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ORDER SHEET
N THE HIGH COURT OF SINDH, CIRCUIT COURT, LARKANA

Ist. Crl. Bail Appln. No.8-196 of 2025.

pafe | ORDER WITH SIGNATURE OF HON'BLE JUDGE |
| OF HEARING v

1. For orders on office objection ‘A’,
2. For hearing of bail application.

. 26.05.2025.
Mr. Ali Anwar Sahar, advocate along with applicant (on bail).
? Mr. Ali Anwar Kandhro, Addl. P. G.

Mr. Muhammad Ali Kandhro, advocate a/w complainant.

|
I
|

ORDER.

MUHAMMAD SALEEM JESSAR-J Through instant bail application,

| applicant Saeed son of Umeed Ali Chandio, seeks pre arrest bail in Crime

|

| No.86 of 2025 registered at Police Station Mehar, for offence punishable

. under sections 337-F(iv), 337-F(vi), 114, 504, 34, PPC.

E

’ 2. The applicant filed Crl. Bail Application before the Court below

! which after due notice and hearing the parties was declined by way o order

: :%L)ted 03.04.2025, passed by lInd Additional Sessions Judge, Mehar.

}'& The case has been challaned which is now pending for trial
| before the Court of Civil Judge/JM-lll, Mehar (Re- The State v. Nooral
Chandio & others). Learned counsel places on record true copy of case diary
dated 17.04.2025 under the cover of his statement dated 26;05.2025, taken

on record.

4. Since the facts of the prosecution case are already mentioned in

.. the FIR as well as order passed by the Court belm&theﬁ:{bre there is no need

to reproduce the samie.
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-
% ;,g»aﬁwd’- counsel for the applicants submits that the FIR is
% oy rf:! Fm' about 10 days and no plausible explanation has been furnished

,Lge prosecution. He further submits the applicant and the complainant

lure brother-in-law and sister-in-law inter se and due to certain matrimonial
Hairs the case has been registered against him hence submits that in view
of their relationship the chances for reconciliation are opened hence by
anting this appiication bail may be confirmed so that they may be in a

fposition to settle their dispute amicably.,

Q{;. - learned Addl P G opposes the bail plea on the ground that
flhnu.gh per FIR the Section applied 8 337-Fliv) carrving five years
Is:&””"”‘*"“"-“m» however, per final Medico Legal Certificate, the injured
astained wmjuries which has been declared by MLO to be Jarh Ghayr Jaifah
Winagiiah punishable under section 337-Ffvi), PPC carrying punishment of

swoven years, therefore, the sppheant 1s not entitled for the extra ordinary

relief mn shape of pre arrest bail.

Mr Muhammad Ab Kandhro, learned counsel for the
complunant by adopting arguments of learned Addl. P. G opposes the bail
Jfophication and subsmt that the applicant being brother-in-law of the

Yeomplaunant has caused severe injury 1o her and she being lady could not

' resist and such type of madent are increasing day by day in the society. He;
- however, admits that co-accused who is husband of injured Chandni namely

Nooral has also been granted bail by the Court below.

b

. the material made available before me on record ssistance,

G

Admittedly, the FIR is delayed

Oz a1k "
Plausible explanation has been Furnis

R s

1 Heard arguments of learned counsel for the applicant, learned

counsel for the complainant and learned Addl. P.G for the State and perused

on for such an



https://v3.camscanner.com/user/download

"

~inordinate delay; besides, the inpury allegedly sustained by the injured 1s on

f—‘*hm' non vital part of the body, which carries punishment of seven years and

i
£

e

it does not exceed limit of prohibition contained under section 497, Cr.P.C.
;i

“The brother of accused Nooral who is husband of injured has been bailed out

EENeT

-

twhich 1s suflicient to hold that he was involved in this case due to

e

o

'matrimonial dispute. In the circumstances and in view of above factual

]

r;";wfsixion on record, the basic ingredients for grant of pre arrest bail as has
Vbccn laid down by learned apex Court in case of Rana Muhammad Arshad v.
E\U:Jmmmm! Rafigue and another (PLD 2009 SC 427) are fully applicable and
"“ngracted in this case. The upshot of the above discussion is the applicant
.;has made out a good prima facie case for his admission to pre arrest bail.
Consequently, the bail application is hereby allowed. Interim bail granted to
iz‘nc applicant on 14.04.2025 is hereby confirmed on the same terms and
f}:ondnions. The applicant present is directed to continue his appearance

e

Rl e ! k5
betore the trial Court till final decision of the case.

T

i+

%

ST

0

& 4



https://v3.camscanner.com/user/download

