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IN THE HIGH COURT OF SINDH KARACHI  

Cr. B. A. No. 1542 of 2020 
 

Date              Order with Signature of  Judge 
 

D/o matter  
1.For order on MA No.11050/25 (urgent)  
2.For order on MA No.9771/25 (561 -A) 
3.For order on MA No.9772/25 (surety)  

 
07.08.2025 

 
Mr. Talha Makhdoom holding brief for Mr. Amir Mansoob Qureshi, Advocate for 

Applicant-Surety  

Mr. Fayyaz Hussain, APG 

---------- 

1. Urgency is granted. 

 

2-3. Applicant seeks return of surety on the ground that he stood as surety for 

both accused-applicants in this case who were granted interim pre-arrest bail by 

this Court vide order dated 12.10.2020, which was later on confirmed vide order 

dated 07.12.2020. Counsel contends that after grant of interim pre-arrest bail, 

the applicants/accused surrendered before the Court of III-Additional Sessions 

Judge, Karachi (South) (“trial Court”) and faced the trial in S.C.No.555/2021. He 

further contends that vide order dated 24.08.2024, learned trial Court has kept 

the said Sessions Case in abeyance against applicants-accused till production/ 

appearance of complainant/victim and cancelled the PR bonds and discharged 

the sureties after six months of said order subject to execution of Bond in the 

sum of Rs.100,000/- each for their appearance before the trial Court as and 

when required.  

 

In the circumstances and principles discussed in the judgments of the High 

Court of Sindh,1 the surety documents are released/returned to the applicant-

Surety SUBJECT to the applicant-Surety submitting to the Nazir Statement of 

the applicant-Surety attaching the certified copy of the P.R. bonds in the sum of 

Rs.100,000 each, filed afresh with the trial Court as per the above-mentioned 

Orders of the trial Court. 

 

Accordingly, the application for the return of surety is allowed in the 

above terms subject to the above condition.  The Office is directed to ensure 

compliance and release surety and P.R. bonds in terms of this Order and after 

proper verification and identification, and as per the rules. 

 

 

                                  J U D G E 
Ashraf 

 
1  Ahmed Said Shaikh (SIP) and 3 Others v/s Muhammad Bukhshi and Another, 2016 P.Cr.LJ 
Note 127; S. Masoodul Hassan Naqvi v/s The State, 1986 P.Cr.LJ 1272; and, Mst. Sardaran 
Bibi v. The State, PLD 1990 Kar 233. 


