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COMMON JUDGMENT:  

 Though the above three appeals are preferred on various 

grounds, at  the hearing, the im pugned judgm ents are assailed 

only on one ground.  I n fact , the judgm ents are not  assailed,  

but  the decrees following the said judgm ents are quest ioned. 

 

2. I t  is subm it ted by the counsel for the appellants in these 

appeals that  though an order of pay and recover was given by 

the court  below, in the decrees, joint  and several liabilit y was 

m ent ioned.  Hence, the appellants seek this court  to clar ify the 

said aspect . 

 

3. A perusal of the im pugned judgm ents would show that  the 

court  below ordered that  R3 shall pay ent ire com pensat ion 

am ount  to the pet it ioners and recover the sam e from  R1 and R2.  

The respect ive decrees, at  paragraph 4, also reflect  the sam e 

direct ion, direct ing R3 to pay ent ire com pensat ion am ount  to the 

pet it ioners and recover the sam e from  R1 and R2. Hence,  

the decrees are not  found to be in variance with the judgm ents. 

 

4. Having regard to the above, these appeals are dism issed 

as there is no clar ificat ion that  is required in these cases.  As a 

sequel, the m iscellaneous applicat ions, if any pending, shall 

stand closed.   There shall be no order as to costs.  

 

_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  
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