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has prayed for taking leniency and modification in his sentence for the periokxh\c has

already undergone.

3. Conversely, the learned D.P.G. submits that the appellant has sufficiently
been punished as he has remained in jail for sufficient period; therefore, he recorded no

objection, if the sentence of the appellant is reduced to that of already undergone.

4. According to jail-roll of the appellant dated 27.11.2023, the appellant has
served out substantive sentence for 01-year, 06-months and 06-days. Besides, he has
earned remissions for 03-years, 05-months and 01-day (upro 27.11.203); totaling to 04-
years, 11-months and 07-days, which appears to be an adequate portion of sentence.

Moreover, conduct of the appellant in jail is also “satisfactory” as reported by the jail

authorities. The appellant also appears to be first offender, as there is no such material

on record that the appellant is already convicted in any other case.

5. It is a well-established principle of law that in special circumstances, the
Court at its discretion can divert from the norms and standards prescribed in terms of
sentencing after assigning cogent reasons. In this respect, reliance is placed on the case
of State through Deputy Director (Law), Regional Directorate, Anti-Narcotics Force v.
Mujahid Naseem Lodhi (PLD 2017 SC 671) wherein it has been held that:-

“The exercise of jurisdiction and discretion in the matter of the respondent's
sentence by the trial court and the High Court have not been Jound by us to be
open to any legitimale exception, particularly when the reasons recorded for
passing a reduced sentence against the respondent and for making a departure
from the above mentioned sentencing guidelines have been found by us to be
proper in the peculiar circumstances of this case.”

The Hon’ble Apex Court had also been pleased to reduce sentence in

6.
Sherzada v. The State (1993 SCMR 149) and Gul

cases of similar nature reported as
Badshah v. The State (2011 SCMR 984).

7. In view of above facts and circumstances of the case, we are of the

opinion that the appellant has succeeded to make out a case for reduction of his

sentence. Therefore, in order to give a chance to the appellant in his life to rehabilitate

himself so also following the dictum laid down case of State through Deputy Director

(Law), Regional Directorate, Anti-Narcotics Force v. Mujahid Naseem Lodhi; Sherzada

v. The State and Gul Badshah v. The State (supra) and case of Niaz-ud-Din v. The State
(2007 SCMR 206), this appeal is partly allowed.
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thereof. The appellant is reported to be in jail, he shall be released forthwith, if his

custody is not required in any other case.
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