

















petitioner had not caused any injury te Sarfraz Ali deceased ami
there is a lot of confusion in the record of investigation as to
whose fire had actually hi¢t Galraiz Mumtaz ce-accused. In his
statement made before the police the said Gnlraiz Mummtaz co-
accused had not attributed any firearm injury to the present
petitioner. The investigation of this case huas already been
finalized and Challan has been submitted and, thus, physical
custody of the petitioner is not required at this juncture, for the
purpose of investigation. For what has been discussed above we
have found the case of the petitioner to be a case calling for
further inquiry into his guilt within the purview of sub section
(2) of Section 497 Cr.PC” (bold added)

8. Due to the belated involvement of the -applicant in this matter (alter 23
days) by the complainant which based on the facts and circumstances of the case it
seems may be on account of ulterior motives as such delay has not been explained
at all by the complainant, the fact that it is still unclear whether the applicant was
present or not wheu the firing took place and even if he was present it appears that
he only made ariel firing based on the similar cases as discussed above of Abid
Ali (Supra), Muhammad [rfan (supra) and Ebsan-ul-Haq (supra) 1 am of the

view that this is case of further inquiry.

19.  Bascd on the above discussion the applicant is hereby enlarged on post
arrest bail subject to his furnishing a solvent surcty in the sum of Rs.500.000/-
{Rupees five lacs only) and P.R bond in the like amount to the satisfaction of the

Additional Registrar of this court.

20.  This criminal bail application stands disposed of in the above terms.
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