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IN THE HIGH COURT OF SINDH, 
CIRCUIT COURT, HYDERABAD 

 
 

CP No. S- 347 of 2020 
 

Muhammad Arshad Arain -------------------   Petitioner  
 
 

VERSUS 
 
Province of Sindh 
& others   -------------------   Respondents 

 

Mr. Muhammad Saleem Leghari, Advocate for Applicant  

 

Date of hearing & decision : 24.08.2020 

O R D E R 

ADNAN-UL-KARIM MEMON, J.-  This writ petition by the petitioner, 

Muhammad Arshad  is primarily, directed against his purported harassment 

and intimidation / threats to him by the Private respondents in respect of 

land/ plot situated in Ghulshan-e-Shahbaz Housing Society, Hyderabad. The 

petitioner stated that private respondents are causing unnecessary 

harassment to him and disturbing in the lawful possession of subject land/ 

plots in the aforesaid society. Petitioner has averred that the official 

respondents are doing nothing as such the petitioner is suffering from 

trouble. The petitioner alleged that his harassment and humiliation, even 

continued, therefore, her wife had to move an application under section 22-A 

Cr.P.C before the learned Sessions judge Jamshoro for legal protection, and 

to restrain the private respondents from their illegal and unconstitutional 

harassment, but to no avail; hence the instant writ petition.     

2. Arguments heard, and record perused.  

3. The petitioner alleged his harassment and intimidation by the private 

respondents, for which the petitioner has recourse under the law. I am not 

impressed by the position taken by the learned counsel representing the 

petitioner that this court can take cognizance of the matter in private affairs of 

the parties. The assertion, so made, prima-facie is misconceived and is 

hereby discarded. 



4. I have noticed that the family of the petitioner has already resorted the 

remedy by filling an application under section 22-A (6), Cr.P.C and an 

appropriate directions have already been issued by learned Ex-officio Justice 

of Peace vide order dated 11.8.2020 and the remedy against non-

compliance of the aforesaid directions is still available under the law. 

5. For what has been discussed above, this petition fails and is 

dismissed in limine along with pending applications, leaving the petitioner at 

liberty to avail and exhaust the remedy as provided under the law.   

  
 
 
         JUDGE 
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