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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.470-471 in WP. (C) NO 13381 CF 1984
M C. MEHTA Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
UNION OF I NDI A & ORS. Respondent ( s)

(For directions)
I.A No.472 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. No.474 in |.A No. 444 in WP. (C) NO 13381 CF 1984
M C. MEHTA Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
UNION OF I NDI A & ORS. Respondent ( s)

(For permission to anend and replace |.A No. 444)

Date: 12/05/2008 This matter was called on for hearing today.
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UPON hearing counsel the Court nade the foll ow ng
ORDER

I. A No. 474:

I ssue noti ce.

In the neantine, it is accepted that the | earned am cus M.
Kri shan Mahajan and M. M C. Mehta appearing in-person would
visit the place and subnit their response.

Put up in the second week of July, 2008.

I.A No.472:

By our order dated 3rd March, 2008 Naujhil |ntegrated Rural
Project for Health and Devel oprent (NI RPHAD) was directed to
continue to run the hospital in question. Learned counsel today, on
instructions, states that it has no objection to continue to run the
sane. Until further orders, N RPHAD would continue to run the
hospital in question. The I.A is disposed of.

I.A No. 470:

By our order dated 9.1.2008, we inter alia directed the
respondent Nos. 2, 3, 4 &5 to file counter affidavit. It was
furthernore directed:

"In the neantine, we direct the Chairman of the
Agra Devel opnent Authority as al so the Conmi ssi oner,
Agra Municipal Corporation to subnit a report before us
within the aforesaid period as to whether perm ssion for
raising any construction had been granted by the
respondent Nos.4 and 5 within the prohibited zone and in
viol ation of the order of this Court.



M. Krishan Mhaj an, |earned ami cus curiae
states that the Monitoring Committee shall also visit the
pl ace and file response to the application filed by M.
Mahaj an. "

No counter affidavit has been filed by the State. Lear ned
am cus has al so not responded to the said application. The
Conmi ssioner, Agra Division, Agra by an affidavit nmerely stated that
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except in two cases, no perm ssion has been granted by the Authority
to raise any construction within the prohibited zone of the Mnunent
ar ea. The main issue involved has not been traversed, nanely, as
to whether the Master Plan is going to be given effect to and whet her
a | arge nunber of constructions have cone up w thout any sanction

It is, therefore, directed that both the State as al so the Agra
Devel oprment Authority shall file a detailed counter affidavit by the
next date fixed. However, copies of the said counter affidavits shall be
supplied to the learned anicus as also to M. Mhta, within six
weeks.

Put up in the second week of July, 2008.

I. A No. 460:

We are not satisfied with the affidavit affirned by Shri
Pranod Kunmar Jain, Chief Engineer, Agra Zone, Public Wrks
Department, Agra, that no tree in fact has been cut on all the four
segnents to which reference has been nade in paragraph 7 of the
said affidavit.

Let an affidavit be affirnmed to that effect specifically, before
the next date fixed. In the said affidavit, it nay also be stated as to
when the construction of the said road started and when conpleted, if
any.

Put up in the second week of July, 2008.

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



