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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT

CHANDIGARH
CR No.8448 of 2017
Date of decision : 28.02.2018
Narinder Singh
...Petitioner
Versus
Collector, Land Acquisition, Barnala and others
...Respondents

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE ANIL KSHETARPAL
Present: Mr. Tribhuwan Singla, Advocate for the petitioner.
Mr. E.S. Virk, Advocate for respondent Nos.2 to 4.

eokeskk

ANIL KSHETARPAL, J. (ORAL)

The petitioner is in the revision petition against the order
passed by the learned Additional District Judge, permitting the certain
documents to be produced on file as a additional evidence, however,
declining the prayer made by the petitioner to file a report dated 08.08.2017
claimed to have been prepared by Patwari of the area, determining the
possession of the parties.

The Court has noticed that the present case is with regard to the
assessment of the market value of the land compulsorily acquired under the
National Highway Act, 1956. The Court has noticed that such report would
have no relevance for the purpose of decision of the case.

It is not disputed before this Court that the parties are co-

sharers in the joint khata. Some portion of the joint khata has been acquired.
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Such being the position, this Court does not find any good ground to
interfere with the impugned order passed.

Revision petition is dismissed.

28.02.2018 (ANIL KSHETARPAL)
Pawan JUDGE
Whether speaking/reasoned:- Yes/No
Whether reportable:- Yes/No
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