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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

CR No. 6392 0of 2017 (O/M)
Date of decision : 2.5.2018

JoginderPal . Petitioner
Versus
Ashwani Kumar and others ... Respondents

CORAM : HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE KULDIP SINGH

Present:-  Mr. Sudeep Mahajan, Advocate,
for petitioner.

Ms. Monika Palyal, Advocate, for,
Mr. V.K. Kaushal, Advocate,
for respondents No. 3 to 5.

Mr. Dheeraj Mahajan, Advocate,
for respondent No. 6.

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)

Heard.

Vide impugned order dated 6.9.2017, passed by learned
Additional Civil Judge (Senior Division), Gurdaspur, DW1 Raj Deepak has
been allowed to file supplementary affidavit by deleting certain lines.

It comes out that DW1 Raj Deepak filed an affidavit. Later on,
he claimed that certain lines were wrongly written and he wants to delete the
same. Objection of learned counsel for petitioner is that it is admission and
cannot be withdrawn.

I am of the view that previous affidavit will remain on file. The
witness can always file fresh affidavit in examination in chief for the

purpose of cross examination and if petitioner feels that there were some
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admissions, he can always put the same to witness, giving him opportunity to
explain the same. There is no ground to interfere in impugned order.

Consequently, revision is dismissed.
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Whether speaking / reasoned ; Yes/ No

Whether Reportable : Yes/No



