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Deendayal Mittal Alias D D Mittal 

--Petitioner 
Versus 

State Of Uttarakhand and Others 
--Respondents 

Hon’ble Pankaj Purohit, J.  
 Mr. Sandeep Kothari, learned counsel 
for petitioner. 

2. Mr. Devendra Singh Bora, learned 
D.A.G. for the State of Uttarakhand/ 
respondent Nos.1 and 2. 

3. Petitioner is the owner and editor of 
daily newspaper ‘Shrimat Express’. The 
grievance of petitioner as canvassed in the 
present writ petition is that petitioner’s 
newspaper was blacklisted vide order dated 
30.05.2026 (Annexure No.20) passed by 
respondent No.2-Director General, 
Information and Public Relation, State of 
Uttarakhand, Dehradun, for issuance of any 
government advertisement for a period of 
three years. 

4. Petitioner is further aggrieved by the 
order dated 08.07.2026 (Annexure No.21) 
passed by respondent No.2-Director 
General, Information and Public Relation, 
State of Uttarakhand, Dehradun, whereby, 
petitioner was removed from steering 
committee constituted under Rule 5 of the 
Uttarakhand Print Media Advertisement 
Rules, 2015 (hereinafter referred to as ‘the 
Rules 2015’) curtailing his actual term of 
two years.  
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5. It is vehemently argued by learned 
counsel for petitioner that order of 
blacklisting has been passed by respondent 
No.2 without providing any opportunity of 
hearing to petitioner and without issuing 
any show-cause notice so far as blacklisting 
of newspaper is concerned. He further 
elaborated his argument that blacklisting is 
a very serious action which carries civil 
consequences and that cannot be passed 
without giving proper opportunity of 
hearing to petitioner before passing 
blacklisting order. 

6. So far as order dated 08.07.2026 is 
concerned, whereby, petitioner was ousted 
from Steering Committee, it is contended 
by learned counsel for petitioner that only 
Hon’ble Information Minister or Hon’ble 
Chief Minister is empowered to remove any 
member from Steering Committee and that 
too under given circumstances given under 
Rule 5 of the Rules 2015. Rule 5 is quoted 
as under:- 

“lfefr esa pkj ljdkjh lnL;ksa ¼i=dkj laxBuksa ds ek/;e ls½ dk 
dk;Zdky] ukekadu ,oa in ls gVk;k tkuk 5-¼d½ lfefr esa xSj ljdkjh 
lnL;ksa dk ukekadu Hkkjrh; izsl ifj’kn ls ekU;rk izkIr fizUV ehfM;k 
laxBuksa ds nks rFkk mÙkjk[k.M Je foHkkx ls iathdr̀ fizUV ehfM;k laxBuksa 
ds nks laxBuksa esa ls fd;k tk,xkA izR;sd laxBu }kjk rhu i=dkjksa dk uke 
lacaf/kr i=dkj laxBu ds v/;{k dh laLrqfr lfgr izLrqr fd;k tk,xk] 
ftl ij lE;d~ fopkjksijkUr lwpuk ea=h@eq[;ea=h }kjk ,d laxBu ls 
dsoy ,d i=dkj ukfer fd;k tk,xkA 
¼[k½ lfefr esa i=dkj laxBuksa ds ek/;e ls vk;s gq;s lnL;ksa ds vfrfjDr 
“ks’k pkj i=dkj lnL; lwpuk ea=h@eq[;ea=h }kjk ukfer fd;s tk;saxsA 
¼x½ lfefr esa fu;e 5 ¼d½ o fu;e ¼[k½ esa mfYyf[kr xSj ljdkjh lnL;ksa 
dk dk;Zdky vf/kdre nks o’kZ gksxkA lwpuk ea=h@eq[;ea=h }kjk budk 
dk;Zdky nks o’kZ ls iwoZ lekIr fd;k tk ldrk gSA 
¼?k½ lfefr esa lnL;ksa dks ukfer fd;s tkus gsrq leLr vgZ i=dkj laxBuksa 
ls vkosnu vkeaf=r fd;s tk;saxsA rnksijkUr lwpuk ea=h@eq[;ea=h ds 
vuqeksnu ds vk/kkj ij xSj ljdkjh lnL; euksuhr fd;s tk;saxsA 
¼M-½ lfefr esa ukfer xSj ljdkjh lnL;ksa ds R;kxi= nsus] lacaf/kr laxBu 
ls fu’dkflr fd;s tkus vFkok ekufld :i ls vLoLFk gksus rFkk U;k;ky; 
ls nks’kfl) gksus ij lnL;rk Lor% gh lekIr gks tk;sxhA” 
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7. Thus, he submits that only Hon’ble 
Information Minister or Hon’ble Chief 
Minister can cancel the aforesaid 
nomination. But, in the case in hand, the 
same has been done by respondent No.2-
Director General, Information and Public 
Relation, which cannot be sustained. 

8. Per contra, learned State Counsel 
submits that it is reflected from the order 
that no opportunity was given to petitioner 
before blacklisting and further he also 
admitted the Rule position which has 
pressed by the petitioner.  

9. In such view of the matter, petitioner 
deserves some protection from this Court. 

10. Issue notice to respondent No.3 
returnable within six weeks. 

11. Steps to be taken within 03 days. 

12. Respondents may file counter 
affidavit(s) within six weeks. 

13. Put up on 22.12.2026. 

14. Till the next date of listing, effect and 
operation of order dated 30.05.2026 and 
order dated 08.07.2026 shall remain 
stayed. 

15. Stay application (IA/1/2026) stands 
disposed of. 

  

 
   (Pankaj Purohit, J.) 

        27.10.2026 
PN 

 


