HIGH COURT OF CHHATTISGARH, BILASPUR

Writ Petition (C) No. 1982 of 2016

1. S. R. Sahu S/o M. R. Sahu, aged about 60 years
2. P. R. Sahu S/o M. R. Sahu, aged about 50 years

Both are partner of M/s Geetanjali Construction, Bilaspur, R/o Ameri
Road, Nehru Nagar, Bilaspur, District Bilaspur, (Chhattisgarh)
---- Petitioners

Versus

1. State of Chhattisgarh through the Secretary, Department of Urban & Rural
Development, Mahanadi Bhawan, Mantralaya, Naya Raipur, Post Office &
Police Station Naya Raipur, District Raipur, (Chhattisgarh)

2. Municipal Corporation, Bilaspur, through its Commissioner, Municipal
Corporation, Bilaspur, District Bilaspur, (Chhattisgarh)

3. Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Bilaspur, District Bilaspur,

(Chhattisgarh)
4. Building Officer, Municipal Corporation, Bilaspur, District Bilaspur,
(Chhattisgarh)
---- Respondents
For Petitioners : Shri Malay Shrivastava, Advocate
For Respondent no.1/State : Shri Manish Nigam, Panel Lawyer
For Respondents 2 to 4 : Shri Anumeh Shrivastava, Advocate
Hon'ble Shri Justice P. Sam Koshy
Order On Board

27/06/2017

The limited prayer that has been made by the petitioners in the present
writ petition is for a direction to the respondents 2 to 4 for deciding the pending
representation in respect of renewal of colonizer license.

2. State counsel submits that they have filed reply in the writ petition. He
further submits that so far as the role that had to be played by the State Govt.

is concerned, the same has already been carried out and it is now left for the
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respondents 2 to 4 to pass an appropriate order in respect of the request made
by the petitioner.
3. Counsel for respondents 2 to 4 at this juncture submits that the present
writ petition may be disposed of with a direction to respondents 2 & 3 to take
an appropriate decision on the pending representation of the petitioner dated
08.06.2016 so far as the claim for renewal of the colonizer license is
concerned.
4. In the aforesaid factual position, this Court is of the opinion that ends of
justice would meet if the present writ petition is disposed of with a direction to
respondents 2 & 3 to take an appropriate decision on the pending
representation of the petitioner so far as the renewal of the colonizer license is
concerned. It is ordered accordingly.
5. It is expected that the respondents 2 & 3 shall take a decision on the
said representation as expeditiously as possible preferably within a period of
two months from the date of receipt of copy of this order.
6. Accordingly, the present writ petition stands disposed of.

Sd/-

(P. Sam Koshy)
JUDGE



