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HIGH COURT oF CHHATTISGARH AT BILASPUR
REVP No. 358 of 2025

1 - Devdas S/o Ba
- . naudas Aged About 62 Years R/ iri
Village- Raitum Mahasamund, District- Mahasamund (g(\;l;:rd W SRASIaTRge:

... Petitioner(s)

versus

1 - Derhinbai Ganda D/o Jagatram Ganda Aged About 71 Years Caste- Ganda (Sc)
R{q \ﬁllage Panchayat Raitum, Patwari Halka No.10, Ra. Ni Patewa, Tahsil And
District- Mahasamund (C.G.) Pin- 943551 (Writ Petitioner)
2 - State Of Chhattisgarh Through- The Secretary Revenue And Disaster
Management Department, State Of Chhattisgarh Mantralaya, Mahanadi Bhawan,
Atal Nagar, Nawa Raipur, District- Raipur (C.G.) Pin- 492002 (Respondent No.1)
3 - Collector Mahasamund In The Office Of The Collectorate Mahasamund, Tahsil
And District- Mahasamund (C.G.) Pin- 493445 (Respondent No.2)
4 - Tahsildar Mahasamund In The Office Of The Tahsildar Mahasamund, Tahsil And
District- Mahasamund (C.G.) Pin- 493445 (Respondent No.3)
5 - Nayab Tahsildar Up- Tahsil Patewa Mahasamund In The Office Of The Nayab
Tahsildar Up-Tahsil Patewa Mahasamund Tahsil And District- Mahasamund (C.G.)
Pin- 493445 (Respondent No.4)
6 - Chief Secretary General Administrative Department State Of Chhattisgarh,
Mantralaya, Mahanadi Bhawan, Atal Nagar, Nawa Raipur, District- Raipur (C.G.)
(Respondent No.5)

... Respondent(s)

(Cause title is taken from Case Information System)

For Petitioner : Mr. Shubhank Tiwari, Advocate
For State : Mr. Dashrath Prajapati, Panel Lawyer
For Resp. No.1 : Mr. Vijay K. Deshmukh, Advocate
(Hon'ble Shri Amitendra Kishore Prasad, Judge)
Order on Board

19/11/2025

1. This review petition has been filed by the petitioner being
aggrieved by the order dated 25.06.2025 passed in Writ Petition

(C) No. 1742 of 2025 whereby this Court disposed of the writ




mﬁ_;peﬁﬁonerlreviewer submits that the Writ

30t No. 1) has failed to approach this Court |

ds, and the petition is based on a series of false !
4 ng assertions. The Writ Petitioner claims that her

been cultivating land for over a century and has held it

aditional right passed down through generations. However,

L "’ﬁe affidavit filed by the Writ Petitioner in support of these claims

=

mm materially false statements. Specifically, the claim that

= 1 = a .
she and her forefathers have been cultivating the land for more
than 100 years is demonstrably false. The Writ Petitioner is in fact

' teacher who has never resided in the village of Raitum,

nur Pas she served as the village Kotwar, contrary to what has
been asserted in the Writ Petition. It is also pertinent to note that
her father, Jagatram Ganda, who served as Kotwar, passed away
long ago, and the Review Petitioner, not the Writ Petitioner, was
appointed as the village Kotwar on 23.01.2007. The Writ Petition
challenges the ex-parte order passed by the Respondent No. 5,
Naib Tahsildar, on 14.07.2023, which allowed the Review
ﬁ'éﬁﬂmers name to be recorded in relation to the disputed land.

'  due to {ﬁe violation of the principles of natural

;







nal
immediately brought to the

order dated 28.01.2025 was not
re

Spondents' attention, and there was

no deliberate attempt to Conceal this from the Court. The
Submission that the Writ Petitioner failed to implead the Review

Petitioner as g party is due to a lack of knowledge of the final
order at the relevant time.

4. | have heard both the counsel for the Parties and perused the

material available on record.

5. The present review petition has been filed by the petitioner,

seeking a review of the order dated 25.06.2025 Passed in Writ



Was suppression of facts is unfounded and lacks merit. While it is

true that the earlier ex-parte order dated 14.07.2023 was set aside

by this Court, the final order dated 28.01.2025 was not

immediately brought to the réspondents’ attention, and there was
no deliberate attempt to conceal this from the Court. The
submission that the Writ Petitioner failed to implead the Review

Petitioner as a party is due to a lack of knowledge of the final
order at the relevant time.

| have heard both the counsel for the parties and perused the
material available on record.

. The present review petition has been filed by the petitioner,

seeking a review of the order dated 25.06.2025 Passed in Writ







