‘riqugc\};fhvat'aﬁer determining amount of Diyat, he 52'27/5 ved to pay thes 1ot done. Applicant had 5180
e o ., -, <
124, Aitempt to commit qatﬂ-l-amd.--' Whoever does any act with such
ntention Or knawleg‘gev anq under such circumstances, that, if he by that act
«aused gatl, he would be guiity of qati-i-amd, shall be punished with imprisonment
of either description for. @ term which may extend to ten years 3%[but shall not be
essthan five years if the offence has been committed in the name or on the pretext
ofhonour] and shall also be liable to fine, and, if hurt is caused to any person by
sueh act, the offender shall '3'[in addition to the imprisonment and fine as aforesaid]

e liable to the punishment provided for the hurt caused:

Provided that, where the punishment for the hurt is qisas whi_ch is not
“itcutable, the offender shail be liable to arsh and may also be punished with
- rsonment of either description for a term which may extend to seven years.

COMMENTS

SCope.-- Ingredients. 1973 SCMR 108. Sudden quarrel followed by sudden fight. PLD 1963 S.C.
wmr case. 1979 SCMR 193. Injury in the abdomen. by knife. 1982 SCMR 1141. Injuries

}g? Words inst. by the Criminal Law (Amdt.) Act, 2004, (I of 2005) dt. 10.1.2005.

Added by Crl. Law Thirg Amendment) Ord., 1994 w.e.f. 25.10.1994.
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ggzggg%e substilutod fO(da loge girsoboef/igeggefrtwlgg abscondence cannot play any role in the °°”Vict,(jf
empties. When ocular evidence is
of the accused. PLD 2004 Pesh. 20. or prohibitory Buse of 5. 491(1) where the .

S. 324/34.-- Offence under S. 324/34 falls U 2. Bail cannot be claimed on account that injury,.

had taken active part in occurrence. NLR 1998 sD3 e Number A uised peiltly. ™
caused on ankle being not a vital part. NLR 1999 Cr.Lah. 5. ! P2 arsh to victim/complai ing foy
each accused liable to payment of oné fourth of half of diyat amoun plainant,

p.Cr.L.J. 1695. . . e )
Cancellation of bail. Launching murderous assault and causing fire-arm injuries on vital pars ;

" Bai - d were not shown to be presert
bail. Bail cancelled. 2010 SLJ (Larkana) 230(b) Respondents a_ccuse ; it
time of incident. Only abetment in absentia was attributed to said respondents. Respondents were i,
granted bail by Trial Court. Bail cancellation petition dismissed. 2010 SLJ (Larkana) 230(a)

Outraging modesty case and bail. Allegation of outranging modesty of wife at open place. B

allowed. 2010 P.Cr.R. (Lah) 244
Empty handed accused & bail. Empty handed. Bail granted in murderous assault offence. il

P.Cr.R. (Lah) 294
Cross-version & anticipatory bail in murder case. Cross-version/absence of specific 10
arrest bail allowed in murder case. 2010 P.Cr.R. (Lah) 267

Reduction of sentence. Petitioner was 15/16 years old at time of occurrence
assault. Impugned sentence reduced. KLR 2010 Cr.C. (Lah) 11

- 'Rgvision‘ against acqqit_tal.-- Order passed by Special Court not amenable to
jurisdiction of High Court. Provision of S. 561-A can be invoked in the interest of justice- 20007

216. Right of appeal given u/S. 417(2-A), Cr.P.C. cannot be extended to private person in cases

by the Special Court regarding a scheduled offence. 2000 P.Cr.L.J. 216

Delay. Sessions Court had released the accu ai T ’CM

oL sed on bail only on the grounds that the ¥
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illegal and without jurisdiction the same w.
as rec - ’
i Pt alled accordingly. 2004 PCrLJ (Lah) 1166(% e
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blood-pressure was no record- ' ~ I
2005 YLR 1799 able. Injury Ghair-Jaifah Munaqgillah punishable under > 337’F(V)wed |
Hardship case and bail. A ' o™ |
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injury case. 2008 SLJ (Larkana) 534 = 2033 geg;ng b(irs ‘t;or more than two years: Bail was Al
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_pellant. Condonati
py aPP* red 10N under Limitation A
gs time- barred. 2009 SLJ (Sukkur) g?:'?g) Ct was not available in a '
cquittal. ( ronlat N acquittal appeal. Appeal dismissed

/mpugnedjudgment of acquittal maintai ce). Author of FIR w

e stage of eaes :a rwta/r?ed. 2009 PLR (D.ITKh.aI'n)'4958(Sb)nOt HeTE SRS 8 B
Ad4 n ge o nd bail. Prosecuyti

/ ar) 82 lon evidence was clos |

K ed. Bail refused. 2009 SLJ

Aerial firing/Lalkara. Petiti
" . itioner had b ,
yhether petitioner shared ¢ : ' been attributed o i
a quest/on of further :‘nquir)? erZiocin;nt?nt’o” with his aCCu;g? ;r:: svr;asl If:'gtr),lg ?s Mée” e o
. ' : ection provided e for Section 34, P.P.C. w,
ntence of imprisonment ; : ed alternat ‘ . was
5 was only discretionary. Bail after airgts“ltn ;gr:ti’g iﬁgﬁ'yiamg"‘:ac’fuoﬁf' :2n i
. .Cr.R. (La 8(a)

Appreciation of evidence. Im
. u it
(PeSh) P 6(b) pugned conviction/sentence maintained in hurt case. 2009 PLR

Bail (Intention to ki y

oo $Solitary k:u"‘"_’;)- -Ba-all in hurt c.:gse. Injury on leg. Bail allowed. 2009 SLJ (Sukkur) 885
repeat the same. Basic plu;i;zjr:vlz)t' rgf t#c;ng;f:gigedly cau;ed one khanjar blow fo victim and 0w e
i . . . e was either paym 4
imprisonment was only discretionary. Bail after arrest granted 20%9}, Pf”;t Zf hDa;nano ind sentence of
176(a) ‘ : (Lah) 190(a) = 2009 LN (Lah)
Bail and injuries. Fracture on right hand caused by firing. Bail refused. 2008.'P.Cr.R. (Lah) 933

Bail and nature of inj ' wAhair A .
bCrR. (Lah) 931 jury. Injury was declared as "Ghair Jaifah Hashimah". Bail refused. 2008
Bail and vicarious liability. Allegation of ineffective firing/Bail was allowed. 2008 LN (Multan) 483

Bail before arrest in injury case Fire-arm injur; hitting right upper arm of the injurt
- ‘ PP e PW. Pre-
arrest bail cancelled. 2008 P.Cr.R. (Lah) 1239(b) Y . injured d

Bajl Before Arrest. (Accused not named in statement before M.O.). Bail before arrest in hurt
case. Injured had not named petitioner in his statement before doctor. Pre-arrest bail granted. 2009 LN

(Lah) 437

Bail in hurt case. Contradiction between oc
hurt case. KLR 2009 Cr.C. (Lah) 169 Contradiction
allowed in hurt case: 2009 P.Cr.R. (Lah) 634

Bail in injury case. Co-accused having been placée

petitioner was bailed out. 2009 SLJ (Larkana) 185 |

Bail in robbery case. Bail was refused in robbery case. 2008 SLJ (Larkana) 1544
Bail. _firing). Cross-firin between parties had taken place resulting into iqjqries on both the
il e firing). p N-Vi rt of body of the injured whereas injury suffered by

sid iuri ' +i~ner on non-vital pa
ides. Injuries attributed to petl'tlone P o on was also recor dackiand

the inj iti side was on vital part of body. Cross-versio
tlared om B was Iovered from spot. Case of further inquiry. Bail after arrest granted. 2009

investigated. No empty was rec
P.Cr.R. (Lah) 498(a)

Bail. (Assault on Advoca
declined. 2009 P.Cr.R. (Lah) 980(P) N o aboutone
Bail. (Delay in trial) Delay in trial an@ ner was in jail for abod
allowed in hurt case. 2009 P-Cr-R- (R.Pindi) 949()

" Bail. (Indiscriminate firing). Cross-firng. Cas
ah) 172(b) » o
inj ttributed to petitioner and there was
j .accused. Only one injury was a A ; t after
a”egag:mprqmlse with c‘;___ ot of period of sentence depended upon findings of Trial Cou g
n of its repetition. 7 d be extended the concession if victim compromisé wi

recording of evidence petitioner coul
, ' _(Multan 198(a) :
accused. Bail allowed: 2008 KLR Cr.C. (Multar) 4 PWs: Bail refused. 2009 P.Cr.F

Conduct of accused and bail. Role of direct firing at injuré
(Lah) 641 |

ular account and medical evidence. Bail allowed in
petween ocular account and medical evidence. Bail

d in column No. 2 of challan was allowed bail,

and bail. Murderous assault upon Advocate/Bail

te). Murderous assault
year without trial. Bail

llowed. KLR 2009 Cr.C.
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: - 2 tural witnesses whose presence ibility of said Pw
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could not be doubted. Being SO closely related (0 both side f weapon was only a suppomng

ery Ol
falsely implicating appellant. In any Cas€ evidence of recov )!/en PWs/eye-wilnesses account wa.
evidence and fate of case did not furn Ori it alone pamcular/y whe!

rem
found to be credible and confidence-inspiring. There was nothing in ?w(zengg nilqtye;g?weenoézz ’95;’9::5;
that eye-witnesses were inimical towards appellant or there ex/sfed S rcF)) rgsecuﬁon had proved s can
could have prompted the PWs to falsely involve appellant In chme. R. (Lah) 412(a) %
beyond any reasonable doubt. Criminal appeal dismissed 2009 P.Cr.R.

Cross-firing. Case of cross-firing and bail allowed. 2009 P.Cr.R. (L:ah) 498(b) |
Delay in trial and bail. Petitioner was in jail for about one year without trial. Bail allowed in hyrt

case. 2009 P.Cr.R. (R.Pindi) 949(b) o
Delayed supplementary statement. Grant of bail in hurt case on account of nomination through

delayed supplementary statement. 2009 PLR (Pesh) 201
Domestic violence and bail. Petitioner cut off tip of nose of his wife as a domestic violence. Bai

refused. 2008 SLJ (Kar) 1435
False counter-version bail. Stance of counter-version was found to be false during investigation.

Bail refused in hurt case. 2009 LN (Lah) 406
Fire-arm injuries. Despite exonerative affidavits of eye-witnesses bail refused in hurt case. 2009

P.Cr.R. (R.Pindi) 956 _
Forfeiture of surety bond. In case of forfeiting surety bond, the entire amount of bail bond should
be recovered as penalty. 2009 PSC Crl. (SC Pak) 236(b)
Fresh material and canceliation of bail. Subsequently S. 337-F(v), P.P.C. was also added (oS
324, P.P.C. Bail cancelled. 2009 LN (Lah) 321(d)
. General allegation and bail. General allegations and bail allowed in hurt case. 2009 LN (Lah)
Genesis of the fight was not clear. Impugned d into Ifé
imprisonment. 2008 PLR (Lah) 914 pugned eath sentgnce was cpnverted in

Ghair jaifah Hashmiah injury and bail m ‘ i Hafé/
Hashmiah bail refused. 2008 LN (Lah) 805 matter. Injury had been declared as Ghari H

Grievous heart a baii. Injured | ' . '
(Multan) 1080 - Injured lady had been defaced. Bail refused in hurt case. 2009 P-C' R

Hurt Case. (Reduction of sentence )
sentence reduced. 2009 P.Cr.R. (Lah) 331)' ushiein of sentence. No PWs received injury. IMP

Injured witness, non-appearance. If inj : ‘ ' y
accused for his injury and Court is not satisfiemjured winess himseif does not appear 10 Cha‘rie'

o i d with his disahili . .
appearing then conv:c;t:on cannot be recorded on t ,’7’2 :;iiglg?bmty or :pcompetence or reasons SC"':
(b) 1221 other evidence under Qisas. 2

Injury on non-
2009 SLJ (Kar) 655
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part and pre-arrest bajj. Interim pre-arrest bail was confirmed



. ds and bail. M
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“ppea . resence of both the PWs/eye-witn &nce. Validity. | instant caseq: alt;’;ippe e !
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Nl nce in the instance case had take rial, disputed rather it was imZI;ZQI’; agr%ritttgg
e egedly 100K place in the Bazaar, y :Ugfg ested by prosecution. Occurrence in instant
i uck terror or panic in the public and in the apge i Stipulation in F.1.R to effect that incident
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n? gase. Motive behind the incident

could not be

, was at t
N place as
et in absenc

ot acquitted respondent. Criminal appeal in S
ecvideﬂce- Va/idi;y. Cgse of the prosecution was duly
ased lady in wh/ch_she narrated the entire sto ab inci )

gj;;oned by medical gwdence. There was ¢ speciﬁcry 'ou.t the incident. Fact of burning was duly
feoeased /?dY' the sg/d resp.ondenlt haq contracted second marriage as a consequence whereof she
a5 not enjoying cgrd;a/ relations with him. Respondent took the deceased deceitfully to his house and
oured kerqsene_oﬂ upon her and set her on fire due to which she died later on. Motive coupled with
sreumstantial evidence had been established. Deceased suffered severe burns on her body including
arms having suffered severe burns, question of hol

ding a pen would not arise, therefore, her inability to
sign the statement could not be made a ground

' ad for acquittal. Impugned judgment set aside and the
judgment of Trial Court restored. Criminal appeal allowed. 2009 PSC Crl. (SC Pak) 174(b)

Murderous assault and bail. Murderous assault upon Advocate/Bail declined. 2009 LN (Lah)
822(b) :

Murderous assault case. Reduction of sentence. Convict was patient of Hepatitis C. Impugned
sentence reduced. 2009 PLR (Multan) 986

Plea of alibi. Plea of alibi and bail was granted in hurt case. 2009 SLJ (Sukkur) 898

Police encounter and bail. Police encounter still no empty was recovered from spot. Bail before
arrest allowed. 2009 LN (Lah) 174

Police firing/encounter and bail. Allegation of firing towards police but no police official was
njured. Bail granted. 2009 P.Cr.R. (Lah) 873 )

Pre-arrest bail. Petitioner had approached High Court for relief after 52/ months of dismissal of
bail before arrest application by lower Court pre-arrest bail refused. 2009 P.Cr.R. (Lah) 126

Prosecution Evidence. (Summary order of 1.0.). Trial Court closed evidenqe of prosec:._/tion fo
®xtent of said 1.0. against which revision petition was accepted. Trial Court once again closed evidence
o prosecution as no efforts appeared to have been made by Trial Court to secure presence of said 1.0.

Y adopting coercive measures. For second time in revision, the lower Court/A.S.J. proceeded to
Sum.mo,, concerned S.H.O. as to see veracity of report of Process Server. Writ petlt:oq in High Coyrt
%ainst impugned order. Aggrieved person. Validity. Impugned order could not be said tq have bite
Pelitioner jn any manner whatsoever. Filing of instant writ petition smacked to be a mala fide attempt
dCluateq af instance of police officials. Petitioner in any way could not be said to be genuinely aggrieved
Y Said order Writ petition was held to be sans grievance. Dismissed. 2009 P.Cr.R. (Lah) 803(a)

Recovery of lici f case property) Mere presence of appellant in
t Arms. (Non-production o P : |

rf?eo orcar Wasrr{ot sufficient to coni;ect hﬁl?m with the offence unless the prosecut:on.b'r_ought material that

havr;:d the knowledge of concealment of illicit arms and ammunitions in car. POS§IbIIIfy of tl;edagpienlla:,r:;

Circun%sno hand in the affair and taken lift from driver of the motorcar could not be exciude

ances of the case. Raiding party failed to apprehend the driver. No other conclusion except



. iani was im licated in the instant rae. .
holding that real culprit was let off by the police and the .ap;?e.-:i r w;;;sd 051 whereabouts of f')Wr;:: Pl
reasons not far to seek. Investigating Officer’P w. was requUIred = L o nor produced in trial ; A s
which he had failed to do so. Case propery had neither bee” eil.e qot sent to Fire-arms E"’""*",
dent in prosecution case. Arms and ammunitions r‘Ae_cJOVGi'_B“”“EPgm‘ré orior information mdpwem
ascertain as to whether they were in serviceable condition Of f}u - ) "m BRI proceed‘m "ﬁef’%»
and disinterested witnesses from Jocality had not been assoclate : v}’ , { oo soot. Pr gS. N o
had sustained iniuries from either side and no empty had been remvereﬁeasonaﬁe ﬂdou%stecgmn has
miserably failed to bring charges home to the appellant beyond any ¢ enefit .
slightest doubt must be extended to the appellant without any f

eservation. Criminal appeal aligwe,
2009 PSC Crl. (SC Pak) 146(a)

Report for cancellation of F.L.R. The Judicial Magistrate in disagreement to proposal of 1. 4,
was directed to submit challan/police report for sending the same to Court of' Sessions. Im_pygned Order
Reasons. Validity. For the purpose of examination of 173, cr.P.C. report,'o‘fffce Qf the Jgdfc;a} MaQ'Sirate
be seemed in two different categories, one as judicial and other as gdmln/stratlve. While functioning o
administrative side, he discharged his duties as a persona dGSIgna’ta and not ?S a Coqrt. While
discharging this duties as a persona designata, although he was required to examine material place
before him but was not bound to explain each and every aspect of law and give its reasons fy
acceptance and rejection. Crl. Misc. application dismissed. 2008 LN (Kar) 783(a)

Solitary khanjar injury. Bail allowed in injuries case. 2009 PLR (Lah) 1 90(b)
Solitary injury. Solitary khanjar injury. Bail allowed in injuries case. 2009 LN (Lah) 176(b)

Vicarious liability. Allegation of ineffective firing/Bail allowed in injury case. 2009 LN (Lah) 241
Mere recovery of gun. Appellant was acquitted of injuries case. 2009 P.Cr.R. (Lah) 76

Violation of S. 103, Cr.P.C. Place of occurrence surrounded by habitations but no one from
private persons was associated to witness the arrest of accused or the recovery of crime weapon.
Neither any encounter proved nor there was any evidence to show that an attempt was made on the
police party to commit murder. Conviction not sustainable merely on the basis of surmises. 2005 ML
946

Writ petition and aggrieved person. Writ petition was held {o be sans grievance and dismisse
by High Court. 2009 P.Cr.R. (Lah) 803(b)

Further inquiry. In the cross-version case of accused, all accused persons had been granted "
arrest bail. Case of accused, in circumstances, had become that of further inquiry. Question as to wh
party was an aggressor and which party was aggressed upon, would be decided after reco’ 4
evidence by the Trial Court. Accused was behind the-bars since long and there was no progress onf
mal of the case. Injury caused by accused was on the non-vital part of the injured. Prima facie !
inte;vtior;t to fk;lfl), dig ZOt apgear to be available, keeping, in view the seat of injury which was o" the nog
vital part of the body and was not repeated. Ac ' 4 i mipen es.
por.LJ [Lahore] 12 5)’4 R cused was admitted to bail, in circumstanc

Ocular version given in the F.I.R. was contra to medical evi ' was 1©
. : . evidence and Trial Court "
determine after recording evidence as to whose fire shot was effective out of the two accused m’:
attantsci ’:otacfcg§ed was on non-vital part of the body of the injured witness. Case of accus s4
par with that of his co-accused who had been allowed bail by High Court. Charge had been framt )t

the case, but not a single witness was examined so far. Ac . . for about
i g . ACCUS rs for
months Bail was granted to accused in circumstances. 2009 P. C?rd ,_ere[ ’f)::g:;cei]tr;g ba
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