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HIGH COURT OF CHHATTISGARH AT BILASPUR

WRIT PETITION (C) No. 2247 of 2020

Govind Ram Sahu S/o Shri  Panchram Sahu, Aged About 40 Years R/o
Village Manoharpur,  P O Manoharpur,  P.S.  Lalpur,  Tahsil  Lormi  District
Mungeli Chhattisgarh. 

---Petitioner(s)
Versus

1. State of  Chhattisgarh Through Its  Secretary,  Department  Of  Panchayat
And Rural Development, Mahanadi Bhawan, Mantralaya, Atal Nagar, Naya
Raipur, District Raipur Chhattisgarh. 

2. Collector Mungeli, District Mungeli Chhattisgarh. 
3. Sub Divisional Officer (Revenue) Lorami, District Mungeli Chhattisgarh. 
4. Chief  Executive  Officer,  Zila  Panchayat  Mungeli,  District  Mungeli

Chhattisgarh. 
5. Chief  Executive  Officer,  Janpad  Panchayat  Lormi,  District  Mungeli

Chhattisgarh.
6. Smt. Ram Kunwar Sahu, W/o Parasram, Aged About 60 Years Sarpanch

R/o  Manoharpur  (At  Present  Khapridih)  P  O  Manoharpur,  P.S.  Lalpur,
Tahsil Lormi, District Mungeli Chhattisgarh.

7. Chhanuram  Sahu,  S/o  Ramlochan  Sahu,  Secretary  R/o  Koylari,  Post
Chhatan, P.S. Lalpur, Tahsil Lormi, District Mungeli Chhattisgarh.

---Respondents

For Petitioner : Shri Lavkush Kumar Sahu, Advocate.
For State : Shri Mateen Siddique, Dy. Advocate 

General. 
                                                                                                                          F

Hon'ble Shri Justice P. Sam Koshy
Order on Board

06.10.2020

1. The limited grievance that the petitioner has in the present writ petition is

that,  for  quite  sometime  the  petitioner  has  been  approaching  the

respondents  in  respect  of  the  alleged  illegalities  committed  by  the

respondents No.6&7 on which the authorities have not taken any decision

till now. 

2. Considering the limited relied that the petitioner has sought for, the writ

petition at this juncture stands disposed of directing the respondent No.2

to  look  into  the  complaint  of  the  petitioner  and to  decide  the  same in

accordance with law at the earliest. 
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3. It is made clear that this court has not expressed any opinion on the merits

of the case and it is expected that the respondent No.2 shall decide the

same purely in accordance with law governing the field. 

4. The writ petition accordingly stands disposed of. 

Sd/-
(P. Sam Koshy)

Judge
inder


