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Learned counsel for the applicant argued that allegation against the

applicant is that he allegedly was having lathi in his hand at the time of

alleged offence and was holding deceased Mst. Shabiran Khatoon from
her hairs while co-accused Shah Nawaz had caused her death by pressing
her neck, therefore, no specific role of causing any injury or any overt act
is assigned to him except mere holding deceased from her hairs and
though he was allegedly armed with lathi but did not use the same in the
commission of alleged offence. He further submitted that the applicant
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No0.26/2017 was filed but it met to same fate vide order dated 16.

Moreover, role assigned to applicant does not appeal to prudent mind,

when he was having lathi and the dece
Such behavior and conduct of the

particularly ased allegedly was

done away with by pressing her neck.

prosecution while discharging its legal duties had casted serious doubt

upon its veracity, which prima facie makes the case of applicant to be one

of further enquiry and entitles him for bail. Consequenﬂy instant
’ c

application is allowed. The applicant is admitted to bail upon his

furnishing solvent surety in the sum of Rs.200,000/- (Two hundred

thou : i
ousand rupees) and P.R bond in the like amount to the satisfaction of

trial Court.
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