
 
 

IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA 
AT CHANDIGARH 

 
116       CR No.7168 of 2025 (O&M) 
       Date of Decision: 09.10.2025 
 
 
Mamtesh        …Petitioner 

V/s 

Lalit Kumar        …Respondent 

 
CORAM : HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE VIKRAM AGGARWAL 

   
Present:  Mr. Lalit Kumar Yadav, Advocate, for the petitioner.  

*** 

VIKRAM AGGARWAL, J (ORAL) 

  The present revision petition is directed against the order dated 

24.09.2025 (Annexure P-4) passed by the Court of Principal Judge, Family 

Court, Panchkula, vide which the evidence of the petitioner-wife was closed 

by order.  

2.  The respondent-husband filed a petition under Section 13(1) (i-a) 

and (i-b) of the Hindu Marriage Act, 1955 (for short the “HMA”) for a decree 

of divorce on the ground of cruelty and desertion before the Court of learned 

Principal Judge, Family Court, Panchkula. For, the petitioner-wife could not 

lead and conclude her evidence on time, the same was closed by order on 

24.09.2025 (Annexure P-4), leading to filing of the present revision petition.  

3.  Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that only one effective 

opportunity would be required by the petitioner to lead and conclude her 

evidence.  He submits that the petitioner had exercised due diligence but 

despite the same, the evidence could not be concluded in time. Learned 

counsel undertakes that the petitioner would not delay the proceedings and 

would lead and conclude the evidence in one effective opportunity.   
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4.  I have considered the submissions made by learned counsel for 

the petitioner.  

5.  There would be no necessity of issuing notice to the respondent, 

for, in view of the nature of the order that is proposed to be passed, no 

prejudice would be caused to him.  

6.  Admittedly, the petition under the provisions of the HMA was 

instituted on 15.02.2021.  On notice, the petitioner put in appearance and has 

filed her written statement through her counsel.  However, she could not 

examine her witnesses and tender the documents in time. A perusal of the 

interlocutory orders reveals that the matter was not adjourned on all dates at 

the request of the petitioner-wife.  The petitioner seeks only one effective 

opportunity to lead and conclude her evidence. In the considered opinion of 

this Court, such opportunity should be granted, for, matters should be decided 

on merits rather than on technicalities.  Under the circumstances, I deem it 

appropriate to grant one effective opportunity to the petitioner-wife to lead 

and conclude her evidence.   

7.  Accordingly, the revision petition is allowed and the impugned 

orders dated 24.09.2025 (Annexure P-4), passed by the Court of Principal 

Judge, Family Court, Panchkula vide which the evidence of the petitioner-

wife was closed by order, is set aside.   The Family Court is directed to grant 

one effective opportunity to the petitioner to lead and conclude her evidence 

on a date to be fixed by it. This shall however, be subject to payment of costs 

of Rs.10,000/-, which shall be paid to the respondent-husband.   

 
 
       (VIKRAM AGGARWAL) 

                JUDGE 
October 09, 2025 
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