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IN THE HIGH COURT OF SINDH AT KARACHI 
 

Present: 
Mr. Justice Omar Sial 
Mr. Justice Miran Muhammad Shah 

 

                                                                          

Crl. Bail Application No. 2603 of 2025 
 
 
Applicant   : Jahangir Khan     

  through Mr. Waqas Ali Chaudhry,   
Advocate. 

   
 
Respondent  : The State through Ms. Robina Qadir, 
   Deputy Prosecutor General  

 
 
 

Date of hearing  : 27.10.2025 

Date of  Order  : 31.10.2025 

 

ORDER 

 

Omar Sial, J: On 04.08.2025 at 2.00 a.m. a police party of Gadap 

City police station, led by S.I. Nazeer Ahmed Chandio, during the 

course of patrol duty, saw a person in suspicious condition who 

disclosed his name Jahangir Khan and upon his personal search, 250 

grams of heroin and 25 grams methamphetamine was recovered. 

F.I.R. No. 601 of 2025 was registered under sections 6/9(i)6(b) and 

9(2)2 CNS Amendment Act, 2024. 

2. We have heard the learned counsel for the applicant and the 

learned Deputy Prosecutor General. 

3. The learned counsel for the applicant has argued that on 

02.08.2025, the family of the applicant filed an application under 

sections 22-A and 22-B Cr.P.C. before the learned Sessions Judge, 

Malir, Karachi. The said application reflects that the family of the 

applicant complained to the learned Session judge, Malir that the 

applicant was taken from his home at about 03.00 a.m. on 

02.08.2025. However, the State claims that the applicant Jahangir 

Khan was arrested on 04.08.2025 at 02.00 a.m. and the F.I.R. has 

been registered one day later. Upon tentative assessment, we find it 
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odd, and which ambiguity has not been satisfactorily explained by the 

prosecution as to how the family of the applicant complain two days 

prior to the shown arrest that he has been picked up by the police. 

Police malafide, in such a situation, cannot be eliminated at this early 

stage. The case against the applicant being one of further inquiry, he 

is admitted to post-arrest bail against a surety of Rs. 500,000 and a 

P.R. Bond for the same amount to the satisfaction of the learned trial 

court. 

 

             JUDGE 

JUDGE 

 


