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Execution Petition 243/2021 @?ﬁ@‘ 25
€

30" May, 2022

Non for the petitioner present Mr"‘Kablr Ullah Khattak,
Additional Advocate General along§ th Mr. Muhammad Raziq.

~ Reader for respondents present.

Representative of the respondents produced a copy of
order OB. No. 10 dated 03.01.2022 Bearing endorse'memNo.
20-26/PA/SP dated 03.01.2022 whereby in compliance of the
judgment of the Tribunal, the petitioner was réinsfated In service
with all back benefits subject-to the decision of CPLA which is
saidlto be pending before the august Supreme Court of Pakistan.
Sincé “the order .of the Tribunal has been complied with,
therefore, the insfant execution petition is disposed off in the

above terms. Consign.

Pronouriced in open court in Peshawar and given under my
hand and seal of the Tribunal this 3 0" day of May, 2022.

(Kaltm Arshad Khan)
Chairman
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13.12.2021 Petitioner in pérson presept: Mr.: Kabirullah Khattak, Add:
AG for'r'espéndéhis pr_esej‘mﬁ. PR '

Leérned. AAG seeks .timjé;t'o summt ihjblemef:tétion report on

the next date: of hearing.  Adjourned. -Tc Zome up for

implementaticn report on02.02.202Z bsfore S.B.

(MIAN MUHAMM
. MEMBER (E)

02.02.2022 Junior of learned ccunsel for the petitiorer present. Mr.
Muhammad Adeel Butt, Add: AG for respondents present.
b, oo aary arguments could not be heard due to learned Member

(Executive) Mian Muhammad is on l2ave. To come up for furher

Reader

proceedings on zz.03.202Z before S.B.

- -

25.03.2022 Counsel for the petitioner present. Mr. Kab.rullah Khattak,
Addl: AG alongwith Mr. Aziz Shah, Reader fo- the respondents
present. |

Learned counsel for the petitioner seeks edjournment.
Adjourned. To czme up for implementation repbrt or: 30.05.2022
before S.B.

(MIAN MUHAMMAD)
MEMBER(E)
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- Form-A- A

FORM OF ORDER SHEET

‘5 f’ 51 ff”s /2021

Executlon Petitlon No

Date of order

Order or other proceedlngs W|th 5|gnature of judge

S.No.
proceedings ,
1 2 "3
1 20.10_.2'021 The executlon petatlon of Mr. Hamid Khan submitted today by
Mr. Saad.Ullah Khan Marwat Advocate may be entered in the relevant
register and put up to the Court for propeforder please.
(& ap
REGISTRAR -
7. This bexecutioh:: petition be put up before S. Bench on
121
CHAI
12.11.2021 Counsel for the petitioner present.

Notices be issued to the respondents for the date
fixed. To come up for implementation report on

13.12.2021 before S.B.
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, BEFORE THE KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Misc Pett:

No. ZQ > /2021

"Hamid Khan Versus .~ Superintendent & Others
"INDEX
S.# Description of Documents Annex| Page
1. | Memo of Misc Petition Sl 1-2
2. | Copy of Appeal dated 27—08-2020 A" 3-6
- 3. | Copy of Judgment dated 14-09-2021 “B” 7-12
4. | Compliance letter dated 15-10-2021 nC 13

Through

Dated: 20-10-2021

Applicant

’?/JLL AN
(Saadullah Khan Marwat)
Advocate-

21-A Nasir Mension,
Shoba Bazar, Peshawar. -

Ph: 0300-5872676



BEFORE THE KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR -

Misc Pett: No. 242 /2021

IN
S.A. No. 10014/2020

'Hamid Khan S/0 Niaz Ali,
Constable No.'5193,
~ Capital City Police,
Peshawar.... ..... e SRR

1. Superintendent of Police,
‘ Hgrs: Peshawar. '

2. Capital City Police Officer,
Peshawar.

3. Provincial Police Officer, -

- Peshawar.... ........... e PN Respondents

APPLICATION _FOR IMPLEMENTATION OF THE

JUDGMENT DATED 14-09-2021 OF THE HON'BLE

"TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR:

Respectfully Sheweth:

1. That on 24-08-2020, applicant filed appeal before this hon’ble
Tribunal for reinst'atement in service. (Copy as aﬁnex “A")

2. That the said appeal came up for hearing on 14-09-2021 and then
‘the hon’ble Tribunal was pleased to hold that T

“The instant'Service-AppeaI as well as connected Service
Appeal bearing No. 10014/20 titled Hamid Khan Versus
Superintendent of Police Hgrs: Peshawar and two others
and service appeal béaring No. 10015/2020 titled Majid
Ullah Versus Superintendent of Police qus: Peshawar andA
two others are accepted and the ’appell'ants. are reinstatéd
in service with all back benefits.”. (Copy as annex “B")
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3. That on 21-09-2021 and 15-10-2021 not only applicant but the °
- Registrar of the hon’ble Tribunal remitted the same to respondents
~for compliance but so for no favorable action was taken there and
then and the judgment of Ehe;hon'blg T.r'i.buna"l was put in a waste
box. (Copy as annex “C") |

4 That the respondents are not complying _With the'judg'ment of ‘t_he

hon'ble Tribunal in letter and spirit and flouts the samé with
- disregard, so are liable to be proceeded against the Conte’mpt’of‘
Court Law for pUnishment. \

‘It is, therefore, most humbly requested thatlthe judgment.
dated 14-09-2021 of the hon'ble Tribunal be complied with hence: .
forthwith. . o o "

A , OR .
In the alternate, respondents be proceeded for contempt of
court and they be punished in accordance with Law.

Applicant .

Through ZM @LL«H

Saadullah Khan Marwat

1 W
Arbab Saif-ul-Ka.‘mal

AM’

Dated: 20-10-2021 | Advocates
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Ls‘.'.A‘r\:o.fy u ‘/2020‘.

Hamid Khan S/0 Niaz Alj,
R/0 Battagram Charsadda,
Ex. F. Constable No. 5193, Li _
Police ll_in"e Peshawar. . . ....... ; \Vf}ir / \i/AppeIIant

1. Superintendent of Police, ) | | -

Hgrs: Peshawar,

2. Capital City Police Officer,

Peshawar,

3. Provincial Police Officer,

KP, Peshawar. .. .. T Respondents .

I E>EO=>®CE>0C=>E
APPEAL U/S 4 OF SERVICE TRIBUNAL ‘ACT. 1974
AGAINST OB. NO. 892 DATED 17-03-2020 OF. R NO.
01, WHEREBY APPELLANT WAS DISMISSED“ FROM
Ledbtori  SERVICE OR OFFICE ORDER NO. 812:17 / PA DATED
10-07-2020 _OF.__R. ' NO. 02  WHEREBY
%—%“ +«~ REPRESENTATION OF APPELLANT WAS REJECTED..
%‘ ‘ éﬁ'l’ 7 EOR NO LEGAL REASON:

- - .
r, . . A -
& I R EDLdLEDarl =L =D
”»
ot T

Respectfull Sheweth'

Pt

That appellént was enlisted in service as Foot Constable in the year:
2009 and served the department till the date of dismissal from

2T et NTTESTE

service,

L




| .

- That on 24 02-2020 complainant Muhammad Sharit S/0 Ghulam

|
Rasool R/O Talagung Drst:rct Chakwal prescntly Khazana Sugar Mill
Peshawar lodged report in PS: Chamkann agarnst unknown persons

u/s BbSA PPC by snatchlng huge amount from hurn (Copy as annex

oy |
I

I
That b 2(: 02- 2020 appellant was su5pended rrom service by R.
No. OL. (Copy as annex "B

That tl)n 26 02- 2020 appel!ant was served wrth Chargc Sheet along
with catatement of Aliegatron to the affect -

“That you FC Luqman No 2739 FC Majld No. 5668 and FC Hamid
No. 5193 were mvolved in a cummal case menttoncd above which
arnounts to gross misconduct on his. part and "is against the
dlscrpllne of the force. The sard Charge Sheet was not.served upon

nim, ,o dld not rep!y the same. (Copy as annex “C")

That m -fact the occurrence ‘was of 22- 02 2020 WhICh was altered

into 24- 02 2020 (cuttrng seems quite ewdent) by the local police,

yet a pel!ant etc, were taken into custody on 22 02-2020 and not

on 24-02- 7020 so. after 1ejLCt|Ol‘l of Ball Apphcatnon from the court.
of law, approached to Peshawal High Court, Peshawar for release on

bail on 04-'03—2020. (Capy as annex “D")

[}

That enquiry report was finalized by D‘eputy Superin-tendent of Police

(Security) Civil Secretarrat Peshawar - who submltted the same

before the authority on "10-03-2020. For onward action. The enquiry

was not conducted as per,the mandate oF law. (,Copy as annex "E")
L .
! N N I

That 'ion 10 03 2020 appellant was served wrth rrnal Show Cause
Notrce whuch was nor, rephed as at the same tlme he was in Jail.
(CODI1ES as annex “F" &"G") '

I

1 - R .
That lon 11-03- 2020 RL I\!o 01 wrote letto| to lnquny Orhcor that

enqurry was conducted in - haphazard manneu which would give
)

beneflt to the accusc-d in appcw] ror rennstatement in service. (Copy
as an,nex SHY ‘

!
That on 13 03- 'O?O appelkant was’ reloased on bail by the hon'ble
Peshawar H|gh Court Peshawar. (Copy as annex 1)
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That on 16-03- 2020, Inqunrv Ofﬁcer dld try to rectlry the deficiency

in enqutry (Copy as annex "),
I
|

That on 17-03- ‘020 appeliant was . dlSI’ﬂISSEd from service under
Pohce[RuJes 1975 by R. No. 01. (Copy as annex- ‘K")

That on'li 04-2020, appeltant %ub‘mitted repreSentation before R.
No. 0'2 for relnstatcrnent in service which was re]ected on 10-07-

2020 Copy of the siarne was received from the office on 24-08-
2020 (COQIES as annex LY RTMT)

Hence this appeal, inter alia, on the following grounds: -

GROUN'DS

f.

a.

That the story nariated “by - the complamant as well as by the
depaﬂtment is totally agalnst the fact: rhe complalnant as well as the
reSpondents relied upon v1doo regardlng abductlon of the complainant
clearly shdws tmt he in- presence. ol anothcr pollce gfficials sit In the

vehlcle at hls own dlscretron and was never abducted by the appellant.

That tomp1a|nant seoms to be hlghiy playe1 as hc himself is involved |
in such ilke cases. ' ‘ o R

That enquny wWas not conducttd as per thc, mandate of law because
when the enqu:ry report was Submttted to the authority for onward

actlon agaunst the appeHanL he pomted out numerous deficiencies in
the sclxme ‘

o]

That appeHant was arrefted on 42 02- 7020 He was at the same time

besng the bar but no Lhargt bh(EL.L or. Statement of Allegations was
served upon him in the,Jall.

-That as nd When Fmal Show Cause NOUCG is. served upon the

defau.lter it Is mandatory for the" authonty Lo supply him whole
proceedmgs of- the enqmry but in the case qln ‘hand the same lacks
despnte the (act that at the same time- appellant was in Jail, so he was

unable to submqt comprehenswe |eply [o" the F1na| Show Cause Notice.

i
t

That no statemcnt of any mtnesseq was |ecorded in the preésence of

EE appeilant nor he was a(ﬁdrdeci opportumty of cross examination, being

<



That 1he maLter waq not dealt v’vith‘as‘ per the rrt'andate of law, so is of
no leqal effect ' . ‘ P

That'complainant is Habltual in adverse actw!tnes and makes

complaints to mint money From hls appearance in: ‘the video he does

not seem to be Po.n&fx . o

That \Nhole of the story narrated in. the FIR is’ mamputated concocted
and b“ased,on malafide. o

l[ \ oo | | ’
It l|s therefore, rﬂost humbly prayed that on'aoceptance of appeal,
order dated 17-03- 2020 and 10-07-2020 of thg ‘respondents be set
a5|dc and appellant be remstatcd in sorwce with all consequential

beneﬁts wrth such other relief as may be deemeg proper and just in
cnrcumstances of the case.

l . . . e
L ' ' o o ) /‘—\'{]Dpvelllant
% . N G
. | . Through /% o
' X ol . S Sa’adonah Khan Marwal

-

o Arba‘b Saiful Kamal
' ey S
) e oAb
T - , _ AAml]arJ. Nawaz
Dated 25-08-2020 . = - © . Advocates.

|
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"175759__-,2&21 ' | Appeliant alongw1th his counsel Mr. Arbab S\aLt—\~ i
' Advocate_-,-‘;present ‘Mr. Muhammad Razig, Head Constable
‘alo‘h'gwith Mr. Riaz Ahmed Paindakhel, Assistant Advocate
General for the respondents present Arguments heard and
record perused o ,
‘ Vide our detalled judgment of today, separately placed on
fite of Serwce Appeal bearing No. 10013/2020 titled “Lugman
Versus Supermtendent of Pohce Mqrs: Peshawar and two.
‘: others ‘the instant appeal is accepted an;_q}ithe appellant is
--relnsta,ted in service with all back .benefitsi-ép'arties are left to
bear their own costs. Fi.!et,b.e consigned to the record.room.

ANNOUNCED
14.09.2021

St
(ATIQ-UR-REHMAN WAZIR) {SALAH-UD-DIN)
MEMBER (EXECUTIVE) MEMB&R (JUDICIAL)

islsfe

T3, 111,) sud,
Peshawar
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- BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICES TRIBUNAL
: o PESHAWAR ‘

Service Appeal No. 10013/2020
Date of ‘Institution 27.08.2020“
" Date of Decision .. 14.09.2021

uqman 5/0 Mehraban Shah R/0 Nisata Charsadda,
Ex-F. Constable No. 2739, PS: Tatara Peshawar.

. (Kppellant)
VERSUS

Superintendent of Police, Hars: Peshawar and two others

(Resp.ohdenrs)
Mr. ARBAB SAIF-UL- KAMAL o
Advocate’ For appellant.
MR. RIAZ AHMED PAINDAKHFL

Ass rstant :Advocate General For res-p)ondehts.

" MR. SALAH-UD-DIN .- MEMBER (JUDICIAL)
MR. ATIQ-UR-REHMAN WAZIR  --- MEMBER (EXECUTIVE)

JUDGMENT:

SALAH-UD-DIN, MEMBER:-  Through - this "

. single
- judgment, we intend to dispose of the instant service appeal
_‘)—‘7 as-well as connected Service appeal bearing No. :100'14/2020

— titled “Hamid Khan Versus -Superintendent of. Police, Hqrs:

Pe‘shawar and two others”

-and Service Appeal bearinq No.
100LS/7020 titled

“Majid Uhah Versus Superintendent of

Pohce Hagrs: Peshawar and two others”, as similar’ questions

of Iaw and facts are mvolved in aII the appeals

2'%

,Eﬁ

The appellants in all the three appeais were proceeded
ainst departmentally on ‘the allegatrons that Lhr Yy were

€5 .

olved in a cummal case regnfte.ed vide FIR"No. 396 dated”



24 02 2020 under sectlon 365 A Pollce Station Chamkani. On

conclusnon of inquiry, Vlde separate orders dated 17.03. 2020

‘passed by ‘the competent Authorlty,

‘the appellants were
dismissed - from

appellants faled separate
departmental appeals however the same were a|SO dismissed,

hence the instant serwce appeals.

service., The

] .
o

Notices were issued to the respondents, who submitted
their comments, wherein they refuted the contentlons of the
‘appellants.

' 4',‘.":?' Learned counsel for the appellants has- contended that
on conclu51on of the inquiry proceedings, the inquiry report -
was sent to the . competent Authority, however he was bent

upon awardlng of penalty to ‘the appellants, therefore, vide

order dated. 11.03. 2020 “he while pointing out certain

deﬁcnenoes in the IﬂQUll‘y proceedlngs returned back the
matter to the inquiry ofﬂcer for conductlng proper mqu1ry, that

nelther durlng the lnqu1ry nor during the re- mqu:ry, the
l . //_ ' appellants were in any way associated with the inquiry
- proceedings; that admittedly the statement of thecomplalnant

or any other W|tness were not recorded during the lnqu1ry and

no mcrlmlnatlng materlal whatsoever was collected in support

of  the allegatlons against the appellants; that in: the

subsequent lnqu'lry report, the inquiry officer has not at all
mentloned that the charges against “the appellants stood
proved that on receipt of the inquiry report, no final show-
cause notices were lssued to the appellants, thereby deprlvmg
. them of opportunity of defense as well as personal hearlng,

that the appellants have already been acqmtted by the learned

Judge Anti-Terrorism = Court Peshawar vide order dated

09 02.2021, therefore the very ground, which formed basis
for: awardmg pumshment to the appellants has vanlshed away
Rellance was placed on PLD. 2003 Supreme Court 187 PLD
2010 Supreme Court 695 as well as judgment of thls Trlbunal

rendered in Service Appeal bearlng NO. 1025/2017 dec:ded on -

ATTESTEBOB .07. 2018 l

o A !"I‘ESTED

. INER

AFR IR RPNy FRVNY. 'S

LBy “,_. h s tanpdl
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- | SL. " On the other hand, learned Assrstant Advocate General

for. the respondents has contended that departmentalf

proceedlngs dlfferent from criminal proceedmgs therefore,
mere acquittal of the appellants in the criminal case cannot be

considered as ground for their exoneration in the departmental

proceedings conducted against the appellants; that the

complainant of the criminal case was belonging to. Oistrict
Talagang falling in Punjab Province, therefore

it Cénnot be

presumed that the complarnant of the criminal case ‘was’

havrnq any lll well wrth the appellants that . regular lﬂQUIl"y
was conducted in the matter by complylng all legal as well as |
codal formalities and the appellants were afforded ample 'A
opportunrtles of thelr defense; that the appellants remarned
lndulged in iltegal. actlv;tles of moral turpltude and the, chargec
agarnst them stood proved ina proper Iegal inquiry, therefore
they have rrghtly been dlsmlssed from Service. Reliance was
placed on 2021 PLC (C S) 587 2005 SCMR 1802, 2006 SCMR
y 554" as well as Judgment dated 28.10.2016 of this Trrbunal
__:L“T rendered in .Serwce .Appeals ' bearing No. 1493/7013

A s

I '1494/2013 and 1495/2013.
6.‘ . We have heard the arguments of learned counsel for the
partles and have perused the record

7. A perusal of the

record would  show thfat Niaz
Muhammad, the then Deputy Superintendent c')f"’ Police
(Securlty) Civil Secretariat Peshawar was appomted as’ rnqulry

offlcer who submrtted his report to the competent Authorlt\/

on 10 03.2020 and flnal show- cause notlces were also issued

to the appellants on the same day. However, the competent

Authorlty instead of proceeding further with the ‘matter,

returned back the inquiry "to. the rnqurry officer vide order
dated 11. 03 2020 wrth the observations, which ‘are
summarlzed as below:- S '

i)  The statement of the compl alnant/abductee
.. as well as statements of the accused appe/lants
N _ © were not recorded durmg the inquiry.

/

/lll’ E@TE@

‘\1.\ ilkmm‘fq Vh
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i) The in /

quiry - officer was supposed to make
identification-of the acc

used/appe//ants from the
comp/a/nant/abc/uctee o

,l,‘j, ' | - ))’

iii) The photograph of the appellants,

e-in the motorcar in-
complainant was abd

the inquiry report.

showmg

Wthh thel;
ucted was not attached wrth

8. The subsequent report dated 16 03. ?020 sent by the

inquiry officer to the competent Authority would show" that the

Inquiry  officer  could not  recorg statement | ',pf the

complainant/abductee as he was not traceable. Moreover

lnstead of recordlng statements of any witnesses in. support of

charges against the appellants the inquiry officer chose a

shortcut and annexed photocoples of statements of some of -

the:: \WItI’lESSG‘S recorded by, the |nvest|gat|on officer in the

criminal case. Slmllarly, mstead of annexlng the alleged )

photograph of the appellants showing their presence in the

mOtorcar in whlch the complalnant was abducted the'
N photographs of the vehicle in which the complalnant was
} '/ . allegedly abducted, were attached with the . mqmry, W|thout

mentnonlng that ‘the appellants are havmg any- nexus w:th the
'vehlcle shown in the’ photographs ‘Moreover, the appellants'

have not been provided: any opporturnty of cross examlnatlon
whlch has created material dent in the mqutry proceedlngs

Q. The availabte record also does not show that l:he copies

-of the mqwry reports were provided L0 the appeliants and an
opportunlty of personal hearlng was afforded t:o them On
recelpt of the finding of the lnqmry ‘officer on 16 03. 2020 the
appollants were: stralght away dtsmlssed by the competent
authorlty vude the 1mpugned order dated 17. 03 2020, “without-
“issuing of show cause notices to them. This Tribupal has
already held in numerous Judgments that the issuance of final
show Cause notice along with the mqmry report is must unde:
B EsTED Police Rules, 1975. Reliance is also- placed on the judgment

_ delivered by august Supreme Court of . Pakistan reported as’

[ e PLD 1981 SC-176, wherein it has been held that rules devoid
PR ‘, ,’,”"*hvm

‘s Of - prOVtSIon of hnal show cause notlce along W|th inquiry

report were not valld rules Non issuance of the flnal show

CNTEE -
=
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2 r Cause notices and non- -supply of .copies of the ﬁndmgs of the

inquiry officer Lo the appellants has caused’ mnscarnage of
Just|ce as in such a srtuadon the appellants were not in a
posmon to properly defend themseives in rospect of the

aliegatlons leveled agaanst them Moreover the appeliants

Iearned Judge Anti

v:de order . dated 09. 02 2021,
fore, the very ground which formed basis for awardrng

punishment to the appellants has vanished away

.have already been acqmtted by the

Terrorlsm Court Peshawar
there

10. In view of the foregoing dtSCU‘SSIOﬂ the mstant servace

appeal as well as connected Service appeal bearnng No.
10014/2020 "titled

Ham:d Khan Versus Super:ntendent of"
P,once, “Hars:

Peshawar and two others” and Servrce Aopoal '

. bearing. *No. 10015/2020 - titled Ma]|d Ullah : Versus

Supermtendent of. Pohce qus Peshawar and two others" are

accepted and the appetlants are remstated in service w:th all

back benefits. Partles are Ieft to bear thelr own costs Fi Ie be
consigned to the. record room.

ANNOUNCED

14.09.2021" | - N ./ .

L

(SALAH-UD-B om)

u R MEMBER (JUDICIAL)

(ATIQ-UR-REHMAN WAZIR)
MEMBER (EXECUTIVE)

K . - N '\.'.(. 22
P (RN nd hrveyiee WY sty o,
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To,

1. Superintendent of Police, Headquarters, Peshawar -
2. Capital City Police Officer, Peshawar
3. Provincial Police Officer, KP, Peshawar

Subject: COMPLIANCE OF JUDGMENT DATED 14.09.2021
" PASSED BY HON’BLE KP SERVICE TRIBUNAL IN SA
NO.10014/2020 ’

Sir, |

Please comply with the judgment dated 14.09.2021
passed by Hon'ble Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 'Service Tribunal,
Peshawar in SA No.10014/2020 in its letter and spirit and also-

to consider this compliance letter as my arrival report.

(Certified copy of judgment is attached)

Thanking you
Appellant
) Hamid Khan §/o Niaz Ali
~ - Constable No.5193™

CCP, Peshawar

Cell: 0345-9896810
Dated: 15.10.2021
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF PAKISTAN
(Appellate ]urwdlctlon)

CPLA No. £ Q— P /2021

!

Superintendent of Police, Headquarters,
. Peshawar & Others

= -PETITIONERS
VERSUS =~ = '

Hamid Khan .

o Ty . |
i . L

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tnbumzl
. S Do . Peshawar .
_ Counsel for Petitioner  : . ° Advocate Geneml KPK, Peshawar
Instituted by - - Moin-ud-Din Humayun, AOR

- Appeal from.
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF PAKISTAN
(Appellate Iurlsdlcuon) N

CPLANO.__4$3- P /2021 -

l ’ N
-Superintendent of Police, Headquarters,

Peshawar & Others . - L
' o --PETITIONERS
 VERSUS
Majid Ullah - S RESPONDENT
Appeal from . T ¢ Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal,
- o , Peshawar
Counsel for Petitioner  : Advocate General KPK, Peshawar -
- Instituted by : Moin-ud-Din Humayun, AOR
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!N THB SUP&EMB CQUR:I: OF PAKISTAN ,

(Appellate Iurisdiction)

CPLA NO. é(k P ok
. »
: Superintendent of Pohce, Headquarters, i

Peshawar & Others : LT
: | L ' | -~ PETITIONERS
'VERSUS ’
- . Lugman =~ . " 4ee———eRESPONDENT
N - Appeal from . : Khybe}Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal,
. o - Peshawar
Counsel for Petitioner Advocate General ,KPK, Peshawar

- Instituted by © ¢ Moin-ud-Din Humayun, AOR
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ORDER

Ex-Constable Hamid Khan No0.5193 was awarded major
punishment of dismissal from service by the then SP HQrs vide OB
No.892 dated 17.03.2020 on the charges of involvement in crum:nal
case vide. FIR No. 396 dated 24. 02 2020 u/s 365-A PS Chamkanl ’

In. thts regard he was filed- departmental appeal before'_
appellate .authority against above punishment orders which was
reJected/ﬁIed by the then CCPO Peshawar- vide No.812-17/PA- dated.
10 07 2020

Bemg aggrieved of the orders, Ex Constable Ham:d Khan
- No. 5193 instituted a service appeal No. 10014/20 title as Ham:d Khan

‘versus Superintendent of Police HQrs Peshawar and two others. before

the Honourable Service Tribunal Peshawar. The Honourable Service
‘Tribunal vide its judgment passed on 14.09.2021 has orderec that
"the instant service appeal as well as connected service appeal
bearing No0.10014/2020 titled Hamid Khan versus
Superintendent of Police HQrs: Peshawar and two others and
. service appeal bearing No.10015/2020 titled Majid Ullah versus
Superintendent of Police HQrs Peshawar and two others are

accepted and the appellants are re-instated in service with all
back benefits.”

In light of the Tribunal Judgment,.DSP Legal opinion & kind
approval of W/CCPO, Ex-Constable Hamid Khan No.5193 is hereby re-
instated in service with all back benefits subject to the decision of
CPLA which is still subjudice in the Apex Court.

SUPERINTE NT OF POLICE

A HEADQUARTERS, PESHAWAR
OB.NO.__/{)  “/Dated J /_/ /202}2 . L
No. 20 =2 & /PA/SP/dated Peshawar the 83 10/ /2029,

Cppy of.above is forwarded for information & n/actson to:

The Capital City Police Officer, Peshawar.

DSP/HQrs, Peshawar.

Pay Office, ‘ -
OASI, CRC & FMC along-with complete departmental flle
Ofﬁcnals concerned.
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