
Cr. Bail Application5 No.59 and 188 of 2021

Zameer Ahmed AND Mst. Batool Zehra
Versus

The State

Dnte Order with sienature(s) of Judqe(s)

For hearing of bait apptication

I
(

Doted: 21.O4.2021

Mr. Muhammad Hanif for applicant in Cr. Bait Application No.59 of
2021 atong with appticant present in person.

Mr. Aijaz Muhammad Bangash for applicant in Cr. Bai{ Apptjcation
No.188 of 202'1 atong with appticant present in person.

Ms. Rubina Qadri, APG for the statc.

Muhammad Shafi Siddiqui, J..Thcsc two connectcd bail a pplications

(

were filed in respcct of an offonce arisrng out ot FIR No.4.i7l2020

registered under section 180/14 PPC at police station Matir City Karachr.

Heard the counscLs as wctl as APG. PerLrsed record.

Prjmarjly two accused were shown jnvolvcd ilr thc said FIR

43712020 and orre of the co accused namety Mst. Mehlabeen Zehra

daughter of Syed Mumtaz Hussain was granted bail by thjs Court vide

order datcd 02.02.2021. The roLc of thc co-accused in the referred bail

order is identicaL to the one assrgned to applicant Mst. Batooi Zchra who

has fited the connectcd bait applicatioll. ln terors of FIR commorr role

was assigned to both the accused.

The conrplarnant .rLleg.'c rn the FIR that whjLe the .ompLajnant

and his wife went away for,rbout two months on 13.09.2020 to attend

hrs daughter at Nawabshah, on their retLrrn they (compLainant and hrs

wife) found some golder] ornan)erts mjssing, which were lying in a bag

kept under bed of their roonr. The qotden ornamcnts whrch were found

mjssjng were five goid biscuits and other gotden ornaments. On inqujry,
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the comptainant came to know that in thclr abscnce thejr son Zohaib

Hussain and his wife Batoot came to thejr house and stayed there for

about ten days; they were joined by common friend Mehjabeen wife

name not known (to whom the bail was granted, as referred aboye),

They stayed there together for about two days. The comptainant was

certain that these golden ornaments were stolen by his daughter in law

Zohra Batool and her friend Mehjabeen wife name not known.

The case has been chatlaned and pendjng for trial in the Court of

Judjciat Magistrate Matir Karachi.

It seems that there is no dlrect evidence agajnst the applicant/co-

accused Batool Zehra. The rote of appljcant Mehjabeen to whom bait

was granted is identical to the one of the co-accused Mst. Batoot Zehra

daughter in law of the complainant. lt is also pcrtinent to note that

comptainant has not nominated his son in the FIR thouqh he has also

remained in the house in the absence of complainant and his wife. lt is

at the most a case of unseen tncident. ln vie!^, of fotlowing the principte

of consistency one of the apptjcant Batool Zehra is entjtled to a bail

having been nominated in the FlR, assigned same rote as tha[ of co-

accused Mehjabeen. The contents of the FIR itsetf disctose that he

(complainant) had doubt on the accused/applicants to have stolen the

gold ornaments as they have not personalty witnessed such act/jncjdent.

As far as case of appticant Zameer Ahmed is concerned, he was

not nominated in the FIR and whatever altegation agairrst hin'r has been

unearthed during the (ourse of investigatjon which is based on the

statement of co-accused. The onty attegation against applicant Zameer

Ahmed js that he, being a jeweter by profession, has purchased some of

stoten golden ornaments. Hence, at best he may be having invotved in an

offence under section 411 PPC for having stotcn articles with hrm, which

though does not appear to have been recovered from thjs applicant.

(



Even otherwise, the punishment for such offence is provided to be

maximum three years and hence is a fjt case of further inquiry.

This being the situation both the appticants are entjtted for the

retief of bail on the samc terms as granted to them at the time of
jnterim baits on '14.01.2021 and 01.02.202.1 respectivety. which is hereby

confirmed.

Bail apptications stand disposed of.
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