
IN THE HIGH COURT OF SINDH BENCH AT SUKKUR 

Cr. Acq. Appeal No. S – 22 of 2025 

(Ameer Bux Lolai v. The State & others) 

 
 

Date of hearing  : 21.08.2025 
 
Date of decision  : 21.08.2025 

 
 

Appellant, Ameer Bux Lolai, present in person. 
Mr. Allah Wassayo Ujjan, Advocate for respondents No.2 & 3. 
Mr. Muhammad Hassan Narejo, Advocate for respondent No.4. 
Mr. Aftab Ahmed Shar, Additional Prosecutor General. 

 
 

O R D E R 

Mahmood A. Khan, J. –   Appellant, present, first required that time be 

provided to him to engage a Counsel; however, as proceedings were 

continuously being attended by him on the earlier dates, including that of 

03.06.2025 when notices were obtained, whereby notices were issued to 

the respondents, the same was not required to be entertained as made. 

2. Appellant contended that he may be provided the opportunity to 

bring up evidence by proceeding of the trial against the respondents, and 

as such the exercise of power under Section 249-A, Cr.P.C., as made in 

the impugned order be set aside. 

3. Learned Counsel for respondents No.2 and 3 contended that the 

impugned order under Section 249-A, Cr.P.C. was passed after twelve 

(12) dates of hearing, providing sufficient opportunity for bringing the 

evidence, but the appellant failed in the matter. 

4. Learned Additional Prosecutor General also did not find much 

grounds to resist the impugned order. 

5. I have gone through the challan also present and available in the 

file of learned Additional Prosecutor General, wherein, apparently, no 

witnesses are shown to require the proceedings to be provided further 
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chance and opportunity in this regard. Apparently, this was a matter 

wherein allegations of threats were advanced, however, as per the 

material appearing from the record, the supporting evidence / material 

being not available, the probability of conviction not being found the 

impugned order as passed by the learned Presiding Officer is not found 

liable to be disturbed nor any such material has been referred by the 

appellant before this Court. 

 This Criminal Acquittal Appeal accordingly stands dismissed, 

having no merits. 

 
 
 

J U D G E 
 
Abdul Basit 


