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110 IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

CR-2037-2018 (O&M)
Date of decision: 09.12.2022

Madan Lal and others

....Petitioners
Versus

State of Haryana and another

..Respondents
CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE ANIL KSHETARPAL
Present: None for the petitioners

ANIL KSHETARPAL, J (Oral)

Case has been called out twice. Learned counsel
representing the petitioners did not come forward to press this revision
petition. This Court has gone through the revision petition. The
petitioners challenge the correctness of the order passed by the trial court
on 13.11.2017, which in appeal, has been affirmed, by the learned
Additional District Judge. In substance, the petitioner’s application
under Order XXXIX Rule 1 & 2 of the Code of Civil Procedure, 1908,
has been dismissed by the courts below. It has come on record that the
Government officials have issued various notices to the plaintiffs to
remove encroachment from the public land. The demarcation of the
property in dispute has been carried out with the help of the DGPS
System. Thus, the courts below have held that the plaintiffs themselves
have encroached upon the public property. Hence, they are not entitled
to injunction.

In view of the aforesaid prima facie observations of this

I attest to the accuracy and
authenticity of this order/judgment.

Chandigarh
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Court, this Court does not find it appropriate to interfere in the orders

passed.

Hence, dismissed.

All the pending miscellaneous applications, if any, are also
disposed of.
09.12.2022 (ANIL KSHETARPAL)
rekha JUDGE

Whether speaking/reasoned : Yes/No
Whether reportable : Yes/No
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