
IN THE HIGH COURT FOR THE STATES OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT

CHANDIGARH

C.R. No.3843 of 2015 (O&M)

                   Date of Decision.19.08.2015

Gurpreet Singh  .......Petitioner

Versus

Pawan Kumar and others ......Respondents

Present: Mr. Harish Goyal, Advocate 

for the petitioner.

CORAM:HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE K. KANNAN

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

? 

2. To be referred to the Reporters or not ? 

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

-.-

K. KANNAN J. (ORAL)

1. The revision petitioner is aggrieved that he was allowed to join

the proceedings only from the date of passing of the order.  He would state

that he holds an agreement of sale from the vendor which is earlier in point

of  time to the  plaintiff's  agreement and he has  himself  filed a suit  for

specific performance.  Right of cross-examination of the plaintiff must be

allowed to be continued at least from the date of filing of the application

for setting aside the order.  I will accord to him such an order and impose

costs of  `  5,000/- for recalling of any witness who had given evidence in

part  or  who had  not  given  evidence at  all  before  the  date  of  filing  of

application for setting aside the ex parte order. Any evidence which had

been closed before the filing of application of the applicant will  not be

entertained. 

2. I dispense with notice to the respondents and dispose of the

civil revision with the above observations.

(K. KANNAN)

  JUDGE 

August 19, 2015 
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