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HIGH COURT OF CHHATTISGARH, BILASPUR 

MCC No. 936 of 2015

1. Poonam  Singh  D/o  Rajpal  Singh,  Aged  About  35  Years  R/o 
Village  Budgahan,  Tahsil  Baloda,  District  Janjgir-Champa, 
Chhattisgarh 

2. Payal Singh D/o Rajpal Singh, Aged About 25 Years R/o Village 
Budgahan, Tahsil Baloda, District Janjgir-Champa, Chhattisgarh 

3. Pallavi Singh D/o Rajpal Singh, Aged About 22 Years R/o Village 
Budgahan, Tahsil Baloda, District Janjgir-Champa, Chhattisgarh 

---- Applicants 

Versus 

1. Ram  Kumar  S/o  Nandau,  Aged  About  65  Years  R/o  Village 
Baloda, District Janjgir-Champa, Chhattisgarh 

2. Ashwani Kumar S/o Nandau, Aged About 47 Years R/o Village 
Baloda, District Janjgir-Champa, Chhattisgarh 

3. Smt Kachra Bai W/o Lakhpati,  Aged About 70 Years Through 
Power Of Attorney Shri Bal Mukund S/o Ramlal, Aged 36 Years, 
R/o  Village  Jharradih,  Tahsil  Baloda,  District  Janjgir-Champa, 
Chhattisgarh 

4. Rameshwar S/o Dharamlal,  Aged About  35 Years R/o Village 
Jharradih, Tahsil Baloda, District Janjgir-Champa, Chhattisgarh 

5. Nanki S/o Gayadeen, Aged About 95 Years R/o Village Nagpura, 
Tahsil Baloda, District Janjgir-Champa, Chhattisgarh 

6. Tahsildar, Tahsil Baloda, District Janjgir-Champa, Chhattisgarh 

7. Revenue  Inspector  Baloda,  District  Janjgir-Champa, 
Chhattisgarh 

8. State  Of  Chhattisgarh,  Through  Collector,  District  Janjgir-
Champa, Chhattisgarh 

                                                                              -----Respondents

----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

For Applicants :   Ms. Seema Singh,  Advocate 
For Respondent No.6 to 8 /State   :  Shri Aditya Sharma, PL on               

    advance copy

HON'BLE SHRI JUSTICE CHANDRA BHUSHAN BAJPAI

ORDER 

30/11/2015

1. Heard.



2

2. Learned  counsel  for  the  applicants  submits  that  she  has 

removed the default.

3. The instant  MCC has been preferred within  its  limitation,  it  is 

admitted for consideration.

4. The MCC has been filed for restoration of M.A.No.20 of 2015, 

dismissed for want of prosecution on 9.9.2015.

5. On due consideration of the submissions and for the reasons 

mentioned  in  the  MCC,  the  same  is  allowed  and  M.A.No.20/2015 

dismissed for want of prosecution on 9.9.2015 is restored to its original 

number.

6. No order as to cost.                                        

                  Sd/        

(Chandra Bhushan Bajpai)

                                                                             JUDGE

sunita


