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adat Order 1984

.e-Shah
ront Authority to produce sanctioned plg '
e Authority appeared pé?t‘o ang
| ¢

summoned officials tent
sa]g from Competen
relevant documents fficials petent 1 other documents, ¢
o, o i e e, O,
L il o produced gugs?é’ed that sanction for reconstruction was (:ﬁ‘i %?t
nd sanctioned plan was duly appmV:;Or%edbi
. enah
t

produced documents a0

'ty to ]andlord a 3 ﬂi -al

ot permi ed to cross-examine 0 : cl ; ;Vho were surm,

<t of landlord, documents producec 2y landlorq gy "
o produce document O, 0 o in the eye of law and i absence of legal, ve\li;d s::m.d h?;
mises ejectment application of landlprd would be incomam of
in view of fact that officials of Competent A p o,

4 were not administered any 0:::011‘

reconstruction © pre
Contention of tenant was repelled
witnesses of Jandlord ap
hem as representative of Comp;teut
ligt

were not summoned 85 :
had appeared only to produce documents 1s§ued by t .
Authority. Provisions of Section 19(4) of Sindh Rented Premises Ordinance, 197
being attracted in ¢35 no right to cross-examine the said officials thus could be gi 9
tenant.® , venty
Trial Court to produce documents.--Natuy,
(¢ of

Person summoned by
Person summoned t0 produce documents under A
become Witness. Statement of Suchr;; 134

statem
1984, would not
{ hould same be on oath. Docume
Nt

Qanun-e-
should not be recorded as deposition of witness nor §
d to produce the same should not be markeq
With

produced by person who was summone
exhibit numbers but should be given identification number/mark.”

Constitutional petition. Competency --Irregularitie i

‘ _ . S C

Court while recording statement of witness. Remedy. Constitution(;rlmzlfitt‘iad, by Tr
proper remedy to challenge irregular order of Court and same would mexl-Jit ﬁso;iszzsgnot

135. Witnesses to character.--The witnesses to character
may

be cross-examined and re-examined.
COMMENTS

This Article must be read with Arti
le 67. In .
not onl ; cle 67. In most cases, witn e
. li m mut;t be cross-examined. The use of character :evide: SS(fS “to : : “
g the value of the evidence brought against the acc::l;t;iasm the
ed. Holt, C. J,

observed in a case that'a mani
i an is not born a knave;
nor is he i ave;Aherginy ' |
i T e e ,A e mus; :e time to make him
. A man may be reputed A

r -1

P ot il i :
_ i Z will signify nothing to him upon this occasion."

-
o o ( sgggest_:inv.
cts to receive is ¢

Y
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m'froductory or w.

suﬂiclently Hro!

pare his story and (5\"(7
. It would tend to di
owed to give his 1

.ve some loopholes, to which the

Leading que :@7}'—; ‘(5;5;;: v

natters which are :

(1) introductory;

(2) undisputed; or

att '“ﬁ;huﬂ"} may be asked
Was used, 2
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»n the suppOSitiO

- cipally,
prsstel -ard, and hosti

Firstly, ar_ld

of the party pringing
dly, that the party calling @ \_vm
at the witness will p

Sea;n h rove, O
knowing be oreha '

that, consequently; if he were allowed t;) Iea?,t
to extract only S0 much of the knowle ie ]0
side, or even put a false gloss upon the W ole.

e Investigatio

] 38, Qanun

evidence. Big qu
+h it by cog¢€
in of the shop ar

! Applicants cou

record statemen
than twoO years
inst them.

1 that the witness has a biag ;
Je to his opponent. asin f
Jess has an advantage over his ady

+ at least is expected to ps(l)'iaxy, iy

he might interrogate in such a m
. an

he witness as would be favourable r:er Qs

0 hi

1§

avoye

n Agency.--Confession of applica
oy, ACCOT : .-e-Shahadat, 1984, \f;as iﬁgsd::s:o?e the
» of Charas could have its importance only if the applicantslble in

nt evidence. cution had not been able to find S Werq
.d other members of the crewo(lilt and

1d not be kept in custody in defes-plte
Applicants, in circumswncesln‘;’tely
] Ere

passage of more :
simply to wait collection of evidence agains
entitled to grant of bail.?
matters in writing.--Any wi
. wl

139.
be asked, whi _
other disposition of property, a5 to which
' ' , and if he says t
make any statement as to the contents 0

: ht to be produced,
un

Evidence as to 1%, heth
nation, whether any contract,
he is giving evidence,gvrv::gt e
hat it was, or if he is aboutn D
f any document, which, in tﬁo
' the adverse par’ty m -
til such document is produced ?;

opinion of the
vidence being given :
h .entltle the party who called the

object to such e
until facts have been proved whic

witness to give secondary evidence of it.

Explanation.--A witness may
made by other persons about the con
statements are 111 themselves relevant facts.

Illustrations

The question is, whether A assaulted B.

C deposes that he heard A say o D--

give oral evidence of st
ate
tents of documents ifmsellllcttsl

nB W o1
rote a letter accusing me of theft, and I will be revenged
on

him". IhlS Statement Is relevan i m ) gk u |
1S l va t'y as Showlng A,S Otive fo he assa ] and eVidence ma b \
] y e gi cn Of it

though no other evidence is given about the letter

COMMENTS

This Article is meant Gt
and 103, It should be read al rtO,ega,ble parties to carry out the isi ;
:hief and cross-examin:ti?)lgnim;h those sections. It refers bolt?.lrlot\;)l ?l?: se::rﬁinrt:icgiiixli(z)lz
ocument - A party can com : "
(or to make out a case for letting in its sgczlnctlzfy :ﬁ)&)::lte-)party (R
B e ce)-- :

g Beot, 12th Edn. p. 561.
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