
IN THE HIGH COURT FOR THE STATES OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT

CHANDIGARH

C.R. No.3501 of 2015 

                   Date of Decision.21.05.2015

Shamsher and others .......Petitioners

Versus

Pritam and another ......Respondents

Present: Mr. R.N. Lohan, Advocate 

for the petitioners.

CORAM:HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE K. KANNAN

1. Whether  Reporters  of  local  papers  may  be  allowed  to  see  the

judgment ? 

2. To be referred to the Reporters or not ? 

3. Whether the judgment should be reported in the Digest? 

-.-

K. KANNAN J. (ORAL)

1. There is no merit in the revision petition and the defendant

cannot be allowed to have water over the plaintiff's land if there is no

sanctioned water course.  At least the plaintiff had prima facie case to

contend that the channel of water was being sought to be taken over his

land even when there was no sanctioned water course.  The trial Court

had dismissed the injunction application and the Appellate Court in my

view  correctly  reversed  the  decision  and  allowed  for  the  order  of

injunction.

2. There is no scope for intervention.  The revision petition is

dismissed.

(K. KANNAN)

  JUDGE 
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