
IN THE COURT OF EJAZ AHMAD BUTTAR DISTRICT & SESSIONS JUDGE / 
PRESIDING OFFICER, DISTRICT CONSUMER COURT, 

 FAISALABAD.  
      

Complaint No   1431/10 

Date of institution  19-4-10 

Date of decision  3-6-10 

 
Mubarak S / o Manzoor Ahmad R / o Chak No.629 GB Post Office Lundianwala 

Tehsil Jaranwala District Faisalabad. 

VS. 

Branch Manager Tameer Micro Finance Bank Ltd, 53 Dijkot Road, Faisalabad etc.  
  

Petition for return of gold jewellery  and recovery of damages.  
 

ORDER 

Present: as before. 

  Arguments heard on respondent’s objections about maintainability of 

petition and jurisdiction of court. 

2.  As would appear from the contents of petition, the petitioner has not 

alleged any defect in respondent’s service. Long and short of the matter is that 

petitioner’s only grievance is that when he is prepared to pay the loan amount with 

interest, the respondents should return his jewellery which they wrongly sold 

through auction. 

3.  Respondent’s contention is that there was no defect in their service 

rendered to the petitioner. As regards disposal of petitioner’s jewellery through 

auction, respondents sold the same after waiting for payment of loan and 

completing other formalities i.e issuance of notice in the press. They also 

deposited surplus amount from sale proceeds, of jewellery which reflects on their 

bonafides. With this background, respondents contention that petitioner’s claim is 

not maintainable before Consumer court is shared by this court. Instead, the 

petitioner should seek his remedy from Civil or Banking court. 
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4.  As already stated, the petitioner did not point out any defect in 

respondent’s service. They offered to provide him loan and then proceeded to 

recover it out of sale proceeds of petitioner’s jewellery procured through auction. 

As regards respondents’ alleged malafides, the same are not made out as they 

deposited the surplus amount in customers’ account which the petitioner can 

receive any time. 

5.  For what has been stated above, parties’ controversy is found not 

maintainable before Consumer court – instead, either Civil or Banking court seems 

competent to redress petitioner’s grievance, therefore, the petition be returned for 

presentation to a court of competent jurisdiction. 

6.  After due completion, file be consigned to record room. 

 

 

Announced         Ejaz Ahmad Buttar, 
3-6-10                                                                  District & Sessions Judge/ 

    Presiding Officer, 
                          District Consumer Court, Faisalabad. 
 
 

Certified that this order consists of two pages which have been 
corrected and signed by me.      

  

           

Announced                        Presiding Officer, 
3-6-10.                                                             District Consumer Court, Faisalabad. 
 


