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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BILASPUR CHHATTISGARE =~ .||

W, P. No. :zﬂ /2000

{PETITION UNDER ARTICLE 225 AND 227 OF THE CONSTITUTION)

§ ' v

PETITION UNDER ARTICLE 226 AND 227 OF THE CO@STITUTION

OF INDIA FOR WRITS IN THE NATURE OF CERTIORARI _

MANDAMUS PROHIBITION ETC. AND FOR APPROFRIATE FURTHER
DIRECTIONS

PETITIONERS : 1, Atmaram, age about 48 years, s/o Late-
: ' Bhaswani »

2. amarnatn, age about 42 years, s/o Narayan. . -,

3;" Ramnath age about 62 years, s/o Late- 3
‘Sukaluram._
_ ' e T
4.  Neharu, age about 36 years, s/o Late - R |
~ Nathuram. |

5 Smt. Kalyanibai, age about 32 years
~ Wd/o Late Laxminath.

6.  Minor Shashikant age about 9 years, !
D/o Late Laxminath, Through Guafdian and I
- next friend Smt. Kalyanibai. . - o

7.  Minor Ku. Indu, age about 7 years, D/o
%, late Laxminath Through guardian and next
friend Smt Kalyanibai. '

: 8." Minor Ku. Khilesh age about 4 years,
'D/o Late Laxminath, Through guardian and
next friend Smt. Kalyanibai.

All residents of village Lalpur P}b.-
Bagbahara, Tahsil and District -

| Mahasamund.
Versus o | o
 RESFONUENTS & 1.  The State ot Chhattisgarh through Collector :
o o Mahasamund.




/2 1/
2.  The Board of Revenue, Gwalior (M.P.) =
| (Presiding Officer Shri K.K.Verma- Member) -

3¢ Additional Commissioner, Raipur, Division-,~"‘
Raipur (Chhattisgarh) : ‘

4, -ZThe Sub-Diviaional Ofricer Taha811 and
District Mahasamund (cmttisgarl)

5.  Naib Tahasildar, Sub Tahasil Bagbahara
Tahasil and District Mahasamund (Chhattngarh

6o - Govind Ram Khanna age about 70 years,

| - S/o Kashiram Khanna|, Resident of Village .
i - ,  Lalpur P.o. Bagbahara, Tahasil and District
1 | Hahasamund.

DETAILS OF THE PETITION
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petltlonerss;

- of adm1831on. :'
- 2. " The Detltloners
'are aggrleved by the

order passed by the Revenu

-the petltloners appears

- maklng any enqulry 1nto
~-the transfer deed the
Revenue Courts 1llegally

rdirecteé mutation in.

O From the records,

. Shri p s Thakur,

learned counsel for the

‘ Heard on questlon R

s
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of the name of re3pondent L

no.é 1n the revenue recorc :

3. : The grlevance of
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Rresented |
'to be that without issulnqamymaﬁﬁ

V/Atonzapat,
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proper notzce and withoutbmbwdw%
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favour of re5pondent no.6-w~
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it appears that the land
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_ no 6 made an appllcation

?ﬁenqulry,

s S R

’was certainly bind;ng upon the

L

~

s

in dlspute was purchased by Kashi Ram,

. /

|of Revenue that on an earJler Qcca51on, the

c1v11 matters have attaln flnallty, Once the,'

father of respondent no. Gt The'respondent'
or mutatlon of

his name and the sald appLicatlen was allowed
g by the Teh31ldar and that order was conflrmed
ln appeal by the Sub-Div1$10nal folcer,:ln
an appeal by the Addltional Comm1581oner L
: and Ain the revision by the Board of Revenue.
JFrom the records, 1t also appearS'that the.

eaad:records have also 1njiﬁehCedfthee§oara

’ Undisputedly the judgment delivered 1n the

T

=i dlspute had come before tke ClVll Court and on } '
an 1nVest1gatlon 1nto gktztle of respondent no.6,_

the C1v11 Court recorded q flndlng 1n hls favour.

“=Civ1l Court obeerves and holds that respondent
: no¢6 was the owner of the property and nelther"
ﬂ:'there waé a fraud nor lllegality in the Sald

Vet b Sunesans C ks ' '
sale,,thenth would noti for{mmakeag any further

Ch ﬁlndlng recoried by the Civzl court

Revenue Courts.

g.  After heering theflearned counsel for the

.petitioners;.I‘amﬁunable tu hoki that the order

’r_ Sd/-
l‘-‘ R.S. Garg

_ Judge
L=

T
| ‘
|

' passed by the ReVenue Court.ealls for any 1nterference.
o _ - The petition 13 diém;ﬁﬁﬁd4“++w”
g _GRPRJ—FSI4—~4!99-—20 000.



