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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

LPA No.1583 of 2017 (O&M)
in CWP No0.25798 of 2016
Date of decision: 26.02.2018

Ajit Singh
..... Appellant

Versus
State of Punjab and others

.... Respondents

CORAM: HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE RAJESH BINDAL.
HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE B.S. WALIA.

Present: Mr. Inderjit Sharma, Advocate for the appellant.

sheskesk

Rajesh Bindal, J.

This order will dispose of a bunch of five appeals bearing LPA
Nos.1583 to 1586 and 1590 of 2017 as common questions of law and facts
are involved. However, the facts have been extracted from LPA No.1583 of
2017.

Common order passed by the learned Single Judge dismissing
bunch of petitions where challenge was to the order passed by the authorities
regarding partition of the land, has been challenged in the present intra-court
appeal.

The contention raised is that there was family partition thirty
years ago in terms of which the appellant was given inferior quality of land
which was improved by spending huge amount and further the quality of

land has not been taken care of while applying the mode of partition.
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After hearing learned counsel for the appellant, we do not find
any merit in the present appeal.

Document (Annexure P-9) alleged agreement of exchange of
land which is claimed to have been executed on 16.10.1986 was not
produced before any of the authorities below. Though the claim was made
that there was a family partition which was placed on record for the first
time along with the writ petition, hence was rightly not considered to be
relevant. In the order passed by the Assistant Collector dated 12.09.2014
(Annexure P-3) it has specifically been mentioned that if any number falls
adjoining to the road then the same will be given as per share. Hence, we
do not find that there is any grievance to this extent.

There is no merit in the present set of appeals. Accordingly, the

same are dismissed.

(Rajesh Bindal)
Judge
(B.S. Walia)
26.02.2018 Judge
amit
1.  Whether speaking/reasoned : Yes/No.

2. Whether reportable : Yes/No.
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