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SUPREMECOURT OF
P

E
RECORDCF
I.A. Nos. 460, 467 &468inWP. (C N 133810109284

MC 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. 470inW P. (O NO 13381 CF 19 8 4
MC MEHTA Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
UNION OF I NDI A & ORS. Respondent ( s)
(For directions)
W TH
I.A. Nos. 471inWP. (CQ NO 13381 CF 19 8 4
MC 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.474inl.A NO 444inWP. (O N 1338101092814
MC 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. 4 75inW P. (C NO 13381019 8 4
MC MEHT A Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
UNION OF I NDI A & ORS. Respondent ( s)
(For directions)
W TH I.A. Nos.478inWP. (O N 1338101092814
MC MEHTA Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
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UNION OF I NDI A & ORS. Respondent ( s)

(For directions)

W TH
I.A. Nos. 479inW P. (O NO 13381 CF 19 8 4



MC MEHTA Petitioner(s)

VERSUS
UNION OF I NDI A & ORS. Respondent ( s)
(For directions)
W TH
I.A. Nos. 480inW P. (O NO 13381 CF 19 8 4
MC MEHTA Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
UNION OF I NDI A & ORS. Respondent ( s)
(For directions)
W TH
I.A. Nos. 481 inWP. (CQ NO 13381 CF 19 8 4
MC MEHTA Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
UNION OF I NDI A & ORS. Respondent ( s)

(For directions)

Date: 13/ 1 0/ 2 00 8 This matter was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HONBL EMR JUSTI CE S B. SINHA
HONBL EM JUSTI CESH KAPADI A
HONBL EMR JUSTI CE DK JA N
For Petitioner(s) M. Krish an Mahajan, Adv. (A C)
M. MC. Mhta, Petitioner- in-person.

For Respondent (s)/

Appl i cant (s) M. D nesh Dwi vedi, Sr.Adv.
M . T.N. Si ngh, Adv.
M. Raj eev Dubey, Adv.
M. Ka mendr a Mshr a, Adv.
For CPC B M. Vijay P anjw ani, Adv.

M. Anil Kr. Jh a, Adv.

For Agra Devel opnent
Aut hority

S. Wasi m A Qadri, Adv.

Raj i v Dubey, Adv.

Ka ma le ndr a Mshr a, Adv.
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For State of U. P. S. Wasi m A Qadri, Adv.

Raj i v Dubey, Adv.
Ka ma le ndr a Mshr a, Adv.
A. D.N. Rao, Adv.

Ravi ndra Shrivastava, Sr. Adv.
Sudhi r Kul shreshth a, Adv.

Ashok Kr. Srivastava, Adv.

Pr adeep M shr a, Adv.
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Suryak ant, Adv.



UPON hearing counsel the Court made the follow ng
ORDER

It is stated by the | earned senior counsel M. Dw vedi that I.A
No. 46 0 has wongly been nentioned in the letter circul ated.

|.A Nos. 4 60 :
An additional affidavit has been filed in conpliance of our

order dat ed 15. 9. 200 8 by the Public Work s Depart ment , St at
e

Government of U. P. annexing therewith: (a) a true typed copy of the

Certificate No. 14 7 3 dated 11. 9. 2 00 8 granted by the State Leve
I

Envi ron nental |npact Assess ne nt Authority, Uttar Pr adesh; and (b)

true translated copy of the Application dated 23. 4 . 2 00 8 filed by th
e

Chi ef Engineer, Utar Pr adesh Public Wrks Departnment, Agra Zone,
Agra, Utar Pr adesh.

It appears that an Environ ment |npact Assess ment study was
undertaken and in the report, inter alia, it was stated:

"An Environ nent |npact Assess ne nt (EIA) study is a
pre- requisite for getting Environ nmental C earance from
the said authorities of the State or Central Government.
The purpose of Environ nmental |npact Assess ne nt
(EIA) Report is to assist in the decision- making process
and to ensure that the project options under
consi deration are environnmental |y sound and
sustai nable. EIA identifies ways of inproving project
environnental ly by prevention and anelioration of the
adverse inpacts. The findings of EIA study will be
incorporated in the road design. The approach adopted
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in the EIA study is to ensure that positive
envi ronnental inpacts are nmaxi m zed and the negative
ones are mni mzed to the extent possible. The steps
taken generally consist of incorporation of appropriate
mtigation measur es in engi neering desi gns,
construction schedul es and techniques, as well as in
operational and rmanage nment practices outlined as a
part of Environ mental Managenent Pl an (EM P)."

Based on the report of the Environ nment |npact Assess m ent
Conmittee, a clearance has been given by the State Level Environ nent
| npact Assess m ent Authority of U P. by a letter dated 11. 9. 2 0 0 8
addressed to the Chief Engineer of the U P. Public Work s Departnent,
Agra Division, Agra, subject to the conditions nentioned therein

We are, however, of the opinion that having regard to the
peculiar features of this case, as cutting of a large nunber of trees is
involved, it will be appropriate if the question of grant of the clearance
having regard to the environnmental inpact, is exani ned by the Forest
Advi sory Conmittee constituted by the Mnistry of Environ nent and
Forest, Union of India.

Let copi es of the rel evant docunent s be filed before the
appropriate authority within one week from date. The concer ned
authority of the Mnistry of Environ ment and Forest is hereby requested
to consider the matter and file a report before this Court within four



weeks thereafter.

It is made clear that the question as to whether the State of U P
has indeed cut any trees or not shall be considered after the report is
obt ai ned.

M. A D.N Rao, |earned counsel prays and is granted four
weeks’ tine to file response to the report of the | earned amicus curi ae.

Put up after four weeks.

I.ANo.4 75 :

M. Pa nj wa ni, |earned counsel appearing on behalf of Centra
Pol I uti on Control Board states that an application for inpleading sone
parties, who are running the brick kilns, shall be filed within two

weeks. List after four weeks.
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I.A Nos. 47 8to 48 1 :
List after four weeks in view of the letter circul ated.

(AS. Bl SHT) (VIJ AY DHA WA N)
COURT MAS T E R COURT MAS T E R



