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'V-v BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. 7269/2021

16.07.2021Date of institution

Mubarak AN, Ex-Constable No. 5951, Capital City Police, Peshawar.

VERSUS

The Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar and two
others.

ORDER
30.06.2022

Appellant namely Mubarak AN in person present. Mr. Ahmad

Jan, S.I (Legal) alongwith Mr. Asif Masood AN Shah, Deputy District

Attorney for the respondents present.

Appellant stated at the bar that as he has been reinstated in

service vide order dated 02.06.2022 passed by Additional Inspector

General of Police, HQrs: Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar, therefore.

he wants to withdraw the instant service appeal. In this respect, he

submitted an application, which is placed on file.

In view of the above, the appeal in hand stands dismissed as

withdrawn. Parties are left to bear their own costs. File be consigned

to the record room.

ANNOUNCED

730.06.2022

(ROZIN^EHMAN) 

MEM^R (JUDICIAL)
(SALAH-UD-DIN) 

MEMBER (JUDICIAL)
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S',ORDER
V

This order is hereby passed to
PakM™khw.Po,ic..R.„,,„5 (amended 20,4) subnd.ted by Ex-FC Muha.ak - 

pc , - ^sndssed n-o. service by Sepcr;„.ehde,.. cf Police, HQre: Pesbawar vide OB No 3540

appeal was rejected'fy Capital City Poll
02.d2..2021. ■■ ' ‘

dispose of Revision Petition under Rule 11-A of Khyber

AM No. 5951. The

elated

Banamari Peshawar. His 
No. 290-94/pa. dated

ion
Officer^ Peshawar vide order Endst;ice

M
f ;;;Meeting Of Appellate Board 

Petitid'nei- contnded that he'wa^ 

dated 27,07.2021.

was held on ,19.05,3022 wherein petitioner was heard in person 
acquitted by the court of .ludicial M.ngistrate-I, Peshawar vide JudgmentI; i

y'™-''’fj^dSment revealed th.a, the pistol in question were purchased from
to er v,de tnvoice No. i960 dated 23.1,.2020. Zafar & Sons Arhtory dealer. That the 

Wahab has also produced the said invoice to the local police whieh'shows that ,h

armory in the name of Pak Star Arms Dealer, Moreover, 
of law leveled againsl the accusing facing trial is not applicable.

In vte\y,of the: judgment passed by thei Judicial Magislrate-I, 
that the petitioner is hereby re-instated in

an authorized 
eo-accused Abdul 

e accused facing trial is 
r, as per judgment the section

dealing busines.s in the

Peshawar, the Board decided 
as well as intervening period toservice and the period of absence

be treated as leave of kjnd due, if any oivhis credit.
;

Sd/-
SABJR AHMED, PSP

Additional Inspector General of Police, 
HQrs. Khyber Pakhtunkhwa. Pe.shawar.

- ' /2n22.

.j

s///?.3,3^2g /22, dated Peshawar, (he 3, ^3 ^No.
I

Copy of the above is forwarded to the:

^ filTof Koll, one F,nuii 1.4issal and one enquiry
' ' i '03 It oniT- received..vide your office Memo: No. 2970/CRC Led

- ^3 "-2021 IS returned herewith for your office record.
S’ikC.annf '2. Superintendent of Police, HQrs. Peshawar,

^--------- _3j_, PSO to IGP/Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, CPO Pesh
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar 
^^G^NQrs; Khyber Pakhtunkhwa. Peshawar.

•’•••*oc__UZZr E-JV CPO Peshawar
......

I '"M .OS........ ^
= .j/

COPawar.
O'B Mo 
Data

pos'itO'.varr

;■

f

irx-i •/
■

I LrD'
: ^l"w.Establishm 

For Inspector General of Police, 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

r//r/. ' 'o
yP '■ jicO ri£ •;V,r■
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^ POUCF officer,,PESHAWAR

the Peshawar dated Si.% 
actionTo the?-‘’°''^ information and.necl

1. DSP/HQrs Peshawar
2. Pay Officer 
^ OASI
4. FMC & I/C Computer Ceil

r

,/2022. .

issary
?■

j ’

k\

(Zafar Ahm
for capital crp SP/HQrs

LICE OFFICER,
-^jJJESHAWAR
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25.04.2022 Counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Kabirullah Khattak, 

Add!: AG alongwith Mr. M. Razig, HC for respondents present.

. Written reply/comments on behalf of respondents submitted 

which is placed on file. A copy of the same is handed over to the 

learned counsel for the appellant. To come up fot^ejoinder as 
well as arguments on 26.05.2022 beforei^B. / \

(MIAN MUHAMMAD) , - 
MEMBER(E)

26"’ May, 2022 Counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Noor Zaman, 

District Attorney for respondents present.

Learned counsel for the appellant seeks time to further 

prepare the brief Adjourned. To come up for arguments on 

30.06.2022 before D;B.

(Kalim Arshad Khan) 
Chairman

(Fareeha Paul) 
Member(E)

1
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^ Appe'lant In person present'M'. Kabirlillah Khattak, AddI: AG
-

16.12.2021 ■
,: for official respondlrits present. “ ■ 

. .■ .1 -

‘iv-. •rewritten repiy/comments-vnot-subnitted. Learned AAG seeks
•>. s''

tirne tp',<xint;pct >the :?respon(^ts; for,vspbrni3sion of written

up for writtenreply/cocnments.vAdlourned.'-'Jo' * come;

reply/conments^oh G7.02.2022 befp-e S.B:
4 » -■* ■ i A. t

/■'

* i
:

% ,

IKIAN MUHAMMAD) 
MEMBER (E)

✓

;sp' :V

» * ^ .»■ ■" cr -'uSi ^ - 

Cue to retirement of the Hon'cbe Chairman, the case is 

adjourned ■jd 08.04;5022 befo-e S.B fo' 'he same

1
4

07.02.2022

. t

Reader

08.04.2022 Learnso counsel fcr the appellant present Mr. Kabirullah 

Knattak, Add!: AG clone with Mr Muhammad Raziq, HC for 

respondents present.

V^^itten reply/commerts rot submittec. Representative of 

the respondents seeks time to submit the same an the next date. 

Adjojrnec. Tc come up for written 'epiy/comments on 

25.04.2022 before S.B

I

r

0/UAN MUHAMMAD) 
MEMBER(E)

/
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Mubarak Ali 7269/2021 ; .
V. *

Learned couhseL-fo'r- the - appel.laht present. Preliminary arguments01.10.2021
heard.

Learned , counsel for-' the-'appellant-while ^opening his arguments 

contended 'that the ..appellant was'.nominated in , FIR No. 1591 dated 

23.11.2020 PS Banamari District Peshawar. The appellant was released on 

bail in the said criminal case by the competent court of law vide order 
dated 25.11.2020. However, the’department passed the impugned order 
on 29.12.2020 awarding him the major penalty of dismissal from service. 
The appellant preferred departmental.appeal which was also rejected/filed 

on 02.02.2021. The ■ appellant, also submitted Revision Petition on 

08.02.2021 but the same was also rejected on 30.06.2021, hence, the 

instant service appeal filed in the Service Tribunal on 16.07.2021. It was 

further contended that the appellant^in terms of CSR-194, was required to 

have been placed under suspension till culmination of proceedings in 

criminal case against him. Moreover, the appellant has been condemned 

unheard as no charge sheet/statement of allegations or show cause notice 

issued. He has never been associated in the enquiry proceedings, if so 

conducted by the respondents. The impugned orders are therefore liable 

to be set aside and the appellant reinstated in service with all back and 

consequential benefits.
Points raised need consideration. The appeal is provisionally 

admitted to regular hearing, subject to all just and legal objections. The 

Appellbnt Deposiifidf appellant is directed to deposit security and process fee within 10 days.
SeWt)' «^roc6ss Fed >

*^24^- Thereafter, notices be issued to the respondents for submission of written
■ ^ ----- repl^comments in office within 10 days after receipt of notices, positively.

If the written reply/comments are not submitted within the stipulated time 

or extension of time is not sought, the office shall submit the file with a 

report of non-compliance. File to come up for arguments on 16.12.2022 

before the D.B.

(Mian Muhamnlad) 
Member(E)
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FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Court of

\

72021Case No.-.

Order or other proceedings with signature of judgeDate of order 
proceedings

S.No.

321

The appeal of Mr. Mubarak Ali resubmitted today by Mr. Taimur All 

Khan Advocate may be entered in the Institution Register and put up to the 

Worthy Chairman for proper order please.

11/08/20211-

This case is entrusted to S. Bench for preliminary hearing to be put 

up there on ■
2-

ANCH

f

f ■
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL
PESHAWAR

SERVICE APPEAL NO. /2021

Mubarak Ali V/S Police Deptt:

INDEX

S.No. Documents Annexure P. No.
01 Memo of appeal 01-04 ,
02. Affidavit 05
03. Copy of FIR and bail order dated 

25.11.2020
A&B 06-07

04. Copy of order dated 29.12.2020 C 08
05. Copies of rejection order dated 

02.02.2021, revision and rejection of 
revision order dated 30.06.2021

D,E&F 09-11

06. Vakalat Nama 12

APPELLA

THROUGH:

(TAIMlM ALI KHAN) 
ADVOCATE HIGH COURT

Room No. FR 8, 4^''Flour, 
Bilour plaza, Peshawar cantt; 

Cell# 0333-9390916
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL

PESHAWAR

ICJivHer Vakhtukhwa 
S\.‘rvii:c Tribunal

SERVICE APPEAL NO 2xkP/2021
Diary No.

Dat(;d 7
Mubarak Ali, Ex-Constable, 5951, 
Capital City Police, Peshawar.

(APPELLANT)

VERSUS

1. The Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
2. The Capital City Police Officer, Peshawar.

3. The Superintendent of Police, Headquarters, Peshawar.

(RESPONDENTS)

APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF THE KHYBER 

PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNALS ACT, 1974 

AGAINST THE ORDER DATED 29.12.2020, WHEREBY THE 

APPELLANT WAS DISMISSED FROM SERVICE, AGAINST 

THE ORDER DATED 02.02.2021, WHEREBY THE 

DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL OF THE APPELLANT HAS BEEN 

REJECTED FOR NO GOOD GROUNDS AND AGAINST THE 

ORDER DATED 30.06.2021, WHEREBY THE REVISION OF 

THE APPELLANT HAS ALSO BEEN REJECTED FOR NO 

GOOD GROUNDS.

p ^PRAYER:
5 ft
6 ‘

II
THAT ON THE ACCEPTANCE OF THIS APPEAL, THE 

ORDER DATED 29.12.2020, 02.02.2021 AND 30.06.2021 MAY 

KINDLY BE SET ASIDE AND THE RESPONDENTS MAY 
I FURTHER BE DIRECTED TO REINSTATE THE APPELLANT 

INTO HIS SERVICE WITH ALL BACK AND 

a. CONSEQUENTIAL BENEFITS. ANY OTHER REMEDY 
^ WHICH THIS AUGUST TRIBUNAL DEEMS FIT AND 

APPROPRIATE THAT MAY ALSO BE AWARDED IN 

FAVOUR OF APPELLANT.

S.3
m»

0

i
y



€
RESPECTFULLY SHEWTH: 

FACTS:

1. That the appellant joined the department in the year 2009 and since his 

appointment, the appellant has performed his duty with great devotion 

and honesty, whatsoever assigned to him and no complaint has been 

filed against him regarding his performance.

2. That the appellant was falsely implicated in criminal case vide FIR 

No. 1591, dated 23.11.2020 u/s 15/17-AA PS Banamari, Peshawar and 

was arrested on spot. The appellant applied for bail which was granted 

by the learned Judicial Magistrate-IV Peshawar on 25.11.2020.
(Copies of FIR and bail order dated 25.11.2020 are attached as 

Annexure-A&B)

3. That after granting bail by the competent court of law, the appellant 
joined his duty and regularly performing his duty when respondent 
No.3 passed an order dated 29.12.2020, whereby the appellant 
dismissed from service without communicating charge sheet along 

with statements of allegations to the appellant, without conducting 

inquiry against the appellant and without issuing show cause notice to 

the appellant. (Copy of order dated 29.12.2020 is attached as 

Annexure- C)

4. That against the dismissal order dated 29.12.2020, the appellant filed 

departmental appeal, which was rejected for no good ground on 

02.02.2021, however, the appellant did not keep the copy of 

departmental appeal, which may be requisite from the department. 
The appellant then filed revision under 11-A of Police Rules-1975 

(amended in 2014) on 08.02.2021, which was also rejected on 

30.06.2021 for no good grounds. (Copies of rejection order dated 

02.02.2021,
30.06.2021 are attached as Annexure-D,E*&F)

5. That the appellant has no other remedy except to file the instant 
service appeal in this Honourable Tribunal on the following grounds 

amongst others.

was

revision and rejection of revision order dated

GROUNDS:

A. That the impugned orders dated 29.12.2020, 02.02.2021, and 

30.06.2021 are against the law, facts, rules, norms of justice and 

material on record, therefore, not tenable and liable to be set aside.



- J
B. That the appellant was never associated with the inquiry proceeding, 

if so conducted against the appellant, which is against the law, rules 

: and inquiry proceeding and as such the impugned orders are liable to 

. set aside on this ground alone.

C. That no opportunity of defence was provided to the appellant during 

inquiry proceeding ,if so conducted against the appellant, which is 

violation of Article-lOA of the Constitution of Pakistan.

D. That charge sheet and statement of allegations
communicated to the appellant, which is violation of law and rules.

were not

E. That show cause was not served to the appellant before passing the 

impugned order of dismissal form service, which is against the 

of justice and fair play.
norms

F. That even the inquiry report, if so conducted against the appellant, 
was not provided to the appellant, which is not permissible under the 
law.

G. That the appellant was falsely implicated in criminal case and as per 

Civil Service Regulations, 194-A, the appellant should be suspended 

till the conclusion of criminal case pending against him, but the 

appellant was dismissed from service without waiting to conclusion of 

criminal case pending against him, which is violation of CSR, 194-A.

H. That as per superior court Judgment that mere allegation of 

commission of an offence and registration of FIR against a person 

would not ispo facto made him guilty rather he would be presumed to 

be innocent until convicted by a competent court, but the appellant 
was dismissed from service merely on the basis of FIR in which he 

was also acquitted.

I. That the appellant has been condemned unheard and has not been 

treated according to law and rules.

J. That the appellant seeks permission to advance others grounds and 

proofs at the time of hearing.



- (*■

It is, therefore most humbly prayed that the appeal of the 

appellant may be accepted as prayed for.

APPELLANT
Mubarak^AH

THROUGH:

(TAIMCTrALI KHAN) 

ADVOCATE HIGH COURT

CERTIFICATE:
It is certified that no other similar service appeal between the parties has 

been filed earlier.



BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL
PESHAWAR

SERVICE APPEAL NO. /2021

Mubarak Ali V/S Police Deptt:

AFFIDAVIT

I, Mubarak Ali Ex-Constable, 5951, Capital City Police, Peshawar, 
(Appellant) do hereby affirm and declare that the contents of this service
appeal are true and correct and nothing has been concealed from this august 
Court.

7DEPONENT

Mubarak AH 

(APPELLANT)
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IN THE COURT OF NOOR UL
JUDICIAL MAGISTRATE-IV/MOD,

PESHAWAR.

FIR No. 1591 dated 23/11/2020 U/S 15/17AA OF Police
Station Bana Marhi, Peshawar

Order.
25/11/2020

Case file requisitioned and received being MOD. Be entered. 

APP Arbab Ahlisham for the State present. Accused/petitioner 

present tlirough counsel. Record is available before the court.

Accused/petitioner Mubarak Ali s/o Misbah Ul Din through 

instant application seeking their post arrest bail in above referred FIR. 

The accused/petitioner in the present case has been charged for

the recoveiy of pistols brieily mentioned in the FIR as well as 

Murasala.

Arguments heard and file perused. ^ —
From the perusal of record it is evident that no independenfrj^ 

witness has been attributed to support the version of police. The 

offences with which the accused/petitioner is charged does not fall 

within the prohibitory clause of section 497-Cr.PC. Grant of bail in 

cases not falling within the prohibitoi^ clause is a rule and its refusal 

an exception. As no exceptional circumstances exist which may 

warrant refusal of bail, hence, accused/petitioner is entitled to be 

enlarged on bail. Reliance in this respect be placed on PLD 2017 SC 

733.

, >

7

In view of the above, present application is accepted.

Accused/petitioner be released from custody subject to furnishing bail

bonds to the tune of Rs. 01 Lac/- with two sureties each in the like

amount to the satisfaction of this court/MOD. Requisitioned record be

returned to the quarters concerned while file of this court be

consigned to record room after completion.

Announced.
25/11/2020

Noor ttTl Haq
Judicial IvlAgistrate-IV 

Pe^aw'ar 
imOD)

n CERTIFIED TO BE TRUE copy’

(6
Cc.pying Court

Peshaws.c ^
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ORDER

This office order relates to the disposal of formal 
departmental enquiry against Constable Mubarak Ali No.5^51 of 
Capital City Police Peshawar on the allegations that he while posted at 
City Patrol Unit, Peshawar involved in criminal case vide FIR No.1591 
dated 23.11.2020 u/s 15/17-AA PS Bhana Mari.

In this regard, he was placed under suspension & issued 
charge sheet & summary of allegation. SDPO Suburb was appointed as 
E.O. He conducted the enquiry & submitted his'report/findings that the 
alleged official could not present any record which can prove him 
innocent and found guilty. The E.O further recommended major 
punishment for defaulter official vide Enquiry Report No.62/E/PA dated 
30.12.2020.

In the light of recomrnendations of E.O & other material 
available on record, the undersigned came to conclusion that the 
alleged official found guilty bofThg^ ir 
therefore dismissed from servi:e ik)

involved in criminal case. He is
der Police &. Disciplinary Rules-

1975 with immediate effect.

1L 1/ lA/]L

SUPERINTENDENT OF POllCE 
HEADQUARTERS, PESHAWAR

7 Dated Ml /2 /2020
^^--S^PA/SP/dated Peshawar the ^ / / 2^/2020

Copy of above is forwarded for information ,& n/action to:

^ Capital City Police Officer, Peshawar.
DSP/HQrs,.Peshawar.

A DSP Complaint/Enquiry 
v" Pay Office, OASI,
^ CRC & FMC along-with complete departmental file.

OB. NO.

No.

i



OFFICE OF TtfE
CAPITAL CITY POLldE OFFICER 

PESHlyVAR V
Phone No. 091-9210989 
Fax No. 091-9212597

•V.

7

D
■ ■ >•

ORDER

This order will dispose of departmental appeal preferred by Ex-Constabie Mubarak Ali 
No. 5951. who was awarded the. major punishment of “Dismissal from service ” under PR-1975 by 

SP/HQrs Peshawar vide OB 1^0.3540, dated 29-12-2020.

The allegations leveled against him were that he while at City Patrol Unit Peshawar
» * ’ * *

involved in criminal case vide-TIR No. 1591, dated 23-11-2020 u/s 15/17-AA PS Banamari Peshawar.
2-

He was placed under suspension and proceeded against departmentally by issuing him
who in his

3-
Charge Sheet and Summary of Allegations. SDPO Suburb conducted enquiryproper

findings held him guilty. Thb competent authority in light of the recommendation'of the enquiry officer 

awarded him the above major punishment.

He was heard in person in O.R. The relevant record along with his explanation perused. 

He was given ample opportunity to defend himself but he could not produce any plausible explanation. 

Therefore his appeal for setting aside the punishment awarded to him by SP/HQrs Peshawar vide OB 

No 3540, dated 29-12-2020 is hereby rejected/filed. .

4-

(ABK<S AHSAN) PSP 
CAPITAL CITY POLICE OFFICER, 

PESHAW^R
_/PA date]d Peshawar the 

Copies for information and n/a to the;-

1. SP/HQRs Peshawar
2. OSI/CRC/FMC 

Official concerned. ■: '

-2021No;
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I I OFFICE OF THE 
INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE 

! KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 
nd/z-Q'' ■ PESHAWAR. ^

\ \ 'll 1, dated Peshawar / ^^2021.

r;

No. S/

ORDER

■ : This :order is hereby passed tb dispose of Revision Petition under Rule 11-A of Khyber
' j: Pakhtunkhwa Poliee Rule-1975 (amended 2014)

;; j! petitioner |was distnissed from

li i| 29.12,2020 on the allegations that he while pos^d at City Patrol Unit i>eshawar
i II *=^eyideFIRNo.lj9|,Wd23.11.2020u/sl5h7iAAPoliceStationBanamari

; j| rejected by Capital City Police Officer, Peshawar vide order Endst: No. 290-94/PA, dated 02.02.2021. 

i ^^eeting of Appellate Board was held On 03.06.2021
Petitioner contended that he

I. , i ^

wherein Abdul Wahab has given him some luggage to handover it to Pakistan arms factory, 
by the Police and recovered 4/5 pistols from him. He also contended that Abdul Wahab h 

court that pistols belongs to him.

submitted by Ex-FC Mubarak Ali No. 5951. 
service by Supdt: of Police, HQrs: Peshawar vide OB No.

The
3540, dated 

was involved in criminal

was

wherein petitioner was heard in person, 
gone for repairing of his pistol to Zafar arms factory Kohat Road Peshawarwas

He was arrested 

as admitted in the

During bearing, petitioner failed to advance any plausible explanation in rebuttal of the 

charges. Therefore, the Board decided that his petition is hereby rejected.

Sd/-
KASHIF ALAM, PSP 

Additional Inspector General of Police,
, HQrs: Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.No. S/

Copy of the above is forwarded to the:
1. Capital Citji Police Officer, Peshawar. One Service Roll and one enquiry file of the above named

Ex-FC received vide your office Memo: No. 4771/CRC, dated 08.03.2021 is relumed herewith 

for your office record.
2. : Superintendent of Police, HQrs: Peshawar.
3. PSO to IGP/Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, CPO Peshawar.
4. AIG/Legal, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
5. PA to Addl: IGP/HQrs: Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
6. PA to DIG/HQrs: Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
7. Office Siipdt: E-IV CPO Peshawar.

:/

(IR] LAH KHAN) PSP
IG7EstabUs snt,

For InspectWjG^ral of Police, 
Khyber inkhwa, Peshawar.

•V. :
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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No,7269/2021.

Mubarak Ali Ex-Constable CCP, Peshawar Appellant

VERSUS,

1. Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar. 

Capital City Police Officer, Peshawar.

Superintendent of Police HQrs: Peshawar............................

2.

3. •Respondents.

Reply on behalf of Respondents No. L 2, <S:3.
Respectfully Sheweth:- 

PRELIMINARY OBJECTIONS.
1. That the appeal is badly barred by law & limitation.

That the appeal is bad for mis-joinder and non-joinder of necessary parties. 

That the appellant has not come to this Hon’ble Tribunal with clean hands. 

That the appellant has no cause of action to file the instant appeal.

That the appellant is estopped by his own conduct to file the instant appeal. 

That the appellant has concealed the material facts from Hon’ble Tribunal. 

That this Hon’ble tribunal has no jurisdiction to entertain the appeal.

2.

3.

4.

5.

6.

7.

REPLY ON FACTS:-

First part of the para No.l pertains to record, while rest of the para is incorrect and denied 

on the ground that the appellant had a blemished service record.

Incorrect. In fact the appellant was issued charge sheet with statement of allegations and 

departmental proceedings under Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules 1975 (amended 

2014) on the charge of involvement in a criminal case vide FIR No.1591 dated 

23.11.2020 u/s 15/17 AA PS Banamari, Peshawar. The appellant was arrested by the 

police after the comrnission of the offence which he personally admitted in this para.

3- Incorrect. The appellant involved himself in a criminal case and in this regard he was 

issued Charge sheet with statement of allegations. SDPO Suburb was appointed as 

enquiry officer who after conducting enquiry concluded that the appellant failed to 

produce any record which can prove his innocence hence found him guilty of the charge. 

After observing all codal formalities, he was awarded Major punishment of dismissal

.from service by the competent authority. (Copy of charge sheet, statement of allegations 

and enquiry report, are annexure as A,B,C,).

4- Incorrect. The appellant filed departmental appeal which was properly processed and an 

ample opportunity of hearing was provided to appellant by the appellate authority but 

appellant failed to defend himself with plausible/justifiable grounds, hence his appeal was

1-

2-



' rejected/filed. The appellant then filed review petition before the Competent Authority 

which was also filed/rejected having no substance in it.

5- That appeal of the appellant being devoid of merit and limitation may be dismissed on the 

following grounds.

REPLY ON GROUNDS:-

A. Incorrect. The appellant being a member of a disciplined force, committed gross 

misconduct by smuggling sufficient number of unlicensed pistols hence the penalty is just 

legal and passed in accordance with law/rules and liable to be upheld.

B. Incorrect. The appellant was associated in the enquiry proceedings and proper opportunity 

. of defense was provided to appellant. He failed to defend the charge leveled against him

and the Enquiry Officer concluded that the charge is proved.

G. . Incorrect. The appellant was treated as per law/rules and no violation of the Constitution 

of Pakistan 1973 has been done by the respondent department. The penalty awarded is 

commensurate with the gross misconduct committed by the appellant.

D. Para is totally incorrect and based on misleading Facts. Proper charge sheet with statement 

of allegations was issued to appellant, hence after fulfilling all codal formalities, he 

awarded the major punishment of dismissal from service under the rules ibid.

E. Incorrect. After fulfilling of all codal formalities he was awarded major punishment of 

dismissal from service as per law/rules.

F. Incorrect. The appellant was treated as per law/rules and no discrimination whatsoever was 

done against him.

G. Incorrect. Court proceedings and departmental proceedings are two different entities and 

can run side by side. His act of smuggling of Arms brought a bad name for the entire force, 
hence he was awarded major punishment.

The appellant being a member of a disciplined force committed

was

H. Incorrect. gross
misconduct while dealing in unlicensed Arms, charges leveled against him are proved, and 

awarded him major punishment. Furthermore, acquittal in a criminal case would not lead to
an exoneration of a civil servant in departmental proceedings.

I. Incorrect. The appellant was provided full opportunity of defense, but the appellant failed 

to defend himself After fulfilling all the codal formalities he was awarded the major 

punishment.

J. Respondents also seek permission of this Honorable Tribunal to raise additional grounds at 
the time of arguments.



PRAYER.

It is therefore most humbly prayed that in light of above facts and 

submissions, the appeal of the appellant being devoid of merits and legal footing, may 

kindly be dismissed with costs please.

ProvincialPoIice Officer, 
Khybey^akhtunkhwa, 

Pesnawar.u
Capital City Officer,

Pes’

Superii^Wfient of Police, 
HQrs, Peshawar.



) BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTTJNKHWA PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No.7269/2021.

Mubarak Ali Ex-Constable CCP, Peshawar Appellant

VERSUS.

Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar and others Respondents.

AFFIDAVIT

We respondents No. 1, 2 & 3 do hereby solemnly affirm and declare that the 

contents of the written reply are true and correct to the best of our knowledge and belief 

and nothing has concealed/kept secret from this Honorable Tribunal.

Provincim Police Officer, 
Khybey pakhtunkhwa, 

hawar.D'

Capital CL ice Officer,
Pesha'

SuperintentlSitjf Police, 
HQrs, Peshawar.



BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No.7269/2021.

Mubarak Ali Ex-Constable CCP, Peshawar Appellant

VERSUS.

Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar and others .Respondents.

AUTHORITY.

I, Capital City Police Officer, Peshawar, hereby authorize Mr.Ahmad 

Jan SI legal of Capital City Police, Peshawar to attend the Hon’ble Court and submit 

written reply, statement and affidavit required for the defense of above serviee appeal on 

behalf of respondent department.

Capital Ci ifce Officer,
P.
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/r T^S^ V J! .j. A-.

.J i fl-■ A■ ^FORMAL CHARGED
• >. «■

Muhrarak Ali etc.State vs irfj'nv

-^T Pf-X‘ V’CRar^^-t^1, Muhammad Farooq Ahmad, JMIC I, Peshawar dq, jcmw. /••
-T*?^f-accused namelV: o, li V

;
1. Mubarak AH s/o Misbah ud Din r/o Charsadda

2. Abdul Wahab s/o Banat Gul r/o Charsadda, as folio
: .►

:i4
te'That on 23/i 1/2020 at near to Kohat Pul, the local police recovered a blue;,i ■

■ $ ■

i.
K': shopping bag from the possession of you accused, Mubarak Ali, and1' '

recovered 06 unlicensed pistols therefrom and in respect of which you

accused disclosed the name of co-accused Abdul Wahab and thus, you

■im
l ■ . both the accused thereby committed an offence punishable under section

::iL (-■■r* jiflMlii 15AA/17-AA within the cognizance of this court.

ill And 1 hereby direct that you above named a^iised be tried by this ii,1

court on the said charge.
■ t; ■ / 0!IM i"/R.O&A.G.

13/07/202.1■I
^rooq Ahmad

Judicial Magistrate-I. 
Peshawar

Muhatnm, i■'I

■f ■ tl;• .
'wr■I-'nhj •'

Has you heard and understood the .Q.l 
Ans: ' 
Q.2 . 
Ans:

Do you plead guilty? 
No. We claimed trial

R.O & A.C. 
13/07/20M

i
f'

Y P •Accii^l^ ii
S'

3. Mu* iTs/o Misbah ud Din'

/
4. Ah' hab s/o Banat Gul

Muhamiuad Farooq Ahmad
Judiaal Magistrate-I, 

Peshawar

ismI

t'i
'c ;
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CERllFM-'i^TE>

Certified that the charge has been framed in open court, read over

understood by the

t

■.f4>
and fully explained to the accused and tlic same was fully 

accused, who pul their signatures / tluuub impressions
A

d'fanfoq Ahmad
JlKUdijl Magistrate-!, 

Phshawar
"|i'

■ ■
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t( WF^ T

INTHE COURTOFWJHAMMAD FAKOOO AHMAD JUDin Al MAn.>^xo . r..
~l PESHA^^p-

Order or other proceedir^with signaturr^fjindge or Magistra^^~^ 

parties or counsej where necessary.

, S .Noi of Date of
order ■.'*?

Order-1 Sta c Vs..., Mubarak Ali etc,
29/06/2021

CompJete challan submitted by the prosecution. Be entered.

As per lecord, accused Mubark Ali is behind the bar, while co-

accused Abdul Wahab is on bail. Therefore, accused Mubarak Ali 
be produced from Jail Through Zamima-Bay, while accused on bail

- through
y' be summoned SHO concerned

for 2j' r

I
D
/uff rrrol^rooq Ahmad

..^gistrate-l,
^shawar.

dicidl

C2>--

^f\^ry6>n £g5^a3Ou
d

1

j \ . 'y LsN^r

c3,a^V.

C-^

VVv^

5^ 1 aK' m:il:iiM
iIIIillmii(lO ill mlM mill (ill I Mi

•'V
/N

1

MUHAM['.p1^A.R00 1AHMAO
Peshav;ar

f /
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: In The Court.Of

MUHAMMAD FAROOQ AHMAD 1UDIOAL MAGISTRATE-
Peshawar ' :

■%

h
••’Vi ■■xW /

State Vs Mubarak Ali etc,

Order...
17/07/2021

■VAPP for the State present. li

*§■

.,^1,

Accused oh bail present. PW Masood Khan ASI,!n! i

■i ' Ashoor Ciui Muharrir/ASI, Constable Ilyas, Constable IIij

Habib, Anwarzeb Khan ASi,:Zahid Hussain SI/SHO and if\

Ghulam Rasool Armour Expert are present before the

Court for recording their .evidence. Their evidence

recorded as PW-1 to PW-7 respectively and placed ^on

file. Learned APP for die state closed the Prosecution

evidence. In this respect, st'kement of the learned APP

for the state recorded and placed on file.

File to come up for statement of the accused^\ IfFEI
%-A342Cr.P-C. on■!

j]

Ui.strict Court PesbaW3X| ®l'!

11hhVkammJfd Farooq Ahmad 
Junacial Magistrate-I,

if •
w

eshawar

uxK'

. ,\

I
i!!'

'i

i



I 'llf
# '

\ I- ■
In the Court oj

MUHAMMAD FAROOQ AHMAD, JUDICIAL MAGISTRATE-!
Peshawar r-'\ h

25IA\Criminal Case No... 

Pate of Institution.. 
Date of decision.....

29/06/2021*•••••

27/07/2021

Stale through Masood Khan ASI, Police Station Bhana
ComplainantMari, Pesliawar.

VERSUS

1. Mubarak Ali s/o Misbah ud Din
2. Abdul Wahab s/o Banaf Gu!, both residents of District,

.. Accused facing trialCharsadda

FIR No.1591, dated 23/11/2020,
U/S 15-AA/J7-AA, Registered at Police Station 

Bhana-Man, Peshawar.

Order...
27/07/2021 j

APP for the State present. Accused on bail with

counsel present.
*\ 121trip®

Arguments Iteard and record perused.
(JZ■ !

Vide.' my detailed judgment of even date 

consist ofeieven(l 1) pager;, it is safely held that the 

prosecution has failed to establish the charge
■ / V : .

against the accused'facing/trail beyond reasonable 

doubts. It is further held that the section of law

Oi.st.ricbC^mrf
f

I •

> /' .
leveled against the accused ■ fating trial is not

F 'F
-%,• ■<Z9. .9-y- applicable. "Resultanlly-; 'hie accused facing trial 

iiaihely Mubarak Ali s/o Misbah iid Din and Abdul



t*

\
I

, In the Court of
MUHAMMAD FAROOQ AHMAD, JUDICJAL MAGISTRATE-I 1

. ■ Peshmvar I i '9. .«
■;

i!ii( •
Wahab s/o Banat Gul,. residents of District .'iki iJ^1!

■U ,.Charsadcla, are hereby acquitted from the charge
i

!t leveled against them. Sureties of the accused are

herebv discharaied from the liabilities of bonds. •/ ^

Interim custody in respect of the case

■.ii|I.property dated: 14/01/2021 is hereby confirmed and

its sureties are absolved from liabilities of bail bond
•

given to the SHO concerned.

Copy of this judgment be placed on police

record, while file of the Court be consigned to

record room after necessary completion and

compilation.

Announced:
27/07/2021 TOmmh

r:

wall ,ad)Famooq Ahmad
Maftistrafe-1,

MyhResha\W''' ...
Jl\AiC - ^ 

Peshawar,

A-(E%^TK!ner) 
. . I )i.strict €mmt

if

'I;
/
t

ii'f.\A
li

'!i

y-l-v

■ ll»
1

'1^

ffIf
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In the Court of
MUHAMMAD FAROOQ AHMAD, JUDICJA:

Peshawar

>
Kr

i

25/AACriinma5 Case No
29/06/2021Date of lustitutioH.........
27/07/202!Date of decision

, <

State through Masood Khan ASl, Police Station Bhana Mari,
ComplainantPeshawar.

VERSUS.

1. Mubarak All s/o Misbaii ud Din
2. Abdul Wahab s/o Banal , Gul, both residents of District;

.......... Accused facing trialCharsadda

FIR NoJ59U dated 23/11/2020, '
U/S 15-AA/l 7-AA, Registered at Police Station Bhana 

Mari, Peshawar.

Judgment' •Tiff’
’l\ -27/07/2021

B mcontents of the , FIR, on 23/11/2020,As per

present ■ alongwith constable ■ IP^sict C«itcomplainant was

No.5148 and Constable Hjabib No. 1289 at Kohat Road,

near to Kohat Road Pul, Peshawar, on routine Gushat. 

Meanwhile, one suspected person/accused appeared who ■ 

Stopped being suspected and upon inquiry, the said 

spected man/accused disclosed his name as Mubarak Ali 

s/o Misbah ud Din who wa? canning a blue color shopping 

bag in his hand. Upon checking the said shopping bag, 06

was

su

■i-'i
fif

- f

/



^ • ;Page Z of 'll

unlicensed pistols were recov ered therefrom among which 

■ four pistols were 30-bore, while the remaining two pistols 

9MM. The complainant took into possession the said 

unlicensed pistols and prepared the recovery 

presence.of marginal witnesses. The accused was arrested 

I by the complainant and his Card of Arrest was issued. The 

complainant scribed tlie Marasella report in that respect 

and handed over the said Marasella report aiongwith 

and accused to the constable Habib for

• J

. 'I

\ ■. were

4 ■ ■memo in

fill-'illrtl■ ;

I

II!
m
ti i

• Hid111 "I recovery memo 

taking them to the PS for registration of FIR. Hence, the 

instant FIR was registered against the accused facing trial.

:1

ill ■Iii-\
iiS/

p114
Alter completion of investigation, complete challan

/

submitted before the Court, and subsequently Formal

Charge against the accnshd facing trail was; framed to....... ■

which accused pleaded not guilty and claimed to face the 

instant trial. Case was lix'ed for evidence of the

was

ifiiSi:- "I■ ■' ■ i

'll■ M ■

prosecution.
(

/(
/. On behalf of prosecution, Masoodl Khan ASi, Police

i

Line, Peshawar appeared before the Court and recorded his 

evidence PW-l, wherein he recorded that on 23/11 /2020, he 

present aiongwith constable Ilyas No.5148 and 

Constable Habib No, 1289 at -Kohat Road, near to Kohat

1 V

»

iiIIIwas

C'

n:smclCoxi4..-- pRoad Pul, Peshawar,, on routine Gushat. Meanw'hile, one 

suspected person/accused ■ ppeared who was stopped being ■"k
t:

{:■
1

.^iiiiiiiiiii
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suspected and upon inquiry, the said suspected man/accused
i i•x-

disclosed his nanie as Mubarak Ail s/o Misbah ud Din who

was caiTving a blue color shopping bag in his hand. Upon 

checking the said shoppin; bag, 06 unlicensed pistols were 

recovered therefrom. He took into possession the said 

unlicensed pistols and prepared the recovery memo in 

presence of. marginal witnesses which is Ex.PW-1/1. He- 

arrested the accused and issued his Card of Arrest which is

V

Ex.PW-1/2. He scribed th--' Marasella report in that respect

which is Ex.PW-l/3. He handed over the said Marasella

memo and accused to thereport alongwitli recovery^ 

constable Habib for taking to the PS for the registration of

FIR.

■k PW-2, Ashoor Guk Muhamr/ ASl, Police Line
■

appeared before the Court and recorded his evidence
1;‘

receiving the Marasella report, he incorporated its contents^ 

into the shape ofFlR which is Ex.PA.

ii

District €‘SM!5rt; fcshawa

PW-3, Constable Belt No.5l48, Police Line, 

Peshawar appeared before the Court and recorded his 

evidence that on 23/11/2020, he was present alongwith 

complainant at Kohat Road, near to Kohat Road Pul, 

Peshawar, on routine Gushat. Meanwhile, one suspected 

person/acGused appearec who was stopped by the " 

complainant being suspected and upon-inquiry, the said

h ■ .?■-■I .r

' III
m■m•il

I
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suspected nian/accused disclosed his name as Mubarak Ali 

s/o Misbah ud Din who was cairying a blue color shopping

i .
i
L

\
bag in his hand. Upon chec'rdng the said shopping bag, 06

wer'> i recovered therefrom. . The 

‘ complainant took into possession the said unlicensed pistols ^ 

and pj-epared the recoveiy memo in my presence which is 

already Ex.PWU/1, and he signed the same as marginal

■ unlicensed pistols

witness.

11V ,
pW-4, Constable Habib Ullah Belt No.1289, ■M

ii^i
ld!-

appeared before the Court and recorded his evidence that on 

23/11 /20^20, he was present i. longwith complainant at Kohat 

Road, near to Rohat ptoad Put, Peshawar, on routine Gushat. 

.Meanwhile, one suspecteC person/accused appeared who 

stopped by the complainant being suspected and upon 

inquiry, the said suspected man/accused disclosed his name 

as Mubarak Ali s/o Misbah ud Din who was carrying a blue,. 

color shopping bag in his hand. Upon checking

ii'■§1 Ifeill
■m
jfe'i'.
t'- •ni ■ m•^1 if

was

I w
shoppini^ bag, 06 unlknnsed pistols were recovereuUjOQ0 therefrom. The complainant took into possession 

unlicensed pistols and prepared the recovery memo, in his

presence which is already Ex.PW-1/1, and he signed the 

same as marginal witness

Khan ASi, Police Line,PW-5j Anwar Z.'b 

Peshav/ar appeared belore the Court and recorded his

/

4

evidence that after registration of FIR, the case file was

t-



Page 5 of .11

entrusted to him for the purpose of investigation. He visited 

to the spot and prepared the site plan on the pointation of 

plainant and eyewilne^-s which is Ex.PB. He produced 

the accused before the JMIC for obtaining his 05-days 

police custody vide my application which is Ex.FW-5/1. 

The said application was turned. He recorded statement of 

the accused u/s 161 Cr.P.C and submitted the accused in 

judicial lockup. During ir-vestigation, he charged the co- 

accused namely Abdul Wahab s/o Banat Gul in the instant 

the strength of statement of the accused Mubarak 

Ali recorded u/s 161 Cr.P.C. however Abe co-accused Abdul

\

com

case on

Wahab appeared to the PS and produced Pervana ofBBA.
■'I/

He issued his Card of Airest in the'instant case which is 

Ex.PW-5/2, and record his statement u/s I6l Cr.P.C. He 

also obtained the opinion of Armour Expert vide my 

application which is Ex.PW-5/3. He recorded statement of

the PWs. After completion of investigation, he ,1.

SHO concerned for on^afdj-^,.

District

completed chailan to th::

transmission.

F'VY'6, Zalikl Hussain SHO/ SI, Police Line, 

Peshawar appeared before the Court and recorded his 

evidence that after completion of investigation, he submitted 

complete chailan before the Court which is Ex.PW-6/1.
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PW-7, Gliulam Rasocl Armour Expert, appeared ^ 

before the Court and recor.ied his evidence that the I.O had

furnished 04 pistols of 9-lviivI bearing Nos. A-8768, A8762, 

ZSA-19482, A-8763 and 02 pistols SO-bore bearing Nos.

132 and 2S A-13874 and requested for my opinion in respect 

of the pistols. He technically examined the pistol in 

questions and found that ^ne pistols were local made and.. .

able for firing. He'g;:,ve his opinion on the said 

application which is already Ex.PW5/3.

were

The learned APP for the State closed the Prosecution

evidence in the instant case.

After conclusion \ef the prosecution evidence,-- 

statements of accused were recorded within the meaning of 

section 342 Cr.P.C. wherdin the accused denied the 

allegations, however, accused neither produced evidence in 

their defense nor opted for recording their stateme-n
i

oath, hence the case was for arguments.

A

' o
Learned APP contended that the accused facing triaf^^*^^ Cau- f 

pprehended red handed and there is no delay 

whatsoever in lodging of FIR. beamed APP highlighted 

that the accused facing tnui has directly been charged for 

commission of the offence and the pistols have also been 

taken into possession vide recovery memo from the direct 

possession of accused facing trial which was unlicensed.

was a
■i-'.
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That no malafide whatsoever has been highlighted on the 

face of the record on pail cp'the prosecution. Learned APP
i'

further highlighted that ail the PWs are consistent with 

each other on the material aspects of the case and no clue 

whatsoever in the cross examination by the defense side 

for,which it can be concluded that the testimony of the said 

PWs were discredited ai.'.l contradicted, beamed APP

■i

further contended that the material witnesses of the case 

i.e. complainant, investigating officer as well as the

marginal witnesses of the recovery memo deposed against 

the accused facing trial in their statements and they have- ■

^57‘f!.'4^A:larified ail the events oi. the occurrence. Learned APP

further contended that reasonable grounds do exist which 

connect the accused facing^rial prirna facie in the instant 

Learned APP fuilher stated that the essential 

ingredients for constituting the offence within the meaning 

of Sections 15-AA & 17-A 4 have been proved.against t 

accused facing trial beyond any reasonable doubt, 

therefore, requested from this Court to give exemplaiy 

punishment to the accused by sentencing the accused 

facing trial to the maximum.

^0^

case.

■p'S:
Conversely, learned counsel for the accused facing 

trial contended that the accused facing trial have falsely 

been charged in the instimt case as the accused facing trial 

have produced the license of the pistols in question during

f li
lii

I liiPr
c

••1i.

1.1



m
V

Page 8 of 11

his arrest. That the pistol ir? question were purchased from . ^ ^ 

authorized dealer vide invoice No. 1960 dated 

23/11/2020, :Zafar & Sons Armory dealer. That the 

accused Abdul Wahab has also produced the said invoice 

to the local police which also shows that the accused 

facing trial is dealing busif.iess in the armory in the name 

of Pak Star Arms dealer, as mentioned the in the above 

said invoice. That despite legal documents in possession 

of the accused facing trial, the police authorities have. . 

charged the accused facing trial in the instant case with 

malafide intention. That th; accused facing trial is license 

holder and has been pennitted by the authority concerned 

for doing business in amis. Hence stated that the Section of 

level is not applicable on accused facing trial. That the 

of the prosecution is ftiU of doubt and the prosecution

has badly failed to prov

facing trial beyond any reasonable shadow of doubts. 

Resultantly, counsel for the accused contended that 

accused facing trial are entitled to be acquitted from the 

charge honorably.

an

\C' ■■

case

its case against the

17M% wa
/

X'

1It•f •!i
§1•I
M•*< :
•rtlisi5i

1if / t. 
1

Perusal of record'ti- nspires that as per Marasella 

report the accused facing trial namely Mubaralc Ali was 

apprehended red handed while he was carrying the alleged 

pistols in a blue shopping bag, however no private 

eyewitness has been associated with the alleged

1I I m.I. e!P
i§ f

11if'•sf -S ll-
'

‘
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occun-ence. Nor any irAJ3i;>endent witness has been 

associated with the recovery of alleged pistols. Apart from 

this the Marasella E.X-PWV/3 reveals that the time of 

report is shown as 16i40 hours but tlie time of occurrence 

is shown as 16; 10 hours which is not appealable to prudent 

mind that when the accCded is allegedly arrested red 

handed on 16:10 hours and Marasella drafted on spot, then 

liow is it'possible that the ti vne of occurrence and report

4

\

1.
f.'

could be different. On the other hand, record shows that 

accused facing trial have legal documents and duly
< 4

permitted by the authority^-.' oncemed for making business | 

arms under the name of Pak Star Arms Dealer. The 

invoice in respect of the pistols in question is also 

file which has been issued to the accused

. It is also on record

A

I

available on

facing trial by Zafar & Sons Armory 

that the alleged recovered pistols have been returned to th^n.ir|?|| 

accuseci Abdul Wahab vide order dated: 14/01 /2021 by the

u -

'1

■V

then JMIC, Peshawar. The said order is also available on 

file. This fact shows that either the accused facing trial has 

malafideiy been dragged in the instant case or the alleged 

jMarasella report as wellthe FIR is concocted and 

planted one. As per the available record, it is held that the 

■ Section of law i.e. 15-AA & 17-AA is not applicable upon 

the accused facing trial.

I
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Therefore, keeping ini view the above stated facts, 

j circumstances and evidence led by prosecution in support

’ ‘ of the charge against the acc:used facing trail, it is safely

: held that the prosecution has failed to establish the charge

against the accused facing {rail beyond reasonable doubts.
. ■ V'

H •

It is further field that the section of iaW leveled against the 

accused facing trial is not applicable. Resultantiy, the 

accused facing trial namely Mubarak All s/o Misbah ud 

Din and Abdul Wahab sfe.Banat Gul residents of District

i

V

f'ir

|i
llllli

r

mm
’’’ Nfi til

IliifI
ii If

.X -

mif'

im ■IV' % w

\
Charsadda, are hereby accDitted from the charge leveled

Sureties of the accused are hereby. ..against them, 

discharged from the liabilities of bonds.

Interim custody in respect of the case property 

dated: 14/01/2021 is hereby confinued and its sureties are 

absolved from liabilities bail bond given to the SHO m
It■f|-

- ' '1 fS

concerned.

police record,Copy of this judgment be placed 

while file of the Court be consigned to record room after

onC

necessary completion and i-ompilation.

Annoumced;
27/07/2021

ad FflfooolAhmad

■AD Fa ^ncjQ
I f,
aiva;-

lii
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Certificate■ 5 f

Certified that this judgment of mine consist of 

eleven (it) pages, each page has been signed, and 

corrected by me where required.

o6q Ahmad 

ds^ate-C
Peshawar

r,Q WjMAB
1 .
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% GS&PD.KP-2558/4-RST-20.000 Forms-09.07.2018/P4(Z)/F*PHC Jobs/Form A&B Ser. Tribunal

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR.
JUDICIAL COMPLEX (OLD), KHYBER ROAD, 6

PESHAWAR.

No.

......

of 20 ^Appeal No....

i .Appellant/Petitioner

Versus:

Respondent

\Respondent No

'GoMvwiCiai? C€_\Notice to:

^ .. (
t

WHEREAS an appeal/petition under the'provision of the North-West Frontier 
Province Service Tribunal Act, 1974, hM been presented/registered for consideration, in 
the above case by the petitioner in this Court and notice has been ordered to issue. You are 
hereby informed ^at the said appeal/petition is fixed for hearing before the Tribunal
•on.......... ign.>.lXEh.l.............at 8.00 A.M. If you wish to urge anything against the
appeUant/pfetitioner you are at Uberty to do so on the date fixed, or any other day to which 
the case may,be postponed either in person or by authorised representative or by any 
Advocate, duly supported by your power of Attorney. You are, therefore, required to file m 
this Court at least seven days before the date of hearing 4 pQpies of written statement 
alongwith any other documents upon which you rely. Please also take notice ^chat in 
default of your appearance on the date fixed and in the manner aforementioned, the 
appeal/petition will be heard and decided in your absence.

♦

Notice of any alteration in the date fixed for hearing of this appeal/petitic ,n will be 
given to you by registered post. You should inform the Registrar of any chang ,e in yo^ 
address. If you faU to furnish such address your address contained m this notice ■ wluch the 
address given in the appeal/petition will be deemed to be your correct adless, a nd further

igistered post will be deemed sufficient for the purpose otnotice posted to this address 
this appeal/petition. /

\ i ;ou vii ss attached.Copy of appei

..dated.office Notice No

Given under my hand and the seal of j;his Court, at Peshawar this; V U.

Day of.
r

4-

ice^JTfibunal,^^xl^yber Pakhtunkhwa ^epace
Peshawak •i

■4. ' .

:j-----Vhe hour, of attendance In the court we the .am. that of th« High Court except Sunday and Gazetted Holidays.
2. Always quote Case No. While making any correspondence.Note:
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“B”

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR.
JUDICIAL COMPLEX (OLD), KHYBER ROAD

PESHAWAR.

No.

....... ................................

0/20^^Appeal No.

.. ..Appellant/Petitioner

Versus

Respondent.JO.

Respondent No

W c CX^'VTcJ oV>Notice to: —

WHEREAS an appe^Opetition under the provision of the North-West Frontier 
Province Service Tribunal Act, 1974, has been presented/registered for consideration, in 
the above case by the petitioner in this Court and notice has been ordered to issue. You are 
hereby informed that the said appeal^etition is fixed for hearing before the Tribunal
*on.............l.^L.r^±X.^.^.jf........at 8.00 A.M, U you wish to urge anything against the
appellant/pe^/oner^ou ^e at liberty to do so on the date fixed, or any other day to which 
the case may be postponed either in person or by authorised, representative or by any 
Advocate, duly supported by your power of Attorney. You are, therefore, required to file in 
this Coiart at least seven days before the date of hearing 4 popi^.s of written statement 
{dongwith any other documents upon which you rely. Please also take notice that in 
default of your appearance on the date fixed and in the m^er aforementioned, the 
appeal/petition will be heard and decided in your absence*

* Notice of any alteration in the date fixed for hearing of this appeal/petition will be 
given to you by registered post. You should inform the Registrar of any ch^ge in your 
address. If you fail to furnish such address your address contained in this notice wHch the 
address given in the appeal/petition will be deemed to be your correct address, ^d fui ther 
notice posted to this address by registered post wiU bedeemed sufficient for th6 purpose ot 

this appeal/petition.

Copy of appeal has already been sent to you vide thisCopy of app

dated.office Notice No
Given under my hand and the seal of this Court, at Peshawar this.... .\...Vw

20Day of.

Registi^,
C2Khyber Pakhtunkhwi jservice Tribunal,

Peshawar.
—. The hours of attendance in the court tre the same that of th« High Court except Sunday and Gazetted Holiday#.
2! Always quote Case No. While fnaking any correspondence.1.Note:
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m

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR.
JUDICIAL COMPLEX (OLD), KHYBER ROAD,

PESHAWAR.

No. , I

...... .......................

4 .

of 20 >-/Appeal No

Appellant/Petitioner

Ven<

• D Respondent

aRespondent No
wVe_vv.G^.e ^

WHEREAS an appeal/peHtion under the provision of the North-West Frontier 
Province Service Tribunal Act, 1974, has been presented/registered for consideration, in 
the above case by the petitioner in this Court and notice has been ordered to issue. You ^e 
hereby infqrmdd that the. said appeal/petitioh is fixed for hearing before the I'ribunal
♦on........ ............................................. at 8.00 A.M. if you wish to urge anything ^ainst^the
appellant/peticioher you are at liberty to do so on the date fixed, or any other day to which 
the case may be postponed either in person or by authorised, representative or by any 
Advocate, duly supported by your power of Attorney. You are, therefore, required to file in 
this Court at least seven da37s before the date of hearing 4 copies of written statement 
alongwith any other documents upon which you rely. Please also take notice that in 
default of your appearance on the date fixed and in the maMcr aforementioned, the 
appeal/petition will be heard and decided in your absence.

Notice of any alteration in the date fixed for hearing of this appeal/petition will be 
given to you by registered post. You should inform the Registrar of any ch^ge in yoiu 
address. If you fail to furnish such address your address contained in this notice winch the 
address given in the appeal/petition will be deemed to be your correct adless, and furt ev 
notice posted to this addressJ^Fregistered post wiU be deemed sufficient for the purpose <rf
thisappetd/petition.

Copy of appeal is attached. C^>y-of^tppeaTnas aueady been sent^ you videos

dated

Notice to:

office Notice No

Given under my hand and the seal of this Court, at Peshawar this»............

20''-.'Day of.

^ Registra
''^’^""!^yber Pakhtunkhwa

Peshawar.
Service Tribunal,-v\

The hours of attendance in the court are the tame that of the High Court except Sunday and Gazetted Holidays.
2. Always quote Case No. While making any correspondence.

^1.Note:


