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HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE SUDHIR AGARWAL, JUDICIAL MEMBER
HON’BLE DR. A. SENTHIL VEL, EXPERT MEMBER

Applicant: Mr. Dushyant Pratap Singh, Mr. Shashank Singh & Mr. Varyam Pandey,
Advs. for Applicant

Respondent: Mr. Mukesh Verma, Adv. for UKPCB
Ms. Anjali Rajput, Adv. for the State of Uttarakhand
Mr. Ashutosh Kumar Sharma & Ms. Ayushi Mittal, Advs. for R- 4 to 6

ORDER

1. In this original application, allegation of the Applicant is in respect

of destruction of trees by Respondent No. 4, Hajinder Pal Singh.

2. Plea of the Applicant is that on 24.04.2019, Divisional Forest Officer,
Musoorie Forest Division had granted permission to Respondent No. 4 for
clearing Lantana bushes on his private land in the area of Dom village. The
plea of the Applicant is that 759 trees of different species were existing on
the land and in the guise of clearing Lantana bushes, Respondent No. 4
was cutting Khair trees around water source of the area and was uprooting
trees by JCB, earth mover machines. It is further alleged that boundary of
the land of Respondent No. 4 is adjoining with area of village Bhandargaon
which is a reserved forest. Further, plea of the Applicant is that boundaries
of land of Respondent No. 4 and land of adjoining SalanGaon Gram

Panchayat, Bhagwantpuris catagorised as jungle jhadi which has been



encroached upon and trees are being cut in the guise of permission to clear
Lantana bushes. On 27.04.2022, DFO, Musoorrie had written to the
Revenue Authorities for a joint inspection for demarcation of boundaries of
reserved forest. The stand of the Applicant is that these 759 trees have

been destroyed by Respondent No. 4.

3. Tribunal by order dated 18.08.2023 had issued notice to the
respondents and had also formed a joint committee with a direction to the

committee to visit the place and submit a factual action taken report.

4. The joint committee has fled the report dated 04.11.2023 disclosing
that during the joint inspection it was found that Khasra No.325, 3343,
368 to 378 total area 40.10 acre is registered in the name of Respondent
No. 4, Hajinder Pal Singh. It is further stated that Khasra No.56 area
2.1160 hectare which is divided in three parts is jungle jhadi registered in
the name of PWD roads. Report further states that for Khasra No.378 area
6.5960 hectare, which is an uneven and sloppy land, permission was
granted for making it plain for agricultural purpose and constructing poly
house with certain conditions including the condition that no damage to
the trees will be caused and that the work will be done by using JCB
machines. Joint inspection of work of making the land plain and
constructing poly house was done on 16.05.2023 by the joint committee
and it was found that vacant land was made even and poly house was
constructed in an area of 50 meters. Committee further found that trees
which are existing at the site are 3 meter away from the proposed area and
no felling of tree has taken place. The joint committee further found that
as per revenue record Khasra No. 378 area 6.5960 hectare is not registered
as jungle jhadi but it is registered as agricultural land and it is not a land
of reserved forest.Joint committee further found that on the vacant land

135 trees of different species and girth/bushes are existing which are not



obstructing the work of making the land plain. Joint committee has given

geo-coordinates of the work of making the land plain and construction of

poly house and stated that no forest law has been violated. The findings of

the joint Committee in this regard are as under:-

“SHETT H, FIST ST 9§ F#@a<r eqT 378, THAT 6590 # qIATAHIT UF
THAA NI & T F fa771% 16.05.2023 # T757¢d UF a9 @907 1 G4 qiaia
FTRT & (318707 337 7197, fora o1 aw=a¢r (Gaq%-03)

1.

6.

HISIT STETTT % @HXT G€q71-378 THAT 6.5960 Fo HIH IoTeq @l §
AT gToe% TT [Hg & 917 a7 &1

I I H FoT @TAl TTT § GHTA1H0 UF 50 HieT gear [Fa7r @97 137
gl

I qIH T2 ST FeT [FedT9 & 7 367 Jeqrfad #rar 4 3 HeT & 19 g3 97
feore g1 a7 [T AT ge7 7 97a 81 [#:97 ST 81

HISIT STETTT % @HXT 947 378 THAT 6.5960 Fo HIH IeTeq vl §
ST ATET H & Ag1 & TIT FIU GH T a7 51 IF qIH AT a7 FT 91T
&1 &, @reft g7 7T 135 ge7 fAf9er gorrfa ua =77 a9 & JAa1eqd §. 5

FHAAFLIT 1T § TTIF 721 51

THAA T TF JEdT [FHT9T #1 SttodToUF o Tlgd [Ae T#1T T &-

AT STETToT SoreaT
1. E-30°-24°-45.86° E-78°-04°-38.71°
2. E-30°-24°-44.72° E-78°-04°-40.11°
3. E-30°-24°43.59° E-78°-04°-39.3°
4. E-30°-24°-43.14° E-78°-04°-37.99°
5. E-30°-24°-42.58° E-78°-04°-38.58°
6. E-30°-24°-40.92° E-78°-04°-38.07°
7. E-30°-24°-39.14° E-78°-04°-37.3°
8. E-30°-24°-41.39° E-78°-04°-32.57°
9. £.30°.24°-4 45° E-78°-04°-33.81°
10. E-30°-24°-43.19° E-78°-04°-33.42°
11. E-30°-24°-44.69° E-78°-04°-35.03°
12. E-30°-24°-44.23° E-78°-04°-37.04°

HISIT STEATI FTRFAT 927 & fAfor i & @t 67 ¢ arfa#i #rd #39 9¢
T HTETT A7 1980, ¥ FTfAET a7 AT Z19 e 7 & et a7 v
FT IEATT ZIIT



fai# 19.09.2023 &1 33 77 gfafad # A<t 7 grar 747 f3:-

1. GET GEI7-378 TFAT6.590 o IH F THTAFT FT 50 HleT &
I GEAT/TATE T [FH17 (337 747 &1 (FISTITFT Gd, Gaa-
04)

2. FHAANFIT FT T GH F FET F qIa9 FIET 78T §T a«T
THAATFIIT & [T 91T TAT 7 92 F15 3&7 751 5/

3. HIAH1T 3F AT, dHIdrT § Tafgd Iif=#T GEqT 126/2023
STTAT STHfT FTH IARTGE T5F UF 77 [T 8, (St sttt
qAaTs @77 08.04.2024 #T 797 g1 (T79%-05)”

5. A separate report by District Magistrate, Dehradun has been filed
indicating the same factual position which is indicating in the report of the
joint committee. Though, applicant has filed response to the report of the
joint committee as also report of the District Magistrate, Dehradun but he
has not enclosed any cogent material on the basis of which conclusion
drawn by the joint committee can be doubted. Along with response, he has
enclosed photocopy of some old khasra of one year but that is not enough
to reject the finding of the joint committee which has been arrived at after

inspection of the revenue record.

6. Thus, we find that applicant has not been able to substantiate his

plea of illegal cutting of trees by Respondent No.4.

7. Hence, OA is dismissed.

8. Pending IA (663/2023) is disposed of accordingly.

Prakash Shrivastava, CP

Sudhir Agarwal, JM

Dr. A. Senthil Vel, EM
May 16th, 2024
Original Application No. 501/2023
(IA No. 663/2023)
JG.



