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Item No. 12 to )
14 We have heard the learned Counsel appearing for

July 17, 2014 the parties at some length.

In furtherance to our order dated 30.05.2014, the
Directors of IIT, Roorkee and Delhi are present. Both the
Directors submit to the Tribunal that in the interest of the
project under consideration of the Tribunal, it will be more
appropriate and in the administrative interest that the
Professors from the specialized field directly related to
subject matter under consideration before the Committee
are nominated by the two Directors rather than the
Directors being themselves the Members of the Committee
constituted by the Tribunal. It is on the premise that the
Director of the Institute necessarily may not be expert in
the field which is pending under consideration before the
Committee and the Tribunal.

We find substance in the submissions made and,
therefore, permit the Directors to nominate one Professor
each who is a specialist in the technology/science required
for the subject matter of the lis pending before this
Tribunal.

We direct that both the Professors nominated by the
respective Directors shall be deemed to be the Members of
the Expert Committee constituted by the Tribunal in lieu
of the Directors of IITs vide its order dated 30.05.2014.

The learned Counsel appearing for the DDA submits
that there is a delay in response from the various
departments/organizations to submit the required data or
information that may be necessary for the purposes of
fruitful progress in the work of meeting of the Committee
and consequent submission of the report before the

Tribunal.




For this reason, we hereby direct that any query for
information sought for by this Expert Committee shall be
responded to within one week from its receipt by the office
of the Vice Chairman of the DDA and the Chairperson of
this Committee. All the heads of the respective
Departments/Organizations would be personally
responsible for responding to such query and submission
of information sought for by the Committee. In the event,
submission is not made within requisite time or extension
is asked for by the concerned officer from the Chairman of
the Committee, we shall treat it as violation of the orders
of the Tribunal and that would render the respective
Heads of the Departments or the officers responsible for
the violation of the orders of the Tribunal resulting in
initiation of the proceedings under the Contempt of Court
Act and section 28 of the NGT Act, 2010.

It is further necessitated that every query raised in
our order dated 30.05.2014 should be answered by the
Committee comprehensively, scientifically and with
beneficial alternatives thereto.

The Committee shall in its coming meeting discuss
as to how many natural drains are there in Delhi and what
is there present status. All concerned Departments
including DJB, all Corporations, Irrigation and Flood
Control Department and PWD shall submit their reports in
that behalf within one week from today to the DDA.

Upon hearing the learned Counsel appearing for the
parties and the Experts, we direct the Committee inter-alia
to consider two major alternatives for ensuring pollution
control and protection of river Yamuna therefrom, and
restoration to its original natural status of being a river
and not a drain.

(i) Whether it is advisable to install STPs of various

sizes in all the outlets smaller and bigger i.e. each

drain of Delhi or (ii) it is more beneficial to prohibit
discharge into Yamuna river of any sewage,
domestic or trade effluents through the drains and
all drains be connected to a new major drain which

should carry the entire waste of Delhi to a

destination where requisite treatment plant should

be established to treat the waste, recycle semi solid




and water for beneficial purposes.

Let this case be listed for further directions and for
submissions. If not final, but atleast interim report of the
Committee be filed after two weeks from today.
Whosoever, does not co-operate in this project shall be
dealt with sternly.

Let copy of this order be put on the website of the
NGT today itself. Intimation be sent to all the concerned
persons including the Members of the Committee.
Absence of any of the Members of the Committee would
not result in adjournment of the proceedings.

The DMRC shall ensure that all the construction
material dumped anywhere in the city should be removed
and taken to designated site without any further delay.

DMRC will show cause why it should not be directed
to deposit Rs. Five Lakhs as costs in terms of our order
dated 22.07.2013.

The presence of both the Directors of IIT, Roorkee
and IIT, Delhi is exempted unless otherwise directed.

Replies to the pending miscellaneous applications, if
any, be filed within two weeks from today with advance
copy to the Applicant who may file rejoinder, if any,
thereto within one week thereafter.

List the matters on 5t August, 2014, at the end of
the Board.
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