
ORDER SHEET 

IN THE HIGH COURT OF SINDH, CIRCUIT COURT HYDERABAD 

C.P. Nos.D-660, 661, 662, 663, 664, 665, 666, 669, 678, 682, 685, 686, 687, 688, 
689, 690, 691, 692, 693, 694, 695, 696, 697, 699, 700, 701, 702, 704, 705 and 706 of 

2021.   
 

DATE                            ORDER WITH SIGNATURE OF JUDGE 

   
20.04.2021  

M/s. Sartar Iqbal Panhwar, Arif Hussain Abbasi, Nisar Ahmed 
Chandio, Yasir Nazeer Shaikh, Waqar Ali G. Zaur, Ghulam Shabbir 
Mari, Zafar Ali Laghari, Sulleman Dahri, Imtiaz Ali Channa, Heman 
Das S. Sanghani, Akhtar Ali Abro, Muhammad Hassan Chandio, 
Muhammad Anwar Sangi, Badal Gahoti, Muhammad Zeeshan Mughal, 
Mazhar Ali Laghari, Waqar Hussain, Ali Sher Samejo, Munesh B. 
Mullani, G.M. Laghari, Syed Sajjad Ali Shah, Zeeshan Ali Memon and 
Bhooro Bheel, Advocates for petitioners in all aforementioned petitions 
except C.P. No.D- 701 of 2021. 
 
Petitioner Gul Muhammad in person in C.P. No.D- 701 of 2021.  
= 

 
 The petitioners have sought declaration in the above petitions to the 

effect that they are running hotels / restaurants at the exempted locations in 

terms of Section 5 of Ehtram-e-Ramzan Ordinance, 1981. Learned counsel for 

petitioners have referred to several orders already passed by this court in 

similar type of petitions in the past. 

Learned A.A.G. present in court in other matters waives notice and 

submits that the respondents are acting strictly in accordance with law and 

under Sections 4 and 5 of the Ehtram-e-Ramzan Ordinance, 1981, whereas no 

harassment is being caused to the petitioners. 

Since in the earlier years similar controversy as raised in the instant 

petitions, has already been decided by various Division Benches of this court, 

by consent of all, we are disposing of the aforesaid petitions with the 

observation that if the restaurants / hotels and other establishments of 

petitioners are situated within the exception category as mentioned in Section 

5 of Ehtram-e-Ramzan Ordinance, 1981, the respondents shall not interfere 

within the premises of the petitioners. However, they shall make surveillance 

and ensure the complete observations as laid down in the Ordinance and 

further they are at liberty to take action against the petitioners if they are 

found violating the limitations of Ordinance and its object. 

With these observations the petitions are dismissed. 



 

 

Copy of this order be communicated to District Judges and Deputy 

Commissioners of each district within the jurisdiction of this bench through 

fax today for information and compliance.  

Office is directed to place photostat copy of this order in other petitions 

today. 

   

                JUDGE 
 
 
       JUDGE 
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