
 

 

 

IN THE HIGH COURT OF SINDH,  

CIRCUIT COURT, HYDERABAD. 
 
         R.A.No.  102  of  2025 

     

Gul Muhammad    Vs.     Imtiaz Ahmed 

 
1. For orders on office objection No.7. 
2. For hearing of CMA 1587/2025. 
3. For hearing of main case.  

 
 
Date of hearing: 14.10.2025. 
Date of Order: 14.10.2025. 
 

Mr. Keval Kumar, Advocate for applicant.  
    

O R D E R  

 
JAWAD AKBAR SARWANA, J: Applicant/plaintiff has filed this Revision against 

the order dated 31.07.2025 passed by the learned District Judge, Badin, dismissing 

the applicant/plaintiff’s application for transfer of FC Suit No.102/2025 from the 

current trial Court to another.  

 Counsel’s submission primarily is that the applicant/plaintiff’s grievance was 

triggered when Counsel’s adjournment application was allowed. Yet, the trial Court 

went ahead with the recording of the examination in chief of the Defendant in the 

absence of the applicant/plaintiff's counsel. 

 On query, counsel submitted that the matter is at the stage of recording 

evidence.  The bench also specifically queried the counsel to identify if, during the 

examination in chief, in his absence, any document had been brought on record that 

could not have been included in the recording of evidence. However, Counsel 

requested the bench that he would like to retain his right to raise such a challenge 

before the trial Court. He also conceded that although the trial Court has completed 

the examination in chief, as per the diary sheet, the trial Court has not closed the 

side of the applicant for cross-examining the witness, as yet. 

 Given the above, there is nothing available on record, and none has been 

submitted during oral arguments in support of the revision by the applicant/plaintiff’s 

Counsel.  Accordingly, I do not find any reason in the instant case for transfer of the 

suit to a different trial Judge. Further, there is no defect in the impugned Order 

passed by the District Judge. 

 Counsel for the applicant has argued the matter with verve, and it is expected 

that his conduct before the trial Court will remain professional and courteous. 

  The Civil Revision Application, along with the listed application, is dismissed 

in the above terms.     

 
 

                JUDGE 
 
Tufail 


