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          Learned counsel for the respondents 

submits that P.W.1 is residing in New zealand and 

at this length of time, requiring him to appear 

before the Court for further cross examination 

would incur huge expenses. Further as three years 

have been lapsed, filing such an application to 

recall P.W.1 for cross examination does not arise. 

He further submits that the petitioner has not 

pleaded as to what crucial aspects he intends to 

cross examine P.W.1 and that the Court below has 

rightly taken these aspects into consideration and 

dismissed the application.  

 Learned counsel for the petitioner submits 

that delay is not the sole ground for consideration.  

He further submits that if the crucial points on 

which cross-examination is sought are pleaded in 

the affidavit filed in support of the application, the 

very purpose of cross examination would be 

defeated. He seeks time to get instructions as to 

whether the petitioner is willing to bear the travel 

expenses of P.W.1.  

 Post on 10.02.2026.  

 

______________________ 
                                       RAVI CHEEMALAPATI, J 
MP 
 

 



 

 

 


