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HIGH COURT OF CHHATTISGARH AT BILASPUR

WP227 No. 1270 of 2025

1 - Smt. Seema Khandelwal W/o Late Shri Prabhudayal Khandelwal Aged
About 60 Years R/o North Avenue Apartment, Uslapur Main Road, Tehsil
Sakri, District Bilaspur C.G.(Applicant No. 1)

2 - Smt. Shweta Khandelwal W/o Late Shri Deepak Khandelwal Aged About
41 Years R/o North Avenue Apartment, Uslapur Main Road, Tehsil Sakri,
District Bilaspur C.G.(Applicant No. 2)

3 - Krishika Khandelwal D/o Late Shri Deepak Khandelwal Aged About 20
Years R/o North Avenue Apartment, Uslapur Main Road, Tehsil Sakri, District
Bilaspur C.G.(Applicant No. 3)

4 - Vanshika Khandelwal D/o Late Shri Deepak Khandelwal Aged About 15
Years Minor Is Represented Through Her Mother Being The Natural
Guardian, Smt. Shweta Khandelwal, W/o Late Shri Deepak Khandelwal,
Aged About 41 Years, R/o North Avenue Apartment, Uslapur Main Road,
Tehsil Sakri, District Bilaspur C.G.(Applicant No. 4)

... Petitioner(s)

versus

1 - Bhupendra Singh (Died) Through Lrs As Per Hon'ble Court Order Dtd. 15-
07-2026
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1.1 - Gagandeep Singh Tib, Son Of Shri Maninder Singh Tib, Aged About 39
Years Resident Of Opposite Minocha Colony, Mungeli Road, Bilaspur (C.G.)

1.2 - Sapandeep Singh Tib Son Of Shri Maninder Singh Tib, Aged About 39
Years Resident Of Opposite Minocha Colony, Mungeli Road, Bilaspur (C.G.)

2 - State Of Chhattisgarh Through The Collector, Bilaspur, Collectorate,
Nehru Chowk, Bilaspur, District Bilaspur C.G. (Respondent No. 2)

3 - Smt. Dipti Khandelwal W/o Shri Sanjay Khandelwal, D/o Late Shri
Prabhudayal Khandelwal R/o House No. 27, New Khanna City, Bullepur
Road, District Ludhiyana, Punjab (Incorrectly Mentioned As Chhattisgarh)
(Applicant No. 5)

4 - Smt. Manisha Vadera W/o Shri Satish Vadera, D/o Late Shri Prabhudayal
Khandelwal R/o Hill View Colony, House No. 6, Bicholi Mardana, Indore,
Madhya Pradesh (Applicant No. 6)

... Respondent(s)
For Petitioner(s) : Mr. Amrito Das, Senior Advocate alongwith Mr.
Shreyansh Mehta, Advocate
For Respondents No. 1(A) : Mr. Amit Soni, Advocate
& (B)
For Respondent No.2 : Mr. Ghanshyam Kashyap, Dy. Govt. Advocate

For Respondents No. 3 & 4 : None though served

(Hon’ble Shri Justice Ravindra Kumar Agrawal, J.)

Order on Board

21/07/2026

1. Heard.

2. Present is a writ petition filed by the petitioners under Article 227 of the
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Constitution of India against the impugned order dated 19.06.2025
passed by Chhattisgarh Board of Revenue, Bilaspur in case No.
RN/02/R/A-06/22/2025 whereby the revision filed by the petitioners as

well as respondents No. 3 and 4 has been dismissed.

Learned counsel for petitioners would submit that pursuant to the order
dated 16.12.2014 passed by the Co-ordinate Bench of this Court in
Writ Petition No.1022/2002 and mutation proceeding was initiated by
the Tehsildar, Bilaspur for mutation of the name of the Bhupendra
Singh (deceased respondent No.1), thereafter, the Tehsildar has
passed an order on 23.03.2015 directing for mutation of the name of
deceased respondent No.1 Bhupendra Singh over the land of 0.75
Acre of Khasra No. 205/15 situated at village — Uslapur, Patwari Halka
No. - 45, Tehsil — Takhatpur, District — Bilaspur and 0.25 Acre land of
the said Khasra number in the name of Rajesh Kumar. The objector
Prabhudayal Khandelwal filed the appeal against the order dated
23.03.2015 passed by the Tehsildar before the SDO(Revenue), Kota.
In the appeal filed by the objector, a compromise was taken place
between the objector and deceased respondent No.1 Bhupendra Singh
and on the basis of said compromise, the appeal filed by the objector
was disposed of vide order dated 02.02.2016. Against that order dated
02.02.2016, the deceased respondent No.1 Bhupendra Singh filed a
Second Appeal before the Commissioner, Bilaspur Division. The said
Second Appeal was allowed by the Commissioner, Bilaspur Division
vide order dated 27.12.2024 and the order passed by the
SDO(Revenue), Kota was set aside. During pendency of the Second

Appeal before the Commissioner, Bilaspur Division, the objector
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Prabhudayal Khandelwal had expired and his legal heirs were brought
on record. The legal heirs of the Prabhudayal Khandelwal had
challenged the order dated 27.12.2024 passed by the Commissioner,
Bilaspur Division before the Chhattisgarh Board of Revenue by filing
their revision. The said revision filed by the legal heirs of the objectors
has been dismissed by the Board of Revenue vide order dated

19.06.2025 which is under challenge in the present writ petition.

Learned counsel for the petitioner would further submit that during
pendency of the present writ petition, the present respondent No.1
Bhupendra Singh has been died and his legal heirs have been
substituted in the present writ petition. Where the parties have entered
into a compromise with respect to the subject property and deed of the
compromise was executed on 02.06.2026 and without going into merits
of the case, the present writ petition may be disposed of in the terms of
the compromise arrived at between the parties, copy of the deed of
compromise dated 02.06.2025 has also been annexed by the petitioner
on 15.06.2026 alongwith an application for issuance of appropriate
directions supported by an affidavit of petitioner No.1 Seema
Khandelwal. He would further submit that the petitioner No.2 has also
filed her affidavit in support of the compromise on her own behalf and
on behalf of petitioner No.4 who is her minor daughter. He would also
submit that petitioner No.3 also filed her affidavit in support of the
compromise arrived at between the parties on 20.07.2026, and
therefore, since the parties have already settled their dispute, the
present writ petition may be disposed of in the terms of the

compromise.
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On the other hand, learned counsel for the respondent No.1(A) and (B)
have not disputed the terms of compromise and he too is willing to
dispose of the present writ petition in terms of the compromise arrived
at between the parties and he would also submit that the legal heirs of
Bhupendra Singh would not pursue the order passed by the
Commissioner, Bilaspur Division and they will act upon the compromise

arrived at between the parties in its terms.

| have heard learned counsel for the parties and perused the material

annexed with the writ petition.

Since the parties have entered into compromise and executed a deed
of compromise on 02.06.2026 and both of them willing to dispose of
the present writ petition under the terms of compromise, it would be
necessary to notice here the said terms of compromise in the present

order which reads as under :-

“1. Jg f@ IS 3GATYY G2aR] §oabT Fa7 26 (T4T45) 77 FBeT
dEHIT U [Aeb1 @V8 F@TYR TTH G=1dd IHATYR fGeTT [Ty
(Boio) H yfF T T 205/135 ¥Bar 0.45 yas (0.182
BRI I8 BT 8 [T srgea e 7a< 12 FoT ©iie 7a¢ 97
81 JT 7 % 7 6 deil §a 30 Heplsl (Geic)) @ IqrdH-C bl
[Aafor aref ga~g erurdd- & T & ggr &Hids 02 & gia @iha
Tyl TUSAdreT & GRT 39 g+ @i H Beel & 1357 8g
SFaGTde FqIoiT & 7T 79T 971 KT HUIeHC & Tddh IT 7 5
TS (i) Ela7 et 30 Geic 81 673 & 15 Geic &7 [3sa
ST &l THEGIT @USeTare] RT 34+ flg= &iel H [ar o
GHT &, [G177 [3a%0T 39 FHHI% 39 HHR 6, Feic &Hie 101, 103,

104, 105, 201, 202, 203, 204, 205, 301, 302, 401, 402,
403, g5 501 G3g a7 7 g7 15 Geicl &7 [ @47 oirr 9 8

fo7d FHie 59 TR & T &Hie 102, 303, 304, 305, 404,
405, 502, 503, 504, 505, 601, 602, 603, 604, gg 605 |
gaHrT 8 3T e gag HuieH< @1 AN lgdid g FiAr
TGUSTTIT & TIT &/

2. J§ I3 7o T & faar & arar &g Ya= 19 faar e
&8 GRT 37 Saerter d, SiarT sgiaarhia sifderd @it gRT
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T FleT FHIE 21/A/2015-16 # giRg wky fa7ia
02.02.2016 & [d&g a7 Frged =rgierd 7 lgdid FdicT
FHIH 99/3-06/2022-23 Tegad @l ol GG e 7 &ia
27.12.2024 &} GIRT SI1Ger & GTEIR G- JakT Y & Iorg
9T 7 YU=% [Gg 7 =T T4 &5t BT o471 S5 Fgard ZIkT
TIRT 1RSI & [A%eg 11T T&r TaT @uscrdrer §a I&ahl giad,
gifagl ge §g GIRT HeGd GTHET Sida GF SiHT Tored Hsel
GRT [&7ia5 19.06.2025 &1 A% & 1347 74T &7/ Ieciea+1a & far
yi% 98 &7 717 &5f 817 & qd Ia7 JIF & T g8 Far
I HTGBR] FIeT GRT TIRT F1T fa-iar 02.02.2016 &
GHTEIR G G5t geil ST XaT U7/

3. g fa5 TG T5eT ZIRT GIRT FaT 313<T la-iar 19.06.2025 T
&ZlIT Gla7 ST T8 v 3T TGRaIR & 3= Ta&gl &1 3k I
HIAAT S<1876 3= ~91erd & GHE Yeh R Fifdar ss Ul 227
T 1270 3% 2025 "SFd1 HaT @uderaies T o [a%eg Yu=
5" méga &1 78 & &7l & ad#r7 3 &lda 81

4. g [& araa sdiaine T Jrgiad & GHer a7 Re Jifder
oTaT @ G181 a7 19.02.2026 &1 9= 85 &1 g 61 75 &1

5. I & yd= 7 [AgarT 9, 517 og diaerer 7 el 3T
GUld & Gael 7 g Yol Hf<< [Ag & Gal T4 Geor & 19
TR GHIGTHT [FSG1ad @ faar o7/

6. Tg [& TFHT 7 TG §F [GAT T8 & HeT TIH FGATGR
R 3a 9f7 foe w7 & aref gag sraidd< f[Afda 8 & daer 7
T & FIE] AT TeHla & Weesrqdan ISH-rET 81 7T 81
FHY G& & Heg §Y ISHIHT & AR U7 T1ef ga=g U< &
G &1 GHT Sl & i g & 917 W) off, 39 W g4 da<
FqIex Tl d 31T T&r & Sfeucy 4 o, 3GehT Rad Jfeacy fgdia
g&f 2T JekT a-C Faie? FIRTHY T Gy &l & far a7 81

7. I8 13 FuRierd & Sicrar 39T g&f 7 [@arg &1 [AxIer Jrad 7
R 8Y Ig TF 13597 8, 15 HIFAT I =1a1erd & GHET &Afad Re
FTfAeT 5 TGERTOT T T YU= 198 & a4 gidi7el & & 8 &5t
I §Y 5 IR T ST e A H&gd [adr Siai far
THUT 8 Feci@d YiF & Iord HfHGE & TIH GEIT ST T4
AeTifod &<d g7 Re it Tegasaiior/ [T ger &1 T4 &5
137 57181 FIT 3T HTER TIH G5t §17 & T1e lg AT g& ZieT Aref
gadg ITIEH< BT Beic FHHIE 304. TUYH GE @ TH G HaRd
fabar ST (GG Gaer 7 Saeor a7 & Ter GeTuT ZIRT J8 1547
ST ToTed AT dHIE 21/A/2015-16 F &l ff yig g
GRT "G SFIa4ria sifear, @ier, [Ser fdarge & aaer
[ 21.01.2016 &} 571 ITSHA-THT 3ide TF T TF Tled Tegd




7

1391 T o1, 39 TR G% & SgIayrhg SifdErn] Fgled GRT
&7l 02.02.2016 @i Sjfaq @< GIRT faar /T o 39
TSHATHT HEGTTH & SFER GIRT 31T @i &bk &ed §Y faare
giatafa, srefq meam gerror 7 Eeergdae & faar 81 vgaRl 7
f3TTIYR GIRT faiar 02.02.2016 &1 GIRa SHTa<r &7 gierT &< &T
30T faar 81 Iukiaaigar THHETETIT dTid 02.02.2016 @
13T BT G e & [AY 3ifad &7 & TgHT 8 3 59 ZRT
faier 02.02.2016 & 3733 & are 541 o grmet &t it 7 a8r7
& faidr 02.02.2016 & arar 7 sff yi= g grT &1 7% ardfier
S o aregT & 1359 73 14 o @@ & dag 7 ot [t o
TR @1 &5 @] 7 13 5 8 TeHd 81 FURIFA IR TIH
g&ry, f3ier 02.02.2016 &1 HI7T Fia9rha FfaarR} aler
[T RTrayR g7 ITorg il @Hid 21/9201516 3 giRT
133 & 15 TRg 1354 T3 37T 137 @i arae7 &+ 7 a7 3d 81

8. g f& 37 ISimEr & gRder 4 gl ger 3 mraHig 3=7
T & GHE R Re Fifder 3 aarRdr gae TfrET

HGGTTH G @ B HIGqeh HIAale] B0 TUT TTHGETIT
1A% FTdarsl 7 gaitd GegiT garT &7/

9. Tg [@ JerT ISHIAT & GRUST H TH 78 IHeATYY H I8 H
@ Tref ga=g Fuidd-e 4 [T 98 va F= Eangal & @eol 4
& P15 GXTLT IT FTENT I T5T BT/

10. Jg I3 39T 987 & 7eg Jg T 1=74T 3777 fa-ier 02.06.2026
Pl g1 G&r 77~ Rl 7 GiT gHsie? Y8 GHsIHY Taig] bl
IR 7 379 319+ 5ET1ER 7 FT9T  [Fgriea faar 1"

Accordingly, in view of the compromise arrived at between the parties,
as evidenced by the Deed of Compromise dated 02.06.2026, and the
affidavits filed by the respective parties supporting the same, and since
learned counsel appearing for the parties have jointly submitted that
the dispute has been amicably resolved and have prayed for disposal
of the present writ petition in terms thereof, without entering into the
merits of the controversy involved in the case, the present writ petition
stands disposed of in terms of the compromise arrived at between the

parties.
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The parties shall remain bound by the terms and conditions of the said
compromise and shall act in accordance therewith. It is, however, made
clear that this Court has not expressed any opinion on the merits of the
claims of either party. It is further observed that in the event any dispute
arises in relation to the implementation or enforcement of the terms of
the compromise, or if any occasion so arises in future, it shall be open
to the respective parties to avail such remedy as may be available to

them in accordance with law before the appropriate forum.

10. No order as to costs.

Sumit

Sd/-

(Ravindra Kumar Agrawal)
JUDGE
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