$~24
* IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI
+ CS(0S) 134/2022 & 1.A 8855/2022

SEEMA KHANNA . Plaintiff
Through:  Mr. Pawan Mathur, Advocate.

Versus

UNION BANK OF INDIA & ORS. ... Defendants
Through:  Mr. Abhay Mani Tripathi, Advocate

for D-3 & 4.

CORAM:

HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE AMIT BANSAL
ORDER

% 27.07.2022

[.A. 7636/2022 (u/S 151 CPC)
1. L ast opportunity of three weeks is given to the defendants no.3 and 4

to file reply to the present application.

2. List on 13" September i.e., the date already fixed.

[.A. 11715/2022 (u/S 151 CPC)

3. The present application has been filed on behaf of the

applicant/plaintiff seeking a direction to the defendants to file reply to the
I.LA. N0.3732/2022 filed by the plaintiff under Section 151 of the Civil
Procedure Code, 1908 (CPC) for production of bank records before the
Court.

4.  Notice in this application was issued on 8" March, 2022 and on 10"
May, 2022 three weeks' time was given to the counsel for the defendants to
filethereply. Till date, no reply has been filed.

5. Counsel for the plaintiff has drawn attention of the Court to e-mail
dated 16™ July, 2022 written on behalf of the counsel for the defendants no.1
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and 2 stating that the reply to 1.A. N0.3732/2022 has aready been filed. This
is factually incorrect. A copy of the said reply is not on record.

6. Counsels for the defendants no.1 and 2 are given last opportunity of
two weeksto file thereply to the |.A. N0.3732/2022.

7. Counsel appearing for the defendants no.3 and 4 submits that reply to
the l.A. N0.3732/2022 shall positively be filed within three weeks.

8.  Accordingly, the application stands disposed of.

l.A. 11716/2022 (u/S 151 CPQC)

9. Counsd for the plaintiff submits that the defendants no. 1, 2 and 3

have filed illegible copies of the documents relied upon by them and he
prays that legible copies of the said documents be provided to him.

10. Once again, counsels for the defendants no.1 and 2 has disputed the
fact that illegible documents were provided to the counsel for the plaintiff.
11. The documents filed by the defendants are not on record. Hence, this
Court isnot in aposition to say if the documents filed are legible or not.

12. Bethat asit may, counsels for the defendants no.1 and 2 are directed
to supply legible copies of the documents to the counsel for the plaintiff
within two weeks from today.

13. Counsd for the defendants no.3 and 4 submits that legible copy of the
Certificate of Marriage as referred to in paragraph 10 of the application shall
be supplied to the counsd for the plaintiff within three weeks.

14. The application is disposed of.

15. This order may be communicated to the counsel for the defendants
no.l and 2.

AMIT BANSAL, J.
JULY 27, 2022/at
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