* IN THE HON'BLE HIGH COURT OF CHHATTISGARH
o | AT BILASPUR
| WRIT PETITION () No. S| /2015

PETITIONER . _5mt. Lakheshwari Sahu W/o. Gend Ram
/ g Sahu, aged about : 35 years, R/o.
ﬂ s r~ Village : Amera, Block : Palari, Tahsil :
PSS Ao |
N ._L,. : E\X. < Palari, Revenue and Civil District :
c m?,‘..-r W gt e .“‘;‘-“_“,, .
roaont®d” N1 Baloda Bazar-Bhatapara (C.6.).
P Wik -
| Da\ﬂ‘?"”" > "
| VERSUS
RESPOI\L}ENTS /1/]/ State of Chhattisgarh, Through
The Secretary, Revenue Department
Mantralaya, Raipur, District : Raipur
€6y
/,“""'/72'] The Collector, Baloda Bazar, District
| : Baloda Bazar-Bhatapara (C.G.).
IR 3] The Sub Divisional  Officer,
| - ' (Revenue) Baloda Bazar, District :

Raipur (C.6.).
4] Gajju Ram S/o. Ajit Ram Satnami,
aged about : 46 years, R/o. Village :

Amera, Block : Palari, Tahsil : Palari,

- Revenue and Civil District : Baloda
Bazar-Bhatapara (C.6.).
WRIT PETITION UNDER ARTICLE 226/227 OF THE
| /?/c/ CONSTITUTION OF INDIA .




HIGH COURT 0|= CHHATTISGARH AT BILASPUR
s WP(C) No 151 of 2015 |

'_ PETITIONER a ) - o | Smt Lakheshwan Sahu o

' | ;Versds-
RESPONDENTS: | | State of Chhattisgarh & others
Present

Shri Dashrath Kushwaha, counsel forthe petrtloner
Shri Gary Mukhopadhyay, Deputy Gov_t Advocate for the State.

Single Bench Hon ble Shrl Prashant Kumar Mishra, J.

ORALO RD ER
(23-2-2015) *

. The- ‘: p:'eti‘:t'ioner hae preferred this writ petitien seeking direction to the
respondent authorities to decide her representatron preferred for taking
action against respondent No 4 who has encroached the Government land.

). Learned counsel for the 'p'etitioner WOUld submit that respondent No.4 had
earlier preferred civil Swt No 143N09 in the Court of Civil Judge Class-1,
Baloda Bazar seeking declaratlon of his ownershrp on the Government land
bearing Khasra No. 1270/1 area 0. 898 hectares at village Amera, Ri Circle
Palari, District Ralpur The sard surt was dismissed on 28.9.2011 and
thereafter First Appeal No.49.-A!2_013 has also been dismissed by the 2nd
ADJ, Baloda Bazar on 17.6.2013. Despite the said judgment, the
respondents have not taken any action to remove the encroaehment made
by respondent No.4. | : ' '

. Considering the ent'ire fact situation of the case, it is directed that if the
petitioner prefers fresh representation before respondent No.3 for redressal
- of her grievance for removal of encroachment made by respondent No.4,
the said respondent shall consider and decide the same as early as
possible, preferably with_in a period of 3 months from the date of submission

of representation.

. With the direction aforesaid, the writ petition is disposed of. However, it is

made clear that this Court has not expressed any opinion on the merits of

the case.
| S/~

. Prashant Kumar Mishra
| Judge



