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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BILASPUR{CHHATTISGARH)

WRIT PETITION No, 2939 0F 2003
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Singie Bench

Mul Sai, son of Sunder Sai.Rajwar,
aged about 58 years,

Te ju Ram, son of Rurha Ra jwar,

~aged about 55 years,

Both are residents of Village~
District-Sarguja, (C.G, )

Board of Revenue,
Chhattisgarh,Bilaspur, (C,G. )

Collector, Sarguja, Ambikapur,
District Sarguja, (C.G,)

Sub Divisional Offjicer, (Revenue)
Ambikapur,District-Sarguja, (C,G,)

Sant Ram,son of Akbar Saji,
aged about 35 years..

Mast Ram,son of Akbar Sai,

Jai Raim ,son of &kbar Sai,

Respondent No, 4 to 6 are
residents of VillagesDumardih,
Post Wdaipur,Tehsil-Ambikapur,
District-Sarguja, (C.G,)
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revision before the Board 01'

Sqrgu Jja dated 14-7-2003 by

Shri B.D. Gur'u cournsei

Heard.

for the petitioners.

By this petition filed under Articles 226/227 of the

Constitution of!In}dia, the peti
7-8-2003 passed by the Boc

No. 396/A-23/2002-2003 by
has been re jected by the Boa

‘ The petitioners’ petit

respondents 4, 5 and 6 and

respondents 4; 5 and 6.

I hﬁve heard the. learne

itioners have challenged the order dated
nf*d of Revenue, Chhaﬁisgar'h in Revision
y ‘which the interim abﬁiicafiqn for stay
hd of. Revenua

ion is that the pe'h'honers moved a
Revenue against the order of Collector,
which the Collector ql!owgd the appeal of

rancelled the transfer of land by sale in

favour of the petitioners anld directed the reversion of the land to

d counsei for the peftitiorers.

The !aarnad counsel for the pafmonprs submits that the lc.mc! in

question was pur'chased frorq
obtaining the permission fro
has been cancelled after

possession of the land in que

the father of r*e.sponden'i's 4 to 6 after
n the Collector on 13-3-67 and the sale
36 years and the petitioners are in

stion. Counsel further submits that-the

stay application has b%a?@d which would cause irreparable loss

to the petitioners.
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" Hoving heard the legrned counsel for the parties and having
RS ' . r'égaéc%'i to the facts and| circumsiances of the case, since the
 petitioners are in possession of the land since 36 years ond the
- revision is ;bénciing before| the Board of Revenue, Bilaspur, in the

- circumstonces, ends of justice would meet if the direction is given to

the Board of Revenue to dispose of the revision. Accordingly, the
-.VBogr'»d of Revenue, Bilaspuf, is directed to dispose of the revigion
irself within a period of 3 months from today. |

- In the meanwhile, the possession of the petitioners should not

be disturbed. - ‘

' The writ petition is disposed of qccoréingly, .
Consequently, M.(W.)P. No. 2741/2003 and T.A. No. 8904/2003

e

 also stand disposed of

Parties are entitled f¢r certified copy of this order.
v _ o
. Sd/- -
' L.C. Bhadoo
Judge
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