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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

CR No. 2705 of 2018 (O/M)
Date of decision : 26.4.2018

Nirmal Kanta . Petitioner
Versus
Kishan Rai Kaura and others ... Respondents
CORAM : HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE KULDIP SINGH
Present:-  Mr. Vivek Thakur, Advocate, for,
Mr. Arpan Sabharwal, Advocate,
for petitioner.
1. Whether the Reporters of local newspaper may be allowed to
see the judgment ?

To be referred to the Reporter or not.
3. Whether the judgment should be reported in the digest ?

N

KULDIP SINGH J. (ORAL)

The learned counsel for petitioner contends that on 16.3.2018,
expert was to be produced for cross examination by plaintiff. He filed an
application that expert is busy in the Court of learned Civil Judge, Batala,
and cannot come today. He is ready to pay the cost to the opposite party. It
is stated that distance between Batala and Jagraon, is about 170 kilometers.
However, the Court recorded the fact that plaintiff has availed 11 effective
opportunities and closed the evidence by orders.

The learned counsel for petitioner seeks only one opportunity to
produce expert for cross examination whose affidavit in examination in
chief has already been tendered.

In these circumstances, without issuing notice to opposite party,
one opportunity is granted to plaintiff to produce expert on the date to be
fixed by trial Court for cross examination subject to payment of Rs. 5,000/-

as cost to opposite party. Plaintiff shall not be entitled to examine any
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other witness. Consequently, revision is allowed.

(KULDIP SINGH)
JUDGE

26.4.2018
sjks

Whether speaking / reasoned ; Yes/No

Whether Reportable ; Yes/No



