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Item No. 81

UPON hearing the counsel, the Court made the following
ORDER

Today, the matter is fixed for further cross examination of

PWl, Mr. Arun Kumar Gupta.

The learned counsel for the plaintiff and the defendant are
present. The PW1l is further cross-examined by the learned counsel

for the defendant No. 1 - State of Punjab.

The statement of PW1l stands recorded in question and answer
format in the presence of learned counsel for both the parties from
Question Nos. 78 to 96. wWith that, the learned counsel for the
defendant No.1 has closed the cross-examination. The learned
counsel for the defendant Nos. 2 and 3 submits that they do not
want to cross-examine the Pwi. With that the evidence of PW1 is

closed.

The learned counsel for the plaintiff has closed the evidence

on plaintiffs side.

Now, the learned counsel for the defendant No.1 in the
Original Suit No. 2 of 2011 submits that the State of Haryana
(defendant No. 4) is a proforma party and sailing with the
plaintiff, so the evidence of defendant No. 4 should be recorded

first and then the evidence of defendant No. 1 may be recorded.

Learned counsel for the plaintiff opposed it and submits that
the evidence of defendants may be recorded in sequence and the
affidavits of the parties have already been filed and no prejudice

would be caused to the defendant No. 1.



Item No. 81

Heard.
Perused.

The defendant Nos. 1 to 4 have already filed affidavits and as
per the Rules, the evidence of defendants should be recorded in
sequence. Therefore, the prayer of the learned counsel for the
defendant No. 1 is not heeded to and directed to lead the evidence
on the next date of hearing for the evidence of defendant No.1.

As consented by the learned counsel for both the parties, the
cross-examination of Mr. Jagmohan Singh Mann (DW1) is fixed on 28t
and 29the August, 2023.

learned counsel for the defendant No. 1 is directed to keep

the witness present on those dates at 2.30 pm.

H. SHASHIDHARA SHETTY
Registrar
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