
Order Sheet 
 

IN THE HIGH COURT OF SINDH KARACHI  
C. P. No. S –  675 of 2025 

 

Date              Order with Signature of Judge 
 

1.For order on CMA No.5363/25 (urgent)  
2.For order on off ice object ion No.1 to 4 & reply of counsel at  Flag -A 
3.For order on CMA No.5364/25 (exemption)  
4.For hear ing of main case 

 
19.08.2025 
 
Mr. Muhammad Ilyas Khan Tanoli, advocate for petitioner 
 

---------- 
 
  Petitioner, Mst. Qamar Nazir Ali, is a resident of Flat No.2C on the 

Second Floor of the Ali Sultan Building on Street No.3, Khayaban-e-Badar, 

Phase 5, Karachi.  Respondent Nos. 5 to 10, are all private respondents, and 

carry on business on the Ground floor (allegedly running a restaurant), and/or 

reside on the Third and Fourth floors, as the case may be. Respondent No.11, 

also a private respondent, is the chowkidar in the said building.  Respondent 

Nos.2 to 4 are officers of the Sindh Police. 

 

 Respondent No.5 seeks/prays for favorable orders from this regular 

bench to restrain the respondents, their staff and everybody from advancing 

any threat to the petitioner and/or peaceful possession of the petitioner over 

her property.  Additionally, Petitioner seeks to direct the Police Authorities to 

provide police protection, which is something that the police are required by 

law to do, as part of their public duty. Petitioner also prays that the Police 

Authorities take legal action against the private respondents for allegedly 

carrying on unlawful and immoral business in the building, including the 

basement. 

 

Earlier, Petitioner filed CP No.S-1242/2024 alleging nuisance on the 

part of the same private respondents and apprehending that they will 

dispossess her from her premises. The said Petition was dismissed on 

14.01.2025.  No information is available on record that indicates fresh facts 

and/or circumstances since 14.01.2025 to date.  

 

 Petitioner has an adequate alternative remedy available to her to 

pursue her grievance in both civil and criminal jurisdiction. She is at liberty to 

agitate the same in accordance with law. In the facts and circumstances, no 

case/relief is made out in writ jurisdiction. Accordingly, the petition is 

dismissed. 

 
                              J U D G E 
Ashraf 


