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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

RSA-5014-2015 (O&M)
Date of decision : 12.03.2019

Darshan Singh and others
... Appellants
Versus
State of Haryana and others

... Respondents

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE AMIT RAWAL

Present: Mr. Sandeep Goyal, Advocate
for the appellants.
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AMIT RAWAL, J. (ORAL)
Concededly the appellants-plaintiffs had already availed the

alternative remedy for claiming injunction being gair marusi tenant. In
such circumstances, the suit for mandatory injunction, in the absence of
reflection of their names in the Award for the payment of compensation, has
rightly been dismissed.

In view of above, I do not find any illegality and perversity in
the concurrent findings of fact and law, much less, no substantial question
of law arises for determination. No ground is made out for interference.

Resultantly, the present second appeal is dismissed.
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