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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA 2026:PHHC:044292
AT CHANDIGARH
(115) CR-2610-2026 (O&M)
Date of Decision:-20.03.2026
SHINGARA SINGH PANNU ... Petitioner
Versus
INDERIJIT SINGH ... Respondent

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE VIRINDER AGGARWAL

Present: Mr. T.P.S. Tung, Advocate,
for the petitioner.

skeskokok

VIRINDER AGGARWAL, J. (Oral)

1. Petitioner filed this petition under Article 227 of the Constitution of
India for seeking transfer of civil suit bearing Civil Suit No.CS-1555-2020 titled
as Shingara Singh Pannu versus Inderjit Singh from Civil Court at Gurdaspur to
some Civil Court at Batala and with regard to that a petition was filed by the
petitioner. Vide impugned order dated 19.02.2026 learned District Judge,
Gurdaspur ordered transfer of Civil Suit from one Civil Court at Gurdaspur to
another Civil Court at Gurdaspur whereas it has been clearly stated in the
application that he has no grievance against any Judicial Officer posted at
Gurdaspur rather he is facing difficulty in getting legal assistance as respondent is
a Senior Advocate at Gurdaspur and no Bar Member is willing to come forward to
assist the petitioner.

2. Perusal of the impugned order clearly shows that the learned District
Judge has not correctly appreciated the contents of the application filed by the
petitioner as petitioner has specifically made a request for transfer of his case
from Civil Courts at Gurdaspur to any Civil Court at Batala and
respondent/defendant has made a statement that he has no objection in case Civil

Suit is transferred. In such circumstances, it appears that the learned District
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Judge has not exercised the jurisdiction vested in him properly and has misre026:PHHC:044292
the contents of the application filed by the petitioner, as such, the instant revision

petition is allowed and impugned order is set aside. The matter is remanded to the

learned District Judge, Gurdaspur for deciding afresh as per the application filed

by the petitioner.

3. As a natural corollary, since the main case stands disposed of; all
miscellaneous application(s), if any, shall also stand disposed of, as no fruitful

purpose would be served by keeping them.
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