5 ORDER-SHEET
| IN TLE HIGIH COURT OF SINDIH, CIRCUIT COURT LARKANA

Crl. Bail Appln. No. S- 424 of 2017.

| Date of hearing | Order with signature of Judge i
21.11.2017.

fis 1. For orders on office objections.
2. For hearing of bail application.

Mr. Ahmed Hussain Khoso, Advocate for applicant.
Mr. Raja Riaz Akhtar, Advocate for complainant.
Mr. Sardar Ali Rizvi, D.P.G.

I~~~

Muhammad Saleem Jessar, J- Through this bail application, applicant

Darya Khan Khoso seeks his admission to -post-arrest bail in Crime
No.44/2017 of P.S Moula-dad, District Jacobabad, registered for offences
punishable under Sections 302, 201, 148, 149 P.P.C.

The bail application moved by the applicant before the learned
Sessions Judge, Jacobabad was declined by means of Order dated

19.08.2017 passed in Crl. Bail Appln. No. 749 of 2017.

The crux of prosecution case is that, on 20.06.2017 complainant
Muhammad Bux appeared at P.5 Moula-dad and lodged report to the

effect that some days back Niaz Ahmed Khoso and others had purchased

CD—7O motorcycle from his brother namely, Muhammad Acher. That, on
17.6.2017 in evening time, said Niaz Ahmed Khoso and others had called

his brother at Jacobabad for giving him money, as such complainant

alongwith his brothers Muhammad Acher, Khadim Hussain and their

relative Muhammad Yousif came at Caltex Petrol Pump, Jacobabad,
where they saw Niaz Ahmed, Riaz Ahmed and three unknown persons,
out of them Niaz Ahmed and Riaz Ahmed asked complainant’s brother
Muhammad Acher to accompany them to receive money. As such,
Muh_ammad Acher went with them and complainant party waited for
him, but he did not return, however the complainant party went back to
their house and on 20.06.2017 their Nekmards informed that on 17.6.2017

accused Niaz Ahmed , Riaz Ahmed and three unknown persons had
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furnishing solvent surety in the sum of Rs.200,000/- (Two hundred

thousand rupees) and P.R bond in the like amount to the satisfaction of

learned trial Court.

L)
Ansari/
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