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18.09.2024
Present:  Accused Kashif Igbal under police
custoyd.
' Javed Igbal Chishti, learned ADPP on
behalf of the State.

Fresh. Be registered.

Copies of requisite documents provided in
Sectjon 265-C of Cr.P.C have been delivered to the accused and in
ard thumb impression of the accused has been obtained on

argin of the order sheet. The accused has not yet engaged his
el and for safe administration of justice, the accused is
ed to engage his counsel. The case is adjourned for framing
. ge for 21.09.2024. At this stage, learned ADPP for the State
o “¥2# subrhits that complainant of this case Naeeb Ashral has already

e, passed away. Let SHO PS City, Burewala is directed to submit
report regarding death of the complainant Naeeb Thi.

Announced. Mirza S d Baig,
18.09.2024, Addl. Sessions Judge,
Burewala.
21.09.2024
Present:  Accused Kashif Igbal wunder police

custody.
Javed Igbal learned ADPP on behalf of the
State.

Let again SHO concerned is directed to
submit regarding death of the complainant N Ashraf for

107:10.2024/
| /‘
Announced. Mirza Shahid Baig,
21.09.2024. Addl. Sessigns Judge,
‘ ' Burewala.

:18.09.20240
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POLICE DEPARTMENT

DISTRICT VEHARI

MINALS FROM OVERSE w THE HELP OF INTERPOL
Sr. Name of P.O Particulars of Decision of court I Name of PWs
No. | arrested with the case with date Reasons of Acquittal
help of Interpol & ey ! - _ :

2 | Rao Habib ur Rehman | FIR No.438 dated | The accused Rao Notification  dated  27.02.2024 was not | ST Latif Ullah

sfo Abdul Qayyum |29.10.2014 u/s 11- | Habib-ur-Rehman is communicated o the accused person for | (P-1)

caste Rajput r/o Chak | EE/ATA PS Fateh |acquitted of the Sgﬁﬁg‘;;’ bond as per 1(A) of section 11-EE | (Complainant),

3igia - o ’ [
No::332/ER, Blrewsls 3:2:% Exstrick gt;argiitg;d;‘t;s e PW-5 Muhammad Akram retired Inspector/10 of | o iov ieas |

benefit of doubt by
Anti-Terrorism  Court-
II, Multan on
1 24.07.2024,

the case has admitted during Cross examination
that he did not collect any evidence regarding
communication of listing of accused in 47
schedule after the alleged notification of 47
echedule. Muhammad |
Latif Ullah (PW-1) himself admitted that surety | Akram  (PW-5) |
bond was not submitted by accused Habib-ur- | (1.0)

Rehman in pursuance of said notification. The
consequence of non-submission of surety bond
have been provided in proviso of clause (a) of
Subsection 2 of Section 11-EE of ATA 1997 in the
form of detention but despite non-submission of |
bond till the registration of FIR on 29.10.2014
despite of lapse of pericd of 8 months, no
evidence regarding steps or attempt to arrest the
accused for his detention is available on the
record.

Clause (b) of Subsection 2 of secton 11-EE
requires permission of officer Incharge of the
police station of the concerned area before
moving from the permanent place of residence
when the proscribed person moves for any penod
of time to wisit some place and meet with some
person  during the stay, whereas ordinary
movement introduced in cause (¢) does not
require permussion of the SHO, however, the
movement of the proscnibed person may be
restricted to any place or area specfied. The
prosecution has only alleged absence of the
accused person from Iws residence and not

112/C (PW-2), l

Inspector

~Ue

“Arrest of wanted criminals from overseas countries with the help of Interpol”
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POLICE DEPARTMENT

DISTRICT VEHARI

TED CRIM FR SEA LP OF INTERPOL

caste Rajput rfo Chak
No. 331/EB, Burewala

Name of P.O Particulars of
arrested with the case
| _helpofinterpol | = |
Rao Habib ur Rehman | FIR No.22
sfo Abdul Qayyum | dated

08.01.2015 u/s
11-F(2)(6)/ATA
& 16-MPO
PS

Burewala,
District Vehari

City

Decision of court
with date

The accused Rao Habib- |
ur-Rehman  has  been
acquitted of the charges
of this case by
extending him benefit of
doubt by Anti-Terrorism
Court-1I, Multan on
24.07.2024,

! Name of

Reasons of Acquittal PWs

~ During cross examination Abdul Sattar (PW-1) has |
stated that no document or evidence regarding | e angul l
status of accused as District President or his | Sattar (PV-1)
connection with any proscribed organization vias |
avaltable with him. [

~ Inspector Muhammad Afzal (PW-5), Investigating
Officer has also not collected any evidence
regarding connection of accused person with any
proscribed organization,

~ The Prosecution has also not opted to produce

any notification listing the accused in the 4"

schedule of ATA 1997 in this case.

P

I Muhammad

| Afzal (PW-5)
(LO)

AST Abdul
Sattar (PW-1)

» The prosecution has examined PW-I1 ASI Abdul
Sattar and PW-4 Shahid Saleem 474/C to prove
the speech against the government but they have
also not uttered the words of the speech against
the government,

Shahid
Saleem 474/C
(PWi-4)

" No video regarding said speech has been brought

AST Abdul
on the record for purpose of determination of the | Sattar (PW-1)
nature of the speech, - ‘
[nspector
Muhammad
Afzal (PW-5)

(19 |

The document of rough site plan Ex.PC is not | Inspactor
showing the audience, stage, chairs, tent or other | Muhammad
items for delivering the speech to public for  Afzal (PW-5)
stirring up their emotions against the government. (10) J

WU Fre
-ncf.t"d,éz,,r"”bﬂl?;«/:ggg;l/lLd}j;}'wcueLuﬁ*{glf’g;}l}")u’;;&f.w ”d}:((idla‘&'!

(;}Ju,u,u"’ M (I:K(}
U 9§72 A3
:372/2015 A 08T
£04.10.20158.t
:11-F(6), 1 1-W ATA (Anti-Terrorism Act)elsd)
e w S sl st .:Jmu“-'(
£24.07.2024%.§ e
b Gt )
o/ (Acquitted) 29 H_Hiu
SENB] |
_UE S S S PW-st PW-1 o A1t
ATt F U287 6 S Lk i pP A Sl ums
g:ﬁ“ﬁ*{/ﬁ"ﬂnufcf.@,u:@g/
&S eI <07 (prosecution) 261 S L =i
WSS stz rﬂ'u’li&.@l A

ol s AP st N usdn i S d L F e g P L e i S wr’214J N




3

~H THE COURT OF MUHAMMAD AKRAM, DISTRICT AND SESSIONS
JUDGE/UDGE, ANTI-TERRORISM COURT-L, MULTAN,
Sol. Gase No 107/ATC- 1IANR015

The State waenmus Rao Habib wr Rehman son
of Abduf Qayyum Caste Rajpux
resdont of Chak No. 331/€8,
Police Station Cily Burewala
District Vehari.

vl 1A%,

-

A
WS 11-EE (4) of Angi-Terrarism Act, 1957,
Police Station Fateh Shan Vebhai.

“ss simanme -
w District Police Office
JUDGMENT:. rict Police Offic

The accused Rao Habib ur Rehman was tried WS 13(10) of Anti-
Tesrarism Act, 1957 In his absence n offence U'S 11-EE(4) of Anti-Terrorism
Acl, 1997 in case FIR No. 433/14 dated 28.10.2094 Police Slation Fateh

Shahn, Distnct Veharni.

2. The matier was reponed 1o police by Latif LMah S1 (PW1) tarough
ExPA complaint acdress 1o SHO. & & in complant that on 29.10.2014, SV

e ef agpennds

complainant alongwith Muhammag Ulfal, Mubammad Nawaz, Mubammad
f Terlqy and PQR Muhammad Mobsin was present within limits of Chak
No.331/EB. The accused Rao Hablh ur Rehman vide letter No. S1270-.73VSW
daled 17.10.2014 and order No. SOISH)4-102011{Vehari) dated 27 .02.2014
has besn roifiad for thras years as 47 schedule parson. Me was checkad but
was found absent from his residence without intimation. He was contacled on
his mobile No. 0312.3582457 but the mable phone was powerad off. Henca,
the ssid accused has commitied an offence WS 11-EE{4) & 7 of Anti-
Temordsm Act 1997, He preparad complaimt ExPA and sent 2 to Police

AT DA TSN i B Er e 23 L11-E (@) 558199728165 200051005 L P14 o st
WVenef £2014.5129 5.014/438
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V  esute vs Rao Habib ur Rehman "2

3. The case was investigated by Ray Mubammad Akram Inspector
(PvdB). He was membar of Jolnt nvestgation Team District Vehar on
29.10.2014 when investigation was entrusted 1o him. He took the compiaint
ard eyeailnesses from the Police Statlon and went to the house of accused
situated in Chak No. 313/E8 Palce Staion Fatah Shah, inspecied the place of
occurrence and prepared rough site plan Ex.FB and recarded the stalements
of witnezsas WS 161 CrP.C and searched the accused but could not find. On
11.11.2014, he recaived Robkar from $is cowl The accused joined he
irvestigation and admitted Me fact that he ts member of 4" schedule but due
to fear he Nad kN his residence withoul permission. He found the accused
Irveotved in the oocurrence and collected 47 sehadule nosficaticn ExXPC.

4. The chalan against accused was prepared and submitted velore

this court and the accused was summoned bul he never appearad, was

declared a0 prockaimed offendar and was lried in absentia UIS 19(10) of Anti-

Tecrofism-Act- 1997 alter puitication of the prociamation in one'Urdu and two

Z English dailies and as required under (proviso-l) 1o section 19{10) and Malik
§-/6  Shehzad Hassan Advocate was appoimed defance of accused,

;m&'?ﬂﬂs, Vide order dated 18.022018, the charge WS 11-EE(4) of Anti-
Terreelam Act, 1987 was framed and it was presumed that accused pleaded

nat guity, The prosecution witnesses were summoned and six witngsses have

3 n eéxamined. The prosacution evidence Is as under-
vt 6. Latif Ulish S1 complainant appeared as PW1 and deposed that on

29102014 wih Muhammad Ulfat, Muhammad Nawad, Muhammad Targ

5

hét;stables’and Muhammad Mohsin POR was on oficial vehicle driven by

Munammac Salad constable and was present at Chak Mo, 3318 for
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The State Vs, Rao Mabib u Rehman

statement of PW2 that peior to it the eccused conducted a press confe
lavour of Malk shaag presdant of SSP in Dally kslam dated 01.01.20

Nuhammad Afzal ireesigator hes supporied the statements of PW2 & Fvi4,

22 The asccused in his defence has submitled mine photoccpies of
affidavits Mark-C/1.8, of Rac Abdul Rasheed Mark-Ci2-8 of Muhamamd
Nikhar, MarkC)3-9 of Muhammad Khan Larngrysl, Mark-Cld-9 of Muhammad
Aslam Zahic, Mark-Ci5-9 of Ghudam Mustafa, Mark-CJ5-8 of Pr Mumtaz
Mussain Chishti, Lumberdar, Councicr, Niab Nazim, and Nazim of UC
respectively Mark.C(7.8 Shakesl Ahosd Advocste 350 Nazim of U.C, Mark
C/8-9 of Khalid Mahmood Advocmie Mark-CX9-9 of Ashiq Hussain Dogs
Advozate 1o prove his good characier bat the depanents of the aforementiones
affidavits were not brought before courl In cefence of accused nether thy
oeiging! affidavits were submiied, These afMidavits further reveals that th
accused is record holder and other cases have baan registerad aganst hin
| Thus these aMdavils that sccused doss nol belong 1o prascribed crganizalio
" |  does notiend him suppon. The defence plea and the defence evidence of th
I ACCUBEC is nothing but a concoction, It s added that the abscondance of IF
S %G sccused aftar seeking bail rom s court leads This court 1o draw inferen
qulES Mat he is deeply linked with proscribed organizaion. Thus the prosecution hi
dlso succeeded to prove the charge against accused WS 11-F(6) of An
L,ml Wsm Act, 1997,
PR

Tl T It clarified that on abecondance of the sccused this court h

directed that the property of accused be attached. He is ownér of prope
measunng 20 Kanats 17 Marias situated In Khewat No, 39 of Chak No. 334/

District Vehari and vide order dated 28.04.2013 & has Deen aachec

B0 J ¥ e 215 ST (Affidavits) ;L'_Mu:(,s)z;_ié_u"’ e 1o
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Treemie —= Ta LG JIBET BT ACCUSEL 7
TTSEESLLNT VENIET, 0N 20,10.2014, the acoUSeL W
<33 oY 1= poiice with Lumbardar Rag Jameel ur Rehmer s
Rao Abdw Rehman son of Rac Abdul Rabeem but was found not at |
(2020028 T30 Vlaie T wanzss sl were not examined by prosecution ard #
ir praseaddion svidence that the 22cused did not submit surety bond mesnir
thereby that he was not bound 1o cbey the arder of govemment and sec. iy
good behavour ws 11-EE of Anli-Terronsm Act, 1997 may be obisir-c &
thras yepic and the sbeervalion period wis 11-EE of Anti-Terrogsm A<, 198
ls aleo hvex yaers s0d the Honbie Migh Court in wril petition No. 854201
has deletad the name of aowsc'd fram 4™ schedule and vide ordar Mar-A th
name of 8ccused was deleted from the 4 schedule. It Is argued furthar 1he
"6 coourrence = dated 10.04.2014 the accused was pregent 8t his res denct
in valima of hs drother and e ovilation card and Nikah Nama Is avaize ir
dafence evidence and the sccused was not bound down WS 11.EE <7 Antl-
g N 7/ Tarrorism Act, 1987 and he did not file surety band, therefore, section ' 1.EE
of Anti-Terrariam Act, 1697 is not sliracled and had the accused been cihcem
saanad argenizalion ha must have been Kepl under cbsarvelon for

Wil 3y

w.“' * x mont e 11-EE(b) of Anli-Terrorism Act, 1997, therefare, the aicyged

descrve acouiial

15 Lenmed DPG hes-arguad hat name of accused in this c222 was

d,u\f-‘ woﬁ,xbned in notification No. 51270-TYSW dated 17.10.2014 and ot or No.
SO(IS-)4-10v20711(Vehari) dated 27.022014 ExFC. On 29.10.2014, the

pofice Sscked the acoused at his hous2 bul found him abeant. \The sccused

wlliulle abeziled Gom his resicence lo avoid the submission of personal as

MEH 8% Tursty Conds. ACCONUING 0 section 11-E€ of Angi-Terroriam Az 1637

when $ie name of parsen mentioned in the list of 4% schedule, ha is bz_ad to

G i+ F £ -EEE 11,55 (Anti-Terrorism Act, 1997) 19972416 S ewspudt o s St 2 e
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i0 prove the case, the prosecution has produced six witnesses
wnd Q8POSSC Zlout williul abscondance of accused when his name was

meniioned in notification. Prior to tnis notification, the accused was membz: of

4™ schedule and In the year 2009, he had submitted his surety as we  as
personal bonds which expired after three years. It is in the evidence of »'N6

1.O that prior to Ex.PC the name of accused was deleted from 4 schenule

vide writ petition No 8644/2011 but according {o statement of 1.0, the accused

involved himself in the activities of banned organization, therefore, his name

was aqgain enlisted in 4™ schedule Ex.PC. Mark-A produced by the deferice is

not the true copv of any notification issued by the Government as it doz~ not

in any officiai stamp as well as monogra f Government of the F.ai

he face of it an nnot be discussed in th s it has nc iegal

value, Furthermore, in Sr. No.1 of Mark-A, in the last column the order nuiriber

= with date are mentioned gs SPL1/2006 dated 04. 03.2009 meaning thsreby
ngt i in gay case the court draw inference even, then Mark-A cannot be ~zlied

!3'“5 B upon. Similarly, invitation card end other photographs and Nikah Ne:‘a of

accy ised's brother In defence evidence are not relevant as these docuisents
do not prove the presence of accused in the country till to date. The concuct of
«?cﬁnsed is evident and observed by this court as inspite of publicalion in
?°“°,\%'newspaper he did not appear to surrender before the court and is v ..lfully
absconding and viclated the ferm of section 11-EE of Anti-Terrorism Act, 1997,

therefore, fie deserves punishment in accordance with law.

"we

J’}/@Z&L'J&JLJ!UQOO%MEJJ: ”"u;{i(tgrﬂ’ﬁ_!ru’iﬁ u“;)m/ﬁutg(}fguLuﬁyfﬁfunlf{L (prosecution) 21
_Laf..)'u*u///p(fb rﬂK..f!o:.f/U/L)/J@J'J;ﬁ();{io/L»(L’Ku’!fU’:»u",v’ é’gf}»’JVu‘:i(f
Jls L’LJ’&CJ.J’:UI{UM d;’b d/&jwd’u‘” (notification) Cublftu(uf)‘;ufd(d/u' (Ex.PC Mark-A) /;L«:ic;q)’d/élu

-Laf’(‘uf(/l;‘!
ﬁuﬁ:)!ﬁﬁjé.rﬂ‘:ﬁﬁgizg}ﬁlu.f/L}l_La:ﬁr‘ufJ(}J/L/(J’?}cf.f‘ggf'{(o/jﬁth@q;@r,»l?o/ﬂ:«:?;/uiéi’fv&WL:JM

-l (willful absconding) bsr.s 2 £ sk 23 ¥ i/ U7

L
e b e LI e 1o $ ST S-EE 115581997 K165 S wb0rdp e e




)
/

¢

~
o ypunan
p-

The State Vs

Rao Habib ur Rehman
disposal of the gavermment may be S0k out atier expiry of six mond '
date of anachment which pericd had expired on 09.12.2015 althou ’

W3y of other the craps has been got detached.

24. Fot the resson discussed above, e proseculion hEs SOSCHeds
10 prove the case against accused, theredore, | comvict the sccused Rao Hab
ur Rebman in his absentia as under:-

{8) 5 convcied WS 9 of Anti-Terrorism Act, 1997 and puni

with five years ngorous impeisonmenl and  fine
Rs5.20,0004-, i the case of dsfaut in e payment of fir

will suffer simple impnsonment for two Mmonths.

B]  is canvcied VS 11-F(2) of Anti-Temoriam Act, 1857 a
punah with six months simple impaacoment and Sne
R5.5,0000 in the case of detault in e payment of fina,
AEIRE sivgle impriscomant far coe month.

%@B“ convicted WS 11-F(8) of Anti-Terrorism Act, 1987 :

"mn »
s purish with five year noorous impasonment and & few
R= 20,0008~ = e case= of default in the payment of fine
will suffer sample srprisonment for two montis,

24 A Kaeping in view e conduct of accused, it is directad that I
not gnven benefit of section 382 CrP.C. and 2ll the senlences shall
cons=oulively, It is further drecied that the property of the accused U
SUICAMEN. Ce 0l OUt Dy e DCO Vaharn and the sale proceed be dapo

in governmant Yeasury under intimation of this court,

PR —— o —
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s L (Anti-Terrorism Act, 1997) 9,555 .1
(rigorous imprisonment)e¥ 45 o
A2 %;120,000 o
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