
IN THE HIGH COURT OF SINDH, BENCH AT SUKKUR. 

Cr. Bail Application No.S-147 of 2026 

(Shaheen Jatoi and others v. The State) 

 

Mr. Shewak Ram Valeecha, Advocate along with Applicants. 

Mr. Ajeebullah Junejo, Advocate along with complainant.  

Mr. Sardar Ali Shah, Additional  P.G for the State. 

 

Date of Hearing:   02-07-2026  

Date of Order:  02-07-2026  

 

O R D E R  

 

ZULFIQAR ALI SANGI, J.- Through instant Criminal Bail Application 

applicants Shaheen, Allah Warayo, Dilbar alias Daud Ali and 

Mujahid alias Mujahid Ali seek pre-arrest bail in Crime No.107 of 

2025, registered at P.S, Sangi, under sections 452, 427, 382, 506/2, 

147, 148 & 149 PPC. Their earlier bail plea was declined by learned 

trial Court vide order dated 11.02.2026. 

2. The facts of the F.I.R. are mentioned in the bail application 

copy whereof is also attached with the memo of bail application, 

hence, need not to reproduce the same here. 

3. Counsel for applicants contends that there is an inordinate 

delay of 20 days in the lodgment of the FIR, for which no plausible 

explanation has been furnished by the complainant; that enmity 

between the parties is admitted in the FIR; that no particulars of the 

allegedly stolen articles have been mentioned therein; therefore, 

the case of the applicants requires further enquiry, entitling them to 

the confirmation of the interim pre-arrest bail earlier granted to 

them by this Court. It is further contended that the complainant and 
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the witnesses have settled their dispute outside the Court, and the 

complainant has no objection if the interim pre-arrest bail earlier 

granted to the applicants is confirmed. 

4. Conversely, learned Additional P.G. as well as learned 

counsel for the complainant, along with the complainant, who is 

present in Court, have conceded the request for confirmation of 

the interim pre-arrest bail on the ground that the matter has already 

been settled between the parties outside the Court. 

5. The grounds so agitated by learned counsel for the 

applicants, coupled with the no objection raised by the 

complainant, entitle the applicants to the confirmation of the 

interim pre-arrest bail. Under these circumstances, this bail 

application is allowed and the interim pre-arrest bail earlier granted 

to the applicants by this Court vide order dated 18.02.2026 is hereby 

confirmed on the same terms and conditions. 

 

                 J U D G E 

AHMAD  


