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UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER

Let this case be listed on or after 13th
Mar ch, 2001 when this Bench sits next.

. A Nos. 18 and 19@@

Cccceeeecceeccecce

The applicant shall also inplead within one week
the other industries who are parties in the present

pr oceedi ngs. I ssue notice thereafter to them In case
any counsel is appearing in these proceedings for the
said industries notice nmmy be served on such |earned
counsel . Ofice report inthis regard my be filed

before the next date of hearing.

(Ganga Thakur) (V. P. Tyagi)
P.S.to Registrar Court Master

Signed order is placed on the file.
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On the 10th of Cctober, 2000 we granted one nore
opportunity to all the parties to neet and consider the
two proposals and finalise one of them We further
directed the Andhra Pradesh Pollution Control Board,
hereinafter referred to as the Board, to file short
affidavit to state which of the two proposals it
considered feasible and possible to be executed. Thi s
affidavit was also to specify the period to be taken in
compl eting the approved proposal. W further directed to
state, which of the industries have yet not reached the
perm ssible | evel of waste and not likely to reach within
three nonths and the last direction was with reference to
the disbursenent of conpensation by the District Judge.
So far as the last direction, as per the office report,
the District Judge has sent an interimreport dated 6th
Decenber, 2000 wth prayer to grant six nonths further
time to facilitate himto submit the final report. e
grant the said the nonths to the District Judge for
pl acing the final report.

In terms of the said order the Board had filed
its status report. Al'l the concerned parties net to
consider the feasibility of the alternative proposals
made by the CEPT, Patanchery. The neeting was held on
20th Cctober, 2000. According to the said report the
conmittee discussed the alternatives in the light of the
earlier orders passed by this Court and came to the
conclusion that none of the alternative proposals were
acceptable but the original first option of 18 km pipe

line was again approved. Annexure IIl of this Repot
finally deals with joint revised action plan for 1|aying
down this 18 km pipe line project. It specifies the

time frane within which this has to be achi eved i ncluding
its total <cost. The matter referred at Serial No.1 of
this Annexure, is the EIAreport for the pipe Iline
project identifying the conpetent agency, awardi ng work,
stating of the agencies as per terms and conditions.
This was to be conpleted by January, 2001. W are
informed a final report is likely to be submtted
shortly. As per this joint revised action plan, the
entire schenme woul d be conpl eted by August, 2002

This schene also envisages the proportionate
costs to be born by the polluting industries, State
CGovernment and the Financial Institutions. On behalf of
the polluting industries we are informed, towards this
they have al ready deposited rupees two crore out of their
1/4th share. So far the State Governnent, |earned
counsel appearing for the State could not state as to by
what tine the State Governnent would be able to deposit
their share and within what time it would be able to get
sponsoring from the financial institutions for the



deposit of their share for the lack of instruction. This
is inportant, since the proposed joint action specifies
fixed time frame for conpleting it, any delay on behalf
of the State would badly affect this project. W hope
and trust the State by the next date fixed will clearly
state the tine within which it would be able to do it,
keeping in view of the time frame specified in this
report.

So far laying down of the pipe line, is a matter
of long termcontrol of pollution but as a short tine
measure we have already directed the industries to
mninmse their pollution. According to the aforesaid
status report the 15 industries which are referred in
Annexure |V have achieved the permssible Ilevel of
di schar ge whi ch only requires further conti nuous
monitoring for maintaining the environnental discipline.
There are 85 industries as per Annexure V.

Annexure 1 of the additional affidavit which have
al ready achi eved 20% hydraul i c reduction or would be able
to do so within the next three nonths. The nmenbers of
CETP Patancheru included in this list achieved inlet
standard of 15,000 MJ L of COD/ TDS regul arly.

Annexure VI contains the list of 14 industries
whi ch have been cl osed/sick due to business reasons. The
recommendations wth reference to these industries are
that this should not be pernmitted to be reopened by the
State Government at the present |ocation as all of them
except one are covered under Red/ Orange Category of
polluting industries. The Annexure VII contains the |ist
of 18 industries who despite the enforcenent mneasures
taken and notices issued remained as the defaulting
cat egory. These are recommended and ordered for closure
till such tine they reach both the perm ssible discharge
standards as also hydraulic reduction. The said 18
industries are referred in Annexure A2 of the additiona
af fidavit. As per the Annexure the industries at Serial
Nos. 1,2,3,4,5,6,14,16 and 17 are the industries which
are already closed. In respect of the other industries
closure order has already been issued until those
i ndustries bring their waste to the permnissible nornms as
per joint action plan. So far as the aforesaid 85
industries referred in Annexure V, the Board will submt
a fresh report on the conpletion of the three nonths
which would be ending by 27th February, 2001 regarding
the progress nade by those industries, who were yet to
complete the approved standard, in case any industry
still remains yet to reach the fixed standard should be
specifically nmentioned.

Another issue raised is with reference to the
waste mininmsation by the polluting industries. Thi s
matter referred in the earlier report of the Board dated
8th July, 2000, wherein the proposal is to mandate
environmental certification wunder [1SD 14001 for the
| arge/ medi um i ndustries operating in district Anberat and
Pat ancher u. This Waste Mninmsation practice is to
mnimse this waste as well as to increase the production
if such increase or expansion does not add to the
pollution | oad at the point of generation. For obtaining
this certification |earned counsel appearing for the
polluting industries sought tinme to seek instructions and
if necessary file areply. So we defer the nmatter to be
consi dered on the next date of hearing.

Another matter referred in this report dated 8th
July, 2000 is with reference to CTEP confornming to the



standard wunder Joint Action plan before the discharge.
According to this report, CETP is to reach the standard
of TDS 3000/ NG L. Lear ned counsel appearing for
polluting industries for this also sought tine to obtain
instructions and to file reply if necessary. The Centra
Pollution Control Board will also file specific reply
pertaining to this issue by the next date of hearing as
to what standard is being followed and what it proposes
to follow. If any notification has been issued, the sane
may also be annexed. This takes us to the |last point
whi ch has al so been referred in the said report dated 8th
July, 2000 with reference to the treatnent and dilution
at  Amberpet-STP. According to the report; "Keeping the
above in view the Committee recomended that while
preventive neasures of hydraulic |oad reduction, waste
m nimsation along with evaporation/recovery is enforced
by the APPCB anong the industries i.e. the pipeline
option-1 should be pursued in the context of further
treatment and dilution the Anber pet - STP  shoul d be
expanded and wupgraded wth secondary and tertiary
treatment facilities to tread and di spose mainly organic
and nutrient rich sewage into the Musti river.

Except for this recomrendation there is no
specified plan for upgrading and expandi ng through

secondary or tertiary treatnent facilities. In this
respect we desire specific reply to be filed by the State
Gover nnent . Learned counsel for the State to file reply

in this regard by the next date fixed, including the
shortest time within which this would be done including
maki ng available the total cost for conpleting this and
availability for this fund. Al the said reports along
with affidavits by the parties to be filed by or before
3rd March, 2001. Since the State Governnent is vitally
concerned and involved in this project any delay effects
its subject at large. W find that the State counse
normal ly lacks the instructions when the matter is taken

up, it would be proper that on the next date, some
responsible officer of the State is also present to
assist the State counsel. Let this case be |listed before
us on or after 13th March, 2001 when this Bench sits
next . . A Nos. 18 and 19 The applicant shall also
inmplead within one week the other industries who are
parties in the present pr oceedi ngs. | ssue notice

thereafter to them |In case any counsel is appearing in
these proceedings for the said industries notice nay be
served on such learned counsel. Ofice report in this
regard nmay be filed before the next date of hearing.

........... J.
( AP. Msra)

New Delhi. J
February 6, 2001 (N. Sant osh Hegde)



