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The Learned counsel appearing before us submit
that the copies of the affidavit dated 27t October, 2015
of Chief Engineer, DJB have been furnished to them.
One copy of the affidavit is made available to us. It
discloses that the charges for the ground water
extraction have already been fixed by DJB and the Delhi
Government has issued requisite instructions to all Dy.
Commissioners Revenue, ADM’s & SDM’s not to seal the
bore-wells, which have been voluntarily disclosed, as
per the recommendations of the committee constituted
in compliance of the directions of Hon’ble NGT in O. A.
No. 108 of 2013 dated 03.09.2013, and the issue of
extent of ground water to be drawn in given area falls in
the purview of CGWA. According to the Learned
Counsel appearing on behalf of the Applicant, the
instructions not to seal the bore-wells having been
issued by the Delhi Government as per the
recommendations of the Committee of which the DPCC
is a member outweigh the directions issued to the DJB
to disconnect the water supply connection to the units
vide impugned order dated 18t June, 2015 and,
therefore, hardly anything survives in the present case.

It is true that copies of the affidavit have been
supplied to the parties by the officer of the DJB today.
However, the affidavit is yet to be placed on record. The
Learned Counsel appearing on behalf of the DJB is not
before us for medical reasons. We, therefore, need not
act upon this affidavit at this stage.

The Learned Counsel appearing on behalf of the
DPCC is seeking time to take instructions as to the

implications of the said affidavit on the directions which




appear in the impugned order.
List this case on 07.12.2015. Interim orders to

continue.

(Ranjan Chatterjee)




