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W P(C) No. 888 OF 1996

| TEM No. 62 Court No. 3 SECTION PI L, XI A
AN MATTER
SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A

RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

Wit Petition(Civil) No.888/1996

ALM TRA H. PATEL & ANR Petitioner (s)
VERSUS
UOIl & ORS Respondent (s)

( Wth Appln(s). for interimrelief and intervention and directions)
( Wth Ofice Report )

Wth SLP(C)No.22111/2003
(Wth prayer for interimrelief and office report)

Date : 26/07/ 2004 These Petitions were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE Y. K. SABHARWAL
HON BLE MR JUSTICE D.M DHARMADHI KARI

For Petitioner (s)M. Sanjiv Sen, Adv.
Ms. Nandini CGore, Adv.
M. Vivek Sharma, Adv.
M's. Mani k Karanj awal a, Adv.

M. Tara Chandra Sharnmm, Adv.

M. S. UK Sagar, Adv.
Ms. Bi na Madhavan, Adv.
Ms. Pooj a Naneker, Adv.
for Ms. Lawyer’s Knit & Co., Advs.

Applicant in I A 13: M. Bharat Sangal, Adv.
Ms. Aparna Bhat, Adv.
M. P. Ramesh Kumar, Adv.

For Respondent (s)
-CPCB: M. Vijay Panjwani, Adv.

-St.of MP & MPPCB: M. S. K Agnihotri, Adv.
Ms. Yogmaya Agni hotri, Adv.
M. Rohit K. Singh, Adv.
M. Anil K. Pandey, Adv.
M. Amit Mshra, Adv.

-St.of Manipur: M. KH Nobin Singh, Adv.
-Ud: M. P.P. Mal hotra, A S. G

M. Shail endra Sharnma, Adv.

M. V.K Vermm, Adv.
M. A D.N Rao, Adv.

-UP: M. R P. Mehrotra, Adv.
Ms. Deepti R Mehrotra, Adv.



M. Garvesh Kabra, Adv.

-WBPCB: M. R. Mbhan, Sr. Adv.
M. V.G Pragasam Adv.

-Del hi State: M. Ashok Bhan, Adv.
Ms. Anil Katiyar, Adv.

M . Sandeep S. Tiwari, Adv.

S. K. Ganbhir, Sr. Adv.
M P. Jha, Adv.

R E. Roy, Adv.

Har shvar dhan Jha, Adv.
Ani|l K. Chopra, Adv.
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-St.of A P.:M. Mnoj Saxena, Adv.
M. Mhan Prasad Meharia, Adv.
M. S. K Mttra, Adv.

-Punjab: M. R K Rathore, Addl.Adv. Genl., Punjab

-St.of Utaranchal : M. Avatar Singh Rawat, Addl.Adv. Genl.
Ms. D. Bharathi Reddy, Adv.

-St.of Orissa:Ms. Kirti Mshra, Adv.

-M zoram & Quj.: Ms. Sadhana Sandhu, Adv.
Ms. H Wahi, Adv.

-Nagal and: M. U. Hazarika, Adv.
M. Ri ku Sharnma, Adv.
Ms. Sum ta Hazari ka, Adv.

-Haryana: M. Satinder S. Qulati, Adv.
M. Vinay Kumar Garg, Adv.

M. H K Puri, Adv.

U jwal Banerjee, Adv.
S. K. Puri, Adv.

Shiv GQupta, Adv.

Ravi varma Kumar, Sr. Adv.
B. K. Chaudhary, Adv.

B. K. Soodi, Adv.

E.C. Vidya Sagar, Adv.

K. Lingaraja, Adv.
E. C. Vidyasagar, Adv.
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-T.N.PCB: M. M A. Chinnasany, Adv.
M's. Revathy Raghavan, Adv.

-Tripura: M. Copal Singh, Adv.
-Arunachal Pd.: M. Anil Shrivastav, Adv.

- Maharashtra: M. V.B. Joshi, Adv.
M. S.S. Shinde, Adv.

-M n. of Urban Dev.
NCT Del hi: M. D.N. Goburdhan, Adv.
Ms. Pinky Anand, Adv.
Ms. Geeta Luthra, Adv.

M. Shiv Sagar Tiwari, Adv.
M. Manendra Pratap Singh, Adv.
M . Uresh Babu Chaurasia, Adv.



M. R C Verma, Adv.
M. Mikesh Verma, Adv.
M. Mani sh Shanker, Adv.

-St.of Bihar: M. Kumar Rajesh Singh, Adv.
M. B.B. Singh, Adv.

-Kol . Mun. Corp.: M. Tapash Ray, Sr.Adv.
M. L.C Agrawal a, Adv.
M. Bijan Ghosh, Adv.

-St.of T.N.:M. R Ayyam Perumal, Adv.
M. S. Vallinayagam Adv.

-St.of Assam Ms. Krishna Sarma, Adv.
M. Sanjay V.S. Choudhury, Adv.
M. V.K Sidharthan, Adv.
M. N raj Kumar, Adv.
for Corporate Law G oup, Adv.

-St.of Utaranchal : Ms. Suparna Srivastava, Adv.
M. Rahul Srivastava, Adv.
M. Rajesh Srivastava, Adv.

-Res.3-AMC:. M. H. S. Parihar, Adv.
M. Kul deep Pari har, Adv.

-St.of Goa:Ms. A. Subhashini, Adv.
-Pondi cherry: M. V.G Pragasam Adv.

M. D.N. Mshra, Adv.
Ms J.B. Dadachanji & Co., Adv.

N. Shroff, Adv.

K. Maheshwari , Adv.

R Nagar aj a, Adv.

. Roht agi , Adv.

esh Uttanthadra Upadhyay, Adv.

K. S. Bhati, Adv.

K. K. Rai, Adv.

S.C. Patel, Adv.

Jana Kal yan Das, Adv.

Pradeep M sra, Adv.

H K. Puri, Adv.

Ani | Shrivast av, Adv.

Gopal Si ngh, Adv.

Ashok WNat hur, Adv.

T.V. Ratnam Adv.

K. R Sasi prabhu, Adv.

Umla Sirur, Adv.

I.M Nanavati Associ at es, Adv.
Kirti Renu M shra, Adv.

Ashok K. Srivastava, Adv.

Shreekant N. Terdal , Adv.

I ndu Mal hotra, Adv.

Saharya & Co., Adv.

J.S. Attri, Adv.

Ajay K. Agrawal ., Adv.

Subr anoni um Pr asad. , Adv.

Mahi nder Si ngh Dahi ya, Adv.

Ani| K. Chopra, Adv.

Aruneshwar QGupt a, Adv.

Ramesh Babu M R, Adv.
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UPON hearing counsel the Court nade the foll ow ng



ORDER

The M nistry of Urban Devel opnent & Poverty Alleviation, Departnent of Urban Devel opnent, by o
rder dated 19th May, 2004 constituted a Technical Sup-Goup of Inter-Mnisterial Task Force on
Integrated Plant Nutrient Managenment using Cty Conpost for preparation of appropriate plant
design and specifications for conpost plants. M.A D.N. Rao, |learned counsel, subnits that th
e Techni cal Sub-Goup has not yet submitted its recommendation to the Task Force and it is exp
ected to be submtted within a fortnight and, therefore, the Task Force would subnmit its repor

t to Union of India.

We find that the Central Governnment has al so not responded to the nmatters dealt with in the or

der dated 3rd February, 2004. Still further, sone of the States have sought eighty per cent C

entral assistance for inplenentation of the project. Reference in this regard can be nade to

the affidavit dated 18th June, 2004 filed by the State of West Bengal in this Court on 17th Ju

Iy, 2004. A copy of that affidavit shall be supplied to M. A D.N.Rao. On all these aspects,

the Central Government shall file a conposite affidavit, within eight weeks. It shall also fi

le its response to the recomendati ons contained in the Annual Report (2002-2003) on I npl enent
ation of Minicipal Solid Wastes (Managenent & Handling) Rules, 2000 (MSWRules) filed by CPCB
annexed to the affidavit of CPCB dated 3rd March, 2004.

In the Annual Report above-referred, the status of issuance of authorisation by various State
Boards as on February, 2004 has been enumerated in Annexure-I1. The details of various States
are enunerated in the Annual Report 2002-2003. M. Sanjiv Sen, |earned counsel appearing for
the petitioner, points out that the Report shows a | arge scal e non-conpliance of provisions of
MSWRules. It is stated that out of 3,954 |ocal bodies in various States, the Annexure-11 sh
ows that only 813 applications were received and only 403 authorisations were granted. The St
ate Governments/U. Ts. shall respond to the position energing fromthe Annual Report and also p

oi nted out as above on behal f of the petitioner.

Respective counsel of such of the State Governnents/U Ts. which have not received the Annual R

eport can obtain the same from M. Vijay Panjwani, |earned counsel appearing for CPCB. The res

ponse of all the State Governnents/U Ts. shall be filed within eight weeks. This aspect will a

| so be taken up for consideration on the next date of hearing. The State Governnents/U. Ts. sh

all also respond to the follow ng suggesti ons nmade on behal f of the petitioner

"1l. Hence the Chief Secretaries of States need to direct their State Pollution Control Boards
(SPCBs) to send their RO's (Regional Oficers) and E Qs (Environment O ficers) to pro-activ

ely sit dowmn with officials of an average 5-6 |l ocal bodies each to jointly fill in and submt

the | ocal bodies’ Annual Returns in Forml|l before the next hearing, and report conpliance.

2. Al Chief Secretaries also need to direct their SPCBs to file affidavits on the reasons why
a total of 410 applications already applied for countryw de have not yet been approved within
the stipulated 45-day tine-frame in S 6(3), so that inpedinents to progress can be renpved,

f any.

3. All Chief Secretaries need to ensure that the R Os and E O s of their State Pollution Cont

rol Boards pro-actively scout for suitable waste-nanagenent | ocations along with officials fro

mthe |l ocal bodies plus representatives of the State’'s Urban Devel opnment and Revenue Departnen
ts, and subnit quarterly progress reports with a copy to the Hon. Suprenme Court until all their
| ocal bodies are covered."

Seen the office report. Paynent of Rs.20,000/- (Rupees Twenty Thousand only) be nmade to the p

etitioner in terms of the order already nade.

List the matter after two nonths.

(N.  Annapur na) (V. P. Tyagi)
Court Master Court Master



