
ORDER SHEEI
IN THE HIGH COURT OF SINDH, KARACHI

C.P. Nos. 5.'127 to 133 of 2018
X

Date Order with signature of Jud3e

27!.7018

1. For orders on.lA!A No.379l18
2. For orders on CMA No.l80/18
3. For hearinq of main case
4. For orders on CMA No.l81/18

Mr. Naeeot Akhtar for petittoDer
.x.x.x.x.

1" Urgency application granted.

2 to 4: These cases were once remilnded to the Distrlc[ Court for decidinp

FRA! on merits afresh, which were slbject rnatters in Cp Nso.S-I()Z 10.i

165. 166, 167, 168.lnd 169 of 2C17 wherein the orders ol tli: Drsr, r,-i

Courl were set aside.

The dispute in the subjcct :natter was default w..,.f April. lCl.j.

Learned Counset for the petitjoner in5isted rhat the trjnar!ts lra.Je paio lli
rent for the year 2014 and it could not be betieved thaL suclr f...eiqt,,

coutd have been jssued by the tandtord without jssuing a reccjirr of r!ri
for the year 2013. He further submits that such statentent in afFiclavrt.Ir,

evidence, with regard to the pavntent of rent Frcm Aor;1. 20tl v,irt.lr

defautt taas ctaimed in rent appLicatlon, was not denied or uroLrqht rn

evidence.

The onty point that requires consideration is paymeitt oi re|ll

irrespective oI its quantum. Such trdVntent on the basjs of cvidL'iirr.

avatlable on record is nol estabtished Lo have bL.cn iidid Thtre ti n i.rrJ

stalement thal the amount of roit w.e.f Apri, 2011 ,!ns p:tlC brl tl,:.

burden was upon Lhe tenants to be disaharqed by prod(rcing rcccrpts oi !.r

leading evidence on record which they faited. They inay l].]..,e now irlccl

A

{

I
I have heard tl'e iearned Counsel in detait and perused Lhc rr.ili r:il

available on I ecord.



a

b
such re;eipts but such documents coutd heratdry be looked inlo as rhe

Pleadings of the petitions are otherwise anC contrary as observed by this

Court in the aforesaid petitions when the cases were remanded. I will nor

go into such detail as to whether what was the amount of rent as the

tenant has faited to estabtish paymeot of rent even @ Rs.6O0./ per iranir

as stated by him.

ln view of the above, Lhe orders of District Judge Xa,achr (EasLl rs

impugned in these proceedings hardly requires any interfererrcc, as ii rs

wetl reasoned and speaking order.

The petitions are therefore, dismissed atong pertd rrg

\ applicatjons.
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