IN THE HIGH COURT OF SINDH AT KARACHI

PPetitioner.

Respondents/State.

Petitioner

Respondents/State:

Petibioners.

Respondents/State

Petitioner:

Respondents/State.

Petitroner

Respondents/State

Present:

Myr. Justice Mohammad Karim Khan Agha
Mr. Justice Zulfigar Ali Sangi.

C.P. No.D-2975 of 2019.

Zeeshan v Federation of Pakistan and others through
Mr Amer Rasza Naqvi, Advocate

NAB through Mr Shahbaz Sahotra, Special
Prosecutor NAB assisted by Mr. Omair, 1.0.

C.P. No.D-3560 of 2019.

Muhammad Sohaill v Federation of Pakistan and
others through M/s Haider Waheed and Rehan
Kavant, Advocates

NAB through Mr Shahbaz Sahotra, Special
Prosecutor NAB assisted by Mr. Umair, L.O.

C.P. No.D-3869 of 2019,

Wascem Akhtar Thebo and others v. Federation of
Pakistan and others through M/s Raj Ali Wahid
Kunwar and Raghlb Ibrahim Junejo, Advocates.

NAB through Mr Shahbaz Sahotra, Special
Prosccutor NAB assisted by Mr Umair, [LO.

C.P. No.D>-4312 of 2019.

Sharjeel Inam Memon v. Chairman NAB and others
through M/s Munir A. Malik, Shamail Sikandar and
Salman Mirza, Advocates

NAB and others through Mr. Shahbaz Sahotra,
Special Prosecutor NAB assisted by Mr. Umair, 1.0.

C.P. No.D>-4702 of 2019.

Agha Ahsan through M/s. Raj Ali Wahid Kunwar
and Raghib Ibrahim Juncjo, Advocates

NAB through Mr Shahbaz Sahotra, Special
Prosecutor NAB assisted by Mr. Umair, 1.O.
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I’rize Bonds

30.06.18 | 4,500,000

4,500,000

Zeenat Inam

Bunglow No.3-B/1,
29th Street,
Khayaban-e-
Shamsheer phase-
V, DHA Karacin
(mortgage amount
paid)

2009 to
2019

25,617,348
(verified)

Sharjeel Inam

16

Bungalow
No42/2, 28t
Street, Khayaban-e-
Mujahid 1n phase-
V, DHA Karachi
(mortgage amount

paid)

2008 to
2019

39,427,617
(verified)

Sharjeel Inam

Agncull‘ural-land
measuring 19 acres
23 ghunlas siluated
n Deh Dali; Wadi
Taluka/ District
Hyderabad

20.07.16

7,00,000

28,383,750
(verified)

Zeenat Inam

Agricultural land
measuring 26 acres
31 ghuntas situaled
wn Deh Daliwad:
Taluka/District
Hyderabad
Apricultural land
measuiing 29 acres
12 ghuntas situated
n Deh Daliwad:
l'aluka/ istrict
Hyderabad.

26 08.16

9,37,125

28,823,750
(verified)

Zeenat lnam

191016

459,375

41,521,250
(verified)

Zeenat Inam

20

Agrnicultural land
measuring 06 acres
02 ghuntas situated
n Deh Rahoki,
Taluka/District
Hyderabad

10.04 17

260,000

9,000,000
(verified)

Zeenat Inam

Agncultural land
measurmg 56-01
acres situated in
Deh Rahooki,
Tappa A, Tando
Qaaiser, Taluka &
Iistrict
Hyderabad

16 05 14

1,12,00,000

56,000,000
(verified)

Sharjeel Inam

22.

Agricultural land
measuring 4-12
acres situated n
Deh Barchani,
‘laluka/ District
tHlyderabad

0904.14

5,00,000

20,000,000
(verified)

Sharjeel Inam

23

Land measuring 21
acres, 20 Ghunta &
Conslruction cost

2009-
2010

15,080,000

920,000
land) +
27,290,000

Sharjeel Inam

g0






S # | Property Year of Purchased in | Purchase amount
purchase | name of
benamidars
1. Rehance cotton 11.04.18 Waseem and 73,591,400
factory & Onl Mull Shoukat
Thebo
2 Constiuction cost of | 2015 & Kamran Gul 346,974,582
Rawal Farm House | onwards L )
3. Agricultural Jand 15.05.15 Zeeshan 376,00,000
measuring 54-11
Acres sttuated in
Deh Dah wad: and
40-24 acies situated
m Deh Rahook
Taluka/District
Hyderabad
4. Agncuitural land 15 08.15 Zeeshan 18,330,000
measuring 30-22
Acres situated in
Deh Dal wad:
Taluka/Ihstrict
Hyderabad o
5 Bunglow No.26/11, | 02.05.17 Nazrana 65,000,000
7th Commercial lzhar W/o.
Street Phase-1V, Izhar Hussan
DHA, Karacla
6 | Plot No.P/25, Atea | 131113 Subhan Khan | 12,000,000
1.5 Acres situated at
| Site Area Kotrn B o
7. [ Plot No H/47, Area | 2211 13 Subhan Khan | 20,000,000/ -
05 Acies situated at
| Site Area Nonabad
'8 | Plot No.H/48, Area | 041213 | Agha Ahsan | 20,000,000
! 0.5 Acres situated at
| Site Area Nonabad
9 Plot No.B/243, Area | 22-11-13 Subhan Khan { 7,000,000
1 Acres situated at
Site Area Nornabad o -
10 | Plot No.NA, Area, 1 | 31.03.14 | Izhar Hussan | 755,000
Acres situated at
Sile Area
| Hyderabad |\ |}
11 | Plot No P/33, Area | 22.1113 lzhar Hussamn | 375,000
0 25 Acres situated
at Site Area
Hyderabad
5 That between the years 2010 and 2016 petitioner Sharjeel Inam Memon
and his family (ncluding his wife petitioner No.2 Mst Sadaf and his
mother petitioner No.3 Mst Zeenat}) spent approx RS 1 crore on air tickets.
4 Learned counsel for petitioner Sharjeel Inam Memon contended that 1t

was a complete case of malafide against the petitioner and his family which also
included his wife petitioner No.2 Mst Sadaf Sharjeel, petitioner No 3 his mother

Zeenat Inam Memon and petitioner 4 Zeeshan who was his brother in law as the






the properties which were allegedly owned by him; that the petitioner was not a
pauper and had a large amount of assets from the outset due to the various
businesses he was involved in , in particular travel agencies and real estate and
the NAB had not looked into this matter, that the petitioner’s assets had been
wrongly valued by the NAB at ridiculously high rates and if they had been
valued 1n accordance with Rule 3 of West Pakistan Land Assessment Revenue
Rules 1968 (which they were not) the assets he had would have fallen wiathin his
means, that he did not send any money to Dubai and there was no evidence that
he did so and even otherwise he had earnt sufficient money legally to send
money abroad which was not a crime, that the so called farm house was only
rented by him and was owned by absconding accused No.12 Kamran Gul and
thus for all the above reasons petitoners Sharjeel Inam Memon, his wife
petitioner Mst Sadaf Sharjeel and his mather petitioner Zeenat Inam Memon
should be granted pre arrest bail In support of his contentions he placed reliance
on Muhammad Hashim Babar v. The State and another (2010 SCMR 1697),
Ghani-ur-Rehman v. National Accountability Bureau and others (PLD 2011
Supreme Court 1144), Khalid Aziz v. The State (2011 SCMR 136), Syed Qasim
Shah v. The State (2009 SCMR 790), Hakimali Zardari v. The State (SBLR 2007
Sindh 755), Farrukh Javed Ghumman v. The State (PLD 2004 Lahore 135), an
order passed by Sindh High Court Agha Mussihuddin Khan Durrani v.
Chairman NAB in (C.P No.D-1437 of 2019) and an order passed by Hon'ble
Supreme Court in C.P. N0.3427 of 2018 (Al Sajjad Bhutta v Chairman NAB)

5. Learned counsel for Zeeshan contended that that he had been malafidely
roped into the reference because he was the brother in law of the Sharjeel Inam
Memon; that the original complaint to NAB was by an election rival who wanted
to falsely implicate him 1n this case; that the call up notice which was sent a year
after NAB recerved the complaint was contradictory to the complant recerved by
NAB which showed that NAB was malafide engmeeting a case against hum; that
the IO had completely failed to investigate the case against him as if he had done
so he would have found that he was a person of considerable means and was not
a pauper For example, he had inherited 10 properties which the NAB had
completely ignored, that he had a cattle business since 2015 from which he made
substantial earnings and even had concerns in a sugar mill thus he personally
had more than enough income to account for the properties 1n his name and was
not a benamidar of petitioner Sharjeel Inam Memon, that NAB only had photo

copies of his documents and not the onginals and thus for all the above reasons

5
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