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UPON hearing the counsel the Court nmde the follow ng
ORDER

Learned counsel for the petitioner seeks permnission
to withdraw I A Nos. 2&3 of 2015 in Wit Petition(Civil)
No. 295 of 2012

Per i ssi on granted.

I A Nos. 2&3 of 2015 are disnissed as w thdrawn.

We have heard | earned counsel for the parties.

Keeping in mind that the nunber of deaths due to road
accidents is said to be over 1,00,000 per year and the
anount of conpensation awarded by the insurance conpanies

runs into hundreds of crores of rupees every year, the

Conmittee has done some exenpl ary wor k and made

recomendat i ons whi ch need to be seriously discussed and

debat ed
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In fact, sone of t he reconmendat i ons made t he
Comi ttee wer e conveyed to t he Transport
Conmi ssi oner/ Secretary of the Transport Departnent of al
the States and Union Territories by a letter dated 23 rd
Decenber, 2014.

Learned amicus curiae informs us that only a few of
the States have responded to the proposed neasures, but
it is not cl ear whet her t hese nmeasur es have been

i npl emented or not.



Under these circunstances, keeping in mnd the safety
of people on the roads and the financial cost involved in
not taking the matter with due earnestness, we direct the
Secretary in the Mnistry of Road Transport and H ghways,
Governnent of India to call a neeting of his counterparts

inall the States and Union Territories within a period

of six weeks fromtoday, i.e., on or before 31 st My, 2015
and to del i berate on t he reports pr epar ed by t he
Conmittee as wel | as t he recomendat i ons made by t he

Conmittee and to discuss threadbare the issues raised by
the Conmittee fromtine to tine, neans of inplenentation
and further neasures that can be taken

The m nutes of the deliberations of the neeting to be
convened by the Secretary will be placed on the record of
this Court and will al so be handed over to the Committee
wel | before the deadline proposed by the Committee, i.e.

30th June, 2015.

We have been informed by | earned am cus curiae that
gi ven t he i mportance and significance of t he
i nvol ved, the facilities that have been nade available to
the Conmittee are extrenely inadequate.
As mentioned above, we have been inforned that nore
than 1, 00, 000 people suffer death due to road accidents
every year and t he cl ai ns t hat are settled by
i nsurance conpani es for these deaths run into hundreds of
crores of rupees every year and in any case, very large
and enornous sums. Under these circunstances, we fail to
under st and why t he Central Gover nnent is unabl e
provi de adequate facilities to the Cormittee, which is
doi ng exenplary work and if the recomendati ons of the
Conmittee are inplenented in letter and spirit, not only
wi Il the nunber of deaths be brought down drastically but

t he conpensati on payabl e by the insurance conpanies wll

t ask

t he

to



al so reduce by several crores of rupees.

Learned counsel for the Union of India says that she

will t ake up t he matt er seriously with t he

Mnistry particularly keeping in nmind the letter sent by

the | earned Attorney Cenera

on 19t h Decenber, 2014 to the

Revenue Secretary and the Urban Devel opnent Secretary.

Li st t he matter

on 24t h April, 2015 to

response fromthe Union of India.
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