
ORDER SHEET 

IN THE HIGH COURT OF SINDH, CIRCUIT COURT HYDERABAD 

C.P.NO.S-1552 of 2017 
 

DATE                 ORDER WITH SIGNATURE OF JUDGE(S) 

1. For orders on office objection.  

2. For katcha peshi.  

 

09.10.2017 

 

  Mr. Muneer Ahmed Turk, Advocate for petitioner.  

 

Mr. Imtiaz Ali Mahar, State Counsel a/w Inspector Sohail Sarwar 

o/b of SSP Hyderabad and ASI Nazir Ahmed SHO P.S  

Nasim Nagar.   

 

Respondents No.3 and 4 present in person.  

      = 

 

  With reference to the notice of the present case, learned A.A.G 

files parawise comments/statements on behalf of respondents No.5 and 6, which 

are taken on record and copies whereof have been supplied to the learned 

Counsel for the petitioner. 

  It is stated in the statements/comments that the controversy 

between the petitioner and the private respondents is in respect of some 

matrimonial dispute and in this regard suit for dissolution of marriage and 

maintenance filed by the petitioner and her minor has already been decided by 

the Court. It is also stated that the petitioner has never approached to the official 

respondents for redressal of her grievances nor moved any complaint regarding 

allegations mentioned in the petition. It is also stated in the comments that the 

official respondents are bound to provide protection to the petitioner in 

accordance with law in the event the petitioner approaches them with such a 

request.  

  In view of the statements filed by the official respondents, this 

petition is disposed of with direction to the respondents not to cause any 

harassment to the petitioner, whereas, the official respondents are directed to 



perform their duties and functions strictly in accordance with law and provide 

protection to the petitioner in the event the petitioner approaches them with 

such a request but strictly in accordance with law. Respondents No.3 and 4 

present in Court also undertake that they will not cause any harassment to the 

petitioner.  

   Since the private respondents No.1 to 2 namely Sajjad Hussain 

and Guddo Fauji despite notice are not in attendance, therefore, the concerned 

SHO is also directed to serve the copy of this order on the above named private 

respondents by calling them in Police Station and compliance of such service 

should be furnished with the Additional Registrar of this Court.   

 

 

         

                                            JUDGE 

 

      

 

      
Shahid     

 


