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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

CR No. 1630 of 2018 (O/M)
Date of decision : 13.3.2018

Chander Shekhar .. Petitioner
Versus
Bikker Singh and others .. Respondents

CORAM : HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE KULDIP SINGH

Present:-  Mr. D.S. Gurna, Advocate, for petitioner.

1. Whether the Reporters of local newspaper may be allowed to
see the judgment ?

2. To be referred to the Reporter or not.

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

.

KULDIP SINGH J. (ORAL)

The petitioner by way of revision filed under Article 227 of the
Constitution of India has impugned order dated 12.9.2017, passed by the
learned Civil Judge (Junior Division), Payal, vide which defendant No. 1
Chander Shekhar has been directed to appear in person to give his specimen
signatures for comparison with the disputed signatures on the agreement of
sale dated 21.9.2011. He is also directed to produce the original power of
attorney dated 20.10.2011, executed by Chander Shekhar in favour of
Surinder Nath.

The learned counsel for petitioner contends that defendant No. 1
is residing in Australia and that he is ready to produce the original power of
attorney executed by him in favour of Surinder Nath and the signatures on
the same can be taken as standard signatures. Therefore, there is no need for
defendant to appear in person.

After hearing the learned counsel for petitioner, I am of the view

that it is a case of disputed signatures on agreement of sale dated 21.9.2011,
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in which defendant Chander Shekhar has denied his signatures. His
signatures on power of attorney are one of the specimen. However, if the
Court feels that specimen signatures of defendant No. 1 are required to be
taken in the Court for the purpose of comparison, no fault can be found with
the same even if defendant No. 1 is living in Australia, though, he can pray
to the Court for grant of time to come to India. In these circumstances, there
is no ground to exercise power under Article 227 of the Constitution of
India. Consequently, revision is dismissed. Since main petition has been

dismissed, therefore, pending application, if any, also stands disposed of.
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