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admitted  case  of  the  prosecution,  the  petitioners  had  caused  simple

injuries to the injured in the present case. He further contends that even

the injury which attracted the offence under Section 118(2) of BNS was

attributed to Tohid, co-accused, who had allegedly caused injury with a

Farsa on the fingers of left hand of Liaqat Ali, injured. Learned counsel

further contends that the petitioners had earlier surrendered before the

police and recoveries, if  any, were already made from them and they

were ordered to be released on regular bail by the police itself. Now, the

offence under section 118(2) of BNS has been added and the petitioners

again apprehended their arrest in the present case. He further contends

that the petitioners had already joined the investigation and no recovery

was to be effected from them. Their custodial interrogation may not be

required in the present case.

3. On the other hand, learned State counsel assisted by learned

counsel for the complainant have vehemently opposed the submissions

made  by  learned  counsel  for  the  petitioners  on  the  ground  that  the

petitioners were part of the unlawful assembly which had caused injuries

to 07 persons. However, the learned State counsel could not dispute the

fact that the injury which attracted the offence under Section 118(2) of

BNS is attributed to Tohid, co-accused, non-applicant. Apart from that,

the State counsel on instructions from SI Ved Parkash submits that the

petitioners had joined the investigation and  lathis had been recovered

from Aarif, Sajid, Rajjaullah, Toffik and Kamma.

4. I have heard learned counsel for the parties and perused the

record.
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5. It is not in dispute that the petitioners were earlier arrested

by the police and were granted the concession of bail  and recoveries

have already been effected from them. Even, none of the petitioners has

been attributed grievous injury on the person of Liaqat Ali  and as per

the case of the prosecution, they had allegedly caused simple injuries to

the injured in the present case. Thus, in the considered opinion of the

Court, the custodial interrogation of the petitioners may not be required.

6. Without commenting any further on the merits of the case,

the present petition is allowed. The petitioners are directed to surrender

before the concerned Court/Duty Magistrate/CJM within a period of one

week  and  on  their  doing  so,  they  shall  be  admitted  to  bail  upon

furnishing bail bonds/surety bonds to the satisfaction of the concerned

Court.  The  Court  may  also  impose  such  conditions  as  it  may  deem

appropriate.

26.05.2026                      ((((NNNN....SSSS....SSSSHHHHEEEEKKKKHHHHAAAAWWWWAAAATTTT))))
amit rana                                             JJJJUUUUDDDDGGGGEEEE
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