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BA NO 183/4 OF 2026
oo HAZRAT ULLAH VS THE STATE i
FIR NO. 62, DATED,.10:11.2024, U/S 302/324/337 -A(iii)/34 PPC,"
s - POLICE STATION MISHTI MELA o

IN THE COURT OF HAQNAWAZ,
 SESSIONS JUDGE. ORAKZAIAT BABER -
O MELA

Bé’il Applicati‘on No.:  : 183/4 of 2026
_ -Date of Instltutlon R 18 08 2026
- Date ofDecmon o " :' | 18 08 2026

"'ORDER
Ba1l Application along with record received from the

| .”Courtrof learned ADJ-II, Hangu. It be registered.»'_- AR
s 2 ‘Fjawad.}‘K"_han} Ad?oéate for accused/petiﬁ’orier, Noor '
Awaz Advocate for complaiﬁant and Sf. PPA,- Abul
- Qasim for the state. present. Complainaht_al's'c.)"pf-g':s;éi:r'l't-.t -

. 3 .' ."'Accus’ed/petitioher, Hazrat Ullah»s/(_) Kh'a;ﬁeWad, Gui ;
seeks his post arrest bail in case FIR No. 62, D;te_d o
10.11.2024, /s 302/324/337-A(iii)/34 PPC of Po_liié‘eAvi‘“'

Stafioﬁ'Mishti Mela. As per contents of the FIR, the

local police, while responding to information regarding

the occurrence, rushed to DHQ Hospital Mishti Mela

\ﬂ'{; &:?: ‘on 10.11.2024 and found the injured Umat Saced and -
G\s\"\"ﬁé}a&é ' the dead body of Safar Gul in the emergency room. .= -

T The sqnfof deceased na:r_ne,ly.Ixrvshad Ullah_réportéd--th'e:'-l » )
| matfér to. the local police at 1610 hoﬁrs_that hé éloﬁg o

- with his father and brother Umar Saced were present - :

én the spot at 1530 hours when the accused/pét‘itioﬁerf,v a

" 'é}xd"'éo-'accused were trimming tree limbs while tWo
~goats of the complainant started eating leaves of ltﬂl}e
 trees. The acquse_d told them to take _awéiy the1r géatS':
"be.s':ildes they used abusive language and attacked th_erﬁ : f

with sticks and axes; as a result of the blow from -
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- BANO. 183/4 OF 2026
R HAZRAT ULLAH VS THE STATE
FIR NO. 62, DATED, 10.11.2024, U/S 302/324/337-A(iii)/34 PPC,
POLICE STATION: MISHTI MELA

_ accused Umar Saddlque the father of complamant got.‘-:_ i

h and dled -on’ the spot whlle the present'-’_:r‘.“..'f
accused/petlttoner and co- accused MOhlb Ullah caused

o 1nJur1es to hlS brother Hence the present FIR R

4. Learned counsel for the accused/petltIOner argued that

“the accused/petitioner was charged only u/s 324 PPC

- and that despite the lapse of one year and nine months, . -

. the trial in the instant case has yet not been concluded.

,Therefore,l he requested for release of the
accuscd/petltloner on bail on statutory ground

5. After hearmg both the parties and perusal of the

‘ vrecord it was found that the accused/petltloner was

o charged u/s 302 PPC read with sectlon 34. PPC and the

X statutory period of two years prescribed for conclusmn

of a trial is yet to be completed. Thcrefore,_.. the - -

acCused/pctitioner is not entitled to the concess_‘ion'_of,

ba11 at this stage of the 'ca_se.- The.vi_n_stant p’dst—arrest
‘bail application is thus turned down.

. F11e of this courtdbe‘ consi‘gned to record room after its .

L neces'sary- completion and compilation. Copy of this

P

order be placed on judicial/police file.

.. Announced:

- 18.08.2026
(HAQ NAWAZ) e
Sessions Judge, Orakzai™ - - -

at Baber Mela '
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