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Order Sheet 

IN THE HIGH COURT OF SINDH KARACHI 

Crl. Bail Application No.1254 of 2026 
(Ghulam Murtaza and Ramzan v. the State) 

  

DATE   ORDER WITH SIGNATURE OF JUDGES 

 
 
For hearing of bail application  

 
18.06.2026 

 
Mr. Shakeel Ahmed, advocate for the applicants 
Mr.Qamaruddin Nohri, DPG 
Complainant present in person  
-------------------------------------- 

 
Applicants Ghulam Murtaza and Ramzan seek post arrest bail in 

Crime No.403/2026 registered by PS Shah Latif Town under Section 392, 

397, 34 PPC. Earlier bail application moved on behalf of the applicants 

was dismissed vide order dated 07.04.2026 by the learned Additional 

Sessions Judge-VIII, Malir Karachi. 

 

As per the FIR, the complainant, Asad Ali alleged that on 

25.02.2026 at about 4:30 p.m., near Fast University, Shah Latif Town, 

Karachi, two armed persons riding a motorcycle intercepted him and, at 

gunpoint, snatched his Samsung Galaxy Note 20 mobile phone, cash 

amounting to Rs.4,000/-, bank cards, service card, copies of CNICs, 

motorcycle documents, and wristwatch. Subsequently, on 27.02.2026, 

the complainant saw on social media that two persons had been arrested 

in an injured condition after a police encounter near Fast University. 

Upon seeing their photographs, he identified them as the same persons 

who had robbed him and came to know their names as Ghulam 

Murtaza son of Ghulam Mustafa and Ramzan son of Ali Hassan, who 

had already been arrested in other criminal cases, for which the present 

case. 

 
I have heard learned counsel for the applicants, the learned 

Deputy Prosecutor General Sindh as well as complainant present in 

person and have perused the material available on record. 
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The complainant is present in person. He says that he thought he 

had identified the applicants through a social media post which came on 

his mobile. At that time, the faces of boys who had been caught were not 

clear. He went to the police station saw boys and confirms that these are 

not people who had robbed him. The complainant is an employee of 

NAB and does not look afraid of anybody to make a false statement. The 

case against the applicants is one of the further inquiry. Accordingly, the 

applicants are admitted to post-arrest bail against a surety in the sum of 

Rs.100,000/- each and PR bond in the like amount to the satisfaction of 

the learned trial Court. 

     

 

                          JUDGE 

 
     

 

 

Nadir* 
 


