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UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER

At the commencenent of hearing, Shri T. Mbhan, |earned
counsel for the petitioner in S . L.P.(C Nos.23633-23634 of 2010
requests that his client may be permitted to withdraw affidavit dated
22.11.2013 by Shri N Gajapathy clained to be representative of the
petitioner.

The request of the counsel is accepted and the affidavit is
all oned to be withdrawn.

Argument s hear d.



In the affidavit filed on behalf of the Tam | Nadu
Pol I uti on Control Board on 14.09.2013, a statenent has been made in
paragraph 7 that SIPCOI Cl DCO Phase-I11 conmon effluent treatnent plant
was cl osed on 12.8.2013 because it was discharging effluents and as a
result of that 18 industries are not operating. It has also been
stated that out of remaining 6 CETPs, there were conplaints regarding
intermttent discharge of effluent leading to the issue of directions
dated 13.9.2013 and 14.9. 2013 by the Board to the industries to reduce
the effluent generation and corresponding production so that zero
di scharge i s achieved

Unfortunately, neither party has placed before the Court
any naterial to show whether the two orders passed by the Tam | Nadu
Pol I uti on Control Board have been conplied with. They have also not
di sclosed as to what is the present status of discharge of effluent in
river Palar.

W, therefore, direct Tam | Nadu Pollution Control Board to
file an additional affidavit within three days disclosing the present
state of discharge of effluent by the tanneries either individually or
t hrough CETPs established after the judgnent of this Court in Vellore
Citizens Wlfare Forumv. Union of India and others (1996) 5 SCC 647.

The Governnent of Tami| Nadu should also file an affidavit
within three days incorporating the |latest status of the disbursenent
of conpensation determned by the authority constituted pursuant to
the directions given by this Court.

Li st the cases on 02.12.2013.

| (Parveen Kr. Chaw a) | | (Phoolan WAti Arora)

| Court Master | | Court Master



