
reQU"d'fhai after determining amount of Diyat. -h~-b-;;7a/iO;:d t'i ;~~~h~a; not ~~nf:. APPiicB~i"/1~d ~;~ lf:tro financial constraints he was not in a position to pay in Jump sum_ 2;Jb':f~.cfr_T.1~i~ents becaus: 
324, Attempt to commit qatl-i-amd._--. Whoever does any act with such intention or knowledge, an~ ~nder s~ch circums~ances, that, if he by that act caused qatl, h~ vyould be guilty of _q ati-1-amd, shall be punished with imprisonment of either description for: a term whtch may extend to ten years 130[but shall not be less than five years if the offence has _been committed in the r:,ame or on the pretext of honour] and shall also be liable to fir:,e, and, if hurt is caused to a_ny person by such act, the offender shall 131 [in addition t9 the imprisonment and fine as aforesaid] · be liable to the punis~ment provided for the hurt caused: _ Provided that, w here the punishment for the hurt is qisas which is not executable, the offender shall be liable to arsh and may also be punished with imprisonment of either description for a term which may extend to seven years. 
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1
ope.-- Ingredients. 1973 SCMR 1 os~ SL!dde__n quarrel followeb·d kbY_,su1~i~ '!Jk,;';,f,~~r~u~i~ p. 56). Counter case. 1979 SCMR 193. /nJury ,n the abdomen_. Y n1,e. . . m: Words inst. by the Criminal Law (Arndt.) Act, 2004, (I of 2005) dt. 10.1.2005. Added by Crl. Law Third Amendment) Ord., 1994 w.e.t.·25.10.1994. 



230 m,cal terms , ::,Q' ,., ...,.,.,.,, 'te4 J 

cMR 11 11. parties·ii~~;' evidence available 1984 . sc~A,,,. 

/Jy lathis or by lethal weapor:s. 198~ ~f unimpeachable_ i it-- /rnportance . PL£? 1987 Sh. C. (AJR 1~ 

Weakness/absence of--Nolf help¼16 scMR 193_. Aff11972 scMR ·40_1 ln1ury caused -~Y lat/ ~1<1 :1 . 

compromise. 1983 SCMR 51~, 1 . own appraisal. common ob1ect. 19_70 SCMR s25 
1 19,, 

Supreme Court cannot substttut~ lfse 1970 scMR 45o. · -existence--Cruc,al. PLD 1992 -,l_n<1,'./1(J, .; 

SCMR 667. Omission to fram~
1
c ir:,,s rea--Existence or ;i~;bition contained i11 ~- 4~7 (i), Cr p'h, 1~;: . 

act. PLD 1964 SC. 177 (p_. 18 1 • (ii) not covered ~y the P o f evidence and if direct ei/ .c. 7~( 

Offences under S. 337A N, 337A . a corroboratwe . piece hable source, non:..production of ldence '., 

PSC 721 . . Recovery e_v,dencet is d stems out of ummpeLaDc 1996 Lah. 126. Attempt~-7i Weapon >. 

overwhelmmg and not d1screpan an t' n case. P tt t PL Wo ete v 

offence would not be faJal to the prosecu ius--Criminal intent not an a_ emp · D 1996 La{1
%.1 

necessary--Mens rea followecf. by an actus r p P. C. do not supp(~me.nt each other, rather the . 126 

Provisions of Ss. 324, 337-F(ii) and .33l-N(i~ Even high probab1/1t1es tn the a_bsence of legal eitea, 

variance from each other. 1999 P.Cr.L.J. 2 · • nexus of the accused with lhe recovery of ence 

cannot be substituted for a leg~/ P:0bof/on~e7/4;i abscondence cannot play any role in the con/nrrie 

empties. When ocular evidence 1s dis e,ieve , 

1ct1ori 

of the accused. PLD 2004 Pesh. 20. 

d 5 324134 fa
lls under prohibitory clause of S. 491(1) w_here theac 

s. 324/34.-- Offence un er . B ii cannot be claimed on account th .. cuse1 

had taken active part in occurrence. NLR .1998 SD 32· a b f d at m1ur; wr1 

• · rt NLR 1999 Cr Lah 9 Num er o accuse persrms b · ., 

caused on ankle bemg not a vital pa . · · • · · ·. . emg four 

each accused liable to payment of one fourth of half of diyat amount as arsh to v,ct,mlcomplainant. 200J 

P.Cr.L.J. 1695. , . 

· Cancellation of bail. Launching murderous assault and catising fire-arm injuries on. vital parts o/ 

bail. Bail cancelled. 2010 SLJ (Larkana) 230(b) Respondents-accused were not shown to be preserita' 

time of incident. Only abetment in absentia was attributed to said respondents. Respondents were rignu 

granted bail by Trial Court. Bail cancellation petition dismissed. 201'0 SLJ (Larkana) 230{a) ' 

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

allowed. 2010 P.Cr.R. (Lah) 244 · 
· 

Empty handed accused & bail. Empty handed. Bail granted in murderous assault offence. 2011 

P.Cr.R. (Lah) 294 . 

Cr~ss-versi~n & anticipatory bail in murder ·case. Cross-version/absence of specific role/pr~ 

arrest bail allowed m murder case: 2010 P.Cr.R. (Lah) 267 
· 

_Reduction of sentence. Petitioner was 15116 years old at time of occurrence of murderCIJi 

assault. Impugned sentence reduced. KLR 2010 Cr.C. (Lah) 11 . 

Revision against acquittal-~ Order pas d b S . · sjcl11i 

jurisdiction of High Court. Provision of S. 561-A case . . Y pec!a/ C~urt- not a'!1e~able to rev1 ii 

216. Right of appeal given u/S. · 417(2-A) C P C n be mvoked m the mterest of JUSl(ce,. 2000 P.~ 

by the Special Court regarding a sched~ledr. ~ · cannot be extended to-private person in casesd 

. . . 011ence. 2000 P.Cr.L.J. 216 

Delay. Sessions Court had released the . . · . . 1 CCJJfl 

had not c?ncluded the trial within the periods ac~~sed 0 ~ bail only on {he .grounds that the Tna ,uei 

had contnbuted in delay in disposal of the pec,fie~ by it. Record had revealed that b~~ ~he ~ 11 

~ccused by t~e Court after recording a definft:sf~- ~ail under S. 497, Cr.P.C. · c,ould only 1,e-gra~ven,e 

,~volve"!ent m the case and that furth . . ndmg that .of reasonable grounds existed to _beli8, tM 

F.I.R. wtth a ~pecific role of firing and c!r i~qu,~ wa~ needed therein~ Accused ·was nominated:3;i. 

f!· P. C. was ~it by ~h~ p~ohibitory clause u:/'1£ eight f,re-arm injuries· to the vic,tim. Offence unde'us; fa! 

illegal and w1thout1urtsd1ction the same w 497(1), Cr.P.C. Order granting bail to accused, 
th 

c:• • 
as recalled ace d ' . . ., .. 1 . 

rife-arm lnJury. Fire-arm inj 
0 ~ mgly. 2004 PCrLJ (Lah) 11fvt"' pdfr' 

f ~gt:z::~~:9 was no record-able.u~i;u~~~i~-~~Z:tt thigh of PW. Victim in senoi;s ~1'. ff' 
. unaqqillah punishable under S. 33 ., 

. . Hardship case and ball A . 
. ~ ,, 

m1ury case. 2008 SLJ (Larkan~• ~3c4us:d was behind bars for . . t:J<!!j/ was af/0 

, ~ - 2008 p c · more than two years. UQ 4 

. . Acquittal appeal. Appeal was . · r.R. (Larkana) 6T9 
. .ti.; 

~,s sickness but neither an affi , . filed after delay of 2 . · ken g~,tf : [ 

filed alongwith application. Hig~a;1t m s~pport of his plea ~ d;1s. Alt~ougb appe_llant had ~~arY p~;.<' 

ourt did not find that d l ~ . ~~n filed nor any cJoCUm~ rrlV f 1 • ! 

· . . e ay m filmg appeal had been prop · ! 
.. t ~ 



bY appellant. Condonation u . 

as time- barred. 2009 SLJ (;der Limitation Act 

. 
Ukkurj Jtt(b' . Was not av .1 . 

Acqwttal. (Appreciat· , a1 able tn acquitt I 
. 

/n-,pugned judgment of acq .;ton of evidence) A 
a appeal. Appeal dismissed 

UJ al ma,nJain · uthor of F 

Advance stage of ed. 2009 PLR .I. R. was not kn 

(K 
r' 824 

case and bait p . (D.I.Khan) 495(b' own. Benefit of doubt 

a 1 

· rosecution . 1 

A . I f t . 
evidence was I 

ena . ~nng/Lalkara. Petiti 
cosed. Bail refused. 2009 S 

Whether petl!1oner shared co on~r had been attr·b 

LJ 

!' f * mmon mte r ' uted role of . 

a ques 10n o ,urther inquiry S . n ion Wtlh his ac aena/ firing as well as of . . 

sentence of imprisonment w~s i'dl sd~ction provided alt;r~setd and _was liable for Section 3~a,~1clalkara. 

n y iscretion a e PUntshment f , . . . was 

Appreciation of evide ary. Bail after arrest 
O payment of "Daman" and 

(Pesh} 396{b) 
nee. Impugned conviction/s t gran_ted. 2008 P.Cr.R. (Lah) 92B(a) 

en ence mamtained . h 

Bail (Intention to kill' 8 
.
1 

. 

m urt case. 2009 PLR 

• • 
J• a, m hurt case. In ·ur . 

Ball (So//tary khunjar in ·u . . 'I Y on leg. Ba,! allowed 2009 

repeat the same Basic . '.I ry). Pet,t10ner allegedly · SLJ (Sukkur) 885 

. · pun,shment for th u caus.ed one khanjar bl t · • 

impnsonment was only discreti . e 011ence was either pa t ow O v1ct1m and did not 

176(a) 
onary. Bail after arrest granted 200/';!; (of Damano and sentence of 

B ·1 d . . . . 
. Lah) 190(a) = 2009 LN (Lah) 

a, an m1unes. Fracture on right hand cause . . 
. 

Bail and nature of injury. lnju w d by fmng. Bail (efused. 2008'P.Cr.R. (Lah) 933 

P.Cr.R. (Lah) 931 
ry as declared as "Ghair Jaifah Hashimah" B -1 

$ 

• a, re,used. 2008 

Bail and vicarious fiab Tt A . 
, , y. llegat,on of ineffective firi VB 'I . -

Bail before -arrest in injury F . . . ng. a, was allowed. 2008 LN (Multan) 483 

arrest bail cancelled. 2008 P.Cr.R. (~:~j· 1;;~-1:,;m m1ury hitting right ~pper arm of the.injured PW. Pre-

B~il Before Arrest. (Accused not named in sta 
. 

. 

case. ln1ured had not named petitioner in his st t t bter;:ent before M.0.). Bail before arrest in hurt 

(Lah) 437 . 
. a emen e ore doctor. Pre-arrest bail granted. 2009 LN 

hurt c!:' ~l hurt ca.se. Contradiction .betwe~n. ocular_ account and medical evidence. Bail alloweif in 

a/lo d .. h R 2009 Cr. C. (Lah) 169 Contrad,ctlo_n between ocular account and medical evidence Bail 

we m lfrl case~ 2009 P.Cr.R. (Lah) 634 

. · 

. . Bail in injury case. Co-accused having been placed in column No. 2 of cha/Ian was allowed b ·1 

pet,t,oner was bailed out. 2009 SLJ (Larkana) 185 
· 

a,' 

Bail in robbery case. Bail was refused in robbery case. 2008 SLJ (Larkana) 1544 

. Ba!'· _(Cross-firing)._ Cross-firing between parties had. taken place resulting into injuries on both the 

Side~. _ln1unes attributed to petitioner on non-vital part of body, of the injured whereas injury· suffered by 

~he m1ured from petitioners side was on vital part of body. Cross-version was also recorded and 

mvestigated. No empty was recovered from spot. Case of further inquiry. Bail after arrest gr8/1ted. 2009 

P.Cr.R. (Lah) 498(a) 

Bail. (Assault on Advocate). Murderous assault and bail. Murderous assault upori Advocate/Bail 

declined. 2009 P. Cr.R. (Lah) 980(b) . 
· , 

Bail. (Delay in trial) Delay in trial and bail. Petitioner was in jail for about one year without trial. Bail 

allowed in hurt case. 2009 P. Cr.R. (R.Pindi) 949(b) · · 

Bail. (Indiscriminate firing). Cross-firing. Case of.cross-firing and bail allowed. KLR 2009 Cr.C. 

(Lah) 172(b) . 
. 

Compromise with co-accused. Only one injury was attributed to .p_eti~ioner and_ there was no 

:/legation of its repetition. Extent of period of sentence depende~ up_on _fl~d,rtgs· of Tr,~/ Gou~ after 

ecording of evidence. Petitioner could be extended the concession if v1ct1m compromised with co-

accused. Bail allowed: 2008 KLR Cr.C. (Multan) 19B(a) 
. 

Conduct of accused and ball. Ro/ffJ of direct firing at injured · PWs: Bail refused. 2009 P. Cr. R 

(Lah) 541 

· . · . 



232 J /,c l/tl/tll • 

~d 10 have mado fmnq nt thr; ~"" 
d (brotners were 81109

4;; g the occurrenco ;Jent .1J 

Constitutional petition. Both the accuse red any m ury Junn h On~ 

party, but admittedly none of the police off1c1als had sec~ars maior portion of which b:d ;iroedy ~ 
of both the accused was short i. e., maximum three Y n near future we s not pos5r O ontene1ttt 't 
undergone by them. Heanng of appeals of the accused I allowed bail Constrtut,onal pet,t,on ~,., 

accused were suspended ,n circumstances and they were 

accepted accordingly. 2008 PLD (e) Lah. 74 sistent ,n thelf stand a-, to mann~, 

Criminal Trial. (Appreciation of evidence). PW were co:provements could be pointed out : 
which occurrence had taken place. No matenal contradict,o,n or 'n house of complamant/PW and PW• 

. . I O ence took P ace ' t I " 
statements made by said PWs at tna . ccw r . 8 at place of occurrence a re evant bm~ 

being residents of house were natural witnesses wnose pr~en~here was no possibility o f said PWs to 

could not be doubted. Being so closely related to both 51 es, e of weapon was only a supporting 

falsely implicating appellant. In any case _evidence 0
~ r~c~v ~en PWsleye-w,tnesses account wa, 

evidence and fate of case di? not t~rn ~~ If al~ne particu a~y w ,n evidence to even remotely sugge~ 

foli7d to be credible and confldence-mspmng. ihere was not ,~ng tron enmity between parties Wh ' 

that eye-witnesses were inimical towards appellant or there e>:1sted s Pr~secution had proved its ca iCh 

could have prompted the PWs to false ly mvolv~ a~pellant ,n cnme. h) 412( ) .se 
beyond any reasonable doubt. Criminal appeal d1s1mssed. 2009 P.Cr.R. (La a 

Cross-firing. Case of cross-firing and bail allowed. 2009 P. Cr. R. (Lah) 49B(b) 

Delay In trial and bail. Petitioner was in Jatl for about one year without trial. Bail allowed in hurt 

case. 2009 P. Cr.R. (R.Pindi) 949(b) 

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. Bail 

re fused. 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.Plndl) 956 

Forfeiture of surety bond. In case of forfeiting surety bond, the entire amount of bail bond should 

be recovered as penalty. 2009 P~C Cr/. (SC Pak) 236(t,) 

Fresh material and cancellation of bail. Subsequently S. 337-F(v), P.P.C. was also added to S. 

324, P.P.C. Bail cancelled. 2009 LN (Lah) 321(d) . · 

449 
Gene~al allegation and bail. General allegations and bail allo_wed in hurl case. 2009 LN (Lah) 

. . Genesis .of the fight was not clear. Impugned death s t ... ,as converted into fife 
tmpnsonment. 2008 PLR (Lah) 914 en f}nce rr, 

Ghair jaifah Hashmiah injury and bail matter 1 • · Lhtfah 
J-lashmiah bail refused. 2008 LN (Lah) 805 . · nJury ha? been declared as Ghari_ nC/1 

Grievous heart a bail. Injured lady had b · d . R 
-(Multan) 1080 . een efaced. Bail refused in hurt case. 2009 P.Cr, · 

Hurt Case. (Reduction of sentence). Quant · . . ec 
senten_ce reduced. 2009 P.Cr.R. (Lah) 331 um of sen~ence. No PWs received m1ury. Impugn 

Injured witness, non--appearance If · · . · · ) .. 

accused for his Injury and Court is not sa.tisfi~Jur~d ~itn~ss ?_imse/f does not appear to charge .~ 

appearing then conviction cannot be recorded ~~ h his _disability or incompetence or reasons fol'~,~ 

(b} 1221 · on e basis of other evidence under Qisas. 2008 SC 

Injury on non-vit~I part and pre-arrest b . . . 
2009 SLJ (Kar) 655 a,/. lntenm• pre-arrest bail whs confirmed · '· .., 

'-'··-•• """ 11il2I n!Jrl ~"" ..._" :, r, ____ , 



Multiple wounds and bail. Merely that II 

sis for grant of bail. 2008 P. Cr R (L t eged offence fell 
O 

t . 

inade b8 der (Nature of offence App; . . ~ ) 885 u side prohibitory clause could.not bf) 

Mllf . . ec,at,on of . · 

(on/sentence of ,mpnsonment of life wh. evidence) Special J d 

convic/ ·n supreme Court. Appreciation of e .; ch was upheld by High u C ge, A. T. C!Trial Court recorded 

aPP~~ ~r presence of both the PWs!eye-w;~' ence. Validity. In instant ourt qua_ appellants. Criminal 

denie in which occurrence took place nesses at place of occu case neither occurrence was 

f11anner nee in the instance case had take~ ~as at trial, disputed ra;~:nc~ was ~hall~nged no( the 

occurrt~egedly took place in the Bazaar, yet in ace_ as sug~ested by prose~u~~ was ,mphedly ~d~itted. 

case ~ruck terror or panic i~ the public and in th:bs;nce of any stipulation .in F ~~ ~ccu;rence m. m~tan~ 

;::ah:ae~es~;;~ ~~~~=~J;J :i:f ~:to~ f u:1~ Aor aan:~:~~o~ ~;~:~~:~c:o~~~/t"~! t~~\ )~~:d;~;d:a~ 
not I t · d 1 • ' · · · was attracted · • 1 Y or any sect ,t could 

previous y s r~me re at1ons between partie I m mstant case. Motive behind th, . 'd 

:;:nee under SectJOn 7, A. T.A. set aside. Crimin:, a;P~;;ed conviction/sentence to the =~:~t e;; 
106(b) p partly allowed. 2009 PSC Cr/. (SC Pak) 

Murder. (Dying declaration). High Court wh .1 
. 

C url acquitted respondent. Criminal appeal in 5
1 
e _upsettmg sentence/conviction recorded by Trial 

0
.dence. Validity. Case of the prosecution was ip;eme Court. Benefit of doubt. Appreciation ol 

~~~eased lady in _which . she narrated the entire stouy a~'::orted_ b~ the dying declaration of said 

supported by medical evidence. There was a specific ry f' ~ the 1~c1dent. Fact of burning was duly 

deceased lady, the said respondent had contracted s mo ,ve m th~ mstant case as the husband of the 

was not enjoying cordial relations Yiith him. Responde ~cr°n~ marnage as a consequence whereof she 

oured kerosene oil upon her and set her on fire du .n t 00 
. 
the dece~sed deceitfully to his house and 

~ircumstantial evidence had been established Dece:s ~ wh~h she died later on. Motive coupled with 

arms having suffered severe burns, question ~f.ho/d' e su ered severe ~urns on her body including 

sign the statement could not be made a ground fo~n~ca p~r tf u/d not an~e, therefore, he: inability to 

judgment of Trial Court restored. Criminal appeal a//owedq~Og9 p7'tg~f~tcffi':t~::Ms,de and the 

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 I d 

· sentence reduced. 2009 PLR (Multan) 986 · · mpugne 

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 ~flowed. 2009 LN (L~h) 17 4 · · 

. . Police firing/encounter and bail. _Allegation of firing towards police but no police official was 

m1ured. Bail granted. 2009 P. Cr.R. (Lah) 873 , . 

b . Pre-arrest bail. Petitioner had approached High Court for relief after 2 t months of dismissa·I of 

a,t before arrest application by lower Court pre-arrest bail refused. 2009. P. Cr.R. (Lah) 126 

ext Prose_cution Ev~dence: (Sum_"!ary o~~er of I. 0.). Trial Co~rt closed evidenc~ of prosec~tion to 

of ent of s~1d I. 0. agamst which revIs10n petition was accepted. Tnal Court once agam closed evidence 

b/rosec~t1on as no efforts appeared to have been ma~e qy Trial Court to secure presence of said I. 0. 

s adoptmg coercive measures. For second time in revision, the lower Court/A.S.J. proceeded to 

a~:;on_ concerned S.H. O. as to see veracify o~ (eport of Process Server. Writ p~titio~ in High Co~rt 

Pe/'f' 
st 1m_pugned order. Aggrieved person. Vahd,ty. Impugned order could not be said to have bite 

act~~ner m. any manner whatsoever. Filing of i~stant writ petition sma_cke~ to be a m~la fid(! a~empt 

by ~ed at mstance of police officials.- Petitioner m any way could not be said to be genumely aggneved 

said 0rder. Writ petition was held to be sans grievance. Dismissed .. 2009 P.Cr.R. (Lah) 803(1) 

rnoto Recovery of Illicit Arms. (Non-production o't case ·property) Mere presence of appellant in 

heh;~~ Was not sufficient to connect him with the.offence unle~~ the prosecution.b~?ught material that 

havin he knowledge of concealment of illicit arms and ammumtlons ,n car. Poss1b1/ity of the appellant 

circu~ ~o hand in the affair and taken lift from driver of the motorcar could riot be exc./uded in the 

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



he a e,,ant was implicated m the instant r;a~ f, 

holding that real culprit was let off .by the police and t 
5 

rPP~ired to find oul whereabouts of owne, rit ,:' 

reasons not far to seek. lnvestigatmg Off,cer/P. W. wa. h _ qbeen exhibited nor produced in tr,aJ r;a --.ir 

which he had failed to do so . . Case property 11.~d ne,t er red were not sent to Fire-arms Ex/ ~ 

dent in prosecution case. Arms ~nd a~mumt,ons r~~~v~r not Oesoite prior in formation, 1ndepee: 1', 

ascertain as to wh?ther they we re ,n serviceable condlf
1o dted with recovery proceedings N den, 

and disinterested witnesses from locality had not been ass;ci recovered from $pot. Prosec~f 0 
-:.ni: 

had sustained in_iuries from either side and no empty had i en ?d any reasonable doubt. 88
10n/a~ 

miserably failed to bring charges home to the appe_lfant ~~~, reservation . Criminal appeal a~~ It er 

slightest doubt must be extended to the appellant withou t a 1 owed 

2009 PSC Cr/. (SC Pak) 146(a) 
. d . · I M ~trate in disagreement to proposal of / o 

Report for cancellat1on of F.I.R. The J~ ,c,a ag,s . · . h~ 

was directed to submit cha/Ian/police report for sending the same to Court 0 ~ Sessions. lmp~gned Order 

Reasons. Validity. For the purpose of examination of 173, Cr. P. C. report, . 0.ffic_e _o f the J~d,cial ~a~1strate 

be seemed in two different categories, one as judicial and other as .admim5 lrat1Ve. While functioning on 

administrative side, he discharged his duties as a persona designa_ta and not ~s a Co~rt. While 

discharging this duties as a persona designata, although he was reqwred to exam~ne ':'atena/ placed 

before him but was not bound to explain each and every aspect of law and give its reasohs for 

acceptance and rejection . Cr/. Misc. application dismissed. 2008 LN (Kar) 183(a) 

Solitary khanjar injury. Bail allowed in injuries case. 2009 PLR (Lah) 190(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 inj~ry case. 2009 LN (Lah) 241 

Mere recovery of gun. Appellant W'3S acquitted of injuries case. 2009 P.Cr.R. (Lah) 76 

Viola tion 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 acr;used 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 murde_r. Conviction not sustainabfe merely on the basis of surmises. 2005 MLD 

946 
. 

Writ petition and aggrieved persqn. Writ petition was heid to be sans grievance and ·dismisse, 

by High Court. 2009 P.Cr.R. (Lah) 803(b) 

Further inguiry. In the cross-version case of accused, all a.ccused persons had been granted P:€ 

arrest bail. Case of accused, in circumstances, had become that of further inquiry. Question as to wh!C 

party was an aggressor and which _party was aggressed upon, would be decided after recordin 

evidence by the Tria_l Court. Accu~ed was behind the· bars since long and there was no progress o~ thi 

'!1al o~ the. c~se .. ln1ury caused by acc~sed was o~ th~ n~n-vital part of the Injure<). Prima facIe t~ 

,~tent1on to kill, did not appear to be available,, keepmg, m view the seat of injury which was on the n°
0 

vital part of th.e body and was not repeated. Accused was admitted to bail in circumstances. 20 

PCr.LJ [Lahore] 1254 
' 

· D_~ular version g!ven i~ the F /. R. was ·con~ra to medical evidence and Trial court was Y~~ 

det~rmme after recordmg evidence. as to whose f,re shot was effective out of the two accused- In~ 

attnbuted to accused was on non-vital part of the body of the ,·n,i d ·t C •. of accused wa 
• f h : . · 'Jure w, ness . . ase · ·. ed 

par with that o. 1s co-accused who had been allowed bail by H' h C rt Ch . h d been f,stn .;/ 

h b t t • 1 •t . . 1g ou . arge a h ,'\} 1t ~ 

t e case, _u no a smg e w, ness w~-~ ~~ammed so far. Accused were behind the bars for auv .. 

months Bail was granted to accused m circumstances. _2009 P.Cr.L.J. [Lahore] 13 .. 
~J,. L"'. I tiC\ 
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