
IN TIIE HIGH COURT OF SINDH AT KARACHI ^c)\Cr. Rev. Application. No. t2022 .)/

syed rahir Ari Rizvi \7s :6-ff.ffi.-%?,zI
S/o Syed Mukhtar Ali fuzvi
Muslim, adult, resident of
House No. L-24838, Block-2,
Gulzazra-e-Hijri, Scheme No. 33,

l! Rrgt.fr.r lrlaf
3o78

Karachi Applicant
Versus

. The State

Syed Muzaffar Ali S/O Syed Muhammad Nazim
R/O H.No. 149/C Street No.l, Askari-IV Rashid
Minas Road Karachi
(Director Air Transport & Economic Regulation CAA
Karachi....... .....Respondents

2L,-4I] $gc'CzuMINAL REVIsION APPLICATION ts 435/

Being aggrieved and dissatisfied with the order dated 08.06.2022

passed by the Leamed District and Session Judge Malir at Karachi,

whereby Miscellaneous Application of the Applicant was dismissed

without consideration of the facts of the case & Misc Application and

the case law cited before the learned District & Sessiori Judge hence

applicant prefer instant Revision Application on the following facts and

grounds:-(Certified copy of Order dated 08-06-2022 is anuexed herewith

and marked as Annexure A)

A. Facts of the case arethat an FIR No. 1612020 was registered

under Section 406/420/489-Fll09/34 PPC NW 314 AML Act

2010, at PS: FIA Corporate Crime Circle,' Karachi, after

completion of Enquiry bearing No. 80/2018 and.investigation,

the I.O. submitted charge sheet/Report under section 173 Cr.PC

before the leamed District & Session Judge Malir at Karachi. The

Court has taken cognizance thereof, as such the vehicle bearing

No. ZA-F-956 of Applicant was neither recoverdd nor seized by

the tnvestigating Officer either during the Enquiry or

investigation of the case. However, a notice under section 5 (sub

section 5) of FIA Act 1974, was served upon the Excise and

Taxation (Motor Registation) Department Karachi as a result

thereof the Excise Department kept the file of the vehicle under
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TIIE HIGTI COURT OF SINDH AT IGRACIII

Criminal Revision Application No'174 of goqc

For Applicants: Mr' Amit Kumar' learned advocate

For Respondent"' Mt' Pir Riaz Shah' learned DAG

Date of hearing' 9,H,8'9o9,6

Date of Judgment: cla'44-9o95

JUDGMENT

Jan Ali Junejo, J'- Through this Criminal Revision Application' the

Applicant, Syed Tahir Ali Rizvi' has challenged the order dated 08'06'9029'

passed by the learned Sessions Judge' Malir' Karachi' whereby his

I

application for unblocking the vehicie bearing Registration No AZF-gr,,t;'

Toyota Corolla Altis, was tlismissed'

2. The prosecutiotr case arises fiom IIR No' 16/2020 registered at [-lA

Corporate Crime Circle, Karachi' under Sections 406' 42"o' 4'89-F' 109' 3'l' 01'

the Pakistan Penal Code (PPC) reati with Sections 3/4' ofthe Anti-N4oncv

Laundering Act, 20lo The FIR pertains to allegations of misappropr-iation

and embezzlement of funds amounting to R-s. 2,Ci2|,243,609/. by the CE(),

Directors, and Management of M/s Shaheen Air International' allegedly

thlough fraudulenr means'

3. In pursuance of the investigation' r arious movable and imntovablt:

properties ofthe accused company and its directors \l'ere seized' incltrding

the,nder subject vehicle, which was frozen section b(E) of the FIA Act' 11'7 1"

by letter No. FIA/CCC K/FlR-16/2o9o/11244-45 dated 1'l io'zo2o' The

,\
Applicant claims to be a bona fide purchaser of the said vehicle' having
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qurchased it in July 9091 flom one Muhammad Rafrq S/o' Muhammad Amin

for Rs. c.ss milrion. The Appricant argues that at the time of purchase' the

iehicle was not under any legal restriction and was duly transferred in his

5. ConverselY' learned APG oPPo

contending that the

investigation into th

Internation aI and w

vehicle in question wae seizecl as part'of a broader:

e misappropriation of government funds by Shaheen Air

as rightfully frozen under the FIA Act' 1974' as it was

sed the revision aPPlicatron'

name by the Excise and Taxation Department'

4. Learned counsel for the Applicant has argued that the learned trial

court failed to appreciate the facts and law involved in the matter' rendering

r the impugned order bad in law' illegal' and perverse' He further argued that

the Applicant is a bona fide purchaser of the vehicle in question"having

fulfiIled atl legal formalities for its ffansfer' It is further argued that at the

time of purchase in July 2021' therc was no inquiry pending against the

,"n**, ,* was any FIR registered in its regard' He further submits that

the vehicle was transferred to the ApplicanCs name in compliance with legal

procedures, and he was never served any prior notice before the blocking of

registration' It is contended that the FIA and the lnvestigating Officer acted

I beyond their authority in blocking the vehicle without tangible evidence'

' 
"or.irrg 

harilship to the ApPlicant' It is further emphasized that the

' impugned order is based on misreading and non-reading ofevidence and fails

to consider the corroborative oral and docutmentary evidence submitted by

the Applicant' Lastly' the learned counsel has prayed for allowing the

Criminal Revision Application as prayed'
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l"",rr"a directors. He further argues that the alreged sare of the vehicle by

I

Muhammad Rafiq to the Applicant in July qosl ir highly questionabre, as the

I

payment was made via cheque to a thtd Party' Aftab Khan Jadoon' rather

than to the registered owner or any accused in the case' raising serious

i

doubts about the transactiorfs legi'timacy' He maintains that the Applicant

has failed to establish a valid and unencumbered title to the. vehicle'

particularly when it was already subject to an asset-freezing order as part of

the case investigation' He asserts that the irvestigation is still ongoing' and

unblocking the vehicle at this stage could compromise proceedings and allow

the dissipation of case property' frustrating the purpose of the inquiry' He

emphasizes that the learned trial court correctly dismissed the application'

as granting reliefto the Applicant would set a dangerous preced'ent' enabling

, third-party claims to obstruct criminal investigations' ln light of these facts'

he prays for the dismissal of the Criminal Revision Application' assertins

that the Applicant has not approached the Court with clean hands and has

failed to provide substantial justi{ication for interference with the impugned

I

order.

6. Upon perusal of the record and considering the argumentd ddvanced

by both parties, the following observations are made The vehicle in question

was seized under a valid legal provision, i'e', section 5(5) ofthe FIA Act'

197'!, as part ofan ongoing investigation into a large'scale financial crime'

The chain of transactions involving the vehicle raises serious doubts about

its bona frde nature, particularly the fact that it was transferred from Shaheen

Air International to Yawar Mehmood Sehbai in 2018' and later allegedly

\d in Kollthrough an "open letter" with payment directed to a third parry'

The learned Sessions Court correctly observed that allowing the release of
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thf vehicle at this stage would complicate the investigation by creating third-

plrty interests. The Applicant has failed to demonstrate that he exercised

dr;e diligence in veriSing the ownership history of the vehicle before

prlrchasing it. The authorities were within their rights to fieeze the vehicle'

given its linkage to a high-value financial {iaud case' and the Applicant was

nbt entitled to prior notice under the circumstances' The Applicant has failed

tl d"-orr.t ut" that the impugned order suffers from any jurisdictional

defect or legal infirmit5r warranting interference try this Court'

'l In light of the foregoing' the Criminal Revision Application being

devoid of substantive merits is hereby dismissed' and the impugned order

dated 08.06.2092 passed by the learned Sessions Court' Malir' Karachi is

upheld.
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