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RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS
I. A Nos.460, 467 & 468 in WP. (C) NO 13381 COF 1984

M C. MEHTA Petitioner(s)
VERSUS

UNION OF I NDI A & ORS. Respondent ( s)

(For directions on behalf of State of U P., exenption fromfiling
O T. and pernission to file addl. docunents)

W TH
I.A Nos.470 in WP. (C) NO 13381 COF 1984
M C. MEHTA Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
UNION OF I NDI A & ORS. Respondent ( s)
(For directions)
W TH
I.A Nos.471 in WP. (C) NO 13381 OF 1984
M C. MEHTA Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
UNION OF I NDI A & ORS. Respondent ( s)
(For directions on behalf of India Tourism Dev. Corpn.)
W TH
I.A No.474 in I.A NO 444 in WP. (C NO 13381 OF 1984
M C. MEHTA Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
UNION OF I NDI A & ORS. Respondent ( s)

(For directions on behalf of Indian G| Corporation Ltd.)

W TH
I.A Nos.475 & 484 in |.A. NO 475 in WP.(C NO 13381 COF 1984

M C. MEHTA Petitioner(s)
VERSUS

UNION OF I NDI A & ORS. Respondent ( s)

(For directions and for inpleadnent on behal f of Brick kil ns)

W TH I.A Nos.478 in WP. (C) NO 13381 COF 1984

M C. MEHTA Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
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UNION OF I NDI A & ORS. Respondent ( s)

(For directions)

W TH
I.A Nos.479 in WP. (C NO 13381 CF 1984



M C. MEHTA Petitioner(s)

VERSUS
UNION OF I NDI A & ORS. Respondent ( s)
(For directions)
W TH
I.A Nos.480 in WP. (C) NO 13381 COF 1984
M C. MEHTA Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
UNION OF I NDI A & ORS. Respondent ( s)
(For directions)
W TH
I.A Nos.481 in WP. (C) NO 13381 OF 1984
M C. MEHTA Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
UNION OF I NDI A & ORS. Respondent ( s)

(For directions)

Date: 09/02/2009 This matter was called on for hearing today.
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A. D. N. Rao, Adv.

For M n. of
Envi r onnent

S. Wasim A Qadri, Adv.
. Kiran Bhardwaj , Adv.
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M. Pradeep M shra, Adv.

M . Suryakant, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER

I . A Nos. 460:

By way of |ast indul gence, two weeks’ time is granted so as to
enabl e the Forest Advisory Committee to file an affidavit in terns of this
Court’s order dated 13.10.2008.

W make it clear that if no affidavit is filed within the aforesaid
period, a strict view of the matter shall be taken.

Li st after three weeks.

. A Nos.475 & 484:
By this Court’s order dated 22.8.2005, it was directed:
"Al'l pending applications and applications to be nade
relating to brick kiln or challenging the decisions of the
Special Conmittee set up by this Court are to be nade
before the Court having jurisdiction in these natters."

It is stated by M. Panjwani, |earned counsel for C. P.C B., that
several suits have been filed in different courts, questioning the order of
the said Special Conmittee and in that view of the matter the said order

4
dated 22.8.2005 may be anended by inserting the word "Hi gh" after
the words "are to be nade before the" and before the words "Court
having jurisdiction in these matters". We are not persuaded to pass

this order as the Civil Courts having territorial jurisdiction will have
jurisdiction to decide the said suits in terns of Section 9 of the Code of
Cvil Procedure. However, keeping in viewthe fact that the said suits
and/ or an interimorder shall be disposed of for the purpose of giving
effect to this Court’s order dated 22.8.1985, we in exercise of our
jurisdiction under Article 142 of the Constitution of India, direct that in
the event an application is filed by the Special Cormittee as also the
State Pollution Control Board, questioning the jurisdiction of the said
courts, being barred under Section 46 of the Air (Prevention and

Control of Pollution) Act, 1981, the same shoul d be di sposed of as

expedi tiously as possible and not |later than four weeks fromthe date of
filing of such applications.

These 1. As. are disposed of accordingly.

I . A Nos. 470:

An affidavit in response to the I.A has been filed on behal f of
the State by the Secretary, Agra Devel opment Authority. Rejoinder
thereto, if any, may be filed within two weeks.

It is stated at the Bar that response to the Mnitoring
Conmittee’s Report has not been filed as yet. Let it be filed within three
weeks.

Put up after three weeks.



| . A Nos. 474:
Let this I.A also be listed on the next date of hearing.

(A.S. BISHT) (PUSHAP LATA
BHARDWAJ)
COURT MASTER COURT MASTER



