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IN THE HIGH CO URT OF SINDH AT KARACHI
Special Criminal Anti -Terrorism Appeal No.l26 of 2O2oSpecial Criminal Antj -Ierrorism Appeal No.'l 27 of 2020

DaLe Order with srgnature of Judge

1

7
, For order on M,A. No,gl2O,/2020. For hean-ng of main case.

21 -O2.20 22

Llr. Muhammad lbrahim Abro, Advocate for the Appe ant
Mr, Muhammad lqbatAwan, Additionat prosecutor General Sindh

JUDG MENT
lAohommad Korim Khon Agho J. The Appe,ant Raheel alias Arsaran s/o
K Muhammad was tried by the Anti-Terrorism Court No.lV Karachi
Division in Special Case No.659/2019 in respect of FtR No.t50l20.t9
under section 4/5 of Exptosive Substance Act 1908 read with section 7
A.T,A. and in Special Case No.659-A/2019 jn respect of FIR No..t5.t/2019
under section 23-l-A of Sindh Arms Act, 2013, both lodged at pS SIU
Sindh. Vide judgment dated 13.08.2020, the appettant was convicted
under section 5 of Explosive Substance Act and sentenced to three vears
imprisonment and under sectlon 2l.l-A of S.A,A. and sentenced to sufter
R.l for three years and fine of Rs.5000/_ and in case of default he shalt
suffer further jmprisonment for onl
benerit or section 382(8) ...r... l"l'lllr1]"";::,":.:':: :::
concurrently.

2. precisely, facts of the
30.r0.20.1e, police party **.0 oroffill.:ffi,J; 

":t;jJ:Xarachi, during patrolling in area recejved spy informatjon that one
suspect of religious banned outfit equipped with hand grenade and
weapon, present at Rear RoaiJ, Government Degree Cottege, Sector 5/1.
New l(ardchi Ertal Colony. Karacl-i was warting for frls accompt,ce.
Police party reached there, on pointation o, spy informanl, police
parly apprehended accused person, who disclosed his name as Raheel @
Arslan @ Achi s/o K Muhammad, Due to non-presence of pubtic
complainant conducted persona( search in the presence of police
officiats recovered one hand grenade from ferozi colour school bag
hanging on accused shoulder. On hjs further personal search one jO
bore pistot, rubbed number, having wooden butt/handte, load magazine
with six bultets was also lecovered tucked into right side ot oant.'/
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IN THE HIGH CO URT OF SI NDH AT KARACHI
Special Criminal Anti -Terrorism Appeal No.126 of 2020SpecialCriminal Anti -Terrorism Appeal No.127 of 2O2O

Date Order with signature of Judge

Mr. Muhammad lbrahim Abro, Advocate for the Appe(ant
Mr. Muhammad lqbat Awan, Additionat prosecutor General Sindh

JU DGMENT

lAohammod Karim Khan Agho J. The Appellant Raheet alias Arsatan s/o
K Muhammad !!as tried by the Anti_Terrorism Court No.lV Karachi
Divisjon jn Speciat Case No.65g/?019 in respect of FIR No.150/2019
under section 4/5 ot Explosive Substance Act i908 read wjth rction 7
A.T.A. and in Special Case No.659-4/2019 in respect of FtR No.151/2019
under section 23-l-A of sindh Arms Act, 20.13, both todged at p5 slu
Sindh. Vide judgment dated t3.08.2020, the appeuant was convicted
under section 5 of Explosive Substance Act and sentenced to three years
imprisonment and under section 23-l-A of S.A.A. and sentenced to suffer
R.l for three years and fine of Rs.50OO/- and in case of defautt he shatt
suffer further imprisonment for one month more, He was given the
benefit of Section 382(8) Cr.p.C. and both sentences were to run
concurrently.

2. Preciseiy, facts of the prosecution cases are that on
30.10.2019, potice party headed by Stp Muhammad tbrahim o, pS SlU,
Karach,, during pat.olting r.n area received spy information that one
suspect of retigious banned outfit equjpped wrth hand grenade and
weapon, present at Rear RoaiJ, Government Degree ColleSe, Sector 5/L,
New Karachi Bilat Colony. Karacht was watting for his accompttce.
Police party reached there, on pointation of spy informant, poljce
party apprehended accused person, who disctosed his name as Raheet (a
Arstar @ Achi s/o K Muhammad. DLc to non.presence of puUtrc
comptainant conducted personat search jn the presence of police
olficialr recovered one hand grenade from ferozi cotour schoo( bag
hangjng on accused shoutder. On hjs further personal search one 30
bore pistol, rubbed number, having wooden butt/handte, load magazine
with six brrttets was a(so recovered tucked into right side of pant.t

1 . For order on M.A. r,.lo.8l20/2020
l. tor hearing of main case.

21.02.2022



6. The facts and evidence retating to the cases has been reproduced

in the impugned judgment and as such there js no need to reproduce the

same so as to avoid unnecessary repetition and duptication

7. whitst reading out of the evidence learned counsel for the

appellant under instructions of the appetlant Raheet alias Arsalan, who

wos presenL in court on bail, did not press these appeats on merits

provided that his sentence was reduced to that of already undergone

based on the fottowing mitigating cjrcumstances;

(a) That he was fjrst time offender and was capable of reformation;

(b)That he was young man with a Large family to support which would

suffer further if he was returned to jait;

(c) That by admitting his guitt he had shown genuine remorse by not

contesting these appeals;

(d) That he has served out half of his sentence.

8. The tearned Additional Prosecutor Generat based on the

aforementioned mitigating factors had no objection to the above

proposition.

9. We have gone through the evidence and have found that the

prosecution has proved its case against the appetlant beyond any

reasonabte doubt. The appetlant was arrested by the pohce on the spot

and on his personal search a live Hand Grenade and working pistot were j
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,2/'

. After completion of tegat formatities accused a(ong

with case property was brought at PS where above mentioned FlRs were

todged.

3. After usuat investigation the case was chaltaned and after being

charged the appeltant claimed triat.

4. ln order to prove its case, the prosecution examined four Pws and

exhibited numerous documents and other items' The appettant in his

section 342 statement denied att the attegatjons tevelted against him and

claimed that he had been falsety imptjcated in these cases. He did not

give evidence on oath or calt any DWs in support of his defence case.

5. After hearing the parties and apPreciating the evidence on record

the tearned Trial Court convicted and sentenced the appettant as

mentioned eartier in this judgment. Hence, the appetlant has fited these

appeats against his conviction.



l
recovered from him and no enmity has been suggested against the potice
official.s and under these circumstances, we have no reason to disbetieve
their evidence which we find trustworthy confidence jnspiring and retiabte
and we betieve the same. The evidence of B.D.U. expert atso proves that
the Hand Grenade was tive and as such the conviction of the appellant is
mar'ntained.

10. With regard to the sentence having taking into account the
mitigating factors put forward by the tearned counsel for the appettant
and having regard to tgobjection cerrrfrcate given by the tearned A,p.G.
we hereby reduce the sentence of the appettant to the period which he
has atready undergone in jait which shalt inctude his fine.

'11. Ihe appeuant is present on bait. His bait bonds stand discharged
and he is free to go.

12, These appeals are hereby disposed of in the above terms.
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