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ORDER SHEET i

IN THE HIGH COURT OF SINDH, CIRCUIT COURT, LARI

Crl Bail Appln No!S-143 i 6f 2018: /1 11|
DATE | ORDER WITH SIGNATURE OF HON’BLE JUD%' eI
OF HEARING | : | ISR
2572015, e
FOR HEARING I }
e A | [
Mr. Naushad Ali Tagar, advocate for applicant. IR | l i1
Mr. Syed Fida Hussain Shah, State Counsel. | il E} L :. ‘ i
''''''''''' \ |

Through instant bail applleat,lon, appllcant seeks post arrest ball:m Crlme

i et ral ||["‘|\,\I
No 120/2011 reglstered at POllCC Statlon New Faujdan for offences pumshlabte under
: s e u' |
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2, Relevant facts of the "prosecutlon'case“a;re'that'complainant ASI Gutzar

sect1on 409, PPC R/w section Act II of 1947

Ahmed Soomro lodged FIR on 18 6. 2011 alleging therein that on 01.9. 2009 at about
04:00 p.m, he along w1th PC Talmoor Ah and PC Dllshad Ahmed were presént where
Veeram Khan Luhur (present appllcant) came it Pohce Lines and deposrted G 3 Rlﬂe

No0.90123, one magazine and two live bullets. On receiving the same, they checked‘n

which was not found the same. Thereby, they reported this matter to thelr hlgh-uph
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Thereafter 1nqu1ry was conducted and apphcant was sent up for trlal 1ot L F
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3. Leamed counsel for the apphcant inter alia, contends that act:ordmg to

FIR offehie wis fepoal on 01 0008, S hEnoct B Se o3 oSA Sl 20 1‘1 {wnh e
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delay of two years w1thout any' plausﬂ')le explanatron. He 'further COnfends ;.th"at ‘the
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applicant is no more required for furthelr investigation, on similar grounds, in Crime
No.121/2011 accused Abdul Rehman who was' allegedly involved in same nature of
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case has been granted bail by the trial Court v‘ide’ order dated 16.8'.20'1‘2. Ribia
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4. Conversely learned State Counsel argued that instant crlme ]S hemous
e
and applicant has mlsappropnated the Govemment proPerty, therefore he i is not entitled
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for the concession of bail. Q{ : : ' ! TR Bl
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5 Heard tile counsel and perosed the reco'rd

6. -Aftef careful eonS1derat;oo | of ‘contelntlons ralsed by the reepeet1§e
counsel$ and metlculous exammahon of the avallaole record, 1t is not dlsputed that
complainant has dlsclosed in the FIR that the apphcant dep051ted the aIleged rlﬂe on
01.9.2009 and belng fake rlﬂe he reported the same before hlgh ups Candldly, no
criminal proceedlngs,were 1n1t1ated agamst the appheants and no Such FIR was lodged
till 18.6.2011. It is settled p_roposrqon of law that.delay per se 1s_no ground for
concession of bail but same can be coosidered elong with other maierial collected by the
prosecution. Slnce ‘oh”;i'nii‘l:air facts accused AbdulRehman Bhutto ?has been granted bai]
by the same Co‘ult"tf.'M'ofeo'\./er; the .'egﬁlizeaﬁt 1s no more fequ-ired“for:fur%her probeand
Bai] cain 1ot b e e S Ch s e San for s it on dr e
S iz apitdiet ilh W e e |
7. In 5\.fi‘e'v.i.f"l()f ébb{%e, the arbﬁlicé:nt has suceeededto b‘rmg his caselwnﬁm the
fmrview of se'c{}ioﬁ 497(2),CrPCbohsequently, he' is a-ci'mitllte'ait‘o Ti:v‘oétv‘é‘;irr.e:sét":bte:l"ifl
éobject to his furmshmg solventsuret)} AinlrtThe' s‘,um of Rsl 60';000/-:and PR bond 1n the

45 val !l anerdlies e polfif inered ong oot i
like amount to the satisfaction of the trial Court.

Judge .

M.Y.Panhwar/*ff bt




