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1. For katchq peshi.

2. For hearing of M.A-950 of 2016,

Mr. Sunder Das, Advocate for the applicants,
Mr. Arbab Ali Hakro, Advocate for the private respondents No.1to 7.

Mr. Ghulam Abbas Séngi. Assistant A.G.

Learned counsel for the applicant; contends that the learned trial Court

as well as the learned appellate Court has failed to consider that the
Particulars ;)f wrongful acquisition of Possession were never forthcoming on
part of the ‘reSpondents; who were claim_Ing as owner and in the
'circumstances, reliefs as ' granted under these proceedings of section

8 of Specific Relief Act weré not available. In this regard he hés made reliance
.upon the case of Sultan Muhammad v. Muhammad Qasim (2010 scCuir
16386). It is further contended on Part of learned counsel for the applicants th~t
the proceedings of the private respdndent were barred by limitation as the
applicants were in possessi.on since 1982 by wéy of a sale agreement and that

the portion of Possession was not included in the entitlement of the

respondents No.1 to 7. ltis also contended on part of learned counse| for the
applicants that the impugned judgments are based upon the extract which is

not a title document.

2. Learned counsel for the private respondents No.1 to 7 contends that
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this Court are elther found dlscussed in the Judgmems imougned or were not
taken up during the proceedlngs at all, as such same are not available. As

the tltne it is. observed that the qetalls of the title are found pre%eﬂt in the said’
extract The prlvate respondente having .acquwed rlght later in time cannot be
called upon for the detalls as demanded and where it was also open for the
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