
(Plaintiff)

VERSUS

(Defcnda nts)

Vide this cx-parte order I intend to dispose of suit

in hanci filed by plaintiff against defendants.

that plaintiff' has filed the instant suit for declaration c u m

perpetual injunction to the effect that plainti f'f is the lawful

owner in possession of the suit property measuring 01 banal

in shape of orchard, since the time of his predecessor, fully

boundaries ind e tail c d

lie furtherPlaintiff's house is adjacent to the suit property.

allege that he planted valuable trees over the suit property.
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Romas Khan S/O Lal Jan, resident of Qoum l-'croz K.hel, Tehsil 
Lower, District Orakz.ai.

G.l-H CASi: TlTl.i-.: KCiMAS KI IAN VS l-AZAl. KAK1M l-.TC

L Eaz.al Karim,
2. Mashrooa Khan, both sons of Meer Akbar and
3. Said Wali S/O Fazal Karim, all residents of Qaum l-'croz KhcL 

\ I ehsil Lower District Orakz.ai.
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IN THE COURT OF SYED ABBAS BUKHARI,
CIVIL JUDGICII I'Ll ISIL COLL I S, KALAYA, OKAKZAl

through

the suit properly and thusDefendants arc interfering in

Uriel' facts of the case as narrated in the plaint are

the head note of plaint.



‘I

plaint! I'!' but in vain, hence, the present suit.

After institution of the instant suit the defendants

appeared before the court in person, however, subsequently

defendants no. 2 & 3 were placed and proceeded as ex-parteA

regularlyno.non-appearance

date of hearing butevery

w a s

. under Order VIH Rule X CPC was also served upon him vide

order dated 09.03.2023 but he failed to engage counsel and

filed. written statement despite cost as well

Order VIII Rule X CPC. Accordingly, this court vide order

struck off right of defense of19.05.2023

1 to file written statement. Later on defendantdefendant no.

failed to appear before the court and accordingly w a sn o.

datedplaced and proceeded cx-parlc

1.hereafter, plaintiff was directed to produce his19.08.2023.
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imposed upon defendant no. 1 and notice

giy cost

cx-parte evidence, which he did acco’rdingly and examined 04

as notice under

property. In this respect defendants were asked time and

again requested not to interfere with the suit property of

appeared before the

letg

fifes
«p ol' Ks. 5000/

intend to forcefully dispossess the plaintiff from the suit

court on

wh i I c de fendanl

no. 25 dated

due to

vide order no. 31

J?
I^P’cspilc repeated directions ol this court, he failed to engage

Sis counsel and file his written statement. Accordin

were summoned and accordingly all the defendants initially



PWs and closed his evidence. 'I'hereaIter cx-parte arguments

Now on perusal of.record, evidence produced by

plaintiff and valuable assistance of learned counsel for the

plaintiff this court is of the humble

light and support of thedeposed in

previously alleged in the plaint, f’urthermore, initially due to

rebuttal: n

available on the record.

In light of the above discussion, instant suit of

hereby ex-parie decreed against defendants. Noplainti IT is

order as to costs.

f'ile be consigned to the f) strict Re/ord Room, 
o I /
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□as Bukhari, 
Civil Judge-!I.

TehsiI Courts. Kalaya, Orak/.ai

were advanced by counsel for the plaintiff.

parte proceedings nothing

Orakzai after its completion and compilation.

Syed Abbas Bukhari
Civil Judge-11,

Tchsil CopTtsrisalaya, Orakzai

view that all the PWs

or contradictory is

stance of plaintiff

• Certified that this judgment of mine consists of 03 pviges, each 
has been checked, corrected where necessary ana signed by me-

non-filing of written statement and subsequently due to ex-


