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IN THE HIGH COURT OF SINDH, BENCH AT SUKKUR. 

1. Crl. Bail Application No. S- 820 of 2026 

Applicant:  Riaz Ali son of Abdul Khalique, Malik thorugh 
Mr. Sikandar Ali Junejo, Advocate. 

2. Crl. Bail Application No. S- 999 of 2026 
 

Applicant:  Sharafuddin son of Bhagiyal, Malik through 

Mr. Amanullah G. Malik, Advocate. 
 

The State Through Mr. Muhammad Raza Kaothar, D.P.G 
assisted by Mr. Bilal Ahmed Soomro, Advocate 
for complainant. 

Date of hearing & Order:  27-10-2026.  

O R D E R. 

Suresh Kumar, J ---  Through this common order I intend to dispose of 

two pre-arrest bail applications separately filed on behalf of 

applicants/accused arising out of crime No. 105/2026, offence u/s 324, 

147, 148, 149, 504, 114 PPC registered at Police Station Airport Sukkur.  

2.   Briefly facts of the prosecution case as depicted in the FIR are that 

on 06.08.2026 at 11.00 p.m on the instigation of accused Sharafuddin and 

Qaimuddin, accused made direct firing from pistol to Rashid Ali but the 

fire hit to shutter, other accused caused injuries with lathies and iron pipe, 

then complainant lodged FIR. 

3.  I have heard learned counsel for applicants/accused, learned DPG 

so also counsel for complainant who has raised no objection for grant of 

bail as parties have patched due to intervention of nekmards. 

4.    Having given due consideration to the arguments advanced by the 

counsel for respective parties, perused the relevant material. From the 

perusal of FIR it reveals that specific role of firing is attributed to              

co-accused Haneef while present accused have not assigned any specific 

role of causing injuries, therefore, the case against applicants falls within 

ambit of further enquiry. Moreover, complainant is present, he has given 
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no objection for confirmation of bail on the ground that he has patched 

with applicants/accused due to intervention of nekmards. After grant of 

interim pre-arrest bail, applicants/accused have joined the investigation 

and they have no misused the concession of pre-arrest bail. 

5.  For the foregoing reasons above , I am of considered view that the 

applicants/accused have successfully made out a case for the grant of pre-

arrest bail, therefore, the interim pre arrest bail already granted to the 

applicants/accused named above is hereby confirmed on same terms and 

conditions with direction to appear before trial Court. 

6. Needless to mention that the above observations are tentative in 

nature and will not prejudice the case of parties at the time of trial. 

7. The bail applications are disposed of in the above terms. Office is 

directed to place a signed copy of this order in the captioned connected matters. 

  

         JUDGE 

Irfan 

 

          

 

 

 

  


