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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB & HARYANA AT
CHANDIGARH.

Civil Revision N0.7596 of 2016
Date of decision: November 18, 2016

Inderpreet Singh ...Petitioner
Versus

Avinash Kaur & another ...Respondents

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE RAJAN GUPTA

Present: Mr. H.S. Kathpal, Advocate for the petitioner.

Rajan Gupta, J.

Present revision petition is directed against the order dated
01.08.2016, passed by the trial court, whereby application preferred by
the petitioner/plaintiff No.1, who is residing in USA, to depose by way of
video conference, has been rejected.

It has been urged by learned counsel for the petitioner before
the court that impugned order is not in conformity with law. There is a
provision for video-conferencing. Rejection of the application in this
regard would prejudice the case of the petitioner.

I have heard learned counsel for the petitioner and given

careful thought to the facts of the case.

It appears that petitioner alongwith his parents namely,
Paramjit Singh Kochhar and Paramjit Kaur Kochhar filed a suit for
permanent injunction against the respondents for restraining them from
interfering into possession of the plaintiffs or entering into the house in

suit bearing No.1453-D, Model Town Extension, Ludhiana. During
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pendency of suit, petitioner/plaintiff No.1 filed instant application to
depose by way of video conference. Trial court rejected the same.
Aggrieved, instant revision has been filed by the petitioner. I am of the
considered view that the application is without any merit and has rightly
been rejected by the court below. It is inexplicable why petitioner did not
prefer to depose in court through his General Power of Attorney namely,
Kanwaljit Singh, through whom he has instituted the suit. Thus, the trial
court has rightly observed that there is no justification for allowing
petitioner to depose by way of video conference. I find no ground to
interfere in revisional jurisdiction. The petition is without any merit and

is hereby dismissed.

(RAJAN GUPTA)
JUDGE
November 18, 2016
'Rajpal'
Whether speaking / reasoned Yes/ No
Whether Reportable: Yes/ No
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