E HIGH COURT _
jN TH OF slunﬂ CIRCUJp coURT HYDERABAD.

Cr. Bail i
1 ADplu:.-ation No.S-21 of 2022

App]icant: )
: Abdy] Majid through Mr. Ajjaz
Ali Klaskheli and Mr. Ahmed
Nawa, Chang advocates.
pate of hearing: _
pate.of decision: , 07.01.2022
- 07.01.2022

ORDER

I UVLOK

Ali Sangi, J; - , -
zulfiqar 8L Ji Through - this il application, the

licant/ accused ‘s
appi / Abdul Majid seeks pre-arrest bail in Crime No.

1, regi P
248/202 registered at police station Qasimabad, for offences

' sections .
under sections 302, 114, 34 ppc, garlier on approach his bail

application was declined by Learned Model Criminal Trial Court-I
Hydecrabad vide order dated 03.01.2022

2. Brielf facts of the case as per FIR are that on

15.10.2021 due to misplacement of p(.:acock, applicant on
instigation of his brother Wajid made straight firing from his rifle

upon his servant Usman who expired on spot.

3. Learncd Counsel for the Applicant, at the very outset,
submits that the applicant is innocent and was involved by the
complainant _ with malaflide intentioné; that persons of
complainant party are notorious blackmailers of the locality and in
order to usurp the property of applicant they not only involved him
in this false case but also attacked on his house; that the post-
mortem report also does not reflects the version of complainant

and makes the case of p'roscculion one of further inquiry, hence
¢ :

the applicant is entitled for grant of bail.

4 | have hcard lcarnicd Counscl for the Applicant and

aterial available on record.
have gone through the ma

d rellccts that the applicant is nominated in the

S. ~ Recor -
FIR witl cific role that of instigation of co-accused Abdul Wajid
with spc

iflt on the d d (hereby
' i .d from T ¢ deceased Usman thereb)
Khaskheli, he fired

murder Argument of learnced counsel for the

committed his o | 3
further stdltment  of  the complainant s

applicant that



contradictory 'w'hich
S
hows melafide of the complainant. At this

stage it is not clear as g
urt why 1.0, has recorded the complainant’s
urther statement in the -
record with complete featyres or :
t res of alleged crime Scenc. From the post
mortem report it appe: .
. ppears that beside the fire mjury, MLO found
some abrasion on the : : T
h : _ the body of deceased. This cannot be ignored for
the recason that t i :
hat there is no any finding of the 10 about such
abrasion which means that nature of the same being anti-mortem
cannot be ignored in the circumstances. NO proof that applicant
has been falsely implicated out of malafide has been brought on
record. Even otherwise_, in the absence of any apparent malafide on
the part of complainant or the police, the appiic&mt cannot claim
extra-ordinary cquitable concession of pre-arrest bail in criminal
case wherein one young boy of 18 years lost his life due to the fire

shot attributed to the applicant.

6. : In view of above, the applicant has failed to make out
his case for pre-arrest ‘bail at this stage which is extra-ordinary in

nature therefore, this criminal bail application is dismissed In

limine alongwith pending applications.

7. The obsecrvations made hereinabove are tentative in

naturc and shall not influcnce the trial court while deciding the

casc on merits.
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