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SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

WRIT PETITION (ClVIL) NO 583 OF 2003

SAFAI KARAMCHARI ANDOLAN AND ORS. Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
UNION OF | NDI A AND ORS. Respondent ( s)

(Wth appl n(s) for exenption fromfiling OT., directions,
extension of time, permission to file affidavit and office report)

Date: 12/01/2011 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE THE CHI EF JUSTI CE
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE K. S. PAN CKER RADHAKRI SHNAN
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE SWATANTER KUMAR

Gool am E. Vahanvati , AG
Ni shanth Patil, Adv.
Anoopam Pr asad, Adv.
Nai | a Jung, Adv.

Rohit Shar ma, Adv.

For Petitioner(s) P. S. Narasi nmha, Sr. Adv.
Shonona Khanna, Adv.
Par meshwar , Adv.
Anupam Lal Das, Adv.

For Respondent (s) A. Subhashi ni , Adv.

Ani p Sacht hey, Adv.

H. P. Raval , ASG

T.S. Doabi a, Sr. Adv.

Suni ta Shar ma, Adv.

Rekha Pandey, Adv.

Ani | Katiyar, Adv.

D. S. Mahra, Adv.

Varuna Bhandari Gugnani, Adv.
Manpr eet Singh Doabi a, Adv.
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Ani s Suhrawardy, Adv. (N P)

Avijit Bhattacharjee, Adv.

Sar bani Kar, Adv.

Debaj ani Das Pur kayast ha, Adv.
Bi dyabrata Acharrya, Adv.

Bhar at Sangal , Adv.

S.WA. Qadri, Adv.

Ron Basti on, Adv.

Sai ma Bakshi , Adv.

L. R Si ngh, Adv.

B. Krishna Prasad, Adv.
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Chandra Prakash Pandey, Adv.
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C.N. Sree Kumar, Adv.
Devendra Si ngh, Adv.
G Prakash, Adv.
Beena Prakash, Adv.
V. Senthil, Adv.

Gopal Si ngh, Adv.
Mani sh Kumar, Adv.

Gopal Si ngh, Adv.
Ri turaj Biswas, Adv.

H. S. Pari har, Adv.

Hemant i ka Wahi, Adv.
Nupur Kanungo, Adv.

K. J. John, Adv.

K. K. Qupta, Adv.

K. K. Mani, Adv.

M C. Dhi ngra, Adv.

Madhu Si kri, Adv.

Manoj Swar up, Adv.

Lalita Kohli, Adv.

Ms. Manoj Swarup & Co., Advs.
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Naresh K. Sharna, Adv. (N P)

Parijat Sinha, Adv.

P. Narasi mhan, Adv.

Pradeep M sra, Adv.

Prem Sunder Jha, Adv.

Prati bha Jain, Adv.

R N. Keshwani, Adv.

K. N. Madhusoodhanan, Adv.
R Sat hi sh, Adv.

Shrish Kumar M sra, Adv.
T. V. Ratnam Adv.
C. M Chopra, Adv.
Ani | Nag, Adv.
R Ayyam Perumal , Adv.
K. R Sasi prabhu, Adv.
D. S. Mahra, Adv.
VimM a Sinha, Adv.

Ni ranj ana Si ngh, Adv.
Prema Si ngh, Adv.
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Sal i ni Kunar, Adv.
Shaki | Ahnmed Syed, Adv.
Ranj an Mukherj ee, Adv.
S. Bhownm ck, Adv.
S. C. Ghosh, Adv.
Ravi ndra Kumar, Adv.
V. G Pragasam Adv.
S.J. Aristotle, Adv.
Prabu Ramasubr amani an, Adv.
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M J. Paul, Adv.

Rachana Joshi | ssar, Adv.
N dhi Tiwari, Adv.

S. Raj appa, Adv.

Arvind Kumar Sharnma, Adv.
B. K. Satija, Adv.

Ranesh Babu M R, Adv.

Khwai r akpam Nobi n Si ngh, Adv.
Sapam Bi swajit Meitei, Adv.

Ghanshyam Joshi , Adv.

Sanjay R Hegde, Adv.

Tarun Johri, Adv.

Var i nder Kumar Sharma, Adv.
Raj an Nar ai n, Adv.

Gopal Prasad, Adv.

Chanchal Kumar Gangul i, Adv.
Kai | ash Chand, Adv.

Ri ku Sar ma, Adv.
Ms. Corporate Law G oup, Advs.

Raj esh Srivastava, Adv.
S. Chandra Shekhar, Adv.
Anupam Lal Das, Adv.
Jatinder Kumar Bhatia, Adv. (N P)
Mohanprasad Mehari a, Adv.
Aj ay Sharma, Adv.
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T. Mahi pal , Adv.

Sum ta Hazari ka, Adv.
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Amit Kumar, Adv.

Ravi ndra Keshavrao Adsure, Adv.
Susmita Lal, Adv.

Kul di p Si ngh, Adv.

Praneet Ranj an, Adv.

Shi bashi sh M sra, Adv.
Ansar Ahmad Chaudhary, Adv.
Rauf Rahi m Adv.

Jayanth Muth Raj, Adv.

T.V. Ceorge, Adv.

Praveen Chaturvedi, Adv.
Anuvrat Sharma, Adv.

Jayshree Anand, Adv. (N P)
K. K. Mahalik, Adv. (N P)
Ajay Pal,Adv. (N P)

Mani sh Si nghvi, Addl . Adv. Genl ., Raj ast han.
D. K. Devesh, Adv.

Sahi|l S. Chauhan, Adv.

R Gopal akri shnan, Adv.

Ashok K. Srivastava, Adv.
Shai wal Srivastava, Adv.

Manj it Singh, Addl. Adv. Genl ., Haryana
Hari kesh Si ngh, Adv.
Kamal Mohan CGupt a, Adv.

Suni | Fernandes, Adv.
Si dharth Goel , Adv.
Renu Gupt a, Adv.
G N. Reddy, Adv.
V. Patt abhiram Var evu, Adv.
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Aruna Mat hur, Adv.

Yusuf Khan, Adv.

Avneesh Arput ham Adv.

Megha Gaur, Adv.

Ms. Arputham Aruna and Co., Advs.
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Edwar d Bel ho, Adv.
K. Enatoli Sema, Adv.

Atul Jha, Adv.
D. K. Si nha, Adv.

Sanj ay V. Kharde, Adv.
Asha Gopal an Nair, Adv.
Ani |, Adv.

Ani | Shrivast av, Adv.
Ri turaj Biswas, Adv.

Pragyan P. Sharma, Adv.
P. V. Yogeswar an, Adv.

SS 55 555 55 FF



Mani sh Si nghvi , Addl . Adv. Genl
D. K. Devesh, Adv.
M Iind Kumar, Adv.

Suni |l Satyarthi, Adv.

Hari sh Kumar, Adv.
Pr asant h, Adv.
Vasudevan, Adv.
Thananj ayan, Adv.
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UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER

As far back as on 5th Cctober, 2007, this
Court had directed the States, which have adopted
t he Enpl oyment of Manual Scavengers and
Construction of Dry Latri nes (Prohi bition) Act,
1993 [° 1993 Act’, for short] but had not appointed
Executive Authorities, as required under Section 5
of 1993 Act, to appoint such Authorities.
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The position as of today is that, even in
2011, the following States and a Union Territory
have failed to conply with our directions dated 5th
Cct ober, 2007. They are as foll ows:

[a] Punj ab;

[ b] Tam | Nadu;

[c] Ut t ar akhand;

[d] U.T. of Dadra and Nagar Haveli; and
[e] Mani pur .

We hereby direct the concerned Secretary of
each of the above States to renmain present in this
Court on 18th February, 2011, to explain why our
directions dated 5th Cctober, 2007, have not been
i mpl enmented till date. It is made clear that, in
the meantime, if the States take requisite steps to
make appoi ntnents, as required under Section 5 of
1993 Act before the next date, then the concerned

Secretary need not remmin present in Court. W
al so give liberty to t he petitioners to t ake
appropriate action i f t he directions are not
complied wth.

W have exam ned the wit petition. W
find that the prayers nmade in the wit petition are
very wi de. Be that as it may, in the present case

this Court has been nonitoring the issue concerning
prohi bition and enpl oynent of nmanual scavengers as
wel|l as construction or continuance of dry latrines

for the | ast decade. Detail ed directi ons have been
given fromtine to tinme by this Court vide Orders
dat ed 29t h April, 2005, 14th Novenber, 2005, 20t h
March, 2006, 5th Cctober, 2007, 11th Decenber, 2007,
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30t h April, 2009, and 8th May, 20009.

i npl ementation of those directions, we direct the

Regi stry of this Court to forward a copy of the

wit petition along with Orders dated 29th April

2005, 14t h Novenber , 2005, 20t h Mar ch, 2006
Cct ober, 2007, 11th Decenber, 2007, 30th April, 2009,

and 8th May, 2009, to respective Hi gh Court and we

For

5th



request those High Courts to enforce the directions

given by this Court fromtine to tine. We nake it
clear that the High Courts will see to it that the
provi si ons of 1993 Act are i mpl enent ed by t he
Authorities within their respective jurisdiction.

In cases wher e t he Rai | ways is t he
enpl oyer, we request t he Del hi Hi gh Court to
enforce t he provi sions of 1993 Act as al so the

directions issued by this Court fromtinme to tine.
Place this matter on 18th February, 2011, as
| ast item on Board.

[ T.1. Rajput ] [ Madhu Saxena ]
A R -cumP. S Assi stant Regi strar



