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IN THE COURT OF COMMISSIONER LAHORE DIVISION, LAHORE.
Name              
         S/o, D/o 
Father Name      , resident of _____________________.   

1……………………

2…………………..                     

….Appellants 

V E R S U S
Name              
         S/o, D/o 
Father Name      , resident of _____________________.                        

….Respondent 

APPEAL UNDER SECTION 164 PUNJAB LAND REVENUE ACT, AGAINST THE ORDER DATED 16.11.2011 PASSED BY ADDITIONAL DISTRICT COLLECTOR, LAHORE. 

Respectfully Sheweth:- 

1. That appellant No. 1 was the owner of Plot No. 78-Min land measuring 2½-Marlas bearing Khasra No. 1321/45, Khewat No. 190, Khatouni No. 497, Jamabandi for the year 1991-92 situated in Ali Muhammad Park, Mouza Tajpura, Lahore, which is presently a double storey building constructed by him about 12 years ago which was purchased by him through registered sale deed bearing Dastaviz No. 4637, Bahi No. 1, Jild No. 2065 registered in the office of Sub-Registrar Aziz Bhatti Town, Lahore Cantt on 18.02.1996.
2. That appellant No. 1 sold his above said house to his brother appellant No. 2 through registered sale deed bearing Dastaviz No. 6391, Bahi No. 1, Jild No. 832, registered in the office of Sub-Registrar Aziz Bhatti Town, Lahore on 03.11.2006 and mutation No. 14073 dated 30.11.2006 was also attested in favour of appellant No. 2 who is in possession of said property and 2 sons are living in that house. 
3. That appellants have very recently come to know that respondent filed an application in the Court of Tehsildar Lahore Cantt, on 17.01.2011 with the contention that she has purchased the above said property from appellant No. 1 (Muhammad Yasin) through registered sale deed bearing Dastaviz No. 1382, Bahi No. 1, Jild No. 732 registered in the office of Sub-Registrar Aziz Bhatti Town, Lahore on 16.03.2006, therefore, a mutation on the basis of her sale deed be attested in her favour. 
4. That this application after getting the reports of revenue staff was forwarded by the DDO(R) Cantt, in the court of Additional District Collector, Lahore vide order dated 09.04.2011. 

5. That the learned Additional Collector while acting upon the reports of Revenue Staff and Tehsildar passed the impugned order dated 16.11.2011 holding therein that as the registered sale deed of respondent is Senior to that of sale deed of appellant No. 2, therefore, the mutation of appellant No. 2 bearing No. 14073, should be reviewed and mutation in favour of the respondent on her sale deed be attested. Copies of all the three sale deeds referred to above and mutation No. 14073 are attached herewith. 
6. That the appellants being aggrieved by the impugned order dated 16.11.2011 are filing this appeal on the following amongst other: 
G R O U N D S

(a) That appellant No. 1 was the owner of 2½-Marlas of land bearing Khasra No. 1321/45 situated in Mouza Tajpura, Lahore as is evident from his sale deed attached with the appeal, whereas the respondent has purchased the land measuring 2½-Marlas bearing Khasra No. 1312/56, which is absolutely incorrect. 
(b) That the Rapt of Rozenamcha No. 2359 dated 27.08.2005 issued by Patwari of Mouza Tajpura as written in sale deed of the respondent allegedly taken by appellant No. 1 for the sale of above said land to respondent is also forged, fictitious and bogus. 
(c) That it is also relevant to submit that on the first page of the sale deed of respondent disputed Khasra No. is stated as 1312/45 whereas on the second page of the said sale deed, the description of said land has been given as Khasra No. 1312/56. In fact both Khasra numbers are absolutely bogus and incorrect. 
(d) That the address of appellant No. 1 as given in the sale deed of respondent on the first page of sale deed is also bogus and incorrect because appellant No. 1 has been residing on the address given in appeal for the last about 8 years. 
(e) That national identity card No. 35101-2388841 of appellant No. 1 given in the sale deed of respondent is also forged, bogus and incorrect, his correct national identity card number is 35201-1687024-7. Its copy is attached with the appeal. 
(f) That the appellant No. 1 has never sold his land alongwith the building constructed on that land to respondent through her sale deed No. 1382 registered on 16.03.2006. This sale deed is absolutely forged, bogus and fraudulent, which has been prepared with the active connivance of its marginal witnesses and local commission who has attested the said sale deed. It is pertinent to point out that all the signatures and thumb impressions of appellant No. 1 on her sale deed are forged and bogus. He neither put his thumb impressions and signatures on that sale deed nor he received a single penny from her as its sale price. 
(g) That it is very much surprisingly that the field staff as well as the learned Tehsildar never perused the sale deed of respondent while making their reports. All  the reports have been made that respondent purchased the property of 2½-Marlas bearing Khasra No. 1321/45 from appellant No. 1 whereas in the sale deed of respondent it is clearly written that she had purchased the property of 2½-Marlas bearing Khasra No. 1312/45 or 1312/56 and not the land of 2½-Marlas of appellant No. 1 bearing Khasra No. 1321/45. 
(h) That appellants have been condemned unheard. They have never been served through any process server or by register post or through proclamation in any newspaper. The appellants have condemned unheard. There is no notice or summon on the case file which may prove that appellants have been served for their appearance in the case before the learned Additional Collector on any date of hearing. Even the patwari of Mouza Tajpura was not summoned during the proceedings of the case till passing of the final order. 
(i) That it may also be pointed out that the impugned order dated 16.11.2011 is absolutely silent whether on any date of hearing the notices were issued to the appellant for their appearance before the learned Additional District Collector. 
Under the circumstances it is, therefore, most respectfully prayed that the impugned order dated 16.11.2011 passed by learned Additional District Collector, Lahore may very kindly be set-aside. 
Appellants

through

Dated: 13.12.2011
Advocate 

IN THE COURT OF COMMISSIONER LAHORE DIVISION, LAHORE.
In re:

Muhammad Yasin etc. 
VS
Mst. Kausar Zaman
(Appeal)
APPLICATION FOR THE SUSPENSION OF OPERATION OF IMPUGNED ORDER DATED 16.11.2011.

Respectfully Sheweth:

1. That the petitioners have filed the above titled appeal in this Honourable Court in which no date of hearing has yet been fixed. 

2. That the contents of the appeal may kindly be read as an integral part of this application.

3. That petitioners have made out a good prima facie arguable case in their favour and the same is likely to succeed. 

4. That the balance of convenience lies in favour of the petitioners and against the respondent.

5. That if the interim relief as prayed for is not granted, the petitioners shall suffer irreparable loss and injury. 

PRAYER:


Under the above circumstances it is, therefore, most respectfully prayed that during the pendency of the appeal the operation of the impugned order dated 16.11.2011 passed by learned Additional Deputy Collector Lahore may kindly be suspended. 

Petitioners 

through

Dated: 13.12.2011

Advocate 

IN THE COURT OF COMMISSIONER LAHORE DIVISION, LAHORE.

In re:

Muhammad Yasin etc. 
VS
Mst. Kausar Zaman

(Appeal)

APPLICATION FOR THE SUSPENSION OF OPERATION OF IMPUGNED ORDER DATED 16.11.2011.

AFFIDAVIT OF
Muhammad Aslam Shami Son of Sher Muhammad, Resident of House No. 81, Street No. 22, Mohallah Mian Barkat Colony, Salamatpura, Tehsil Lahore Cantt, District Lahore. 


I the above named deponent do hereby solemnly affirm and declare as under: 

That the contents of accompanying application are true and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief and nothing has been concealed therein. 

Deponent 

VERIFICATION 

Verified on oath at Lahore this 13th day of December 2011, that the contents of above affidavit are true and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief and nothing has been concealed therein. 

Deponent 

