) Dr.Roxna Swamy, Adv.with him

For Respondent(s)  Mr.H.P.Raval, ASG
Mr.T.A.Khan, Adv.

uol Mr.P.Parameswaran, Adv.
for Mr. D.S. Mahra,Adv.

Mr. A. Subba Rao ,Adv(NP)

Mr. M.A.Chinnasamy ,Adv
Mr.K.Krishna Kumar, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following
ORDER

The arguments were heard over a span of several months and
were concluded on 30.07.2008.

However, at the end of the arguments, the learned counsel
for the Union of India submitted that the Central Government had
given serious consideration to one of the observations/suggestions
made by the Court in regard to an alternative alignment cutting
through a portion of land near Dhanushkodi. It was submitted that
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the Central Government decided to set up an Expert Committee;
that in pursuance of it an Expert Committee headed by
Dr.R.K.Pachouri, Director General, T.E.R.I. was constituted by
Government Order dated 29.7.2008; and that in view of it and
having regard to the delicate and important issues involved,
even though the arguments were concluded and matter was reserved
for judgment, the Court may not proceed to pronounce judgment,
but postpone the decision to enable the Central Government to
consider the recommendations of the Expert Committee and take an
appropriate decision.

In view of it, we have not proceeded to consider the
matter for pronouncing judgment, but awaiting the decision of the



Central Government. In this background, the petitioner has filed
I.A.No.5 of 2009 for appointment of an impartial committee to de
novo consider the feasibility of the project after collecting and
studying the requisite data. When the matter was listed on
03.11.2009, it was submitted on behalf of the Central Government
that the report was not received and further time was sought.
Matters were adjourned to enable the Union of India to file an
affidavit in regard to the status of the Expert Committee report.

The counter affidavit dated 08.12.2009 now filed on behalf of

Union of India states that the Expert Committee appointed by the
Union of India has met on 05.06.2009 and again on 10.11.2009 and

decided to carry out a full-fledged Environmental Impact

Assessment to enable it to decide the possible impact of

alignment 4 A. It was also stated that the National Institute

of  Oceanography would be nominated  for conducting the
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study for Environmental Impact Assessment for which eighteen
months time will be required. As nearly 17 months have elapsed,

the request for another 18 months appears to be not very

feasible. In the circumstances, Mr.Rawal, learned Addl.Solicitor

General sought time to secure instructions regarding a more
definite time schedule. Hence adjourned to 23.02.2010.

(G.V.Ramana) (Veera Verma)
Court Master Court Master



