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| TEM NO 27 COURT NO. 3 SECTI ON PI L
SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A

RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS
WRI T PETITION (CIVIL) NO(s). 473 OF 2005

SAMPURNA BEHRUA Petitioner(s)
VERSUS

UNION OF I NDI A & ORS. Respondent ( s)

(Wth appl n(s) for interim directions, exenption from filing

O T.,permission to file additional docunents and office report)

Date: 17/01/2011 This Petition was called on for hearing today.
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o -

(State of Bihar) Gopal Singh , Adv.

Mani sh Kunar, Adv.
(State of Tripura) Gopal Singh , Adv.
Mani sh Kumar, Adv.

=3 53 =§s%



(State

(State

(State

(State

(UT of

(State

(State

(State

(State

(State

(st. of

(State

Hemant i ka Wahi , Adv.
Nupur Kani ngo, adv.

Kam ni Jai swal , Adv

Naresh K. Sharma , Adv

Sushma Suri , Adv.

of Si kkim A. Mari ar put ham Adv. Genl ., Si kki m
Aruna Mat hur, Adv.

Yusuf Khan, Adv.

Avnesh Arput ham Adv.

Megha Gaur, Adv.

M S Arput ham Aruna & Co. , Adv

IFSSES F5F 55

=

D.S. Mahra , Adv

Ranj an Mukherj ee , Adv
S. Bhowni ck, Adv.

S. C. Ghosh, Adv.

of Meghal aya)

of Nagal and) Edwar d Bel ad, Adv.

Kenatoli Semm, Adv.

ss 5558
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M. T. Harish Kumar, Adv.

M. Manjit Singh, AAG, Haryana
For M. Kanmal Mohan gupta, Adv.

Bal aji Srinivasan , Adv.
M1lind Kumar , Adv.

Ajay Pal , Adv.
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UPON hearing counsel the Court nade the foll ow ng
ORDER

We had directed the States to file status reports
4

in regard to inplenentation of the Juvenile Justice Act.

Re: State of Punjab
The | atest position is not reflected by filing of
an affidavit. The | earned counsel for the petitioner
submitted that on verification with several NG3s in the

state, it is found that Juvenile Justice Boards have been

constituted in every district but t he Child
Commi ttees have not been constituted in al |
di stricts. Lear ned Addi ti onal Solicitor

appearing for the Union of India submtted that as per

the information available with the National Conmi ssion

for Child Wlfare, the Child Welfare Commi ttees have been

constituted in five districts and t hese five

Welfare Cormittees are catering to the needs of all the

20 districts. Havi ng regard to Juvenile Justice Act, it

will be necessary for t he State to constitute
Wl fare Conmittee for every district. The
Punj ab seeks time to constitute t he Child

Conmittee in accordance with the provisions of the Act.

Conpl i ance and affidavit to be filed within two nonths.

Re: State of Haryana

Wel fare
t he 20
Cener al
Child
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In regard to State of Haryana, no affidavit is

filed. None appears for the State of Haryana. In the
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ci rcumst ances, t wo nont hs time is grant ed for filing
affidavit by the State of Haryana subject to paynent of
cost of Rs.2500/- payable to Suprene Court Legal Services

Committee within four weeks.

Re: State of Utar Pradesh

In regard to t he State of Uttar Pradesh, an
af fidavit has been filed showi ng t hat there are 72
districts in U P.; that in 66 districts, Juvenile Justice
Boards have been constituted and that in 61 districts,
Child Vel fare Commi ttees have been consti tuted. M.
Pranod Swarup, |earned senior counsel appearing for the
State  of u. P. subnits t hat even in regard to t he
remai ni ng districts, t he Juvenil e Justi ce Boar ds and
Child Wlfare Conmittees will be constituted in a short
whil e and the process of issuing notification is on. Two
months time is given to enable themto i ssue necessary

notifications and file a further conpliance report.

Re: State of Rajasthan
In regard to State of Rajasthan, an affidavit has
been fil ed. It is stated that there are 33 districts in
the State and in all districts, Juvenile Justice Boards
had been constituted . However, as the term of sone of
the Boards have expired, the State is in the process of

reconstituting t he Boar ds and it has submitted t hat
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reconstitution will be conpleted shortly. In so far as
the Child Wlfare Cormittees are concerned, the State has

established themin 29 of the districts and in regard to

the remaining 4 districts, the process of establishing

themis stated to be in progress. In view of the said



statenment, matter is adjourned by two nonths to enabl e
themto do the needful and file appropriate conpliance
report.
Re: State of Assam
In regard to t he State of Assam an
regardi ng conpl i ance has been filed. Affidavit
that Juvenile Justice Boards and Child Welfare Conmittees
have been constituted in all the 27 districts.
counsel for the State subnmitted that the figure 25 in
regard to Juvenile Justice Board is a typographical error
and State has established Juvenile Justice Board in every
district. They are permtted to file an

affidavit reporting conpliance within two nonths.

Re: NCT of Del hi
M. T.S. Doabia, |earned senior counsel appearing
for NCT of Delhi submitted that the figure of pending
cases had been given earlier approxinmately; and that two
Juvenil e Justice Boar ds are functioning and t he
Board i s being set up. He stated that steps are al so

bei ng taken for establishnent of adequate nunber of Child
7

Welfare Committees and seeks two nonths tine to file a

conpl i ance report.

Li st t he mat t er for consi deration of t he
compl i ance by t he states of H machal Pradesh
Ut t ar akhand, Madhya Pr adesh, Oissa and Karnataka on
14. 2. 2011. The Union of India is also directed to file

an affidavit giving consolidated figure in regard to all

the States by then

( OP. Sharma ) ( MS. Negi )
Court Master Court Master
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