Ralzeeﬂm Shah Vs SHO, PS Dabori -
Order...03 |
14.11.2023 "« Present: - o |
| -Pet1t1oner in person along w1th counsel

Respondent -through. Senior Publm Prosecutor._ B

- Today the case was fixed for argumentson :‘;he:l"-‘insf[ant petition.

Counsel for the petitioner and Sr.PP argtiéd the iristant petition.
File to come up for order on the instant petition on 21.11.2023.

*

Sami Ullah

| Civil Judge-], 4
<" Orakzai (at Baber Mela) |
Order...04 R o
21.11.2023

Parties pre-sent. Arguments on point of 'maintainab‘ility .df the |
conternpt of court petition already heard and record p'erusgd.' | |

Brief facts of the instant pétition are that the present pétit‘ionérs are
defendants in a civil snit titled “Rafiq Khan Vs Walayat Shah and others”
and an épplication for grant of temporary injunction was dismissed by this
court Vide Order Dated 20.10.2023. That the petitioners were work_i‘ng in
their field as there were no stay on the same, the respondents i.é. SHO PS
Dabori stopped the petitioners from plowing their field and called the

respondents to the PS. and kept them in illegally confinement.

Petitioners have contended that respondent'haé violated order dated:
20.10.2023 passed by this court by illegally restraining the petitioners from
working/ plowing the; disputed field in their possession and by keeping

them in illegal confinement.

Respondent appeared in person before the court and submitted reply
of the instant petition. In his reply he stated that on the day when the
petitioners were plowmg the1r ﬁeld there were apprehens1on of breach of

peace between the parties and both the parties were called to the PS and
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.4‘.'”:91&_1}




o ‘21 112023

- Ra'zeem Shah Vs SHO, PSDabon

‘Order...04 SR el
. Continued. - S

concemed

Keeplng in view the pleadlngs and avallable record on ﬁle that the~

were charged in’ 107/ 151 CrP C and were presented before the court )

":mstant petltlon 1s not mamtalnable and'no further ev1dence is requ1red it

the same for the reasons mentloned herelnafter

There is nothing on record which could show that respondent has

violated the court order. Furthermore, the respondent has charged both the

parties in 107/151 Cr.P.C. for preven'ting breach of peace. ~Petitioners-

failed to establish that respondent-have violated injunctive order of the

court, resultantly, petition in hand stands Dismissed. No order as to cost.
“File be consigned to record room after necessary eompIetion and
compilation. | | -

Announced
21.11.2023

. _A_S.ami -Ullah
Judicial magistrate-I
Orakzai at Baber Mela



