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HIGH COURT OF CHHATTISGARH AT BILASPUR

SA No. 230 of 2026

RAM SHARAN CHANDRAKAR versus SMT. SHAIL KUMARI

Order Sheet

30/03/2026 Shri  Mayank Chandrakar,  learned counsel for 

the appellants. 

Shri  Lekhram  Dhruv,  learned  P.L.  for  the 

State/respondent No. 5. 

Learned  counsel  for  the  appellants  submits 

that, except default No. 1(ii)  and default No. 2, all 

other defects as pointed out by the Registry have 

already been cured.
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It is submitted that the default No. 1(ii) is that 

the  valuation  of  the  appeal  has  wrongly  been 

mentioned in the cause title,  and default  No. 2 is 

that the Court fee of Rs. 520/- has been paid instead 

of Rs. 600/- .

Learned  counsel  for  the  appellants,  by 

referring to page 34 i.e.  the decree drawn by the 

First  Appellate  Court,  submits  that  the  requisite 

court fee payable is Rs. 520/-. It is further submitted 

that in the decree drawn by the trial Court at page 

61, the valuation/stamp amount has been wrongly 

typed, wherein the stamp has been mentioned as 

Rs.  1120/-,  whereas  in  fact  the  correct  court  fee 

payable is Rs. 520/- as reflected in the decree.

After  hearing  learned  counsel  for  the 

appellants, it appears that the actual stamp amount 

to  be  paid  is  Rs.  520/-,  which  has  wrongly  been 
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mentioned  in  the  memo  of  appeal,  hence  the 

default raised by the Registry is hereby dropped. 

Registry  is  directed  to  verify  the  same  and 

proceed further. 

List this appeal in the next week. 

                                                                  Sd/-

                                                   (BIBHU DATTA GURU)
       Judge
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