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Execution Petition 242/2021

30" May, 2022

|
|
|

Non for the petiti01|1er present. Mr. Kabir Ullah Khattak,

Additional Advocate General alongwith Mr. Muhammad Raziq,

Reader for respondenfs present.

Representative of I;the respondents produced a copy of
order OB. No. 10dated O3_.dl.2022 bearing endorsemeént No, 12-
19/PA/SP dated 03.01.2022 whereby in compliance of the
judgment of the Tribunal, thie petitioner was reinstated in service
with all back benefits subje?ct to the decision of CPLA which is
said to be pending before thi.e»august S‘upreme Court of Pakistan.
Since the ordef of the TLribunai has been complied with,

i
therefore, the instant execu‘tion petition is disposed . off in the

-above terms. Consign. ’

Pronounced in open court in Peshawar and given under my

~ hand and seal of the T ribunc"zl this 3 0" day of May, 2022

(Kali Arshad Khan)
Chairman
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ORDER - " S

J
Ex-Constable 'Lugman No0.2739 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 criminal
case vide FIR N0.396 dated 24.02.2020 u/s 365-A PS Chamkani.

In this ‘rega'rd he waé filed departmental appeal beforél

appellate authority ‘against above punishment orders which was

_ reJected/ﬂIed by the then CCPO Peshawar V|de No.812- 17/PA dated
- 10.07.2020. . _ , .

- Being aggrleved of the orders, Ex- Constable Luqman

" No.2739 instituted a service appeal No. 10013/20 title as Lugman Khan

versus Superintendent of Police HQrs Peshawar and two others before

.- the Honourable Service Tribunal Peshawar. The Honourable Service
- Tribunal vide its ]udgment passed on 14.09.2021 has ordered that
. "the instant service appeal as well as connected service appeal

bearlng ‘N0.10014/2020 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 beneflts ”

In light of the Tribunal Judqment DSP Legatl opinion & kind
aooroval of W/CCPO, Ex-Constable Lugman No0.2739 is hereby re-
instated in service with all back benefits subject to the decision of
CPLA which is still subjudice in the Apex Court.

\ SUPERINT -oEﬂ?TiipOLIcs

HEADQUARTERS PESHAWAR ,

OB. NO. “2 / Dated (’; / / /202‘2
No. [2— /&g /PA/SP/dated Peshawar the@.3 / Z /20201,‘

Copy of above is forwarded for mformatlon & n/actlon to:

The Capital City Police Offtcer Peshawar.
DSP/HQrs, Peshawar.
Pay Office,

OASI, CRC & FMC a!ong with complete departmental file.
OffiClaIS concerned.

N
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13.12.2021 Petitioner in person present. Mr. Kabirullah Khattak, Addl:

AG for respondents present.

Learned AAG seeks t'me to submit implementazion report on
the next date of hearing. Adjourned. To _tome up for

I

implemertation report on 02.02.2022 before S.B/

(MIAN MU-AMMAD)
MEMBER (E)

02.02.2022 Junicr of learned counse! for the petitioner present. Mr.
Muhammad Adeel Butt, Add: AG for respcndents present.
Preliminery arguments could not be heard due tc learned Member

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

proceedings on 22.03.2022 before S.B.

. Reader

23.03.2022 Coursel for the petitioner present. Mr. Kebirullah Khattak,
Addl: AG alongwith Mr. Aziz Shah, Reader for th2 respondents
present.

Lea-ned counsel for the petitioner see<s adjournment.
Adjourned. “o come up for implementation repcrt on 30,05.2022
before S.B.

A

(MIAN MUI—]AM%

M EMBER(E)
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FORM OF ORDER SHEET
‘Coqrtoff' N S _'
Etxecut'ion;vPeji_tioﬁ No. - 2[4? /2021
S.No-. Date of order Ord‘erlor other proceedings with signature of judge
proceedings
1 2 3
1 20.10.2021 The execution petition of Mr. Lugman submitted today by Mr.
Saad Ullah Khan Marwat Advocate may be entered in the relevant
register and put up to the Court for properprder please.
REGISTRAR W
9. This execution petition be put up before S. Bench on
12 1>
By vattod
CH N
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.




P B
T+ SL % SRR

BEFORE THE KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR'

Misc Pett: No._Xl/2/ /2021

. Lugman ” versus . Superintendent & Others
INDEX
S.# ~ Description of Documents Annex| Page
Memo of Misc Petition -~ . = = | 1-2 :
2. Copy of Appeal dated 27- 08 2020 A" | 3-6
3. | Copy ofJudgment dated 14-09-2021 - 7-11
4. | Compliance letter dated 15-10—2021 “cro| 12
Applicant

--'I*hrzdugh ' o
e LM el

(Saadullah Khan Marwat)
- Advocate .
21-A Nasir Mension,
' _ : ~Shoba Bazar, Peshawar.
Dated: 20-10-2021 S Ph: 0300-5872676



BEFORE THE KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR
Misc Pett: No. H‘Z’fzoz;
CIN

S.A. No. 10013/20

Lugman S/O Mehraban Shah, -
Constable No. 2739,

Capital City Police,

Peshawar

1. Superintendent of Police,
Hgrs: Pes_haWar.

2. - Capital City Police Officer,
Peshawar.

3. Provincial Police Officer,

Peshawar. . .. ... ... ... . ... .. .. ... ... Respondents

APPLICATION FOR IMPLEMENTATION OF _THE

JUDGMENT _DATED 14-09-2021 OF THE HON’BLE

TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR:

Respectfully Sheweth:

1. That on 27-08-2020, applicant filed appeal before this hon’ble
Tribunal for reinstatement in service. (Copy as annex “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

- “The instant Service Appeal as well as connected Service
Appeal-‘bearing No. 10014/20 titled Hamid Khan Versus
Superintendent of Police Hagrs: Peshawar and two others

~and service appeal bearing No. 10015/2020 titled Majid
Ullah Versus‘Superintendent;of Police Hgrs: Peshawar and
two others are accepted and. the appellants are reinstated
in service with all back benefits.”. (Copy as annex “B")



3. That on 21-09—2021‘ and 15-10-2021 not only applicant but the‘
Registrar of the hoh’ble Tribunal remitted the same to respondents
: fpr compliance but so for no favo!rable action was taken there and
then and the Judgment of the hon’ble Trlbunal was put in @ waste -
- box. (Copy as annex “C")

J——. —_— e

4, That the respondents are not eomplying with the judgment of the
' hon’ble Trlbunal in letter and splrlt and flouts .the same with

disregard, so are liable to be proceeded agamst the Contempt of
Court Law for punishment.

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

! OR
_ In the alternate, respondeﬁts be proceeded for contempt of
court and they be punished in accordance with Law.

Applicant

Thropgh‘ é/M 2{&‘»—*

Saadullah Khan Marwat

(-

Arbab Saif—uI-KamaI

¢

‘ h Amjad Nawaz
Dated: 20-10-2021 ¢ Advocates




KP, Peshawar

] 2057

1. That appel!ant was enlisted in servmce as Foot Constable in the year

Tre—ane

ook STEAQY.

§% IS Ly

el t ‘A

‘Luqm'aﬂ‘ S/0 Mehrabén Shah |
R/0 Nisata Char'éadda,

Ex. F. Constable No. 2739,
PS; Tatara Peshawar

S.A No.jou |L">_'/

~ Versus

Superintendent of Police,

Hgrs: Peshawar.

Capital City Police Officer,

Peshawar.

Provincial Police Officer, | L

..... ... ............... Respondents

W
L
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APPEAL U/S 4 OF SERVICE. TRIBUNAL Ar"" : ‘1-974

service.

mitved fo —&ry

AGAINST OB, NO. 892 DATED 17-03-2020 OF R NO.
01, WHEREBY APPELLANT WAS DISMISSED FROM
SERVICE OR OFFICE ORDER NO. 812- 17 / PA DATED
10-07-2020 _OF _R.. NO. _ 02 WHEREBY
REPRESENTATION OF APPELLANT WAS REJECTED
FOR NO LEGAL REASON:

K AP CHC ESINL mEI AR B D Ur L >IN
8- B B

’ éégectfuily Sheweth; '

2013 and served the department t||| the date of d1sm|ssal from
A FESTED

reer Tt
.-;f_ “rE ‘1 o u'r-wQ .




That jon 24-02-2020 complainant Muhammad. Sharif S/O Ghulam

i

| . e ) i
Rasool R/O Talagung Distrlct Chakwal presently l<h‘~azana Sugar Mill
Peshawar lodged report in PS Chamkam agamst unknown persons
u/s 3l35A PPC by snatchmg huge amount from hlrn (Copy as annex
“A”) | ‘I - _ | B

Lo

That on 26 02- 7020 appellant was suspended from service by R.
No. 01 (Copy as armex "§") A A N

l : . . . .

l
That on 26 02-2020, appellant Was served wnth Charge Sheet along

with Eatatement of Allegatlon to the affect -

“Thab you FC Luqman No. 2739 FC Majld No.. 5668 and FC Hamid

NO. 5193 were involved in a rrnmmal case meht|0hed above which.

amounts to gross ml conduct on his part ahd is against the

dlSCIDlIl‘le of Lhr. force The sald Charge Sheet was not served upon

hlm, 50 d|d not reply the same. (Copy as annex “C )
]I -

That ‘|ln -faCt the occurrehce was of 22-02-2020 which was altered

into J‘4 02 2020 (cuttmg seems qu:te ewdent) oy the local police,
yet appellaht etc, WE’le lal<en lnto custody on 22_93'_2020 and not
on 24 02- 2020 SO after re]ectlon of Bail Appllcat:OFl from the court
of law, aprl)roached to Peshawau High Court Peshawar for release on
bail on O4<03—2Q20. ('.Copyas annex_“‘D, Y

That Eanquhy report was ﬁrl‘aliz-ed‘ by Deputy Superlrltendeht of Police
(Security) Civil . Secuetarlat Peshawar who submntted the same
before the authority on. 10-03- 2020 For onward action. The enguiry

l
was rjot conducted as per the mandate of. Iaw (Copy as annex "E")

That 1cm 10 03-2020, appellant was served W|th l'lnal Show Cause

Notlce whlch was not replled as’ at the same tlme he was in Jail.
(CODlES as annex NERC G") L ’ P

That on 11-03- 2020 R No. 01 wrote letter tb Inquwy Officer that
enquury‘was conducltcd in haphazard manner which wculd give

beneflt to the ac cused in appeal for remstateme‘ht in service. (Copy
as annex “H")

That on 13 03- 2020 appellant was . released on ba|| by the hon'ble

|
Peshawar ngh Court Peshawar (Cop»y,as annex Ty




10.

11.

12,

GRouMps

)

That on. 16 03- 2020 Inqulry Offlcer did try to rectlfy

in enqwry (Copy as anneg( “J"
H &

That lon. 17-03-2020,. appella'nt was dismissed from service under
- . ‘ ,
Police Rules 1975 by R. No. O1. (Copy as annex “l<")‘

That on 1l3 04-2020, appellant submltted representat:on before R.
No. 02 for relnstaternent in service whsch was rejected on 10-07- 7/

2020; Copy of the same was réceived from the office on 24-08-
2020/ (Coples as annex a & "M") A .

Hence this- appeal, inter alia, on the following grou_nds:—
b :

1

I . .
That | the story narrated by the complalnant as well as by the
department is. totally against the: facL The complalnant as well as the
respopdents relied upon VldCO regaldlng abductlon of the compiainant

clearly shows that he in presence of another pollce officials sit in the

vehlcle at hls own dlS(_l‘ethFl and was never abducted by the appellant
_.1 :

That lCOl'TlDlall’lal'lt seems to be highly player as he himself is involved

in suc.h llke cases.
l

That enqunry was:. not conducted as per the mandate of law because
l

when; the eanlry report was submltted to the authorlty for onward
1

actlon agalnst the appellant he pomted out nurnerous deficiencies in
the same.
That appellant was, arrested on 22-02-2020. He ‘was at the same time

belng the bar but no Charge Sheet or Staternent of Allegations was

served upon hlm in the Jail.

a

/e \‘That '3as and when Flnal Show Cause Notlce is served upon the

defaulter it is mandatory for the authorlty to supply him whole
proceedlnqs of the enqutry but ‘in the case in hand the same lacks

deSplte the fact that at Lhe same tlme appellant was in Jail, so he was

unable to ;ubmlt comprehenswe reply to the" ‘lnal Show Cause Notice.
. [ i

1 "9-‘ PP P PR L e ()

That no Statempnt of any witnesses was lecorded in the presence of
|
appellant nor he was affoxded opportunlty of cross examination, being
|

mandatory . . ‘

the deficiency /2% .

LI
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|

That the matter was not dealt with as per the mahd_ate of law, so is of
£ : . T
no Iegal:eﬁlﬁect.

That | complainant: is habltual in adverse: acttvntnes and makes

comp amLs to mint money From hus appcarance m .the video he does
not seem to be @e»n’te“s '

! x

That Nho|e of the story narrated in the FIR is mampulated concocted

o

and based on malaﬁde =

-

1t is,-therefore, mos't humbly préyed that on acéeptance of appeal,
order dated 17-03- 2020 and -10-07-2020 of the respondents be set

aside and appellant be reinstated in service with .all consequential
benefilts wuth such other relief as may be deemed proper and just in
cxrcumstancea ‘of the case

: Appella’nt

o.

- : 5 , Through /? ),’,,___,L el
: o | B | Saadullah Khan Magwat
T e
o _ S Arbab Saiful Kamal
-Al S//:%/ \’/,,————

' i jad Nawaz
Dated 25-08-2020 _ : Advocates.

7
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICES TRIBUNAL,
L PESHAWAR.

,
N
o

Servsce Appeal No. 10013/2020

Date of Instltutlon 27.08.2020’ |
‘Date of Decision .. 14.09.202}

Luqman S/o Mehraban Shah R/o Nisata Charsadda,
Ex F. Constable No. 2739, PS Tatara Peshawar.

... (Appellant)
VERSUS S

Superintendent of Police, Hqrs: Peshawar and two others.

(Resp.dndents)

- -

Mr. ARBAB SAIF-UL- KAMAL

Advocate ---~ . For appellant.

MR. RIAZ AHMED PAINDAKHEL

A55|stant Advocate General — For respondents.

MR. SALAH-UD-DIN - R
MR. ATIQ-UR-REMMAN WAZIR

MEMBER (JUDICIAL)
-~ MEMBER (EXECUTIVE)

t

JUDGMENT:

SALAH-UD-DIN, MEMBER:=  Through  this  single

N Judgment we intend to dispose of the instant ser\uce appeal
S

— / as well as connected Service appeal bearing No. 10014/2020
-—j—“__:—:_-__ tltled "Hamid Khan - Versus Superintendent of Pohce Hars:

Peshawar and two others” ~and Service Appea! bearing. No. -

10015,?020 titled “Mapd Ultah Versus Supermtc.ndent of

Pollre Hars: Peshawar and two others”, as similar questions

of Iaw and facts are involved in all the appeals

2 The appellants in all the three appeals were proceeded

agamst departmentaily on the allegatlons that they . were

mvoived m a criminal case: reg'stered wde FIR No 396 dated'.

5'@35
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24 02 2020 under section 3&(%!1% Station Chamkant On
conclus;on of inguiry, vide separate orders dated 17, 03 2020 :
passed by ‘the competent Authorrty, the appellants were
drsmnssed from service. The appellants filed separate
departmental appeals however the same were also dlsmlssed

hence the instant servuce appeals

3.:'  Notices were |ssued to the respondents who submitted

‘their comments, whereln they refuted the contentions of the
appellants

4'._;;;: Learned- counsel for’ the appellants has- contended that

on conclu5|on of the mqwry proceedings, the inquiry report'
was sent to the competent Authorrty, however he was bent
upon awardlng of penaity to the appellants, therefore Vlde
order dated. 11.03. 2020 he while pointing out certain
def:oencres in the- mqurry proceedlngs returned back the
matter to the inquiry offlcer for conductmg proper inquiry; that
nelther durlng the mqurry nor during the re- |nqu|ry, the
appellants were in any way associated with the lnqwry
proceedmgs that admittedly the statement of the- complainant
or any other wrtness were not recorded during the mqurry and
no incriminating material whatsoever was collected in support
of the allegations against’ the appellants that in the
subsequent mqulry report, the inquiry officer has not at all
mentloned that the charges against the appelfants stood
proved that on recerpt of the ingquiry report; no final show-

cause notices were |ssued to the appellants, thereby depriving

them of opportunity of defense as well as personal hearing; .- .

~that the appeilants have already been acqwtted by the learned

Judge Anti-Terrorism Court Peshawar vide order. dated'

09 02. 2021, therefore the very ground, which formed basis

for: awardlng punishment to the appellants has vanished away
Rellance was placed on PLD 2003 Supreme Court 187 PLD
2010 Supreme Court 695 as well ag judgment of this Trlbunal

rendered in Service Appeal beanng No. 1025/2017 decided on

03.07.2018. M*“t‘tfsvm

N /é/ﬂulidl‘\kll
Servidd Sxibuu..vl
Pesiis avwar
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‘ S'.’Z - On the Other ‘hand,

learned Assistant Advocate General-
for‘ the respondents

has contended that departmental':
proceedmgs dlfferent from crlmlnal proceedmgs therefore

mere acquittal of the appellants in the criminal case cannot be
considered as ground for therr €xoneration in the departmental
proceedings conducted' agajnst the appellants: that the
complalnant of the crlmmallcase was belonglng to District
Talagang falling in Punjab Province, therefore, it cannot be
presumed that the complainant of the crlmlnal case was
havmg any l“ -well with the | ‘appellants; that . regular mqusry
was conducted in the matter by .complying all legal as well as
codal formalatles and the appeliants - were afforded ample
opportunltres of thelr defense that the appellants remalned
mdulged in illegal activities ofi moral turpltude and the charges
agaanst them stood proved inja- proper legal inquiry, therefore
they have rightly been dismissed- from service. Reliance was
placed on 2021 PLC (C. S) 587, 2005 SCMR 1802, 2006 SCMR
L+ 2547as well as judgment dated 28.10.2016 of this Tribunal,

\Q:M:_ﬂ_/-;. rendered in  Service Appeals - bearing No.  1493/2013,
::.._L~ Sl 1494‘/2013 and 1495/2013. i |
6. . * We have heard the arguments of learned counsel for the

partles and have perused thelrecord

7. A perusal of the record would - show that Niaz

Muhammad, the then Deputy Superlntendent of Police

-(Securlty) Civil Secretanat Peshawar was appointed as mqulry
offlcer who submitted his report to the competent Authorlty
on 10 03. 2020 and final show- cause Notices were also issued

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

competent
instead of proceedlng further wrth the matter,
returned back the inquiry to the inquiry offncervude order
dated 11.03.2020 ‘with  the observations, which"are
summarlzed as below:- l D '

i) The statement of the comp/amant/abductee
' as well as statements of the accused appe//ants
‘fﬁ‘ were not recorded dur/ng the inquiry.

Krnhu oy hrut Jayy

\u \uc !uhtux.u
A osiiE AV
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, report were not val
R

o

-

i) The mqwry officér was supposed to make

: identification of the accused/appe//ants from the
= comp/amant/abductee

ifi)  The photograph of the appellants showrng'
their preésence in the motorcar in which the.

complainant was abducted was not attached Wwith
the inquiry report,

" The subsequent report dated 16 03. 2020 sent by the
rnqwry off:cer to the competent Authority would show that the
inQuiry ofﬂcer could not record statement of the
complamant/abductee as he was not traceabie Moreover; A
instead of recording statements of any witnesses in- support of
charges against the appellants, the inquiry officer chose a
shortcut and annexed photocopies of statementsfof some of
the:.witnesses recorded by the investigation officer in the
criminal case. S|m:|arly, mstead of annexmg the a!leged.
photograph of the appellants showing- their presence in the
mdtorcar in "which the comp!annant was abducted, the
photographs of the vehicle in which the complalnant was

~allegedly abducted, were attached w:th the -inquiry, wnthout

mentioning that the appellants are havmg any ‘nexus with the
vehicle shown in the photographs. ‘Moreover, the appellants
have not been provided any opportunity of cross- examnnatnon
which has created material dent in the rnquury proceed:ngs

9. The available record also does not show that the copies

.of the mqurry reports were provrded to the appellants and: an

opportumty of personal hearmg was afforded to them. On
recelpt of the finding of the 1nqu:ry officer on 16, 03 2020, the
appellants were straight away dlsmlssed by the competent
authonty vide the lmpugned order dated 17.03. 2020, without

-issuing of . show cause . notices to them. This Trlbuna! has

already held in numerous judgments that the issuance of final
show cause notice along with the mqwry report is-must under

APollce Rules, 1975. Reliance is also placed on the Judgment

delivered by august Supreme Court of Pakistan . ‘reported as
PLD 1981 SC-176, wherein it has been held that rules devoid |

of ‘provision of final show cause notlce along with inquiry

id rules. Non issuance. of the ﬁnaf show

[R‘TF @*TFP@/ @



cause notices and non- suppfy of coples of the flndlngs of the
inguiry officer to the appellants has caused mlscarrlage of
Justlce as in such a sutuatron the appellants ‘were not in a
DOSItiOl‘\ to properly defend ‘themselves in respect of the
allegations leveled agalnst them Moreover the appellants
have already been acquttted by the Iearned Judge Anti-
Terrorusm Court Peshawar V|de order . dated 09.02, 2021
therefore the very ground which formed basis for awarding
‘ punushment to the appellants has vanlshed away

10. In view of the foregomg dlscu55|on the instant service
appeal as well -as connected Service appeal bearing No.
10014/2020 titled "Hamid Khan Versus Superlntendent of
Police, Hgrs: Peshawar ‘and two others” and Service Appeal
bearing No. 10015/2020 titled “Majid Ullah Versus
Supenntendent of Pollce Hars: Peshawar and two others”, are
accepted and the appellants are remstated in service with all
back benefits. Parties are left to bear their own' costs. File be
consigned to the record room

ANNOUNCE‘D - | - W
14.09.2021 o \ 7,

(SA‘L‘ AF-UD-DIR N)

u o | MEMBER (JUDICIAL)
(ATIQ-UR-REHMAN WAZIR) et Mf‘ /zo
MEMBER (EXECUTIVE) pate of Prescatation o
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To,

N\

1. Superintendent of Police, Héadqtia‘rters, Peshawar
2. Capital City Police Officer, Peshawar
3. Provincial Police Officer, KP, Peshawar

Subject: COMPLIANCE OF JUDGMENT DATED ]4.09.2021
PASSED BY HON ‘BLE KP SERVICE TRIBUNAL IN SA
NO.10013/2020

Sir,

Please comply with the judgment dated 14.09.2021

- passed by Hon’'ble Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal,
Peshawar in SA No.10013/2020 in its letter and spirit and al'sov
to consider this compliance letter as my arrival report.

(Certified copy of judgment is attached)

Thénking you

Appell ant
'

Luqman S/o Mehraban Shah
Constable No.2739
CCP, Peshawar

Cell: 0344-8156615
Dated: 15.10.2021. '
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IN THB SUPBBME COUR:! OF PAKISTAN
" | (Appellate ]urisdiction) e

!

CPLANO 88/~ L /2021_

Superintendent of Pohce, Headquarters,

Peshawar & Others : oo
' . -f-Q-—-—-PETITIONERS
- "VERSUS *
~ . Lugman = . " 4e————RESPONDENT
Appeal from ¢ Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal,
: . o -+ Peshawar
Counsel for Petitioner : Advocate General ,KPK, Peshuwar '
Instituted by . © ¢ Moin-ud-Din Humayun, AOR
)
3
t ’
3
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IN 7 THE SUPREME COURT. OF PAKISTAN
(Appellate ]urlsdlctlon) :

CPLA NO. A( 2 - P /2021

Supermtendent of Pohce, Headquarters,
. 'Peshawar & Others o

~PETITIONERS
VERSUS . '

HamidKhan - - - RESPONDENT

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Serwce Tnbunal
- - .. Peshawar .

o Counsel forPetitioner _ ¢ Advocate General KPK, Peshawar =~
' Instituted by o, Moin-ud-Din Humayun, AOR

. Appeal from o ;
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF PAKISTAN
(Appellate ]urlsdlctlon)

CPLA NO 483 - P /2021

Superlntendent of Police, Headquarters,

Peshawar & Others :
—~—--——----PETITIONERS
VERSUS
Majid Ullah = " eRESPONDENT
Appeal from . O : Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Trtb:mal
o ' Peshawar

Counsel for Pet_'iﬁoner : Advocate General KPK, Peshawar =~
- Instituted by o Moin-ud-Din Humayun, AOR
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