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SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

I.A NO 229 IN WP.(C No.13029/1985

M C. MEHTA Petitioner(s)
VERSUS

UNION OF I NDIA & ORS Respondent ( s)

( appln.for directions arising out of C P.No.01/2002)
W TH

I.A NO 227 IN WP. (C) No.13029/1985

(appln. for directions arising out of C. P.NO 259/2000)
W TH

I.A.NO 230 I N WP. (C)NO 13029/ 1985

(Appln. for directions arising out of C. P.No.413/2003)
W TH

I. A NO 253-254 IN WP.(C No.13029/1985

(appl n. for inpleadnment and directions)

WI TH

I.A. NO. 269 IN WP.(C No.13029/1985

(Appln. for directions on behal f of MCD)

Date: 12/10/2007 This Petition was called on for hearing today.
CORAM :
HON BLE THE CH EF JUSTI CE
HON BLE DR JUSTI CE ARI JI T PASAYAT
HON BLE MR JUSTICE S.H KAPAD A
For the Parties: M. Kul deep Singh Tonar (I n-Person)
M. Harish N. Salve, Sr. Adv. (A C)
M. UWU Lalit, Sr. Adv. (A .C)
M. Praveen Swarup, Adv.
NDMCM . Rakesh Kumar Khanna, Sr. Adv.
Dr. Rashm Khanna, Adv.
M. Surya Kant, Adv.
M . Ashok Bhan, Adv.
M's. Varuna Bhandari Gugnani, Adv.
.S.Vasim A Qadri, Adv.
D.S. Mahra, Adv.
Ani| Katiyar, Adv.
S WA, Qadiri, Adv.

Pavan Kumar, Adv.

< 5 35 7 =%

Subr anmoni um Prasad, Adv.
M. Sanjiv Sen, Adv.

MCDM . Praveen Swarup, Adv.
M. Subhash Bansal, Adv.

Ms. Vijayal akshmi Menon, Adv.

M. S.N Terdal, Adv.



M.V.K Tankha, Sr. Adv.
| A 253-254M . Prashant Kumar, Adv.
M. Anurag Sharma, Adv.

M. Vishnu B. Saharya, Adv.
DDAf or M's. Saharya & Co. Advs.

M. MC. Mhta, Adv.
For HSIDCM . Ravi ndra Bana, Adv.
|A 22M's. Sheel Sethi, Adv.

M. R N Karanjawal a, Adv.

Ms. Nandini Gore, Adv.

M . Debral ya Banerjee, Adv.

Ms. Sonia N gam Adv.

for Tata Motors Ltd. Ms. Mani k Karanj awal a, Adv.

St of Mani purKh. Nobin Singh, Adv.
M. Tarun Jamnal , Adv.

DTCMs. A. Subhashi ni, Adv.
CPCBM . Vijay Panjwani, Adv.

M. Shri Narain, Adv.
SI AM . Sandeep Narain, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER

Pursuant to the order passed by this Court, the Environnent
Pol lution (Prevention and Control) Authority for the National Capital Region
has prepared a report regarding the Qutdoor Advertisement Policy. The matter
was exanmined in detail and report has been subnitted before us. The vari ous
paraneters have been laid down as to how the bill-boards hoardi ngs can be fixed
the city roads within the jurisdiction of the MC. D Certain objections have
been rai sed by sone persons who who intend to file applications i.e. those
who have put up hoardings in the roof top of their house or bui | di ngs.
They contended that these hoardings were permitted to be put under the
earlier policy and if this proposed policy is inplenented, they will not be
all owed to put hoardings on their buildings and this would cause serious
prejudice to themby the inplenmentation of the policy. |If any such persons
are aggrieved by the inplenentation of the proposed policies, they would be
at liberty to chall enge the sane.
MCD woul d be at liberty to go ahead with the policy and the persons who
feel aggrieved nmay file appropriate application before this Court and appropriate
orders woul d be passed. The MCD may go ahead with the inplenmentation of the
policy, notw thstanding any order passed by any court.
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