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| TEM NO. 29 COURT NO. 11 SECTI ON XI A
SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A

RECORD COF PROCEEDI NGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (CGivil)...... /2009
CC 16349/ 2009
(From the judgenent and order dated 23/05/2009 in WPC
12156/ 2008 of The H GH COURT OF KERALA AT ERNAKULAM
Cl TI ZEN | NTEREST AGENCY Petitioner(s)
VERSUS

COCHI N PORT TRUST & ORS. Respondent ( s)

IA1 (Cdelay in filing SLP and office report)
W TH

SLP(C) NO. 14331 of 2010

(Wth office report)

Dat e: 06/08/2010 These Petitions were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTICE G S. SI NGHVI
HON BLE MR, JUSTI CE ASCK KUMAR GANGULY

For Petitioner(s) M. C. S. Vaidyanat han, Sr. Adv.
M. P. Sreekumar, Adv.
M. Jayaprasad, Adv.
For M. Ramesh Babu MR ,A OR

For Respondent (s) M. Mikul Rohtagi, Sr. Adv.
M. U A Rana, Adv.
Ms. Minal Mjundar, Adv.
For Ms Gagrat & Co., Advs.

M. Ait Kumar Pande, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court made the follow ng
ORDER
Del ay condoned.
Hear d | ear ned counsel for t he parties and
perused the records.
In our view, the High Court did not commit

any error by decl i ni ng t he petitioner’s prayer for
2
quashi ng t he envi ronnent cl earance gi ven by t he
M nistry of Envi r onnent and For est, Gover nnent of
India, no objection certificate issued by the Keral a
State Pol | ution Contr ol Boar d and for restraining

respondent No.9 frominstalling the cenent handling,
packing and storing plant at the Q1 Wharf of Cochin
Port Trust and further to quash clause (i)(a) of para 2
of t he Coast al Regul ati on Zone Notification dat ed
19. 2. 1991. The reasons assigned by the Hi gh Court for
not entertaining the petitioner’s prayer do not suffer
fromany legal infirmty warranting interference under
Article 136 of the Constitution.
The special |eave petitions are accordingly
di sni ssed.



(A.D. Sharnmm) (Phool an Wati Arora)
Court Master Court Master



