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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

CR No. 62 of 2018 (O/M)
Date of decision : 10.1.2018
Kanwalpreet Singh .. Petitioner
Versus
Gultej Ka}ur . Respondent

CORAM : HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE KULDIP SINGH

Present:-  Mr. Prateek Sodhi, Advocate, for the 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)

Impugned in present revision is the order dated 8.12.2017
(Annxure-P-4), passed by the learned Additional District Judge, Jalandhar,
vide which the evidence of present petitioner was closed by orders.

It comes out that petition filed under Section 13 of the Hindu
Marriage Act, 1955, is pending before the lower Court. As per the
impugned order dated 8.12.2017 (Annexure-P-4), twenty five effective
opportunities were granted to the petitioner but still he failed to conclude
his evidence. However, two witnesses, which were to be produced for their
cross examination were not produced on the said date i.e. 8.12.2017. Neither
the petitioner nor his counsel were present in the lower Court on that date i.e.
8.12.2017.

The learned counsel for the petitioner contends that on that date
i.e. 8.12.2017, there was a Punjab Band call and one of the witnesses was
police official. Therefore, he could not appear before the lower Court on
that date. ~ The other witness was on maternity leave. He contends that

infact petitioner got eleven effective opportunities.
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Even if it is taken to be correct, the opportunities granted to the
petitioner are more than sufficient. The petitioner wants one more
opportunity to produce the said two witnesses, subject to payment of costs.

Though, there is no error in the impugned order dated 8.12.2017
(AnnexureP-4), however, in order to do complete justice with the parties,
impugned order is set aside to the extent that one more opportunity is
granted to the petitioner to produce said two witnesses for their cross
examination on the date, to be granted by the lower Court, subject to
payment of Rs. 10,000/- to respondent as costs. Further adjournment shall
not be granted on any ground. Cross examination of said two witnesses shall
be completed on the said date.

Instant revision is accordingly allowed to abovenoted extent.

(KULDIP SINGH)
JUDGE

10.1.2018
sjks

Whether speaking / reasoned ; Yes

Whether Reportable ; No



