IN THE COURT OF MR. AKHTAR HUSSAIN KALYAR, LEARNED RENT CONTROLLER, LAHORE.
In re: 

Shahzad Nazir  
VS 
Muhammad Imran 

(Ejectment Petition)

APPLICATION ON BEHALF OF RESPONDENT FOR PERMISSION / LEAVE TO DEFEND / CONTEST THE EJECTMENT PETITION. 

Respectfully Sheweth:- 

PRELIMINARY OBJECTIONS

1. That ejectment petition is not in accordance with law and requirements of the rented premises ordinance 2007 cannot proceed and merits to be dismissed. 

2. That answering respondent / applicant has not been provided the copy of ejectment petition and the documents annexed with the application required under section 21(2) hence the ejectment petition cannot proceed and merits to be dismissed. 

3. That facts narrated in the ejectment petition are incorrect and the petition has just been filed with malafides, ulterior motives and just to blackmail the present respondent / applicant to force and pressurize for the enhancement of rent. 

4. That ejectment petition merits to be dismissed with costs through out. 
ON MERITS

1. That in reply to para No. 1 it is submitted that the answering respondent / applicant is tenant under the petitioner. Rest of the para does not call for any reply. 

2. That in reply to para No. 2 it is submitted that earlier, the answering respondent / applicant was tenant under Muhammad Amjad in the year 1994 and he has been paying monthly rent to him regularly. Subsequently the petitioner became the land lord of the answering respondent / applicant and rent deed was executed between the parties. 

The answering respondent / applicant has been paying monthly rent regularly and rent up to the month of April 2008 was duly received by the petition / his representative (Ali Rehman). When the rent for the month of May and June 2008 was tendered to the petitioner through his representative (Ali Rehman), he refused to accept the rent. On the refused the answering respondent / Applicant sent the rent for the months of May and June 2008 through money order dated 25.06.2008 which was received back. Presently the answering respondent / applicant is depositing the rent in the court. 
3. Boundries given are incorrect and annexed Naqsha Nazri is also incorrect. 

4. Incorrect hence denied. The answering respondent / applicant has been a very good pay master and paid the rent till April 2008. Thereafter on refusal send the rent of May and June 2008 through money order. Which was not received and presently depositing the rent in the court. 

5. Wrong therefore denied. 

6. That para No. 6 is incorrect hence denied. 

G R O U N D S

(i) That Para (i) is incorrect hence denied. 

(ii) Contents of ground (ii) are incorrect hence denied. The answering respondent / applicant has been a very good pay master and paid the rent till April 2008. Thereafter on refusal send the rent of May and June 2008 through money order. Which was received back and presently depositing the rent in the court. The answering respondent / applicant is not defaulter in the payment of rent. 

(iii) Incorrect hence denied. 

(iv) Incorrect hence denied. 

(v) Totally incorrect, therefore, emphatically denied. 
12. Incorrect hence denied. The petitioner has no cause of action against the answering respondent / applicant. 

13. Legal. 

14. Legal. 
P R A Y E R 

Under the circumstances it is, therefore, most respectfully prayed that answering respondent / applicant may kindly be allowed to contest and defend the ejectment petition as there exist disputed issues which can only be resolved through evidence. 

It is further prayed that answering respondent / applicant may also be allowed to file proper written reply to the ejectment petition. 

Respondent / Applicant 

Through
                               Advocate 

VERIFICATION 

Verified on oath at Lahore this 1st day of September 2008 that the contents of paras No. 1 to 11 are correct to the best of our knowledge and remaining paras No. 12 to 14 are true to the best of our belief. 

Respondent / Applicant 

IN THE COURT OF MR. AKHTAR HUSSAIN KALYAR, LEARNED RENT CONTROLLER, LAHORE.
In re: 

Shahzad Nazir  
VS 
Muhammad Imran 

(Ejectment Petition)

APPLICATION ON BEHALF OF RESPONDENT FOR PERMISSION / LEAVE TO DEFEND / CONTEST THE EJECTMENT PETITION. 

AFFIDAVIT OF
Muhammad Imran Son of Muhammad Sadiq Occupant of Shop No. 28, Basement Liberty Plaza, Gulberg-III, Lahore.  

I the above named deponent do hereby solemnly affirm and declare as under: 

That the contents of accompanying application are true and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief and nothing has been concealed therein. 

Deponent 

VERIFICATION 

Verified on oath at Lahore this 1st day of September 2008 that the contents of above affidavit are true and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief and nothing has been concealed therein. 

Deponent
