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e - C9 _ g the case at trial. High Court directed
sEcompliance of Section 265-C, Cr P.C. be made N its letter and spirit

{PLJ 2007 Cr.C. (Kar,) 410] Omission to comply with the
tion 265-C, Cr.P.C. before framing of charge and recording confessional
'€ accused by trial Court vitiate the entire proceedings. Accused were
nalenging their conviction as procedure adopted by trial Court by not
; % of Section 265(c) of, Cr.P.C. is more an Irregularity,
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WSER.C. Case was remanded. [PLJ 2008 Cr.C. (Lah.) 375 (DB)]
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§ stjugication. Mere pendency of application under Section 265-C.
e 1o stay of trial. [PLJ 2015 SC 859] Although charge was framed
NOC 1 of early conclusion of trial because the accused had submitted
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nission of complete challan and u/S. 265-C, Cr.P.C. for supply of
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- COmpiainant has submitted an application for summoning as accused

pending adjudication. [PLJ 2009 Cr.C. (Lah.) 950]

ion for ummoning witnesses. Prior to that, an opportunity could be
esses. as Section 265(c), Cr.P.C. requires for production of
 and requisition of record. [PLJ 2017 Cr.C. (Islamabad) 23]
Undef law the charge is to be framed by the Court so the

1 by the report submitted u/S. 173, Cr.P.C. Court has o frame the
.#;ﬁ, 0 tehde police report or complaint and the material

scution. [PL.J 2009 Cr.C. (Lah.) 636] ;
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