
IN THE HIGH COURT OF SINDH, BENCH AT SUKKUR 

Crl. Bail Application No.S- 331 of 2023  
(Sarang Dharejo v. The State) 

 
 
Mr. Rab Dino Makwal, Advocate for the applicant. 
Mr. Pir Dino Balouch, Advocate for the complainant. 
Mr. Aftab Ahmed Shar, Additional P.G for the State. 
 

Date of Hearing & Order: 08-09-2023 
 

    O R D E R  

 

MUHAMMAD IQBAL KALHORO, J.: Allegedly when complainant 

spotted marks of violence on dead body of her mother living with her 

brother Ali Gohar Dharejo, she suspected that she was murdered by her 

sister-in-law/wife of her brother and her friend Younis Ali Bhatti, she 

filed an application before the Justice of Peace for registration of FIR 

and ultimately lodged the same nominating applicant to be accomplice 

of her sister-in-law, namely, Sumera.  

2. FIR was registered after three months of the incident and on 

examination of dead body which was at advanced age of putrefaction, 

no external injury was found. In any case, after preliminary enquiry and 

the investigation, the case was challaned and the applicant was 

arrested on 28.07.2022 and is in jail. 

3. Learned counsel for applicant has pleaded for bail on the ground 

of further enquiry, whereas, learned counsel for complainant has 
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opposed it. Learned Additional P.G has, however, submitted that this is 

a case of further enquiry, as prima facie sufficient evidence connecting 

applicant with the offence is lacking. I do not see any reason to disagree 

with him. FIR is delayed by more than three months without a prima 

facie reasonable explanation and except a word of complainant that 

applicant is accomplice of the main accused, no other evidence has 

been collected against him in the investigation.  

4. Accordingly, this bail application is allowed and applicant is 

admitted to post-arrest bail subject to his furnishing solvent surety in 

the sum of Rs.200,000/- (Two Lac) with P.R bond in the like amount to 

the satisfaction of the trial Court. 

5. The observations made hereinabove are tentative in nature and 

shall not influence the trial Court while deciding the case on merits.  

 

JUDGE 

Ahmad 


