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This application wunder Article 227 of the
Constitution of India is at the instance of the plaintiff
and is directed against the order dated June 26, 2025
passed by the learned Civil Judge (Sr. Divn.) 5tt Court,
Alipore in Title Suit No.504 of 2021.

By the order impugned, the learned Trial Judge
has kept the application under Order 26 Rule 9 of the
Code of Civil Procedure in abeyance to be heard and
considered after the evidence is led by the parties.

Mr. Chatterjee, learned senior advocate
appearing for the petitioner submits that considering
the nature of the disputes involved between the parties
in the suit, a local investigation is absolutely
necessary.

Mr. Sen, learned senior advocate appearing for

the opposite party submits that considering the nature



of the disputes between the parties, local inspection is
not necessary as the disputes between the parties can
be proved by way of oral and documentary evidence.

However, after going through the impugned
order, this Court finds that the learned Trial Judge
has not decided the said application but kept the same
in abeyance with liberty to the plaintiff to move the
said application at the appropriate stage. To the mind
of this Court, the petitioner cannot have any reasons
to feel aggrieved by such order as the application has
been kept in abeyance to be heard and considered
after the evidence is led by the parties.

With the above observations, C.O. 2869 of 2025
stands disposed of without interfering with the order
impugned but by preserving the liberty granted to the

plaintiff by the impugned order.

(Hiranmay Bhattacharyya, J.)



