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Present: 1. Mr."Waqar A. Sheikh Advocate alongwith Mr.
Muhammad Javaid Igbal Qureshi, Advocate
for Petitioners.

2. Mr. Sharjeel Ahmad Assistant Registrar
Cooperative Societies Lahore / Member
Caretaker Committee of the Government
Officers CHS Lahore

3. Mr. Muhammad Kashif Shahzad, Advocate for
Mr. Asit Hussain and Qamarul Islam Sahi,
Applicants.

4. Hafiz M. Nauman Zafar, Advocate for Syed M.
Asghar Raza Gardezi;+ Aurang Zeb etc.,
applicants.

In the first application under.Order 1 Rule 10 of the Code of
Civil Procedure, 1908 (CPC€), counsel for the applicarits
submitted that the application had been filed for impleadment of
his clients namely Mr. Asif Hussain and Qamar ul Islam Sahi as
respondents in the instant case. He argued that it is a settled
principle of law that every person whose presence is necessary
for the effective and complete adjudication of the matter can be
impleaded as a proper and necessary party. He further submitted
that his clients were members of the Government Officers
Cooperative Housing Society Ltd., Lahore, and were among the
affectees of the misdeeds of the Managing' Committee of the
society, which had unlawfully cancelled their plots. He
contended that the impugned order itself referred to the affectee
members of the society and his clients fell within that category.
The counsel further submitted .that'the Honorable Lahore High
Court, Lahore, vide order, dated passed in Writ
Petition No. - -« had directed this forum to decide the

matter after hearing all.concerned persons. Since, his clients
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were members of the @ety and were directly affeo@by the -
\ging Committee; they fell&ithin the
: ¢ .
expression "alk&hcemed" and were thereﬂ{é\entltled to be
impleaded as’&ﬁ‘ties. fs,"
& & &
In thx@ond application under Orde@{ule 10 of the CPC,
copﬁ@l for the applicants adopte;l“?& arguments advanced on -
{oglg]f of the applicants in ﬂ;g\%'rst application. He furthekttJ

submitted that, as stated in pﬁgraph 3 of the application, ﬁ};

actions of the

y

clients namely Syed M. Asghar Raza Gardezi, Aurang Zeb etc.,
were members of the society and were directly affected by the
acts of the superseded Managing Committee. He pointed out that
their names also found mention in the impugned order passed by
the Deputy Registrar, thc: s@der of the Honorable Lahon;e{@igh
Court, Lahore, and the eginplaints submitted before theé-National N
Accountability Bur&iﬁl (NAB) regarding the allegeﬂgm sconduct
of the Manag%%ommittee. He further conténded that the
proceedings ﬁtiated by the Department asbrell as the NAB
authorit,'keé".had originated from the cq@‘iﬁnts filed by the
appli
qgig@s might be impleaded as rgéfﬁndents so that the alleged " )
&;?s'conduct of the Managing Qg’;%littee could be brought to %w
< <

notice of this forum.

. He therefore prayed that, i;(he interest of justice, his

In response to the first application, counsel for the petitioners
submitted that the case law relied upon by the applicants was not
applicable to the facts and circumstances of the instant case,
which had its own distins&'actual and legal issues. He argued
that the applicants had -\@Sed allegations of forgery a inst the ¢
Managing Commit&%y which could neither be eéémmed nor
adjudicated in ﬂg‘ present proceedings, as t@ allegations
involved inds}{dent questions requiring s&?ﬁte adjudication b’
under the‘@vant provisions of the law. X4 ¥4

Wigs%ard to the second applicatég;&mnsel further submitted

@"ﬂlc mere mention of the d “certain members” in th%

@impugned order did not conf@{m the instant applicants am@,




right to be impleaded in the present case:, The counsel further
argued that the applicants claimed to be members of the society,
whereas their membership itself was disputed. Such disputes were
reguired to be adjudicated separately under Section 54 of the Act;
at the relevant forum and ne finding regarding the dispuicd

membership of the applicants could be made in the instant case.

Counsel further submitted that although the applicants had
pleaded that their impleadment was necessary for the complete
adjudication of the matter, whereas the adjudication had already
been made by the subordinate forum and the present proceedings
were confined only to examine the legality and propriety of the
proceedings conducted by the Deputy Registrar. He argued that
permitting individual members of the society to/become parties in
every disciplinary or regulatory proceeding initiated by the
Department would be contrary to the schieme of the Cooperative
Societies Act, 1925, and would unnecessarily open the door to
endless litigation. Further submitted that the applicants had also
appeared before the Honorabled.ahore High Court, Lahore, where
they had filed Civil Misegllaneous Applications. Howewver.” the
Honorable Court had disposed of the main case as having become
infructuous and so were their applications. He contended that the
expression "all concerned" used in the order of the Honorable
Lahore High Court referred only to those persons who were
parties before the Honorable Lahore High Court, Lahore and did
not extend to the present applicants. In support of his
submissions, learned counsel relied upon a reported judgment and

prayed that both@applications might be rejected,

In rebuttal, counsel for the applicants responded to the
submissions advanced on behalf ‘of the petitioners and
cominenced his rejoinder arguments in support of the

applications. However, he couldnot conclude his arguments.

Accordingly, the case is adjourned to for

continuation of arguments by the parties, including the‘applicants.
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on the maintainability oﬁ& applications. In the meanti;@ it is
directed that no reco{lgthe Society shall be remové&om the
registered office okﬁie premises of the Society. as@eged by the
counsels for thc')%etitioners. The Caretaker ‘Q{,é%miltee shall
function fr9§>ihe registered office of ttys%ociety and shall
exercisas" functions in accordance wyith law. As the initial

N
arggn@ﬁts of the parties have ng@c}en completed and the
( ;‘:?al respondents have yet to e"i%ard. Before hearing all the«

“respondents and all conce as directed by the Honor@g

%

Lahore High Court, Lahore vide order dated passed in
Writ Petition No. interim relief at this stage will be
premature. The interim relief application is disposed of. All the
respondents are directed to appear on the next date of hearing.
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