
IN THE NAME OF ALLAH ALMIGHTY, THE MOST GRACIOUS AND THE MOST MERCIFUL. 

 

IN THE COURT OF MUHAMMAD KALEEM SHEIKH,  

PRESIDING OFFICER / DISTRICT & SESSION JUDGE,  

DISTRICT CONSUMER COURT, FAISALABAD. 

 

                       

ABDUL-LATIF ALVI     Vs.  JAVAID IQBAL. 
 

CLAIM FOR RECOVERY OF DAMAGES /COMPENSATION Rs.373,000/- 

U/S.13 OF PUNJAB CONSUMER PROTECTION ACT,2005. 

O R D E R:- 

1.  succinctly,  the facts of this case are that the defendant convinced and 

inclined the claimant that if he would provide him an amount of Rs.8,000/- per 

month on becoming “committee” member, he would be handed over total amount 

of  Rs.240,000/- after completion of 30(thirty) such “committees”.  The defendant   

continued to receive Rs.8,000/- per month fraudulently and collusively from the 

claimant for providing him the required services, however, when claimant 

demanded his paid amount, he refused to do so rather gave him threats of dire 

consequences.  Under such circumstances the claimant has brought this claim for 

recovery of an amount of Rs.373,000/- for his mental and physical loss, counsel   

fee and recovery of actual amount of Rs.240,000/- 

2.  The defendant vehemently opposed the claimant by filing his written 

statement wherein he totally denied that he has to pay any amount to the claimant. 

3.  In view of divergent pleadings of the parties as the matter needed 

evidence here the claimant Abdul-Latif Alvi appeared as PW-1 in corroboration of 

his version whereas he tendered his affidavit EX.PW-1/1 and he also got examined  

one, Tariq Mehmood who submitted his affidavit EX.PW-2/1.  In his documentary 

evidence the claimant has tendered a copy of legal notice as Ex.P-1 and postal 

receipt as Ex.P-2.  In rebuttal, defendant Muhammad Javaid Iqbal got recorded his 

statement as DW-1.  In his such statement, the defendant has adduced an affidavit  
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Ex.DW-1/1, Cheque No.665028 dated 30.01.2007 as Ex.D-1, Dishonor slip dated 

24.02.2007 as Ex.D-2, slip as Ex.D-3 dated 23.02.2007, slip as Ex.D-4 dated 

01.02.2007.  The defendant also produced Sayyed Zawar Hussain Shah S/o Sayyed 

Abid Hussain Shah as DW-2 and Abid Hussain S/o Dolat Ali as DW-3 who have 

submitted their affidavits as Ex.DW-2/1 and Ex.DW-3/1, respectively. 

4.  Heard the arguments, record perused. 

5.  On 13.09.2008, during arguments the claimant Abdul-Latif Alvi made 

an offer for the defendant that if he would take special oath on Holy Quran that  he 

had paid total amount of Rs.240,000/- his claim might be dismissed, otherwise, the 

same be accepted.  Such offer was made to Muhammad Javaid Iqbal present in the 

court.  Muhammad Javaid Iqbal stated on special oath on Holy Quran he has paid 

total amount of the “committee” to the claimant Abdul-Latif Alvi through Sayyed 

Zawar Hussain Shah but that he did not pay the said amount directly to the 

claimant.  Under such circumstances, both the parties agreed for summoning the 

alleged mediator for passing of the money from Muhammad Javaid Iqbal, 

defendant to the claimant Abdul-Latif Alvi. For such clarification of payment of 

the amount Sayyed Zawar Hussain Shah S/o Sayyed Abid Hussain Shah has 

appeared as CW-1 who stated on oath that the defendant Muhammad Javaid Iqbal 

never paid to him the amount of Rs.240,000/- for its further delivery to the 

claimant Abdul-Latif Alvi. 

6.  From the above said evidence and circumstance, it is crystal clear that 

the defendant has not only acquiesced the jurisdiction of this court but he also 

admitted the providing of faulty service to the claimant as he totally refused to pay  

back the received amount Rs.240,000/- to the claimant.  Hence, the claim as 

brought by the claimant Abdul-Latif Alvi against the defendant Muhammad Javaid 

Iqbal stands established and proved through the defendant’s own statement.  

Accordingly, the claimant is held entitled to recover an amount of Rs.240,000/- as  



      3. 

the factual paid amount, Rs.20,000/- as compensation and an amount of 

Rs.10,000/- as counsel fee from the defendant, i.e.  Total amount of Rs.270,000/-. 

The defendant shall pay the above said amount to the claimant within a period of 

thirty days, otherwise, he shall be dealt with U/S.32 (2) of the Punjab Consumer 

Protection Act, 2005.  With these observations file be consigned to the record room 

after its due completion. 

Announced                   Muhammad Kaleem Sheikh, 

15.10.2008                                                                     Presiding Officer/ 

                                                                                 District & Session Judge, 

                                                                       District Consumer Court, Faisalabad. 

 

Certified that this judgment consists of three pages, dictated, signed and    

corrected by me.              

                                                                                                Muhammad Kaleem Sheikh, 

                                                                                                         Presiding Officer/ 

                                                                                    District & Session Judge, 

                                                                                         District Consumer Court, Faisalabad. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



IN THE NAME OF ALLAH ALMIGHTY, THE MOST GRACIOUS AND THE MOST MERCIFUL. 

 

IN THE COURT OF MUHAMMAD KALEEM SHEIKH,  

PRESIDING OFFICER / DISTRICT & SESSION JUDGE,  

DISTRICT CONSUMER COURT, FAISALABAD. 

 

                       

ABDUL-LATIF ALVI     Vs.  MUHAMMAD AFZAL etc. 
 

CLAIM FOR RECOVERY OF DAMAGES /COMPENSATION Rs.483,000/- 

U/S.13 OF PUNJAB CONSUMER PROTECTION ACT,2005. 

O R D E R:- 

1.  Facts discerning, this case brought under Punjab Consumer Protection 

Act, 2005 for recovery of an amount of Rs.483,000/-, in nutshell are put forth as 

under:- 

2.  The defendant being an Authorized Dealer for sale of Textile 

Machinery, took the claimant in confidence for providing him such Machinery 

within fourteen days fraudulently to usurp an amount of Rs.250,000/- as they have 

not delivered the machinery to him on lapse of the prescribed period and they have 

also not returned the above said amount to him.  Under such circumstance the 

claimant has demanded above said money from the defendants through this claim 

due to their unfair and fraudulent practice causing him physical and mental loss, 

labour losses, counsel fee and the actual amount paid by him after delivery of legal 

notice through his counsel. 

3.  The defendants No.1 and 2 have contested the claim by filing their 

separate written statements mainly on the ground that claimant’s case does not fall 

within the ambit of the Punjab Consumer Protection Act, 2005. 

4.  Under the above said scenario, as the matter needed evidence, hence, 

the parties were required to produce their respective affidavits on their respective 

stands.  In corroboration of his version claimant Abdul-Latif Alvi got recorded his 

statement wherein tendered his affidavit Ex.PW-1/1 whereas Abdul-Majeed PW-2  
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was produced to adduce his affidavit EX.PW-2/1.  In his documentary evidence the 

claimant has submitted the legal notice EX.P-1 and postal receipt EX.P-2.  In 

rebuttal, Muhammad Ilyas and Muhammad Afzal have appeared as DW-1 and 

DW-2 submitted their affidavits EX.DW-1/1 separately and they produced Rana 

Muhammad Ikram, Advocate and Sarfraz Ahmad as DW-2 and also tendered their 

affidavits EX.DW-2/1 respectively.  In their documentary evidence, the defendants 

have also tendered a copy of the petition of Zafar Mehmood Alvi as Mark-A 

along-with decision of Secretary, Union Council No.145. 

5.  Heard the arguments, record perused. 

6.  The question of paramount importance is whether or not the 

claimant’s case falls within the periphery of the Punjab Consumer Protection Act, 

2005 for which the claimant was duty bound to show that he is a consumer 

whereas the defendants are service providers.  From bare reading of the contents of 

the claim and on perusal of evidence as produced by the claimant, it is 

transparently clear that the claimant’s case is simplicitor of breach of trust as the 

supply or non-supply of the Machinery by the defendants is not in the nature 

deficiency of service as it is transaction of sale and purchase.  Under such 

circumstances, as question of deficiency in service does not arise to entitle the 

claimant to in voke the jurisdiction of consumer forum, there is no case of 

deficiency in service at all as the goods were never supplied. 

7.  Apart from what has been discussed above, the claim is not 

maintainable on factual two-fold planes, as under: 

i. The claimant has asserted through his evidence but in vain that he paid 

250,000/- to the defendants for providing any sort of Machinery to him as such fact 

has not been proved through independent source of evidence as the defendants 

have flatly refused this fact through their evidence on oath; 
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ii. The suit of specific performance of contract of the claimant’s son is pended 

for hearing in the Civil Court, whereas, the case of land transaction in between 

Zafar Mehmood Alvi the claimant’s son and the said Rana Muhammad Ikram 

defendant has been decided against the claimant’s son in the Union Council 

No.145 vide Mark-A read with statement of Rana Muhammad Ikram, Advocate 

DW-2, hence the claim in hand appears to have been lodged in retaliation thereof.  

8.  The upshot of the above whole discussion is that the claim is not 

maintainable. The same is hereby dismissed.  However, the claimant may seek his 

remedy, if any in the Civil Court of competent jurisdiction, if so desired in which 

case my observations supra would have no effect on such civil litigation which 

would be decided on its own merits.  File be consigned to the record room after it 

due completion.   

Announced                   Muhammad Kaleem Sheikh, 

15.10.2008                                                                     Presiding Officer/ 

                                                                                 District & Session Judge, 

                                                                       District Consumer Court, Faisalabad. 

 

Certified that this judgment consists of three pages, dictated, signed and    

corrected by me.              

                                                                                                Muhammad Kaleem Sheikh, 

                                                                                                         Presiding Officer/ 

                                                                                    District & Session Judge, 

                                                                                         District Consumer Court, Faisalabad. 

 

 
Present:-      

1. Claimant Abdul-Latif Alvi in person. 

2. Learned counsel for the claimant Sharafat Ali Awan, Advocate. 

3. Muhammad Afzal, defendant No.1 and 2 Muhammad Ilyas in person. 

4. Rana Tariq Majeed Khan, Assistant District Public Prosecutor for the State.    

OR D E R:- 

      Arguments heard, record perused.  Vide my judgment of even dated recorded 

separately as the claim is not maintainable. The same is hereby dismissed.  However, the 

claimant may seek his remedy, if any in the Civil Court of competent jurisdiction, if so desired in 

which case my observations in the judgment would have no effect on such civil litigation which 



would be decided on its own merits.  File be consigned to the record room after it due 

completion.   

Announced                       Muhammad Kaleem Sheikh, 

15.10.2008                                                                                  Presiding Officer/ 

           District & Session Judge, 

                                                                                    District Consumer Court, Faisalabad. 

Present:-      

1. Claimant Abdul-Latif Alvi in person. 

2. Learned counsel for the claimant Sharafat Ali Awan, Advocate. 

3. Muhammad Javaid Iqbal, defendant in person. 

4. Rana Tariq Majeed Khan, Assistant District Public Prosecutor for the State.    

 

OR D E R:- 

      Arguments heard, record perused.  Vide my judgment of even dated recorded 

separately as the claimant is held entitled to recover an amount of Rs.240,000/- as the factual 

paid amount, Rs.20,000/- as compensation and an amount of Rs.10,000/- as counsel fee from the 

defendant, i.e.  Total amount of Rs.270,000/-. The defendant shall pay the above said amount to 

the claimant within a period of thirty days; otherwise, he shall be dealt with U/S.32 (2) of the 

Punjab Consumer Protection Act, 2005.  With these observations file be consigned to the record 

room after its due completion.  

Announced                                   Muhammad Kaleem Sheikh, 

15.10.2008                                                                                  Presiding Officer/ 

           District & Session Judge, 

                                                                                    District Consumer Court, Faisalabad 

       

 

 
 

          

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 


