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HIGH COURT OF CHHATTISGARH AT BILASPUR

WP227 No. 672 of 2026

Shabbir Hussain (In-Person) S/o Abdul Rehman Aged About 70 Years Saakin
Khaparganj Lala Lajpat Ray Nagar Madarsa Irfaniya Ke Baju Tahsil Avm Jila
Bilaspur (C.G.)

... Petitioner(s)

versus

1 - Abdul Hanif S/o Abdul Majid Aged About 75 Years Saakin Khapargan;
Madarasa Irfaniya Paas Peti Kaarkhana Tehsil Avm Jila Bilaspur (C.G.)

2 - Aslam Husain S/o Altaf Husain Aged About 70 Years Saakin Najirabad
Bus Stand Ke Paas Satna Tahsil Raghuraj Nagar Jila Satna (M.P.) Dwara
Aam Mukhtiyaar Abdul Hanif S/o Abdul Majid Age 75 Years Saakin
Khaparganj Madarsa Irfaniya Paas Peti Kaarkhana Tehsil Avm Jila Bilaspur
(C.G.)

... Respondent(s)

For Petitioner(s) :  Mr. Shabbir Hussain (In-person)

(Hon’ble Shri Justice Ravindra Kumar Agrawal, J.)

Order on Board




23/06/2026
1. Heard.
2. Present is a writ petition under Article 227 of the Constitution of India

filed by the petitioner claiming following reliefs :-

"GRG ey @ qrefar & 3 sifeaey rgrers @t [Adsr
fgar wd & dg Srdea/ard? @& gHidenaad aifder d
G Tl 3 3G aedrdor ot ge<f ot 01 @ e gasf ot
18 % & ITHT Io<id ik Hidaral &aie 02 &7 Figieid §
T §g17 il Sidea/ad] & Read Sifeucy & senrar [awrar
ggeil & argel &l g ave G THIOT FRAT 8 IFHT Jocoidd
G137 FIfaeT F F1eer GIRd &xd T&Y 1347 S77d ! 51t =
RAvfg & fad fear s sraesges g1 & [Aufg Raiw
04/04/2026 H STr-gsT & 781 197 74711 gHiaciianT Fiaeasr 7
&R &9 f1daenqId] @ q1a T [RIARTT Yop Hlg & 3= [ahd
ST T 17397 ST =rgrery @i g S ”

The petitioner-in-person would submit that before the learned trial
Court a full-fledget trial was conducted in which he led his evidence
supported by documents. He was the plaintiff before the learned trial
Court but his evidences have not been considered by the learned trial
Court while passing the judgment and decree dated 04.04.2026.
Against the judgment and decree dated 04.04.2026, he already
preferred a review petition before the learned trial Court on 20.04.2026.
Since there is no consideration of the evidences of the plaintiffs in the
impugned judgment and decree, the learned trial Court may be directed
to consider the evidences of the petitioners while deciding the review

petition.

| have heard the petitioner-in-person and perused the documents

annexed with the petition and also gone through the pleadings.



5.

Sumit

3
From perusal of the document Annexure P-2, it transpires that a
judgment and decree has been passed by learned trial Court on
04.04.2026 and from the document Annexure P-3, it further transpires
that he already filed a review petition before the learned trial Court on
20.04.2026. The relief claimed by the petitioner in the present writ
petition for directing the learned trial Court to consider his evidences
while passing the order in review application filed by him, can not be
granted by this Court while invoking the jurisdiction under Article 227 of
the Constitution of India, it is for the Court concern to consider the case

pending before it, in accordance with law on its own merits.

Accordingly, the writ petition fails and is hereby dismissed.

Sd/-

(Ravindra Kumar Agrawal)
JUDGE
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