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 The Learned Counsel appearing for the Applicant 

submits that in view of the fact that the Respondents have 

framed guidelines for controlling the activity and granting 

and refusing consent to the brick kilns, he would like to 

challenge it.  He further submits that the respondents 

should not take up the ground of jurisdiction on the plea 

that they have published the guidelines in furtherance to 

the order of the Principal Bench, in the event the 

Applicant files an application before the Eastern Bench.  

The Applicant has also contended that he should be 

permitted to raise ground of alternative technology being 

available for carrying out the said business. 

 The Learned Counsel appearing for the Respondents 

submit that they would not raise such an objection and 

the applicant may challenge the guidelines in accordance 

with law.  



 

 

 Keeping all the grounds and right of both the parties 

open the application is disposed of as withdrawn with 

liberty to the Applicant to challenge the guidelines in 

accordance with law.  Rights and pleas of both parties are 

kept open. 

 Thus, the Original Application No. 80 of 2013 

stands disposed of with no order as to costs. 

 

M. A. No. 498 of 2013 and M. A. No. 53 of 2014 

 The M. A. No. 498 of 2013 and M. A. No. 53 of 2014 

do not survive for consideration as the main application 

itself stand disposed of. 
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