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INT I_IE H IGH COURT OF SINDH I(ARACHI

I, rasatt [:
l\4r. Jttslice h4oltnrrruulrl I(urint l(nn Aghn
Mr, ltrsl icr l(lmtlirn I lussa in 'l'tutlo,

Crlruinal Appcal No.82 of 2009.

Appcllnnt Jawaid Iqbal S/o, Abdullah
through M/s. Muhammad Ashraf
[(azi and Irshad Ahmed Jatoi,
Advocates,

llcspondent

I

The State tlrrough
Bhutto, Assistant
Cencral.

Mr, G.M.
Attorney

Date of Judgnrent 27.03.2023

II_TDGVTENT

o rturnd I(a I0trut The appellant Jawaid Iqbal S/o. Abclullah

'n as h'iecl in the Special Court (Offences in Banks) Sindh at Karachi in Case

No.96/ 2002 pursuant to FIR No.18/2002, FIA CBC-II, Karachi U/s.

409/ 420/ 468/ 471,/477-A/34PPC r/w section 5(2) of PCAJI 1947 and vir.{e

Judgment clated 17.04.2009 the appellant was convicted and sentencec{ for

the offence punisl.rable unr.ler section 409 PPC and sentenced to 03 years I{.1

and to pay fine of Rs.4,25,000/- aud in case oI default in payrnent of fine hc

rvas to further undergo R,l. for 06 nronths. The aulount if recoveretl to be.

paid to the concelned brauch of ABL,

2 l'hc bricf I cts of llto casc as pror charliu are'.rs rrnrlcr:-

"'lhat on 01.10,2{)01 anrl 13.10,201)1,,1,ou trt'crLscrl Jawairt kltral, treinli

Manirgur AlJl,, I)cfcrrce Garr['n l]r.anclr, Knr.achi antl as srrch.r prrblic

Set vnr:t knowinl;ly, tlislto:icstly, allorvul '1'cnrpgtary Rulning [:i1a1cc

c>t lls,4,Vl,550/ - to abscotrilirrli nccuscrl llan,r l-luntayoor.r Rashcctl antl

Ilanrid l-lanraytrrt,Otr sucurit;, l)k'(lg('of llcgular lncQtrrc Ccrtificatcs.

stolcrr flonr National Saving Ccutcr, without aclopling proper

prr:cetlurc antl approval of c(xnpotcnt authority thus you accuscrl

causcd r,r,lrngful loss to tltc tunc <.:f Iis.4.25,(X)0rl_ antl wr.olglirJ 11tin trr
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abscondlng accuocrl Hamid Hnmayun and Rana Flamayun Rasheetl

thus conulittcd thc oflcuccs of chcattng, Iorgcry, falsificatkrn of

rr'corr.l and rlcfrnudcrl thc lrnnk by provldlng stolen Rc8ular

Ccrtlflcnlc fls srrurity, punlshnblo undcr scction

409/ 420/ 468/ 471/ 477-A/34 [,lC whlch arc schodule offences ancl

n'ar.l witlr Sccllou 5(2) of l,rcvunllon of Corruption Acl-ll, 1947 wlll,l

thc cognlznnce of thls Court.

3. Aftel usual lnvcstlgation, the challan wag submitted against the

appellant who pleaded not gullly to the charge and claimed trial.

4. The prosecution in order to prove lts case examined 10 Prosecution

Witnesses and exhibited various documents and other items. The appellant

in his section 342 Cr.P.C. statement denied the al.legations against him.

However, he did not give evidence on oatll and did not call any D.W. in

support of his defence case.

5. After hearing the pariies and appreciating the evidence on record, the

trial court convicted and sentenced the appellant as set out earlier in this

judgmen! I'rence, the appellant has filed this appeal against his conviction.

6. At the very outset, leamed counsel for the appellant stated that the

appellant did not contest the case on merits and accepLed his guilt and

prayed only for reduction in sentence based on the following mitigating

circumstances:-

a) That the appel.lant is first time oflender and is capable of
reformation.

{

e)

That the appellant had a large famlly to suPPort.

That the amount lnvolved was relatively nrinor.

That by scceptlng hls gullt the appellant has shown
genulne rcmorse and;

That he has served a substnntlal portion of his sentence.

7. Based on these mltlgatlng circumstances mentioned by the appellant,

leamed Asslstant Attomey General had no objecHon to the reduction in

sentence to some reasonable extent,

b)

c)

d)
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8. We have gone through the eviclence on record and find that tirc

prosecution through confldence Insplrlng T*'.rfa.r,"u along with

docuurentary evldence has provecl the case against the appellant beyond any

reasonable doubt for whlch he was convlcted nnd ae such we maintain hls

conviction.

9. Witlt regarrl to sentence based on mitigating factors mentioned by

leametl counsel for the appellant and the no objection to a reduction in

selltcllcc by lenrned Assistant Attorney General, we hereby reduce thc

sentence of the appellant to tl're time already spent inJai[. The appellant is on

bail, his bail bond sland discharged and he is free to go.

10. With regard to his fine of Rs.4,25,000/ -, we note that vide order dated

77.02.2003 whereby the appellant was granted bail, an amount of

ks.4,29,5501- was deposited with the Nazir of this Court as Surery in respect

of tllis offence. The Nazir of this Court is dbected to forward from the surety

amount tlle amount of 1k.4,25,000/- to ABL, Defence Garden 
-Branch,

Karachi. The balance amount, if any, with any profit earned on Rs.O9^550/-

shall be retumed by the Nazir of this Court to the appellant. A copy of this

order shall be sent to the Nazir of this Court and the Manager, ABL, Defence

Garden Branch for information and comPliance.

77. The appeal stand disposed of in the above terms.
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