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1. Issue raised in this application is cutting of trees planted in Khasra no. 387,
388 and 389 as mentioned in the application in District Panna without any
statutory permission from the competent authorities and as alleged the
administration is constructing pathway in the green belt area.
2. The contention of the Applicant are that recently, the District Administration
installed various barricades alongside this forest area and when it was
enquired from the official concerned, it was informed that the natural nallah
existing in this green belt area is being concretized and further a road is likely
to be constructed in the middle of the green belt area.
3. There are heritage water bodies existing within this green belt area with 2 stop
dams and a natural nallah/water body which act as feeder to the full grown
trees existing nearby and the wildlife habitats residing in this zone. Jackals
and wild boars are amongst the most common species of wildlife in this green
belt zone.
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4. The matter was taken up on 08th November, 2021 by this Tribunal and a Joint
Committee was constituted consisting (i) Collector, Panna, (ii) Divisional Forest
Officer (DFO), (iii) One representative of State Pollution Control Board, and
(iv) Chief Executive Officer, Nagar Palika Parishad, Panna with the directions
to visit the site and submit the Factual and Action Taken Report. The
Committee visited the site and submitted the report which is as follows:
“mijksDr

lfefr }kjk fnukad 03-12-2021 dks izdj.k dh tkap dh xbZ ;kfpdk esa
mYysf[kr fcUnqvksa ij lfefr }kjk tkap ds nkSjku ik;s x;s rF;ksa dh tkudkjh
fuEukuqlkj gS %&
izdj.k esa of.kZr LFkku ij isM+ dkVusa ds vkjksi yxk;s x;s gSa] fdUrq mDr
LFky ij fujh{k.k vkokxeu gsrq dVhyh >kfM+;ksa dks iz'kklu }kjk gVk;k x;k
ftlesa dsoy dVhyh >kfM+;ksa dks gVk;k x;k gS] fdlh Hkh o`{k dks iz'kklu }kjk
{kfr ugha igqapkbZ xbZ] uk gh dkVk x;kA
2- mDr ukyksa dks tks fd LVsV VkbZe ls fufeZr fdyfdyk QhMj dk Hkkx gS]
ftlls /keZlkxj Hkjus ,oa Hkjko ds mijkar 'ks'k ty dks fdy&fdyk unh esa
tksM+us gsrq mi;ksx esa yk;k tkrk jgk gS] fdUrq ukys dk fu;fer la/kkj.k u gksu
ls {kfrxzlLr gks x;k gS] ftlls mlesa ty Hkjko gks jgk gSA orZeku esa xanh
mRiUu gks jgh gS ftles Msxa w@eysfj;k ds ePNj mRiUu gks jgs gSa] ftlesa
vkl&ikl ds jgokfl;ksa esa chekfj;ksa dh jksdFkke ,oat y Hkjko dks jksus ds fy;s
uxj ikfydk iUuk }kjk mDr ukys dks iqu% fufeZr fd;k tk jgk gSA ftlesa fdlh
Hkh o`{k dh dVkbZ izLrkfor ugha dh xbZ gSA
3- ukys ds lekukarj 'kkldh; Hkwfe dk mi;ksx iwoZ esa fdyfdyk unh rd
igqap ekxZ ds :i esa mi;ksx esa yk;k tkrk Fkk] ftlesa orZeku esa edksbZ] [ktwj
ckal ,oa dVhys >kM+ >DdM+ gksus ls jkLrk ckf/kr gks x;k gS] orZeku esa mDr Hkwfe
ij fdlh Hkh izdkj ds Qynkj o`{k ugha gSa ,oa tks orZeku esa o`{k gSa mudks
lajf{Kr dj ukxfjdksa ds ?kweusa gsrq ikFk&os dk fuekZ.k ,oa nksuksa vksj uohu
o`{kkjksi.k] fjDr Hkwfe ij ikdZ fuekZ.k ,oa xzhu tksu rFkk ykbZfVax o lkSn;kZdj.k
dk dk;Z lfEefyr fd;k x;k gSA
mDr fujh{k.k izfrosnu vfxe dk;Zokgh gsrq laiszf"kr gSA
1-

vuqfoHkkxh; vf/kdkjh ¼jktLo½
vuqfoHkkx iUuk
ftyk iUuk

ou ifj{ks=kf/kdkjh
mRrj ou e.My iUuk
ftyk iUuk

rglhynkj
rglhy iUuk
ftyk iUuk

ofj"B mi;a=h
uxj ikfydk ifj"kn iUuk
ftyk iUuk

eq[; uxj ikfyd vf/kdkjh
uxj ikfydk ifj"kn iUuk
ftyk iUuk

jlk;uK
e-iz- iznw"k.k fu;a=.k cksMZ
lkxj
2

lgk;d ;a=h
uxj ikfydk ifj"kn iUuk
ftyk iUuk

m|ku i;kZos{kd
uxj ikfydk ifj"kn iUuk
ftyk iUuk”

5. In response to the Joint Committee report, the applicant had filed certain
objections that the true facts had not been placed before this Tribunal by the
Joint Committee and the facts that trees have been fell in large numbers and
land has been cleared using heavy machinery such as JCB have not been
depicted in the report. It has further been submitted that the area where the
Nallah was built during the Estate Times was a stop-dam, built for the
purpose of groundwater recharge as Panna has always been a water deficient
area, and the drain was never a feeder for the Kill-Killa River or to fill
Dharamsagar.
6. Learned counsel appearing for the Respondents No. 1 and 2 have filed the
reply and contended that the petition has been filed malafide, to grab the
public land and further submitted that the matter was raised before Hon’ble
the High Court of Madhya Pradesh in Writ Petition No. 22808 of 2021 vide
order dated 28.10.2021 ordered, which is as follows:
“Jabalpur, Dated : 28-10-2021
Mr. Shashank Shekhar Dugwekar with Mr. Himanshu Mishra,
Advocates for the petitioner.
Mr. Prashant Singh, learned Advocate General for the
respondent/State.
This petition has been filed seeking for a direction to the
respondent/State not to take any coercive action against the
petitioner and other consequential reliefs. An application under
Order 6 Rule 17 of C.P.C. has also been filed seeking
amendments in the pleadings.
Primarily, it is contended that the respondents/State in the
guise of the property of the petitioner that has been partly
acquired is attempting to demolish certain structures over which
the State has no authority.
The

learned

Advocate

General

appearing

for

the

respondent/State submits that State will not take any action
3

which it is not authorized in law to do and certain extent of land
has already been acquired and award has been passed.
Therefore, State is entitled to act in accordance with law with that
extent of land over which it has absolute jurisdiction.
Under these circumstances, we do not find any ground to
interfere with the same except to observe that all actions of the
State will be within the four corners of law.
Writ petition is disposed off.”
7. Learned counsel for the Respondent has further argued that some part of land
has already been acquired and award has been passed. Therefore, the State is
proceeding to act in accordance with law in public interest. Another petition no.
22287 of 2021 was filed before Hon’ble High Court of Madhya Pradesh at
Jabalpur and the court vide order dated 18.10.2021 passed the order as
follows:

“Date: 18.10.2021 :
Shri Shashank Shekhar, learned Sr. Advocate with Shri
Himanshu Mishra, Advocate for the petitioner.
Shri Pushpendra Yadaw, learned Addl. Advocate General for
respondents/State.
Heard through video conferencing.
The petitioner has filed the present petition seeking direction to
the effect that the respondents be restrained to dispossess her
from the land bearing Khasra No.387 area 1.113 Hect.; Khasra No.
388 area 1.044 Hect.; and Khasra No.389 area 0.930 Hect.
situated in Panna District. According to the petitioner, a lease of
the above Govt. land was granted for tree plantation vide order
dated 7.4.1994 passed by the Tehsildar and thereafter the
petitioner had planted various trees. There are water bodies in it
and now the Municipal Council Panna is trying to cut the trees with
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the help of revenue authorities, hence they are liable to be
restrained.
Learned senior counsel appearing for the petitioner submits
that vide order dated 7.12.2016 passed by the Revenue Board in
Case No.2759/2013 the proceedings initiated u/s. 248(1) of the
M.P. Land Revenue Code had been set aside.
On the other hand, learned Addl. Advocate General appearing
for respondents/State, submits that the petitioner has suppressed
the material fact that for the same relief, civil suit - RCSA
No.41/2021 has already been filed by the petitioner before Second
Civil Judge, Panna and in which the application for temporary
injunction has been rejected. Learned Addl. Advocate General
further submits that Revision No.2759/2013 was filed against
order dated 10.7.2013 in respect of land bearing Survey Nos. 280,
281, 282 and 286/1. For the land in question i.e. Survey Nos. 387,
388 and 389, separate proceedings were initiated against which
Revision No.1889/2013 was filed before the Board of Revenue and
the same has been dismissed vide order dated 10.7.2013.
Therefore, the petitioner has not approached this Court with clean
hands and placing reliance over the order passed in different case.
He prays for time to file all those orders in this petition.
Permission is granted to the learned Addl. Advocate General to
file all the aforesaid documents.
The petitioner is also directed to file an affidavit as to why the
aforesaid facts have not been disclosed in this petition. If it is
found that this petition has been filed by suppressing material
facts as well as incorrect documents, then appropriate cost shall be
imposed on the petitioner.
Since there is an issue about maintainability of this petition
and the allegation of suppression of facts are to be examined, no
case for grant of interim relief is made out at this stage. The interim
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relief shall be considered after filing of the reply and affidavit of
the petitioner.
List on 22.10.2021.”
8. The matter was again taken up on 22.10.2021 by Hon’ble High Court of
Madhya Pradesh at Jabalpur and was finally disposed of as dismissed as
follows:
“Jabalpur, Dated : 22-10-2021
Heard through Video Conferencing.
Shri Shashank Shekhar, Senior Advocate with Shri Naveen Dubey,
Advocate for the petitioner.
Shri Pushpendra Yadav, Additional Advocate General for the
respondents/State.
At the threshold, learned counsel for the petitioner tenders
unconditional apology for the mistake committed by the petitioner.
He urges that the mistake was bona fide, therefore, it may be
condoned. He also seeks withdrawal of the petition tendering
unconditional apology for suppressing the material information
before this Court.
On the other hand, learned Additional Advocate General raises
serious objection and submits that in the existing circumstances,
the permission for withdrawal of the petition cannot be granted
and if it is to be granted, then an exemplary cost should be
imposed upon the petitioner.
Considering the facts and circumstances of the case and
looking to the unconditional apology tendered by the learned
counsel for the petitioner resting assured that in future such
mistake shall not be repeated, permission for withdrawal of the
petition is granted subject to payment of cost of Rs.2,000/(Rupees Two Thousand) to be deposited by the petitioner with the
M.P. State Legal Services Authority, Jabalpur clarifying that
dismissal by withdrawing the petition would not prejudice the right
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of the petitioner if it is defended by availing any other remedy.
Petition is dismissed”.

9. Contention of the learned counsel for the respondents, is that the matter with
regard to the litigation of plantation of trees or acquisition or possession or
the action of the State authorities for constructing the road for the public
path or managing the nala for proper discharge of the water has been raised
by the litigants/petitioner before the Hon’ble High Court and was finally
heard, decided and dismissed, thus, the matter cannot be again raised before
this Tribunal.
10.

It has further been submitted by the learned counsel appearing for the
respondent that the land which is under encroachment and possession of
unauthorized person, must be subjected to removal of encroachment by
unauthorized person and must be taken into account by the state
administration for public purposes.

11.

It is further submitted that the Government of Madhya Pradesh Department
of Urban Development & Housing

has

issued

directions

is remove

encroachments and utilize the land for public purposes as follows:i)

It should be ensured that once a land is set free from
encumbrance/encroachments

it

shall

not

be

encroached/illegal possessed again therefore, it would be
necessary that the said land shall be secured by raising
fencing or boundary wall and it should be kept under
continuous surveillance.
ii)

There is a possibility of re-encroachment on the vacant land
thus, to utilize these lands a work plan should be prepared for
allotment of land and special preference be given for the
residential schemes of weaker section of society in the urban
areas.

iii) As per the requirement to strengthen the urban utility services
public parking, public toilets, officers of local bodies or any
other features which may increase the urban facilities should
be given preferences.
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iv) It is observed that with the development of towns, there is
substantial decrease in the green belt in urban areas,
therefore,

the

lands

which

are

set

free

from

encumbrances/encroachments, special attention be given to
develop public parks upon these lands. The copy of the
circular dated 22.12.2021 is marked and filed.

12.

In compliance thereof the local/ district administration initiated the removal
of encroachment of the public land from the encroachers/mafias as stated
above.

13.

The notification issued by the State of M.P. dated 22.12.2021 is reproduced
as under :-

“dzekad

3489@2507@2021@18&3

Hkksiky] fnukad 22-12-2021

izfr]
1 dysDVj ¼leLr½
e/; izn’s k

2 vk;qDr¼leLr½
uxjikfydk fuxe e/; izn’s k

3 eq[; uxjikfydk vf/kdkjh]
¼leLr½ ] uxjikfydk fuxe]
e/; izn’s k

4 eq[; dk;Zikyu vf/kdkjh ¼leLr½]
fodkl izkf/kdj.k ,oa fo’ks"k {ks= fodkl
izkf/kdj.k
e/; izn’s k

fo"k; % Hkw&ekfQ;k ds fo:} pyk, tk jgs vfHk;ku esa eqDrHkwfe ds mi;ksx ds lac/a k esa A
fo"k;kUrxZr ekuuh; eq[;ea=h th }kjkfnukad 29-11-2021 dks vk;ksftr dfe’uj&dysDVj
dkUQzl
sa esa fn, x, funsZ’kksa ds dze es afunsZf’kr fd;k tkrk gS fd jkT; ’kklu }kjk
Hkw&ekfQ;k ds fo:} pkyk, tk jgs vfHk;ku ds vUrxZr uxjh; {ks=ks aes aeqDr djkb ZxbZ Hkwfe
dks lqjf{kr j[kus ds laca/k es afuEukuqlkj vko’;d dk;Zokgh dh tk, %&
1-1
;g lqfuf’pr fd;k tk, fd ,d ckj vfrdze.k ls eqDr djkbZ xbZ Hkwfe ij iqu%
vfrdze.k @voS/k dCts dh fLFfr fufeZr u gks A bl gsr qvko’;d gksxk fd bl Hkwfe dk
sQfsa lax ;k ckm.Mªhoky cuk dj lqjf{kr fd;k tk, ,o abl ij lrr fuxjkuh j[kh tk, A
1-2
Hkwfe fjDr jgus ij iqu% vfrdze.k gksus dh laHkouk cuh jgrh gS vr% bu Hkwfe;ksa
ds mi;ksx gsrq ,d dk;Z ;kstuk rS;kj dj Hkwfe vkcafVr dh tk, A blesa fo’ks"k izkFkfedrk
’kgjh xjhcksa ds vkokl dh ;kstukvks d
a ks nh tk, A
1-3
vko’;d vuq:Ik uxjh; lsokvks adks lqn`<+ djus ds fy, ifCyd ikfdZx] lqyHk
’kkSpky;] fudk; ds dk;kZy; ;k vU; ,slh lajpuk ftles auxjh; lqfo/kkvksa esa o`f} gks] dks
Hkh ofj;rk nh tk, A
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1-4
’kgjksa ds fodkl ds lkFk ;g ik;k x;k gS fd‘’kgjh {ks= esa gfjr {ks= de gksrs
tk jgs gS A vr% fjDr djkbZ xbZ Hkwfe;ksa esa ikdZ cukus ij Hkh fo’ks"k /;ku fn;k tk, A
1-5
vxj fjDr djkbZ xbZ Hkwfe fdlh vU; foHkkx dks nh tkrh gS rks bl Hkwfe dks
lajf{kr djus ds fy, fudk; }kjk fd, x, [kpZ dh izfriwfrZ lacfa /kr foHkkx }kjk djkbZ
tkuk lqfuf’pr djkbZ tk, A
¼euh"k flag½
izeq[k lfpo ]
e/; izn’s k ’kklu ]
uxjh; fodkl ,oa vkokl foHkkx ”

14.

During the course of hearing on 25.01.2022, the applicant raised the
question that there are cutting of large number of green trees by the public
administration and the competent/higher authorities of the forest department
should be directed to submit the factual report. In light of the above
contention, the Principal Chief Conservator of Forest, Madhya Pradesh was
directed to ensure that there shall not be any cutting of trees in violation of
environmental norms or statutory permission as provided and was asked to
nominate senior officer to visit and submit the factual and action taken
report. In compliance thereof, the report has been submitted, as follows :-

“lanfHkZr

fo"k;karxZr fuosnu gS fd vkids lanfHkZr i= }kjk funsZf'kr fd;k x;k gS
fd ^^ekuuh; jk"Vªh; gfjr fVªC;wuy] e/; {ks=] 'kk[kk&Hkksiky ds vks-,- Ø83@2021¼lh-tsM½ egs'k iky fo:) e/;izns'k 'kklu** ds vkns'k fnukad 25-01-2022
ds ikyukFkZ izdj.k ls lacaf/kr {ks= dk Hkze.k dj okLrfodrk vk/kkfjr izfrosnu
izLrqr fd;k tk;sA
vkids funsZ'k ds ikyu esa fnukad 02-03-2022 dks iUuk ftys ds varxZr vkus
okys izLdj.k ls lacaf/kr LFky dk fujh{k.k fd;k x;kA fujh{k.k ds le; oue.My
vf/kdkjh ¼mRrj½ iUuk ,oa dysDVj iUuk gejkg FksA fujh{k.k izfrosnu fuEukuqlkj
lEizsf"kr gS %&
1- LFky ij dPpk ekxZ fuekZ.k ik;k x;k] ftldh pkSM+kbZ fofHkUu LFkyksa ij
vyx&vyx Fkh vkSlru 4 ls 6 ehVj pkSM+kbZ ,oa yxHkx 1200 ehVj yEckbZ dk
ekxZ eksds ij cuk gqvk ik;k x;k gSA
2- ekxZ rS;kj djus esa ekSds ij >kM+ dh lQkbZ dh xbZ gS vkSj dqN o`{k tks fefJr
iztkfr ds gS] lM+d ds nkuksa vksj fxjs gq, ik;s x;sA pwafd ekSds ij lM+d ij feV~Vh
Myh gqbZ gS] ,slh n'kk esa fxjs gq;s vkSj gVk;s gq, o`{kksa ds t+ehu lg ls yxus okyk
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fgLlk ¼BwB½ ns[kk tkuk laHko ugha gSA ekxZ ds nkuksa vksj >kfM+;ka ,oa o`{k iM+s gq;s
ik;s x;s gSaA muds dqN Hkkx feV~Vh esa ncs gSa ekSdk ns[kus ls ,slk yxrk gS fd ekxZ
rS;kj djus ds fy;s lQkbZ dk;Z fd;k x;k gS vkSj lQkbZ djus esa ydfM+;ksa vksj
>kfM+;kas dks ekSds ls gVkdj fdukjs j[kk x;k gSA ekSds ij BwB ;k dVkbZ ds izek.k
ugha gSA dbZ o`{k tM+ lfgr ekxZ fdjkus iM+s gq;s gSa] ftlesa ;g laHkkouk gS fd ekxZ
cukrs le; fxjs iM+s o`{kksa dks ekSds ls gVkdj fdukjs dj fn;k x;k gSA
3- e/;izns'k o`{kksa dk ifjj{k.k ¼uxjh; {ks=½ vf/kfu;e] 2001 dh /kkjk 02 ¼[k½ esa o`{k
dh ifjHkk"kk nh xbZ gS] tks fu;ekuqlkj gSaA
 ^^o`{k ls vfHkizsr gS dksbZ ,slk dk"Bh; ikS/kk ftldh 'kk[kk,¡ rus ;k dk;Z

ls fudyrh gS rFkk tks rus ;k dke ij vkyafcr gks vkSj ftlds rys ;k
dk; dk O;kl Hkwfe ry ij 30 ls-eh- ls de u gks rFkk ftldh ÅapkbZ
Hkwfe ry ls 2 ehVj ls de u gks**
mijksDr ifjHkk"kk ds vk/kkj ij o`{k dk O;kl ;fn 30 ls-eh- gS rks mldh Hkw&lrg
ij xksykbZ ¼^Perimeter* ;k ifjf/k½] 94 ls-eh- vkrh gSA ekSds ij fdukjs ;FklaHko ns[ks
x;s yxHkx leLr >kfM+;k o o`{k bl xksykbZ ls de ds gSaA
4- ekSds ij dysDVj iUuk vkSj muds vf/kuLFk ,l-Mh-,e- jktLo ls ppkZ gqbZ muds
}kjk ;g crk;k x;k gS fd ekSds ij o`{k dh dVkbZ ds fy;s vuqefr ugha nh xbZ gSA
ekxZ fuekZ.k ds fy, >kfM+;ksa dh lQbkz dh xbZ gSA vkSj fxjs gq;s tM+ ls m[kM+s gq;
o`{kksa dks gVkdj fdukjksa fx;k x;k gS rFkk o`{kksa dh dVkbZ ugha dh xbZ gSA izek.k
Lo:i ekxZ ds chp esa dksbZ o`{k vHkh Hkh lqjf{kr [kM+s gSaA bu [kM+s gq;s o`{kksa dk
QksVksxzkQ ekSds ij fy;k x;k gSA ftyk iz'kklu us ;g Hkh ekSds ij lwfpr fd;k fd
ekxZ ds nkuksa vksj xgu o`{k.kkjksij dj xzhucsYV rS;kj fd;k tkuk gSA ftlesa yxHkx
10 gt+kj ikS/kksa dks jksi.k fd;k tk;sxk] ;gka ij uxjokfl;ksa ds LokLF;o/kZu ds
mn~ns'; ls ,d gjk&Hkjk {ks= fodflr fd;s tkus dh ;kstuk gSA
mijksDr fcUnqvksa ds vk/kkj ij v/kksgLFkk[kjdrkZ ds }kjk fufEufyf[kr
fu"d"kZ mfpr dk;Zokgh gsrq lknj izfs "kr gS %&
1- ekSds ij o`{k dks dkVs tkus ds izek.k ugha gSa] fodkl dk;kZsa ds rgr
dPpk ekxZ fuekZ.k esa >kfM+;ksa vkSj fxjs gq, o`{kksa dks gVk;k x;kA tks ekS ds
ij fdukjs iM+s gq;s gSaA bl laca/k esa ftyk iz'kklu }kjk crk;k x;k fd
dVkbZ dh vuqefr ugha nh xbZ gS vkSj u gha ekSds ij dVkbZ dh xbZ gSA
blh dkj.ko'k e/;izn's k o`{kksa dk ifjj{k.k ¼uxjh; {ks=½ vf/kfu;e] 2001
ds varxZr fdlh ds fo:) dksbZ dk;Zokgh ugha dh xbZ gSA

10

2- pwafd fodkl dk;Z ftyk iz'kklu ,oa eq[; uxj ikfydk vf/kdkjh iUuk ds laKku
esa gSA vkSj e/;izns'k o`{kksa dk ifjj{k.k ¼uxjh; {ks=½ vf/kfu;fe] 2001 dh /kkjk 05 ds
rgr og Loa; ^^o`{k vf/kdkjh** gSA vr% muls ;g vis{kk dh tk ldrh gS fd og
Loa; ;g lwfpr djsxa s ds mijksDr fu;e dk mYya?ku u gksA
3eq[; uxj ifydk vf/kdkjh iUuk ekSds ij iM+s gq, o`{k iztkfr dh lwph e;
xksykbZ ds rS;kj djk mudh cksxa kbZ ¼Logging½ djk dj ifjogu djk;sa rkfd iM+s
gqbZ dk"V dk mi;ksx tkbZ vFkok tufgr dk;Z esas fd;k tk ldsA
4LFky fujh{k.k fujh{k.k esa ;g Li"V ik; x;k fd] ftyk iz'kklu }kjk
fodkl dk;Z ds rgr >kfM+;ksa ,oa o`{kksa dks ekSds ls gVkdj ekxZ ds fdukjs j[kok;k
x;k gS] ;g dk;Zokgh lanHkkoukiw.kZ gSA
5ftyk iz'kklu iUuk ls muds i{k dk izfrosnu pkgk x;k gS] tks vHkh
vizkIr gSA”
15.

Learned counsel for the respondent no. 1 has further submitted the report
dated 07.04.2022 with the facts that 60% of the development work is already
carried out at the subjective site and the remaining work is in progress.

16.

Learned counsel for the applicant has submitted that since trees have been
cut down without any authority thus action should be initiated under
environmental norms while replying the facts learned counsel for the state
has submitted that the development work have been taken in accordance
with the policy and planning as submitted by the administration. It has
further been contended that the trees or plants which were subject matter of
this petition are not coming within the definition of trees and the necessary
permission from the competent authority have been taken as per rules. In
view of the above contentions and the report submitted by the Principal Chief
Conservator of Forest and the reply submitted by the state and in view of the
orders passed by the Hon’ble High Court of Madhya Pradesh there is no
violation of environmental rules and nothing has been found to be in
contravention of environmental rules or in violation of environmental norms.

17.

It has further been contended by the State counsel that the litigation within
the party with regard to the above facts was not only raised before the
Hon’ble High Court but was subject matter of revenue litigation before
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revenue court in case number 2759/2013 (proceeding initiated under section
248(1) of Madhya Pradesh Land Revenue Act, 1959 and the matter was
further filed before the Civil Court, in which the application for injunction was
rejected by the court and the aggrieved person moved revision, which was
also heard and decided by the competent court.

18.

Accordingly, there is no substance and merit in the application and thus
Original Application No. 83 of 2021 alongwith I.A. No. 19 of 2022 are
dismissed with cost of litigation (Rupees Twenty Five Thousand) which can
be recovered by the state administration in accordance with the rules.

Sheo Kumar Singh, JM

Dr. Arun Kumar Verma, EM

08th April, 2022
O.A. No.83/2021(CZ)
PN
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