IN THE HIGH COURT OF SIKKIM

ORDER SHEET

..... Regular Second Appeal No. 2 of 18y 2002
- “Damhﬁr..ﬂahadur&ﬁg%gg%é ..... Petitioner/Appellant
Versus
Mahes hwarBasnett&Others ...... Respondent
i Office Note as to
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Order | Order

Chy 5, sl b
1. 1282002 |Present: Mr. N. B. Kharga, Advocate for the appellants. { cowanglid K { 'JJI” b

Mr. N. Rai, Advocate for the respondents.

There are serious errors in the impugned judgment. Even
the operative part portion of the judgment has not been typed.
The learned counsel for the appellants shall make an application
for review or correction in the judgment before the learned trial
Court. After the corrections are carried out, the copy of the

corrected judgment and also the decree shall be filed.

Be listed for orders on 29t August, 2002.
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ff An application for adjournment has been filed on behalf
|

of the appellants on the ground that certified copy of the judgment

l
; has been applied for. However, the record of the learned trial court
|

ﬂ is before the Court and the matter can be decided on the basis of
| the record in the Court. The application is rejected.
Heard. No substantial question of law arises. The
appeal is dismissed in limine.
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