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HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE FOR RAJASTHAN 
BENCH AT JAIPUR

S.B. Civil Writ Petition No. 13410/2025

National Highway Authority Of India, Through Project Director,
National  Highway Authority Of India,  87, Ganga Bihar Colony,
Behind Rawat Palace, Dausa, District Dausa.

----Petitioner/Non-Applicant

Versus

1. M/s Shiva Stone Sarmathura, Through Partner 1. Sonpal
Goyal  S/o  Bhagwandas  Goyal,  R/o  Hanumangali,
Sarmathura, Tehsil Sarmathura, District Dholpur.

2. Babita  Garg  W/o  Deepchand  Garg,  R/o  Hanumangali,
Sarmathura, Tehsil Sarmathura, District Dholpur.

3. Sangeeta  Goyal  W/o  Deepak  Kumar  Goyal,  R/o
Hanumangali,  Sarmathura,  Tehsil  Sarmathura,  District
Dholpur.

4. Competent  Officer  And  Land  Acquisition  Officer  (Sdm),
Basedi District, Dholpur.

----Respondents

For Petitioner(s) : Mr. Anuj Goyal for 
Mr. Harish Chandra Sharma 

For Respondent(s) : 

HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE SAMEER JAIN
Order

22/04/2026

1. By way of present writ petition, the impugned order dated

01.06.2024  and  review  order  dated  23.04.2025  are  put  to

challenge. The relevant portion of original order dated 01.06.2024

is reproduced as under:

^^cgl mHk; i{kdkjku lquh x;hA btjk; izkFkZuk i= ,oa i=koyh
dk voyksdu fd;k x;kA i=koyh ds voyksdu ls Li"V gS fd
dk;kZy; Hkwfe vokfIr vf/kdkjh] clsMh us vkns’k fnukad 21-03-17
esa fMdzhnkjku ds i{k esa 1]30]69]254@& :i;s dk vokMZ Lohd`r
fd;k x;k gS] ftldh ikyuk esa fnukad 08-09-17 dks dqy jkf’k esa
ls 1]17]62]328@& :i;s dk Hkqxrku tfj;s cSad [kkrk fMdzhnkjku
dks  fd;k  x;k  rFkk  'ks"k  jkf’k  13]06]626@&:i;s  dks  vk;dj
ds :i esa tek djokus gsrq tfj;s pS la- 958621 fnukad 13-11-17
ds }kjk tek djk;k x;k] ijarq mDr pSd i;kZIr Q.M ugha gksus
ds dkj.k  okfil dj fn;k x;k FkkA ftlds Ik’pkr iqu% pSd la-
895500 fnukad 26-11-19 jkf’k 13]06]626@& :i;ss dk tkjh fd;k
tkdj pkyku vkbZVh,u,l 281 ds lkFk lacaf/kr cSad 'kk[kk esa
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fHktok;k x;kA bl izdkj i=koyh ds voyksdu ls vkns’k dh
fnukad  21-03-17  ls  fMdzhnkjku  ds  i{k  esa  'ks"k  jkf’k
13]06]626@&:Ik;s dk Hkqxrku vk;dj ds :i esa fnukad 26-11-19
dks fd;k x;k gSA ;fn fMdzhnkjku dh jkf’k 13]06]926@&dks mlh
le; vk;dj foHkkx esa tek djokdj QkWeZ la-16, ns fn;k tkrk
rks fMdzhnkjku mDr jkf’k dks fjQ.M ckcr~ Dyse djrs o mls
tek  djkus  dh frfFk  ls  fjQ.M dh frfFk  rd C;kt vk;dj
foHkkx ls feyrk] ijarq vkns’k dh fnukad ls djhc 2 o"kZ 8 ekg 6
fnu ds  foyac  ls  fMdzhnkjku  dh  jkf’k  dks  tek  djk;k  x;k]
ftlls fMdzhnkjku dks uqdlku gksuk Li"V gSA vr% fMdzhnkjku dh
vksj ls izLrqr btjk; izkFkZuk i= Lohdkj dj en;wuku dks vkns’k
fn;k tkrk gS fd og dk;kZy; Hkwfe vokfIr vf/kdkjh] clsMh ds
vkns’k fnukad 21-03-17 ls  'ks"k tek jkf’k dh fnukad 27-11-19
rd dh vof/k 2 o"kZ 8 ekg 6 fnu dh C;kt 12 izfr’kr dh nj
ls  dqy 4]20]734@& :i;s  fMdzhnkjku dks  vnk djsaA  i=koyh
Hkqxrku gsrq fnukad 20-07-2024 dks is’k gksA **

2. Heard  the  contentions  made  by  the  learned  counsel  and

perused the material available on record.

3. Upon  doing  the  needful,  it  is  noted  that  the  preliminary

contention of the petitioner that the impugned orders are passed

in a cursory manner,  is  defeated by the fact that the rationale

noted  in  the  impugned  order(s),  is  enumerated  after  due

consideration of material facts and circumstances, in consonance

with the provisions of the Civil Procedure Code and other relevant

provisions.  Further, this Court does  not find any infirmity as the

delay is caused by the petitioner and respondent No.4 whereby

they have released the appropriate amount towards TDS after a

lapse  of  3  years,  and  on  account  of  the  same, the  private

respondent  was  not  able  to  claim  the  same  as  a  refund.  The

findings arrived in the original order and dismissal of the review

for the justified reasons, and thence, need no interference. 

4. Accordingly, the present writ petition is dismissed. Pending

applications, if any, shall stand disposed of.

(SAMEER JAIN),J
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