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* IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI
% Date of Decision04" August, 2025
+ CM(M) 1442/20258 CM APPL. 47425/2025
HARPREET KAUR . Petitioner
Through: Mr. Saeed Ahmad Khan, Advocate

Versus

RAJINDERPAL SINGH GROVER ... Respondent
Through: Mr. Ashok Popli, Advocate
CORAM:
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE MANOJ JAIN
JUDGMENT (oral)

1. Petitioner is defendant no. 2 before the learned Trial Court and is
aggrieved by order date@b.07.2025 wheeby the learned Trial Court has

declined to give her opportunity to make reference to docummetdsvhich

she had purchased the property in question from defendant no. 1.

2. These documents are, admittedtireadyon record and due to some
oversight, when the affidavit was tendered by defendant no. 2 in her
examinationin-chief, she did not make any reference to those documents.

3. It was n the aforesaid backdrop that she moaedpplication under
Order XVIII Rule 17 CPC statintperein thd these title documents wevery
much essential to dele the controversy in question and accordirsgiyght
permission to lead evidence to the aforesaid effect and to exduibit
documents which we already on record.

4. Learned Trial Court has declingtie aforesaid request, primarily,
considering the fact that the dispute in question was not the sale transactic

enterecbetween defendant nooh one sidend defendant nos. 2 & 3 on the
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