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the fadure of the prosecution to prove its case beyond a

reasonable doubt.

12 Furthermore, 1t 1s settled law that judgment of acquittal should not
be nterjected unless findings are perverse, arbitrary, foolish, artificial,
specubative and ridiculous as held by the Supreme Court in the case of
The State v. Abdul Khaliq and others (PLD 2011 Supreme Court 554)
Moreover, the scope of interference m appeal agamst acquittal 1s narrow
and himited because in an acquittal the presumption of the innocence 1s
significantly added to the cardinal rule of criminal jurisprudence that the
accused shall be presumed to be innocent until proved guilty In other
words, the presumption of inanocence is doubled as held by the Supreme
Court 1n the above referred judgment The relevant para is reproduced

hereunder -

“16 We have heard this case at a considerable length
stretching on quite a number of dates, and with the able
assistance of the learned counsel for the parties, have
thoroughly scanned every material piece of evidence
available on the record, an exercise primarily unecessitated
with reference to the conviction appeal, and also to ascertain
it the conclusions of the Courts below are agamnst the
evidence on the record and/or m violation of the law In any
event, before embarking upon scrutiny of the various pleas of
law and fact raised from both the sides, it may be mentioned
that both the learned counsel agreed that the criteria of
interference in the judgment against acquittal is not the
same, as against cases involving a conviction. In this behalf,
it shall be relevant to mention that the following precedents
provide a fair, settled and consistent view of the superior
Courts about the rules which should be followed in such

cases, the dicta are

From the ratio of all the above pronouncements and those
cited by the learned counsel for the parties, it can be
deduced that the scope of interference in appeal against
acquittal is most narrow and limited, because in an
acquittal the presumption of innocence is significantly
added to the cardinal rule of criminal jurisprudence, that
an accused shall be presumed to be innocent is doubled.
The courts shall be very slow in interfering with such an
acquittal judgment, unless it is shown to be perverse,
passed in gross violation of law, suffering from the errors
of grave misreading or non-reading of the evidence; such
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