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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:

“g8d IWY YTHRIA Gl A | SORMG Uil U3 Ud UATEel
BT JTAIBT fhaT TIT| TGl & AadAldd 4 W< § fdb
PRI 9 Sfara IffEeRl, gl 7 e fid 21.03.17
ﬁ%ﬁwzﬁwﬁmowzm/ B0 B AT WIdhd
fopar a1 B, ST utar=m § fedid 08.09.17 ﬁav_cvr?ﬁ?rfr
T 1,17,62,328 / — %—)qﬁzﬁrﬁﬂmﬂﬁrﬁﬁé‘cﬁwﬁmw
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® PRU Aod B IT T AT | fTHD gTErd YA AP A
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fISTarT AT 3 UBR Ul b AdAlbT I QI DI
e 210317 9 fSPRM & uweg # I M
13,06,626 / —HU P YA AP & HUY H {316 26.11.19
&I fhar T B | Ife PR &1 R 13,086,926 / —hT AT
THY SRR fIIIT § AT BRaTh? BiF .16V < foar Sirdr
ar fSPeRM Saaq I & Revs I6q o &=d 9 9
ST B B fAf 9 Rwvs @ fAfsr do < Imaax
fIMRT | fyefdr, o sfesr @l faie 4 $H¥g 2 a9 8 A8 6
7 & fode 9 fS@lerRME & AR & 91 SREr 14,
R fSHIETRT B JHAM BHT WK & | 37T [SHIETRM B
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fear mar 7 & a8 srfe v Efd Jffer, swel @
eyl fedAid 21.03.17 A Y ST AR BT faAid 27.11.19
qPb DI A 2 99 8 AE 6 fad & AT 12 Ufaerd & <%
d A 420734/— ©U SHERE B f&T PN | Ul
YA =g faeid 20.07.2024 BT U= 8|

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 @ 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.
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