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ORDER SHEET

IN THE HIGH COURT OF SINDH, KARACHI

Date: Order with s ignature of .ludge
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. For orcjers on offtce objectiorr' as:at i'Af .

. For orders on CMA 7705i14

. For hearing of ClvlA 7706/14

. For hearing of main case.

Doted: 23 .l 0.201 7

Mr. Abdul Waheed for appticant.
None for respondents

'fltis 
Revision /rpptication is fiterj against the concurrent findings of

two CourLs betow. The appIicant perhaps had fitecj suit for specific

pertc-rrntance based on recerplt daLect 18.06 .7002 rssued by respondent

Nci.2 who onty happened to be brother of respondent No.1 who is owner

of the property. Learned corinset vrl-:er enqrrired as lo wirat authority

respondent No.2 had to dispose of this property on behatf of respondent

No.1, he states that it is by only a verbal statement of respondent No.2

with respondent No.1 otherwise nothing is on record. There is no special

Power of Attorney or any other document to show that he (respondent

|'{o.2) has been authorized to dispose of the property. There appears to

be no case of misreading or norr - i eading of evidence or that the

jurisdiction was exercised itteeatty by the Courts betow. ln the

circumstances, the interference in i*r,

required. The revision apptication is acc

tisted apptications.
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