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The State.......VS....Jameel Khan
Case F.I.R No.194/23, dated 03.04.2023, u/s 9(1)3C CNSA.
P.S. Tarnol, Islamabad.
(JUDGMENT)


IN THE COURT OF ADDITIONAL SESSIONS JUDGE-III/
SPECIAL JUDGE CNSA, WEST-ISLAMABAD
                       	 (Before; Dr. Rasool Bukhsh Mirjat)
Complainant;
The State through Muhammad Sabir ASI, Police Station Tarnol Islamabad

      VERSUS
Accused; 
			Jameel Khan S/o Wahid Khan

Present;                Mr.Tarique Ali Mastoi, Learned DDPP for the State.
Mr. Sarfraz Ahmad Balcoh, Advocate learned counsel for the accused. 
Accused Jameel Khan in custody. 
J U D G M E N T
17.02.2026

		Accused above named sent to this court for facing trial in case FIR No.194/2023, dated 03.04.2025, under Sections 9(1)3C CNSA, registered at Police Station Tarnol Islamabad. 
2.		Succinctly, the facts necessitating lodging of FIR are that on 03.04.2023, Muhammad Sabir ASI along-with Yasir Mehmood 7373/C, Sarfaraz 6681/HC and Ishtiaq 2612/C, for checking the drug peddlers, were present at Marchan stop within the area of P.S Tarnol, Islamabad. At about 08:08 pm, accused namely Jameel Khan was coming from Dory Village and was having a blue color shopper in his hand and upon seeing police party, he tried to move away, but he was apprehended. Upon personal search of accused, Charras weighing 1030 grams, from a blue colour shopper, was recovered. Hence, this case. 
3.		Police investigated the matter and found accused involved in occurrence, therefore, report U/s 173 Cr.P.C was filed which was sent up to this court on 16.06.2023. Hence, accused was summoned to face trial and after delivery of copies U/s 265-C Cr.P.C he was formally charge sheeted to which he pleaded not guilty and claimed trial. Hence, the prosecution evidence was summoned. 
4.		In evidence, prosecution got recorded the statements of as many as five witnesses in all, the resume’ of which is as under:-

PW-01	Sarfraz 6681/HC: He being recovery witness deposed about the arrest of the accused and recovery of 1030 grams Charras from him. 
PW-02	Yasir Mehmood 7373/C: He being recovery witness deposed about the arrest of the accused and recovery of 1030 grams Charras from him. He also took the complaint for onward transmission to P.S for registration of FIR. 
PW-03	Muhammad Sabir ASI: He being complainant deposed that on 03.04.2023, he alongwith other police officials apprehended accused Jameel Khan and recovered Charras weighing 1030 grams from him. He prepared sample parcels of the recovered contraband and took the sample parcels as well as remaining contraband into possession vide Recovery Memo Ex.PA. He also drafted complaint Ex.PB for registration of F.I.R and sent the same to police station through Yasir Mehmood Constable. On the direction of I.O, he took the sealed sample parcel for onward transmission to laboratory on 12.04.2023.
PW-04	Haq Nawaz 862/C. He being Moharrar Malkhana deposed that on 03.04.2023, he received case property from I.O and on 12.04.2023, he handed over one sealed sample parcel to Yasir Mehmood 7373/C for its onward transmission to NFSA. 
PW-05	Asif Raza SI: He being author of F.I.R deposed that on 03.04.2023 Yasir Mehmood 7373/C brought complaint drafted by Muhammad Sabir A.S.I for the registration of F.I.R, upon which he registered the F.I.R Ex.PD and went to place of occurrence, where Muhammad Sabir ASI handed over to him relevant documents, case property, memory card and custody of the accused. He also prepared the unscaled site plan Ex.PE on the pointation of complainant. 

5.		On 09.02.2026, Mr. Tarique Ali Mastoi learned DDPP for the State closed the prosecution evidence by tendering report of NFSA. 
6. 		The core and central part of the Defence taken by the accused, through his statement u/s 342 Cr.P.C, in response to a question as to why the instant case was registered against him, and why the PWs have deposed against him, reads to the following effect:-
“All the PWs are police officials and they deposed falsely against me just to show fake efficiency to the high ups.”

7.		However, the accused neither produced his defense evidence nor did he opt to make his own statement on oath U/s 340 (2) Cr.P.C, thusly, the case was then fixed for final arguments.
8.		The learned DDPP, appearing on behalf of the State, while summing up case of the prosecution against the accused, making reference to different chunks of the evidence having characteristics of becoming quite consistent, coherent and cogent to the substantiation and proof of the prosecution case as stood already narrated, detailed and outlined under body of the complaint and FIR, has further stressed upon the fact that since the prosecution has successfully brought home guilt of the present accused beyond the shadow of any reasonable doubt so, being conspicuously proved to be guilty of the alleged charge, is liable to be convicted and sentenced without extending any kind of leniency in his favour.
9.		On the other hand, the defense lawyer strongly disputes the prosecution's claims about the consistency, reliability, quality, and strength of their evidence. He argues that the complainant falsely implicated the accused in this serious crime by planting fake drugs. The complainant did this to impress his superiors and pursue his own hidden motives. Since the accused is completely innocent and had no role in the crime, he deserves to be acquitted. 
10.		After perusal of the record and giving due concentration to the arguments advanced at bar formulated following point of determination in offence U/s 9(1)3C CNSA:-
Whether on 03.04.2023 Police Party on spy information apprehended accused and recovered from him 1030 grams Charras?
11.		Arguments heard and record perused.
12. 		In cases, where narcotics substance is shown to have been recovered from an accused, the legislature through the provisions of section 29(a) of CNSA, 1997 applied principle of “Reverse Burden of proof”, which  made the accused presumptive criminal, who needs to establish his innocence. The concept of reverse burden of proof is incompatible with the “golden thread” principle highlighted in the case of Woolmington[footnoteRef:1] ‘that, in general, it is the prosecution, which bears the burden of proof in a criminal trial’. The Hon’ble Supreme Court of Pakistan interpreted section 29(a) of CNSA, 1997 In the cases “Amir zeb[footnoteRef:2], Muhammad Noor[footnoteRef:3], Muhammad Imran[footnoteRef:4]  that in narcotic cases, the initial onus is on the prosecution to establish a strong nexus between the accused and the recovered substance; then, only the tie between the recovered substance and the accused will bring section 29(a) into action. What it implies is that the initial burden of proof that the narcotics was recovered from the accused is on the prosecution. In discharging such burden, the prosecution has to prove that;  [1:  Woolmington Vs DPP [1935] AC 462]  [2:  Amir zeb vs the State”(PLD2012 SC 380),]  [3:  Muhammad Noor Vs The State(2010 SCMR 2027),]  [4:  Muhammad Imran vs The state”(2011 SCMR 1954),  ] 

i.		The narcotics was recovered from the accused.
ii.		Safe custody of recovered substance
iii.	Safe transmission of recovered substance to Chemical Examiner and 
iv.	The proof that the recovered substance is contraband, defined in CNSA, 1997.

13.		On the above guideline of case law and facts and circumstances of the case, it depicts that the statements of recovery witnesses, namely Sarfraz 6681/HC (PW-1), Yasir Mehmood 7373/C (PW-2), and complainant /Muhammad Sabir ASI (PW-3), consistently affirmed the recovery of 1030 grams of Charas from the blue shopper held by accused Jameel Khan on 03.04.2023 at approximately 08:00 pm at Mirchan/Marchan Stop near Doray village, during patrolling duty at PS Tarnol, Islamabad. They uniformly detailed the weighing via digital scale, separation of 10 grams sample, preparation of sealed parcels stamped 'MA' (Ex.P1 for remaining charas, sample for analysis), recovery memo Ex.PA, complaint Ex.PB by Muhammad Sabir ASI, and transmission of sample to NFSA lab on 12.04.2023 with road certificate No.341/23. Their statements align on procedural compliance, including site inspection by IO Asif Raza ASI post-FIR, and rejection of defense suggestions like proceedings at PS or non-presence. The defense cross-examination failed to introduce material contradictions, as witnesses rebutted claims (e.g., confirming blue shopper possession, private Mehran car travel), thereby inadvertently confirming core prosecution facts through denials. No discrepancies undermine the date, time, place, or recovery integrity, rendering their evidence unshaken and reliable for adjudication.
14.		The recovery witnesses Sarfraz 6681/HC (PW-1), Yasir Mehmood 7373/C (PW-2), and Muhammad Sabir ASI (PW-3) remained steadfast on every material particular, including the date (03.04.2023), time (circa 08:00 pm), location (Mirchan/Marchan Stop near Doray village under PS Tarnol, Islamabad), and recovery of 1030 grams charas from a blue shopper held by accused Jameel Khan. Minor issues raised in cross-examination, such as PW-1's concession that the shopper was not explicitly noted in recovery memo Ex.PA (though confirmed taken into possession by PW-2 and PW-3), travel in a private silver Mehran car did not undermine the recovery process, as these procedural minutiae neither cast doubt on the integrity of the sealed parcels (stamped 'MA', Ex.P1 for remaining 1020 grams) nor the chain of custody leading to NFSA submission on 12.04.2023 via road certificate No.341/23. Their consistent rejection of defense suggestions (e.g., proceedings at PS, non-presence) inadvertently corroborated the prosecution narrative, with no significant contradictions emerging to shatter their evidence. Moreover, as public servants with no proven grudge or enmity against the accused, they lacked motive to falsely implicate him. No significant contradictions were found in what they said. These witnesses had no grudge or bad blood against the accused, so they had no reason to frame him falsely. Their consistent statements were backed up by the positive Chemical Examiner's report. Through there was a slight delay in sending the sealed samples to the Forensic Science Agency. However, the relevant rules are only guidelines, not strict requirements as held in case of Muhammad Sarfraz[footnoteRef:5]. No evidence showed that the parcels were tampered with. In fact, the prosecution's proof clearly demonstrated that the parcels arrived at the agency in perfect condition and unchanged and in this regard, it is held in the case of Jehangir that:- [5:  The State Vs Muhammad Sarfraz (2017 SCMR 1874)] 

12. The requirement of Rule 4 of Control of Narcotic Substances (Government Analysts) Rules, 2001 is that the reasonable quantity of samples from the entire narcotic drug, psychotropic substance or the controlled substances seized, shall be drawn on the spot of recovery and dispatched to the office in-charge of nearest Narcotic Testing Laboratory for the test either by insured post or through a special messenger. There is nothing available on record which could negate reports Exh.PJ to Exh.PL and learned defence has miserably failed to rebut the prosecution case in this regard. Similarly, Rule 5 of Control of Narcotic Substances (Government Analysts) Rules, 2001 provides a condition that it should be received in the sealed condition in the Laboratory. The incharge officer shall observe full protocol by carefully opening and giving a distinct laboratory number. For that, a separate register shall be maintained. All samples shall be passed to the analyst on the same day and kept in safe custody and examine and record, weight in the test memorandum. He will compare the markings on the test Memorandums with the markings on the packages envelopes and will ensure that he tests the relevant sample. Rule 6 of the C.N.S (Government Analysts) Rules, 2001 further provides that on analysis, the result thereof together with full protocols the test applied, shall be signed in quadruplicate and supplied forthwith to the sender as specified in Form-11. We have perused the Chemical Examiner's report available as Exh.PJ to Exh.PL and in our humble view these reports are according to its Rule and the full protocol was observed by the office of Chemical Examiner.
[Emphasis added]
 
15.		In narcotics cases under Section 9(c) of the Control of Narcotic Substances Act, 1997, the recovery memo constitutes a fundamental document, meticulously prepared at the spot by the seizing officer in the presence of witnesses, detailing the contraband recovered, sample separation, sealing, and attestation to preclude fabrication or false implication, as authoritatively expounded in “Zafar Khan and another v. The State” (2022 SCMR 864), where the Supreme Court underscored its role in ensuring transparent recovery from the accused's exclusive possession. Here, recovery memo Ex.PA prepared by Muhammad Sabir ASI (PW-3) at Mirchan/Marchan Stop on 03.04.2023, bearing signatures of Sarfraz 6681/HC (Ex.PA/1) and Sabir (Ex.PA/2) fully chronicles the recovery of 1030 grams Charas pieces/garda from the blue shopper of accused Jameel Khan, weighed via digital scale, with 10 grams sample separated, both parcels sealed/stamped 'MA' (sample for NFSA analysis, Ex.P1 for remainder), mirroring the exemplar in Zafar Khan[footnoteRef:6] by proving chain of custody without tampering proof.  [6:  Zafar Khan v. State” (2022 SCMR 864)] 

16.		Building on this, it exemplifies coherent, confidence-inspiring testimony from prosecution witnesses corroborating each other on material particulars like date, time, place, quantity, and recovery manner, further vouched by the Forensic Science Agency (FSA) report sufficiently establishes accused involvement, warranting conviction dismissal of appeals. There, 1200 grams Heroin recovery during another case's investigation was proved via complainant and recovery witness whose aligned statements inspired confidence, mirroring the instant matter where PW-1 Sarfraz 6681/HC, PW-2 Yasir Mehmood 7373/C, and PW-3 Muhammad Sabir ASI unanimously detailed 03.04.2023 circa 08:00 pm recovery of 1030 grams Charas pieces/garda from accused Jameel Khan's blue shopper at Mirchan/Marchan Stop (PS Tarnol, Islamabad), weighed digitally, 10 grams sample separated into sealed 'MA'-stamped parcels per recovery memo Ex.PA, with chain of custody to NFSA on 12.04.2023 confirmed positively. Minor cross-examination discrepancies (e.g., shopper notation or scale placement) neither erode this harmony nor suggest fabrication, as witnesses lacked enmity and rebutted defense imputations, their evidence fortified by Chemical Examiner's report akin to the Lahore precedent. Thus, the unshaken PWs' mutual corroboration on recovery essentials bolstered by Ex.PA, site inspection, 161 CrPC statements, and forensic positivity establishes exclusive possession and offence involvement, ruling out planted contraband do not entitle accused for benefit of any doubt. 
17.		Needless to say that the suggestions to PWs, during cross-examination, without touching and shaking their ocular account in the shape of examination in chief falls within the ambit of admission and cannot be discarded on the basis of speculation beyond examination in chief and documents authorized and produced in the evidence as guided in this regard is placed in the case of Muhammad Raziq Khan[footnoteRef:7], wherein Hon’ble Peshawar High Court observed that:-  [7:  Muhammad Raziq Khan Vs. The State (2009 MLD 1113 (PHC)] 

“When defence would fail to cross-examine the witnesses on a specific portion of the statements of witnesses in examination-in-chief, such unchallenged statement would be deemed to have been admitted by the defence”


18.		The prosecution case also stands fortified by the Investigation Officer, Asif Raza SI (PW-5), meticulously discharged his statutory duties, registering FIR Ex.PD at 09:10 pm on 03.04.2023 verbatim on Muhammad Sabir ASI's complaint without alteration, proceeding forthwith to the spot with Yasir Mehmood 7373/C (PW-2) to receive intact sealed 'MA'-stamped parcels (10 grams sample charas garda, 1020 grams remainder), accused custody, and documents from Sabir ASI, preparing unscaled site plan Ex.PE on his pointation, recording 161 CrPC statements of witnesses including PWs-1 to 3, formally arresting the accused, and entrusting case property to Moharrar Malkhana Haq Nawaz 862/C (PW-4) for safe custody per register entries (Ex.PD extract). On 12.04.2023, he secured English docket/road certificate no. 341/23, directing PW-4 to hand sample to PW-2 for same-day NFSA Islamabad deposit with intact receipt pasted in register 21, recording PW-4/PW-2 statements, and forwarding file for 173 CrPC report completion, with accused judicially remanded on 04.04.2023 to Adyala Jail ensuring seamless chain of custody corroborated by PW-4's oath on parcels' integrity during malkhana safekeeping despite register 19's minor omissions (e.g., no deposit date/signatures in column 3.
19.		Therefore, nothing adverse could be gathered while sifting of such available evidence on the touch stone of principle laid down in the case of Walayat Hussain[footnoteRef:8] wherein Hon’ble bench of Islamabad High Court guided as follows: [8:  Walayat Hussain Vs The State (2021 P Cr, LJ 923) ] 

“It is duty of trial court to apply the principle of sifting the grain from chaff would fix the responsibility of an accused following the rule of independent corroboration, hence it is the duty of the court to find out truth and the extent of responsibility, of an accused. The evidence of the witness cannot be brushed aside and ruled out of consideration against all accused for mere reason that one or more accused in the case were found not guilty as held in case reported PLD 2002 SC 643 (Shera Masih Vs The State).”

						                      [Emphasis added]
20.  		It has now been settled that minor contradictions do not entitle the accused to an acquittal, as explained in Gulzarin[footnoteRef:9], which sets out guidelines for evaluating evidence with slight inconsistencies in following words:- [9:  Gulzarin and others Vs. Kamal-ud-Din and others (2022 SCMR 1085)] 

These PWs remained consistent on each and every material point inasmuch as they made deposition exactly according to the circumstances happened in this case, therefore, it can safely be concluded that the ocular account furnished by the prosecution is reliable, straightforward and confidence inspiring. As for as minor contradictions in the statements of the PWs are concerned, the same are natural as admittedly the petitioner remained absconder for a period of 12 long years and the trial begun after his arrest on 24.09.2015. After such a lapse of time, some minor discrepancies may occur but the same are neither dishonest nor are sufficient to discard the testimonies of the PWs of the ocular account.
								[Emphasis added]


21.		  In addition, other key parts of the incident provide solid proof of the offense under Section 9(c) of the CNSA. These include registering the formal FIR promptly without any additions or changes, receiving the sealed parcels (one with the sample and one with the remaining heroin), and safely storing them in the Malkhana on the same day (03.04.2023). PW-4 (Haq Nawaz, Moharrir Malkhan) and PW-5 (Asif Raza SI) gave consistent testimony on these steps, with no significant contradictions. These reliable circumstances firmly link the accused to the crime, as held in The State Vs Nadeem Qayyum[footnoteRef:10], wherein Hon’ble Double Bench of Islamabad High Court, Islamabad has held that ; [10:  The State Vs Nadeem Qayyum 2022 YLR 1290 para 27 p.12 &13 ] 

The circumstances from which an inference as to the guilt of the accused is drawn have to be proved beyond reasonable doubt and have to be shown to be closely connected with the principal fact sought to be inferred from those circumstances. The cumulative effect of all the facts so established must be consistent only with the hypothesis of guilt. Where the case depends upon the conclusion drawn from circumstances, the cumulative effect of the circumstances must be such as to negative the innocence of the accused. 
[Emphasis added]

22.		It is now a well-established principle of law that, in cases involving the transportation or possession of narcotics, courts should disregard procedural technicalities when the substantive case is otherwise proven in the broader interest of the nation. The judicial approach must be dynamic and pragmatic, focused on ascertaining the true facts, and drawing sound, rational inferences and conclusions in such matters particularly when no ill will or malafide proved against police officials. The Hon’ble Supreme Court of Pakistan in the case of Ghulam Qadir Vs. The State (PLD 2006 SC-61) has held that;- 
“Court in such like cases (narcotics) are supposed dispose of the matter with dynamic approach, instead of acquitting the technicalities.” 


23.		In the present case, the accused has produced no evidence of any enmity between himself and the complainant or other witnesses. In the absence of such proof, the testimony of the prosecution witnesses, who are police officials remains credible and does not assist the accused's defense. Reference is made in this regard to the case of “State/ANF Vs. Muhammad Arshad” (2017 SCMR-283), wherein the Hon’ble Supreme Court of Pakistan held that:
“We may mention here that even where no proper investigation is conducted, but where the material that comes before the Court is sufficient to connect the accused with the commission of crime, the accused can still be convicted, notwithstanding minor omissions that have no bearing on the outcome of the case.”


24. 		Furthermore, the fact that witnesses are police officials does not make their testimony unreliable on its own. It only becomes questionable if the defense proves they had a personal stake, a motive to frame the accused, or some earlier enmity against him. This principle is clearly laid out in case “Farooq v. The State” (2008 SCMR 970) and more recently held by the Hon’ble Islamabad High Court, Islamabad in case of “Jahangir Khan Vs. The State and others” (2025 Y L R 1457) . In this case, no such enmity, grudge, or ill will has been claimed or proven against any prosecution witnesses like PW-1 to PW5 to suggest they planted the 1030 grams of Charras on the accused. The prosecution has fully met its burden of proof. For the accused to succeed, the defense needed to do two things: first, poke serious holes in the prosecution's evidence, and second, provide a believable reason for why the witnesses would falsely implicate him but none was accomplished here. 
25.		Thus, in the backdrop of circumstances discussed, and observations made above, it can safely be held that prosecution has been successful in bringing home guilt of the present accused Jameel Khan by the dint of quite relevant, cogent and trustworthy evidence beyond any reasonable doubt for his ultimate conviction to be followed by the event of sentencing him for a proven charge of amended offence stood defined and made punishable u/s 9(1)3C of the CNSA, 1997. 
26.		Consequently, the present accused namely Jameel Khan S/o Wahid Khan being exclusively found in possession  of contraband material with the weed of his rehabilitation in jail to realize his guilt, is going to be convicted 9(1)3C of the Control of Narcotic Substances Act, 1997 and sentenced is convicted as under: -
· The accused Jameel Khan is convicted under section 9(1)3C CNSA and sentenced to 09 years R.I, who is also liable to pay fine of amount of Rs.400,000/- in case of failure such fine he shall further undergo for 04 months S.I.  He is extended benefit of Section 382 Cr.P.C. 

27.  		Accused Jameel Khan is present in police custody, who is remitted to the Jail, where from accused to serve out the period of punishment stood awarded against him. Let conviction warrant be issued accordingly.  Requisite warrant of punishment is also sent to the name of concerned Jail Authority. Case property shall stand confiscated in favour of the State to be disposed of strictly in accordance with the law after decision of the appeal/revision, if any. Copy of the detailed judgment be delivered to the convict free of cost. Copy of the judgment be also sent to the District Prosecutor, Islamabad, as required U/S 373 of Cr.P.C. File be consigned to the record room after its due completion and compilation. 
 	Given under my hand and seal of this court on this 17th day of February 2026.
Announced  		                                                     (Dr.Rasool Baksh Mirjat)
17.02.2026			                    	                  Additional Sessions Judge-III/
								          West-Islamabad.
Certified that this judgment consists of (11) pages, whereof each page has been dictated, read over, corrected and signed by me. 

		                    	                 		     Additional Sessions Judge-III/
							                West-Islamabad. 


     
















[bookmark: _GoBack]09.02.2026
Present;	Tarique Ali Mastoi, Learned DDPP for the State.
Mr. Sarfraz Ahmad Baloch, Advocate learned counsel for the accused. 
Accused in custody. 
O R D E R.
		Heard, record perused. 
 	 	Vide separate statement, learned DDPP for the State submitted report of chemical examiner as Ex.PF and closed the prosecution evidence. The accused has been examined u/s 342 Cr.P.C. Now to come up on 11.02.2026 for final arguments.
Announced  					             (Dr.Rasool Bukhsh Mirjat)
09.02.2026						Additional Sessions Judge-West
					Islamabad     
11.02.2026
Present;	Tarique Ali Mastoi, Learned DDPP for the State.
Mr. Sarfraz Ahmad Baloch, Advocate learned counsel for the accused. 
Accused in custody. 
O R D E R.
		Heard, record perused. 
 	As per request, let this file be put for arguments for 12.02.20226.

Announced  					             (Dr.Rasool Bukhsh Mirjat)
11.02.2026						Additional Sessions Judge-West
					              Islamabad     
12.02.2026
Present;	Tarique Ali Mastoi, Learned DDPP for the State.
Mr. Sarfraz Ahmad Baloch, Advocate learned counsel for the accused. 
Accused in custody. 
O R D E R.
		Heard, record perused. 
As per request, let this file be put for arguments for 13.02.2026.
Announced  					             (Dr.Rasool Bukhsh Mirjat)
12.02.2026						Additional Sessions Judge-West
					Islamabad     
     
13.02.2026
Present;	Tarique Ali Mastoi, Learned DDPP for the State.
Mr. Sarfraz Ahmad Baloch, Advocate learned counsel for the accused. 
Accused in custody. 
O R D E R.
		Heard, record perused. 
Arguments heard. Let this file be put for order on 16.02.2026.

Announced  					             (Dr.Rasool Bukhsh Mirjat)
13.02.2026						Additional Sessions Judge-West
					Islamabad  
16.02.2026
Present;	Tarique Ali Mastoi, Learned DDPP for the State.
Mr. Sarfraz Ahmad Baloch, Advocate learned counsel for the accused. 
Accused Not produced from jail. 
O R D E R.
		Heard, record perused. 
Accused be summoned for 17.02.2026. Arguments have alredy been heard. Let this file be put for order on 17.02.2026.

Announced  					             (Dr.Rasool Bukhsh Mirjat)
16.02.2026						Additional Sessions Judge-West
					Islamabad     
 


17.02.2026.
Present;	Tarique Ali Mastoi, Learned DDPP for the State.
Mr. Sarfraz Ahmad Baloch, Advocate learned counsel for the accused. 
Accused in custody. 
O R D E R.
 		Arguments heard. Record perused.
 	     Vide my separate judgment in English of even date, accused Jameel Khan is convicted under section 9(1)3C CNSA and sentenced to 09 years R.I, who is also liable to pay fine of amount of Rs.400,000/- in case of failure such fine he shall further undergo for 04 months S.I.  He is extended benefit of Section 382 Cr.P.C and all the above sentences shall run concurrently. Accused Jameel Khan is present in police custody, who is remitted to the Jail, where from accused to serve out the period of punishment stood awarded against him. Let conviction and release warrant be issued accordingly. Requisite warrant of punishment is also sent to the name of concerned Jail Authority. Case property shall stand confiscated in favour of the State to be disposed of strictly in accordance with the law after decision of the appeal/revision, if any. Copy of the detailed judgment be delivered to the convict free of cost. Copy of the judgment be also sent to the District Prosecutor, Islamabad, as required U/S 373 of Cr.P.C. File be consigned to the record room after its due completion and compilation. 

Announced  					             (Dr.Rasool Bukhsh Mirjat)
17.02.2026						Additional Sessions Judge-West
					    Islamabad     



IN THE COURT OF ADDITIONAL DISTRICT & SESSIONS JUDGE-III, WEST-ISLAMABAD.
[Before: DR. Rasool Bukhsh Mirjat]
To 
The Superintendent, 
Central Jail, Adayala Rawalpindi.
		Whereas at the sessions held before me on 17th of February 2026, Jameel Khan in Case FIR No.194/23, dated 03.04.2023, 9(1)3C CNSA. P.S., Tarnol Islamabad has been convicted and sentenced as under:  
· The accused Jameel Khan is convicted under section 9(1)3C CNSA and sentenced to 09 years R.I, who is also liable to pay fine of amount of Rs.400,000/- in case of failure such fine, he shall further undergo for 04 months S.I.  He is extended benefit of Section 382 Cr.P.C. 
		This is to authorize and require you, Superintendent Adyala Jail, Rawalpindi to receive the convict namely Jameel Khan into your custody in the said jail, together with this warrant and there carry the aforesaid sentence into execution according to law by submitting acknowledgment of receiving of copy of judgment by accused today, without fail. 
		Given under my hand and the seal of the court this 17th day of February, 2026.
	
	(Dr. Rasool Bukhsh Mirjat)
Addl: District & Sessions Judge-III
West-Islamabad.



