ORDER SHEET 1232

IN THE HIGH COURT OF SINDH KARACHI

Election Appeal No. 105 of 2018

DATE ORDER WITH SIGNATURE OF JUDGE

For hearing of Main Case.

27.06.2018

Mr. Farooq H. Naek, Advocate for the Appellant.
Syed Mehmood Alam Rizvi, Advocate for the Respondent No. 2.
Mr. Lugman-ul-Haque, Advocate for the Respondent No. 3.
Mr. Riaz Alam Khan, Advocate for the Respondent No. 4.
Mr. Abduliah Hanjrah, Law Officer of ECP.
Mr. Atif-ud-Din, Law Officer of SBP.
M. Yousif Rahpoto, Assistant Advocate General Sindh
" Ms. Rukhsana Durrani, State Counsel.
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The Appellant filed nomination papers for NA-224, however, the
same were rejected by the Returning Officer vide order dated 19.06.2018
largely on account of the fact that the Appellant was a loan defaulter
Learned counsel for the Appellant submitted that he was not a loan
defaulter and did not fall within the mischief of Article 63(1)(n). He
admitted that a loan had been taken by Bachani Sugar Mills and he was
one of the directors of the Company. He however, pointed out that
Company had entered into a compromise decree with a consortium of
banks and as such he had no further liability, the responsibility vested
with anather Company to payoff the bank loan pursuant to the
compromise agreement and that though he was a director of the Company
prior to the compromise agreement his ownership was only 1.43%. He
also referred to a no dues certificate which had been issued by the bank
consortium which stated that he had no further liability to them which
shows that he was not a defaulter and as such Article 63(1)(n) would not
be applicable to him. Thus for all the above reasons the decision of the

Returning Officer should be set aside and he should be entitled to contest












