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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

CR No. 342 0of 2018 (O/M)
Date of decision : 18.1.2018

Smt. Gurdev Kaur Marwaha ... Petitioner
Versus

Bachan Kaur and another .. Respondents

CORAM : HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE KULDIP SINGH

Present:-  Mr. Karan Garg, Advocate, for petitioner.

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)

Petitioner-plaintiff has impugned the order dated 16.4.2015
(Annexure-P-3), passed by the Ilearned Additional Civil
Judge (Senior Division), Amloh, vide which her application for directing
defendants-respondents to supply copy of their bank statement individually
or jointly or in the name of firm under the name and style of M/s Jassar
Multimetal, with effect from 1.4.20009 till date, was dismissed.

It is claimed that defendants-respondents had taken the plea that
they had not received Rs. 28,00,000/- in cash from plaintiff-petitioner. By

summoning those bank records, plaintiff-petitioner wants to prove the

payment.

Heard.

[ am of the view that case is now stated to be mature and is fixed
for arguments. At the initial stage, plaintiff-petitioner did not file an

application for discovery and inspection, nor any interrogatories were filed.

Plaintiff-petitioner led her evidence. Thereafter, defendants-respondents
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also led their respective evidence, wherein plaintiff could ask
defendants-respondents to file their bank accounts, which was not done.
Now, plaintiff-petitioner wants defendants-respondents to produce bank
statements after both the parties led their respective evidence. Plaintiff-
petitioner wants to fill in the lacunae. She filed the application without
mentioning the sections, under which it is filed to get the said records
produced. Infact, she wants to lead additional evidence and wants to
discover some documents. As such, application was rightly dismissed.
There is no illegality or infirmity in impugned order. Therefore, instant

revision is dismissed.

(KULDIP SINGH)
JUDGE

18.1.2018
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Whether speaking / reasoned ; Yes

Whether Reportable ; No



