IN THE COURT OF SAA&D SALMAN KHAN,

ADDL. SESSIONS JUDGE Lahore.

The State through Muhammad Ayub SI (PW-1).
(Represented by leamed ADPP on behalf of the State)

Versus.

Nadeem Masih s/o Yousaf Masih, Caste Christen, t/o Chak No.4-9L Tehsil &
District Okara..

(Represented by Javed Masih Chaudhary Advocate, learned
counsel for the accused).

Case/FIR No.742/25, dated 21.08.2025,
U/S 295-C PPC, P.S. Model Town, Lahore.

Sessions Case No.  02/2026.
Sessions Trial No.  02/2026.
CMS: 25788926.

Date of decision: 22.06.2026.

22.06.2026.

Present. Accused Nadeem Masih in custody.
Mr. Javed Masih Chaudhary Advocate, learned counsel for the accused.
Mr. Muhammad Ilyas, learned ADPP on behalf of State.
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UDGMENT:

Accused Nadeem Masih has been sent to face trial in
Case/FIR No.742/25, dated 21.08.2025, U/S 295-C PPC, P.S. Model

Town, Lahore.
2. Brief facts as per fard-e-bayan Exh.PA are that on dated

21.08.2025, Muhammad Ayub/SI along with Waleed Aziz/TASI,
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jNaqar/Constable, Jamee|/constable, Shahid/constable and one other
Police official were on patrolling duty near Nawaz Sharif Park, Model
Town, Lahore, where Waqgas and Asim Mukhtar, who are employees at
the said Park met him and informed that the accused person Nadeem
Masih had defiled the sacred name of “"Holy Prophet Muhammad"” (Peace
Be Upon Him) by using indecent language. After getting that
information, complainant alongwith other police officials went inside the
Park, where many people gathered there. When the police party reached
inside the Park, accused was found abusing “Holy Prophet Muhammad”
(Peace Be Upon Him). Complainant/Muhammad Ayub/SI took the
accused person into custody. He drafted complaint i.e. Exh.PA and sent
same to the Police Station
Complainant/Muhammad Ayub/SI alongwith police officials remained
present at the place of occurrence. Investigating Officer arrived at Park
after registration of FIR. 1.0. joined Muhammad Ayub and other police

officials into investigation. Muhammad Ayub/SI handed over custody of
the accused to the Investigating Officer.

the

3.

FIR No0.742/2025 u/s 295-C PPC, P.S. Model Town, Lahore.

Vs. Nadeem Masth.

After completion of investigation, prosecution submitted
report u/s 173 Cr.P.C against accused for trial. Copies u/s 265-C Cr.P.C.
were supplied to accused and formal charge u/s 295-C PPC was framed
against him on dated 09.03.2026. Accused pleaded not guilty to the

for registration of

charge, therefore, prosecution evidence was summoned.

4'

Summary of the evidence adduced by the prosecution is as

under:-

EVIDENCE OF PROSECUTION: -

FIR,

Oral evidence

Documentary evidence

1.

o

2.

. Ayaz Hussain, SP/I.0. appeared as

Muhammad Ayub, SI/complainant
-&ppeared as PW-1,
Wagqgas Mazhar s/o Mazhar Hussain
appeared as PW-2.
Asif Mukhtar s/o Mukhtar Ahmad
appeared as PW-3.
Waqar Younas No.5382/C
appeared as PW-4.
Muhammad Tahir, SI appeared as
PW-5.

PW.6.

5.

PW-1. He while appearing in the witness box reiterated averments of his

PW-1 Muhammad Ayub, SI (complainant) turned up in court as

complaint Exh,PA.

e Lot

Complaint as Ex.PA.

FIR as Ex.PB.

Site Plan as Ex.PC.

Site plan as Ex.PD.
Report of PFSA as Ex.PE.
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gistration of Case/FIR. He reiterated averments of
PW-1/Muhammad Ayub S.1.
9. PW.5 Muham

Which he got

Joined
Ccomplainant Muhammag Ayub SI Into Investlgatlon who endorsed the
contents of FIR | € Exh.PB. He recorded Statement of Wagqar constable
Waqas Mazhar/pw Asim Muk
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The State Vs. Nadeem Masih.
FIR No.742/2025 u/s 295-C PPC, P.S. Model Town, Lahore.

%‘ produced the accused person in the court of learned Magistrate,

‘-jMade! Town, Lahore. He got medically examined the accused and sent

the accused to judicial lock ups. After completion of evidence, he
handed over the file of the case in hand to the SHO, who submitted
report u/s 173 Cr.P.C, subsequently.

11. During the course of cross-examination of PW.2, PW.4 and
PW.5 learned counsel for the accused person tendered statements of
above said PWs recorded u/s 161 Cr.P.C. tendered as Exh.DA, Exh.DB
and Exh.DC.

12 Learned ADPP closed the prosecution evidence.

13. In his statement u/s 342 Cr.PC, accused negated story of
prosecution and alleged that this case is false and frivolous and prayed
for acquittal.

14. Accused neither opted to produce defence evidence nor to
appear on oath u/s 340 (2) Cr.PC.
15. Learned ADPP contended that accused was caught red

handed, prosecution produced natural and confidence inspiring evidence
and proved its case against accused beyond any reasonable shadow of
doubt, there is no material contradiction in prosecution evidence,
therefore, accused may be convicted.

16. Learned defence counsel contended that accused was falsely
involved by local police to show efficiency. He added that PWs gave
inconsistent statements about time, place and manner and prosecution
has been unablé to prove its case against accused. He prayed for
acquittal of accused. Learned counsel for the accused relied on 2023

SCMR 2109 [Supreme Court of Pakistan], 2018 SCMR 772 [Supreme °

Gourf of Pakistan], 2010 SCMR 97 [Supreme Court of Pakistan], 1997

Criminal Petition for Leave to Appeal No0.1359 of 2023 Supreme Court of
Pakistan, 2026 YLR 266 ([Lahore], 2025 P Cr.lJ 1412 [Lahore
(Rawalpindi Bench)], PLD 2002 Supreme Court 1048, Criminal Petition
No.883-L of 2022 Supreme Court of Pakistan, PLJ 2022 Cr.C 15 [Lahore
High Court, Lahore]}, 2026 SCMR 729 [Supreme Court of Pakistan], PLD
2019 Supreme Court 64.

17. Arguments heard. Record perused.

18. Scanning of the evidence on record reveals that PW-2 and
PW-3 are the contractors of parking stand at Model Town Park and the
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- corroborative piece of evidence.
19, As per prosecution evidence, investigation was allegedly_
conducted by Ayaz Hussain SP investigation at then, who appeared in
the court as pw-6. Perusal of the evidence and Cross-examination of
PW-6 shows that this Ayaz Hussain come at the place of occurrence
after midnight but this was the PW-1 who come up the place of
OCcurrence at 10:00 P.M. As per admissions made by PW-2, his
statement u/s 161 Cr.P.C. was recorded by Muhammad Ayub SI/PW-1
(complainant) and that he also recorded the statement of PW-3. pw-2
altogether denied the suggestion that his statement was recorded on
next date ie. 22.08.2025, when S.P. Investigation/PW-6 allegedly come
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The State Vs Nad
) s, cem Masih.
\— FIR No.742/2025 u/s 295-C PPC, P.S. Madel !I'Own Lahore

,t the place of occurrence. This PW-6, when subjected to cross-

*
examination was found to be unaware of the whereabouts and directions

of the place of occurrence. His ignorance regarding the un-scaled side
plan give rise to presumption that he never come up at the place of
occurrence and all the proceedings were conducted by the other police
officials of lesser grade on his behalf and he own the same. this seems
that after registration of FIR this has came to the knowledge of police
and investigation agency that investigation of this case cannot be
conducted by ordinary SI and ASI of police. So at that juncture, SP
Investigation come forward and take over investigation into his hands
and showed all the investigation to be conducted by his own. However
after the assertion of PW-2 that his statement u/s 161 Cr.P.C. was
recorded by Muhammad Ayub SI/PW-1 (complainant) and that he also
recorded the statement of PW-3, the statement of PW-2 and PW-3
allegedly recorded by PW-6/S.P. Investigation has no value at all and all
the superstructure of prosecution evidence raised on the statements of
PW-2 and PW-3 has loosed its evidentiary value.

20. Present case was registered on the written complaint Exh.PA

duly signed by the complainant followed by FIR Exh.PB and the
statements of witnesses recoded by 1.0. u/s 161 Cr.P.C. regarding the
occurrence. Neither in the complaint nor in the FIR nor in the
statements of the PWs u/s 161 Cr.P.C. alleged derogatory remarks
uttered by the accused were mentioned. This is for the first time
mentioned in the statement of the PWs while appearing in the court and

: '“'rééroduced while recording their examination in chief under Oath as PW.

As these alleged remarks are not mentioned in the complaint and the
o8N the statement of the PWs recorded u/s 161 Cr.P.C. and the
duced for the first time in the statements of PWs in the

court, so these remarks shall be considered as improvement made by

the PWs which has no evidentiary value at all. No plausible explanation
glven by the prosecution for this inordinate delay, which has also shaken
the credibllity of the prosecution witnesses. Humble rellance can he

placed upon...
2021 Y L R 125 [Lahore]

SAWAN MASI Hallas BODI Versus 1 he STATE and anothey
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. Nadeem Masih.
-CPPC, Ps. Model Town, Lahore.

neither such Capacity was found with the 1.0./PW-6 nor the complainant

PL D 2002 Lahore 587

MUHAMMAD MAHBOOB alias BOOBA Versus T, HE STATE

22, Alleged derogatory remarks

are reproduce by the pw-2
which are as under:-

"The accused said that your Prophet had contracted many
marriages. Your Prophet was foung of sex”,

For the sake of arguments, even if we consider that such

gatory or it had actually defiled (Na-

honor of Prophet (PBUH).

Prophet
A‘\\ Muhammad (PBUH) is not only rehmat-y|-

Humanity. Umhat-ul-Momineen a

re the mothers of the whole Muslim
Ummah, Matrimonial

life of Prophet Muhammad (PBUH)
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W pelow average Islamic knowledge and prudence. To answer thi
* question with complete knowledge of Islam and background of Ar ;
culture and to deal with prudence was necessary for the preaching a:gf
Islam especlally when we are dealing with a non-Muslim, which lacks in
this case. In this way, T am of the consldered view that this question, if
asked by the accused, doesn't defiled the honor of Prophet Muhamm’ad
(PBUH), but actually the same was asked from a wrong person at wrong
time and at wrong place.

23. In light of detailed discussion above in my humble opinion
first of all these derogatory remarks are not proved to be said by
accused and even If the same are supposed to be uttered by the

accused, the same are not derogatory but a topic for discussion within

the Intellectual circle of Islam and llliterate PWs and police officials dealt

with it with utmost irresponsibility.
24. In the light of detailed discussion above,
miserably falled to prove their case beyond any shadow ©

Prosecution was bound to eliminate each and every doubt in the case
of evidence till neck of accused. But in the present
So, the accused namely

prosecution
f doubt.

and to prepare chain

case, complainant miserably failed in sO doing.
cquitted from the charge and from this case.

Nadeem Maseeh is hereby acq
nt back to District Jail Lahore

s In judicial custody. He be s€
from where he be released forthwith, if he

is not required In any other case. NO recovery effected SO nNO order as to
case property. Copy of the judgment be given to learned District Public
prosecutor u/s 373 Cr.P.C. File be consigned to record room after its due

completion. E M

Accused |

alongwith his release robkar,

Announced.
22.,06.2026. saad Salman Khan,
Addl. Sessions Judge,
Lahore.

Certlfied that this judgment consists of elght (08) pages. Each page has

peen dictated, read, corrected and signed by me.
G s S,

Dated:
22.06.2026. Addl. Sesslons Judge,
Lahore.
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