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IN THE COURT OF SENIOR CIVIL JUDGE, LAHORE.
Civil Suit No. ______________ / 2012

__________Son of______________Resident of_______________ 

….Plaintiff 

V E R S U S
1. __________Son of______________ Resident of_______________ 

2. Defence Housing Authority, Y Block Phase-III, Commercial Area, DHA Lahore Cantt, Lahore. 

3. __________ Patwari Halqa Mouza Shajpal, Tehsil Cantt, District Lahore. 

….Defendants 

SUIT FOR CANCELLATION, POSSESSION, 
DECLARATION ALONGWITH PERMANENT INJUNCTION.
Respectfully Sheweth:- 

1. That the plaintiff inherited land measuring 15-Kanals 6-Marlas situated in Mouza Shajpal, Tehsil Cantt, District Lahore, which was mutated in her name through Mutation No. 585. (Copy of mutation and Register Haqdaran Zameen is attached). 
2. That the father of plaintiff Boota died when the plaintiff was of 4 years and her mother namely Sardaran Bibi went to her parents home with plaintiff and contracted second marriage in Sheikhupura and after the age of majority the plaintiff was also married there as such the plaintiff was ignorant about her inherited property. The defendant No. 4 who is resident of Mouza Sehjpal and is running the business of property dealer and is well known in the area of Sehjpal contacted the plaintiff some time back and told the plaintiff that she is owner of some land which has been inherited by plaintiff after the death of her father Boota, but there are some complications to get the land mutated in the name of plaintiff, if the plaintiff intends to get it than he can help her in this regard provided the plaintiff executes a general power of attorney in his favour. The plaintiff being an old aged illiterate household lady agreed proposal of defendant No. 4 and accordingly the plaintiff alongwith her brother in law went to Cantt Kachery where the defendant No. 4 with the assistance of an advocate purchased three stamp papers bearing Serial No. 11404, 11405 and 11406 on 17.03.2011 for the execution of general power of attorney and Iqrarnama in favour of defendant No. 4. 
3. That after 1½-months the defendant No. 4 again came to the house of the plaintiff and returned an unregistered document of general power of attorney iqrarnama and told that he could not find any land in the name of plaintiff’s father, so it is useless to register general attorney on behalf of plaintiff. 
4. That after some time it transpired to the plaintiff that defendant No. 4 with the help of defendant No. 5 with the intention to play fraud and usurp the land of the plaintiff intentionally, deliberately with malafide intention got purchased three stamp papers and subsequently out of those one bearing 11405 got it registered in his favour and the other unregistered was returned to the plaintiff and thereafter on the basis of fraudulently prepared general power of attorney the defendant No. 4 with connivance of defendant No. 5 prepared Fard Malkiat on behalf of plaintiff and sold the land of the plaintiff measuring 15-Kanals 6-Marlas to defendants No. 1 & 2 through sale deed No. 2740, Bahi No. 1, Jild No. 6565 dated 13.03.2002 by playing fraud upon the plaintiff. 
5. That after getting information and knowledge about the fraudulent sale deed in favour of defendants No. 1 & 2 by defendant No. 4 with connivance of defendant No. 5, the plaintiff approached to the revenue staff concerned for getting copies of record regarding the land in dispute from where it further transpired that defendants No. 1 & 2 on the basis of alleged forged sale deed have further sold the land in dispute to defendant No. 3 by way of sale deed No. 3644, Bahi No. 1, Jild No. 117 dated 07.06.2003 due which it has been impleaded in array of defendants.
6. That plaintiff upon getting knowledge of fraud played by defendant No. 4 requested him to cancel the illegal, forged, fictitious and prepared and executed by fraud sale deed in favour of defendants No. 1 & 2 but the defendant No. 4 instead of considering sympathetically, threatened the plaintiff with dire consequences, so the plaintiff lodged an FIR No. 1011/11 dated 24.08.2011 in Police Station North Cantt, Lahore against the defendants No. 4 & 5 but the plaintiff due to her illiteracy and old age household woman inspite of all proofs remained unsuccessful against the cleverness and influences of defendant No. 4. Copies of criminal proceeding are attached herewith. 
7. That sale deed in favour of defendants No. 1 & 2 have been executed by playing fraud against the plaintiff and on the basis of above said alleged sale deed further sale deed in favour of defendant No. 3 has no value in the eyes of law and same is also liable to be cancelled. 

8. That plaintiff has time and again requested the defendants to cancel the sale deeds in dispute but they have always tolerated on one or the other pretext and lastly a week ago have flatly refused to accept the requests of the plaintiff. Hence this suit. 
9. That cause of action arose in favour of the plaintiff when the defendant No. 4 got executed forged general power of attorney in his favour, secondly when the defendants No. 4 & 5 with connivance to other got registered sale deed in favour of defendants No. 1 & 2 and afterwards when the defendants No. 1 & 2 and on the basis of forged sale deed further sold the land to defendant No. 3 and lastly a week ago when the defendants refused to accept the requests of the plaintiff and same is continuing. 
10. That value of the suit for the purposes of jurisdiction is fixed of Rs. 4,05,000/- over which court fee of Rs. 15,000/- is required to be affixed on the plaint but due to non-availability of the is filed without court fee. However as and when it is supplied same will be affixed on the plaint. 
P R A Y E R

Under these circumstances, it is, most respectfully prayed that a decree for possession of land measuring 15-Kanals 6-Marlas bearing Khewat No. 47, Hadbast Mouza Sahjpal Tehsil Cantt, District Lahore may kindly be passed in favour of the plaintiff and against the defendant and sale deed No. 2740, Bahi No. 1, Jild No. 6565 dated 13.03.2002 in favour of defendants No. 1 & 2 may kindly be cancelled declaring that it has been prepared by the defendants with connivance to each other without any consideration in a fraudulent manner and on the basis of above said fraudulent sale deed the sale deed No. 3644, Bahi No. 1, Jild No. 117 dated 07.06.2003 executed in favour of defendant No. 3 is also forged and fictitious document which has been executed on the basis of alleged fraudulent sale deed as such both the sale deeds are nullity in the eyes of law and have no value and effects on the ownership rights of plaintiff. 
It is further prayed that a decree for permanent injunction may kindly be passed restraining the defendants to alienate, transfer, sell and dispose it of to anybody else except the plaintiff forever. 

Suit be decreed with costs. 

Plaintiff

through

Advocate
Advocates High Court
VERIFICATION 

Verified on oath at Lahore this 15th day of August 2012, that the contents of paras No. 1 to 7 are correct to the best of my knowledge and remaining paras No. 8 to 10 are true to the best of my belief. 

Plaintiff 

IN THE COURT OF SENIOR CIVIL JUDGE, LAHORE.

In re:

_____________
VS   ___________
APPLICATION UNDER ORDER 39 RULE 1 & 2 READ WITH SECTION 151 C.P.C FOR THE GRANT OF INTERIM INJUNCTION.

Respectfully Sheweth:

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

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

3. That petitioner has made out a good prima facie arguable case in her favour and the same is likely to succeed. 

4. That the balance of convenience lies in favour of the petitioner and against the respondents.

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

P R A Y E R:


Under the above circumstances it is, therefore, most respectfully prayed that during the pendency of the suit respondents may kindly be restrained from selling, alienating or transferring the land in dispute to any person in any manner whatsoever.


Ad-interim relief may also be granted to the petitioner. 

Petitioner

through

Dated: 15.08.2012
Advocates High Court
IN THE COURT OF SENIOR CIVIL JUDGE, LAHORE.
In re:

Mst. Maryam Bibi
VS   Saleem Ali etc.
APPLICATION UNDER ORDER 39 RULE 1 & 2 READ WITH SECTION 151 C.P.C FOR THE GRANT OF INTERIM INJUNCTION.

AFFIDAVIT OF
Mst. Maryam Bibi Wife of Rehmat Ali and Daughter of Boota (deceased) Resident of Mouza Kot Abdul Malik, Tehsil Ferozwala, District Sheikhupura. 


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 15th day of August 2012, 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 

