IN THE HIGH COURT OF CHHATTISGARH AT BILASPUR

W.P. No. 94 /2001

' . ' e /37S.
PETITIONERS 3 1. Aashutosh Prajapat s/a. Late
S ' Pravin Prajapati. nor Through
his mother Smt. emgnﬁi ‘Prajapati,
P

. @w“i < , W/Oo late Pravin japati.
./jjﬁifi" @" 2s .Shailendra Prajapati, S/o. Late
%3/9#;£3\ R Jatan Ram.PraJapati, aged about !
m”;vﬁ;/ﬁﬂa. 28 yrs.,
e T Both R/o. Manipur, PS. & Teho
?ﬁ“égﬁ‘}ﬁw Ambikapur, Distt. Sarguja, Chhe w
cf - .
| ' : ‘ , .
;% RESPONDENTS @ 1, Ram Nandan S/o. Nadhiya, aged
H | about 55 years, | |
? . 2. Pito S/0. ﬁadhiya, resident of
oy _ Panchfedi, Ambikapur.

3. Deo Lal, S/o. Bagar Uraon, aged
ah@ut 35 years,

4, Samay Lal, s/o. Bagar Uraen, aged
about 32 years,

5. Kanhaya, S/o. Bagar Uraon, aged
- about 39 _years,

6. Hima Bai. Widow of Kailash, aged
about 30 years,

7. Ku, Sumen, D/o. Kailash, aged
6 years, Minor through her mother
Hima Bai, .

all R/Qo village Manipur, PS. &
ﬂ.‘ozah° Ambikapur, Distt, Sarguja,Chh

(/80 The State of M.P, Through Collec=
tor. Sarguja, Ambikapur.

9. The additional Civil Judge Class~I '§
~ Aambikapur, Distt. Sarguja,Chh., K
in the capacity_ef Lok Adalat.

PETITION UNDER ARTICLE 226%227 OF THE CONSTITUTION
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terms of compramise were

" became functus?officio.

"learned PL for State for

' Heard Mr. Sunil Sinh
and Mr. Gautam Bhadhuri,

while Civil Suit was
Class-IXI, Ambikapur, as tl
the suit, the matter wa%b
hearing the parties, it w
able to the terms. In vi
arrived at,. it was furth

dismissed.

B, 1earhed counsel for the petitioners
| ea ned PL for the State.  /

pending before IIIrd Civil Judge,

.t"-;

he perties were willi%g_to compromise -
rought before the Lok Adalat. After'%
hs recorded by Lok Adalat that the 4
read out and the partieé'were agree=- :

bw of the amicable settlement, thu

br ordered that the suit would star

It is pointed out by Mr. Sunil Sinha, learned counsel

for the petitioners that .

it is submitted that dire
the decree be drawn ih te

This is the only prayer m

In view of the lim

that I need not grant fur

certain interpretation of

bnce the suit was decided, the Court’

{

: . a
However, as decree needs to be draw™’

Ltion be issued by this Court that -
ms of the compromise settlement. f'\

rde in this petition.

ited prayer, I am of the opinion
ther time o Mr. Gautém Bhadhuri,
pbtaining instructions or to clerify -

law as suggested by him,
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In the result, this petition is dispo‘sedof with
the direction that the Cpurt aforesaid shell now draw
the decree in terms‘ of the settle_mer_:"t__:j___;anofporated in
the order dated 20/12/19p7 (Annexure A/4) of the Lok
Adalat. |

. Certified copy be gliven on' usual‘charges-.‘
Sdl-
| - Chief Justice
[




