112 IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

CR No.8329 of 2018
Date of Decision:10.12 .2018

Nancy Garg ...Petitioner
Versus

Mohit Goyal ...Respondent

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE SUDIP AHLUWALIA

Present: Mr. Ishan Gupta, Advocate
for the petitioner.

Mr. Deepak Aggarwal, Advocate
for the respondent.
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SUDIP AHL.UWALIA, J. (ORAL)

The parties in this case are spouses to each-other.
2. The petitioner happens to be respondent in the original
matrimonial petition filed by the present respondent under Section 13 of the
Hindu Marriage Act, 1955 seeking dissolution of marriage between them.
3. During the course of hearing, learned Additional District Judge,
Sangrur on 27.11.2018, while recording the statements of RW-3 SI Harjeet
Kaur, in examination-in-chief, had recorded in the deposition sheet:-

“At this stage, counsel for the respondent
requested to defer further examination-in-chief
because the report of witness regarding chatting is
necessary and after the receipt of report of witness
regarding chatting is necessary and after the

receipt of report chief is only be completed

Request declined that the report of witness should
have (SIC) produced in the court before issuance
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4. The present petitioner/wife is aggrieved by this observation
recorded in the deposition sheet.

5. It, however, transpires that in a separate Civil Revision
No0.8409 of 2018, filed by the petitioner/wife, a Co-ordinate Bench of this
Court has now granted her liberty to complete the evidence from her side,
which is reported to have been closed in the interregnum on 04.10.2018
the Trial Court, within a period of two months from today.

6. In the given circumstances, no tangible cause of action to
pursue the present revisional application survives as in any case the request
for time which was declined vide the impugned observations, has virtually
been now allowed by a Co-ordinate bench in the above referred Revision
Petition.

7. Therefore, the present revision is dismissed as having been

rendered infructuous.

(SUDIP AHLUWALIA)
JUDGE
December 10, 2018
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