\ 222TI TEM NCS. 401 COURT NO. 6 SECTION PI L

SUPREME COURT COF | NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

I.A No.376 in WRIT PETITION (CIVIL) 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.395 and 397 & 454 in WRIT PETITION (Cl VIL)
NO. 13381/ 1984

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

(For inpl eadnent and pernission to file addl. docunments on
behal f of NPCC and permission to file rejoinder affidavit)

S L.P.(Q...CC NO 12071 of 2005

M S. MOHAN BRI CKFI ELD Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
U. P. POLLUTI ON CONTRCOL BOARD & ORS. Respondent ( s)

(Wth appln. for c/delay in filing SLP and office report)
I.A No.387 in WRIT PETITION (ClIVIL) NO 13381 CF 1984
M C. MEHTA Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
UNION OF I NDI A & ORS. Respondent ( s)
(For directions)
I.A No.389 in WRIT PETITION (ClVIL) NO 13381 COF 1984
M C. MEHTA Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
UNION OF | NDI A & ORS. Respondent ( s)
(For directions)

I.A No.444 in WRIT PETITION (ClVIL) NO 13381 CF 1984

M C. MEHTA Petitioner(s)
VERSUS

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

IN THE MATTER OF : ARCHAEOLOG CAL SURVEY COF | NDI A
.2/ -
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I.A No.453 in WRIT PETITION (ClIVIL) NO 13381 OF 1984

M C. MEHTA Petitioner(s)
VERSUS

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



(Re: News item Dated 06.08. 06)
I.A No.457 in WRIT PETITION (ClIVIL) NO 13381 OF 1984

M C. MEHTA Petitioner(s)
VERSUS

UNION OF I NDI A & ORS. Respondent ( s)
(Re: News item Dated 25.08.06 and three photographs)
I.A No.455 in WRIT PETITION (ClIVIL) NO 13381 COF 1984

M C. MEHTA Petitioner(s)
VERSUS

UNION OF | NDI A & ORS. Respondent ( s)
(For intervention)
I.A No.456 in WRIT PETITION (ClIVIL) NO 13381 OF 1984

M C. MEHTA Petitioner(s)
VERSUS

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

(For permission for placing on record certain inportant facts
pertaining to facilitation centre at Taj mahal)

I.A No.428 in WRIT PETITION (ClVIL) NO 13381 CF 1984

M C. MEHTA Petitioner(s)
VERSUS

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

(For directions)

W TH
I.A No.460 in WRIT PETITION (CIVIL) NO 13381 O 1984
M C. MEHTA Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
UNION OF I NDI A & ORS. Respondent ( s)

(For directions on behalf of State of U P.)
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W TH
I.A No.462 in WRIT PETITION (CIVIL) NO 13381 COF 1984
M C. MEHTA Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
UNION OF I NDI A & ORS. Respondent ( s)

(Appln. for direction on behalf of H nd dass Wrks)
W TH
I.A Nos.465 & 466 in WRIT PETITION (CIVIL) NO 13381 OF 1984

M C. MEHTA Petitioner(s)
VERSUS

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



(For directions and exenption fromfiling copies of opinion of
Ld. AS G)

I.A No.469 in WRIT PETITION (CIVIL) NO 13381 CF 1984

M C. MEHTA Petitioner(s)
VERSUS

UNION OF I NDI A & ORS. Respondent ( s)
(For perm ssion and direction)
I.A No.464 in WRIT PETITION (CIVIL) NO 13381 CF 1984

M C. MEHTA Petitioner(s)
VERSUS

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

(Re: Newspaper reports)

Dat e: 20/08/ 2007 These matters were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR, JUSTI CE S.B. SI NHA
HON BLE MR JUSTICE S.H KAPAD A
HON BLE MR JUSTICE D. K. JAIN

For Petitioner(s) M. Krishan Mahajan, Adv. (A.C.) (not present)
M. MC Mehta, Petitioner-in-person.
M5. Shil pa Chauhan, Adv.
M. Raj esh Singh, Adv. .. 4] -
-4-
For Respondent (s)/ M. CGhoolam E. Vahanvati, SG

Applicant(s) M. A D. N Rao, Adv.
Ms. Raj ni Singh, Adv.
M. P. Parneshwaran, Adv.

For CBI D pankar Gupta, Sr.Adv.
Gaur av Agrawal , Adv.

P. Par nmeshwar an, Adv.

SS=

A. Sharan, ASG

Varuna Bhandari Gugnani, Adv.
Rekha Pandey, Adv.

R C. Kat hi a, Adv.

n un -

Mukul Rohtagi, Sr.Adv.
Mahesh Agarwal , Adv.

Ri shi Agrawal a, Adv.

E. C. Agrawal a, Adv.
Gaurav Coel , Adv.

Amit Kumar Shar ma, Adv.

Ni khil Nayyar, Adv.
Anki t Si nghal , Adv.

<3 555333 3333



=

For U. P. Pollution

B. V. Bal randas, Adv.

Control Board M. Pradeep M shra, Adv.
M. T. WMahipal, Adv.
M. Suraj Singh, Adv.
M. Mdhd. Tai yab Khan, Adv.
M. Shakil Ahmad Syed, Adv.
For Central Vigilance
Commi ssion M. MN Rao, Sr.Adv. (N P.)
M. Sanjay R Hegde, Adv.
M. Anil Kr. Mshra, Adv.
For Agra Dev.
Aut hority M. Ashok K. Srivastava, Adv.
M. Saurabh Trivedi, Adv.
For State of Haryana M. A ay Siwach, AAG
M. T.V. George, Adv.
For State of U. P. M. Hrish Sal ve, Sr.Adv.
M. Shail Kumar Dwivedi, A A G
M. Vijay Pratap Singh, Adv.
M. Ani | Kumar Jha, Adv.
M. S. Wasim A, Qadri, Adv.
For CPCB M. Vijay Panjwani, Adv.
M. Rakesh K. Khanna, Adv.
Dr. Rashni Khanna, Adv.
M ss Jahanvi Warah, Adv.
M. Reetesh Singh, Adv.
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Ms. Anil Katiyar, Adv.
M. Atishi D pankar, Adv.
M. A ay Kumar Aggarwal , Adv.
Ms. Binu Tanta, Adv.
M. Rajiv Tyagi, Adv.
M. Ranj an Mozundar, Adv.
M. Navneet, Adv.
M. Ajay K  Agrawal (in-person)
M. T.S. Doabia, Sr. Adv.
M. V.K.  Verna, Adv.
M. Pranab Kumar Ml lick, Adv.
M. K. K. Mhan, Adv.
M. Vishwajit Singh, Adv.
Ms. Midula Ray Bhardwaj, Adv.
Ms. S. Dutta, Adv.

UPON heari ng counsel

ORDER

the Court made the follow ng

.5/ -



| . A No. 444
It is accepted by the learned Solicitor General appearing on
behal f of the Archaeol ogi cal Survey of India that in stead and pl ace of
carrying out a study in regard to the carrying capacity, not only the
mausol eumitsel f but the entire Taj Conplex should be taken into
consideration. Let the matter appear two weeks hence so as to enable
the |l earned Solicitor General to place before us the names of suitable
per sons for constitution of a Conmittee, for entrusting t he
af orementi oned j ob.
. 6/ -
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I . A No. 464:
An affidavit has been affirmed on behalf of the Archaeol ogica
Survey of India stating:

"3. | submt that the Archaeol ogi cal Survey of
I ndia has not granted any pernission to the Mcrosoft to
hol d any function for release of their Wndow Vista and
2007 Ofice System or for t hat mat t er any ot her
pr ogr anme.

On enquiries made by me | have ascertained that
no such programe or function was held within the Taj
preni ses

4, | submt that however, a perm ssion was
granted to Shri Pankaj, Shri Akash, Shri Dinesh & Shri
Anup C/ o Dainik Jagran, Agra for shooting with cast at
Meht ab Bagh Conpl ex across the river Yanuna.

5. | submit that the aforesaid shooting was held
wi t hout any I'ight, sound and audi ence and such
perm ssion for shooting were given by the Departnment on
the earlier occasion also.

6. | subnmit that the only pernission which was
granted was for carrying out a photo-shoot and not for
hol di ng any function as such there has been no violation
of any order of this Hon' ble Court.

7. | state that the newspaper reports have
wongly been reported that the dancers had perfornmed in
front of Taj Mahal ."

Before us, also a copy of permnission accorded to Shri Pankaj
and ot hers has been pl aced.

In view of the statements nade in the said affidavit, we are of
the opinion that no further orders need be passed on |.A No. 464 which
is accordingly dism ssed.

L7 -

I . A Nos. 462:
Let a reply be filed during the course of the day. Put up after
two weeks.

. A No. 465:
List after two weeks.

(A.S. BISHT) (PUSHAP LATA
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