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from the time line that the initial rape did not cause the
pregnancy but rather her continued co habiting with the
applicant which she was doing under her own free will and
consent. No material was produced showing any alleged video
recording of the rape which may have been used to blackmail
the complainant in not reporting the rape or to compel her to
cohabit with the applicant. The fact that the complainant took
so long to report the rape tends to show an element of
malafide on her part based on the particular facts and
circumstances of the this case and as such malafide can be
inferred. In this respect reliance is placed on the recent
Supreme Court case of Khalil Ahmed Soomro and others V

State (unreported dated 28-07-2017).

12. Even if the police investigation was found to be biased
and the trial judge took cognizance of the case as is his right
under the law it is still noticeable that there are
contradictions in the witness statements as to whether the
complainant was pregnant at the time when she came to live
at the house where she was allegedly raped and who the child
was handed over to; it also appears from the applicants work
attendance record that he may not have been in Karachi at
the time of the rape. It is true that the complainant has made
a S.164 statement in support of her contentions but this has
been made at a very belated stage. Likewise it is not in my
view particularly relevant that the co-accused Dr.Sunita has
been granted pre arrest bail as the role of the applicant is far

more serious.






