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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

CR No. 2538 0of 2018 (O/M)
Date of decision : 20.4.2018

Daljit Singh and another .. Petitioners

Versus
Darshan Singh and others ... Respondents
CORAM : HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE KULDIP SINGH

Present:-  Mr. A.S. Sodhi, Advocate, for petitioners.

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

2. To be referred to the Reporter or not.

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

.

KULDIP SINGH J. (ORAL)

Heard.

Impugned in present revision is order dated 23.2.2018, passed
by learned Civil Judge (Junior Division), Jagraon, whereby an application
filed by present petitioners under Order XVIII Rule 17 CPC, 1908, for
recalling PW2 Avtar Singh for further cross examination was dismissed.

It comes out that Lal Singh (PW1) and Avtar Singh (PW2), who
are marginal witnesses of agreement of sale were examined in chief.
Defendant requested that both of them should be produced for cross
examination on one particular date. On 19.4.2017, both witnesses Lal Singh
and Avtar Singh were produced. Avtar Singh was cross examined and once
he was cross examined, learned counsel for plaintiff made statement that he
give up Lal Singh. According to petitioners, he had bifurcated the cross
examination of two witnesses, so as to bring out truth. Therefore, he prays

for recalling of PW Avtar Singh for further cross examination.
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I am of the view that Lal Singh was to be cross examined.
Avtar Singh was already cross examined on all points. Therefore, he cannot
be recalled for further cross examination. It appears that a trick was played
by plaintiff by first submitting Avtar Singh for cross examination and then
giving up Lal Singh (PW1) who was already examined in chief. T am of the
view that once witness is examined in chief, he should be submitted for
cross examination and plaintiff could not give up the witness after his
examination in chief is complete.

In view of matter, there are no merits in revision.
Consequently, revision is dismissed with liberty to petitioners to move
appropriate application before trial Court for recalling Lal Singh for cross

examination by him.
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