15.7.98

IN THE HIGH COURT OF BOMBAY AT GOA.

WRIT PETITION NO. 115 OF 1992
1. The Goa Foundation, 

Being a Registered Society

Registered under the provisions

Of the Societies Registration Act, 1860 having 
its office at Room No. 7, Above Mapusa Clinic,

Mapusa;






….. PETITIONERS



Versus

1. Goa State Committee on
Coastal Environment by its 
Member-Secretary,

Town & Country Planning

Department, Old G.M.C. Complex,
Panaji, Goa.

2. State of Goa, through its

Chief Secretary, having

Office at Secretariat,

Panaji, Goa.
3. The Secretary, Ministry 
Of Environment and 
Forests, Paryavaran Bhavan,
C.G.O. Complex, Lodi Road,

New Delhi





…. RESPONDENTS
Smt. Norma Alvares, Advocate for the Petitioners

Shri A.N.S. Nadkarni, Advocate, for the Respondent No.1.

Shir V.B. Nadkarni, Advocate General, with Shri C.A. Ferreira, Addl. Government Advocate, for the Respondent No. 2.

Mr. G.V.Tamba, Central Government Standing Counsel, for the Respondent No. 3.





CORAM: A.A. DESAI & R.K. BATTA, JJ






DATED: JULY 15, 1998.

ORAL JUDGMENT (PER DESAI, J.)

1. The Petitioners, in public spirit, approached this Court precisely seeking a writ of certiorari for quashing the Minutes of a meeting dated 20-11-1991 of the Respondent No. 1.  Inter alia, it was claimed that the State Government of Goa had not prepared the Coastal Zone Management Plan.  This Court, while issuing Rule, granted interim relief it terms of prayer (c) except actions as permitted by para 3(iii) of the Ministry of Environment & Forests Notification dated 19-2-1991 issued under Rule 5(3) (d) of the Environment Protection Rules, 1986.  In the meanwhile, the Supreme Court in the case of Indian Council for Enviro-Legal Action v. Union of India on 18.4.1996 issued general directions to all the States to prepare the plan.  Accordingly, the State of Goa prepared a plan in June, 1996.  The same was submitted to the Central Government (Ministry of Environment)for approval. The Ministry accorded approval on 27-9-1996, subject to certain terms and conditions.  In view of this, the grievance of the Petitioners, as initially canvassed, does not subsist.
2. Mrs. Alvares for quite sometime urged that the plan submitted by the State Government for approval is not available to the public.  It is pointed out by Mr. Nadkarni, Advocate General for the State, that the statement is erroneous.  On the contrary, the Petitioners Foundation, in its booklet titled as “The Coastal Regulation Zone Notification in Goa” has published the plan as approved by the Central Government, at page 30.  The learned Advocate General further stated that this is the same plan which was submitted for approval and received the approval from the Central Government on certain terms and conditions as indicated above.  Mr. Nadkarni made a submission that the State Government has proposed certain modifications and the matter is pending for consideration with the Central Government.  According to Mr. Nadkarni, till they receive the approval to the modification as proposed by the State Government, the State Government is operating on the plan as it is prevailing on this date and as approved by the Central Government on 27th September, 1996.  In view of this, according to us, the grievance has been completely redressed.
3. In view of the above, we dispose of the Petition.  Rule is discharged.

