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1. Challenging the order dated 1st September, 2022 

passed by the learned Civil Judge (Jr. Division), 1st 

Court, Bolpur, in T.S. No.1362 of 2014, the instant 

revisional application has been filed. 

2. The petitioners challenge the aforesaid order to the 

extent of allowing the application under Order 39 

Rule 4 of the Code of Civil Procedure filed by the 

plaintiffs on 13th February, 2018 whereby the 

plaintiffs had been permitted to carry out 

maintenance and repair work on the wall of the 

suit premises without changing the dimension and 

position of such wall. With a further direction on 

the plaintiffs to file a compliance report. 

3. It is submitted by the learned advocate appearing 

on behalf of the petitioner that since, the suit 

property is undivided and unpartitioned no order 

for constructing the wall at the suit property could 

have been passed. 
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4. Having heard the learned advocate for the 

petitioner I find that the learned Judge by his 

order No.31 dated 1st September, 2022 has only 

allowed the application for carrying out 

maintenance and repair work on the wall at the 

suit premises without changing the dimension and 

position of such wall with a further direction to 

submit compliance report in support thereof by an 

affidavit on the next date of hearing. 

5. Having regard thereto, I find there is no scope for 

interference of the order as state above.  

6. The petitioner has failed to identify any procedural 

irregularity, far less any jurisdictional error or any 

illegality committed by the learned Judge. 

7. The revisional application is accordingly dismissed. 

8. However, there will be no order as to costs.  

 

          (Raja Basu Chowdhury, J.) 

 


