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BEFORE
HON’BLE MR. JUSTI(:JE S.-P. WANGDI, JUDGE
“09. |1s.03.2012{ Present: Mr. Udai P. Sharma, Advocate with Mr. G. Lama,

Advocate for the Petitioners.

Mr. K. T. Bhutia, Senior Advocate with Ms.
Bandana Pradhan, Advocate for the Respondents.

Mr. Udai P. Sharma, Learned Advocate, appearing
on behalf of the Petitioners, submits that he would not
like to press the Revision Petition and seeks for relief
only to the extent that the possession of the Petitioners
with respect to Plot No.135 as per the old survey record,
which is 212 as per the new survey record, be not
disturbed by the Respondent-decree holder. Mr. K. T.
Bhutia, Learned Senior Counsel appearing on behalf of
the Respondents, submits that the question of
disturbing the Petitioners in respect of the said plot
number would not arise as the identity is very clear
from the Commissioner’s Report which is the basis of
the decree and admitted on behalf of by the Respondent
No.1. He has specifically referred to the following

portion of the said report:-

..................................................

The surveyor scale Plot No.136(old) and has
informed me that the disputed plot falls under Plot
No.136(old) and does not fall under Plot No.135.

As such on survey of the disputed plot by surveyor
before me and on his calculation it is found that
disputed plot is bigger in size that that of area of land
shown in Plot No.135 and it is equal to area of land
shown in Plot No.136(old).

------------------------------------------------------------
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; In view of the above, this matter stands disposed
J " of accordingly.
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