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| TEM NO. 22 COURT NO. 3 SECTI ON XI V
SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS
I.A NO 12/2016 INI.A NO 10 in Cvil Appeal No.2456/2007
STATE OF KARNATAKA & ORS. Appel | ant ('s)
VERSUS
STATE OF T. NADU Respondent ( s)
( For nodification of Courté&#39;s order and office report)
Date : 27/09/2016 This application was called on for hearing today.
CORAM :
HON&#39; BLE MR. JUSTI CE DI PAK M SRA
HON&#39; BLE MR. JUSTI CE UDAY UMESH LALIT
pellant(s) M. Fali S. Nariman, Sr. Adv.
il B. Divan, Sr. Adv.
. S. Javali, Sr. Adv.
R Nai k, Adv. Gen.
han V. Katarki, Adv.
Sharma, Adv.
M. V. N Raghupathy, AOR &#39;
Ravi, Adv.
Gangadhar, Adv.
vir Singh, Adv.
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Respondent (s) M. Shekhar Naphade, Sr. Adv.
Rakesh Dwi vedi, Sr. Adv.
Subr anoni um Prasad, Sr. Adv.
G Umapat hi, Adv.
C. Paranasi vam Adv.
M. B. Balaji, AOR
Mukul Rohatgi, A G
Pi nky Anand, ASG
Wasim A. Qadri, Adv.
Sni dha Mehra, Adv.
Karan Seth, Adv.
Zaid Ali, Adv.
Ansh Singh Luthra, Adv.
Kriti ka Sachdeva, Adv.

A S. Nanbiar, Sr. Adv.
M. V. G Pragasam ACR

P. K. Manohar, Adv.
Shani a Vasudevan, Adv.
Prabu Ramasubr amani an, Adv.

M. G Prakash, AOR
Jishnu M L., Adv.
Priyanka Prakash, Adv.
Beena Prakash, Adv.
Manu Sri nath, Adv.

M. Ranmesh Babu M R, AOR

UPON hearing the counsel the Court nade the follow ng

ORDER
I. A Nos.15 and 16 of 2016
The pr esent interlocutory appl i cations contain
di fferent prayers, one put forth by t he State of Tam | Nadu

and t he ot her by t he State of Kar nat aka. As advi sed at
present, we do not intend to advert to the assertions nade in

the applications or the prayers nade therein.

Havi ng heard M. Shekhar Naphade, | ear ned seni or

counsel appearing for the State of Tami| Nadu and M. Fali S

Nar i man, | ear ned seni or counsel appeari ng for t he State of
Karnataka and del i berating further, we i nquired from

M. Mukul Rohat gi , | ear ned At t or ney Gener al for India what
could be the possible solution in such a situation. We have

asked for this not because this Court cannot adj udi cat e or
pass appropriate orders in accordance wth law to mai ntai n
and sustain the rule of |law and majesty of |aw which are el an
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vi tal of our constitutional I aw, but prior to t hat we have

3
thought it appropriate that there has to be discussion regard

bei ng had to t he concept ual federalism preval ent in our
denocratic body polity.

M. Mukul Rohat gi , | earned  Attorney Gener al has

submitted t hat t he Uni on of I ndi a is pr epar ed to facilitate
SO t hat t he i npasse bet ween t he t wo St ates can appositely
mel t. M. Fali S. Nariman, learned senior counsel appearing
for t he State of Karnataka  has subnitted t hat t he Executive
head of the State of Karnataka, as suggested by M. Rohatgi

shal | be avail abl e for di scussi on with t he compet ent

aut hority of Uni on of India to be suggest ed by t he At t or ney
Gener al for I ndi a. M. Shekhar Naphade, | ear ned seni or

counsel for t he State of Tami | Nadu al so expressed his
consent . As M. Mukul Rohat gi , | ear ned At t or ney Genera

prays for somne time to have t he di scussi on and facilitation
of process, we are i nclined to adj ourn t he matt er to 2.00
p.m on 30 th

Sept enber, 2016

www.ecourtsindia.com

=
o
@
8
=]
=
(2]
=
=}
S
(5]
)

Be it not ed, t hough there is sone gri evance with
regard to non-conpliance of the earlier orders passed by this
. Court, we are not entering into the said facet t oday.
5] However, we direct t he State of Karnataka to rel ease 6000
I cusecs of wat er from tomorrow i.e. 28 th
5l Septenber,  2016. Ve
=l are sure that the State  of Kar nat aka  shal | obey the order
§ wi t hout any ki nd of i mpedi nent, obstruction or any ot her
4 attitude till we t ake up t he mat t er on 30 th
% Sept enber , 2016.
Needl ess to say, the water t hat has been rel eased wi || be
4
adj ust ed in t he event ual adj udi cati on. M. Nar i man has
subnmitted that there will be difficulty on the part of t he
State  of Karnat aka  because  of t he resol ution passed. The
= water shall be released despite the resolution that has been
& brought on record vi de Annexure-1V to . A No. 16 of 2016
= e have i ssued this direction keepi ng in m nd t he
1 del i beration t hat has t aken pl ace and, t her ef or e, we t hi nk
% it appropriate t hat t he State of Karnat aka  shall follow the
@ order passed by us. W ingeninate and repeat at the cost of
% repetition t hat t he direction for rel ease of wat er has been
passed for t he com ng three days despite t he resol ution

passed.

Call the matter on 30 th
Sept enber, 2016 at 2.00 p. m

(Chetan Kunar)

Court Master (H. S. Parasher)

Court Master
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