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M/s JP Stone Crushers Private Limited 

--Petitioner 
                                 Versus 
State of Uttarakhand & Others 

--Respondents 
 
Hon’ble Manoj Kumar Tiwari, J. 
Hon’ble Siddhartha Sah, J. 

 

 Mr. Abhishek Darmara, Advocate 
for the petitioner, through VC.  

 Mr. Rajeev Singh Bisht, Deputy 
AG, with Mr. B.S. Parihar, Brief Holder, for 
the State.  

 

(2)  This writ petition is filed by one of 
the Directors of a private limited company, 
who is aggrieved by change of phone 
number in the web portal of Mining 
Department, which was submitted by other 
two Directors of the company. Petitioner 
contends that such change could not have 
been effected without his consent.  
 

(3)  Mr. Piyush Garg, Advocate, has 
put in appearance on behalf of other two 
Directors, namely, Mr. Saket Agarwal and 
Mr. Tarun Bansal, who are not impleaded as 
party respondent. He submits that Board of 
Directors passed a resolution for change of 
phone number, submitted to the Mining 
Department, and the said resolution was 
supplied to the Mining Department and 
based on that resolution, phone number 
was changed in the web portal of the 
department. He submits that internal 
dispute between two or more individual 
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Directors cannot be resolved in a writ 
petition.   
 

(4)  Mr. Rajeev Singh Bisht, learned 
State Counsel, on instructions, submits that 
out of three Directors of the petitioner 
company, two had requested for change of 
phone number, which was uploaded in the 
web portal of the Mining Department and 
based on such request, necessary change 
was made. He also submits that if there is 
any internal dispute within the company, 
between two or more Directors, such 
dispute can only be resolved before 
National Company Law Tribunal.   
 

(5)  We find substance in the 
submissions made by learned State Counsel 
and learned Counsel for other two 
Directors. Thus there is no scope for 
interference in the matter. Writ petition 
thus fails and is dismissed. However, 
petitioner shall be at liberty to approach the 
appropriate forum.     
 

 
(Siddhartha Sah, J.)            (Manoj Kumar Tiwari, J.) 
                   7.09.2026 
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