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

CHANDIGARH

C.R. No.2569 of 2016 (O&M)

                   Date of Decision.08.04.2016

Jagtar Singh .......Petitioner

Vs.

Mohan Singh and others       ........Respondents

Present: Mr. Aashish Chopra, 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 petitioner is  aggrieved that the prayer for  additional

evidence by production of jamabandi has not been granted.  For sheer

indiscretion in not producing additional evidence at the initial time and

for  the  delay,  the  petitioner  shall  pay  `5,000/-  as  costs  to  the

respondents and if the amount is paid within a week from the date of

receipt of copy of this order, the order already passed will stand set

aside and the petitioner will  have the  benefit  of offering additional

evidence.  The respondent is at liberty to offer any rebuttal evidence

for  the  additional  evidence which is  given by the petitioner.   If  the

amount is  not paid as directed above, the order passed already shall

stand.

2. Notice to the respondent is dispensed with and the revision

petition is allowed on the above terms.

(K. KANNAN)

  JUDGE 
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