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IN THE mGH COURT OF CHHATTISGARaATBILASPUR

W.P.Z3ST/20Q1

PETITIONER Barlha
S/o Nurpo Bijhwa-,
R/o Belmudi,
Tah: Saraipali,
Dist: Mahasamund.

VERSUS
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1. Prescribed Authority (Sub
Divil.OfGcer Revenue Saraipali)
Under M.P. PaiichayatRaj
Adhimyam, in relation to Gram
J'anchayat, SaraipaU,
DistMahasamund.

2. Presidiag OfBcer( Naib Tahsildar ,
Saraipali) In fhe matter ofno
confidence .motion against petitioner
heldon 27.9.2001,

3. GramPanchayat, Belmundi, Tah:
SaraipaU, Dist Mahasamund,
Through its secretary.

WRIT PETITION UNDER ARTICLE 221_OF CONSTITUTION OF

INDIA FOR ISSUANCE OF WRIT IN TfK NATURRE OF

CERTIORARt, MANDAMUS. PROHIBlTlON AND FOR OTIIER

SUITABLE WR[T OR WRITS. DffiECTION OR DIRECTIONS.
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18-02-2002

Heard Sbri Mauindra SIiry

petitioner aad Shri Gaufhaia

respondentNos. 1 aiid 2. ,

The petitioner has in this p(

uo-coiifideace motion proceedings|

3rd Respondent aad in siltenj

CoTnmissioner to hold aa eiiqui[5J

the Paachas for fheir reinoval.

.As again.st tUe no-confidenl

^daspalEd aEUat^^fe appsal lies fo th(

^ agam.st tlie no-confidence aiotioiil

^reaiedy, I asa. of the opiaiou that
sK~~'~"
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powerunderArticIe 227 ofthe Co^istitutiQn oflndia.

The petitSoa^'ig fbere&ie Ijiabte to be disiaissed and it is

aCcordtaglv disiiiissed with Hbert^

before tlie CoUeetor agaiast' fhe

,;.(his case. _ _'
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'astava, leanied counsel for fhe

Bhaduri, Govt. Advocate for

;titioli sought for quashmg of the

dated 27-09-2001 passed by the

lative direct the CoUector or

aud also to take action agaiast

'e iilotion proceediags, it is not

; Cbllector. Siace the appeal Mes

and the appeal is a substantial

.t is nof a fit case to exercise fhe

to the petitioner to file aa appeal.

|no-confideace inotion passed iit

-l^^f^

;!:;'a



^^^^^^(^\^^^^^.^^^^^^^^^^^^^;^^^^^^'^^^^^^^^^^^.^^^^^:'^'^^^:^^^^^;?.:^f^^?^^ ^^.^^^^^.'^^:^"-.7-^^.^.^-"'^^^-^-.^^•^^•<^--^'^
^ "••''^'.'-^7'"^.^.^^^j-':-^^^^^^i^i^^?:^^-^'?^:^^^^'^^^-'^^^^^:-^^'^^^'^^ •^"--;"^'- ^:^ -^' '\- •'^^' ^:-•''•' . ^. •\ ^^"^- . •••^dl ^"^..; ''^'.

XI-HC-22 "S^ •^i'tl1<'l<<,:'Biflkl'l<», ftdl'Hy

SII^T X@IF

ii«CTiwn«b
_^.:6;.MD..2a@^i: .„"^Ff

200

fN^^T'

aiT^r^il
h-u* siisRr
^+'ti^ ^if^T

\-<-

aii^i'renwiifttt

If such au appeal is filect

CQllector, the CoUector would disj)

wifbout reference to the lumtation.

The petitioner is directed

Colleetor withia 15 days from tpda^

^l^i(?l<it1'l ^\fK^ ^^^ <f<1t$t'(,
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by the pedtioner before the

)ose of ihe appeal on its merits

to ffle the appeal before the

Sd/-
ChiefJustice
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