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ORDER
Omar_Sial, J..

Shahid Hussain has soughl pre-arrest bal in cnme
numbder 31 of 2021 regislered under sections 395, 50672, 337-H(n) and
337-A0), PPC. al the Madeji police slation. Earlier, his application
seeking bail was dismissed on 10-7-2021 by the learned 5" Additional

Sessions Judge, Shikarpur.

2 Israr Ali Khan Pathan lodged the aforementioned F.IR. on
26-5-2021. He narrated therein that Rs.400,000/- was owed to him by,
inter alia, the applicant Shahid Ali. On 15-4-2021, while he was sitting at a
mabile shop with 2 other persons, 5 armed persons appeared there. They
were identified as Shahid Abbasi (the applicant), Sudheer Ahmed,
Sameer Ahmed and Munir Ahmed whereas the 5" person could not be
identified. Sameer and Sudheer snalched 2 mobile phones from the
complamnant and upon some resistance shown Muneer Ahmed hit the
complainant on his head with a halchet. In the ensuing commolion, the §
men left the shop ultering dire consequences for the complainant party

J. | have heard the learned counsel for the applicant as well as the
learned Assistant Proseculor General. The complainant did not effect an
appearance inspite of nolice. My observations and findings are as
follows.

4. Admittedly no overt act, aparl from presence and a general
allegation of aerial firing has been assigned to the applicant. The mabile

@Fhunes were allegedly snatched by Sameer and Sudheer whereas it was

Scanned with CamScanner


https://v3.camscanner.com/user/download

Iy
—

L= BN T
Muneer Ahmed who had hit the complainant. The injury sustainad by the
complainant pnma facie has been calegorized as Shajah-i-Khafifa which
in its€l’ 1s a bailable offence. Whether or not the phones were actuall y

‘aken and whether or not the applicant shared a common intention with
nocse who snatched it will have to be determined at trial. The apphcant
wno Is Ihe son-in-law of the accused Munir Ahmed appears 1o have an

acrimonious relationship with his father-in-law. In the circumsiances of

Ine case. not only is the case of the applicant one of further inquiry but

malafice on the part of the complainant to throw the net wide cannot be
conclusively ruled out at this stage.

9. Abave are the reasons for my short order of earlier today.
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