
158/1. of 2025.Suit No

25.09.2025.•. Dale of InsLilu.tion

12.08.2026.Date of Decision 

‘Gul Man Shah S/O Khi.a! Mat Shah R/O Qouin Misht/ Tappa'Darwi Khc'.

........ (Flai/nUlf): Karghah. Tchsil Centra./ District Orakzan...

'V IMS US

Bad shah Khan S/O ’Muhammad. Ah R/O Qoum Mjshti, lappa. DarM Khc/

Karghan l ehsil Central, District Orakzai (Defendant)

SUIT BOR DECLARATION CUiVEPERMANEN'T INJUNCTION

Parties along wi’h their counsel present. .Arguments on beharl

of counsel for both, the parties were heard. Parties to the sun. also ;•

heard. Record perused..

Brief facts of the case in hand are that plaintiff' is permanently
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.owcr Orakzai is the ancestral property of plainti 1.1 and delcudant has
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plaintiff. That the suit field was sold to one Anwar Zalrid Son oi f'aza!

plaintiff received .Rs. 100000/-- tone lac). ’When the dclcndaru came [o 
t /
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SUMMARY fUDGMENT
-12.08.2026

IN THE COURT OF NOOR UL HAQ.
CIVIL JUDGE-IL KALAYA., ORAKZAI

no concern, with the sri.il. 'held while the carnc is in possession ch

one field situated at Syed Khali! Baba Peer Naka.z Perez Khz! Tchsi!
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residing in ‘District Orakzai. That the suit property consisting upon
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Khaliq in lieu of Rs 800000/- in the presence- of witnesses and



know about the iransaclion, the defendant sent his people to the salce
. i

/ahid Anwar and restrained him from the completing the sell

transaction. '1'hat thcdclcndanl is a powerful person, who pressurized

the salce and plaintiff. Plaint!ft’ lastly requested to decree the suit in

his favour against the defendant. That defendant was asked time and

again to admit the legal claim of plaint!ff but in vain, hence, the

present suit.

Defendant was summoned who appeared before the court and

averred that he lias the preferential right to purchase the suit property.

Defendant further stated in his written statement that he was ready to

provide whatever amount plaint! IT demand for the suit property.

during25.07.2026,of record thatrevealsPerusal on

examination of the parlies under order X CPC. counsel for plaintilt

staled at the bar that if defendant is serious in purchasing the suit

rd amount of total worth of the suitproperty, lie may dc)iosit 1/3

.08.2026, the parties were again heard, and sulTicicnt lime was1

/afforded to the defendant to consider the proposal of'depositing the

“ said onc-lhird amount. After some lime, the defendant returned before

lintifl’ was

tliC suitexcessive

properly on such excessive rate.

for the

statutory period of 06 months or till disposal of instant suit on the
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the Court and staled lhai the amount demanded by the T

was fixed for arguing on summary disposal. On

contested the suit by submitting written statement, wherein ii is

in a position to purch iscand that he was not

) property and ease
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On 03.08.2026, couri granted interim ordcr/stax



purchase the property. 'The pleadings of the parties prim.a facie, reveal

admission, in respect of ownership of plainlilT, further strengthens the

stance and claim:of plaintiff that defendant is interfering in the suit

property.

'.the stance taken by the defendant, however, docs not create

.1 ega 11 y s u stain ab I e d i s pn tcany

ownership over the suit property in hi.s written statement.

admission against the defendant and substantially narrows down the

theThere fore, view

contained in the defendant^; written statement, the conduct of the

parties bcibrc the Court, and the fai lure of the defcndant to establish

and possession, no useful purpose would be served by prolonging the

proceedings. The plaintiff'is, accordingly, entitled to a decree.
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right to

unequivocal admission
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can be denied or interfered w-ith.
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scope of controversy between the parties. The defendant has tailed to

property, thereby preventing plainti IT to exercise his right to sell the
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Consequently, the suit is dcerccd in lavonr of thc plai.nlj 11. 1.1

the stance of plaintiff io be genuine whereas the defendant's

\ show any lawful basis on which the plaintiIPs admitted ownership
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any lawful, right to interfere with, the plamtilTs admitted ownership

defendant is hereby permancnliy rcsiramcd, through a

Such admission, being clear and. unequivocal, constitutes-a material

decree <>!

suit property. However, defendant, claims preferential

particularly when, the defendant has categorically admiited the

regarding the plainti IPs title,

ground that defendant has admitted the plaintiff’s ownership over the

keeping in
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plaintiffs .lawful, ownership, possession, and rights in respect of the

.Decree sheet be prepared accordingly. Cost shall follow the events.

Erie be consigned to record room alter its necessary comptedon and

compilation.
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suit property. The defendant s.hai.i remain bound by this decree.
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Civil Jii/.gc-fl Tchsil Court
ICalaya Orakzat

obstruction, encroachment, dispossession, or otherwise disturbing the
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permanent injunction, from making ' any kind of rntcrl.crc.nce,


