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HIGH COURT OF CHHATTISGARH, BILASPUR 

W.P. (227)   No.   4  3  7     of 201  3  

Sanjeev Tripathi, S/o Shri L.P. Tripathi, aged 38 years, R/o 
Brindawan Colony, Post – G.P.O., P.S.- Kotwali, Jagdalpur, 
District Bastar (C.G.)  

---- Petitioner 

Versus 

1. State of Chhattisgarh, Through – The Secretary, Revenue 
Department, Mantralaya, Post & P.S. - Rakhi, Distt. Raipur 
(C.G.)

2. The  Commissioner,  Bastar  Division,  Jagdalpur,  Distt. 
Bastar (C.G.)

3. The Collector, Jagdalpur, Distt. Bastar (C.G.)

4. The Sub Divisional Officer (C.G.), Jagdalpur, Distt. Bastar 
(C.G.)

5. Smt. Kaushaliya Belsariya, aged about 36 years, W/o Shri 
J.R. Belsariya, R/o Brindawan Colony, Post – Kumharpara, 
P.S. - Kotwali, Jagdalpur, District Bastar (C.G.)

---- Respondents 

For Petitioner                       : Mr. Keshav Dewangan, Advocate. 
For Respondents No.1 to 3 : Mr. Syed Majid Ali, Panel Lawyer. 

Hon'ble Shri Justice Sanjay K. Agrawal

Order On Board 

0  9  /0  5  /201  7     

(1) Counsel for the petitioner would submit that during pendency of 

the proceedings before the Board of Revenue, learned Collector has 

passed the final order.

(2)     Counsel for the State would submit that the order of the Collector 

is  revisable  before  the  Commissioner,  Revenue  Division,  Bastar 

Division. 
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(3)  In view of above, learned counsel for the petitioner submits that 

he may be permitted to file revision before the Commissioner, Revenue 

Division,  Bastar  and  the  delay  in  filing  the  revision  may  also  be 

condoned.

(4) Accordingly,  if  the  petitioner  prefers  revision  before  the 

Commissioner,  Revenue Division, Bastar within  a period of 30 days 

from today, the Commissioner, Revenue Division, Bastar shall decide 

the same without raising the question of limitation on its own merits in 

accordance with law expeditiously preferably within a period of three 

months from the date of receipt of copy of this order.

(5) For the period of three months, the parties will maintain  status 

quo with regard to possession of the land in dispute as directed by this 

Court on 16.07.2013.

(6) With the aforesaid observations, the writ petition stands finally 

disposed of. 

Certified copy, as per rules.

                                   Sd/- 

(Sanjay K. Agrawal)
                                                                                                                    Judge

                                                  D/-


