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ORDER-SFIEE]'

IN THE HIGH COURT OF SINDH, CIRCUIT COURT LARKANA
Constt. Petition No. D- 1202 of 2072.

Order with si .rtrrre of Jurl c
15 05.2011.

For orrlels on office objection
For Katcha Pesl-ri.

Mr. Ali Narvaz Ghanghro, Advocate for petitioner.
Mr. Safdar Ali Bhutto, Aclvocate for respondents No.7, B, 10, 11, 12 & 13
Mr. Ameer Ahmed Narejo, State Counsel.

Through the illstant petition, petitioner has pral,ecl for the folloh,ing
relief (s):-

(a) To direct the responclents No.1 to 4 not to unnecessarily harass the
petitioner by stopping his Van in their jurisdiction, on an), pr.etext,
at the instance ancl behest of respondents No.7 to 13 and allow the
petitioner to carry on his busirress ancl ply his vel..icles on the basis
of cluh' issued route-permit \^,ithout anv hinc'lrance;

(b) To direct the respondent No.5 to take strict departmentarl action
against the responclents No.1 to 4 for harassing the petitioner bv
stopping his Van/ \zans ancl to issue strict clirections to tl-re
responclents No.1 to 4 not to harass the petitioner in ar11, manne r,
in future.

Notices were issued to the respondents, as well as A.A.G. Cornmertts

have been filed on behalf of respondents No.2, 3 and 5.

It is stated in the cornments that neither pctitioner has been harassetl

nor petitioner will be harassec{ in futur.e.

l .earncrl Stale Counsel undcrtakes that ofiicial r.esponrlt r-r ts shall

correluct themsc'h,es strictlv in accordance lvitlr lau,anrl rt,oultl not intlulge irr

an\' .lctivitv cuntrJl v to Iaw.

Counsel for the petitioner. is satisfiecl with above statements an(l

unclertaking and cloes not prL'ss ir-rstant petition rrore. petitiorr starrr-1s

clisposed of accortl inglr...

1

2

>

A

Judge 15-\s-

I Date of hearine i

e


