
IN THE HIGH COURT FOR THE STATES OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT

CHANDIGARH

C.R. No.3408 of 2016

                   Date of Decision.13.05.2016

Pargat Singh .....Petitioner

Vs.

Harjit Singh       ........Respondent

       

Present: Mr. Vishal Munjal, Advocate   

for the petitioner. 

CORAM:HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE K. KANNAN

1. Whether Reporters of local papers may be allowed to see the 

judgment ? 

2. To be referred to the Reporters or not ? 

3. Whether the judgment should be reported in the Digest? 

-.-

K. KANNAN J. (ORAL)

1. The revision petition is against complaining of conduct of a

Judge  who  had  not  given  sufficient  opportunities  to  the  defendant,

closed his evidence and granted the decree.  The appropriate remedy

will  be  to  prefer  an  appeal  and  urge  amongst  other  grounds,  the

inadequacy of opportunity given to the defendant and the mis-trial as

one of the grounds that had culminated in the decree being granted.

The appropriate remedy will be by means of appeal and not by means of

revision petition.

2. The revision petition is dismissed with liberty to approach

the Appellate Court and state the objection taken now as the objection

in grounds of appeal.

(K. KANNAN)

  JUDGE 
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