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| TEM NO. 301 + 302 COURT NO. 1 SECTI ON PI L(W
SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS
I.A No.345 in Wit Petition (C) No.13029/1985

M C. MEHTA Petitioner(s)
VERSUS

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

W TH

WP.(C No.728 of 2015
(Wth appln.(s) for inpleadnent and directions and ex-parte stay
and office report)
W P. (C) No. 891/ 2016
(OFfice Report)
W P. (C) No. 895/ 2016
W P. (C) No. 899/ 2016
I.A No.471 in |.A Nos.447-448 in 1. A No.365 in I.A No.345 in
WP. (C) No.13029/1985
Date : 10/11/2016 These applications were called on for hearing today.
CORAM :
HON&#39; BLE THE CHI EF JUSTI CE
HON&#39; BLE MR. JUSTI CE A. K. S| KRI
HON&#39; BLE MR. JUSTI CE S. A. BOBDE
For Petitioner(s)
Petitioner-in-person
M. Harish N. Salve Sr.Adv. (A C.)
Ms. Aparjita Singh (A C), Adv.
M. A DN Rao(A C), Adv.
M. Siddharth Chaudhary (A . C ), Adv.
M. Chirag M Shroff, Adv.

Ani rudh Suri, Adv.

Shi khil Suri, Adv.

Gopal Subranmani am Sr. Adv.
Rahul Gupta, Adv.

Gagan CQupta, Adv.

Shekhar CGupta, Adv.

Ira Gupta, Adv.

Ananta Prasad M shra, Adv.

F Respondent (s)

Vg Pi nky Anand, ASG

M. S.WA Quadri, Adv.

(NCT of Delhi) M. Sadman Ali, Adv.
M. Mikul Singh, Adv.

M. Vi bhu Shanker M shra, Adv.

M. B.K Prasad, Adv.

M. Mikul Rohatgi, AG

(Mn. of Environ- M. Ranjit Kumar, SG
ment) M. S WA Quadri, Adv.

Saur abh Kirpal, Adv.

Aj ay Sharma, Adv.

G S. Makker, Adv.

Mukul Rohatgi, AG

Ranjit Kumar, SG

ion of India) M. Ajay Sharma, Adv.
Sour abh Kirpal, Adv.

S.WA. Quadri, Adv.

G S. Makker, Adv.

A.M Singhvi, Sr. Adv.

Sandeep Narain, Adv.

Avi shkar Si nghvi, Adv.

S. Narain & Co.

K. K. Venugopal, Sr. Adv.

Pooj a Dhar, Adv.

Zeeshan Di wan, Adv.

Vijeth, Adv.

. Pinky Anand, ASG

I hi Police) M. S.WA. Qadri, Adv.
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Mukul Si ngh, Adv.

Vi bhu Shankar M shra, Adv.
S. A Siddiqui, Adv.

Sounya Rat hore, Adv.

B. K. Prasad, Adv.
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R K. Rathore, Adv.

M n. of Petroleunm) M. Vibhu Shanker M shra, Adv.
Raj Bahadur Yadav, Adv.

M K. Maroria, Adv.

Anil G over, AAG

Sanj ay Kumar Visen, Adv.

Sadmani Ali, Adv.

Saur abh Kirpal, Adv.

Aj ay Sharma,

Mukul Si ngh, Adv.

Vi bhushanker M shra, Adv.

Aj ay Bansal, Adv.

Praveen Swaroop, Adv.

For NDMC) M. Vijendra Karuna, Adv.
Ms. Veena Bansal , Adv.

M. Gaurav Yadava, Adv.

M. Copal Jain, Sr. Adv.

(For Intervenor) M. Anish R Shah, Adv.
M. Raghunath Raj Mhan, Adv.

M. Abinash K Mshra, Adv.

M. Ajay Bansal, Adv.

(For MCD) M. A Mangal aswany, Adv.
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M. Praveen Swarup, Adv.

M. Suresh Kumar, Adv.

M. Mahesh Agarwal , Adv.

M. R shi Agrawal a, Adv.

M. E. C. Agrawal a, Adv.

M. Ankur Saigal, Adv.

M. Rishabh Pari kh Adv.

(State of U P) M. Garvesh Kabra, Adv.

s

Samir Ali Khan, Adv.

State of Punjab) M. Saurabh A ay Gupta, AAG
Ni shant Bi shnoi, Adv.

Vijay K. Sondhi, Adv.

Cauveri Birbal, Adv.

Aranyak Pat hak, Adv.

Suj eeta Srivastava, Adv.
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(For EDMC) M. Pawan Swarup, Adv.

M. Gaurang Kanth, Adv.

Ms. Eshita Bansal, Adv.

M. Praveen Swarup, Adv.

M. A Singh, Adv.

M's. Qunjan Sinha Jain, Adv.

(For NHAI) M. T.S. Sidhu, Adv.

Si nranj eet Si ngh, Adv.

s K V. Kini & Assets

Vijay Panjwani, Adv.

Sarfraz Ahned Siddiqui, Adv.

Satya Siddiqui, Adv.

B. K Prasad, Adv.

Soumitra G Chaudhuri, Adv.

(State of WB.) M. Parljat Si nha, Adv.
M. Somnath Banerjee, Adv.

(State of Assam) M. Shuvodeep Roy, Adv.
M. D.S. Mhra, Adv.
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UPON hearing the counsel the Court made the follow ng
ORDER
W have heard M. Ranj it Kumar , | ear ned Solicitor Gener al at
some I ength as wel | as t he Chai r man of t he Central Pol [ uti on



Contr ol Board who is present in person. W have al so had the

advant age of heari ng some ot her | ear ned counsel appeari ng bef ore

us. M. Ranj it Kumar had on t he previ ous dat e of heari ng sought
time to prepare a Pl an of Acti on for appr ai si ng and i mprovi ng t he
pol lution | evel s in Del hi . He has t oday filed a conpilation in
whi ch he has tried to expl ain t he cause of pol lution and t he
possi bl e sol utions for reduci ng t he same Duri ng t he course of

heari ng however when we asked M . Pari har, Chai r man, CPCB  whet her
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there are any Pol | uti on Moni tori ng Stations, he stated t hat there

are three such stations set up by t he CPCB  besi des si X ot hers set
up by the Del hi Pollution Control Board and nine by the Mnistry of

Earth & Sci ences. He submits that in case sone nore such stations

are set up in the city, it will certainly help the CPCB in keeping

a close wat ch on t he pol lution | evel s and r espondi ng to t he same
appropriately. He seeks time to exam ne t he need for setting up
such addi ti onal stations as may be sufficient to meet t he

chal | enges in ener gent situations and al so t he time frane wi t hin

whi ch such stations can be set up or upgr aded. The control room

set up by the CPCB for monitoring the pollution levels in the city

al so woul d need to be equi pped with sui tabl e machi nes for dat a
received fromother stations to be processed. He may al so exam ne

the need for upgrading the control roomw th the required equipnent

whi ch may be useful for that purpose

It is conmon ground that there is at present no definite plan

of action formulated by the CPCB for responding to different |evels

of pollution at different points of tine at different locations in

t he city. Wi | e t he pol lution | evel s are general ly gr aded as

sati sfactory, severe or dangerous, there is no definite paraneters

for such gradati on al so. M. Ranjit Kurrar subnits t hat

internationally accepted par anet er s are appl i ed based on t he air
quality index are used for the purpose. He seeks time to bring on

record t he quality i ndex internationally accepted and t hat
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prescribed by the CPCB. What is nor e i mport ant is t hat t he CPCB
ought to devi se its response to such | evel s. Suffice it to say
t hat whil e causes for pol lution may be vari ed, t he CPCB  does not

for the present appear to have any definite plan on how to respond
to such levels of pollution noticed by Board. The CPCB, therefore,

needs to evol ve a definitive pl an of action t hat woul d make its
response to di fferent | evel s of pol lution predi ct abl e.

Unfortunately, however, no t hought appears to have been gi ven to
this aspect so far, no matter this Court has been dealing with the

issue for a long tine. Be that as it may, it is never too late to

make anends and draw up a suitable action pl an, nanel vy, t he
creation of setting up of pol lution nmoni t ori ng centers for

appr ai si ng and gradi ng of pol lution | evel s and evol vi ng di fferent
responses to di fferent | evel s of pol I uti on. M. Ranjit Kumar
submits t hat gi ven ten days time, t he CPCB  shall finalize t he
action on all three counts mentioned above in consultation with al

concer ned. St ake hol ders i ncl udi ng t he Wit petitions shal | be
free to give their suggestions/inputs to the Chairnan of the CPCB

The Chai r man, CPCB  may convene a neeting of al | concer ned on
19.11.2016 at 11.00 a.m

These matters to st and adj our ned to be listed again on

25.11. 2016 at 2.00 p.m
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WP.(C) No.728 of 2015, WP.(C)No.891/2016, WP.(C)No.895/2016
W P. (C) No. 899/ 2016 & D. No. 37665/ 2016
. A No. 471 in | . A Nos. 447-448 in . A No. 365 in . A No. 345 in
WP.(C) No.13029/1985
List these matters tonorrow on 11 th
Novenber, 2016 at 2.00 p.m

(Ashok Raj Singh) (Veena Kher a)
Court Master Court Master



