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Item No. 8

July 29, 2015

Heard. Perused.

Disobedience of the order dated 03.12.2014 by
the authorities has prompted the applicant to move this
application. According to the applicant, the following
directions = were passed while disposing of the
Application No. 177 of 2013:

1. The respondents shall take immediate action for
the purpose of removal of all encroachments over
the ponds and other water bodies especially as
mentioned in the letter of the Chief Secretary of
Government of Uttar Pradesh dated 15.05.2013,
which are as follows:

“ (). All kinds of encroachments must be removed
from ponds, pokhars, grazing grounds and
graveyards situated within the limits of all Municipal
Corporations, Municipalities and Nagar Panchayats
local bodies of the State.

(ii). Extensive publicity should be ensured at your
level through all print and electronic media for
removal of illegal possessions/encroachments upon
the aforementioned places.

(iii). Immediate inquiry must be conducted on the
complaints received regarding encroachments and if
found, strict action be taken for removal of such
encroachments.

(iv). Videography of these places should be
undertaken, before and after anti-encroachments
drives.

(v). Municipal Commissioners of Corporations,
Executive Officers of the Municipalities and Nagar
Panchayats and the senior-most officers of the




Development Authorities, Police Department, Revenue
Department and other concerned Departments will be
personally responsible for any of encroachment
under their respective jurisdictions.

(vi). In this connection, please note that complete
details/particulars of the place freed from illegal
encroachments shall be sent on prescribed format
(enclosed herewith) to the Director Local Bodies, U.P.,
Lucknow through the concerned District Magistrates
before 5% day of every month. It is the duty of the
district-wise information and then send the same to
the government before 5t of every month positively.”

2. Such action shall be implemented expeditiously by
the government and other agencies of the
government in accordance with law in any event
preferably within a period of six months from today
with liberty to the government to approach this
Tribunal for extension of the period with
appropriate reasons.

3. The Chief Secretary of State of Uttar Pradesh,
through responsible officer shall file status report
before the Registry of this Tribunal once in 30 days
starting from 1st January, 2015 about the action
taken in this regard.

4. It is always open to the applicant to make a mention
before this Tribunal in case he finds any difficulty or
deficiency on the part of the governmental
authorities in enforcing the orders of the Tribunal.

Learned Counsel appearing on behalf of the
applicant submits that the Chief Secretary of State of
Uttar Pradesh was/ is under obligation to file the status
report every 30 days commencing from 01.01.2015
before the registry of the Tribunal about the action
taken pursuant to letter dated 15.05.2013 issued for
the removal of encroachments over the ponds and other
water bodies mentioned therein. He further submits
that no such status report was filled and neglect
continues till this date. It is for this reason, he submits
that the Chief Secretary of State of Uttar Pradesh needs
to be proceeded against in accordance with law.
Learned Counsel appearing for the State of Uttar
Pradesh tenders unconditional apology on behalf of the
Chief Secretary of State of Uttar Pradesh and submits

that the status report would be filled and the




compliance of the directions shall be scrupulously done.
Learned Counsel appearing on behalf of the applicant,
however, submits that there may not be acceptance of
unconditional apology without the Chief Secretary been
directed to pay heavy compensation.

Before we pass any directions, we would like to
consider the worth of the unconditional apology in
context with the directions which were passed the
breach committed and the attending circumstances.
The Chief Secretary of the State of Uttar Pradesh may
file their reply and a written unconditional apology.
Replies shall be placed before us with the explanation
as to why there was no compliance of the directions
passed by this Tribunal.

List this matter on 6t August, 2015.

(Ranjan Chatterjee)




