IN THE HON’BLE HIGH COURT OF CI-IHATTISGARH AT

BILASPUR
W.P. (227) No. \\% /2015
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Smt. Urmila Dhobi (dead) through

her legal representatives:-

Tiharu Ram Dhobi, aged about 48

years.

Ramesh Kumar Dhobi, aged about
45 years,
Thanu Ram Dhobi, aged about 43

years,

Smt. Bismat Dhobi, aged about 40

years,

Smt. Shivkumar Dhobi, aged about
36 years,

Jo. Kumar Dhobi, aged about 30

years,

All son and daughter of late Jhanak
Ram Dhobi, All resident of village
Rakhi, New Raipur, Tahsil Aarang,
Civil & Revenue District Raipur
(C.G)) '

VERSUS

State of Chhattisgarh, through
Collector, Raipur, District Raipur
(C.G.).

Chief Executive Officer, New Raipur

Development  Authority, Raipur
(C.G.).

Sub Divisional Officer, Aarang,
Tahsil Aarang, District Raipur

(C.G.)
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o HIGH COURT OF CHHATTISGARH, BILASPUR -

W P (227) No 118 of 201

PETITIONERS - Smt Urmlla Dhob| (Dead) & others |

_ Versus
RESPONDENTS ~ State of Chhattisgarh & others

Shri C.K. Sahu, counsel for the petitioners.
Miss Smiti Sharma, Dy. G.A. for the State.

SINGLE BENCH : HON’ BL_E SHRI PRASHANT KUMAR MISHRA, J.

RAL: ORDER
(23/02/2015)

Learned counsel for the petitioner would submrt that petitioners
appllcatlon under Section 57. (2) of Chhattlsgarh Land Revenue Code, 1959
is pending consideration before the Sub Drvnsmnal Officer (Revenue) Arang-
Abhanpur, District Raipur srnce Iast more than four years. Therefore, the writ
petition may be dlsposed of wrth a dlrectlon to the concerned revenue
authority to decide the applrcatron at the earhest

2, Considering the Iimite‘d pr: e'r:' m'a‘de;at this stage of the proceedings,

the writ petition is dlsposed ‘ rth---»a drrectlon to the Sub Divisional Officer

(Revenue) Arang-Abhanpur Dlstrref Rarpur to decide. petitioners’ application
‘under Section 57(2) of Chhattisgarh Land Revenue Code, 1959 as early as
possible and preferably wrthrn a perlod of six months from the date of recelpt
of certified copy of this order.

3. It is made clear that this Court has not expressed any opinion on the
merits of the case and the re‘spondent-authorities shall decide the
representatlon on its own merits, strictly in accordance with law, without

' treat:ng any observation made in thrs order, as opinion on the merits of the -

- case. i
!

Sd//- .
Prashant Kumar Mishra

Judge




