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Petitioner (s)

Respondent (s)

Wth appln.(s) for interimrelief and intervention and directions)

(
( Wth Ofice Report )

Date : 02/12/2003 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

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

For Petitioner (s)M. Sanjeev Sen, Adv.
M. R N Karanjawal a, Adv.
M. Vivek Sharma, Adv.
M's. Mani k Karanj awal a, Adv.

M. Tara Chandra Sharma, Adv.

For Applicant in I A 13:
M. Colin Gonsal ves, Adv.
Ms. Aparna Bhat, Adv.

M. P. Ramesh Kumar, Adv.

For Respondent (s)
ST. of Utaranchal : M. Avatar Singh Rawat, A A G
Ms. D. Bharati Reddy, Adv.

- Mani pur: M. KH. Nobin Singh, Adv.

-Maharashtra: M. S.S. Shinde, Adv.
M. Mikesh K. Gri, Adv.

-Raj asthan: M. Ranji Thomas, Adv.
Ms. Bharati Upadhyaya, Adv.
for M. V.N Raghupathy, Adv.

M. H K Puri, Adv.
M. U Banerjee, M.S K Puri, Advs.

-Oissa:Ms. Kirti Mshra, Adv.

-Tripura: M. Anurag Sharnma, Adv.
M. Navin Prakash, Adv.
M. CGopal Singh, Adv.
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-Qujarat & Mzoram Ms. H Whi, Adv.
Ms. Aruna Cupta, Adv.



- Nagal and: M. Upananyu Hazari ka, Adv.
Ms. Madhvi Sharma, Adv.
Ms. Sumita Hazarika, Adv.

- Meghal aya: M. Ranj an Mukherjee, Adv.

-UT, Chandigarh: M. K B. Rohatgi, Adv.
Ms. Aparna Rohatgi Jain, Adv.
M. Mhesh Kasana, Adv.

-Andhra Pradesh: M. T.V. Ratnam Adv.
M. K. Subba Rao, Adv.

-Sikkim M. A Mariar put ham Adv.
M's. Aruna Mathur, Adv.
for Ms. Arputham & Co., Advs.

-Arunachal Pd.: M. Anil Shrivastav, Adv.

-Assam Ms. Krishna Sarnma, Adv.
Ms. Asha G Nair, Adv.
M. V.K. Sidharthan, Adv.
for Ms. Corporate Law G oup, Advs.

-Haryana: M. Satinder S. Gulati, Adv.
Ms. Kamal deep Kaur, Adv.
Ms. Kavita Wadia, Adv.

- Ahnedabad Muni ci pal
Corporation: M. H S. Parihar, Adv.
M. Kuldeep S. Parihar, Adv.

-BMC: M. Pal |l av Shi shodi a, Adv.
M. D.N. Mshra, Adv.
M. Hemant Sharnm, Adv.
for Ms. J.B.D. & Co., Advs.

-KMC.: M. Tapash Ray, Sr.Adv.
M. Bijan Ghosh, Adv.

-UTs: M. R K Rathore, Adv.
M. D.S. Mahra, Adv.

-Punjab: M. R K. Rathore, AAG
for M. RS Suri, Adv.

-Bi har: M. B.B. Singh, Adv.
M. Kumar Raj esh Singh, Adv.

- Pondi cherry & WBPCB: M. R Mohan, Sr. Adv.
M. V.G Pragasam Adv.

-Del hi State: M. Ashok Bhan, Adv.
M. Satbir Pilloria, Adv.
Ms. Shashi Kiran, Adv.
Ms. Anil Katiyar, Adv.
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-Indore Mun. Corpn.: M. S K Ganbhir, Sr.Adv.
M. MP.Jha, Adv.
M. Ram Ekbal Roy, Adv.
M. Harshvardhan Jha, Adv.
M. Anil K. Chopra, Adv.

-BCC. M. E.C Vidya Sagar, Adv.
M. S.P. Sharma, Adv.
M. B. K  Choudhary, Adv.
M. K Linga Raja, Adv.



- Goa: Ms. A. Subhashi ni, Adv.

-Shahdol Mun.Com M. R C. Vernm, Adv.
M. Mikesh Verm, Adv.
M. Mani sh Shanker, Adv.

-MPPCB & St.of MP:M. Satish Agni hotri, Adv.
M. Anil K. Pandey, Adv.

For OGther Parties:

M N. Shroff, Adv.

R K. Maheshwari , Adv.

K. R Nagar aj a, Adv.

Prem Nat h Mal hotr a, Adv.
Rakesh Uttanthadra Upadhyay, Adv.
K. S. Bhati, Adv.

K. K. Rai, Adv.

S.C. Patel, Adv.

Vi jay Panjwani, Adv.

Shiv Sagar Tiwari, Adv.
Jana Kal yan Das, Adv.
Pradeep M sra, Adv.

Ani | Shrivast av, Adv.

Ashok WNat hur, Adv.

M A. Chi nnasany, Adv.

K. Ram Kumar, Adv.

G Prakash, Adv.

Umla Sirur, Adv.

I.M Nanavati Associ at es, Adv.
Ashok K. Srivastava, Adv.
Shreekant N. Terdal , Adv.

I ndu Mal hotra, Adv.

s Saharya & Co., Adv.

J.S. Attri, Adv.

P.N. Ramal i ngam Adv.

Bhar at Sangal , Adv.

Mahi nder Si ngh Dahi ya, Adv.
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UPON hearing counsel the Court nade the foll ow ng
ORDER

It is pointed out by M.Sanjiv Sen, |earned counsel for the petitioners, that the State P
ollution Control Boards,
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Committees and the Central Pollution Control Board have not conplied with the provisions of Ru
le 8 of the Municipal Solid Wastes (Managenment and Handling) Rules, 2000. Let an application/a
ffidavit be filed in this regard so that, if necessary, the Pollution Control Boards nmay be di
rected to respond. The said application/affidavit be filed within four weeks.

The Union of India is granted liberty to file an affidavit, during the course of the day, inr
egard to inter-mnisterial task force report and plant at Lucknow, after service of the affida
vit to the concerned counsel. Parties may respond to the affidavit filed by the UO wthin fo
ur weeks.

List after eight weeks.

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



