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| TEM NO. 301 COURT NO. 1 SECTI ON PI L(W
SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS
WP.(C NO 13381 of 1984 Wth |I.As. No.460, 517-518, 532 in
| . As. No. 460, 548-549, 558 in |.As. No.548-549 and 559-561 of 2016
M C. MEHTA Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
UNION OF I NDI A & ORS. Respondent ( s)
(Letter dt.01.10. 2015 from Hon&#39; bl e M . Justice Kuri an Joseph

with appl n. (s) for direction, per ni ssi on to file addl . Docurnent s,

permi ssion regarding felling of trees, intervention, exenption from
filing OT. and C/delay in filing affidavit and office report)

WTH S L.P.(O....... of 2016 (CC No. 12071/2005)

(Wth appln.(s) for c/delay in filing SLP and Ofice Report)

Date : 30/03/2016 These matters were called on for hearing today.
CORAM :

HON&#39; BLE THE CHI EF JUSTI CE

HON&#39; BLE MR. JUSTI CE C. NAGAPPAN
For Petitioner(s) Petitioner-in-person

(CC 12071/ 2005) Ms. Shil pa Chohan, Adv.
M. jitender Chaudhary, Adv.

M. Raj esh Singh, Adv.

For Respondent (s)

(A.S.1.) M. A DN Rao, Adv.

M. Annam Venkat esh, Adv.

M. Sudipto Sircar, Adv.

Ms. Ankita Chadha, Adv.

M. Rahul M shra, Adv.

(C.P.C.B) M. Vijay Panjwani, Adv.
(I.As. No.460, M. MR Shanshad, Adv.
558/ 2016) M. Vivek Vishnoi, Adv.

M . Piyush Bhardwaj, Adv.

M. Zaki Ahmad Khan, Adv.

(Agra Dev. Auth.) Ms. Rachna Joshi |ssar, Adv.
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(UP.P.CB.) M. Pradeep M sra, aDv.
M. T. WMahipal, Adv.

(UOI1.) M. S WasimA. Qadri, Adv.
Zaid Ali, Adv.

Tam m Qadri, Adv.

Saur abh Chopr a, Adv.

D. S. Mahra, Adv.

Ter dal , Adv.

Kar hai | , Adv.

Bal ram Dass, Adv.

. t Shar ma, Adv.

plicant in

A No 559-561/16: M. Sanjay Upadhyay, Adv.
Di vya Shar na, Adv.

Sal i k Shafi que, Adv.

Lalita Kaushi k, Adv.
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UPON hearing the counsel the Court nmde the follow ng
ORDER
Hear d.
By our order dat ed 8 th
May, 2015, we had whil e i ssui ng

sever al directions al so directed filing of peri odi c reports
about t he st eps t aken for conpensat ory af forestation in t he
State of Uttar Pr adesh pur suant to directions i ssued by this
Court permitting felling of trees in connection with sever al
devel opment al proj ects. W had i ndicated that the authorities
concer ned woul d do wel | to associ ate gover nnent al and

non- gover nnent al or gani sati ons operating in t he ar eas wher e

and



such afforestation work is undert aken not only for encour agi ng

af forestation but al so to keep an eye on t he progress made in
t hat direction. The authorities had been permtted to
associ ate State Legal Service Aut horty of t he State of Uttar

Pradesh with the process of afforestation.
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Second peri odi c report has been filed on behal f of t he
State of Uttar Pradesh t oday pur suant to t he sai d direction
which is taken on record and the delay in the subnission of the
report condoned. There is however not hi ng in t he report to
suggest that the State Legal Services Authority or the District
Services Authority for that natter has been associated with the
process of plantation. Learned counsel for the State of Uttar

Pradesh submits t hat gi ven an opportunity t he Aut horities will
have t he pl ant ati on wor k verified and a report submitted to
this Court from the concer ned State Legal Servi ces Aut hority.
He is pernmitted to do so on or before the next date of hearing.

By our order dated 14 th

Decenber, 2015, we had, taking note

of a letter dat ed 1 st

Cct ober, 2015 recei ved from Hon&#39; bl e M.
Justice Kuri an Joseph i ssued certain directions regardi ng
devel opnent in and around the electric crematorium and the

traditional cremation ground in the nei ghbourhood of Taj Mhal
W had in t hat regard directed t he Agra Devel opnent Aut hority
and the Nagar Nigamto exam ne whether it is possible to reduce

t he em ssi on of car bon by use of noder n t echnol ogy. In
conpl i ance with t he sai d direction, t he Conmi ssi oner, Agra
Di vi si on, / Chai r man, Agra Devel opnent Aut hority, has filed an

affidavit dated 17 th
March, 2016 proposing several steps to not
only beautify t he crematoriumn cremation ground (Mokshadham

| ocat ed near t he Taj Mahal , Taj Ganj , Agr a, but al so for

i mprovenent and devel opnent of the electric crematoriumsituate

next to it. Ms. Rachana  Joshi | saar, | ear ned counsel for t he
Aut hority, has t aken us through the contents of the affidavit
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and t he proposed plans acconpanying the sane to submt that for
mai ntaining the traditional nethod of crenmation of dead bodies,
the Authority proposes to not only develop the area to make the

same cl eaner, nor e present abl e and conveni ent for t hose
visiting t he crematorium  but al so t ake st eps to reduce car bon
em ssion by use of nodern technology. It was submitted that in

addi tion to use of better t echnol ogy for r educi ng t he
requi r enent of wood and em ssion of car bon t he proposed

devel opnent of the crematorium would i nvol ve  addition of t wo
electric kil ns with better t echnol ogi cal features and

repl acenent of an old electrical one, by a new one with better

features. The details of t he pr oposed wor ks, in particul ar

the area used for cremati on of dead bodi es have been set out in

the affidavit and the building plans annexed therew th.

Havi ng heard | ear ned counsel for t he parties, we  see no
reason to prevent the Authorities concerned from verifying the
proposed devel opnental work in ternms of the plans annexed wth

t he af fidavit. Cremation grounds are visited by | arge nunber

of peopl e everyday. Experi ence, however, shows t hat such

pl aces are general ly negl ect ed bot h in terns of facilities as
al so cl eanl i ness. The authorities woul d t herefore do wel | to
pay somne attention to i mprove t hese ar eas especially when t he
same is | ocat ed cl ose to a tourist pl ace I'ike t he Taj Mahal

We woul d have in the ordinary course referred the matter to an
expert group for a possible assessnment of what is sought to be

done by t he authorities in terns of i mprovenent but any such
exerci se is Iikely to del ay t he process and conti nue t he eye
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sore t hat t he cremati on ground happens to be. e, t her ef or e,



| eave it to the wsdom of the authorities and the
adm nistrators concerned to take all such steps as are feasible

to upgr ade t he sai d pl ace not only in terns of its appear ance
and t he ext ent of facilities available therein but al so in

terns of use of noder n t echnol ogy for reduced em ssi ons and

resul t ant reduced pot enti al for pol I uti on. W hope and trust

t hat t he authorities shal | whil e undert aki ng any exerci se keep

t he sensitivities of t he situation in view by provi di ng a

snoot h swi tch-over from the old to t he new system SO t hat
t hose usi ng t he cremation ground for cremation of t he dead

bodi es get used to t he i mproved met hods of cremation, even
while the traditional nmethods renmain in operation and avail abl e

to t hem W hope and trust t hat t he authorities woul d start
wor Ki ng on t he pr oj ect in t he right ear nest and submi t an

Action Taken Report within three nonths from today.
Del ay in filing of af fidavit of conpl i ance report by t he

Uttar Pr adesh Expr essways I ndustri al Devel opnent Aut hority

( UPI EDA) is condoned and t he same is t aken on record. . A
No.558 in |I.As. NO 548-549 is accordingly disposed off.

| . As. NO. 559- 561 filed by Uja Gasifiers Pvt . Ltd. are

di sposed of f in t he above terns, reserving liberty to t he

appl i cant to approach t he authorities concer ned for

consi deration of their t echnol ogy for pur pose of adoption in

t he upgraded crenation area.
Post after needful is done.
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SLP(O....... of 2016 (CC No. 12071/2005)
Hear d.

Del ay condoned.

| ssue noti ce.

Post al ong with interlocutory appl i cations in W P.
(©) No. 13381 of 1984.
( MAHABI R SI NGH) (VEENA KHERA)

COURT MASTER COURT MASTER



