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Original Application No. 249 OF 2025 
 

 
IN THE MATTER OF: 
Narendra Kushwaha & Ors                                                ...%Applicants 
                                                   Versus 
Union of India & Ors                                                    .....Respondents 
 

 
ABC43D EB, 
          
             183G=4;H8>6 138923 IJ 16 K;LM>N O6PQ CR C433BL SL4L41T6PQ U4P4 
O1=8412LV 6W 3W1XY E4PB 16Z [Z \9] KN 3W1XY 69  ^3M_C CR O1=8412LV U4P4 O`=M= 
Ea4a/K<P E43aHb6P =cLV 6W 1d;4=9 IeZ, f4C6, ^THP4 =\4 84`=186 1`\1= Y9 ;P9 
O`=M= 16L4 [L4 IJ] O1=842B Y5gL4 2, 4, 5 hP 6 39 ^;39 3W1XY-E84a CR `8L5 
`8B64P 16L4 IJ 16 Y5a51T= =4i4aV/bBiV 69  jB=P 

 16L4 
[L4 IJ, 1EY6k ;M1l KSIV39 Y5im3 nWXWo4nV 69  C4pLC Y9 jB 6k IJ] =\41;, O1=8412LV 
39 84`=186 q1= 6W ^rL1T6 6C 6P69  2s4>L4 IJ =\4 O`=M= Ea4a/K<P CR ^8JT 
13C4>Q, ^1=_CQ, tWY ^;1sl, Ei6M5 jB 8 ^SL ;L4>8PQBL qPQ 6W IX439 ^\84 
PW639 I9=M 16YB jB O64P 6k 

 64 Kui9v 3Iw 16L4 IJ] 

        78926[Q 64 Kx9yL C4z LI IJ 16 Y5a51T= 
, 1E369  64PQ O46{ 1=6 

Ei1364LV 6k ;4|P1`\1=6k ;P [5jBP O1=6H i Oj48 ;} PI4 IJ] 78926 64 OLWE3 
16YB O64P 6k 643H3B ;9~B2[B Kr;S3 6P34 3Iw IJ, a1u6 

 6P434 IJ] �Y1iZ, 78926[Q O4\>34 
6P=9 IJ 16 C433BL SL4L41T6PQ O6PQ 69  

 69  7T4P ;P ���� �� ��	
� i96P 78yL6 12s4-
132�s, 729s =\4 ;L4>8PQ Y5PqQ I9=M K;LMN 64L>84IB YM131�= 6P39 6k 6{ ;4 6P9] 
�SIw =cLV Z85 K;i�T Y4�LV 69  7T4P ;P 78926 O1=8412LV 69  3W1XY-E84a 69  

P.T.O. 02 

152



18�� �Y |PE��5�P 69  C4pLC Y9 78926 183G=4;H8>6 13�31i1v= 6\3 O`=M= 6P 
PI4 IJ:- 

      Hon’ble Sir, It is most respectfully submitted that in the 

above-mentioned matter, the Hon’ble Tribunal had issued notices to 

the respondents. In pursuance thereof, the replies submitted by the 

respondents are deliberately misleading, incomplete, factually 

incorrect, and intended to conceal the true state of affairs. Respondent 

Nos. 2, 4, 5 and 6 have themselves admitted in their reply that 

concrete structures, encroachments, excessive proliferation of water 

hyacinth, and irregular dumping of solid waste inside the concerned 

ponds/lakes have indeed taken place, which they have also affirmed 

through the photographs annexed with their reply. However, the 

respondents have grossly understated the actual extent of damage, and 

in their reply they have not mentioned any action taken, action 

proposed, restoration plan, or time-bound steps for removal or 

prevention of illegal constructions, encroachments, solid waste, water 

hyacinth, or other environmental degradation. 

      The sole objective of the applicants is to protect the concerned 
ponds/lakes from departmental activities and unlawful interventions 

that are causing serious adverse impact on the ecology of these natural 

water bodies. The applicants do not intend to engage in unnecessary 

legal complications; rather, the purpose is to ensure removal of 

concrete constructions, encroachments, water hyacinth, solid waste, 

debris and silt from the ponds/lakes and to restore them to their 

original natural condition. 

       Therefore, the applicants humbly pray that the Hon’ble 
Tribunal may kindly take suo motu cognizance as well, on the basis of 

the facts, records, physical evidence, and admissions made by the 

respondents, and issue appropriate directions, orders, and necessary 

measures for protection and restoration of the environment. 

     On the basis of the above facts and available evidence, the 
applicants respectfully submit the following statements through this 

Rejoinder in response to the reply filed by the respondents:-  

(google translate) 
 

1. LI16 78926 39 C433BL SL4L41T6PQ 69  YCq CHi 78923 ( ) 
241vi 6P K<P O29s 69  E3;2 a4P4a56k CR 1`\= 12 CIr8;HQ> 89Xi��DY/Ei 1364LV 
;P IW PI9 ^1=_CQ hP  69  Y5a5T CR 1s64L= 6k \B, 
1E3CR YP4LaP�, YP4IB, j[IP, 3X6�iB, ~6�P4, 1j=PB, a3[4584, vM2>C�, 
aJ34XB6I4P, Yi4P;MP, 6CP4845 hP Y42Mui4;MP 712 s41Ci I�] 78926 39 ^;39 
78923 69  Y4\ Y5im3  69  C4pLC Y9 EiCm3 jH1C ;P 

 6W 12v4L4 \4, 1EYY9 Ei 
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1364L 69  65 _kXB6PQ 6k O[1= `;l IW=B IJ] C433BL SL4L41T6PQ 39 ^;39 
 69  =I= LI `8B64P 16L4 16 LI �.Z. 

 Kt4=4 IJ 
hP �Y69  1iZ YjB O1=8412LV 6W E84a 241vi 6P39 I9=M 3W1XY E4PB 16L4 [L4 \4]

1. That the applicant had filed the Original Application (O.A. No. 
249/2025) before the Hon’ble Tribunal regarding the encroachment 

and permanent concrete construction activities taking place on 12 

important wetlands/water bodies situated in District Barabanki, Uttar 

Pradesh, which include Saraybarai, Sarahi, Bhagahar, Natkauli, 

Chakaura, Bhitri, Banaganwa, Khurdamau, Baina Tikahar, Salarpur, 

Kamarawan and Sadullapur etc. The applicant, through the 

photographs annexed with the application (Pages 21 to 32), had shown 

the concrete constructions such as pathways, selfie points, etc., on the 

waterlogged land, indicating the ongoing concretization of the water 

bodies. The Hon’ble Tribunal, through its order dated 21.05.2025, 

acknowledged that this O.A. raises “an important issue relating to 

environmental compliance and conservation of water bodies” and 

issued notices to all respondents for filing their respective replies.
(google translate) 
 

2. LI 16 OrLM<P (Rejoinder) O1=842B Y5gL4 2 (CPCB), 4 (UPPCB), 5 
(1Ei41T64PB, a4P4a56k), hP 6 (LH;B `X9X 89Xi�� ^\�|PXB) U4P4 24LP 16Z [Z 
Y5a51T= E84aV/s;\-;zV 69  v5�3 69  �; CR O`=M= 16L4 [L4 IJ] O1=8412LV 64 
E84a, 18s9� �; Y9 O1=842B Y5gL4 5 hP 6 3 69 8i 78926 6k CHi 1s64L= 6k 
;M1l 6P=9 I�, a1u6 C433BL SL4L41T6PQ 69  YCq  jB 
6P=9 I�]

2. That the present Rejoinder is being submitted in rebuttal to the 
respective replies/affidavits filed by Respondent No. 2 (CPCB), 

Respondent No. 4 (UPPCB), Respondent No. 5 (District Magistrate, 

Barabanki), and Respondent No. 6 (UP State Wetland Authority). The 

replies of the respondents, particularly those of Respondent Nos. 5 and 

6, not only substantiate the applicant’s original grievance but also 

attempt to conceal material facts before the Hon’ble Tribunal. 

(google translate) 

3. LI 16 7�L>E36 �; Y9, O1=842B Y5gL4 5 (1Ei41T64PB, a4P4a56k) hP 6 (LH;B 
`X9X 89Xi�� ^\�|PXB) U4P4  69  Y5a5T CR 12Z [Z YBT9 
v5�3 69  18;PB=, `8L5  U4P4 24LP 13PBqQ |P;WX> 
( ) 78926 6k CHi 1s64L= 6k  6P=B IJ] , LI 
|P;WX>  69  Y5a5T CR `;l �; Y9 

 64 Kui9v 6P=B IJ, EW 1Ei41T64PB (R-5) 69   69  2489 
6W YBT9 64X=B IJ] , 78926 6k EiBL ;4|P1`\1=6k =5z 69  [5jBP 3M6Y43 6k 
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1s64L= 6W YIB tIP4=9 IeZ UPPCB 39 i[j[ YjB 12 89Xi��DY 69  Ei 3CH3V 6W 
 L4  (EW `343 L4 ;4P5;|P6 K;~4P 69  a42 jB ;B39 69  1iZ ^3M;LMN 

IJ) 69  �; CR 8[�6{ = 16L4 IJ] , |P;WX> CR  69   IW39 hP 8I4� 
 64 IW34,  hP  69  7PW;V 6W 

OC41Q= 6P=4 IJ] �Y O64P O1=842B Y5gL4 4 64 =cL4rC6 E84a ^OrLq �; Y9 
O1=842B Y5gL4 5 hP 6 U4P4 =cLV 6W dM ;439 69  OL4Y 6W KE4[P 6P=4 IJ hP 
78926 69  CHi C4Ci9 6W ai 29=4 IJ]

3.  It is surprising that, contrary to the categorical denials made by 
Respondent No. 5 (District Magistrate, Barabanki) and Respondent 

No. 6 (UP State Wetland Authority) regarding encroachment and 

permanent construction, the inspection report (ANNEXURE R4/1) 

submitted by Respondent No. 4 (UPPCB) itself confirms the 

applicant’s original complaint. 

First, the report clearly mentions with respect to the Bhagahar 

Wetland that “construction activity was found near the wetland,” 

which directly contradicts the District Magistrate’s (R-5) claim of ‘no 

encroachment’. 

Second, supporting the applicant’s grievance regarding severe damage 

to the aquatic ecosystem, the UPPCB has classified the water samples 

of almost all 12 wetlands as Class D or Class E (which is unfit for 

bathing or even for drinking after conventional treatment). 

Third, the report’s observation that the Bhitari Wetland had dried up 

and that agricultural activities were taking place there substantiates the 

allegations of encroachment and improper management. 

Thus, the factual reply of Respondent No. 4 indirectly exposes the 

attempts of Respondent Nos. 5 and 6 to conceal facts and reinforces 

the applicant’s original case.  

(google translate) 

4. LI 16  U4P4 13PBqQ 69  2�P43 1iZ [Z nWXWo4n 
78926 69   69  7PW;V 6k OrLq ;M1l 6P=9 I�: 

 69  13PBqQ CR `;l �; Y9 "89XiJ�� 69  YCB; " 2E> 
16L4 [L4 IJ, EW 78926 69  65 _kX 13C4>Q 6k 1s64L= 64 YC\>3 6P=4 IJ] �YB 
O64P,  69  Y5a5T CR jB |P;WX> CR `;l IJ 16 "89XiJ�� 69  YCB; 

"] �Y69  ^1=|PN, 
 ;P [4�8 69  13841YLV U4P4  

16Z E439 hP  CR YBCRX9X P3 �n  hP 7Y-;4Y 
 64 ;4L4 E434 `;l �; Y9 �3 EiBL 1364LV 69  2M�;LW[ hP ^1=_CQ 

64 OC4Q IJ, 1EYY9 O1=842B Y5gL4 5 hP 6 64  64 2484 ;HQ> 
�; Y9 13P4T4P 1Y� IW=4 IJ]
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4. That the photographs taken during the inspection by Respondent 
No. 4 (UPPCB) directly substantiate the applicant’s allegations 

regarding concretization and encroachment: In the inspection of the 

Bhagahar Wetland, it has been clearly recorded that “construction 

activity was found near the wetland”, which supports the applicant’s 

complaint regarding concrete construction. Similarly, with respect to 

the Saraibarei Wetland, the report clearly states that “a permanent 

round hut, road, and other construction works were found near the 

wetland.” 

    In addition to this, the disposal of solid waste by the village 
residents at the Khurdmau Wetland, and the presence of cemented 

run-off and agricultural activities around the Kumarawan Wetland, 

clearly demonstrate the misuse and encroachment of these water 

bodies. This conclusively proves that the claim of Respondent Nos. 5 

and 6 that “there is no encroachment” is completely baseless.  

(google translate) 
 

5. LI 16 |P6��> Y5gL4 47 ;P O1=842B Y5gL4 4 (UPPCB) 39 j[IP 89XiJ�� 69  13PBqQ 
CR `;l �; Y9 "89XiJ�� 69  YCB; 13C4>Q4TB3 64L> ;4L4 [L4" EW 78926 69  65 _kX 
13C4>Q 6k 1s64L= 64 YC\>3 6P=4 IJ] 
 
5. That on record number 47, Respondent No. 4 (UPPCB), during the 
inspection of the Bhagahar Wetland, clearly found “construction work 

underway near the wetland,” which supports the applicant’s complaint 

regarding concrete construction. (google translate) 
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6. LI 16 |P6��> Y5gL4 54 ;P O1=842B Y5gL4 4 (UPPCB) 39 vM2>C� 69  13PBqQ CR `;l 
�; Y9 "89XiJ�� CR �PV Y9 136i39 84i9 tWY ^;1sl 6W ;4L4 [L4" EW 78926 6k 
1s64L= 64 YC\>3 6P=4 IJ] 
   

6. That at record number 54, Respondent No. 4 (UPPCB), during the 
inspection of Khurdmau, clearly stated that ‘solid waste discharged 

from households was found in the wetland’, which supports the 

applicant’s complaint. (google translate) 
 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
7. LI 16 |P6��> Y5gL4 107 Y9 110 ;P O1=842B Y5gL4 5 (1Ei41T64PB, a4P4a56k) 39

j[IP 89XiJ�� 69  13PBqQ CR `;l �; Y9 "89XiJ�� 69  YCB; 13C4>Q 64L> ;4L4 [L4" EW 
78926 69  65 _kX 13C4>Q 6k 1s64L= 64 YC\>3 6P=4 IJ]

7. That, in the records from page numbers 107 to 110, Respondent 

No. 5 (District Magistrate, Barabanki) has clearly stated during the 

inspection of Bhagahar Wetland that “construction activity was found 

near the wetland”, which substantiates the applicant’s complaint 

regarding concrete construction. (google translate) 
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8. LI 16 O1=842B Y5gL4 4 Z85 5 U4P4 O91�= nWXWo4nV CR K;PWN 89Xi��DY/bBiV CR 
Ei6M5 jB Z85 vP;=84P 6k ^rL1T6 8{1� `;l �; Y9 29vB E4 Y6=B IJ] EW 3 69 8i 
Ei O84I Z85 Ei 1813CL 6W ^8�� 6P PI9 I�, a1u6 Ei 6k [MQ8<4 6W [5jBP �; 
Y9 Oj418= 6P bBi/89Xi�� 6k YCo ;4|P1`\1=6k 6W 3l 6P PI9 I�] �369  64PQ 
�M1i= ��YBE3 64 `=P �X PI4 IJ, EiBL EB8V 64 O46{ 1=6 784Y 3l IW PI9 IJ 
=\4 89Xi��DY/bBiV 64 O46{ 1=6 ;M3j>PQ Z85 EJ8 1818T=4 [5jBP �; Y9 Oj418= IW 
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PI4 IJ] ^=� O1=8412LV U4P4 Y5im3 nWXWo4n `8L5 2s4>=9 I� 16 Y5a51T= 89Xi��DY 6k 
1`\1= ^rL5= q1=o`= IJ =\4 =r64i YMT4P4rC6 64P>84� 6k 78yL6=4 IJ] 

8. That the photographs submitted by Respondent Nos. 4 and 5 clearly 

depict the excessive growth of water hyacinth and weeds in the 

aforesaid wetlands/lakes. Such growth not only obstructs the natural 

flow and exchange of water but also severely deteriorates the water 

quality, thereby destroying the overall ecology of the lake/wetland. 

Due to this, the level of dissolved oxygen is decreasing, the natural 

habitat of aquatic organisms is being destroyed, and the natural 

recharge capacity and biodiversity of the wetlands/lakes are being 

gravely affected. Hence, the photographs annexed by the respondents 

themselves reveal that the condition of the concerned wetlands is 

highly degraded and requires immediate remedial action. (google 

translate) 

 
9. LI 16 O1=842B Y5gL4 4 Z85 5 U4P4 O91�= nWXWo4nV CR K;PWN 89Xi��DY/bBiV 6k 

EiCm3 jH1C ;P 65 _kXLMN 13C4>Q4TB3 64L> `;l �; Y9 29v9 E4 Y6=9 I�, EW C433BL 
Y8��~ SL4L4iL =\4 C433BL P4��BL I|P= ^1T6PQ 69  12s4-132�sV Z85 729sV 64 
�WP Kui5�3 IJ]

9. That in the photographs submitted by Respondent Nos. 4 and 5, the 

concrete construction activities on the inundated land of the aforesaid 

wetlands/lakes are clearly visible, which constitutes a gross violation 

of the directions and orders of the Hon’ble Supreme Court as well as 

the Hon’ble National Green Tribunal. (google translate) 

 
10. LI 16 a4P4a56k 1Ei9 6k P4C3[P =IYBi 6k n=9I;MP PRE CR 1`\= j[IP bBi 84`=8 

CR Z6 18s4i O46{ 1=6 bBi IJ, EW i[j[ 74 I9�X9LP CR nJ iB IJ hP 1Ei9 6k YaY9 
a}B bBiV CR Y9 Z6 IJ] EW YP64PB ^1ji9vV CR 32B 69  34C Y9 2E> IJ]

10. That the Bhagahar Lake, situated in the Fatehpur Range of 

Ramnagar Tehsil in Barabanki district, is in fact a large natural lake 

spread over approximately 74 hectares and is one of the biggest lakes 

in the district. It is recorded as a “river” in the official government 

records. 
 

11. LI 16 78926 v5�3 6P=4 IJ 16  69  
^5=[>= 16YB Ei 1364L 6W YMPq4 O243 6P39 69  1iZ P4E`8 |P6��> CR 'bBi' L4 
'=4i4a' 69  �; CR 181sl O181l IW34 ^1384L> 3Iw IJ] �Y69  ^1=|PN, '32B 6k jH1C' 
IW39 ;P jB, LI Z6  (aquatic ecosystem) 64 1I`Y4 IJ, 
1EY ;P 16YB jB O64P 64 `\4LB 13C4>Q L4 ^1=_CQ O1=a51T= IJ, hP �Y O64P 
P4E`8 8[�6PQ 6W a2i6P ^1=_CQ 6W SL4LW1~= 3Iw tIP4L4 E4 Y6=4] 
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78926 LI jB 138923 6P=4 IJ 16  CR ;4L4 [L4 16 
 13PBqQ 69  2�P43  \4 hP  (farming activities) 

~i PIB \w, EW 89Xi�� ;P ^1=_CQ hP K;9q4 64 `;l OC4Q IJ hP Wetlands 
Rules, 2017 64 YBT4 Kui5�3 IJ]

11. That the applicant denies the contention that, under the Wetlands 
(Conservation and Management) Rules, 2017, a waterbody must 

mandatorily have a specific entry as a ‘lake’ or ‘pond’ in the revenue 

records in order to receive protection. Furthermore, even if it is 

classified as ‘river land’, it still forms an integral part of the aquatic 

ecosystem, upon which any kind of permanent construction or 

encroachment is prohibited; hence, no change or interpretation of 

revenue classification can justify such encroachment. The applicant 

further submits that the UPPCB report records that the Bhitari 

Wetland was found dry during inspection and farming activities were 

being carried out therein, which is clear evidence of encroachment and 

neglect of the wetland and constitutes a direct violation of the 

Wetlands Rules, 2017. (google translate) 

12. LI16 O1=842B Y5gL4 4 (UPPCB) 6k 13PBqQ |P;WX>, 1EYCR ^1T645s Ei 1364LV 
64 8[�6PQ  L4  ;4L4 [L4 IJ, LI `;l �; Y9 78926 69  CHi 
7PW; 64  6P=B IJ 16 89Xi��DY 6k ;4|P1`\1=6kL ^v5�=4 6W [5jBP �; Y9 
3M6Y43 ;Ie�~4L4 [L4 IJ] Class D Ei `343 (bathing) 69  1iZ jB ^3M;LMN IW=4 IJ, 
hP Class E Ei ;4P5;|P6 K;~4P 69  a42 jB ;B39 69  1iZ ^3M;LMN IW=4 IJ, 1EY64 
^\> IJ 16  hP  EJY9 89Xi��DY CR O2H�Q 6k 1`\1=  
IJ hP EiBL EB83 69  1iZ v=P4 IJ] �Y69  ^1=|PN, UPPCB 6k |P;WX> CR LI jB 
2E> IJ 16 89Xi��DY CR 7Y;4Y 69   (EJY9 j[IP, aJ34XB6I4P, 
Yi4P;MP) 7 PI4 IJ, 1EYY9 O2H�Q a§ PI4 IJ, hP LI ^3M1~= Oa5T3 =\4 ^1=_CQ 
64 YBT4 ;|PQ4C IJ]

12. That the inspection report of Respondent No. 4 (UPPCB), 
wherein most of the water bodies have been classified as Class D or 

Class E, clearly supports the applicant’s primary allegation that the 

ecological integrity of the wetlands has been severely compromised. 

Class D water is unfit even for bathing, and Class E water is unfit for 

drinking even after conventional treatment, which indicates that the 

pollution levels in wetlands such as Salarpur and Khurdmau are 

extremely severe and pose a threat to aquatic life. Furthermore, the 

UPPCB report also records that run-off from nearby villages (such as 

Bhagahar, Bainatikhar, and Salarpur) is entering the wetlands, thereby 

increasing pollution, which is a direct consequence of mismanagement 

and encroachment. (google translate) 
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13. LI 16 78926 64 138923 IJ 16 O1=842B Y5gL4 4 (UPPCB) 6k 13PBqQ |P;WX>, 
1EYCR YjB 89Xi��DY 69  Ei 3CH3V 64 18 9̈�Q 16L4 [L4, 78926 69  �Y CHi 7PW; 
6k  6P=B IJ 16 89Xi��DY 6k ;4|P1`\1=6kL ^v5�=4 6W [5jBP �; Y9 q1= ;Ie�~B 
IJ, �LV16 ^1T645s Ei 1364LV 64 8[�6PQ  L4  ;4L4 [L4 IJ 
(EI4� Class E Ei [5jBP O2H�Q hP EiBL EB83 69  1iZ v=P9 6W 2s4>=4 IJ, EJY4 
16 Yi4P;MP hP vM2>C� CR IJ)] �Y69  ^1=|PN, UPPCB 6k |P;WX> CR 2E> [4�8V Y9 7 
PI4 P3-�n jB O2H�Q 64 `;l OC4Q IJ, EW ^3M1~= Oa5T3 64 ;|PQ4C IJ] 8Iw, 
O1=842B Y5gL4 2 (CPCB) 64 E84a 69 8i Z6  IJ, 1EYCR KSIV39 
69 8i UPPCB 6W ^3M;4i3 I9=M ;z j9E9 I�; LI �Y =cL 6W `\41;= 6P=4 IJ 16 
O2H�Q 13L5zQ hP ^1=_CQ IX439 64 84`=186 Z85 Oj48B 64L> P4ªL `=PBL 
^1T64|PLV (UPPCB, DM, UPSWA) U4P4 3Iw 16L4 [L4 IJ, hP CPCB 69  L9 
;z TP4=i ;P IW PI9 ;L4>8PQ 69  3M6Y43 6W PW639 CR  PI9 I�]

13. That the applicant submits that the inspection report of 

Respondent No. 4 (UPPCB), wherein the water samples of all the 

wetlands were analyzed, unequivocally confirms the applicant’s 

primary allegation that the ecological integrity of the wetlands has 

been severely damaged, as most of the water bodies have been 

classified as Class D or Class E (Class E indicating severe pollution 

and a threat to aquatic life, as seen in the case of Salarpur and 

Khurdmau). In addition, the run-off entering the wetlands from the 

villages mentioned in the UPPCB report is clear evidence of pollution, 

which is a direct consequence of improper management. Moreover, 

the reply of Respondent No. 2 (CPCB) is merely a procedural 

formality, wherein they have only issued letters to UPPCB for 

compliance; this establishes that the actual and effective work of 

pollution control and removal of encroachment has not been carried 

out by the State authorities (UPPCB, District Magistrate, UPSWA), 

and that the letters issued by CPCB have failed to prevent the ongoing 

environmental degradation on the ground. (google translate) 

 
14. LI16 K;PWN =cLV hP O1=842B Y5gL4 4 (UPPCB) 6k 13PBqQ |P;WX> 69  

18PWT4j4YB Y4�LV 69  7T4P ;P, LI `;l IJ 16 1Ei4 a4P4a56k 69  
, 1EY69  64PQ 

K36k ;4|P1`\1=6kL 1`\1=  IW [� IJ] LI 2s4>=4 
IJ 16 1Ei41T64PB (R-5) hP LH;B `X9X 89Xi�� ^\�|PXB (R-6) 64 E84a 69 8i 
^;39  (avoiding liability) hP C433BL SL4L41T6PQ Y9 

 69  Kx9yL Y9 24LP 16L4 [L4 IJ]

14. That, based on the above facts and the contradictory evidence 
contained in the inspection report of Respondent No. 4 (UPPCB), it is 

evident that encroachment and concretization activities are ongoing 
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over the wetlands/water bodies of District Barabanki, resulting in 

severe pollution and ecological degradation. This clearly demonstrates 

that the replies submitted by the District Magistrate (R-5) and the 

Uttar Pradesh State Wetland Authority (R-6) have been filed merely to 

evade their statutory responsibility and to conceal the true facts from 

this Hon’ble Tribunal. (google translate) 

 
15. LI16 LI Kui9v3BL IJ 16 O1=842B Y5gL4 5 (1Ei41T64PB, a4P4a56k) hP 6 (LH;B 

`X9X 89Xi�� ^\�|PXB) 39 ^;39 E84aV CR 89Xi��DY ;P  
Y9 Y4n �364P 16L4 IJ, Ea16 78926 39 ^;39 CHi 78923 CR Y5im3 

 69  C4pLC Y9 Ei 1364LV 6k EiCm3 jH1C ;P `;l �; Y9 12v PI9 
 (EJY9 ;4\-89, Y9unk ;��5X) 64 Y4�L O`=M= 16L4 \4, 1EY64 

C433BL SL4L41T6PQ 39 ^;39  CR jB Kui9v 16L4 \4] 
, O1=842B Y5gL4 5 hP 6 39 ^;3B 13PBqQ |P;WX¬ CR �3 

CIr8;HQ>  6W  16L4 IJ hP �Y OrLq 
OC4Q 69  Y5a5T CR  3Iw 12L4 IJ, EW K369  

 69  2489 6W Y529I4`;2 a34=4 IJ] 

15. That it is noteworthy that Respondent No. 5 (District Magistrate, 

Barabanki) and Respondent No. 6 (UP State Wetland Authority) have 

categorically denied the existence of encroachment and permanent 

constructions on the wetlands in their replies, whereas the applicant, 

through the photographs annexed with the original application (pages 

20 to 32), had submitted clear evidence of concrete construction 

activities (such as pathways and selfie points) visibly taking place on 

the inundated land of the water bodies, which had also been 

acknowledged by this Hon’ble Tribunal in its order dated 21.05.2025. 

Surprisingly, Respondent Nos. 5 and 6 have completely ignored these 

crucial photographic evidences in their inspection reports and have 

offered no rebuttal or factual response regarding this direct proof, 

rendering their claim of “no encroachment” doubtful. (google 

translate) 

 

16. LI 16 O1=842B Y5gL4 1 Z85 3 U4P4 ^a =6 C433BL SL4L41T6PQ U4P4 E4PB 3W1XY 
64 6W� K<P 241vi 3Iw 16L4 [L4 IJ, EW SL4L41T6PQ 69  729sV 6k [5jBP 
^8I9i34 Z85 ^8C4334 69  YC=MuL IJ]

16. That Respondent Nos. 1 and 3 have not filed any reply to the 

notice issued by the Hon’ble Tribunal till date, which amounts to a 

serious disregard and contempt of the orders of the Tribunal. (google 

translate) 

P.T.O. 12 

162



 

17. , O1=842B[Q Y5gL4 
2, 4, 5 Z85 6 U4P4 241vi K<P/s;\;z, EW ^YrL, ^;HQ>, f4C6 Z85 =cLIB3 IJ, 6W 
13P`= ^\84 ^Oj48B �W1�= 16L4 E434 ^rL48yL6 IJ, �LV16 O1=842B[Q 39 
O4Y51[6 =cLV 6W E43aHb6P 1d;4L4 IJ =\4 84`=186 ;L4>8PQBL I413/q1= 6W 
6C=P 2s4>L4 IJ]  
 

17. That, in the interest of protecting and conserving the aforesaid 

ponds/lakes, it is imperative that the reply/affidavit filed by 

Respondent Nos. 2, 4, 5, and 6—being false, incomplete, misleading, 

and devoid of material facts—be quashed or rendered ineffective, as 

the respondents have deliberately concealed relevant facts and 

understated the actual environmental damage. (google translate) 
 

18. LI 16 K;PWN =4i4aV/bBiV ;P IeZ ^1=_CQ, 65 _kXLMN/;�69  13C4>QV =\4 
Ei6M5 jB, ­i41`X6, Cia4, tWY ^;1sl Z85 ^SL 6~P9 6k 84`=186 1`\1= 6W 
C433BL SL4L41T6PQ 69  YCq `;l �; Y9 O1=;412= 6P39 I9=M, Z6 K�~ `=PBL 
Y1C1= 64 [t3 16L4 E434 78yL6 IJ, 1EYY9 =cLV 64 13�;q, 8J®4136 Z85 Y�L6D  
YrL4;3 IW Y69 ]   
 
18. That, in order to clearly present before this Hon’ble Tribunal the 

actual situation regarding the encroachments, concrete/pucca 

constructions, and the presence of water hyacinth, plastic, debris, solid 

waste, and other garbage in the aforesaid ponds/lakes, it is necessary 

to constitute a high-level committee so that the facts may be 

impartially, scientifically, and thoroughly verified. (google translate) 
 

19. LI 16 CHi 78923 CR 81Q>= =cLV Z85 Y5im3 nWXWo4nV =\4 O1=842B[Q U4P4 O`=M= 
K<P, ^1ji9vV Z85 248V 64 `\iBL 13PBqQ 6P 18`={= Z85 13�;q 7gL4 =JL4P 
6P39 I9=M Z6 K�~ `=PBL Y1C1= 64 [t3 16L4 E434 78yL6 IJ, =416 84`=186 
1`\1= C433BL SL4L41T6PQ 69  YCq `;l �; Y9 O1=;412= IW Y69 ]  
 
19. That, in order to conduct a site inspection of the facts stated in the 

original application and the annexed photographs, as well as the 

replies, records, and claims submitted by the respondents, and to 

prepare a detailed and impartial report, it is essential that a high-level 

committee be constituted, so that the actual situation may be clearly 

presented before this Hon’ble Tribunal. (google translate) 
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20. 
, �36k 8=>C43 ;4|P1`\1=6 Z85 ;L4>8PQBL 1`\1= 64 8J®4136 Z85 `8=5z 

76i3 6P439 64 132�s Y5a51T= YqC 8J®4136 ZERYB 6W 12L4 E434 78yL6 IJ]  
 
20. That, to ensure the environmental protection and conservation of 

the aforesaid ponds/lakes, it is necessary that a competent scientific 

agency be directed to conduct a scientific and independent assessment 

of their current ecological and environmental status. (google translate) 
 

21. , K3CR 
Y9 Ei6M5 jB, ­i41`X6, Cia4, tWY ^;1sl Z85 ^SL 6~P9 6W IX46P 8J®4136 ;�1= 
Y9 ;M3��4P (Restoration) 16Z E439 6k 18`={= 64L>LWE34 O1=842B[Q U4P4 =JL4P 
6P C433BL SL4L41T6PQ 69  YCq O`=M= 6P39 64 132�s 12L4 E434 ^1384L> IJ]   
 

21. That, with the objective of rejuvenating and preserving the 

aforesaid ponds/lakes, it is essential that the respondents be directed to 

prepare and submit before this Hon’ble Tribunal a detailed restoration 

plan, which shall include the removal of water hyacinth, plastic, 

debris, solid waste, and other garbage, and the scientific restoration of 

these water bodies. (google translate) 
 

22. 
, O1=842B[Q 6W 

132�1s= 16L4 E4Z 16 89 P4E`8 ^1ji9vV 69  ^3MY4P GPS/GIS 7T4|P= 181T Y9 
;HQ> YBC4563 (Demarcation) 6P46P `\4LB 1;iP `\41;= 6PR =\4 YBC4563 3�s4 
C433BL SL4L41T6PQ 69  YCq ^1ji91v= 6PR]  
 
22. That, in order to preserve the original geographical boundaries of 

the aforesaid ponds/lakes and to effectively prevent any form of 

encroachment, the respondents may be directed to carry out complete 

demarcation using GPS/GIS-based methods in accordance with the 

revenue records, to install permanent boundary pillars, and to place 

the demarcation map on record before this Hon’ble Tribunal. (google 
translate) 

 
23. 

, O1=842B[Q 6W 132�1s= 16L4 E4Z 16 89 
69  jB=P 16Z [Z YjB 65 _kXLMN/;�69  13C4>Q, ^8JT 

Y5P~34Z� Z85 ^1=_CQ 6W =r64i IX46P 7gL4 C433BL SL4L41T6PQ 69  YCq 
^1ji91v= 6PR]  
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23. That, in order to preserve the aforesaid ponds/lakes in their 

original form and to restore their environmental integrity, the 

respondents may be directed to immediately remove all 

concrete/pucca constructions, illegal structures, and encroachments 

made within these ponds/lakes, and to place the action-taken report on 

record before this Hon’ble Tribunal. (google translate) 

 
24. LI 16 K;PWN 64 181T8= YBC4563, jH-P4E`8 ^1ji9vV 64 `\i 

;P 1Ci43 =\4 13C4>Q-O1=a51T= q9z 64 j�1=6 �; Y9 1~SI4563 3 16Z E439 69  
64PQ, �3 Ei 1364LV ;P 13P5=P ^8JT 13C4>Q Z85 ^1=_CQ IW PI4 IJ] YBC4563 hP 
O1=a51T= q9z 6W `;l �; Y9 O21s>= 6P39 I9=M 1E�C924P 18j4[V U4P4 i4;P84IB aP=39 
Y9 3 69 8i =4i4aV 64 O46{ 1=6 `8�; 3l IW PI4 IJ, a1u6 8�4>Ei Y5~L3 qC=4 jB 
[5jBP �; Y9 Oj418= IW PIB IJ, EW OrLq �; Y9 ;L4>8PQBL ^Y5=Mi3 hP `\43BL 
Ei-Y56X 6W a§484 29 PIB IJ, 1EY9 O1=8412LV U4P4 O91�= E84a/K<P hP CHi 
78923 CR Yi5m3 nWXWo4n CR `;l 29v4 E4 Y6=4 IJ] 18�5a34 LI IJ 16 1E3 
^1T64|PLV ;P =4i4aV/bBiV 69  Y5PqQ hP YMPq4 6k 1E�C924PB IJ, 8IB �SIR 
645_kXB6PQ 6P 3l 6P PI9 I�]  
 
24. That due to the failure to properly demarcate the aforesaid 

ponds/lakes, to verify the land revenue records on site, and to 

physically mark the construction-prohibited zone, continuous illegal 

construction and encroachment are taking place on these water bodies. 

Owing to the negligence of the concerned departments in clearly 

displaying the demarcation and the restricted zone, not only is the 

natural character of the ponds being destroyed, but their rainwater 

retention capacity is also being severely affected, which directly 

contributes to environmental imbalance and the local water crisis—

facts which can be clearly observed in the replies submitted by the 

respondents as well as in the photographs annexed with the original 

application. Ironically, the very officials entrusted with the protection 

and conservation of these ponds/lakes are themselves destroying them 

by carrying out concretization. (google translate) 
 

 

 

            ^=� C433BL SL4L41T6PQ Y9 183G O4\>34 IJ 16 K;PWN =cLV Z85 
;|P1`\1=LV 6W 29v=9 IeZ O1=842B[Q Y5gL4 2, 4, 5 Z85 6 U4P4 241vi ^YrL Z85 
f4C6 K<P/s;\;z 6W 13P`= 16L4 E4Z, K;PWN =4i4aV/bBiV ;P IeZ ^1=_CQ, 
13C4>Q Z85 O2H�Q 6k 84`=186 1`\1= 69  13�;q YrL4;3 I9=M K�~ `=PBL Y1C1= 
[1t= 6k E4Z, CHi 78923 Z85 O1=842B[Q 69  ^1ji9vV 64 `\iBL 13PBqQ 6P 
7gL4 =JL4P 6P4� E4Z, =4i4aV/bBiV 6k 8=>C43 ;L4>8PQBL 1`\1= 64 8J®4136 
CHuL4563 Y5a51T= ZERYB Y9 6P4L4 E4Z, Ei6M5 jB, ­i41`X6, Cia4 Z85 tWY ^;1sl 
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IX46P 8J®4136 ;�1= Y9 ;M3E�83 6k 64L>LWE34 O1=842B[Q Y9 =JL4P 6P4� E4Z, 
P4E`8 ^1ji9vV 69  ^3MY4P GPS/GIS 7T4|P= YBC4563 6P `\4LB 1;iP `\41;= 
6P YBC4563 3�s4 ^1ji91v= 6P4L4 E4Z, =\4 =4i4aV/bBiV 69  jB=P YjB 
65 _kXLMN 13C4>Q, ^8JT Y5P~34Z� Z85 ^1=_CQ =r64i IX46P 6k [� 64P>84� 6k 
7gL4 SL4L41T6PQ 69  YCq O`=M= 6P39 64 132�s O243 16L4 E4Z, Y4\ IB ^SL 
K;LMN 729s ;4|P= 16Z E4Z� 1ESIR C433BL SL4L41T6PQ SL4LW1~= YCb9] 
 

Prayer 
 

     Therefore, it is most respectfully prayed before this Hon’ble 
Tribunal that, in view of the aforesaid facts and circumstances, the false 

and misleading reply/affidavit filed by Respondent Nos. 2, 4, 5, and 6 be 

quashed; that a high-level committee be constituted for an impartial 

verification of the actual condition of encroachments, constructions, and 

pollution affecting the aforesaid ponds/lakes; that a site inspection of the 

original application and the records submitted by the respondents be 

conducted and a factual report be prepared; that the current environmental 

and ecological status of the ponds/lakes be scientifically assessed by a 

competent agency; that the respondents be directed to prepare a scientific 

restoration plan involving the removal of water hyacinth, plastic, debris, 

and solid waste; that GPS/GIS-based demarcation be carried out as per the 

revenue records and permanent pillars be installed, and that the 

demarcation map be placed on record; and that the respondents be directed 

to immediately remove all concrete constructions, illegal structures, and 

encroachments within the ponds/lakes and to file an action-taken report 

before this Hon’ble Tribunal. 

       It is further prayed that any other appropriate order(s), as this 
Hon’ble Tribunal may deem fit and proper in the interest of justice and 

environmental protection, may also kindly be passed. (google translate) 

 
123456 09.12.2025 
 
 

                                                                  78926   

                                     
3P9S° 6M s84I4                                                           

(7P.XB.7�. Z85 ;L4>8PQ 64L>6=4>) 
;=4- 1;dWP, \434 384a42, b45YB, K<P O29s 284128 
�-C9i-narendrakumarjhansi82@gmial.com 

CW. 9452041529 
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Bhagahar Wetland 
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Sarai  Barai Wetland 
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Sarai  Barai Wetland 
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