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IN THE HI6H COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BILASPUR.

CHHATTIS6ARH

!^£^No^_lj_c^_J3F_.2001.•
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\/v 1 „ C; h 1 n 1 ra rn Sa hu. ^
Aged abaut 37 ysars
S/o Shri Amar Singh Sahu
R/n Sant. Kanwar Ram l"jard
Ward Na., .1.0, Tilda Mevra
D i s t r- i c t RA1F-UR C hha 11 isgar h
A t presen t ^ Coun c i11a r
Na r"d No u 10 Nu r'l i c i. pa ]. 0o I.A n (::: i. 1
T i 1 d a Nevra D .1. s t r i c t R.AI.PUR
(^hhattisgarh

1) r u Kaa%!"{1 e? % h l:::t a i. k r' a
HQed a bou t 33 y ear%
8 / a Bh r~ i. J hag ger B ing li Pa 1 k ra
R / o lvl a i n Road ,

"I" i 1 d a
D is t r i. ct RA I PUR Ch ha 11 i IB c:i a r h
At F:'r^%ent ;; F'resident
Mun i. c: i pa 1 COI.AH c: i 1 1" 1 1d a Nevra
District RAIf:lUR. Chhattisgarh

VERSUS

E?ESPQNDENTB

•"^ ^

^^ !„ ThB Stata of Chhattisgarh
1" l-i raIA g h S^ecre ta ry „ Ft: evs ri u.e
Depa r tmen t„ D 1< B hawan
B£II£UR. Chhattisgarh

2. Comm1%s1onB r
F?aipur Division
Ei6.1£:yK C hha t ti sga r h

D 1 % t r i c t Mag1s t ra te
RA.IF'UB. C hha ttisga r h

4,, Chief Municipal Officer
Municipal Cauncil Tilda Nevra»
Disti-ict R.AIFlJfi Chhattisgarh

5. Rajkumar Meghani
Aged about 40 years
S/o Late 3ri Jeurual MBghani
R/a Ba.nt KanNar Ram Nard
Ti1da Nevra Distri ct F;A IPUR

WRIT PETITION UNDER ARTICLE
^^"?"

226/227 OF THE

CONSTITUTION OF INDIA
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31/7/2003

8hri Prateek Shajnna for the petitioners.
Dr. N.K. ShuIdajAddLAdvocate General, with ShriS.P.

Bagaria, Govt. Advoca1(e, for the State.

He^rd.

The District Mag|

as per Anhexure-P/1^|

strate, who is the Ucensing auftiority,

has not recommended for grant of

licence. On the last 4ate of hearing» this fact was recorded

and the counsel was (given time to seek instructions as to

whether any cause of ^ctkyn survives.

Having consider^sd the facts and circumstances of the

case, material on rec^rd and in view of the fact fhat the

Distiict Magjislrate liasj

the caiise of action foil

iiol recouuueilded for gi'aiii of liceiicc,
the
/'imedoes notjsiirvjve. The petitioner

raay, tf an occasion jarises, raise an pbjection before the

competent authority ajnd if the objection is rejected, he may

avail the rem.edy ava4able under the i^levant provisions of

Chhattisgarh Cinema (Regulations) Rules, 1972.

With tiie atbres^id observations, this petitions stands

disposed of at fhis sta^e.

The amount of s^curity, tf deposited, be refunded to ftie
^ ^

petttioner.
Sd/-

Fakhruddin
Judge

Sd/-
L.C. Bhadoo

Judge
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