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IN THE HIGH COURT OF SINDH BENCH AT SAKHAR.
C.P.No.D-2-) 7

Sarfraz Ahmad s/o Mahdi Hassan Qureshi
Muslim Adult resident of Ayoob Muhalla,

Town and Taluka Kandiaro District Naushahro Feroz..........coovveriveeeneenn Petitioner.
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Versus.

1. Province of Sindh to be served through
Secretary Home Department,
Government of Sindh Karachi.

2. SHO Police Station Kandiaro Taluka Kandiaro,
Districf Naushahro Feroz,

~3. Mst Naseem d/o Mahdi Hassan Qureshi,

Muslim Adult resident of Ayoob Muhalla,
Town and Taluka Kandiaro District Naushahro Feroz,

4. Shahbuddin s/o Ali Hassan Qureshi,
Muslim Adult resident of Ayoob Muhalla,

Town and Taluka Kandiaro District Naushahro Feroz.......... ...........Respondents.

CONSTITUTIONAL PETITION UNDER ARTICLE 199
OF THE CONSTITUTION OF ISLAMIC REPUBLIC OF
PAKISTAN 1973.
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(e) That the costs of the petition be awarded to the

petitioner. g
ER

(f) That any other relief deemed fit in the circumstances
of the case be also awarded to the petitioner.

From perusal of the record it appears that on 6.9.2011
respondents 3 and 4 had filed C.P.No.D-2489/2011 stating therein
that they are legally wedded couple as they entered into marriage
of their own and without the consent of private respondents, as
such they have been declared Karo-Kari ) ' apprehend imminent
danger to their lives at the hands of private respondents and their
false implication in concocted cases. It is pertinent to mention here
that present petitioner was arrayed as respondent 14 in above
petition.

It further appears that learned counsel for private
respondents including the petitioner had made statement to the
effect that neither petitioners have been harassed by the private
respondents nor they intend to do so in future. He further stated
that private respondents will not lodge any FIR in respect of
allegations made in the petition. In view of above statement, C.P.

~ No.D-2489/2011 was disposed of on 23.10.2012.

“At the very outset, learned counsel for private
respondents states that neither petitioners have been
harassed by private respondents nor they intend to do
so in future. He further states that private respondents
will not lodge any FIR respecting the allegation, stated
in the petition. Additional Advocate General also
states that no harassment will be caused to the
petitioners by official respondents, who will act strictly
in accordance with law. '

Learned counsel, being satisfied with the
above statement, seeks disposal of the petition in
terms thereof. Order accordingly.”

Since learned counsel for the petitioner had
categorically stated that no FIR will be registered against the
petitioners in respect of their marriage and no appeal or review



https://digital-camscanner.onelink.me/P3GL/g26ffx3k

ORDER SHEET é”‘
IGH COURT OF SINDH BENCH AT SUKKUR

application has been filed against the said order, which now has
attained the finality, therefore, we do not find any substance in the
instant petition which is accordingly dismissed along with the listed
applications.

Q JUDGE

JUDGE
N.M.
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