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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

Civil Revision No0.4653 of 2017
Date of Decision: 19.07.2017

Desh Raj

.. . Petitioner
Versus
The Chief Manager, SBP and others
... Respondents
CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE ANIL KSHETARPAL
Present: Mr. Kanwaljit Singh, Senior Advocate with

Mr. Abhishek Bajaj, Advocate
for the petitioner.

seskeskeskesk

Anil Kshetarpal, J. (Oral)

The plaintiff-petitioner has challenged the order passed by
the trial Court vide which Civil Judge (Junior Division), Mohindergarh

ordered closing the evidence of the plaintiff.

I have seen certain zimni orders produced by the petitioner.
Suit in the present case was instituted on 6™ of April, 2015. On
09.03.2017, the Court had directed the local Commissioner to record
evidence and submit the report, whereas on 19.04.2017 the evidence has

been closed by order.

Looking into the facts and circumstances of the case, I deem
it appropriate to grant two more effective opportunities to the plaintiff to

conclude its entire evidence. The opportunities would be granted within a
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period of six weeks as undertaken by the learned Senior Counsel for the

petitioner.

Revision petition 1is disposed of with the aforesaid

observations.

However, defendant would be at liberty to apply for variation

in the order passed, if they feel aggrieved.

[ ANIL KSHETARPAL ]

JUDGE
19.07.2017
Sachin/seema
Whether Speaking/reasoned Yes/No
Whether Reportable : Yes/No
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