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

I.A. NO.1 IN &
Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil)....../2010
                                                        CC 358/2010

(From the judgement and order dated 06/11/2009 in                   CMWP   No.
4003/2006 of The HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT ALLAHABAD)

M/S UPPER INDIA TANNERY(I) P.LD.& ANR.                   Petitioner(s)

                   VERSUS

STATE OF U.P.& ORS.                                      Respondent(s)

(With appln(s) for permission to file SLP and prayer for interim
relief and office report )

Date: 15/01/2010    This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
          HON’BLE THE CHIEF JUSTICE
          HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE DEEPAK VERMA

For Petitioner(s)     Mr. B.A. Khan, Sr. Adv.
                      Mr. aman Vachher, Adv.
                      Mr. Ashutosh Dubey, Adv.
                      Mr. Dhiraj, Adv.
                      Mrs. R.D. Puri, Adv.
                      For Mr. P.N. Puri,Adv.

For Respondent(s)

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

           Permission to file SLP is granted.

           Heard learned counsel for the petitioner.

           The petitioner is having a tannery factory         at Kanpur near

the Ganges and the petitioner alleges that the tannery factory has

been   working   since 1945.   The   High Court   in    a   Public Interest
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Litigation filed before it directed to close down several tannery

factories which had been polluting the waters of the Ganges. The

Petitioner’s tannery factory was also closed down accordingly.            The

petitioner contends that he has already installed Sewerage Treatment

Plant(STP) and his tannery factory is not causing any pollution to

Ganga.   The petitioner made an attempt to get itself impleaded in

the pending matter but the High Court rejected the same and has not



considered and petitioner’s application.

          We direct that the petitioner be heard in the pending

matter   and   appropriate   orders   may   be   passed.   The   petitioner’s

application for impleadment be considered and appropriate order be

passed at the earliest at least within a period of three months.

          The special leave petition is disposed of accordingly.

          (R.K. Dhawan)                          (Veera Verma)
          Court Master                           Court Master


