IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BILASPUR,CHHATTISCGARH

WRIT PETITION NO. Y,/ °OF 2001

PETIPIONER 3 * Ramesh Chandra Dubey
' g2/o Ram Dulare Dubey
aged 45 vears,
r/o Pandritarai,
Raipur (C.G)

VRRSUS
RESPONDENTS "), "% 1. State of Chhattisgarh
(.,m7 Lot through Secretary;
Depariment of Hbme Affairs,
Mantralaya,
Raipur

e ) 2. Collector,
C e ' Raipur (C.G)

FOR ISSUANCE OF NRIT IN THE NATURE OF CERTIORARI MAND&MUS

PROHIBITION AND OTHER SUITABLE WRIT, WRITS, DIRECTION OR~
DIRECTIONS, ORDER OR ORDERS, '
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