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STATE VS ABID ULLAH
Cr. Revi_s'iOn No. 14/10.0of 2025
' INTHE COURT OF HAQ NAWAZ, . - =~
SESSIONS JUDGE, ORAKZAI (AT BABER MELA) -~ .

CR_[M;&AL’_REVISIONNO._ ' B . ;‘11/;'10 OF2025 -
 DATEOFINSTITUTION . . .. &7 »-07.11.2025 - = |
*- baTEORDBEGIION <+ T i 09.0220267

AIN ULLAH $/0 KHAMEEN GUL, CASTE MISHTI, NAWI MELA,

DISTRICT ORAKZAI
- ' o ~+eeee.. (PETITIONER) .
~ -VERSUS-
ABID ULLAH S/O AZIZ MANAN, CASTE MISHTI, NAWI MELA,
DISTRICT ORAKZAI
....... (RESPONDENT/CONVICT) -
CRIMINAL REVISION NO. © 14/100F 2025
DATE OF INSTITUTION | 15122025
. DATE OF DECISION : : 09.02.2026

' STATE THROUGH COMPLAINANT AIN ULLAH S/O KHAMEEN
GUL, CASTE MISHTI, NAWI MELA, DISTRICT ORAKZAI" -

v (PETITIONER)
-VERSUS-
ABID ULLAH S/O AZIZ MANAN, CASTE MISHTI, NAWI MELA, :
DISTRICT ORAKZAI .
....... (RESPONDENT/CONVICT)
JUDGEMENT

09.02.2026

| -These tV\.IO criminal' revision pétitions Qere 'pr,efe‘rre'ed b‘y'thcA ,
complainant and state against the judgment daféd
23.10.2025 passed by the Court of learned Judicial
Magistfate, Tehsil Courts Kaiaya, District Orakzai in céée

No. 1/2 of 2025 whereby the respondent was convicted in

case FIR No. 52, Dated 08.09.2024, registered at Police
; S'_tatvion Mishti Mela and sénter_lced fo,Ol»year énd_ 02 months
rigorous imprisonment with fine of Rs. 30,000/- u/s 324

" PPC. In default of payment of fine, he Wés directed to-
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_ *undergo'f 3‘ months andi‘;OS dayr s1mple mprrsonment He

SRR was also conv1cted and sentenced to Ol-year rrgorous‘.,__.‘ SETPRE

o PPC The beneﬁt of Sectlon 382-B CrPC was extended to
| the appellant |
.2. | A‘ccording»toaverments of the F—IR the -loc’.al-pol.‘iﬁce whrle
_-vreSpondmg to the 1nformat10n regardmg the | mcldent =
_' rushed to DHQ Hosprtal Hangu on 07 09 2024 and foundi L
']the : ,'mJured, Khameeri - Gul ‘1n; ,the;v emergency room in |
L unCOnSCiouscondition;'The slon'oftheﬂr mjured fllAar_I‘lely»A.i’in.. -
| Ulllah revp"or_t‘e("vi, the rnatte'r- at ‘2 120 hours that healong w1th
‘his 'father were on their way to their' hou‘sjel'at‘ .2035;-'hours,
: vafter offermg Isha prayer on the eventful day When they‘ B

reached to the place of occurrence the accused Ab1d Ullah." - L

unharmed. He further reported that the injure'd was taken to
DHQ Hospltal with the assrstance of famlly 1nmates o
, 3 B After completlon of 1nvest1gat10n complete challan was put' o
in- Court The accused was summoned Coples were’i o
. ‘_ ,.provrded to h1m u/s 241 A CrPC and he.was formally co
-charged He pleaded not gullty and clarmed tnal The:'
prosecutron produced a total of ten (10) witnesses before thef.z

. Court of Judicial Magrstrate'whereafte_r ;statement- of_ the
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accused was recorded. The accused neithet recorded his |
statement on oath nor produced any év.icii.énc'e- m tl'e'fe_rice.’_-,“
The .'l_eam'e_:‘d“ Trial. COui't, 'aftei hoariné bOtii the par_tiels', |
"~ convicted and sentenced the appellant as rncntioned above;
honcve-, this appeal was preferred. Notice glven to
‘ roépondent and prosecution.. Aigurnents heard and record

péfused.

4. Without touching merits of the case, it is pertinent to note
that the respondent was fonnd guilty by the loamediTrial'
Court an d»‘convicted him u/s _3‘24,' 337-','4;(v«) and 337-F(iii)

V, PPCfor attempt to commit Qatl-i-amd of tho"father,' of
complainant and thereby causing injury to him. The

'punishment provided ws 337-A(v) PPC isn,a‘rs'h,"and

and imprisonment of either description- for three years. But

the learned Trial Court sontenced the re'spondent for one
(0 1’) year rigorous impriéonment eaoh 'u/s.-'337‘-A(__V)i' and '
. 3'3'7-..F(ii.i) PPC without awarding arsh and daman as
provided under the said sections of law. -
5. In view of the above, it is held that the imptigned judginont
| 1s not in accordance with the iaw. These revision petitions
are, therefore, allowed partially. The impugned'judgment iS, »
| set‘.asido and the case is remanded back to t}iel'b’ll“rial ‘_C‘ourt", i

for rewriting the judgment in accordance with law. The
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" Dated: 09.02.2026
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o respondent shall remam on bail in. the meanwhlle subJect to'. o
3 ’fum1sh1ng ball bonds to the tune of Rs 100 000/- w1th two“' o

suretles each in the hke amount to the satlsfactlon of the,'-"“ .

Trlal Court. The pames shall appear before the Trlal Court -

© on'16.02.2026 for further proceedings. File of this court be

consigned to record room after its necessary completion and
compilation. Copy of this judgment be placed on Criminal

Appeal No. 7/10 of 2025.

Announced:
09.02.2026
Sessions Judge, Orakzai
at Baber Mela
CERTIFICATE

Certified that this judgment consists of four (04) pages:
Each page has been read, corrected wherever necesSary

signed by me.

essfons Judge, Orakzai
at Baber Mela
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