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+0530 Ward No. 12, Kawardha, Dist. Kabirdham C.G., Chhattisgarh
... Appellant

versus

1 - Kawal Ram And Ors. S/o Dau Ram Jaiswal Aged About 58 Years
R/o Gram Marka, Tah. And Dist. Kabirdham C.G., Chhattisgarh

2 - Dhanbai W/o Darbari Jaiswal Aged About 55 Years R/o Gram
Motiyari, Tah. Kawardha, C.G., District : Kawardha (Kabirdham),
Chhattisgarh

3 - Panbai W/o Beduram Jaiswal Aged About 53 Years R/o Gram
Marka, Tah. Kawardha, Dist. Kabirdham C.G., District : Kawardha
(Kabirdham), Chhattisgarh

4 - Shaym Bai D/o Bhagwan Singh Aged About 50 Years R/o Surjpura,
Tah. Kawardha, Dist. Kabirdham C.G., District : Kawardha (Kabirdham),
Chhattisgarh

5 - Kalabai D/o Komal Jaiswal Aged About 48 Years R/o Gram Biptara,
Dist. Kabirdham C.G., District : Kawardha (Kabirdham), Chhattisgarh

6 - Tirath Ram S/o Dauram Jaiswal Aged About 44 Years R/o Gram
Marka, Tah. Kawardha, Dist. Kabirdham C.G., District : Kawardha
(Kabirdham), Chhattisgarh

7 - Rikihi Ram S/o Dauram Jaiswal Aged About 42 Years R/o Gram
Marka, Tah. Kawardha, Dist. Kabirdham C.G., District : Kawardha
(Kabirdham), Chhattisgarh
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8 - Shushila Bai W/o Nemi Chand Aged About 42 Years Gram
Khadauda, Tah. And Dist. Kabirdham C.G., District : Kawardha
(Kabirdham), Chhattisgarh
9 - State Of Chhattisgarh W/o Through The Collector, Kabirdham C.G.,
District : Kawardha (Kabirdham), Chhattisgarh
Respondents

(Cause-title taken from Case Information System)

For Appellant : Mr. Ashutosh Shukla, Advocate

For Respondent No.6 : Mr. Abhipreet Bajpai, Advocate on
behalf of Mr. Anurag Bajpai, Advocate

For Respondent/State : Mr. Lekhram Dhruw, Panel Lawyer

Hon'ble Shri Justice Bibhu Datta Guru

Judgment on Board

28/02/2026

1. Learned counsel for the parties would jointly submit that the
dispute between the parties has been amicably resolved. They
have referred to the compromise deed dated 27/11/2020 annexed
to the covering memo dated 03.11.2022 filed by learned counsel

for the appellant and pray that the same be taken on record.

2. On perusal of the compromise deed, it appears that the dispute
between the parties has been amicably settled by execution of the
said settlement. For the sake of clarity, the said settlement is

reproduced hereunder:

“ 1. gg foh, gymuer & fodar g fgdtauer & grer gy 3o
TERM @ A1 TR UH WRaR H 3.57 Uehg HivyHA Rq g
I YA ohl Woarew™ A fgdtauer i fUrdr haerm™
& AW R dager Fefda Y E) I i &
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MR R fgdauer 7 uuHuer & fOvg =marera o e uuw
fafae =arneisr aif-1 wayt & awer Ieaivon, gUd FHeel
gd To dI¢ Uxgd foham a1 fowent fRfder arg sdie 081/09
g7 I gre feien 13-8-2009 &l @RIST g 7T & foideh
foeg & fedtauer 3 sfmm sifaRaa e =mareftar wdfirem
oo o FHeT UYH 37dter Uer foram o1 foigent srdie R 24

U /2012 U&TehR AfRAhId [ chdel aiikg g Iad 3rdiet oft
i 28-6-2012 @ @RS g maT g, s fAvg #
fediauer 7 AR ST <arTed & aHel G srdier s
forar foreenT Srdter shwfer 349/12 &, Sit ATHe dfed gl

2. gg foh, 39Ul Jo Ul oh o eAT A U H
=BTYdeh foT fehdl =, aara, SrUar «ller™ o Jekd Uenor |
TSI AR fold € AT ISiAMT o SYR TR Ueheul i
fARTeRUT Sher=T =Ted 8|

3. Ig foh, Iad Irdie Ul & e a1 # IVIULn &

Her HYui ek iy JfA o1 srudt ariRatRer searT gt genl
¢ O eh SR 39 YRR hl Ireud I JfA 3.57 Tehs H

¥ 2.00 Tehs HiNYHA UUAUS HAih 3 fdRUMA 3o o

STHH ! UTT ghfl. Td AW 1.57 Uehs iy YA fgdrauer
L1fRAhid 3MTo ThaeRIH UTWT | 59 dg UTH WRAR &g

Il IR uuHuel wHic 3 foRerm™ ud fgdtauer e s

& fo<T @I IAT UUHUE hHich 1 haer™, 2 RER™ Ta

UUAUY & cho 4 ¥ 8 (U YMars, uHars gRiterEs,

helldlTs, SATHETS &l 56 YA TR HIS geh fowdm Tal B
IHguelt gRT Wfasy 7 o YA ol AR g aaT, HehaH
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i eAd =78t et

4. gg foh, IWTUE AMH I YT BoTlo Sl QR h

A& IUMRAT gl IWRIKIR TSI AT UFJd hR TehU]
o1 FARTeRR0T e aed e |

37d: g ST ShRATT &F TaTgl o 9 foRameny,

In view of the aforesaid compromise deed entered into between
the parties, and as the Court is satisfied that the same has been
executed voluntarily and without any coercion or undue influence,
the present Second Appeal stands disposed of in terms of the
compromise deed dated 27/11/2020. The compromise deed shall
form part of the decree. Parties shall remain bound by the terms

and conditions contained therein.
A decree be drawn accordingly.

SD/-
(Bibhu Datta Guru)
Judge
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