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HIGH COURT OF CHHATTISGARH AT BILASPUR

WPC No. 1037 of 2026
Rajesh Nishad S/o Rajendra Nishad Aged About 38 Years Presently Running A

Shop At Sanjay Complex Raigarh R/o Village Kaidi Muda, Ward No. 30
Raigarh Tahsil Raigarh District Raigarh (C.G.)
... Petitioner.
Versus
1. State Of Chhattisgarh Through Secretary, Department Of Urban
Administration R.N. S4-10, Maha Nadi Bhawan Mantralaya Atal Nagar-
Chhattisgarh 492002
2. The Collector Raigarh Collectorate Raigarh District Raigarh (C.G.)
3. The Municipal Corporation Raigarh Through The Commissioner Thana City
Kotwali Tahsil And District Raigarh (C.G.)

... Respondents.
(cause title downloaded from CIS Periphery)
For Petitioner : | Mr. N. K. Malaviya, Advocate.
For Res No.1 & 2 : | Mr. Vinay Pandey, Dy. AG.
For Res No.3 : | Mr. H. B. Agrawal, Senior Adv with Ms. Swati
Agrawal, Adwv.

(Hon’ble Shri Justice Naresh Kumar Chandravanshi)

Order on Board
18/03/2026

1. This Writ Petition under Article 226 of the Constitution of India has been

filed for the followings reliefs:-

"10.1 That, this Hon'ble Court may kindly be pleased to quash

the impugned orders i.e. Annexure P/1.
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10.2 That, this Hon'ble Court may kindly be pleased to suitably

direct the respondents to address/resolved the grievances of the

petitioner as raise in response dated 19.12.2025 Annexure-P/2.

10.3 That, this Hon'ble Court may kindly be pleased to further
direct the petitioner to consider his case as other similarly
situated persons case will be considered as per order passed on

16.03.2021 in WPC No0.1490/2021 (Vide Annex. P-5)

10.4 Any other relief/relief's which may deem fit and proper in

the facts and circumstances of the case may also be allowed."

Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that the petitioner operates a fruit
and vegetable shop under the name "Adarsh Fruit Company," located at
Sanjay Complex, inside Sabji Mandir, Raipur. He holds a registered license
for the business, which was recently renewed by the competent authority on
October 1, 2025 (Annexure-P/4). However, Respondent No. 3 (Municipal
Corporation Raigarh) issued an eviction notice on 11.11.2025 (Annexure-
P/1). The notice alleges that the petitioner’s shade is constructed in front of
a public toilet, which causes inconvenience to the public particularly women
in going to the said facility. The petitioner replied to said notice, stating that
the shop does not hinder access to the toilet and that his sole source of
income is depend on the said shop, however, his grievance was not
considered.

Counsel further submits that a similarly situated petitioner namely, Kailash
Jigyashi, previously filed a writ petition (WPC No01490/2021) and was
granted relief on 16.03.2021. In that case, the Commissioner of Municipal
Corporation Raigarh submitted an affidavit on 9.12 2020, assuring that such
vendors would be resettled either at their existing location or an appropriate
alternative place. Counsel prays that since this case is also covered by that

judgment the present petition be disposed of under the similar terms.
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4. Learned Senior Counsel for Respondent No. 3, the main contesting party, has

no objection if the present petition is disposed of in terms of WPC No.
1490,/2021 and WPC No. 678/2013.

5. A perusal of the order dated 16.03.2021 passed in WPC No. 1490/2021
reveals that the petitioner therein was an occupant of Sanjay Complex
operating a betel shop. The Co-ordinate Bench disposed of that writ petition,
holding that the petitioner (Kailash) shall be governed by the terms set forth
in the judgment dated 27.01.2021 passed in WPC No. 678/2013 and shall
comply with the concerned requisition.

6. Upon a perusal of the present case and considering the submissions made
counsel for the parties, it appears that the current matter is squarely covered
by the aforementioned cases. Here, it would be appropriate to quote the
order dated 16.03.2021 passed in WPC No. 1490/2021, which reads as

follows:

"1. Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that the petitioner is
occupant of Sanjay complex and was running a Betel Shop and he is
being paying the rent to the Municipal Corporation from time to time
including the tax and occupation charges. He would submit that
similarly like nature of petitioner filed a petition bearing WPC
No0.678/2013 and order has been passed by the coordinate bench on
27/01/2021. He submits that this case is squarely covered by the same
judgment and the petitioner would be the beneficiary under the said

order.

2. Order passed in WPC No0.678/2013 on 27/01/2021 is reproduced

herein below:-
“1. The present writ petition has been filed seeking for following
reliefs :-
“(i) The, the respondent authorities are bound to follow the

provisions of Act 2014 related to relocation and eviction of
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Vendors and the local authority on the recommendation of Town
Vending Committee be declared a zone or part of it to be a no
vending zone for any public purpose and relocate the venders
vending in the area. In such manner as prescribed in the sheme
and no street vender shall be relocated or eviction from the local
authority from the place without giving 30 days notice. The act of

respondent authorities evict from
place to place is arbitrary and provision of Act 2014.

(ii) That the respondent may be directed to allot the shops to the
petitioners and other existing vendors of Sanjay Complex,
Raigarh,after its Pakka construction on a reasonable subsidized

rate.

(iii) Any appropriate writ, direction or order may also kindly be
passed in favour of the petitioner, which this Hon'ble Court deems

fit in the circumstances of the cause.

(iv) That, the respondent authorities be directed to follow the
provision relating to regulation of venders by forming Town
Vending  Committee, thereafter registration of venders
identification of zone and finally allotment of the place to the
venders etc. and till the exercise is completed, the petitioners may
be allowed to do the working in the area, where they are already

doing the same.”

2. In a nutshell the petitioners are seeking for a direction of
allocation of shops in the Sanjay Complex which the Municipal
Corporation, Raigarh intends to build. Upon their being evicted
from the said site where the said complex is proposed to be
constructed. The petitioners have interim order in their favour in
operation since 2013 itself along with other bunch of writ
petitions. Pending the writ petition, the respondent Municipal
Corporation through an dffidavit by the Municipal Commissioner,
Raigarh on 09.12.2020 has given assurance that petitioners who

would be evicted from the site where
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the Sanjay Complex is proposed would be given a shop dfter it is
constructed and ready to allot subject to the petitioners accepting
the payment of rent and other payable dues for the said shop. The
allotment of the shop would be by way of lottery till the shops are
constructed, the persons who would be evicted would be given

alternative land to pursue with their business.

3. For ready reference the conditions put forth by the
Commissioner, Municipal Corporation Raigarh is reproduced
hereinunder :-

“1. I8 & 7T 9=a <IrIred u,7, [@aryy givr 8aad Re s 4
faiT# 03.12.2020 ®1 g #AIH<S HrYad # FIGiIv B A7 vT geer
TqT gHI @ [ 4 wEftra yward il S€dHT 3Idcd addArT sl
fR@arsy wit adarT 4 wsfl gael 4 &, 9% 9 gsR d gavr /gdHid
BT 31deT fdag gav & [Far G1daT sGHl wuv@r N HY UH ST
gedid 9] YF » HEFH W < BT IR fear waAr § forew® yrei Ig
erger gF QAT it ¥ET &/

2 ¥g [ 951y #rd'c srgdaed d werfod asoft fQear va s <gqardt
STl €T 7 @1 @eoil Wlud & 88 SUaEl ATGHIN gAdleerd adle ¥
gavT,/ b1 997 s @gaeenfoa fear T

3. g8 f& wgavegT fFd o v8 wsft faear,/oaarft 4 84 smEfea
ST AT GORT @ [F9107 ST &FTd 99 9meI-1 & 1$S ollgd & IR 376
giRie f~rar 77v A9 ¥rere gieT orar ST |

4. I8 & il Afed Sad Gorg #Aidc dryclad 7 adarT 7 fora o i gv
Fifdor 8 SUBT Heoll TIN Ulfeid (919 F7€ &l <1 gv 9% wWag
FrgcFd deofl 7T 7 yearg vq @i & g faafor g7 a& dafouds
ST ¥edd G¥ YT dErd &Yl 8T v & & Wy #Ardc dryedwd
weofl 7ol H1 fAHfor glar & 8% aggwiR dndcT gld & A7 §IRT 931
dalcgad w7 &l 8= wlsT 81T/

5 98 [& Gorg #AIdc srycadd Tsofl 8T &l g1 Al & 3<¥ JeIIHd
frafor @vrev 9 g9 gReY § [RIFIgeR &arrd Jod U9 [berar g &
qvelifoda,/ sudfed f&ar smaar)

6. I8 & el #t Rerfa 7 va Jaarfl &1 v& & 3ferad gavr,/gHiT &1
3rrgeT T8 fHar wirdar g

7. g8 (& ¥eIeT &1 S7dc SUASIAT & 3IJHIN BIST IT IST [HAT ST AHAT
v a9 TaeT 7 Fifasreal AT =Ty § @HET AABT Y
gega 781 [»ar Srdar @gife Fafafifor g7 ar gavr wier a1 T &8
gHar 81/
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8. g8 [ 7affifa g&r71 a1 GavT & ¥eIcl &I 3IFcT BT SfEBHIR TV
grferas 19 Y17 & T gREra 8191 |

9. I8 & GHIT /Ua~T &1 3dcT dredt Rivew & gl ford snadl ara+
8q =g gl 3V 9W ¥l I BT HIF AfIHIY TE BT a&r SwH
fodt gy &7 Tufcad & dT B sifSree 99 T8 8T v 99 sigeT
& faare &1 Rerfa 4 7vrv gifers g wrawre &1 fAofg sifaw va a1
81T @or 1= et gV FE=Iset 89T |

10. I8 & wasoft A1 wer @@ ar wil adarT 4 wsorendt 8 3% weorrfara &1
wlud & 9= gavr Ao v arrd gog va wifie arae (eerar ol
o gIRT (EfiRa wmiss ars1 @ sigwyq & a8l faerar fAEfRa faar
SITAIT foredT ETarT &+ &1 Icavgifdca dicdl &1 8T 3% 36 dqer
g 3 & EeT/fHerarrar | wafSa gwarde 89 [Aeurfed avar
gHIT |

11. I8 f& 3o goie gssft [earen & sifalR«d o adarT seareEmdt &8
N Srger @wewr [T ®l wlgd & WM @UsT GBI/ Al GBI
/IS g1fe &1 & 876 SUBT lfrd Jod ATRRIa Jria fHerar it
o gIeT EfRa igs @1 @ 3igwy 819 g8t faverar fAefRa fbar
SITRT foredT qrard &+ &1 Scav<ificd snafedt &l 89T 3% g9 waeT
H 31erir | 31T,/ BT & adfera qedrdor 89 fsgrfed & 8Ty
12. J% f& sn§fea gara,/gavr ddl  Reifa g1, gv spafedr 8 aafaara
wY & 3YAT JIdrT BT 3V a8 [t Hf 3=y Ffda, are 9w aRarw &1
ey gl T 8l 94 S8BT Heull [T daw T fd9r vrd @
SU—fHYRITIN & ®wY H IT 371 T8 G@l9Ar| Ife WP FIRT IH IUd BT
Soare fear sirar 8 @l 9% uifard A9 r99¢ &1 dchiad deoll araey
a= &1 3iferere 8Ty

13. ¥8 & W srydaa wssfl a8t &1 afkera 71 & fAafor & &7
gydifad e it dgv [Far 797 8 99 9 YUY B Are ol AT
OIT YT & Wl 2197 Y5 & 317 & ®wY d HIT SI1d7 |

4. Given the said undertaking by the learned Commissioner of the
Municipal Corporation, Raigarh, this Court is of the opinion that
prima facie grievance of the petitioners or the relief sought for by
the petitioners seems to be redressed. In view of the same the writ
petition at this juncture stands disposed of directing the petitioner
to vacate the said property in their possession within seven days
from the notice which the Corporation would issue to the
petitioners dfter the Corporation decides to start the construction.
Any construction which the Municipal Corporation intends to raise

at the said site would be subject to the necessary sanction,
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approval and authority of the concerned under various laws

governing the field.

5. It is also submitted by the learned counsel for the petitioner that
proposed site temporarily been given to the petitioners as of now
on vacating the present premises his quite far from the town and
there business would get adversely hampered due to this. The
counsel for the petitioner submits that there are sufficient spaces
available within the nearby vicinity from where the petitioners can
operate their business temporarily. On this issue this Court is of
the opinion let petitioners propose suitable alternative site to the
Commissioner, Municipal Corporation Raigarh who in turn shall
explore the possibility of locating the petitioners at the said place
or at any other suitable site and appropriate decision be taken in
this regard. The Corporation also is expected to ensure that the
construction of the shopping complex is done at the earliest so as
to ensure that petitioners would be able to get relocated at the
same place and resume their business at the earliest.
6. With the aforesaid observations, the writ petition stands
disposed of.”

3. Learned counsel for the Municipal Corporation would submit that

the cause of the petitioner is governed by the judgement which is

rendered supra.

4. In view of such fact, it is directed that the petitioner shall also be
governed by terms set forth in the judgement dated 27/01/2021 passed
in WPC No.678/2013 and shall comply with the requisition.

5. Accordingly, the petition stands disposed of."
In light of the aforementioned judgments and considering the grievance of
the petitioner, it is apparent that the issues raised in this petition have
already been addressed by the Co-ordinate Bench in the two cases cited
above. It is also undisputed that the petitioner’s case is at par with those in

the earlier writ petitions.
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8. Accordingly, this writ petition is disposed of in terms of the order date&

16.03.2021 passed in WPC No. 1490/2021 and order dated 27.01.2021

passed in WPC No. 678/2013. Respondent No. 3 is directed to redress the
petitioner’s grievance in accordance with the terms of those orders.

9. Furthermore, it is directed that until the petitioner’s grievance is redressed in
light of the aforesaid orders, no coercive action shall be taken against the
petitioner by Respondent No. 3 in respect of the eviction notice dated
11.11.2025 (Annexure-P/1).

10. With the aforesaid observation, this writ petition is disposed of.

Sd/-

(Naresh Kumar Chandravanshi)
Judge

Ajay



