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HI GH COURT OF UTTARAKHAND AT NAI NI TAL  

W r i t  Pet i t ion  ( PI L)  No .1 4 0  o f  2 0 2 5  

2 4  Decem b er , 2 0 2 5  

        

Mange Ram  Saini              - - -Pet it ioner  

 

Ver su s  

 

State of Ut tarakhand and Others  - -Respondents 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

Pr esen ce: -  

Mr. Susheel Kum ar, learned counsel holding brief of Mr. Gaurav Singh, learned 

counsel for the pet it ioner.  

Mr. B.S. Parihar, learned Addl. C.S.C. along with Mr. S.S. Chaudhary, learned 

Standing Counsel for  the State of Ut tarakhand. 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

Hon ’b le Man o j  Ku m ar  Tiw ar i , J. 

Hon ’b le Su b h ash  Up ad h y ay , J. 
 
 

( Per :  Hon ’b le  Man o j  Ku m ar  Tiw ar i , J.)  

 

JUDGMENT 

 

  Pet it ioner is resident  of Village Shantarshah, 

Pargana & Tehsil Roorkee, Dist r ict  Haridwar. According 

to him , respondent  nos.5 to 8 have undertaken digging 

act ivit ies on a public pathway situated in Khasra 

No.331 and 332.  

2.  By m eans of this pet it ion, pet it ioner has 

sought  the following reliefs:  

“ i)  I ssue a writ , order or direct ion in the nature of 

m andam us direct ing the Respondents No.1 to 4 to 

im mediately stop the illegal digging/ m ining act ivit ies 

being carr ied out  by private Respondents on the public 

pathway situated in Khasra No.331, adm easuring 1770 

hectare & Khasra no.332, adm easuring 0.0210 hectare, 

Village Shantarshah, Pargana & Tehsil Roorkee, Dist r ict  

Haridwar and take appropriate act ion in accordance with 

law;  

ii)  I ssue a writ , order or direct ion in the nature of 

m andam us direct ing the respondent  authorit ies to restore 

the said public pathway to its original condit ion and 
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ensure that  no such encroachment  or m isuse occurs in 

the future;  

iii)  I ssue any other relief, which this Hon'ble Court  m ay 

deem fit  and proper in the circumstances of the case be 

passed in favour of the pet it ioners.”  

 

3.  Learned State Counsel, on inst ruct ions, 

however, submits that  public drain is being const ructed 

over Khasra No.332 and whatever digging work was 

undertaken, it  was for const ruct ion of drain. He submits 

that  the allegat ion of illegal m ining by respondent  nos.5 

to 8 is incorrect  and unfounded. 

4.  Learned State Counsel further points out  that  

the land in quest ion over which the digging work is 

being undertaken, is recorded as drain in the revenue 

records. 

5.  Writ ten inst ruct ions produced by the State 

Counsel in the Court  are taken on record. The Regist ry 

shall paginate the writ ten inst ruct ions.  

6.  Having regard to the statement  m ade by 

learned State Counsel, we do not  find any reason to 

interfere in the m at ter. The public authorit ies are 

just ified in construct ing a public drain as in the absence 

of drain, during rainy season great  difficulty is 

reportedly faced by the villagers. 

7.  The writ  pet it ion thus fails and is, 

accordingly, dism issed.  

 
 

 

( Su b h ash  Up adh y ay , J.)     ( Man o j  Ku m ar  Tiw ar i , J.)  
 

                                                24.12.2025   
 SS 
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