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ITEM NO.14     Court 6 (Video Conferencing)          SECTION XIV

               S U P R E M E  C O U R T  O F  I N D I A
                       RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (C)  No(s).  11672/2020

(Arising out of impugned final judgment and order dated  21-08-2020
in CMP No. 4559/2020 passed by the High Court Of Himachal Pradesh 
At Shimla)

AYUSH GARG                                         Petitioner(s)

                                VERSUS

THE STATE OF HIMACHAL PRADESH & ORS.               Respondent(s)

(FOR ADMISSION and I.R. and IA No.98627/2020-EXEMPTION FROM FILING 
C/C OF THE IMPUGNED JUDGMENT )
 
Date : 05-10-2020 This petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM : 
         HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE SANJAY KISHAN KAUL
         HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE DINESH MAHESHWARI
         HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE HRISHIKESH ROY

For Petitioner(s) Ms. Anitha Shenoy,Sr.Adv.
Ms. Srishti Agnihotri, AOR
Mr. Saurabh Sharma,Adv.
Ms. Sanjana Grace Thomas,Adv.
Ms. Anmol Gupta,Adv.

For Respondent(s)

          UPON hearing the counsel the Court made the following
                      O R D E R

We have heard learned senior counsel for the

petitioner.  In  terms  of  the  impugned  order  dated

21.8.2020, the endeavour of the petitioner to get an

interim  order  vacated  has  not  been  successful

though,  learned  senior  counsel,  on  instructions,

states  that  the  matter  was  adjourned  to  8th

September, 2020.  
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We also posed a query to learned counsel for the

petitioner on the basis of the averment contained in

the  original  petition  filed  before  the  National

Green Tribunal wherein the petitioner before us has

stated that he is “one of the younger members of the

family which is running the respondent No.3 unit”

i.e. the unit against which complaint was made.  On

a further query, whether the branches of family are

in  the  dispute,  learned  counsel  on  instructions

states  that  the  dispute  is  between  his  uncle  and

father and he is not directly involved.

We refuse to interfere with the impugned order

on two accounts:

1) The order passed is an interim order and for

that reason alone we are not inclined to interfere

with  the  impugned  order  under  Article  136  of  the

Constitution of India, more so, when the matter is

being considered.

2) It is obvious to us that the proceedings before

the  National  Green  Tribunal  flow  from  a  family

dispute and the son is being used by the father for

purposes of settling business rivalry.

The  Special  Leave  Petition  is,  accordingly,

dismissed.

Pending application(s) stand(s) disposed of.

(CHARANJEET KAUR)                 (ANITA RANI AHUJA)
ASTT. REGISTRAR-cum-PS          ASSISTANT  REGISTRAR
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