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HIGH COURT OF CHHATTISGARH AT BILASPUR

FA No. 172 of 2024

Shital Ram S/o0. Ram Bharosa Sahu Aged About 44 Years R/o. Village
- Rawa, Tahsil And District - Dhamtari (C.G.)
... Appellant
versus
1 - Raj Kumar Prajapati S/o. Banwari Lal Prajapati Aged About 45
Years R/o. Amapara Ward, Dhamtari, Tahsil And District - Dhamtari
(C.G))

2 - Smt. Rukhmani Bai Sahu (Deleted) As Per Hon'ble Court Order
Dated 23-06-2025

3 - Smt. Munga Bai W/o. Late Son Sai Sahu Aged About 45 Years R/o.
Village - Rawa, Tahsil And District - Dhamtari (C.G.)

4 - Ku. Devita D/o. Late Son Sai Sahu Aged About 18 Years R/o.
Village - Rawa, Tahsil And District - Dhamtari (C.G.)

5 - State Of Chhattisgarh Through The Collector, Dhamtari, District -
Dhamtari (C.G.)

... Respondent(s)
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(Cause title taken from CIS)

For Appellant : Shri Ashok Patil, Advocate.

For Respondent No. 1 : Shri Hemant Kumar Agrawal, Advocate
For Respondent No.3 &4 : None

For Respondent No. 5 : Shri Anand Gupta, Dy. Govt. Advocate.
For Proposed Respondent: Shri Rajendra Kumar, Advocate
Nos. 6 & 7 appears on behalf of Shri Shobhit

Koshta, Advocate

Hon’ble Shri Bibhu Datta Guru, Judge

Order on Board

20/01/2026

1. The present First appeal has been filed being aggrieved by the
impugned judgment and decree dated 16.08.2024 passed by
leaned District Judge, Dhamtari District: Dhamtari, C.G. in Civil
Suit No.01-A/2020 whereby the suit filed by the appellant/
plaintiff has been dismissed.

2, Pursuant to the order dated 05.01.2026, the matter was
referred to the Mediation Centre of this Court. As per the
mediation report, the parties appeared before the Mediation
Centre on 16.01.2026, and the dispute was amicably settled by
executing a settlement agreement on the same date before
the Mediation Centre.

3. Respondent No. 4 was present before the Mediation Centre
and stated that Respondent No. 3, Smt. Munga Bai, who is her

mother, had consented to the settlement. Today, Respondent
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No. 4, namely Devika, is present before this Court along with

the appellant Shital Ram. Respondent No. 4 has reiterated
before this Court that Respondent No. 3 had agreed to the
settlement, that she herself was present at the time of
settlement on behalf of her mother, and that both of them are
ready and willing to comply with the terms and conditions
enumerated in the settlement recorded by the Mediation
Centre of this Court.

For the sake of convenience the mediation report dated
06.01.2026 is reproduced as under:-

gusar U

"HERIAT Ufhdl & 31JFU UhRIUT & Hed Yehel U

TGerd T3 ORI hrs: BTG I AT, faeragr #

f&dier 13.01.2026 TWE 16.01.2026 @t IVIULT & T
mafsia frar i

gg fh, aiRmal wik-1 faerm @& 3ufRd,
gifdehTehdl shHich 4 Po afadr (Sfdenr) W IufRda da
grfAehTend shHieh-3 <iHHT Jam o1g bl 3R & ATfIehTendt
HHIh-4 o T (&fdenT) AT 8¢ Iufd|

gg foh, giRIcTeRaiTon g ITRaTdl & A% oY offf et

fare AT 3= AT & GH&T UhIuT shHich FA No.

172/2024 (Shital Ram Vs. Raj Kumar Prajapati)
e forar O R AFHR e gRT gAa18 ugld,

AT gg Il TATI




4

gg fh, Ivyguel & Ty femie 13.01.2026 ud
16.01.2026 ot FeRdT &Y T8 Srgd qHT gaff & A
U TeAfa ok I Aer g Weeygds yof ggafa
& 91y goft faaret iR FueRT = 9 3= Ul d=riRen
AeHe 4 faare &t T e Amfefed aaf o= aasitar gg
ggHd 8-

1. gg foh, IORardl ISHHR gsiufa grfeprehal

shHich-1 oAl 2,00,000/- (& ARG TUA) TTRAhThdT

shieh-3 it §am e @t 1,50,000/- (Th g

UIE g9k ®Ud)  gifAehlehd]  shHIh-4  <hl
1,00,000/- (Yeh IRg ¥UA) Pl A 4,50,000/-

(IR IIRE U9 oIk ©Ud) & fEHIE grue udeh &
o srem-stelT St gHars fafYy @t "
rTeTd eh GHET a4 8 9gHd o

2. gg f&, omer f&Aies 16.01.2026 & uylq
IHIUETT T Yeh gER hl Hufxl UR foheft UehR &1 ohid
1 fohd ST WR IWIUST AT §U T AT f&ieh
< gd IVguell 1 I Yeh gER & faeg I oA
foare d&fda g off g foelt oft =amrera A
377qT hig oY fArepraa fopelt Y e A Hr gt at 3 T
JTUAT-HUAT UehRoT 07 fdad & HiaR arud & o W)

HgHd gY 3R IWIUS Ueh-giR & fawg fordl off
IRITd H ohls Uehol Iad fd faare @ defaa
UK a1 |
I9TUL] 5 GHSAT Ul <hi dl & gHd & Td UTer oh g
hicag € TuSar usl # & 713 Ual ohl IgA STU-T T
Wegde Fgafd gd fomr ot gama, w1 ud oo &
epR forar a1 g1 IWIUE A 39 JHSAAT UF hl *1dl <hl
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U+ g 9HSH & UYTd U W Jghfd ¥ URER Udh-
TR @ IUfRfT A g&er &= [Awrfea foar faemagr

(golTo)”

2026:CGHC:3420

5. The disputes between the parties have been settled in
mediation. The mediation settlement is part of the records. In
the above circumstances, the present appeal is disposed of in
terms of the mediation settlement. The mediation settlement
shall form part of the judgment.

6. A decree be drawn accordingly.

Sd/-

(Bibhu Datta Guru)
Judge

Shoaib



