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| TEM NO. 101 COURT NQO. 5 SECTI ON X

SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

CIVIL APPEAL NO(s). 1279 OF 2013

CHANDI GARH DI STI LLERS & BOTTLERS LD. &ANR Appel | ant (s)
VERSUS
STATE OF UTTARAKHAND & ORS. Respondent (s)

(Wth appln(s) for exenption fromfiling OT.)
WTH Cvil Appeal NO 1280 of 2013

Cvil Appeal NO 1281 of 2013

Civil Appeal NO 1282 of 2013

Cvil Appeal NO 1283 of 2013
(Wth appln. for directions)

Cvil Appeal NO 1284 of 2013
Givil Appeal NO 1285 of 2013
G vil Appeal NO 1286 of 2013
Cvil Appeal NO 1287 of 2013
Givil Appeal NO 1288 of 2013
G vil Appeal NO 1289 of 2013
Cvil Appeal NO 1290 of 2013
Civil Appeal NO 1291 of 2013
G vil Appeal NO 1292 of 2013
Cvil Appeal NO 1293 of 2013
Civil Appeal NO 1294 of 2013
G vil Appeal NO 1295 of 2013

Date: 09/01/2014 These Appeals were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR, JUSTI CE A K. PATNAI K
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE FAKKI R MOHAMED | BRAHI M KALI FULLA

For the parties M. P.S. Narasimha, Sr. Adv.
M. Sunil Mathews, Adv.

M. R P. Singh, Adv.

M. Aditya Shukla, Adv.

M. Yashraj Singh Deora, Adv.
Ms. Anupara Dhurve, Adv.

M

M. P. Jha, Adv.



M. MP. Shorawal a, Adv.

M. N tin Kumar Thakur, Adv.
M. Anil Kumar Tandal e, Adv.
M. Sanjeev Kumar, Adv.

M. H A Naik, Adv.

M. Raj esh K Chauhan, Adv.
M. Venkat eswara Rao Anunolu, Adv.
Dr. (Ms.) Vipin Gupta, Adv.
M S. Tenple Law Firm Advs.
M. Abhi nav Mikerji, Adv.

M. Rajesh Prasad Singh, Adv.
S.S. Ray, Adv.
Maneesh Goyal , Adv.
Raj an Tyagi, Adv.

. Vai bhav Gulia, Adv.
Ms. Rakhi Ray, Adv.
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Ms. Suj ata Kurdukar, Adv.

M. Arhit Mjundar, Adv.
Ms. N. Annapoor ani, Adv.

M. Dinesh Dwivedi, Sr. Adv.
M. Amt Krishna Sinha, Adv.
M. Prateek Dwi vedi, Adv.
M. Saurabh Trivedi, Adv.
M. Mani sh Shankar Srivastava, Adv.
M. Krishnan M shra, Adv.
M. Yashrath Kr., Adv.

M. Vijay Hansaria, Sr. Adv.
M. Anmit Anand Tiwari, Adv.

M. Avinash Tripathi, Adv.

M. Kushagra Pandey, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER

We are told by |l earned counsel appearing for the State of
Ut t arakhand that pursuant to the inpugned judgment directing that
there should first be a detail environnmental inpact assessnent
and scientific study of all the major and mnor rivers in the
State of Uttarakhand before any steps are taken for giving the

hydel projects to the State or private developers, 1.1.T.,
Rourkee and the Indian Council for Forestry Research and
Educati on (1 CFRE), Dehradun have been entrusted by the Governnent
of Uttarakhand to make the environnmental inpact assessnent and

scientific study and their final report is likely to be furnished
within three nonths. W are, therefore, of the opinion that the
hearing of these matters should be taken up after three nonths.

Learned counsel for the State of Utarakhand wll file
copies of the reports furnished by the I.1.T., Rourkee and the
I ndian Council for Forestry Research and Education (ICFRE),
Dehradun before 15th April, 2014.

Li st on 15th April, 2014.

(G SUDHAKARA RAO) ( SHARDA KAPOOR)
COURT MASTER COURT MASTER






