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tehboob Magzan
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Applicant

Versus

The State
vk Respondent

Sapd Hussain Mahesar, Advocate for Applicant
M Fa Muhammad Larik, Advocate for ( omplainant
wir Aitbar Al Bullo, DPG for the State a/w | O |

ORDER

e . " o . s
v s-lelons ‘?24' 337 F(i), F (iif) and 34 PPC at the Kashmore police station Facher fus
application seeking bail was dismissed on 11 2 2021 by the learned Additional Sescione Court
Kashmore,

2 A brief background of the case is that the aforementioned FIR was lodged on 7.5.2020
by Nawab Khan narrating therein that his daughter-in-law Pervaiz Bibi was abducted by
Jorkhanis in the year 2001 and that an FIR bearing no. 111 of 2001 was registered under

sections 11 and 16 of the Zina Ordinance. The accused in that case kept threatening him that if
FIR he would be killed. On 4.5.2020 Nawab Khan along, with his sons

he did not withdraw the
when they heard noise outside. When they went

needar and Jani was sitting in his house
Sutside to explore they saw that the applicant along with shamsuddin, Khushi Muhammad and
pir Bakhsh was standing with guns in their hands
and Pir Bakhsh all fired upon Deed
accused then fled the scene.

Mehboob the applicant as well as Khushi
Muhammad ar Hussain who fell down o an injured
condition. The

[ for the applicant as well as the complainant and the

¥ | have heard the learned counse
d with their able assistance. My observations and

learned DPG and have also perused the recor
findings are as follows:

id to have occurred on 4-5-2020 but it was not until 3 days later i.e. /
5.2020 that the complainant approached the police station with his complaint There
: g on record to show as to why this delay took place as the medicl

sued on 55-2020. In the backdrap of & 2 decade
and consultations as well as

i.  The incident is sa

exists nothin
certificate had also ostensibly been 1s

ald enmity between the parties, prima
malafide on the part of the complainant in lodging the ca

out at this stage

facie, deliberations
L0 cannot be conclusively ruled

ction of iuries prepal ed by the pohee on 4-5 2020 porna lacie does
al certificate jsaued by Dr Vijay Kama an 5-5 200 The
nt did not take place until 13:5:2020 i.e. aftes 9 days of
assigned 1o this delay as well 1t also appears from
ant who had handed ovel {o the police the

en fired by the accused

it The memo of inspe
with the medic
ce of incide
any reason being
as the complain
Jaimed had be

not reconcile
inspection of the pla
the incident withoul
the memo prepared that it w

@5 5 empties recovered which he ¢
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apart from the complainant and his 2 sons there appears to be no other witness who

saw the occurrence or its immediate aftermath. No recovery of any weapon has been

effected. Important and material details of the incident are vague and at places non

existent. | have refrained from making further specific observations in this regard lest
they unintentionally prejudice the case of either side. Suffice to say that the nexus of
the applicant with the offence with which he is charged requires further inquiry.

Above are the reasons for my short order dated 31-5-2021. 5 s
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