IN THE HON BLE HlGH COURT OF CHHATTISGARH AT BILASPUR o

WRITAPPEAL No ’53 /2010

APPELLANT/ PETITIONER / Ku Reeta Dey d/o ASIt Baran Dey _f
| . ; aged about 27 years r/o Annapuma

Vihar Ganesh Nagar B!Iaspur Tahs:[-

and Dlstm,t Bllaspur Chhattlsgarh |

VERSUS

RESPONDENTS =~ -:/1';'-_'_": ",State of Chhattrsgarh through The‘-;

. '_'"Collector:“ | Dlstnct N _';Bf!_aspurf'?--

| ) :"f_Chhattlsgarh

-
. .
ot

Vo Vel T SRR
‘2;\@ \éh 20 Sub Drwsronal Offi‘c_er-' (Revenue),

RS 2T *_«-I:*?.:[Dustnct _' Bilaspur, - Bilaspur
?\@%& ......... o S ----::"-'f.jr-Chhattzsgarh

'_'(APP"L'I:C?ANT).:' R “%3'.‘1-_-f?f'Ra;esh Yelukar sio aged about 45

n Lo . S ,"“years Tio Vl!!age Shankar 'Nagar |
‘Torwa Bllaspur Tahsai and Dlstnct :

RE . ‘Bllaspur C""'hatt[sgarh

(NONAF[’PLICANT) | | /4 o IVIohd Rafeek slo Mohd Umar aged
. L 'about 50 years Ganesh Naga,— .
o __'Bllaspur Tahsﬂ and D|strrct Bnlaspu,-fl._;. | e

: :-Chhattlsgarh : | |

d . . 'j,:-15'.."__"" "LV|Ilage‘_- . .F_’ancha'yat.': --'Mahmahd—' o

o Through- 'T'he Sarpanch Vlllage DT
e P‘anc':hayat Mahmand Tahs;l and
B L " DIStI"ICt Bllaspur Chhattlsgarh

: WRIT APPEAL UNDER SECTlON 2 (1) OF THE CHHATTISGARH HlGH
: ' COURT (APPEAL TO DIVIS!ON BENCH) ACT 2006

T
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| Aggellanf/Pe‘l'i'l'aoner " Ku. Reeta Dey
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HIGH coum' OF CHHATTISGARH A"r' BILASPUR |

' DIVISION BENCH: =~
HON'BLE SHRI L4, _u’ DOUSI &

WRIT APPEAL NO 33 OF 2010

_-Vs'

Respondents ~ State of .Chhéﬁi\eg.qrhf,_.c_!;,‘ethe.fr:s

 Present: |
Mr. AV, Srldhar Advoca?e for the uppellan'l'

- Mr. Arvmd Dubey Panel Lawyer for the Sfa're

ORAL JUD@MENT
(Passed on 31" Mareh 2010)

1. Heard on I A. No 1, apphca'hon for condonn'non of delay in flllng.’f*«?é-‘,,i-.

this wrn appeal as. the sqme. has been preferred Wl'fh a delay of_”“'
160 duys y

s Exp!nnahon has been submsﬁed fo the effec‘t 'rhe'r a wrrt appeal

was f!led against fhe impugned order dated 15.7. 2009 however

- _'l'he same ‘has. been wrl'hdrawn with llber'l'y to flle @ _review -
pe'nhon end fhereaf'rer a review . pe'rmon was flled before fhe |
'Ienrned ‘Single. Judge which _was dlsmlssed wde order. da'red.'-_ R
27. 10 2009. ' |

3. -'No exp lann'hon excep'r 'rhe above has been gwen

| 41_. The facT is 'rhef fhls wrrr appeel hes been flled on 05.02. 2010'
-' Rewew petition was declded on 27. 10, 2009 Cerﬁfled copy of

’rhe order passed in. rev;ew pe'rmon was . apphed for only on.‘_"

: 'rhere is shll unexplamed deiey of more. than 90 dqys

‘ _"Lé:ﬁ,_-BeSIdeS abovg, learned caunsel for ‘the writ appellan'r has.

| "'.;himself subm:f'red that the WI"IT eppellan?s rlgh'l' hns been =
pro1'ec1'ed under Sechon 61- F(Z) of fhe Chha‘rhsgqrh Pnnchayn‘l’f

Raj Adhmlyam 1993 and the. uppellen'r can avail the remedy byj‘_;---. | |
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- re-allofmen'l' of fhe plof in queshon

| LM.Quddusj

applymg under that section before 'rhe Pres;«u_ﬁr__'i;bg._d.'..A‘\J;i.:l'hn.g:jix.ffgﬁfﬂ

6. In view of the above, the .application. for condonatmn of delgy in.
filmg 'rhls uppeal is r'eJecfed

7. Consequenﬂy, the. wrrr appenl is. al,so dlSﬂHSSed
Sd/-

oSdi-
Prashant Kumar:|

Judge | . Judge




