


























(a) He was not a processor and was not a part of the FBR and was in the

Auditor Generals Otfice
(b) He played no role in processing or sanctioning the sales tax refund.

(¢) The only evidence against him 1s that he admuttedly signed two
documents 1n connection with the sales tax refund which had already
been sanctioned. That the prosecution has not proven that the
companes concerned where he signed did not exist The 1O did not

even serve them with a call up notice.

(d) He did not sign any audit report and PW 4 Muhammed Ayub Khan in

cross examination specifrcally states that,

“It 15 correct that the andi was condiucled 1 accordance with the law”,

(e) That 1t appears that the learned trial court may have got his role mixed
up with some of the other appellants by regarding him as a processor

as 1s evident from the top of typed P 26 of the impugned Judgment

which reads as under,

“It appears from the record produced by PW-06 including the sales
tax refund clainis of M/s. R.R. Enterprises during the year 2004 to
2007 the accnsed Tila Melwmonad the then Serior auditor, acensed
Nazeer Aluned Channa, Baslur Bisnul and Mureed Abbas winle
wiceitors entertamed, processed and were also instrumental in the
sanctions and payment of sales tax refund claims to M/s. R.R.
Eulerprises wiich were otherwise tnadnussible and processed
through fake and flyinig tmvorces”

22, The appeals stand disposed of in the above terms along with all

applications under Section 426 read with Section 561-A Cr P.C.
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