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Amit Singh Manwal 

--Petitioner 
                                 Versus 
Mussoorie Dehradun Development Authority 
and others 

--Respondents 
 
Hon’ble Pankaj Purohit, J. 
 
 Mr. Neeraj Garg, learned Senior 
Counsel assisted by Mr. Rajendra 
Arya, learned counsel for the 
petitioner. 

2. Mr. Rahul Consul, learned 
counsel for respondent nos. 1 and 
2/MDDA. 

3. The writ petition has been filed by 

the petitioner seeking  a writ of 

mandamus commanding the 

respondent nos. 1 and 2 to forthwith 

take action for sealing and demolition 

of unauthorized construction raised by 

respondent nos. 3 to 7 and further to 

take a decision on the representation 

of the petitioner whereby he claim for 

the same relief.  

4. Learned counsel for the 

respondent-MDDA has informed this 

Court on instruction, which was 
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received in writing that a complaint 

making similar allegation against the 

private respondent nos.3 to 7 was 

moved  by petitioner in the CM Portal 

and on inquiry, it was found that 

respondent nos. 3 to 7 are raising the 

construction on the basis of 

sanctioned map. The report of the 

Assistant Engineer MDDA dated 

07.09.2026 is taken on record.  

5. He further submits that as to 

whether the construction is in 

accordance with the sanctioned map 

or not, would be assessed at the time 

when the competition certificate is 

provided by the development 

authority. 

6. In such view of the matter, no 

case is made out for interference; the 

writ petition is accordingly closed. 

 
 

   (Pankaj Purohit, J.) 
           03.11.2026 

Nahid 
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