
n IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BILASPUR GIHATTISGARH

w.P.No. 2 ./2ooo

(PETITION UNDm ARTICLE *226 AND 227 OF TPE CONSTITUTION)
‘V
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PETITION UNDER ARTICLE 226 AND 227 OF THE CONSTITUTION
OF INDIA FOR WRITS IN THE NATURE OF CERTIORARI
MANDAMUS mOHIBITION ETC. AND FOR APPROPRIATE FURTHER

\‘

DmECTIONS

PETITI ONERS : Atmaram, age about 4$ years, s/o Late-
Bhagwani.

Amarnath, age about A2 years, s/c Narayan.'

Ramnath, age about 62 years, s/o Late-
Sukaluram.

Neharu, age about 36 yearS, s/ovLate -
Nathuram.

Smt. Kalyanibai, ugé about 32 years,
Wd/o Late L‘xminath.

Minor Shashikant, age about 9 years,
D/o Late Laxminath, Through Guaf‘dian and
next friend Smt‘m Kalyanibai.

Minor Ku. Indu, tge about 7 years, D/o
late Laxminath, Through guardian and next
friend slut; Kaiynnibai.

Minor Ku. Khilesh age about 1+ years'D/o
Late Laxmingth Through guardian and

next friend Smt. Kalyanibai.

A11 residents 01 village Lalpur P'.o.-
Bagbahara, T'ahsil aud District -

Mahasamund .
Ver sus

RESPONDENTS 1. The State OI Chhattisgarh through Oollector
Mahasamund .



//2//

The Board of Revenue, Gwalior (M.P.)

(Presiding Officer ‘Shri K.K.Verma- Member)

Additional Commissioner, Raipur, Division-

Raipur (Chhattisgarh)

The Sub-Divisional Ofxicer, Tahisil and

District Mahasamund (Chhattisgar‘x)

Naib Tahgsildar, Sub Tahasil Bngbahara,

Tahuil and District, Mahasamund (chhattisgarhL

Govind Ram Khanm, age about 7O years,
S/o Kashiram Khanm; Resident of Village

Lalpur P.o. Bagbahara, Tahasil and District

Mahasamund.

5.

DETAES OF THE PETITION
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