,‘&/\  BANO0.170/4 - . . .
. .  AMAN ULLAH VS THESTATE - . =0 0
FIR No: 12, Dated 25,01.2025, u/s395/345/355/337 F(.) PPC R
- PS Kalaya ) , S :
At INTHECOURTOFHAQNAWAZ, '~ .
AR SESSIONS JUDGE/JUDGE SPECIAL COURT ORAKZAI
PR : ATBABERI\/IELA [

:".,Y'Ball Apphcatron No | 170/4 of 2026 i
o ‘:-'Date of Instltutlon 180720267
. " Date ofDe0151o_n SR 24072026 R
N 'ORDER " | o

‘. Sr PP, Abul Qasim for the State and Khursheed
r Alarn Advocate for accused/petitioner present.

S Arguments heard atnd record perused | .

Z.I'Aecused/petltloner Aman Ullah s/o Jameel Khan
"s‘eeks his post-arrest ba11 in case FIR.No.' 12, Dated o
.4',25 Ol 2025 registered u/s 395/342/355/337-F(1) of
) Pohce Station Kalaya. As per contents of FIR, the
o complainant, Khazir Khan, vide 'Dail'y' Diary' No. 07
.' of 26.12.2025 reported the matter to the police at |

1100 hours that he along with a companion was

r1d1ng a 'motoreycle from -‘Anjani' Bazar on’
:"-525 12 2025 at evening time. When they reached the
B ‘spot at 1750 hours, five persons in possessien.of |
:1:We_avpons 4were present there and stopped them hy
‘. aimi’ng pistol and Kalashnikov at themt After
disembarking the complainant and his co-rider, the R
B -ae:cusl_ed:f snatched a Vivo 'Y21-T-,mobile.'-and 01 lac
catsh »from the complainant and an i-Tel mobile from
his companion namely Sher Kha.n 'They were

lbhndfolded and taken . ihte a room where the

Page 1]3



—

BA No. 170/4 S
AMAN ULLAH VS THE STATE
FIR No. 12, Dated 25.01.2025, u/s 395/345/355/337 F(i) pPC;
. PS'Kalaya

| »"taccused/petltloner and co—accused took off the shlrts -

: ':j::-‘}Of complalnant and Sher Khan and beat them ‘

:AStS_"__._StICkS batons and electrlc w1res Wthh caused:}_?:_,_:'

EAFR them mjurles They were locked there for 03/04'

hours and also made their video. The complamant

ERR and his, fellow rider came back to their house. They o

“identified four of the accused as Bakhtlar ‘Mujahid,

,Sher all sons of Murad Khan and Aman s/o Jameel :

"While-‘ the fifth person was unknown. Hence, the

present FIR.

3 After hearing both the parties and perusal of the

record, it was found that though the )

o accused/pet1t1oner is directly nommated 1n the FIR"

o for WrOngful confinement, snatching cash, moblle |

phonea and causing injuries to the conlplainant’and g
. __co:-tider. Howeve’r, acchding to School Identiﬁcation N
o C.ard, pr‘o'duc_ed by counsel for the accused/petitioner,
- _hé is of the age of 13 years and 7 months. Moreover,
‘ co,—accused with similar role has alteady "be:en- o

" admitted to bail. Thus, the accused/petitioner is also

" entitled for the concession of bail on the basis of rule o R

of consistency.

: In view of above, the accused/petitioner is admitted L R

- to bail subject to submission of bail bonds to the tune

“of Rs 100,000/- with two sureties each in the like
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amount to the satisfaction of this Court. The sureties
must be lbcal, reliable and mén Qf’means.

_ Copy of this Order be placed on police/judicial file.
File of this Court be -:conéigned to record ro.o;r'n after

its necessary completion and compilations

Announced:
24.07.2026

Sessions Judge/Judge Special Court,
Orakzai at Baber Mela
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