IN THE HIGH COURT CF

JUDICATURE AT JABALPUR M. P,

WRIT PETITION NORZLD =

PETITION UMDER ARTICLES 226/227 OF THE CONSTITUTICN

OF_INDIA.
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. CF 2000,

CHHABIL DAS,”son of *Q‘la}:SOOdan,
aged about 54 years, Kotwar of
Kosagondi, Tehsil Gurur, District
Durg, M.P. |

DHRWV 3AM Son of Chehan, aged 20 yIse.,

Kotwar of Pikripar, B
RCCPDAS, son of LALDAS, aged 42 years, 5%5
Kotwar of Tilkhari, i
TUKARAM, son of SALIYA,aged 55 years,

Kotwar of village Khertha,

GAUTAM RAM, S/o0 Gulam, age 40 years,
Ko;’aﬂar of Dadeshara,

BALILURAM, S/0 Hameshar,age 40 years,
Kotwar of village OzHagahan,
UMESH KUMAR,S/0 fakira singh,30 years,  §
Kotwar of DUTOPAR, |

CHE TANRAM,S/0 Shitallas,age 40 years,
Kotwar of village Sangli,
ASHWANL KUMAR 8/0 Gangaram,28 vears,

Kotwar of village Sangli-No.2,

HULAS Soconof Ram Gulad,age 36 years,
Kotwar of village Basim, o
RAMIOPALS/o MENHGOC,aped 45 years,
Kotwar of village Titurgahan ,
All the gbove petitioners are of

Tehsil Gurur, District Durg, M.P.
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RAESPONDENTS o0 1. The State of Madhya Pradesh throuh

Secretary, in the Department of
Revenue, Govermnment of M.P.,
Vallabh Bhawan, BHOPAL, M.F.

2. The Collector of Digtrict Durg, !
at DURG, MeFs |
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SN Shm Ashok Da. Vaishnavd,;leumed counsel for /-
é “the: pehﬁoner's 8 , | :
_'t:‘!-
Shri: Deep Kesheé'wam |earned Govi. Advocate - .
for ’rhe S’mfe/r’esponderrrs, S ’
Retiirn has been filed.” .

E%%‘“” £ Heard. _ R
a The case of the writ pe‘n*noners is Thcrr prior to -w"‘.;,?
| 1950 the predecessors of the writ petitioners were in “

 possession of some lands hich are now 'in"posse_ssién of e
the writ petitioner s. It|is further contended that the -

W L ‘possession of the lands in quesﬁon'hds been unin‘ferr*up‘?ed“i’: o

‘ and com'muous The lands III"] question are clearly recorded

in The Jamabandi i.e. r'ever}lue land record in the names of
~ the predecessors‘ of the wpit 'pe‘l'i“r"ioheﬁs. The petitioners B -
are presently working as Kotwars, They are not claiming

"recorded in Jamabandi vide

Annexure-P/12 on the basis that they are Kotwars but on

the basis that such lands h‘ave'been granted by competert | f

o ri'fnni"rhf to ’i'h&pnede.cassompnm 10«1959» e
/%/7,9(\%\\‘\
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‘On perusal of the return filed on behalf of the

respbndenfsuif appears that the fact of possession is not

confroverted. It is contended in paragraph 4 of the return

that certain actions ‘havg been takgn by the revenue

authorities in granting Bhumiswami rights in favour of some

of the Kotwars bdé&#racf

S

Learned counsel fo

having been in continuous po

the pefmoners_ should be

also further contended 14

ion is being contemplated.

1‘,}
r the petitioners su\:*vwg

ssession of the lands m"--qugs"i’io'n

for such a very long time evien on humamfc&man conwdemﬁon\_

given Bhumlswaml rights. It is

jat in 'anofher case vide Wrif

Petition No.2064 of 2000 disposed of on 03/05/2001 such

‘direction was issued by this

It is further contended thq
are also entitled to get some

~“According to Shri B
is entitled to Teaj acres of Ig

possession of the land

f masmuch as. These lands

pr'edecessors who were also

Court in respect of 36 Kotwars.

landsas Kotwars. -/
jeep Kesharwani a w!lage Kﬂ’rwar
ind. The pe‘h“rioners%ﬁr '
s recorded in Annesure-P/12
were in possession of their

village Kotwars.

GRPRI-—FS/311—1/2001—50,000.

t even otherwise village Kotwars |
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According to the| learned counsel for the
R petitioners the land in quesdtjion is Mafi land and not service
= land. Shri Deep Kesharwan

i Be that as it may, it seems

lands were dul-y recorded in d

direction that the

claiming Bhumiswami rights

granted to their predecesso

On perusal of the relevan‘r documents placed be‘for'e: -

me and af'rer' heamng learned
the view Thcd' it will be just

the writ petitioners.

i controverts this statement.

¥o me that the petitioners are

over the lands which were
"s prior to 1950 and ’rhasa‘éd

qumenTs Annexure-P/12.

counsel.of both sides, T am of

and fair to allow the claim of

_ In the result, this petition is disposed of with the

' compe
Bhumiswami rights in respe
Jamabandi vide Anh/ékurde-
petitioners. This order she
month from fhe date of receiy

Certified copy be give

tent  authority  shall . grant
ct of the lands r'ec.or&'igd- in
P/12 'in favour of the writ
il be carried out within one
bt of this order.

n as per rules,

Sd/-

/ Chief Justice
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