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ORDER

BA NO. 8/4 OF 2025
MOHIB ULLAH VS THE STATE ,
FIR NO 62, DATED, 10.11.2024, U/S 302/324/337-Aliii)/34 PPC,
POLICE STATION MISHTI MELA

- INTHE COURT OF SYED OBAIDULLAH SHAH,
SESSIONS JUDGE/JUDGE JUVENILE COURT,

ORAKZAI AT BABER I\/IELA
- Bail Application No. | : 8/4 ;o‘f 2025 5
 DateofInstitution  : 2401205
Date of Transfer-In : 27.01‘.2025 __
| Date of Decision . 30.01.2025
MOHIB ULLAH VS THE STATE

Awaz Adecat_e ‘for compila_ihan'tl and Hamid
Sarfaraz _%Advocate for accused/petiti_oner; present.
éomplaihant present in person. Arguments ‘{heard
ahd record gone through. |

The accused/petitioner Mohlb Ullah s/o

Khaniwad Gul seeks his post arrest bail 1n case

FIR No. 62 Dated 10.11. 2024 u/s 302/324/337—

A(111)/34 PPC of Pollce Statlon MlShtl Mela

whereln as per contents of FIR the complamant |

'Irshad Ullah on 10 11. 2024 at about 1610 hours in

the emergency room of DHQ Hospltal MlShtl Mela

made a report to the local police to the fact that on

'the eventful day he, his deceased father Safar Gul

and' his injured brother Umar Syed at 1530:hours

were present at crlme scene where the present
: & EE accused/petltloner and co- accused were trlmmmg

124 3 _
ﬂba\o\\ tree limbs which were devoured by the

,a\%ﬁ“\a‘ o Juige
&ﬁesé‘h ;eld

DPP, Umar Niaz for the S;t‘ate,‘ Mr Noor
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‘ complainant’s goats. The accused be_came enraged,

| used abusive‘ language and attacked themi' with .

: argued that the accused/petitiOner-haS falsely been

of 497 Cr P.C but the accused/pet1t1oner seems to |

" be of the'age of 16/17 years ;as per card of :arrest

BA NO. 8/4 OF 2025
. MOHIB ULLAH VS THE STATE : N~
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- sticks and axes. His (complamant) father d1ed on - | ' B |

| the spot as a result of the blow from accused Umar R ’i ‘

Saddique while the present accused/petitioner and a a
.-co-accused Hazrat Ullah caused injuries to his
brother. Hence, the present F IR.

Learned counsel for the accused/petitioner

implicated in the instant case to scot-free the actual

Culprlt that the accused/petttloner isa Juvemle On

the contrary, learned DPP assrsted by the

complainant’s counsel put forward his arguments

that the accused/petrtloner has d1rectly been

charged in the FIR, the offence for whrch the
aCcused/petrtloner is charge_d, is helnous in nature.

Uoon- reviewing the record, _it"s apioarent
that though the accused/petitioner is d1rectly
nominated in the FIR for the daylight ‘occurrence

for the offence falling w1th1n the proh1b1tory clause

and there are numerous rulings from the august

'-Peshawar High Peshawar," Peshawar 'thatvm?ake it

exemplary to grant bail to a juvenile. Furthermore,
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the aCcuéed/petitioner- has been in pc‘)lice. bﬁstody
for one day without :making: any admissions or

| (?;onfessAiotns.v Thverefor_e,‘ thé écCuseci/petitio%lep is
entitled for the conééssiOn of bail undér-?’ sub-

- section 4 of section 6 of the Juvenile Justice

| System Act, 2018.
5. Hence, in view of what is discussed above,

bail petition in hand stands accepted and the

accused/petitioner is admitted to the concession of
bail provided he submits a bail bond in the Sﬁm of

Rs. 100,00-0/-‘W;1th Mo suretiés eé(fh in',thée like -

amoﬁnt .:to the: satisfaction .o_f th1s court:‘ The
sureties must be l.ocal, reliablé.and men of means.

6. Ordef anﬁqunced. File of itk.lis' codrf .be
_cohsighed to record room after its necésséry
éompleﬁon énd compilatidn. : |

7. o .'Coiay of. this order. .b'e: pléc_e(fl'_gn
udicial/police fle. SR

8. This Order is tentative in nature and would

‘have gdt no effect upont ‘the; trial of the i |

accused/petitioner. | . . (\ -
e 30.01.202 ‘ obe.
Dated: v30.0 1 .2025 o = 6\6\\57,5
SYED OBXIDULLAH SHAH
Sessions Judge, Orakzai

at Baber Mela
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