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HIGH COURT OF CHHATTISGARH AT BILASPUR

WPC No. 833 of 2026

1 - Dinesh Kumar Goyal S/o Balveer Prasad Goyal Aged About 55 Years R/o
Aakash Marg, Mungeli Road Bilaspur District Bilaspur Chhattisgarh

... Petitioner
versus

1 - State Of Chhattisgarh Through Its Secretary, Department Of Revenue,
Mantralaya, Mahanadi Bhawan, Atal Nagar, District Raipur Chhattisgarh

2 - Collector Bilaspur District Bilaspur Chhattisgarh

3 - Sub Divisional Officer Bilaspur District Bilaspur Chhattisgarh

4 - Tahsildar Bilaspur, District Bilaspur Chhattisgarh

5 - Commissioner Municipal Corporation Bilaspur District Bilaspur Chhattisgarh

... Respondents
(Cause title, as taken from CIS system)
For Petitioner :  Mr. Titra Ram Patel, Advocate
For State/Respondents No.1to4 : Mr. Purunendra Khichariya, P.L.
For Respondent No.5 :  Mr. Aniruddh Shrivastava, Adv.

(Hon’ble Shri Justice Naresh Kumar Chandravanshi)

Order on Board

25/02/2026

1. Heard.

2. The present petition has been preferred by petitioner under Article 226
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of the Constitution of India seeking following relief(s) :
“10.1 The Hon’ble Court may kindly be pleased to issue
direction to the respondent authorities to take appropriate
action on the complaint of the petitioner.
10.2 The Hon’ble Court may kindly be pleased to issue
direction to the respondents to not to construct any drain
over the land of the petitioner and other residents of
Aakash Marg Colony.
10.3 Any other consequential relief which this Hon’ble
Court deems fit and proper and for which the petitioner is
entitled, may also kindly be granted to the petitioner, in
the interest of justice.”

3. Learned counsel for the the petitioner submits that the petitioner is a
resident of Aakash Marg Colony, situated at Mungeli Road, Uslapur,
District Bilaspur. He further submits that respondent No.5 is
constructing a drainage over the petitioner’s private land. The petitioner
has submitted an application dated 06.02.2026 (Annexure -P/4) before
the respondent No.4 seeking demarcation of his land. Hence, he prays
that at this stage, this petition may be disposed of with a direction to
respondent No.5 not to proceed with the construction of the said
drainage over the petitioner’s private land until demarcation of the said
land is carried out.

4. Learned counsel appearing for the respondent No.5 submits that if, in
the demarcation report, it is found that the proposed land for
construction of the drainage falls within the private land of the
petitioner, then appropriate steps shall be taken in accordance with law.

5. Having considered the limited prayer of the petitioner and his
apprehension, this writ petition is, at this stage, disposed of directing

respondent No.5 to stop the construction of drainage till demarcation

pertaining to the petitioner’s private land is carried out.
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6. The State counsel is directed to instruct respondent No.4 to expedite
the demarcation proceedings, and the same shall be carried out within
one week from today. It is further directed that respondent No.4 shall
supply a copy of the demarcation report to respondent No.5.
7. With aforesaid observation and direction, this writ petition stands
disposed of.
8. Pending interlocutory application(s), if any, also stands disposed of. No

order as to cost(s).

Sd/-
(Naresh Kumar Chandravanshi)

Judge



