SUIT FOR RECOVERY OF DAMAGES ON ACCOUNT OF DEFAMATION

.

.

.

IN THE COURT OF LEARNED DISTRICT JUDGE, LAHORE.

SUIT NO.______________________ /2017

1. _______, SON OF ________, RESIDENT OF ___, LAHORE.

1. _______, SON OF ________, RESIDENT OF ___, LAHORE.

……..PLAINTIFFS

V E R S U S

1. ____, SECRETARY ____, GOVERNMENT OF THE PUNJAB, LAHORE.

2. CHIEF EDITOR, DAILY _____ NEWSPAPER, ____, LAHORE.

……..DEFENDANTS

S U I T

FOR RECOVERY OF RS. 50 Million

Respectfully Sheweth:-

1. That the plaintiffs are owners of M/S ____ & Company. They are pioneers in the field of artificial insemination and embryo transfer in cattle, dairy farming products, import of live cattle, service and technology related to modern dairy farming, working in this field since 1995 and established since 1986. They have earned a good name in aforesaid field for their honesty, sincerity, hard work, integrity, truthfulness and commitments. They have gained this fame after great efforts and constant struggle for three decades.

2. That succinctly stated facts giving rise to the filing of suit in hand are that on 07.12.2015, Defendant No. 1 with malafide intention got aforesaid company of the plaintiffs blacklisted through his undue and illegal influence for the purpose of blackmailing and harassing the plaintiffs. The illegal order of blacklisting which was based upon malafide was assailed forthwith before Managing Director, Punjab Procurement Regulatory Authority, Government of the Punjab, Lahore, who was pleased to set aside the order on 22.01.2016. Order dated 22.01.2016 passed by Managing Director, Punjab Procurement Regulatory Authority was delivered to the office of Defendant No. 1 on 25.01.2016.

3. That the Defendant No. 1 with an intention to injure the reputation of the plaintiffs held a press conference alleging that the company of the plaintifs had been blacklisted for committing fraud and that it had caused loss of millions of Rupees to the Government exchequer. The press conference was covered by Daily “Dunya” newspaper and news items containing contents of the press conference was printed on 15.02.2016 and 17.02.2016. The statements of Defendant No. 1 in his press conference and the news’ published on 15.02.2016 and 17.02.2016 are offensive, obnoxious and smacks of the underlying malice and mischief intended by the both the defendants so as to tarnish the image and reputation of the plaintiffs and cause them embarrassment among the public.

4. That the cumulative direct effect of the said act of publication of news items by distortion of facts as mentioned hereinabove was to totally ruin the career and reputations of the plaintiffs and obliterate all their contributions to the society and in the field of artificial insemination.

5. That legal notices were served upon the defendants whereby they were intimated that severe legal action would be taken in case of their unapologetic behavior. However, the defendants did not pay any heed.

6. That recently few days ago, the Defendant No. 1 has started making of defamatory statements against the plaintiffs and their company without any reason. The defendants especially Defendant No. 1 has injured the reputation of the plaintiffs and his statements tend to lower them in the estimation of others in the market. Defendants’ unjust dislike and propaganda against the plaintiffs make them originator of defamatory acts; hence their acts are actionable as Defamation. 

7. That the plaintiffs are entitled to damages for mental torture, harassment, agony, humiliation which they and their family members have suffered and are undergoing at present because of wrongful acts on the part of the defendants. 

8. That the plaintiffs are entitled for damages for defamation, which they had suffered as a result of the news which were got published by the defendants and word of mouth getting circulated thereafter originating from the news items. Moreover, the plaintiffs are also entitled for recovery of damages for making recent derogatory statements in pursuance of news items by Defendant No.1 against the plaintiffs.

9. That the following estimates his damages for the aforementioned injury:

(a) Damages for defamation 49 Millions 

(b) Damages for causing stress,

Anxiety & agony 10 Millions

Total: 50 Million 

10. That the defendants were asked to pay up the said amount through notices in writing but neither they paid the damages nor they replied.

11. That the cause of action for the first time when defamatory statements were published. The cause of action is still continuing.

12. That the parties are residents of Lahore, therefore, this learned court has full jurisdiction to try and adjudicate the titled case.

13. That the value of the suit for purpose of court fee and jurisdiction is fixed at Rs. 50 Millions and a court fee of fifteen thousand rupees is affixed on the plaint.

P R A Y E R

In aforementioned circumstances, it is humbly prayed that a decree of recovery of an amount of Rs. 50 Millions on account of Defamation may kindly be passed in favour of the plaintiff and against the defendants.

Plaintiff

Through
