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Brief facts of te case are that on 27,05 "
Awais lodged a 1R at P.5. Anti-Corrupti ﬂ:'fm?’. .““L -
ption Establishment, Larkana,

stating therein that |y is a farmer and that his brother Azizullah is a
clerk in TMA 1akhi Ghulam Shah in District Shikarpur. He further
stated that his brother Azizullah had not been paid his salary for the
period 2015-2016 and  that Applicant Fayyaz Hussain Channa, who
was an Accountant in the office of the TMA Lakhi Ghulam Shah had
demanded an illegal eralification of Rs.250,000/- for the release of the
salary amount not paid to his brother, The complainant paid Applicant
Fayyaz Hussain Channa an amount of Rs.200,000/-, whereas Fayyaz
asked him to give the remaining Rs.50,000/- 1o Applicant Hanif
Ahmed Abro. After negotiation it was agreed between the parties that
the complainant would pay an amount of Rs.10,000/- to Hanif
immediately while the balance Rs.40,000/- would be paid by him at a
later date. A FIR bearing number 02 of 2017, under Sections 161 and
PPC read with Section 5 (2) of the Prevention of Corruption Act-11 of
1947 was registered against the two Applicants. A trap was organized
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Ot himself b the complainant or whether 1y,

made any Jep .
volepal and lawful Cllorts 1o recoive i otlstandi
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salary, As 4 n
v, As alter of fact, there js i
) I acl, there s nothing on record to show
at the sag zizull; s
aid Azizullah was even a clerk of TMA Lakhi Ghulam
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haly; on the contrary there is a lotter in the record written by the
Lown Officer, Town ¢ ' i -
Ollicer, Town Commitlep Lakhi dated 03.6.2017 w0 the

Seeretary: Local Government, in which the Town Officer has

stated that the said Azizallah is not an employee of that TAMA

I he trap report against Applicant IHanif, at the moment, needs to
be pul to the test of cross-examination to determine whether the
members of the raiding party had heard the conversation
between the complainant and Applicant Tanif and seen the
bribe money being passed Lo the accused. Reference in this

rooard mayv be made to case of Bashir Aluad Vs, The State (2001
SCMR 634).

: {45 s complaimant shows time of occurrence ol
e FIR lodged by the complain.

(he incident as “2015-2016". This fact prima facie appears to b
odd as the complainant’s case is nol of an ongoing offence,
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An offence under Section 101 PP.C s a bailable offence, whereas
that under section 5 (2) ol the Prevention ol Corruplion Act1Tof

; . AT
ithin the prohibitory clause of Section 4%

1947 does not fall w
the present cast, the case ol the

Cr.P.C. In the circumstances of

Applicants is one of further enquiry. @j
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Above are the reasons for my short order of 11.8.2017; in terms
of which the interim pre-arrest bail granted to Applicant Favvaz
Hussain Channa on 14.6.2017 by this Court was confirmed on the same
terms and conditions, whereas Applicant Muhammad Hanif Abro was

admitled to post arrest bail subject to his furnishing a solvent surety in

the amount of Rs.100,000/- and a ’.R. Bond in the like amount to the

satisfaction of the trial Court.
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