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IN THE HIGH COURT OF SINDH,
CIRCUIT COURT HYDERABAD

Before: '
Mr. Justice Mohammad Karim Khan Agha

Cr. B.A. No.8-174 of 2017
lmtiaz Ali
Versus.

The State.

Applicant : Imtiaz Ali k Tlnough Mr. Faisal Nadeem Allggg édvocau L
Respondent : The State Ihrough Mr. Shahid Ahmed ! Shalkh APG.
i Date of hearing 06.04.2017. L L
Date of order .1 07.04.2017. e
ORDER

MOHAMMAD KARIM KHAN AGHA, J.- Through this application, the applicant

(Imtiaz Ali) secks post-arrest bail in Crime No.29 of 2017, registered ut Fohice Stanon

Hala New, under section 9(c) of Control of Narcotic %uosmnws Act 1997 (CNSA).

2 The facts of the case in brief are that on 09.02.2017 conplainant S1P Muhammad

Laig Bhutto along with his sub-ordinate police personnel during patrolling in his
jurisdiction reached at Dargah Mai Sati Graveyard, apprehended the applicant while he
was driving Mehran Car beating registration No. AVN-§70 and secured 1730 2rams of
charas Irom his possession, Out of total marcotic 160 grams of chalas were sealed
scparately for chemical examination whereas remaining narcotic was sealed separuiely.
“he Mehran Car was also seized under section 550 CrP € Thereafter, the recovered
narcotic, vehicle and the applicant were brought at Police Station where FIR was lodged

After usual investigation, the challap was submitted before the tnial court.

3. Learned counsel for the applicant contended that the applicant 15 completely
mnocent and has been falsely involved in the present case by the police due to non-
payment of illegal gratification demanded by SHO PS Hala; that the applicant is a retired
soldier from Pakistan Army and running a grocery shop; that the alleged narcotic hs
heen sent for chemicai examination afier an unexpluined deliay, that ihe alleged oftence is
punishable for 05 vears aud 06 months as only 1.73KG of charas has been recovered,
hence it does not fall within he prohibitory clause of section 97 Crp.C that the
applicant has no criminal history and that for all the above reasons the applicant should

be enlarged on post arrest bl
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such tlus argument of a false and concocted FIR is not sustamable and is rejected. In this
respect reference may usetuily be made (o the case of Dolat IKhan V The State (2010
SCMR 1447); that 1t is a crune against sectety ana in the hght of $.31 CNSA and

Socha’s case (Supra) bail should only be granted in such cases sparingly

12, In my view prima facic there also appears to be sufficient material on record to
link the applicant to the commission of the offense for which he is charged Additionally
in my view the charge has already been framed and there are only two PW’s to be
examined and as such it is a fit case which can be dealt with by giving appropriate

directions to the trial Court.

13. Thus, based on the particular facts and circumstances of this case the post arrest
bail of the applicant is dismissed However. the trial Court s directed to complete the
trial within 2 months of the date of this order. The office shall fransmit a copy of this

order to the concerned trial court for compliance
Hyderabad

Dated: 07-4-2017




