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Mr. Muhammad LatifuddirL Aclvocate for Applicants
Mr. Ali Haider Saleem, Addl. Prosecuior General, Sindh a/w
SiP Irnrarl Ali and I/O Asif Rauf, Police Station Al-Falah,
Katachi and Complainant Mulazim Hussain Bhatti

Through this Crinlinal Revision APPlication

Applicants/ Accused, namely, Aqib Ali Khan an.l Raja Muhamr,r.td

have called-in-question order dated 08.09.2023 passed by leamecl

.Judge, Anti-Tefforism Court No.VI, Karachi, in New Special Casc,

No.45, 46/ A & 46/B (vi)/2021 on an application undei Section 23 of

Anti-'ferrorism Act, 1997, whereby application moved on behalf of

the accused lor hansfer of the case from the Court of Ant-Terrorisnl

Court to the Court of orc{inary jurisdiction was dismissed. Notice of

this applicatio. was issued to the learned PC as well as

Complainant.

Lea led Counsel {or the Applicarlts /Accusecl maiily
contended fhat ingredients of Section 365-A ppc are not ma.le out
from the contellts of FIR and other matetial coilected during
investigation. He lurther submitied that eiement of teLrorism is
misstng in this case; that violence was not committed by the accusecl
at the time of commission oI offence and prayeci that case mav be
transferred to thc CouIt ot ordindty jul.isdt.tion
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Learned Additional prosecutor Gcneral arguecl that this i:,
case of kidnapping for rarNom, Accusecl had deman(i.,(l
Rs.500,000/- from the complainant f
rodured in the captiviry 
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section 365-A PPC are attracted in this csso ColnPloinflrlt srtbnlits

that ransom was demanded froln hiln and oPPosed the oPPlicati()11'

In order to aPpreciate the contentions of lealnecl Counsel [ot'

Applicants, relevant portion of inPugncd ortler is rcl'r'ottucr''cl as

underr-
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It aPPears that in this Crinrinal Revision APPlication' a coPy

oI dePositior of tlle ComPlainant has been filed' which shows that

Complainant has dePosed before the hial Court that Accused

demancled Rs.500,000/- from him for his lelease' he was tortur€'d'

his clothes were Iemoved and naked pictures were taken and threats

of clire-consequences were issued to hin1 Pl'i'ln /ncie, offence of

kidflaping for ransom lriable by learned Judge, Anti-Te[orislrl

Court is made out. Learned trial Court has rightly dismiss('d th('

application. lmpugned order is based upon souutl Leasons nud

requiles no inte elence. Therefore, this Criminal Revisiol

Application is without any merit and the same is dismissed.
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