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‘exyplanation 2. A ' o .
i na previous conviction is relevant as evidence of bad character.

NOTES

: pas character. It i -
| & a previous c‘r:itr:\em;;ef; c:)t is no disproof of good character that a man has been suspected or
goous®™ = ically to be d ; urse to ﬁnd the verdict exclusively on evidence duly received and on
nces logicaly o be drawn from such evidence. [PLD 2005 S.C. 63]

“"’t a;ﬁafftet‘;‘“ﬂg damages. In civil cases the fact that the character of any
1g such as to affect the amount of damages which he ought to receive is relevant.

| B :itlon.'l‘n .Articles-ee' 67 68 and 69, the word "character” includes both
fion and C sposition; but except as provided in Article 68, evidence may be given only of
utation and general disposition, and not of particular acts by which reputation or

|  were shown.
Chapter IN

OF ORAL EVIDENCE

oof of facts by oral evidence. All facts except the contents of documents, may be

| NOTES £
fact. Mere oral self-serving statement of one of the defendants and a chance witness is

1991 Lah. 262] ,
aw, is the sufficient reason for assenting to a proposition

Proof’, a branch of adjective |
the law relating to which is to all legal practice what logic

sne by production of evidence,
A ject it may be concerned about. No rule of law requires that a particular

| be proved through production of documents only. [1 990 CLC 729] Mere oral self-serving
re of the defendants is insufficient to prove question of fact. [PLD 1991 Lah 262] Man may
yport their cause but document cannot. [PLD 1996 Lah 171] Oral evidence must be direct.
r.L.J. 1076] Law insists for direct evidence of the primary source and it would be inadmissible if
an indirect source. [PLD 1996 Lah 402] vxhenda?y transatﬁnon is drawln angti exe;:uted iir: form ofa|
0 oral . ed to be produced 10 prove the same uniess | is shown that origina
ividenge can be plow a t be allowed unless conditions laid down in Art. 76

en lost. The secondary evidence canno

R1113] : :

2. When a document is admitted or its execution i proved then contents of the same of
d to be proved or admitted. No oral evidence to disprove contents of such document s
'in terms of Article 70 of Qanun-e-Shahadat. [PLD 2007 Lah. 83] Oral evidence cannot be given
 over documentary evidence. [2010 SCMR 473] '

ral evidence must be direct. Oral evidence must, In all c

ases whatever, be direct;

e h a fact which could be seen, it must be the evidence of a witness who says
: "».'7?“3 fact which could be heard it must be the eviden
b 4 . _ 4 tms anu nther sense or in any other mannef, it

ce of a witness who says
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