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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BILASBUR '
CHHATTISGARH

W.P, NO. 2.5 /2002

WRIT PETITION UNDER ARTICLE 226/227 OF ;
CONSTITUTION OF INDIA f

PETITIONERS A : 1. Vinod Singh, aged 38 years -

S/o. Late Harihar Singh

Sailesh Kumar Singh, aged 35 years
S/o. Late Harihar Singh,

Occupation Agriculture .

. Smt. Lilavati, aged 50 jfedrs

¢ Wd/o. Late Shri Nivas Singh -

OcCupation house wife
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. Santosh Singh, aged_abOut' 20 years
* S/o.Late Shri Nivas Singh
Pradeep Singh. aged 18 years
S/o. Late Shri Nwas S1ngh
Petitioner No 4 & 5 are Students

Smt. Nmnala Singh, aged 45 years
Wd/o. Late Shrikant Singh
Occupation House wife

 Avinash Singh, aged 18 years,

Occupation student

Rajan S_ingh,'éged about 14 years

" Minor through mother &
. . . _ - B i
Natural guardian Smt. Nirmla Singh 1
i AllR/o. Vill. Indarpur, P.O. Odagi :?
P.S. Bhalyathan Tah. Sura_]pur
*";D1stt Sarguja C.G)
RESPONDENTS 1. The State of Chhattisgarh
~fThrough The _Colle_ct_or; | S {
Ambikepur(CG) |
e |
' ] - | i
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2. The Sub-Divisional Officer
V_IA”;‘rﬁbikapuf, Distt. Sarguja (C.G.)
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o _
A. Jai Singh, S/o0. Gajroop,
Caste Gond

| 4. Belasiya, Wd/o. Gajroop,
/ Caste Gond, ,

No.3&4 R/o. Vill. Iﬁdrapur
Tah. Surjpur, Distt. Sarguja (C.G.)
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*';"31 01.2003

andQ

Shn SK. Benwal, counsel f(

S]an Ranblr Smgh GA f(
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Though thls matter Was 11~:

" -'f-_._the short pomt mvolved in thls
BN 'learned eounsel for ‘the pehtlone

" State_ courrsel, ,1t-';s bemg dlsposec

oo T

:r the pehﬁoners

i of at the adrmssmn stage

- | ef late Smt, {}anga Dem Who had
“011 14 3 1967 W1ﬂ1 perm;issmn of 1

_hwas granted in Revenue Case N (s}
aII thJ.S, the petltloners assert th

' has_ ﬁied an apphcatlon Under Se

No.2 who has. a]lowed the. apphce

 be restored to the orlglnal owner.

, According to. the peﬁti_one

- owner of the lamd In questlon '
“1:1011 170 (B) before respondent

tlo_n qa:nd‘ dlr_ec‘ted : -that property :

rsf'” agajnst the o'rde:r of S.D 0.

)etltloners befere the Collector

| an appeal was preferred by tize P

»r the State[ Respondents No 1 '_'A‘_V:-’ ER
ted far' aﬂﬁﬁs’éioﬂ c‘onsmlerm;g .
Wnt petltlon on the prayer off | S

r aﬁd mth the consent of the_-' :

purchased the Iand ,111' questlon-r' |
.heCo]lector Anib1kapur thch R

49 A,le of 1965 66 Ign‘orlng k
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7‘-' Wrrt petmon 7

| ’ 13 is submltted on behalf of

' 'Zir_ifruetuous._'-_
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State the Court is of the eopmlon

L be served in keepmg fhe writ pet1

: '_éwhlch the Court conmders 011 th

| Surguja along\mth an apphcauon df stay However though ‘rhe‘

: appeal has been entertamed t]:u:i stay apphcatlon has been'.

5

'arppeal has been- admtted 1'mder :
of the ease the respondent No.1. as not ]ust]ﬁed in reJectmg_

the apphcatlon as d1spossess1on '

to the ongmal owner Wﬂl v ‘
- Havmg heelrd leamedcouns

'n pending as the same can

| be dlsposed of by grantlng mte‘, ]

‘facts and-- elrcumstances of

o the oase to be appropnate Acrdmgly, the order refusmg

o Appeal No 11[A-23/2002 03 is se a51de and it is dlrected that .

i reJected Whlch order 1s the sub]ec1 maﬁ:er of challenged in ﬂllS

e petitioners that since the -

e facts a_nd oircum'stajices _

1 d restora’mon of the property "

12 'y : make the appeai

I forthe Epeﬁﬁoriere and the

that o useful purpose would.

u' protectlon to ﬂ:lﬁ petmoners .'

stay passed by respondent No 1 Co]lector Amblkapur in

the operatlon of the order dated 9 11. 2002 (Annexure Pf. 1)‘. -



g p ;ﬂdency of thc appeal

‘afﬁso stand dlsposed of o S !

It is '.made

e 'pmssmv any opu:uon on the mcnts

Wlth thc above observatlons

P =t1!101=1 1s dlsposed of Consequem

N3 83 /A-QS [ 2002 03 sha]l remam: suspended dm:mg the

r‘lear that the Court is not _
:)_f _the peﬁﬁoncrs’ .appcal.
a@d.dﬁtdions;{fhis writ

ly,. M. w P.No. 39;2003 for .

gjant rof mtenm rellef and IA No 16{:)] 2003 for uzgent heaxmgk

Cemﬁed copy as per rules
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