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Rohini Marasinghe,J.

This application has been made to revise the order of the
High Court Judge dated 06.09.2004 and to set aside the order

of the Magistrate dated 27.07.2004.

The subject matter of the application concern a road way.
The dispute as submitted by the Counsel for the Petitioner is
in regard to the width of the road way at the entrance to the

road from the main road.




The learned Magistrate had inspected the disputed road
way and observed that at the entrance to the road way the
width was 19.6 feet. Addressing this issue the learned
Magistrate had stated as follows:- “®&& e®® OYE oo
A0®E HI® 800 BT d» dowed edidmed see ad
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Having thus determined the width at the entrance of the
road-way, there appears to be an ambiguity when the Judge in
the latter part of the judgment had determined that the width
of road should be 12 feet . The fact that the road was 12 feet
in width was not in dispute. The dispute was width of the
road way at the entrance to the road from the main road. As
clarified by both parties the road way should be demarcated as

follows:

1. At the entrance to the roadway from the main




Road there should be a width of 19.6 feet.

2. The rest of road is 12 feet in width.

On this basis we conclude this appeal.

JUDGE OF THE COURT OF APPEAL.

Deepali Wijesundara,dJ.

I agree.

JUDGE OF THE COURT OF APPEAL
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