Brief Summary of the events related to

Appeal No. 12 of 2018 filed in Principal Bench filed is NGT
(Catalyst Biotechnologies Pvt. Ltd. Vs. Uttarakhand Biodiversity Board)

04.08.2016 :
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10.11.2016:

24.08.2017 :

12.10.2017 & :

17.10.2017
24.10.2017 :

06.12.2017 :

06.02.2018 :

12.04.2018 :

17.07.2018:

First Notice was issued against Catalyst Biotechnologies Pvt.
Ltd., Roorkee (user agency) for violation of Sec 7 & 24 of BD
Act .

Information in Form | & A was provided by the user agency.

After receipt of all relevant documents, ABS was tentatively
determined and communicated to the user agency inviting
objection.

A letter issued by Uttarakhand Biodiversity Board to the user
agency to complete the formalities related to the compliance of
ABS for the F.Y. 2014-15.

A letter was received from the user agency in which some
objections were raised.

A reply letter was issued by Uttarakhand Biodiversity Board
addressing the objection and directing to deposit Rs. 8,49,157
as ABS for the F.Y. 2014-15.

An appeal was filed vide Writ Petition No. 635 of 2017 in
Hon’ble High Court of Uttarakhand. Hon’ble High Court
disposed the Petition on 06.12.2017 directing to file fresh
appeal before Hon’ble NGT. (order attached)

An appeal through O.A. No. 12 of 2018 was filed by the user
agency in Hon’ble NGT challenging the order dated 24.10.2017
issued by Uttarakhand Biodiversity Board pertaining to
deposition of determined ABS amount for the F.Y. 2014-15.

Reply affidavit was filed on behalf of Uttarakhand Biodiversity
Board in Hon’ble NGT.

The appeal filed by the user agency was dismissed by Hon’ble
NGT (order attached).




——— Mr. Arvind - Vashistha,

A_n‘f\‘n K'J(‘-\G"\np;, v Te

TOITOT O

Hon'ble Lok Pal Singh. J

Senior,

Advocate. .assisted by-* ‘Mr.. Shivam’

Vashistha, Advocate for the appellant.
: Appeal. from order. under Section
52 of the Biological Diversity Act, 2002

hag' been' preferred against the order
dated 23/24.10.2017, -whereby the .
«- appellant - was. AIFER0EA

'ABS amount of Rs. 8,49,157/- for the
financial - yéar" 201415 -and - complete

- other: - formalities related to the:

' compliance of  ABS. It was further-
directéd that the appellant shall ensure .

hiits. appearance t'hrc')ug}i"frejjré;,sentativé:é '

" Thereafter, he had-personally appeared
to complete the formalities, related to:
"the compliance of ABS, 51 thé financial:

. years 2014-135.,

. NGT. He would further submit that the -
| appeal was filed, before "this- Court, on ::
02.11.2017. and it was-filed well within =~ °

time. He would further submit that

jurisdiction to” “hear the appeal,

withdraw thé appéal and to file before
the appropriate. forum 1i.e.. NGT and

before the NGT.

; e

"to deposit the. -

— t the admissioﬁmgfag‘e of appeal:”
the learned senior counsel for ‘the”
~appellant would subrmiit that -in.view of. .
Section 3 of NGT Act, the appeal would:

‘ be maintainable before the NGT. Thus; «"
he may be permitted to withdraw -the -
appeal- with liberty" to file fresh- before

‘since the appeal has begn, preferred™ -
lbefore | this .-Court;, which has” not" -

therefore, the appellant be permitted to -
further prayed that the appellant be -
granted sometime 'to file the appeal -

——}— This Court  is  satisfied _with. the .
submissiorr | of , the learn&d senior -



counsel for the appellant that this Court
has no jurisdiction to he€ar the appeal.
Therefore, the liberty is granted to the
appellant and appeal ' is permitted to
withdraw to be filed before the NGT. —
—— This Court is also satisfied that on’
‘an improper " advice, appeal has been
. preferred before th1s Court. Therefore
.60 days time is allowed to the appellant'
to file an appeal before the NGT but 1s
not exceeding 60 days -
—— The . appeal- .permitted to.
withdraw with 11berty above The interim
relief application rendered mfructuous

L kT )

— | (Lcﬁ;"Pal Singh, J)
: , i . 06,12.2017




BEFORE THE NATIONAL GREEN TRIBUNAL,
PRINCIPAL BENCH, NEW DELHI

Appeal No. 12 of 2018
(M. A. No. 135/2018 & M. A. No.136/2018)

Catalysts Biotechnologies Pvt. Ltd. Vs. Uttarakhand Biodiversity Board

CORAM : HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE RAGHUVENDRA S. RATHORE, JUDICIAL MEMBER
HON’BLE DR. SATYAWAN SINGH GARBYAL, EXPERT MEMBER

Present: Applicant /Appellant : Mr. Ashok Bhasin. Sr. Adv. with Mr. A. A.
Aron, adv.
Respondent : Mr. Rahul Verma, Adv. for Uttarakhand
Biodiversity Board
Date and Orders of the Tribunal
Remarks
Item No. Heard the Learned Counsels appearing for the parties.
37
In the instance case, primary challenge has bcen
July 17,
2018

made to the letter dated 24-10-2017 whereby inter-alia

Uttarakhand Bio-Diversity Board hé§ soﬁ'ght appearance
of the appellant or its authorized> fe};féé;egtativc. But
neither the applicant nor his representati'vgl}a_hs‘ appeared
before the Uttarakhand Bio-Diversity Board._'Ihstead of it
appellant has ﬁled;he appeal before th1s Trlbunal

In our éb;lsidér view, when thé:Uttafékhand Bio-
Diversity Board has summoned the"élhppellan‘v[;'he' ought to
have appeared before them _ax_lt_i Vnot t(.v),_‘r'iish to the
’Iv‘n'bunal.‘ Therefore, we ,_direct. ’ghe, ,épplicant or its|.
i representative to .appeat{" before the BqaL:rd i.r'1.comp1iance to
the order dated 24-10-2017.

The appeal stands“disposed of, with liberty to the
applicant to take recourse under law, if any order is
passed against them by thé Board.

Consequently, the Appeal No. 12 of 2018 Stands
dismissed with the aforesaid liberty.

M. A. NO.135 of 2018 and M. A. NO. 136 of 2018

These misc. applications do not survive for

consideration as the main appeal itself stands disposcd of




Item No.

37

July 17,
2018

today.
Therefore, M. A. NO.135 of 2018 and M. A. NO. 136

of 2018 also stand disposed of.

..........................................

(Dr. Satyawan Singh Garbyal)
(17.07.2018)
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