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1. This application No.262 of 2014 prayed for direction against Respondents 1 to 3
to prepare a new Coastal Zone Management plan in respect of the areas coming
under Mundrothuruthu Grama Panchayat including the land in Sy.No.09 to 98 in
Block No.29 of Adichanellore Village, Kollam Taluk, Kollam District, Kerala State
categorising the submerged land and its areas under CRZ Il and send the same
to the 5" respondent MoEF for approval. The learned counsel appearing for

MoEF submitted in categorical terms that MoEF has not yet received the coastal



zone management plan in respect of the land in question approved by the Kerala
Coastal Zone Management Authority. She would add further that as soon as
such draft application is received, the MoEF will follow the proceedings laid down
under CRZ Notifications which includes the public hearing prior to the issuance of

final Notifications.

. We are of the opinion that in view of the categorical stand taken by the MoEF, no

further order is required in this application.

. However, the counsel appearing for the applicant would submit that the 2"
respondent who is to structure the draft notification is expected to take note of
and consider the objections and issues raised in the public hearing which, in fact
was conducted by the 2" respondent where many persons including the
applicants have raised various objections. The apprehension of the applicant is
that the 2" respondent has not considered any of the objections raised by the
applicant as well as others and there is every possibility of not considering them

when the 2" respondent passes appropriate draft notification.

Mr.Kaushik the learned counsel for 2nd respondent would submit that infact the
2" respondent has followed the procedure and submitted as it was submitted by
the counsel for the MoEF that the apprehension of the applicant is unfounded and
the application itself is premature. We do not agree with the contention raised by

the learned counsel for 2™ and 3™ respondents.

Even if the 2" respondent does not consider the objections raised in the public
hearing including the applicant, admittedly what is to be structured by the 2™

respondent is only draft notification and statutory effect to the same will be given



only after the 5™ respondent issues notifications in accordance with the CRZ
Notifications. Since such act has not occurred so far the application in our view is

totally premature.

. However it is necessary that the 5™ respondent before passing appropriate final
Notification should protect the interests of the public which is obligatory and

consider the objections raised by the public in their appropriate perspectives.

. We are of the view that as the learned counsel for MoEF has correctly pointed out
the MoEF should give proper opportunity to public to raise objections before the

statutory Notification is issued.
With the above directions, the application stands disposed.
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