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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BILASPUR |
(CHHATTISGARH) I

WP No. o2/ /2001

. PETITION UNDER ARTICLE 226 / 227 OF THE CON- Sl
S | . STITUTION OF INDIA B

Petitioner . Suryapratap Singh S/o Laxman Singh,
| Aged about 35 years, Agriculturist, |

R/o Village Gangoti, P.S. and Tahsil - Surajpur e

Distt. Surguja (Chhattisgarh) | "

VERSUS

Resbon_dents’ - 1.  State of Chhzitt_isga_rh, Ministry of - | '- |
- _Panchayat and Rural Development R
| 'Through' its seéretorjz’, Secretariat, Raipur

Gram Panchayat Gangoti through secretory

Gram Panchayat Gangotl Tahsﬂ Surajpur

Dlstt Surguja - .

Gram Sabha Gangotl thtough Sarpanch Gram
- Panchayat Gangoti Tahsil Surajpur Distt. Surguja .
~ Block Development Officer/Chief Executive T }

‘Officer, Gram Panchayat Gangotl Tahsil Suraqur N
- Distt. Surgu]a _

' PETITION UNDER ARTICLE 226 /227 OF THE CON- | |
& SIIIUTION OF INDIA |

1. Partlculars of the Petitioner :

As state above
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2 20.302001 s
u:‘ao oGupta for th[dpetitionerg_ j 3y

DroN.K,Shukla,learn Dy.hﬁ for the statee

| By thia Pro honc puplic@ tne petitionex seeks
to ehallenge the validicy of the reselution passed by
the @ram Panchayat that £ Hew - Panchayat uilding

bé constructeﬁ in the bazar areaa Acco;ding £0. the petie
tienex the :esolutimn,was illegally passeda The-laad has

not yet beea measured and demarcated and because of the

pressures exerted by the.Sa:pagch.such.eonstruetien is

Bnd&séputedly-, the meeting for rje-mnséd;erauon
of the resclution can be»requisitiéned by the Pénchaa'who»
are opposing itggé,ifstneVpetitioner oF Lthe ﬁancn péaple,'
-feel that the;tesoltt£én paﬁsed bythe,?aachayét is_illegal
and is contrary to law then [they can challenge the validity
./correctnessraf the said anolution,beforelthe appellate

forum. If the petitioner - the Panch people are of the

on nazul / nistari land,then again. the petitioner.and such

opiaéon that-Panchayathui:Jingissougbt.to be constructed
~ panchas have right to go taéthe collector who under the law

is entitled te entertain such a dispute and in appropriate
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cages may pass the ord

of gtayv.

As the petitionerhas the alternative remedy avallable

to him, under the M.P.Land Revemie Code so also under the

sWe do not consider present to be

Panchayat Raj Adhiniy

a £it case for interfe engeo._l_?etit.if@ﬁ ‘iis- dismissed, The

amount of 39?"“‘ igy depgsited by the petitiomer be refunded
| back. | | |
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