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HIGH COURT OF CHHATTISGARH AT BILASPUR

SA No. 242 of 2017

1. Sitaram S/o Ghasiram, Aged About 40 Years Caste Aghariya,
Occupation Agriculture, R/o Village Jhabad, Tahsil Baramkela, District
Raigarh, Chhattisgarh, Chhattisgarh
2. Chhabikumar S/o Ghasiram, Aged About 35 Years Caste Aghariya,
Occupation Agriculture, R/o Village Jhabad, Tahsil Baramkela, District
Raigarh, Chhattisgarh, District : Raigarh, Chhattisgarh
3. Munki Wd/o Ghasiram, Aged About 60 Years Caste Aghariya,
Occupation Agriculture, R/o Village Jhabad, Tahsil Baramkela, District
Raigarh, Chhattisgarh, District : Raigarh, Chhattisgarh
4. Sita Kumari D/o Ghasiram, Aged About 37 Years W/o Mohan, Caste
Aghariya, Occupation Agriculture, R/o Kanchanpur, Tahsil Baramkela,
District : Raigarh, Chhattisgarh
5. Neela Kumari D/o Ghasiram, Aged About 32 Years W/o Tejram, Caste
Aghariya, Occupation Agriculture, R/o Devarbhantha, Tahsil Saraipali,
District Mahasamund, Present Address Sunder Nagar Plot No. 541/8,
Behind Of Football House, In Front Of Lahar Beauty Parlor, Raipur,
Chhattisgarh
... Appellant(s)
versus

1. Savitri Bai Wd/o Ghasiram, Aged About 65 Years Caste Aghariya, R/o
Ramtek, Tahsil Sarangarh, District Raigarh, Chhattisgarh
2. State Of Chhattisgarh, Through The Collector, Raigarh, Chhattisgarh

... Respondent(s)

(Cause-title taken from Case Information System)
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For Appellant(s) : Mr. Saurabh Gupta on behalf of Mr. Saurabh
Sharma, Advocate

For Resp No. 1. : Mr. Manharan Sahu, Advocate

For Resp No. 2 . Mr. Lekhram Dhruw, PL

Hon'ble Shri Justice Bibhu Datta Guru

Judgment on Board

28/02/2026

1. The present Second appeal has been filed by the
defendantsbeing aggrieved by the impugned judgment and
decree dated 27.01.2017 passed by Additional District Judge,
Sarangarh, Raigarh C.G. in Civil Appeal No. 03A/2014 (Savitri Bai
Vs. Sitaram & Ors.) reversing the judgment and decree dated
20.12.2013 passed in Civil Suit No. 03A/2012 by the Trial Court
whereby dismissed the suit being barred by limitation.

2. The dispute was sent to mediation center of this Court for
mediation by order dated 23.01.2026. Pursuant to the same, both
the Parties appeared before the mediation center on 16.02.2026
& 23.02.2026 and the matter has been settled.

3. For the sake of convenience the mediation report dated

23.02.2026 is reproduced as under:-

“GHSTTT gF "

"I GEBR] & TG U3 K 37% laaiid Ggdid g% T, I e J
dfad 9a7 SA No. 242/2017 (Sitaram & Ors. V/s. Savitri Bai & Ors.) <
g FGRId FgHId & 71 FlF ST IHGTE FHidH [AUfT @l [RIT 7 qga 9ok &
3% 37 e [aare =T geen quf FgHld @ qre GHsar / [HUeKT &1 9T &
ST [T T & FEfT THTTE & FRATHT FGeedT Yddh & &/




4.

1. I8 &, 399 &bkl & T G ik & 86 122 §ahs & aig qi7 &
foed@ d 1/5 5 BTGT &7 FETRT HTHT T@T FHeoll TILT e & T 7
Faxare1 / GifaA & aiik @ are &rar 74 or, fG5d RErer ey 7 ae
IR 15T &I, [S&erT 75 et Ferarel / die-l a4 aegd f&ar o7
forg gv sdier @R 55 off gk FwRare! aie! @t 12% gabs &7 1/5 oar
feerrar i &7 faghl far T 81

2. gg fa, srdiaref] st darr aikg 7 guT srdier & AU & faeg araia
I T H FhHT Wgd 1391 8, 1998 gUF e & [ & sgar
FIRareHl Favardl &l 3 Bed @ 122 g @1 1/5 Bed @ oHiT @t
AT HARTT Gk F<Reia-1/ die-] @&l Ggad 81 3R 3G 1/5 e d 7
2% gehs are! & YA 3 aqet 19,00,000/- (3419 &g &) 37 @ T5Hq
89/ 19,00,000/- (34 @ &G3) =7 rarerd & [ & 45 faT & diaw
gre1 &1 77re srflereffror farm a@ikE 3

3. T &, srdlareffror Faware] / are Gifad &g & didd g7 vq g &
3G FERareH! Al aig # 5 & arq sdardier darm aikg Iqd
[Fa1eH, FRIBH, GGHIT sTla &H @9 FifaH! aiF idd seaer 7 ogd
7T & @it g 8§17 & arg srdiereffrer Harm aike 36d g AR @i
&Y 3G 7T H &I Hdh &1 [haTnH @97 3R 5 45T o7 971/

4. g5 [&;, sidiareffror 3R 45 Raq & 3iev Favare+t / aic1 et ais &
1/5 557 &1 225 gabs SiHIT &7 9aT 751 @7 dl Favare! / arel ifaAl ais
37 2% Uhs &l A4 & [ @aT B

SUIRT FAATF HR FRa1d]) Hu1 &eesT & Gk 3y Gebler & Gellg Ahe 5
GHZIIG &1 T AT Ted 8 FHH GlH] GEHIR] bl GEHId & HIR &l UEAR
3G 17 g% o} TgHT & 1 93w 7 § yar-ger & f@errss gereHr a7 fAare T8
&/

SITST IHY GEHR 311 &1 HHe! G ST} FeHla a1 3 Gt §Y JRk Fr7+47
F=T T, [FeraqR 7 &fdd Arae &l GHFT & e FaSr 194 &

FHTEIR U% HHIL e H TgHT &1

FYTTGET 5 GHSTIAT GF &1 Idl @ GeTT & §d Ticid & [T Bldeg & HRI-THT
7 & 75 at Ft 314 o] @ @ @esrgde TEHla §a f&qT et g, v
9 &g @ DR 197 T & IV 7 5 BRTET $ ATl & g1 T
THET7 & GHIT ST AT GeHld & TR §h-GeR 31 JTIRT 7 G &Y
[Asariaa faari

In view of the aforesaid compromise entered into between the
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parties, before the Mediation Centre 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 mediation report dated 23.02.2026.

The mediation report shall form part of the decree.

Consequently, a decree be drawn in terms of the mediation report
dated 23.02.2026. Parties shall remain bound by the terms and

conditions contained therein.

Sd/-
(Bibhu Datta Guru)
Judge
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