IN THE SUPREME COURT OF PAKISTAN

(Appellate Jurisdiction)
CONCISE STATEMENT

C.P.L.A. No. _____________/L/2014

In re:

Niaz Ahmad

VERSUS
The Learned Additional District Judge Lahore etc. 

I.
Subject matter and law

Ejectment Petition 
II.
Which side has filed

Respondent No. 3 before
 
this petition



the Special Judge (Rent) Lahore. 
	III.
	Court/Forum
	Dates 
	a) Filing 

b) Decision 
	Who filed it and with what results

	1st 
	Special Judge (Rent) Lahore. 

	
	a. 14.09.2006
b. 02.07.2011
	Ejectment petition filed by respondent No. 3 was dismissed. 

	2nd  
	Additional District Judge Lahore. 

	
	a. 18.07.2011
b. 14.02.2014
	Appeal filed by respondent No. 3 was accepted. 

	3rd  
	Lahore High Court Lahore
	
	a. 09.04.2014
b. 12.06.2014
	SAO filed by petitioner was dismissed. 


	IV.
	Points noted in the impugned judgment 
	Treatment of the Points in the impugned judgment and page/s 

	
	That in order to seek ejectment from shop in dispute, the bonafide of the landlord is relevant in view of adequate safe guard. 
Contained in Section 13(5) of the Ordinance 1959. 


	That the learned Judge in chamber of the Honourable High Court held that in view of this safeguard. 
It is well settled principle of law that it is sole prerogative of the landlord to determine the suitability of the property. The tenant is nobody to suggest the landlord that which property is suitable for his need. 



	V.
	Case Law / Rulings on the points involved

	
	Favour
	Against 

	
	
	 

	
	
	


Certified that this paper book has been prepared in accordance with rule of the court and all relevant documents have been included in it. 
Advocate on Record

