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Itrrcettl:
llr, lustice Moltnnmnd Karlm Khan Aghn
llr. lrtqti"e Ttlliqor t\li Songi

Appellarrt

Respondent

Date of Hearing

Date of Order

Sycd Qasim Abbas S/o Syed
Gulzar Husain through Mr. Riaz
Ali Samtio, Advocate,

The State
through Mr. AIi Haider Saleem,
Additional Prosecutor General,
Sindh.

13;10.2022

1.3.70.2022.

IUDGMENT

MOHAMMAD KARIM KHAN AGHA, I:- The appellant Syed Qasim

Abbas S/o Syed Gulzar Flussain was tried in the Court of lsr Additional

Sessions Judge/Model Crirninal Trial Court (MCTCJ)/Special Court CNS

Karachi Ccntral in Special Case No.833/2021 under FIR No.972/ 20?t U/s

6/9-C CNS Act, 1997 at PS Aziz.abad, Karachi ant'l vide jur,lgrnent rlater.l

01.01.2I.22 he rvas convictcd of thc said offencr- and sentencetl to suffcr R.l.

lor t)4 ycart anrl 06 r:ronlhs rvith tlircction to pal,fine of Rs.20,000/- ancl in

Lilst.' uf d.ri",ir.l, irr' sll,ill 'r. r' l,l. l.rr {)5 m',lir(\s lrore. fior,r,eyul', tlc
appellant was grantccl bonr'[it of Scction 382-D Cr.P.C.

2, The bricl Iacts of thc prosccution case as per F.l.R. are that

complainant SIP Naiecbullah Khan of I5 Azizabad has arrested accusecl

Syed Qasim Abbas and rccovcrcd slab type charas weighing 1015 grams

and cash amount of Rs.250/- from road block-8 near Yaseenabad

graveyarLl F,B. Area. Karachi on 22.08.2021 at 0110 hours under memo and

todged thc' instant FlR.
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3. Aftcr usual invostilirtion, tlrc cosc was challaned and the accused

w(ts sLrlt-ul) to fnct thr. trirl rlhorc hc plcacler,l not guilty to the charge.

4, l lrc pros(.cltli(n1 irr oltlc.r lr Jrr()r'o itlr cnsc r,rarrrint,d 01 Prosecution

Wihrusses ilrrl crhibitcrl v,rliotrs rlrrunrcnts and other items. The

statcnrr.ltt o[ ircctrsr.rl rvis lt'corrlt'tl unrlcr Scctlon i42 Cr.P.C in which he

tltnltxl tltr' nllt gations lcvt,l['Ll rrllninst hinr antl claimed falsc implication

[r'1, tlrt policc. llttl't,r'tl, tlrr, ,rP1ri,lln111 tlitl nol givc evidence on oath nor

Prtlluct'anv I)\Vs in supprrlt o[ his rlcfrrrcc.

5, A[tr"'r'lre'.rrin1; thc p.rll.ics anr.l apprcciating the evidence on recortl,

tlir. trifll court c()l\\'ictc(i the apPcllnnl and scntenccd him as set out earlier

in this jrrrlgnrcnU hcncc, tlrt'appcllant has filed this appeal agairst his

conviction.

h, 'l-lrr: f;tt:; oI the cas,.;is rccll ls r-'villence produced befote the trial

court find an claboratc mcntion in the impugned iudgment dated

01.01.2022 passcd by thc trial court and, therefore, the same may not be

reproduced he(e so as to avoid duplication and unnecessary repetition.

7. Al the very outset, learned counsel for the appellant under

inskuctions stated that hc did not press the case on merit and the

appellant acceptccl his guilt provided that he was given some reduction in

sentence bascd on following special features/ mitiSating factorsi

i) That thc appellant lvas a young man with a larlie
fanrily to suprrort.

il) Ihat tlrc appellant ivns a first time offcnder antl rr'as

capnblc of rcformation.

lil) 'l'hnt tlre nppr'llnnt had adnritltrl his guilt an(l sholvn

l3cttuirtc rt,nrttrse.

iu) 'lhat llrc apPell'int ltatt st'rvctl out a maior Portion of

his serrtr'nct',

8. WIr(n confrontetl tlu'so spt'clal foatur0s/ nrlll8ating clrcumstances,

learned Adtll, I',G. hatl no objt'ctiort to o rt'asonable rL.duction in the

6entencc of tlrr' aPPt'llant.

g, Wr.havo 1,,onc thro.rgil thr,cviritntc anrl found that the appellant

was orrcsted on thc spot and rL\covercd 1015 grams charas from his
?
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PossL,ssiotl lr,y tlrc Ptrlict'P,rr.ty, rvho lratl no enmity with the appellant for

fnlst'11' l111p116ntirr1i lrlur irr llris cnst', ns such, wc find their evidence to bc

rcllable, trusl\\'ortlr), ntrtl coufltlencc inspiring. Further, the safe custody of

thr' rrto'r.rr.tl rrnrtotic lt.s als. bct'. pr.vccl which led to a positive

Cht'rttiCal rtll)r)l't, ils suclt, tlrr'Prosccrrtion has pr0ved its case against thc

nppt'llant be1'1lt,r.1 nrri' rt'asorrn[rlc doubt.

10. \Vith lclirlrl to scntcnciug taking into account the special

fr..lturcs/ u'ritigirting factors raiscd by learned counsel for the appellant

and the no objcctiorr of learneci Addl. P.G. to a reduction in sentence based

on such factors arrd thc fact that the appellant has completed a large part

of his sentence, \vc herebl, 111n1n16in the conviction of the appellant;

horvever, reducc thc appellant's sentence to the period already undergone

in custody and waive off any finc payable by him. The appellant shall be

rcleased unless hc is u,antecl in any other custody case.

li. ihc instirnt airpeal star,r.is dispi':secl of in the rrbove terms.

t) l^lzi

trfl >n>r-,

a

![f cun,s.nn,,.

101
--/'

rM
tl/ce


