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HIGH COURT OF CHHATTISGARH, BILASPUR 

WPC No. 637 of 2021

• Naindas  Son  Of  Shri  Jhumuk  Satnami  Aged  About  48  Years  R/o  Village

Kampapara Maro, Tahsil Nawagarh, Distt. Bemetara (Chhattisgarh)

---- Petitioner 

Versus 

1. State Of Chhattisgarh Through The Secretary, Revenue Department, Mahanadi
Bhawan New Mantralaya, Atal Nagar, Nawa Raipur, Distt. Raipur (Chhatisgarh)

2. The  Sub-Divisional  Officer  (Revenue)  Nawagarh,  District  -  Bemetara
(Chhattisgarh)

3. The  Naib-Tahsildar  Nandghat,  Tahsil  Nawagarh,  District-  Bemetara
(Chhattisgarh)

4. Ashwini S/o Ramdas Satnami R/o Village Kampapara Maro, Tahsil Nawagarh,
Distt. Bemetara (Chhattisgarh)

---- Respondents

For Petitioner : Shri Palash Agrawal, Advocate 

For Respondents/State : Ms. Richa Shukla, Dy. GA

Hon'ble Shri Justice Goutam Bhaduri

Order

10/02/20  21

1. Heard.

2. The grievance of the petitioner is that in a revenue case, appeal was preferred

by the petitioner against the order of the Naib Tehsildar the respondent No.3, it

would be evident from the Annexure P-6.  It is stated that to decide the appeal,

the  lower  Court  record  would  be  necessary, however, despite  the  repeated

efforts and the requisition though have been made by the SDO, Nawagarh, the

records are not being sent, which is evident from the order-sheet.  Therefore,
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the respondent No.3 may be directed to send the record as per the order of the

SDO, Nawagarh, forthwith and respondent No.2 SDO before whom the appeal

is pending may be directed to decide the same as expeditously as possible.  

3. Perusal of Annexure P-6 would show that the appeal has been preferred by the

petitioner  and several  order-sheets have been shown that  the records have

been called for from the Court of the Naib Tehsildar.  Under the circumstances,

the respondent No.3 is directed to send the record to the SDO within a period of

30 days from the date of receipt of this order and the SDO thereafter  shall

decide the appeal as expeditiously as possible according to the pendency.

4. With the aforesaid observation, the writ petition stands disposed of.

                                                                                        SDSd/-

                                                                                         Goutam Bhaduri
                                                                                         Judge

Ashu


