IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT MADRAS
(SPECIAL ORIGINAL JURISDICTION)

W. P, No, 3959 of 2009

A. Narayanan,

Ng 7-C, Daffodil, Ceebros Gardens,

Arcot Road, Virugambakkam,

Chennai = 600 009 Petitioner

Versus

1. The Secretary to Government,
Department of Environment & Forests,
Secretariat, Chennai - 600 009.

2. The Secretary to Government,
Municipal Administration & Water Supply,
Secretariat, Chennai - 600 009

The Chairman,

Tamil Nadu Pollution Control Board,
76, Anna Salal, Guindy,

Chennai = 600 032,

w

4 The Commissioner,
Corporation of Chennal,
rRipon Buildings, EVR Salai,
Chennar - 600 0D3.

5. The Tamil Nadu Pondy Plastic Manufacturers
and Merchants’' Association,
Rep by Its Secretary,
No, 26, Chowslai High Road,
Choolai, Chennal —= 600 112 Respondents

COUNTER AFFIDAVIT ON BEHALF OF THE FIFTH RESPONDENT

I, S. Radheakrishnan, son of Sennaiah, Hindu, aged about 40 years,
having office at No. 26, Choolai High Road, Choolai, Chennai - 600 112, do

hereby solemnly affirm and sincerely state as follows:

1. I am the Secretary of the fifth respondent association herein and as
such am well acquainted with the facts of the case and competent to

swear this affidawvit.

rd

This respondent has perused the affidavit filed by the petitioner In

support of the above wril pelition and denes each and every one of
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the averments and allegations contained therein save those that are

specifically admitted herein.

3 Ar the outset, this respondent states and submits that the above writ
petition is liable to be dismissed in iimine as being not maintainable as
it sesks a relief which is not maintainable in law. The entire writ
petition praoceeds on the erroneous premise that the very manufacture,
distribution and usage of virgin and recycled poly bags is the root
cause for the entire environmental problem faced by the society. On
the erroneeus premise, the writ petition has gone to the extent of
seeking a total ban on the manufacture, distribution and usage of all
types of plastic carry bags irrespective of size and thickness and single
use plastic items telow the thickness of 150 microns as well as
caloured pots, mugs etc., throughout the State of Tamil Nadu, which
relief is clearly outside the scope of permissible use of plastic,
stipulated in the Recycled Plastics manufacture and Usage Rules, 1999,

a5 amended in 2003 issued by the Government of India.

4. pefore dealing with the merits of the issue, subject matter of the
present proceeding, this respondent wishes to raise the following

preliminary objections as to the very maintainability of the above writ

petition.
5. Wri ition is _liabl ismissed for non-joinder of proper
and necessary parties:

[n the above writ petition, the petitioner i seeking a total ban ori
manufacture, distribution and usage of all types of plastic carry bags
ifrespective of size and thickness and single use plastic {tems below
the thickness of 150 microns as well as coloured pots, mugs etc.,
through out the State of Tamil Nadu. In this connection, It 15

respectfully submitted that the Government of India, in exercise of the
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pOWErsS conferred by clause (vili) of sub-section (2) of Section 3 read
with Section 25 of the Environment (Protection) Act, 1986, framed
Recycled Plastics (Manufacture and Usage) Rules, 1999, which was
duly published in the Government of India Gazette on 2.9.1996.
under Rule 8 of the said Rules, the Government of India has already
prescribed the minimum thicknass of carry bags made of virgin plastics
or recycled plastic shall be 20 microns. In the present writ petition,
the petitioner 1S seeking a total ban on the manufacture, distribution
and usage of all plastic carry bags upto 150 microns, which prayer
clearly goes contrary to the permissible thickness as laid down by the
Central Government, In view thereof, the petitioner gught to have
impleaded the Union of lndia as a party to the writ petition. The
petitioner, having failed to implead the Union of India, Ministry of

Environment and Forests, the present writ petition s lilahle to be

dismissed for non-joinder of proper and necessary parties.

a legislation:

i It is the contention of the petitioner that the State Government
has introduced a Bill in 2002 proposing to pan manufacture,
distribution, usage and throw of non-recyclable plastic materials
throughout the Tamil Nadu, including carry bags, cups etc.
Admittedly, the said Bill has already been referred by the State
Legislature to a Select Committee and a decision in this regard
is yet to be taken. Such being the factual position, the present
attermpt on the part of the petitioner herein, o seek a direction
to completely ban manufacture, distribution ang usage of all
plastic items upto 150 microns is taptamount to an indirect
attempt on the part of the petitioner Lo compel, by means of a
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judicial order, to initiate or bring down a legislation against such
use. In this regard, itis respectfully submitted that the Hon'ble
Supreme Court rendered in State of U.P. Vs Parent of a
Student (1985) 3 SCC 169 at para 4 at page 175 has held a5

follows:

sgut at the same time the court cannot usurp the
functions assigned to the executive and the legislature
under the Constitution and jt cannot even indirectly
require the executive to introduce a particular legisiation
or the legislature to pass it or assume to itself a
supervisory role over the law-making activities of the
axecutive and the legislature.”

i In the present case, the petitioner herein is attempting to seek
a judicial order from this Hor'ble Court to reguire the executive,
the respondents 1 to 4 nherein, to intreduce a particular
legislation to be brought inta force without passing the same Dy
the legisiature. In fact, in the present writ petition, the
petitioner is attempting te bring into a force a legislation which
was not even the purport and intent of the Bill introduced In
2002 which is still pending before the Select Committee. As
already stated, such a power of direction to the execufive
cannot be exercised by this Hon'ble Court and hence the present

writ petition is liable to be dismissed in limine on this ground

also.

ition_is n is
eekin £ B al f Recycled Plastics

s g a judicial order © epe o ycl
{Manufacture and Usage) Rules, 1999, without challenging the

I It is respectfully submitted that, as already stated, the Union of
India, in exercise of the powers conferred by clause (Vi) of sub-
section (2) of Section 3 read wit Section 25 of the Environment
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{Protecticn} Act, 1986, framed Recycled Plastics (Manufacture
and Usage) Rules, 1999, which was duly published 11 the
Government of India Gazette on 2.0.1996. Under Rule 8 of the
<aid Rules, the Government of India has already prescribed the
minimum thickness ¢f carry bags made of virgid plastics or
recycled plastic shall be 20 microns. The said rules are still in
force. Such being the Case, the present atternpt on the part of
the petitioner in seeking a total ban on mianufacture; distribution

and usage of all. plastic materials upto 150 rnicrons, without

even challenging the aforesaid rules framed by the Government

of India, is tantamount to segking & judictal order of rapeal of
the aforesaid rules without any challenge to the same which 15
clearly impermissible. HeNce, the present writ petition 5 liable
to be dismissed as not being maintainable on this ground as

well.

By the present writ petition; the attempt on the part of the
petitioner appears to be to bring forth 2 judicial legistation to
completely ban manufacture, distribution ard use of plastic Upto
150 microns, by dispensing with the elaborate and consultative
procadure that would otherwise precede @ legislation. Such a
prayer IS inconsistent with the extant laws already passed DY
the Parliament. Needless to say, the legislative activity would
involve policy making which, by its wvery nature, does not
conform to the adjudicatory process in a court of law. ILis
therafore submitted that the present writ petition, in effect,
ceeks to distort the clear separation of pawers berween the
three organs of the State wiz., legislature, executive and

judiciary-
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This respondent respectfully states and submits that the
constitutional validity of an Act cannot be struck down on a
mere apprehensien of its abuse. In the present case, the
petitioner, by seeking @ Mandamus to direct the respondents to
ban manufacture, distribution and use of all plastic items upto
150 microns, is attempting to have the Central Act ViZ.,
Municipal Solid Waste Management (Rules) struck down on thea
sole ground of its abuse. If the power already available under
the Central Statute is exercised, there will be no room for any
complaint whatsoever as alleged in the present writ petition or
at all. On the contrary, to sepk the State Legisiature to supplant
the existing rules and regulations under the central legislation is

untenable.

1t is further respectfully submitted that the very prayer that is
now sought for in the present writ petition, f allowed, weuld
recult in @ situation whereby the already existing central statute
viz., Municipal Solid Waste Management Rules and Recycled
plastics Manufacture and Usage Rules, 1999, as amended in
2003 and the state legislation proposed in the writ petitien
would result in operational incompatibility. In this connection, a
reference may be made 10 the Judgment of the Hor'bie
supreme Court in Tika Ramji and others Vs State of Uttar
pradesh and others AIR 1956 SC 676, wherein the Hon'ble
Supreme Court at page 699 at para 31, observed as follows
“The Calcutta High Court In G.P. Stewart V. B.K. Roy
Chaudhury, AIR 1939 Cal 628(R), had occasion [0
consider the meaning of repugnancy and B.N. Rau J, who

delivered the judgment of the Court observed at page
632:

‘It is sometimes said that two Jaws cannot be said
to be property repugnant unless there is a direct
confiict between the, as when one says ‘do”and the



other 'dom’t!, there s no true repugnancy,
according to this view, if it is possible to obey both
the laws. For reasons which we shall set forth
presently, we think that this is too narrow a test;
there may well be cases of repugnancy where both
laws say ‘don’t but in different ways.

For example, one law may say, 'No person shall sell liguor
by retail, that is. 0 quantities of less than five gallons at
3 time' and another law may 53Y, ‘No person shall sell
liguor by retail, that ts, 0 quantities of less than ten
gallons at a time'. Here, it is obviously possible (o chey
both laws, by obeying the more stringent of the two,
namely the second one; yet it is equally abvious that the
two laws are repugnant, for to the extent to which &
citizen is compelled to obey ©onRe of them, the other,
though not actually disobeyed, is nullified”.

The learned Judge then discussed the various authorities
which laigd down the test of repugnancy In Australia,
Canada and England and concluded at page 634:

‘The principle deducible from the English cases, 85 from
the Canadian cases, seQms therefore to be the same as
that enunciated by Isaacs, 1. in the Australian 44 hour
case (37 CLR 466(M)), if the dominant law has expressly
or impliedly evinced its intention to cover the whole field,
then a subordinate law in the same field is repugnant and
therefore inoperative.’

In view of the abave principles, if the prayer of Mandamus as
prayed for by the wrnt petitioner is granted by this Hon'ble
Court, the same would, with all due respect, make the central
statute viz., “Municipal Solid Waste (Management and Handling)
Rules, 2000 and Recycled Plastics Manufacture and Usage Rules,
1996, as amended in 2003 superfluous and 3 dead letter.
Hence, it is most respectfully submitted tHat the prayer made in

the writ petition ought to be rajected.

8. Without prejudice to the above preliminary objections as to the very

maintainability of the writ petition, this respondent wishes to place the

correct facts relating to thae issue, subject matter of the present writ

petition, as follows:

Page: 7
Corrections:



9. It is respectfully submitted that prior to the plastic era in the society,
only conventional materials such as wood, paper, jute, glass, timber
etc., were in use by the society far various purposes such as
packaging and use as containers etc. In so far as packaging industry
is concerned, ;hese materials could be used only after an elaborate
processing from their respective raw materials. For instance, for the
purpose of using paper and cardboard boxes for packaging, the raw
matarial viz., bamboo, timber etc., were required to undergo an
elaborate process. Similarly, yet another packaging material viz,,
glass has to cross a lengthy process of manufacturing before it
attained a final shape of a bottle for being used for packaaging.

Further, use of such materials had their own disadvantages which are

as follows:

I, They are fragile. Glass materials such as bottles required a very
careful handling and they could not withstand heavy handling

during transportation and consumes huge epergy also.

i, Certain materials, such as paper, jute, card board boxes etc.,

could not withstand water, fire etc.

i Wooden boxes which are used in packaging have more weight,
thereby. incurring more transportation cost, besides occupying

more space,.

. The materials, once broken, cannot be used once again.

V. Manufacture of paper, wooden boxes and other materials called
for destruction of large number of trees, thereby resulting |n
ecological imbalance and Carbon-di-oxide emission in the
atmosphere. To guote an instance, it was the past practice in

Himachal Pradesh to pack the cultivated apples in wooden
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crates which required large scale destruction of trees for the
manufacture of wooden crates required for packing. With the
advent of plastic usage, such apples are now being packing mn
plastic crates, which are reusable, thereby saving the trees from
their large scale destruction, in turn, maintaining the ecological

haitance in the country.

10. In the above background, an alternative source for use by the society
which waould suitably replace the conventional materials was widely felt
by the society. The advancement in science and technology that has
taken place during the last century blessed the society with an
alternative source viz., the plastic which consists of polymers. Thaugh
the use of plastics was anly minimal during the initial stages of its
introduction, it gained momentum and started replacing the
conventional materials of paper, cardboard, jute, wooden and iron
boxes and glass materials. Such momentum and the acceptance of
the importance of and necessity for plastic in the society are

attributable to the following reasons:

a. Preserves land, water and forest resources: Plastic has also
been playing a major role in tackling water distribution crisis,
with affordable, easily constructed piping as well as storage

tanks, providing solutions to clean water shortages.

b. Packaging Is the maost visible use of plastics. Previously,
packaging was heavy, often fragile and costly. Plastics have
revolutionised the packaging by providing light, strong, flexible
packaging materials. It is pertinent to state that the use of
plastics in packaging reduces the overall packaging weight by
300 per cent. In our country, the use of plastics in the

packaging industry amounts to about 30% of the total
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consumption of plastics, ‘with packaging material for packing

water such as PET bottles etc., constituting a major portion.

C. Plastic packaging also helps preserve food. The traditional
packaging materials such as jute, paper, wood, cardboard,
tinplate, glasswares etc. were widely replaced with the advent of

plastics due to many inherent advantages, which are as bhelow:

i They are light in weight when compared to conventional

packaging materials.

il. They are non-toxic, non-corrosive, arid resistant Lo

chemicals and water.

iii plastic packaging materials can be sterilisable which 15 an

important requirement for packaging in medical field.

. plastics cansume low energy while converting raW

materials into finished product.

V. plastics protect food, pharmaceuticals and detergents due

to its good barrier properties.

In fact, plastics have permeated every facet of human life, including
but not limited to agriculture and water consumption, building
construction, communication, small and bulk packaging, education,
medicine, transportation, defence, consumer durables, One of the
reasons for great popularity of plastics is due to tremendous range of

properties exhibited by them hecause of the ease of processing.

The global consurmption of plastics, which was in the order of 130
Millian M.Tons per annum (MMTPA) in 2003, Iis estimated to be in the
order of 205 MMTPA by the year 5010. In India, the consumptien of

plastic is 8 mere 39, of the global consumption of plastic.
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13, The rapid development in all walks of life, mare particularly in the field
of computers, transportation. advancement of surgical medicine atc,,
would not have been possible without plastics. Continuous
technological innovation by the plastics industry has resulted in the
develapment of more efficient, light weight and adaptable forms of
plastic materials, thereby a leading role being played by plastic in all

fields, including packaging industry

14 It is respectfully submitted that even cost-wise, the use of plastic
materials has been proved to be cost effective. Fgr instance, prior to
the introduction of plastic carry bags and plastic packing rmaterials,
paper was mainly used for the purpose of packing in shops, malls,
grocery shops etc. In most of the cases, such paper materiais were
found to be unfit for reuse in view of their fragile nature. Even in
casez where such used paper materials were put to recycling, the
same could not be resorted to more than two or three times. Even
preservation of such materials by the household censumers and
putting them to reuse were proved to be ineffective. On the contrary,
after introduction of plastic materials for packing, the consumers at
large and in particular household consumers started cultivating a habit
of preserving plastic carry bags and putting them to reuse several
times. Such practice on the part of the consuming public has not only
saved the country from ecological imbalance that would have resulted
in large scale destruction of trees for manufacture of paper, card board
etc., but has also greatly reduced the cost of packing in as much as
the carry bags and other reusable plastic items are preserved and

reused any number of time.

15 The cost effectiveness of the plastic packaging when compared to the
cost that may have ta be incurred for packaging without use of plastics
Is briefly stated herebelow:®
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Particulars With plastic Without plastic |
Cost of packaging 100% 390%
Energy consumption 100% 260% |
Volume of waste 100% 210%
Wweight of packaaing 100% 310%

In this scenario, innumerable entrepreneurs evinced interest in the
manufacture of plastic materials and the plastic packaging materials
industry, such as manufacture of carry bags, disposable cups, plates,
plastic wrappers, spreads etc., has been one of the major avenue for
such entrepreneurs. As on date, there are about 70,000 small,
medium and large scale manufactures of plastic packaging matenals
a1l aver the country out of which more than 10,000 units, including the
members of this respondent association, numbering about 7,500, are
located in the State of Tamil Nadu, providing direct employment to
about 2 lakhs families. Besides the same, there are more than 3 lakhs
persons in the State of Tamil Nadu, who are eking out their livelihcod
by indirectly depending upon the plastic industry. In addition to the
above, the units engaged in the manufacture of plastic materials in the

State of Tamil Nadu also manufacture plastic materials for export not

only to other states in the country but also to foreign countries,

thereby earning considerable foreign exchange for the country,

In the background, the Government while encouraging the use of
plastics in all walks of life also duly felt the importance of ensuring that
proper safeguards are taken for proper and efficient disposal of plastit
waste so that they do not have any adverse environmental impact.
With this in mind, the Government of India framed various rules
regulating the use of plastics in general, more particularly, regulating

the use of recycled plastics in the packaging industry.
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18. In the year 1998, the Government of India, in exercise of the powers
conferred by clause (viil) of sub-section(2) of Section 3 read with
Section 25 of the Environment (Protection) Act, 1986, framed Recycled
Plastics (Manufacture and Usage) Rules, 1999, which was duly
published in the Government of India Gazette on 2.6.1999, vide
S.0.705(E) dated 20.11.1998. Under Rule 4 of the said Rules, na
vendor shall use carry bags or containers made of recycled plastics far
storing, carrying, dispensing or packaging of foodstuffs. Under Rule
5(a) of the said Rules, carry bags and containers shall be made of
virgin plastic only and shall be in natural shade or white. Under Rule
5(b) of the said Rules, carry bags and containers made of recycled
plastics and used for purpeses other than storing and packaging
foodstuff shall be manufactured using pigments and colourants as per
1S:9833:1981 entitled ‘List of pigments and colourants for use in
plastics in contact with foodstuffs, pharmaceuticals and drinking water.
In terms of Rule 6 of the said Rules, recycling of plastics shall be
undertaken strictly in accordance with BIS specification IS 14534: 19498
entitled ‘Guldelines for Recycling of Plastics”. In terms of Rule 8 of the
said Rules, the minimum thickness of carry bags made of wirgin
plastics or recycled plastics shall not be less than 20 microns. In
terms of Rule 3(b) of the said Rules, the District Collector/Deputy
Commissioner of the concerned district, where no such authority has
been constituted by the State Government under any law regarding
non-biodegradable garbage, shall be the prescribed autharity for
enforcement of the provisions of the rules related to the use,
collection, segregation, transportation and disposal of plastic

materials.

19. In the meanwhile, the matter relating to municipal solid waste

management, which also included plastics waste management,
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engaged the attention of the Hon'ble Supreme Court when a Public
[nterést Litigation N W.P. No. 888 of 1996 was filed by one Mrs.
Almitra Patel, seeking directions from the Haon'ble Supreme Court to
urban local bodies as well as the Government of India and State
Governments |n the matter of improving Solid Waste Management
practices expeditiously. In the said writ petition, the Hon'ble Supreme
Court, vide its order dated 16.1.1998, was pleased to constitute a
Committee to look into all aspects of solid waste management in the
class 1 cities of India and to submit a report to the Hon'ble Supreme
Court on the same. Pursuant to the said direction, the Committeg
headed by the Municipal Commissioner, Calcutta  Municipal
Corporation, after a detailed study n the matter, submitted a detailed
report to the Hon'ble Supreme Court in March 1999, making Its
recommendation in the matter pertaining to solid waste management
in class [ cities in India. The said Committee, after 3 detailed
examination of the issue, made its recommendation, under Chapter 3
of the Report, for the modernization of solid waste management

practices in class 1 cities in India which, /nter alia, Included the

following:

i. No waste shall be thrown on the streets, footpaths, open spaces,

drains or water bodies.

i, Waste shall be stored at the source of waste generation in two
bins/bags, one for food waste/bio-degradable waste and another
for recyclable waste such as papers, plastics, metal, glass, rags

ete.

iii. Waste such as used batteries, containers for chemicals and

pesticides, discarded medicines and other toxic or hazardous
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household waste, if and when produced, should be kept separately

from the above two streams of waste.

The lacal bodies shall direct households, shops and establishment
not to mix recyclable waste with domestic food/bio-degradable
Wwaste and instead keep the recyclable/non-biodegradable waste in

a separate bin or bag at the source of waste generation.

While domestic, trade and institutional food/bio-degradabie waste
shall be collected from the doorstep ar from the community bin on
daily basis, recyclable waster material/non-biodegradable waste
other than toxic and hazardous waste shall be collected from the
source of waste generation at the frequency and in the manner
notified by the local body from time to time. (Modus operandl for
such collection has also been set out in Para 3.4 in Chapter 3 of

the Committee’s report).

Adequate number of litter bins shall be placed in urban areas at
railway stations, bus stations, market places, parks and gardens
and important commercial streets to prevent the littering of

streets and public places.

All public roads, streets, lanes and bye-lanes having habitation or
commercial activity on one or both sides of the street shall be
cleaned on a daily basis, assigning a clearly demarcated area to
each sweeper, and street sweepings shall be deposited in the
container placed at the temporary waste storage depot

established in the city.

Transportation of waste shall be done regularly te ensure that the

containers/trolleys and dustbin sites are cleared before they start

over-flowing.
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ix. Only rejects and domestic hazardous waste (other than
grganic/bio-degradable waste) shall be carefully landfilled. Bio-
medical waste shall be disposed of as per the Bio-Medical Waste

(Management and Handling) Rules, 1998,

The aforesaid Committee appointed by the Hon'ble Supreme Court,
under Chapter 11 of the Report, classified all its recommendations

under the following three heads:
I Mandatory recommendations for citizens/associations.

i Mandatory recommendations far Local Bodies/State

Governments.
(ii. Discretionary recommendations for Urban Local Bodies.

It is pertinent to state here that 2ll the aforesaid recommendations,
which are only illustrative, were classified by the Committee under the
mandatory recommendations either to the citizens/association of to

the Lacal Badies/State Governments.

Thereafter, the Government of [ndia, in exercise of the pawers
conferred by Section 3, 6 and 25 of the Environment (Protection) Act,
1986, also framed a rule called “Municipal Selid Waste (Management
and Handling) Rules, 2000 (hereinafter referred to as Municipal Waste
Management Rules’), which was published in the Official Gazette ©n
25.6.2000, vide S.0. 908(E). These rules are aimed at regulating the
issue of municipal solid waste management and handling (including
plastics wastes) which prescribed the method of collection, storage,

transportation, segregation and disposal of municipal wastes.

rule 4 of the Muriicipal Solid Waste Management Rules fixes the

responsibility on every municipal authority for implementation of the
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provisions of the said Rules and for effective collection, storage,
segregation, transportation and disposal of solid waste within Its

territory, which is extracted terebelow:

“4, Responsibility of municipal authority.- (1) Every
municipal authority shall, within the territorial area of the
municipality, be responsible for the implementation of the
provisions of these rules, and for any infrastructure
development for collection, storage, segregation, transportation,
processing and disposal of municipal solid wastes.

(2) The municipal authority or an operator of a facility shall
make an application /n Form =I, for grant of authorisation for
setting up waste processing and disposal facility including
landfills from the State Board of the Committee in order to
comply with the implementation of the programme laid down in
Schedule - L.

(3) The municipal authority shall comply with these rules as
per the implementation schedule laid down in Schedule I

(4) The municipal authority shall furnish its annual report in
Form-II.-

(a) to the Secretary-in charge of the Departmeft of Urban
Development of the concerned Statde or as the case may be, of
the Union territary, in case of 8 metropolitan city; or

(b) to the District Magistrate or the Deputy Commissianer
concerned in case of all other towns and cities,

with a copy to the State Board or the committee on or before
the 30" day of June every year.”

23 It is respectfully submitted that under Rule 5 of the Waste
Management Rules, Secretary in charge of the Department of Urban
Development of the concerned State or the District Magistrate or the
Deputy Commissioner of the coancerned district, as the case may be,
chall have the overall responsibility for the enforcement of the

provisions of the rules.
24, Rule 7 of the Municipal Waste Management Rules states as fallows:

w7, Management of municipal solid wastes.- (1) Any
municipal solid waste generated in a city or a town, shall be
managed and handled in Jaccordance with the compliance
criteria and the precedure laid down in Schedule-II.
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(2) The waste processing and disposal facilities to be set up by
the municipal authority on their own or through an operator of @
facility shall meet the specifications and standards as specified
in Schedules III and IV."

25. schedule - 11 to the Solid Waste Management Rules specifies a

detailed parameter and the compliance criteria in respect of collection,

segregation, storage, processing and disposal of municipal solid waste.

gume of the relevant compliance criteria specified in the sald schedule

are summarized herebelow,

ii.
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Littering of municipal selid waste shall be prohibited in cities,
rowns and in urban areas. T0 prohibit littering and facilitate
campliance, steps shall be taken for erganizind house-to house
coliection of municipal solid wastes through any of the methods,
like community bin collection (central bin), house-to-house
collection, collection oOn regular pre-informed timings and
scheduling by using bell ringing of musical vehicle. [Clause (130

of Schedule I1]

pevising of collection of waste from slums and squatter arsas or
localities including hotels, restaurants, office complexes and

commercial areas. [Clause 1(1)(11) of Schedule 1]

Collected wastes from residential and other areas shall be
transferred to community bin by hand-driven containerized carts

or other small vehicles. [Clause 1(1)(v) of Schedule 1]

Stray animals shall not be allowed to move around waste storage
facilities or at any other place in the city or town and shall be
managed in accordance with the State laws [Clause 1(1)(wvii) of

Schedule 11]



































































































