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 HIGH COURT OF CHHATTISGARH, BILASPUR 

WPC No. 701 of 2021

1. Ramdas Navrang S/o Fusku Aged About 54 Years 

2. Bahoran Das Navran S/o Ramdas Navrang, S/o Fusku Aged About 56 Years

Both are resident Of Village Sirsaha, Tahsil Kota, District Bilaspur Chhatitsgarh.

---- Petitioners 

Versus 

1. State  Of  Chhattisgarh  Through  The  Secretary,  Public  Works  Department,
Mantralaya  ,  Mahanadi  Bhawan,  Atal  Nagar,  New  Raipur,  District  Raipur
Chhattisgarh.

2. The Collector District Bilaspur Chhattisgarh.

3. The Sub Divisional Officer (Revenue) Kota , District Bilaspur Chhattisgarh.

4. The Tahsildar Kota, District Bilaspur Chhattisgarh.

5. The  Executive  Engineer  Mukhya  Mantri  Gram  Sadak  Vikas  Yojna,  Bilaspur
Chhattisgarh.

                                                                                                  ---- Respondents

------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

For Petitioners : Shri Goutam Khetrapal, Advocate

For Respondent/ State           : Ms. Richa Shukla, Dy. G. A. 

Hon'ble Shri Justice Goutam Bhaduri

Order on Board
12.02.2021

Heard

1. Learned counsel for the petitioners would submit that the construction of CC

road was made over the land belonging to the petitioners. It is stated that the

petitioner  had  made a  representation  to  demarcate  the  said  land,  however,

despite the representation made, the authorities are silent so as to divert the

fact whether the land of the petitioner has been taken over for the road or not.

Therefore, the Tahsildar may be directed to carry out the demarcation, on filing
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a fresh application. It is stated it would be necessary to find out whether the

land of the petitioner had been taken over for construction of the road or not. He

would further submit that if it is found that land of petitioner is acquired he shall

have the liberty to avail the appropriate remedy available to him under the law

or respondent may consider for payment of compensation to the petitioner.

2.  At the first instance, the prayer of the petitioner appears to be genuine that if

the land of the petitioner had been acquired and compensation has not been

paid  in  such  case  it  has  to  be  clearly  demarcated  as  to  whether  land  of

petitioner is enveloped in road or not. Since it is stated that no compensation

has  been  paid  in  order  to  claim  compensation  this  initial  fact  has  to  be

ascertained.

3. Accordingly,  it  is  directed  that  the  respondent  No.4  shall  carry  out  the

demarcation in respect of the land of the petitioner if fresh application is filed. It

is directed that the Tahsildar shall give a clear demarcation report as to whether

the petitioner's land had been enveloped by the authorities for construction of

road and if it is found that the land has been acquired the petitioner shall be

entitled for compensation as may be available to him under the law.

4. The petitioner may file an application for demarcation within a further period of

30 days and Tahsildar shall carry out the demarcation within a further period of

60 days. Thereafter, petitioners may avail the appropriate remedy available to

them under the law.

5. With the aforesaid observation, the petition stands disposed of.

Sd/-

 (Goutam Bhaduri)

Jyoti                   Judge


