pVI TEM NO. 301( A) COURT NO. 8 SECTI ON PI L/ Xl

SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A

RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

A No. 376 in WP(C) No. 13381/1984

M C. MEHTA Petitioner(s)

VERSUS

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

Wth

I A No.395-397 in WP.(C No. 13381/1984

(for i npl eadnent exenpti on from filing and perm ssi on to file addi ti onal
docunent s on behal f of

NPCC)

Wth

SLP(Q)....CC.. 12071/ 2005

(Wth appln(s) for c/delay in filing SLP and office report)
Wth

I.A No.387 in WP.(C No. 13381/1984

(For directions)

I.A No.389 in WP.(C No. 13381/1984

(For exenption fromfiling OT.)

I.A. No.390 in WP.(C) No. 13381/1984

(For exemption fromfiling OT.)

I.A No.444 in WP.(C No.13381/1984

(For direction)

In the matter of: Archaeol ogi cal Survey of India
I.A No.453 in WP.(C No. 13381/1984

(Re: News Item dated 6.8.2006)

Date: 28/08/2006 These Petitions 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, JUSTI CE D. K. JAIN

For Petitioner(s)/ M. Krishan Mahajan, A C
Applicant (s)/
Respondent ( s) M. MC Mhta, Adv.

M . G E. Vahanvati, Solicitor General
M. A D.N Rao, Adv.

M. P. Parnmeswaran, Adv.

State of U. P. Dr. RG Padia, Sr. Adv.
M . Raj eev Dubey, Adv.

M. Kanml endra M shra, Adv.
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M. Sant osh Kumar, Adv.
M. Atishi Di pankar, Adv.

M . Chandra Kant Nayak, Adv.

Ms. Shi | pa Chohan, Adv.

Ms. Lalita Kaushik, Adv.

CPCB M. Vijay Panjwani, Adv.

M. Pradeep Mshra, Adv.

M s. Rekha Pandey, Adv.

M. B.K. Prasad, Adv.

M. B.V. Bal randas, Adv.

M. Ashok Di pankar, Adv.

Agra Devel opnent Aut hority M . Ashok Kumar Srivastvava, Adv.

M . Saur abh Trivedi, Adv.

M. Aj ay Kumar Aggarwal, Adv.

Ms. Bi nu Tanta, Adv.



M. Sanjay R Hegde, Adv.

M. K K. Mhan, Adv.

M. Vishwajit Singh, Adv.

Ms. Anil Katiyar, Adv.

M. Midula Ray Bhardwaj, Adv.

M. Ajay Siwach, Adv.
M. Sandeep Sharma, Adv.
M. T. V. Geor ge, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng

ORDER
Re: Security of Taj: 1.A No.453/2006
In conti nuation of our order dat ed 7.8.2006, we may notice
t hat this Court in its or der

dated 21.11. 2001 observed that the State of U P. had already prepared a contingency plan qua
Security

of Taj. The said
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contingency plan seeks to take within its fold inter alia the sudden influx of visitors to
t he nonunent

which may result in vandalismor damage thereto.

W may al so pl ace on record t he submi ssi ons of M. Kr
i shan Mahaj an, | ear ned Ani cus

Curiae that the said contingency plan has not been

i mpl enent ed in any manner what soever. Let t he Hone Secretary, State of U
ttar Pradesh affirm on

af fidavit as to what st eps have been t aken for i mpl ement ati on of t he s
aid conti ngency pl an. Such

affidavit may be filed within two weeks from date. An advance copy of the said affidavit be gi
ven to M.



Kri shan Mahaj an, |earned Anmicus-Curiae and to M. MC Mehta, the wit petitioner

A  proposal has been noot ed at t he Bar t hat if sone
| and can be allotted by t he Agra

Devel opnent Aut hority beyond/ ar ound t he peri phery of 500 nt s. whi ch can be
utilised by t he Cl SF

per sonnel as a Checki ng Count er -cum Facilitation Centre, much of t he
pr obl ens whi ch are bei ng

faced today in regard to security of the nonunent nmay not occur in future. We, therefore, dire
ct that on

2.9.2006 t he Super i nt endent of ASI , a hi gh r anki ng of ficer of Cl SF, t he
Vi ce Chai r man of Agra

Devel opnent Aut hority as also the Commi ssi oner of Agra  Division shal | nmeet
in the Chanbers of

Chai r man, Agra Devel opnent Aut hority for taking an appropriate decision in the
mat t er. In the said

meeting, location of the vendors shall also be discussed and resol ved apart fromthe question
of installing

t he Checki ng Counter-cum Facilitation Centre. In this connection the said
authorities or the officers

nom nat ed by them shall visit t he spot and sel ect a vacant pl ace whi ch
may be avail abl e for t he

af orement i oned pur poses.
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A suitable plan nmay also be prepared by the Oficers of the Agra Devel op
ment Aut hority,

in the event a suitable place is found out

as an outcone of the said neeting and visit to the spot by the officers

concerned, be arranged so that necessary directions can be issued by this Court for all otnent
of the said

I and by the Agra Devel opment Authority in favour of the ASI. W also direct the authorities of
the ASI



to consi der t he desirability of i ssui ng t he tickets of entering into t he
nonunent to limted number of

visitors for alimted duration.

Put up this matter on 18.9. 2006 together with I. A No. No. 444/ 2006.

RE: Heritage City

Hear d | earned Solicitor Ceneral at sone length. It is stated at the

Bar that the questions

shall be considered in depth, particularly having regard to the fact t hat three
nonunent s are | ocat ed

within the town of Agra City as al so other nonunents in or around the sane.

RE: News item dated 25.8.2006 published in Dainik Jagran(Agra Samachar)

We nmay al so place on record that our attention has been drawn by | earned Anic
us-Curi ae

to a report published on 25.8.2006 in Dainik Jagaran(Agra Sanmchar). Let the said report b
e kept on

record. Xerox copy of the sane be handed over to the | earned Counsel appearing on behalf of St
ate of

Ut tar Pradesh.

Phot ogr aphs given by M. Krishan Mahajan, |earned Anmicus-Curiae be also kept o

n
record.
List all the |I.As on 18.9. 2006.
(MEENU SETHI ) (PUSHAP LATA BHARDWAJ)
COURT MASTER COURT MASTER
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RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

Wit Petition(C) No. 193/2004
Aj ay Kumar Agrawal Petitioner(s)
VERSUS

Union of India & Os. Respondent ( s)

(with office report)

Date: 28.8.2006: This petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM
HON BLE MR. JUSTI CE S. B. SI NHA
HON BLE MR. JUSTI CE S. H. KAPADI A
HON BLE MR, JUSTI CE D. K. JAIN
For the petitioner: Petitioner-in-person

For the respondent:

UPON hearing petitioner-in-person the Court nmade the foll ow ng

ORDER

The petitioner who is an advocate practising in this Court has filed this ap
plication under

Article 32 of the Constitution praying for the following reliefs:

(i) issue an appropriate wit, order or direction in t he nat ure of manda
nmus directing t he r espondent

(Central Gover nment , State Government s and t he Uni on Territories) to pl a
ce before this Hon’ bl e

Court the Policy/ Govt. Oders/notifications whi ch authorizes Governnents to awa
rd work to PSUs

wi t hout tender & conpetitive bidding, and



(ii)issue appropriate direction to each of the State Governnents to amend such policy, to the
effect that if

the work is of such a nature that it could be awarded to a PSU only, then it nust be w del
y advertised

and tenders should be invited and Contract should be awarded after conpetitive bidding anmo
ng the
PSUs ; and......

In the body of the wit petition as also in the  annexures,
the petitioner had referred to

certain contracts purported to have been granted

.2/ -
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by the State of Utar Pradesh to NPCC, a public sector undertaking. It is the case of the peti
ti oner that

the State should be directed to award contracts to PSUs after wide publicity. This wit petiti
on covers all

contracts.

Havi ng regard to t he nat ure of t he reliefs prayed for by
t he petitioner, as not i ced

herei nbefore, we are of the opinion that this case has no direct nexus with the Taj Corridor w
ith which

this Bench is concer ned. VW  are, t herefore, of the opinion that this w
rit petition be pl aced bef ore an

appropriate Bench dealing with the subject.

(MEENU SETHI) (PUSHAP LATA BHARDWAJ)

Court Master Court Master



