ORDER SHEET

IN THE HIGH COURT OF SINDH CIRCUIT COURT
LARKANA

C.P No. D-872 of 2025

Date Order with signature of Judge

01. For orders on office objection ‘A’.
02. For hearing of main case.

10.03.2026

Mr. Abdul Rehman Bhutto, Advocate for petitioner.
Mr. Munawar Ali Abbasi, Assistant A.G.

Mr. Nazir Ahmed Bhangwar, D.P.G for the State a/w SIP Ali
Hussain Shah of PS New Foujdari, Shikarpur.
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Through the instant constitutional petition, the petitioner seeks
directions for arrest of the accused persons nominated in Crime

N0.93/2023, registered at Police Station New Foujdari, District Shikarpur.

Today, Mr. Abdul Rehman A. Bhutto, learned counsel for the
petitioner, Mr. Munawar Ali Abbasi, learned Assistant Advocate General,
Sindh, and Mr. Nazir Ahmed Bhangwar, learned Deputy Prosecutor
General for the State, along with SIP Ali Hussain Shah of P.S. New
Foujdari, Shikarpur, are present. Respondents No.2, 3 and 4 have filed

their progress reports, which are taken on record.

Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that although the
F.I.R. was lodged against six accused persons and the final challan has
already been submitted, yet some of the nominated accused persons,
including two police constables and a school teacher, are still absconding

and the police are not making serious efforts for their arrest.

Conversely, learned Deputy Prosecutor General, assisted by

the Investigating Officer, submits that continuous efforts are being made to



arrest the absconding accused persons and that the case is already
pending before the competent trial Court. He further submits that the trial
Court has already initiated proceedings against the absconding accused

persons under Sections 87 and 88, Cr.P.C.

We have heard learned counsel for the parties and perused
the record. It appears that investigation in the case has already been
completed and the challan has been submitted before the competent trial
Court where the matter is presently pending trial. The record further
reflects that proceedings under Sections 87 and 88, Cr.P.C. have already

been initiated against the absconding accused.

In these circumstances, when the matter is already seized by
the competent trial Court and statutory proceedings are underway, no case
for interference in exercise of constitutional jurisdiction under Article 199 of

the Constitution is made out. Consequently, this petition is dismissed.
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