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Omar Sial, J:

Applicants Babar Hussain alias Changez Khan, Zubair
Ahmed, Mushtaq Alj, Sajid Ali and Manthar Ali have sought pre-arrest
bail in Crime No.38 of 2017 registered under Sections 504, 353, 337-A(ii),
337-F (ii), 147, 148 and 149 PPC at the Rehmatpur Police Station. Earlier,
their pre-arrest bail application was declined by the learned Sessions

Judge, Larkana vide his Order dated 13.6.2017.

& Brief facts of the case are that one Ashraf Ali Bhatti lodged
the aforementioned FIR stating therein that, he along with line man
Mohammad Punhal Jatoi and Ashiq Ali Abbasi were out in the field for
the purposes of collecting electricity dues, when at about 2:30 p.m. the
Applicants along with 5 other persons arrived on the scene holding
cudgels and iron rods. Applicant Changez being annoyed at the

electricity being disconnected instigated the other accused who then beat

Mohammad Punhal. The aforementioned FIR was registered.

3. | have heard the learned counsel for the Applicants and the

complainant as well as the learned DDPP. | have also examined the

record made available by the prosecution. My observations are as

follows.

4.  The learned counsel has argued that the case filed against the

Applicants is tainted with malafide and based on political considerations.

Applicant Changez and Applicant Zubair are Chairman and Vice

Chairman of the Union Council where the protest occurred, they would
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