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IN THE HIGH COURT OF SINDII , KARACHI
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Before:-
Mr. Justice Ahmed Ali M. Shaikh, C.J.
Mr. Justice Mohammed I(arim Khan Agha, J.

Petition No. qnd name o fo etitioner alonq with counsel.

C.P. No.D-542 of 2018 Ali Ahmed Lund V. National
Accountability Br,rreau through its Chairman and others.

A1i Ahmed Lund s/o Noor Nluhammad Lund, petitioner
through Mr. Shaukal Flayat, Advocate.

Date of Hearing: 23.C2.2018

Date of Order 01.03.2018

ORDER
Mohammrid $arim Khan Aqha. J. By this order we propose

to dispose of the above mentioned petition filed by the

petitioner Ali Ahmed Lund against the order dated

20.ll.2Ol7 (impugned order) passed by learned Judge,

Accountability Court No.III, I(arachi.

2. Brief facts of the case are that P.eference No. 47 oI'2Ol5

(The State V. Ali Ahmed Lund) r,r,as iiled against the petitioner

by the National Accountability Bureau (NAB) on account of

prosecution led a number of witnesses in support of its case.
l'/

"l.

corruption. and corrupt practices under the National

Accountability Ordinance, 1999 (NAO). The allegation against

the petitioner is that being a government servant it rvas found

that he had accumuiated assets disproportionate to his

kno-"vn sources of income which he could not reasonabiy

account for. Thereafter Lhe chalge rvas framed and the
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i.

At t-hat juncture, the NAB filed an application unde r SccLror-r

344 Cr.P.C for grant of time to lile a suppiementary reI-erence

This application was opposed by the learned counsel lor the

petitioner. Hou,ever. NAB uzas allou,ed to file a supplementary

relerence thror-rgh the imltugncd order

3. Learned counsel for the petitioner sr-tbrnitted tirat tl-rere

\,\;as no provision under the NAO, which allor,vs the NAB to

further authorize al-] inquiry and investigation after a

reference has been filed; that there r,l,ars tro prorrision under

the NAO, ."vl'rich allows the NAB ro file a supplemenlar-y

refereuce and even otherwise there were no fresh discover,y ol

assets lr,hich r,,ould justifi, thc iiiing of a sr:pplementarlr

rel-erence rvhich in fact i,l,as similar to the re1'erence which l-racl

already been filed

4. We have considered the argtrments of learned counsel

for the petitioner; perused lhe record as r,vell as relevant case

I ar.r,s

5. In our vierv, it is qurite clear that NAB l-rars power to fiie a

supplementarv reference if it discovers Lrny ne\ / material after

filing of the reference r,vhich shor,vs that the petitioner had

even more assets / hidden assets prior to the liiing of

reference. in the case oi Imran Atrmed Khan V. Miarr

Mohammad Nawaz Sharif (PLD 2017 SC 7L-?) thc Flotr'l:lc:

Supreme Cor:rt of Pakistan at paragraph ' 1' ' of its final orcler

helci as under;-

.0 NAB ma-y file supple menLarl' lielelence(s) ll eLrrd

when any other asset. which is uot prima lacie
reasonably accounted for, is discovered;".
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specificalll, stated

III) All tl-re triLnsacLions siror,i'n 11t

supplementarry reference ru'e alrcadr,' 1n thc
accounts of the tlrst referencc) except the .1oirtittg
of the other co-accused beir-rg a benamidar, ettclers
ot- abettors in corrrrnission of olfence of cort'lL1;tiot-t
ancl corrupt practice. u/s. 19(a)(r'i) o1' NAO 1999,
r.r'ithout cl'range of the allcge cl drsproportiotra[c
amoLu-tt from lau,ft rl soLu-('L'si of the pctitiottc'r'.
therelbrc no glound of erttt'rtstn.rc'ttt t.,l' I'r-tt'1ht:t'

enquiry / investigaticin ancl iihng o1' thc'
supplementary reference agilrnst the pettttoner.

7. In our 1;ie1t,, the above extract from para-lll, referred to

above, is a direct admission b-v" the petitioner that co-accutsed

have been joir-red as benamidar or aicler/abettors 1ll thc

6. In thrs carsc' aL pala-lll of tl-re grouurcl s o1- tl're 1'letitton it ts

commission of offcnce u,irich has l:cen cl'rar-geci it'r tlrc

rel-erence and Benarniclars har,c' l;cen urscci ttt t-,rcle r to cotlceal

tl-ie assets of the pc'tltloner i..nd ars such Ll-rt' lrcnanricllLt- rtttcl
+

Ltlr\ new asset needs to forrir a part clf thc r-el'crettcc

B. Based on the above facts and cit'cuntstances, !\fe firld no

1egal rr-rfirmitl. in the impugned or-der and accordingly the

instant petition is here br dismissecl in lirnint'
-/
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