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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT

CHANDIGARH
111
CR No.204 of 2016
Date of decision :02.11.2017
Jaspal Singh ...Petitioner
Versus
Nabha Tharmal Plant and others ...Respondents

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE ANIL KSHETARPAL

Present: Mr. Ashish Gupta, Advocate
for the petitioner.

Mr. T.K. Joshi, Advocate
for respondent No.1.

Mr. Vishal Chaudhri, Advocate
for respondent No.5.

ANIL KSHETARPAL, J. (Oral)

Plaintiff-petitioner is in revision petition against the order
dismissing the application under Order 39 Rules 1 and 2 CPC for grant of
temporary injunction.

Plaintiff filed a suit for permanent injunction pleading that he
has purchased land, which is adjoining abadi vide sale deed dated
17.09.2012 and after purchasing the same he had raised construction
thereon. Along with the suit, the plaintiff filed an application for grant of
temporary injunction against the defendant - Nabha Tharmal Plant. The
plaintiff wants that high tension wires of 220 KV should be re-aligned and
not laid as per the original scheme.

Both the Courts have examined the issue and have held that

before laying down the lines, notices were published in the newspapers and
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objection.

Still further, the transmission lines are being laid for the benefit
of general public. Such cause which is for the benefit of general public
should not be ordinarily stalled by the Court, unless there is some patent
illegality.

Learned counsel for the petitioner has vehemently argued that if
the transmission lines are re-alined by 5 feet, house of the plainitff would
be saved.

I have considered the submission. This Court is not an expert
to adjudicate upon whether re-alignment is possible or not. That is for the
experts to see.

Taking into consideration the aforesaid fact, there is no good
ground to interfere with the impugned orders passed by the Courts below.

Hence, this revision petition is dismissed.

02.11.2017 (ANIL KSHETARPAL)
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