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IN THE HIOH COURT oF g .

/._-——-’— Cr.Rail, 1.2App1.No, . D= CIRCUIT COURT, RYDE ‘

09_09.2011.

Mr. phaowandas Bheel .t
. Advoeate ¢
Mr. shahzada Saleem Wakh . & ?o; applicant.
- » A.P.G for the gtate.

Applicant Tmam Pux Tund has a
pPproached thia cCourt g
or grant of

post arrest Bail. Ws similar application, earlier moved bef th
ore o

exisl Court. was dismissed by learned Incharge special Judge, Anti

mayrariem  Conrt.  Shahead  penazirabad vide his order dated

aa 7 2011 pI==~l o in connection with Crime No.72/2010 of 9.8

singhore, T/S<: 324, 383, 440, 225, 427, 337-M(2), 147, 148, 149

ope v/vw ection 677 of AT A, 1997

As per F.T.R lodged on 2.7.2010 at 12-30 P.M by SIP Wali

Muharmad SKO of PS Sinjhoro, the incident took place on the same

Awxv when the complainant, on a telephonic information, reached
toosther with his subordinates at main bazzar, Sinjhoro town where
+he accused Minawar Ali and Ismail having lathies with them, were
forciblv gettina the shops closad, therefore, they were arrested at
+he spo+ and their lathies were recovered by the police and
+hevreafter. thev weres taken to police Station, Sinjhoro. It is also
211mged in the F.T.R. that at. about 11-00 A.M, 27 culprits
nominated in the F.I.R. includihg the present applicant Imam Bux
Aand £0/70 othear unknown culprits, armed with lathies, hatchets and
tation and with intention to comuit

weapons, arrived at Police B8

mirder straioht avway firad upon the police who, therefore, also

fired in their defence. It is further alleged that the culp:lts_

broke tha wind screen of the police mobile with their lathies and

not the arrested accuied Munawar and Ismail released and

thereafter, ﬂu-v jert away while making aerial firing.
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"t\'\'y as gf\m tn\fha r.T.R. is false from the very face of it and
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further contended that

s and no private witness has been

. i
Sho ST g NN

ct\



sited in the F.T.R. though the alleged offence had taken place in
the main Razar of the town. He almo contended that the police has

jeapplicd Section 324 PRC as well as Section 6/7 of ATA, 1997 to

ahowe the offence in aggravate form as otherwise, the alleged

offences do not fall within the prohibitory clause of Section 497

(1 cr.P C therefore, the applicants are entitled for the

mces!i on of hail.

On the other hand, the contention of learned A.P.G for the

state vas that the name of the applicant is mentioned in the F.I.R.

tocether with the co-accused who all had attacked upon the police

at their police station, therefore, the offence is serious one and

.~

ax such the applicant is not entitled for the concession of bail.
We have considaered the above submissions and also perused the

relevant record, which shows that though the case was also of

ineffective firing, vet the present applicant was not alleged to be

armed with any fire armm weapon and even otherwise, there are
ageneral allegations and no overt act or specific role has been
his case

assigned to the applicant in the very F.I.R. therefore,

also needs further inquiry.

Tt was for the,reasons, we granted bail to the applicant vide

a short order that was passed today in the open Court on hearing

the matter. .
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Gavtiflad true copy <forwdvded to the le9rned
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