[image: C:\Users\User\AppData\Local\Microsoft\Windows\INetCache\Content.Word\New Doc 2019-11-09 09.18.40.jpg]
[image: C:\Users\User\AppData\Local\Microsoft\Windows\INetCache\Content.Word\IMG-20191108-WA0003.jpg]

[image: C:\Users\User\AppData\Local\Microsoft\Windows\INetCache\Content.Word\IMG-20191108-WA0007.jpg]


[image: C:\Users\User\AppData\Local\Microsoft\Windows\INetCache\Content.Word\IMG-20191108-WA0010.jpg]


[image: C:\Users\User\AppData\Local\Microsoft\Windows\INetCache\Content.Word\20191109_094356.jpg]


[bookmark: _GoBack][image: C:\Users\User\AppData\Local\Microsoft\Windows\INetCache\Content.Word\IMG-20191108-WA0006.jpg]
image1.jpeg
191

Leave Application Form

To

Umrah / Hajj / Emergency) Leave
Note: Circle the type of leave)

Respected Sir/Madam,

‘ It is stated fhat, I /, working as %Q)é

in union council ZM//@ QM request for leave for a period of
"
S days, starting from £/—//~ to /¢ 'Z/—,&/{ on account of the

subject cited above.

Name: . &/@/’éﬁ/ & {M/?
Designation: ééﬁz

Union Councit%%&@%&ﬁ

Comments from UI%EC Chairman: -

|
The above leave request is hereby Endorsed/Recommended
for approval, with the comments that the proposed leave will
not affect the objective of the program and planned activities
during the requeste'd leave period.

Signature:

Comments of AC/FC/HRO/DHCSO:

Signature:
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Hon'ble District Judge, Tando Muhammad Khan dated: 06.11.2019, the ¢
VI . ,
L Nes 2 ‘7’{)6{‘[ dated: 26.09.2019 on application U/O 16 R 01 & 02 CPC at Ex: 58 is set

and plaintiff party is at liberty to produce the witnesses within the 15 day
R-1]- 201 today

IN THE COURT OF SENIOR CIVIL JUDGE-I
TANDO MUHAMMAD KHAN

First Class Suit No. 77/201

leo

Mst. Sajida and others ---PLaintifffs

VB SRESHUES

Zaheeruddin & others ---Defendants

3 Case Diary

it No. 77/2013,(Mst. Sajida Vs. Sahibzada Zaheeruddin & others)

Matter is not fixed today. However vide c
2019 (Re-Mst: Sajida V/S Sahibzada Zaheeruddin & (

C.R.A No: 13 of
hers) passed by the

Matter is already fixed on 13.11.2019. Plaintiff is also required to
produce his remaining said witnesses by the date of hearing
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Respondents No.1 to 16 themsclves and through their
Jhamatmal, having his office at Ghari Ghata, Hyderabad.

Mir Imran Ali s/0 Allah Bakhsh Khan Talpur,
‘Muslim, Adult, R/o Mir Muhalla, Taluka Talhar,

District Badin, respondent No. 17 himself and through his advpcmL
Abdul Haq Memon, having his office at Gulshare-Faiz Colony, Tafdy
Muhammad Khan

gos Rcspundmu/nzﬁina s

i
Mr. Abdul Hakeem Memon, Advocate for applicant/plaintiff. | | |
Mr. Parkash Kumar, Advocate for respondent No. 1 to 16/ defendant N
0 16,
Mr. Abdul Haque Memon, Advocate for respondents No. 17/defendant |
No. 17.

ORDER
06.11.2019. A

This Civil Revision is directed against Order dated 26.09.2019
passed by learned Senior Civil Judge-1, Tando Muhammad Khan in G sﬁzh Mo |
77/2013 (Mst. Sajida Fakhar vs. Shahibzada Zaheer-ud-din & others) wnmqy the. I ‘
application u/o XVI, R.1 & 2 CPC filed by applicant/plaintiff, was dismissed. ik

02. The relevant facts are that the applicant/plaintiff filed the FC {
Suit No. 77/2013 on 11.12.2013 praying for decree of pre-emption in respect of
agricultural land situated in deh Khaso, Taluka Tando Ghulam Hyder. The relief of
permanent injunction has also been prayed. The respondents/defendants, despile
service, did ot file written statement consequently thiey were madle expartes by
learned trial Court vide order dated. 15.05.2014. The respondent No. 1'to 16/ |
defendant No. 1 to 16 filed application U/O IX R.7read with section 151 |
CPC along with joint written statement on 08.07.2014 with the prayer (o recall
order dated 15.05.2014 and allow them to contest the suit; this application was
allowed vide order dated. 10.09.2014, however, the respondent No. 17/defendant

No. 17 continued to remain expartec. i

03. The learned trial court framed issues on 28.09.2016 and the

. applicant/plaintiff fled list of witnesses on 05.10.2016. The applicant/plaintil

£éd application u/o XVI R.1 & 2 CPCR/W Section 151 CPC on 09.112016

witich was allowed vide order dated. 23.11.2016, thereafter, the applicant/plaintif
mined her attorney and few witnesses. Fi it

The respondent No, 17/defendant No. 17 filed appncamsu u/0

. 7 R/W section 151 CPC on 15.11:2018 along with writien statement, this

~application was allowed vide order dated. 28,11.2018. On same day i.e 28, n‘sz

the applicant/plaindff fied fresh application U/O XVI R. 1 & 2 CRC (Ex38 of
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Mst. Sajida Fakhar wel/o Sahibzada Fakhar-ud-dif,
Mustim, Adult, Zamindar, Deh Khaso,

Taluka Tando Ghulam Hyder,

R/o0 House No.01, Street No, 18, Sector F-8/2, Ilamabad,
So also at Peshawar,

Through her attorney

Ghais-ud-din s/0 Abdul Hannan,

Muslim, Adult, R/0 House No.O1, Street No, 18, Sector F-8/2,

Islamabad, Present at Tando Muhammad Khan. ‘I G
A ABM g
ai (1

VERSUS

1 Sahibzada Zaheer-ud-din s/0 Burhan-ud-din Afridi,
Muslim Adult, R/o House No.C-144, [B area,
Block No.10, Karachi Central.
2 Sahibzada Muhammad-ud-din s/0 Abdul Hannan Afridi,
Muslim, Adult, R/o House NO, C-274,
Block No. 06, FB area, Karachi Central
3. Sahibzada Saced Ahmed s/0 Muhammad Shari,
Muslim, Adult, R/o0 Zam-Zama Terrace, 1% Floor, Black No.4,
Gulshan-e-lgbal, Karachi,
4. Sahibzada Najam-ud-din s/o Muhammad Sharif Afridi,
Muslim, Adult, R/o House NO. D-62, FB area,
Black No.05, Karachi Central,
. Sahibzada Nazeer-ud-din s/ Salah-ud-din Afridi,
6.  Sahibzada Ameer-ud-din s/0 Salah-ud-din Afridi,
i Sahibzada Faseeh-ud-din /0 Salah-ud-din Afridi,
8.
9

Sahibzada Rais-ud-din 5/o Salah-ud-din Afrid,
Sahibzada Zeeshan s/0 Salah-ud-din Afridi,

10.  Sahibzada Imran-ud-din s/o Salah-ud-din Afridi,

11 Sahibzada Hafeez-ud-din s/o Salah-ud-din Afridi,

12. " Sahibzada Bashir-ud-din /0 Salah-ud-din Afrid,

13, Mst. Humaira Salah-ud-din d/o Salah-ud-din Afridi,

14, _Mst. Bibi Kubra w/o Salah-ud-din Afridi,
Defendant No. 05 to 14, all R/o B-91/11,

deral B Area, Block No.11, Karachi Central,
ghibzada Saced Sharif s/0 Abdul Hannan/Manan Afridi,
uslim, Adult, R/o House No. 186, North Nazimabad, Karachi,

ey Al 1677 Sahibrada Siraj-ud-din /0 Minhaj-ud-din Afri
—— Muslim, Adult, R/o House No.C-17, FB Area,

Block NO. 11, Karachi Central, at present R/o N-3525,
Block No.l, Gulshan-c-lqbal Matroval Abdul Hassan lsphano road,

g P
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2,  AtigurR
soth resident o

Nazarabad, Kotla Mc

Thisgapplication u/0 XVI R. 1 & 2 CPC,was heapd
and dismissed vide order dated 26.09.2019 which is niow impugned through this

&mwm' I have heard learned advocate for applicant/plaintiff, learned

advocate for respondents No. 1 to 16/defendants No. 1 to 16, learned advocate far |
respondent No. 17/defendant No. 17. I have perused the impugned Order along

with R&Ps of trial Court. i

06. 1t has been held in the case of Zahid Khan and others reported
52016 CLC 1637 that a witness brought be a party in the Court couldn®t be
refused simply for the reason that name of such witness was not mentioned in the
list of witnesses; thus it is clear that the witnesses named in the applicatiari u/o
XVIR. 1 & 2 CPC, referred in the preceding paragraph No. 4, if brotight by the

party, can be examined without having returned. i i

o7. As regards the question of calling the witnesses, named in the
said application, referred in the preceding paragraph No. 4, by invoking process of
court in shape of summons s concerned, it is admitted fact that the. said

witnesses happen to be brothers of applicant/plaintiff and they are not required {o | |
produce and official documents, moreover there is no evidence to believe that the |
same witnesses cannot be brought without process of court, hence | amof the.
considered view that the witnesses can be brought by the party fe. !
applicant/ plaintif. i
08. For the reason given the in the preceding pmg‘rnp‘h Nos&7

the Civil Revision Application No.13/2019is allowed to the extent that the
feded trial court shall examine the witnesses named in the application (Ex.58 of
R&Ps of trial Court) if the witnesses are produced by the party within 15 days of
thié- drder, however, the prayer of issuing summons to the witness is declined, 1f;
Bae the applicant/plaintif fails to produce the witnesses within the period of
s from today then the learned trial Court will be at liberty to pass any lawful
er. The suit is old of 2013, hence the learned trial Court directed to dispose off
~ the suit by 15" December 2019, |

Announced in Open Court.
Given under my hand and seal of this court,

# 7o {
/(7) / i
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“This the 060

Qe erieQ

(Syed Zulfigar Ali Shah)
District Judge/MCAC
Tando Muhammad Khan

AStiparl WY

istriat Caurt Tan iy
oy applied For: A
Estimad O G BT

Soping FeelFLEIRS

urpentFosl )E>
Foalr 57





