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ORDER SHEET
IIiE drctqouRr or slNDE. Ar t(AllAo]r

Cr. Bail Application No.60 of 202j

Khusro Mirza
Versus

The State

Order with signaturc(s) of Judge(s)

T,
Mr. Wajid Hussain for app(icant argon with applicant Khusro Mirza
present in person.

Mr. Abrar Ali Khichi, Addt. p.G. for the State-

This bait apptication is in respect of offence registered at preedy

police station under sections 420, 468, 47 1, 4gg.F. 74 ppc.

Brief facts of the case are that lhcre was a transaction in respect

of sate ar'td purchase of a vchicLe t.e. W,angter Joep havinq registratton

No.BY 2552 on consideratlon of Rs.t5 lacs. Ihe compl.]indnt drove/used

the sajd vehicte for about a ycar and aiso got it transferrcd in the name

of hrs father dlrring this pe od. llowevcr. on 04.05.2020 the offlciats of

Customs caugltt hotd ot thc vehi.te and wcre of the vjew thdt the

reqistration and/or the documcnts were fake and the vehicte wds

tanrpcred perhaps by chanqing jts engine and chassis numb.r. The

comptainant thus approached applicant who pcrhaps on realizing such

tact agrced to return the consideratjon amount and ln tieu thereof some

stood up a gllarantor and issued cheques arld one of thc cheques was rit

the name of his nephew however wds dishonoured. which led to

regjstration of present FIR against the applicant.

I havc heard Lhc lr'arned .our]scI for applicant as well a! lc.arned

Addt. P.G. and pcrused materjat available on record.

The vehicle remained in possession of comptainant for about a

year, The officiats of customs caught hold oF it and reaLjzed that it was
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tampered vehicle (perhaps engine and chasses numbers) The

comptainant atso got it registered in the name of hjs father without any

objections from Excise & Taxation Department who must have seen it

physicatty before transferring it in favour of his father' Furthermore,

contents of FIR itsetf atso ctearly stipulate that the cheque in question i!

in the name of a person othcr than applicant. Thus' at thjs stage it is not

ascertainabte as to what nexus apPlicant has with the cheque in question

as it can only be thrashed out after recording of evidence' ln thcse

circumstances, tt is a case of further inqulry.

It is atso stated at the very outset that the dispute has already

been settled with the comptajnant as the cheque amount is ctaimed to

have been paid to the complainant and perhaPs for this reason counsel

for comptainant is not attending this matter despite notice' A statement

to that effect is atready placed on record which is accompanyjng a

settlement agreement duty slgned by both the parties.

Learned Addl. Prosecutor in view of the above has not been abte

to controvert the above posjtion and concedes it to be a case of further

inquiry, particutarly in view of settlement as arrived at between the

appticant and complainant.

ln view of above, interim bait aLready granted to the applicant in

terms of order dated 14.01.2021 is hereby conrirmed on the

Bail apptlcation sands disposed of

JUDGE


