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| TEM No. 1 Court No. 1 SECTI ON PI L
SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A

RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS
IANo 22 in Wit Petition(Gvil) No.4677/1985
with |.A No.1206 in WP.(C) No.4677/1985
M C. MEHTA Petitioner (s)
VERSUS
UNION OF I NDI A & ORS. Respondent (s)

[Re:Shifting of Industries fromresidential area of Del hi, New Del hi]
[with office report]
with
. A Nos. 1204, 1205, 1224 in WP.(C) No.4677/1985
with
I.A No.1322 in 1.A No.22 in WP(C) No.4677/85
(for directions),

I. A No.1323/2000 in I.A No. 22 in WP.(C No.4677/1985
(re: Rajendra Ravindra Printers (P) Ltd.) (for directions)

Wi th

WP.(C No.98/2000@@

[66660600006660600000

Poorvi Vishwas Ngr.S. Kalyan Sanmiti (Regd.) Petitioner(s)
VS.

Union of India & Os. Respondent ( s)

(with appln.(s) for directions)

with

I.A. No. 1367 inI.A No. 22 in WP(C) No. 4677/1985
(re: Laghu Udyog Bharathi through its President M. G K Arora)
(for directions)

Date : 11/03/2002 These Petitions were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :

HON BLE MR JUSTI CE B. N. Kl RPAL

HON BLE MR, JUSTICE D.M DHARVADHI KAR
Ami cus Curi ae M. Ranjit Kumar, Sr. Adv.
For Petitioner (s) M. MC Mhta, Adv.

Petitioner-in-person. (NP)

For Uni on of India/

M ni stry of M. K C Kaushik, Adv.

Ur ban Devel opment/ M. Krishan Mhaj an, Adv.
M ni stry of M. S N Terdol, Adv.

Envi r onnent Ms. Anil Katiyar, Adv.



.2/ -
2

C.V. Subba Rao, Adv.
R N Vernma, Adv.

S. A Mattoo, Adv.
Varuna B Gugnani, Adv.
C. Radhkrishna, Adv.
Aj ay Sharma, Adv.

B V Bal ram Das, Adv.
For CGovt. of NCT, Del hi D. N. Goburdhun, Adv.
Pi nky Anand, Adv.
Ceeta Luthra, Adv.

For MCD I ndra Sawhney, Adv.

For DPCC R C Vernm, Adv.

Ki ran Kapoor and M. Mikesh Verna, Advs.
For NCRP Board Sheil Sethi, Adv.
For CPCB Vijay Panjwani, Adv.

For DDA V B Saharya, Adv. for

s. Saharya & Co., Advs.
Mani k Kar anj awal a, Adv. (NP)
Sushi | Kumar Jain, Adv.(NP)

for applicants in M L Lahoty, Adv.

<55 5 % 23 3 F 55 5 FFS $555%%%

I A 1323 Paban K Sharnma, Adv.
H manshu Shekhar, Adv.
I A 1367 M. Rakesh K Khanna, Adv.
M. Reetesh Singh, Adv.
M. Surya Kant, Adv.
in W 98/2000
For Petitioner(s) M. Mhd. Arif, Adv.
M. Chander Bhan Garg, Adv.
M. M A Chi nnasarny, Adv.
For DVB M. Rakesh K Sharma, Adv.
For DJB M. N K Sahoo, Adv.
M. Suresh C Tripathy, Adv.
for Govt. of NCT Delhi M. D N Goburdhun, Adv.
Ms. Pinky Anand and Ms. Geeta Luthra, Advs.

UPON hearing counsel the Court made the follow ng

ORDER
........ L......l........T........T.......T.......T.......T.......J
. SP2
The matters are adjourned to first week of My,
2002.
. SP1
Kal yani . (S.L. GOYAL) @@
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| TEM No. 1Al Court No. 2 SECTION PI L

SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

I.A No. 1527 in A 22 in WP. (G vil) No.4677/1985

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

(Re: National Cable Industries)
(with office report)

Date : 20/02/2002 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :

HON BLE MR JUSTI CE B. N. KI RPAL

HON BLE MR JUSTI CE SH VARAJ V. PATIL

HON BLE MR JUSTI CE BlI SHESHWAR PRASAD SI NGH
Anmi cus Curi ae M. Ranjit Kumar, Sr. Adv.
For Petitioner (s) M. MC Mhta, Adv.

Petitioner-in-person. (NP)
For Applicant (s) Praveen Jain, Adv.
K K Rohtagi, Adv.
For Uni on of India Mukul Rohtagi, ASG
K. C. Kaushik, Adv.
Kri shan Mahaj an, Adv.
R N Poddar, Adv.
B V Bal randas, Adv.
S N Terdol, Adv.

SSSS55 5%

For Govt. of NCT,Del hi M. D.N Goburdhun, Adv.

Ms. Pinky Anand, Adv.
Ms. Ceeta Luthra, Advs.
For MCD M. Mikul Rohtagi, ASG
Ms. | ndra Sawhney, Adv.
For DPCC M. D.N Goburdhun, M. R C Vernms,
Ms. Neeta Sinha and M. Mikesh Verma, Advs.
For NCRP Board Ms. Sheil Sethi, Adv.
For CPCB M. Vijay Panjwani, Adv.
For DDA M. V B Saharya, Adv. for Ms. Saharya & Co., Advs.
.2/ -
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UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng



From the affidavit filed by the NCT, Delhi, it
appears that in respect of some of t he vil | ages
notifications have been issued under Section 507 of the
Del hi  Municipal Corporation Act and as a result thereof
they becone part of the urban area. |If this is so, there
is no logic as to why the other rules, regulations and
bye-laws applicable to the urban areas of Del hi shoul d not
apply to the Abadi or the Lal Dora areas of these urbanised
vil | ages. There is still less logic in not extending the
building bye-laws to these areas except that there is,
perhaps, an attenpt to allow all types of construction to
take place in these areas and for the wuse of the
constructed property in an unregul ated manner. The
Government of NCT, Delhi as well as all other governnental
authorities in this behalf are directed to informthe Court
why preferential treatnent in this behalf is extended to
the Lal Dora area. Either the villages are not urbanised,
or, if they are urbanised, then all the laws applicable in
the urban areas should apply: Enforcenment, of course, is a
different matter.

At the request of M. Mukul  Rohtagi, |earned
Additional Solicitor Ceneral, adjourned. List after six
weeks.

. SP1
(D.P. VALIA) (S.L. GOYAL) @@

COURT MASTER COURT MASTER @@
A

| TEM No. 1A2 Court No. 2 SECTI ON PI L

SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

I.A Nos.1776 & 1777 in WP. (Civil) No.4677/1985

M C. MEHTA Petitioner (s)
VERSUS
UNION OF I NDI A & ORS. Respondent (s)
(for directions and i npl eadnent)
(Re: M's. Durga Applicances (P) Ltd.)

Date : 20/02/ 2002 These Petitions were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE B. N. Kl RPAL
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE SH VARAJ V. PATIL
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE Bl SHESHWAR PRASAD SI NGH



Anmi cus Curi ae M. Ranjit Kumar, Sr. Adv.

For Petitioner (s) M. MC Mhta, Adv.
Petitioner-in-person. (NP)

For Applicant (s) Rajiv Dutta, Sr. Adv.

Hari Om Yaduvanshi, Adv.

Moni ka Gusai n, Adv.

Ranbi r Yadav, Adv.

For Uni on of India Mukul Rohtagi, ASG

K. C. Kaushik, Adv.

Kri shan Mahaj an, Adv.

R N Poddar, Adv.

B V Bal randas, Adv.

S N Terdol, Adv.

SSS555 5FSS

For Govt. of NCT,Del hi M. D.N Goburdhun, Adv.

Ms. Pinky Anand, Adv.
Ms. Ceeta Luthra, Advs.
For MCD M. Mikul Rohtagi, ASG
Ms. I ndra Sawhney, Adv.
For DPCC M. D.N Goburdhun, M. R C Vernms,
Ms. Neeta Sinha and M. Mikesh Verma, Advs.
For NCRP Board Ms. Sheil Sethi, Adv.
For CPCB M. Vijay Panjwani, Adv.
For DDA M. V B Saharya, Adv. for Ms. Saharya & Co., Advs.
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UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER
........ L......l........T........T.......T.......T.......T.......J
. SP2
The question of allowing the applicant to carry on
the activity of manufacturing pressure cookers does not
arise in view of the finding of fact arrived at by the
Revi ew Cormittee, nanely, that the unit is a polluting unit
and in a non-conformng area. The I.As. are dism ssed.
. SP1
(D.P. WALI A) (S. L. QGOYAL)
Court Master Court Master
PA
L....... T....... T .. T .. T....... T....... T....... I J
| TEM No. 1A3 Court No. 2 SECTI ON PI L
SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A

RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

I.A No. 1172 in I.A No. 22 in WP. (G vil) No.4677/1985



M C. MEHTA

UNI ON OF I NDI A & ORS.

(Re : Application for

Wi th

VERSUS

Direction on behalf of Ms.

Petitioner (s)

Respondent (s)

Goverdhan Dass Rathi)

I.A No. 1782/2001 in |I.A No. 1172 in I.A No. 22

in WP.(C) No. 4677/1985.

(Re: Application for direction on behal f of
Muni ci pal Corporation of Delhi) (with office report)
Date : 20/02/ 2002 These Petitions were called on for hearing today.
CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE B. N. Kl RPAL
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE SH VARAJ V. PATIL
HON BLE MR, JUSTI CE Bl SHESHWAR PRASAD SI NCH
Anmi cus Curi ae M. Ranjit Kumar, Sr. Adv.
For Petitioner (s) M. MC Mhta, Adv.
Petitioner-in-person. (NP)
For Applicant (s)
inlA 1172 M. ML Lahoty, Adv.
M. Paban K Sharma, Adv.
M. H manshu Shekhar, Adv.
inlA 1782 M. Mikul Rohtagi, ASG
Ms. | ndra Sawhney, Adv.
For Uni on of India M. Mikul Rohtagi, ASG
M. K. C Kaushik, Adv.
M. Krishan Mahaj an, Adv.
M. R N Poddar, Adv.
M. B V Bal randas, Adv.
M. S N Terdol, Adv.
For Govt. of NCT,Delhi M. D.N Goburdhun, Adv.
Ms. Pinky Anand, Adv.
Ms. Ceeta Luthra, Advs.
For MCD M. Mikul Rohtagi, ASG
Ms. I ndra Sawhney, Adv.
.2/ -
. PA
For DPCC M. D.N Goburdhun, M. R C Verns,
Ms. Neeta Sinha and M. Mikesh Vernm, Advs.
For NCRP Board Ms. Sheil Sethi, Adv.
For CPCB M. Vijay Panjwani, Adv.
For DDA M. V B Saharya, Adv. for Ms. Saharya & Co., Advs.



UPON hearing counsel the Court made the follow ng

ORDER
........ [ [ e P
SP2
List these applications with I.A  No. 1310/ 2000
before the Bench dealing with that application.
. SP1
(D.P. WALI A) (S.L. GOYAL) @@
COURT MASTER COURT MASTER @@
A
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| TEM No. 1 Court No. 2 SECTI ON PI L
SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A

RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

I.A Nos. 1531 in A 22 in WP. (Civil) No.4677/1985

M C. MEHTA Petitioner (s)
VERSUS

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

(RE: Application for direction on behalf of Naraina Industrial Area

CETP Soci ety through its President)
(Wth office report)

Date : 13/02/2002 These Petitions were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :

HON BLE MR JUSTI CE B. N. KI RPAL

HON BLE MR JUSTI CE SH VARAJ V. PATIL

HON BLE MR JUSTI CE Bl SHESHWAR PRASAD SI NGH
Anmi cus Curi ae M. Ranjit Kumar, Sr. Adv.
For Petitioner (s) M. MC Mhta, Adv.

Petitioner-in-person. (NP)

For Applicant (s) M. Rakesh K. Khanna, Adv.

inlAs 1776 & 1777 M. Reetish Singh, Adv.
M. Surya Kant, Adv.

For Union of India/ M. K C. Kaushik, Adv.

Mnistries of UD & M. S.N terdol, Adv.

Envi r onnent M. B.V. Bal aram Das, Adv.

For Govt. of NCT,Delhi M. D.N Goburdhun, Ms. Pinky Anand and
Ms. Geeta Luthra, Advs.

For MCD Ms. Indra Sawhney, Adv.

For DPCC M. D.N Goburdhun, M. R C Vernms,



Ms. Neeta Sinha and M. Mikesh Verna, Advs.

For NCRP Board Ms. Sheil Sethi, Adv

For CPCB M. Vijay Panjwani, Adv.
For DDA M. V B Saharya, Adv. for Ms. Saharya & Co.
For DJB M. RS Suri, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court nade the foll ow ng
ORDER

........ [ e [ I |
SP2

. SP1

Applicant wishes to file a specific avernent to the
effect that a | arge nunber of industries have not net the

2

requisite contribution as directed by this Court’s order
dated 12th May, 1996 and 14th Septenber, 1999. Needful be
done within a week with a copy to M. Goburdhun who wll
file a response to this within a week thereafter. Li st
after three weeks.

Kal yani . (S.L. GOYAL) @@
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