
®

IN THE HON’BLEHIGH‘COURT‘ OF CHHATI'ISGARH AT BILASPUR

.yvRIT PETITIgMONo. M76 /2014 «I
t 3;»ax‘?'%‘v¥:?

QWI
Jm a.

‘

Ganesh Kumar Agrawal,S/o Late

Kishan Lal AgraWaI, Age- 36

ears,Ocuppation-Bussiness, R/o —

Sattigudi, Chowk Raigarh,P.S.-City_

Kotwali, Tah &Civil an'd’Revenue
‘Distt.

Raigarh (C.G.)

PETITIQNER

VERSUS

. 1.. Municipal Corporation Raigarh,Through-

Its Commissioner, Municipal

Corporation Office, Raigarh Distt-

Raigarh (C.G.)

The Coilector,_Raigarh, Distt. Rai‘garh‘

[(C.G.) r

PETITION UNDER ARTICLE 2261227 OF THE. CONSTITUION OF

RESPONDENTS

INDIA
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SB : Hon’ble Shri Manindra Mo‘han Shrivastava, J.

31-01-14

Shri Amit Kumar Sharma, ¢ounsel for the petitioner/s.

Shri Rajesh Ranja’n Sinha,

advance copy.
7

Shri Chandresh Shriv stava, Panel Lawyer for the

State/respondent No.2 on advan e copy.

counsel for respondent No.1 on

Heard.

Learned counsel for the p titioner submits that the petitioner is

the owner in possession of Ian s described in Annexure P/1 in the

Raigarh township. The petition r has obtained necessary sanction

from the Corporation for- constr ction of residential and commerciai

building. However, responden No.1 and its officers have started

certain activities and marked portion of land belonging to the

petitioner stating that the road
'

being widened. This has given an

apprehension in the mind f the petitioner that he may be

dispossessed from the land wit out any authority of law. He further

submits that the petitioner has ot encroached upon any public road

or Government land owned by im as described in Annexure P/1.

Learned counsel forthe orporation / respondent No.1 submits

that the apprehension of the etitioner is not well founded. If the

petitioner is proposed to bedispossessed on the allegation of
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encroachment over a public roaq

done oniy after giving him a notl

the petitioner.

In view of the abeve sub

for respondent No.1, no further

the wn't petition. The petition is a‘

rrlifsion at the bar by learned counsel

or Government Iand, this wouié be

ce and demarcation in presence of

rders are required to be passed in

pcordingiy
finaiiy disposed off.

Sd/L

Manindra Mohan Shrivastava

Judge
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