16" June, 2022 1 Petitioner alongwith his counsel present. Mr. Kabir

Ullah Khattak, Additional Advocate General for respondents

pres-entl.

2 Vide judgmer.lt dated 22.07.2020 the appeal of the
petitioner was allowed and he was ordered to be reinstated into
service. The period during which the petitioner'_.had not
performed duty was directed to be counted towards respective

leave of the kind due.

3 This petition is to initiate contempt of court
proceedings égainst the respondents for not 'honoring the
judgment. During pendency of this petition an order was
produced vide which, in compliance of the judgment of this
Tribunal, the appellant was reinstated into service subject to the
outcome of tHe CPLA and the period spent out of service was
treated as leave of the kind due. It appears from the order that
the judgment of this Tribunal was complied with and
implemented as it was passed. The learned counsel for the
petitioner submitted that the issue of leave was not deait with in
accordance with law by the DPO. Since the order passed by the
Tribunal was reproduced verbatim in the order of reinstatement
which was subject to the fesu]t of the CPLA, ther¢f0re, there is
nothing more to be done in this petition. The petitioner is,
however, at liberty to seek further remedy if he is aggrieved of
any of the order of the authority. Disposed of accordingly.
Cohsjgn.

4. Pronounced in open court in Peshawar and. given
under my hand and seal of the Tribunal this 16" day of June,

2022.
i

(Kalim Arshad Khan)
Chairman
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31.01.2022 Petitioner alongwith his counsel present. Mr. Kabirullah
: Khattak, Addl: AG for respondents present.

Learned counsel for the petitioner agitated that in pursuance
of the judgement of the Service Tribunal dated 22.07.2020,
though the petitioner has been reinstated in service but no
arrears so far have been paid to him. Learned AAG on the other
hand rebutted stance of fhe learned counsel for petitioner on the
ground that once an affidavit was submitted by the petitioner he
agreed to the outcome of CPLA and the resultant outcome
thereof. No doubt in pursuance of Service Tribunal judgement
dated 22.07.2020 the petitioner has been reinstated in service
vide office order dated :22.49.2020, also reflected in order sheet

dated 19.01.2021. However, considering divergent views of the
parties, is to direct the respondent department to come up with a

final and conclusive implementation report on the next date being
~ last chance. Adjourned. To come up for implementation report on
17.03.2022 before S.B. .

(Mian Muhammad)
Member(E) |

R e T

o 17.03.2022 Due to retirement of the Worthy Chairman, the
P ' : Tribunal is defunct, therefore, case is adjourned to-
: 16.06.2022 for the same as before. ’ _

Reader
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06.07.2021 petitioner with counsel and Mr. Muhammad Adeel
Butt, Addl. AG for the respondents present. = |
Learned AAG seeks time to contact the respondents. -
Request is accorded. To come up for proper"
implementation report on 06.09.2021 before S.B.

Cha%' K

06.09.2021 Counsel for the petitioner and. Mr. Muhammad Ade"'eyli
" Butt; Addl. AG for the respondents present. - _'
No representatlve of the respondents is ava||ab|e |
Learned AAG assured that he will take up the matter W|th a
‘the department for proper |mplementatlon of the ]udgment S
Case to come up for implementation report on $25.11. 2021 |
before S.B.

25.11.2021 None for the petitioner present. Mr. Muhammad Adeel Bu_tt,fjt': s
Addl: AG for respondents present. ' ‘

Notices be issued to the petltloner and hIS counsel. To: come K
up for further proceedings on 31.01.2022 before B. '

. (MIAN MUHAMMAD)
'MEMBER (E)



31.01.2022

. arrears so far have been pal

Petitioner algngwith his counsel present. Mr. ,
Khattak, Addi: AG f§r respondents present.

Learned counsel for the petitioner agitajed that in pursuance
nal dated .22.07.2020,

fistated in service but no

of the judgement of the Service Tri
though the petitioner hay been r
im. Learned AAG on the other
hand rebutted stance of the ned counse! for petitioner on the
ground that once an affjdavit was, submitted by the petitioner he
aggrieved to the oytcome of CPLA and the resultant outcome
thereof. It is ther€fore prudent to dirext the department to come
up with a fipdl and conclusive implementgtion report on the next
date beiig last chance. Adjourned.

implementation report on 17.03.2022 before

(Mian\Muhammad)
Member(E)
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17.02.2021 - -The learned Member Judicial Mr. Muhammad Jamal Khan is .- .
under tranéfe,r, therefore, the case is adjourned. To come up fqr .
the same before S.B on 18.03.2021. ‘

18.03.2,1_0"21 . Junior to courisel. for the petitioner and Addl: AG for

respondents present.

“Implementation report not submitted. On the last date
of h<_:éring the proceedings were adjourned on the strength of |
Readers note, therefore:, learned AAG is required to éoﬁtact the

respondents for submission of proper implementation report. ‘

Adjourned to 26.05.2021 before S.B.

(Mian Muhammad)
Member (E)

26.05.2021 Counsel for the petitioner and Mr. Kabirullah Khattak,'
Addl. AG for the respondents present.
.Learned AAG is required to contact the respondents
for submission-of proper implementation report on next
date. Adjourned to 06.07.2021 before S.B.
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22.12.2020

19.01.2021

R R

Petitioner present through counsel.

Kabir Ullah Khattak learned Additional Advocate General

for respondents present.

- Implementation report is available on file which was
submitted on 01.12.2020 vide which petitioner was
provisionally reinstated into service with immediate effect
subject to outcome. up of CPLA. Learned counsel for
petitioner wants implementation in respect of back benefits.
So, the matter is adjourned to 19.01.2021 as another case
of similar nature is pending and fixed for 19.01.2021. To
come up for consideration/arguments before S.B on the date
fixed.

(Rozina Rehman)
Member (J)

Petitioner present through counsel.

Kabir Ullah Khattak learned Additional Advocate General
for respondents present.

Implementation report is already available on file vide
which the petitioner was provisionally reinstated into service
subject to outcome of CPLA. His period spent out of service
was treated as leave of the kind due. However, learned
counsel for petitioner submitted that despite reinstatement,
issue in respect of back benefits is yet to be decided and the
respondents may be directed to expedite the matter in
respect of back benefits.

None from the Department is present today. As such,
learned A.A.G is directed to contact the Department and to
make sure thé presence. of representative of the Department
not below Grade-17 alongwith proper implementation report
in respect of back benefits on 17.02.2021 before S.B.

(Rozina R'ehman)
Member (J)




03.11.2020

25.11.2020

T el s '
4

2

Nemo for petitioner. Mr. Kabirullah Khattak, Additional
Advocate General is present.

Neither implementation report on béhalf of respondents
submitted nor representative of the department is présent,
therefore, notice be issued to the respondents for submission of -
implementation report for 25.11.2020 before S.B. ~ |

Member (Jqd_icial)

Junior counsel for.petitioner is present. Mr. Kabirullah
Khattak, Additional Advocate General for the respondent is
also present. However, representative of reépondents has not
forth come. Respondents be noticed for 21.12.2020 directing
them to submit implementation report before S.B/.(\

(MUHAMMAD ] AN) ——

MEMBER (JUDICIAL)




- 08.10.2020

Form- A
FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Court of_- ] A
Execution Petition No. “ L[{ /2020 -
S.No. | Date of order Order or.other proceedings with signature of judge
proceedings :
1. 2 3
) 1 18.08.2020 - The execution petition of Mr. Hameedullah submitted today
: by Mr. Saad Ullah Khan Marwat Advocgte may be entered in the
relevant register and put up to the Court fQr proper order please.
REGISTRAR
5. This execution petition be put up before S. Bench on.
| (€leq)>020 . - |
- W
" 18.09.202( Petitioner alongwith counsel pre(géﬁ .RMAN
e | ‘Notices be issued to the respondents for submissio
““of implementation report on 08.10.2020 before S.B..
Chairman
Counsel for the petitioner and Addl. AG for the

respondents present. |
_ Learned AAG requests for time to contéct the
respondents as none of the representative is in
attendance today. Adjourned to 03.11.2020 for

submission of implementation report.

-

Chairman

—
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BEFORE THE KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

t

 Misc Pett

Hameed Ullah Versus

I NDEX

A: No. //

/2020

DPO & Others

Through

(Saadullah Khan Marwat)

Dated: 18-08-2020

S.# Description of Documents Annex| Page
1. | Memo of Misc 'P_etition‘ | 1-2
2. | Copy of Appeal dated 10-07-2019 A 3-5
‘3. | Copy of Judgment dated 22-07-2020 "B 6-12
4. | Compliance letter dated 29-07-2020. - N 13

~ Applicant

/Z_,Micz;;

Advocate

21-A Nasir Mension,

Shoba Bazar, Peshawar.

Ph: 0300-5872676




BEFORE THE KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

Misc Pett: No. /{4 /2020

IN
S.A. No. 930/ 2019

‘ Khyber Pakt iy
Hameed Ullah S/O Khan Zada, : Sefviee%w:;f‘éf‘.ﬁa‘“
R/o0 Sakhra Tehsil Matta Swat, Diary NO-ﬁ
Head Constable No. 2626, o | Daca £FE D000
Police Line, Swat . . .............. e Appeliant
vVersus
1. District Police Officer,
Swat.
2. Deputy Insbector General
Of Police, Malakand Region,
At Saidu Sharif Swat.
3. Provincial Police Officer,
KP, Peshawar. . ... ......... e e Respondents

EPLE>EOC=00<=00<C<=2>8O

APPLICATION FOR DIRECTION TO RESPONDENTS TO

IMPLEMENT THE JUDGMENT DATED 22-07-2020 OF THE

A

HON’BLE TRIBUNAL PASSED IN APPEAL NO 930/2019

AND TO INITIATE CONTEMPT OF COURT PROCEEDINGS

AGAINST THE RESPONDENTS FOR NOT HONORING THE

JUDGMENT OF THE HON'BLE TRIBUNAL.

EL=>E<<=><<=>0<=>



Respectfully She'weth:

That applicant filed the subject appeal on 10-07-2019 for

reinstatement in service. (Copy as annex “"A”)

.

That after thorough probe, the appeal came up for hearing on 22-
07-2020 and then the hon’ble Tribunal was pleased to set aside the
impugned orders passed by the respondents. Applicant was
reinstated in service. The period during which they have not
performed duty shall be counted towards their respective ‘leave of
the kind due. (Copy as annex “B")

That on 29-07-2020, the said judgment of the hon’ble Tribunal was
remitted to the respondents for compliance by applicant as well as

the Registrar of the hon'ble Tribunal. (Copy as annex “C”)

That considerable time elapsed, but so for the judgment of the

hon'ble Tribunal was not implemented.

It is, therefore, most humbly requested that respondents be
directed to implement the judgment of the hon’ble Tribunal in
letter and spirit with such other relief as may be deemed proper
and just in circumstances of the case. |

OR
In the alternate, respondents be proceeded for contempt of

court and they be punished in accordance with Law.

Through

Saadullah Khan Marwat

(1)

Arbab Saif-ul-Kamal

Amjad NaWaz ~

Dated: 18-08-2020 Advocates
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BEFORE KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

SANO g 5 /2019

!IG»\ hnr Fakhtul\h\\ ay
Ser \lltt Teibhunal

- Hameed Ullah S/0 Khan Zada,

. ' L2~
) ) Dlur\ .
R/0 Sakhra Tehsil Matta, Swat, 1N 'ﬂ"l’*"'
‘ _ A | In
Ex-Head Constable. No. 2626, . - m"“‘“ }_7’/ ’7 T
Police Line Kabal Swat . . ... ..o Appenar
| Versus

1.  District Police Officer, ' : A I
Swat. . ‘ . i

2. Deputy Inspector General
of Police, Malakand Region,
‘at Saidu Sharif Swat.

3.  Provincial Police Officer, ‘
KP, PeShawar. . . ..o ve oo P Respondents
©< S>EL=>PO=>EL=>
APPEAL U/S 4 OF SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT, 1974
i “”"’““daVAGAINST OB. NO. 01 DATED 01-01:2019 OF R. NO.

| |
SERVICE OR OFFICE ORDER NO. 6572-75 / E DATED

|
14-06-2019 _ OF R. NO. 02 WHEREBY HIS
DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL WAS REJECTED FOR NO

ATTESTEL caL REASON:

|
% 'EE“:;.Jr 01 WHEREBY APPELLANT WAS DI'SMISSED FROM
> A A

D=L =>O =D C=>

F e ARAITE
i@«\\,, wet
dorvice Res

X a
pg ttully Sheweth,
- Peshawe

1. . That facts and grounds of the subject matter has been fully
narrated in the S.A. No. 257/16 dated 17-03-2016 and in the
p,,{q{@ judgment dated 04- 09 2018 of the Hon'ble Tribunal and need not

/ to again repeat the same. (Cop,/ as annex "A”)

J‘v"
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That on 04-09- 2018 the hon'ble Tribunal . was pleased to se'at aside
the then rmpugned orders dated 23-12-2015 and 03-03- 2016 by
dismissing appellant from service and rejection - of departmental
“appeal with direction to respondents to conduct de-novo 1enqu1ry

strictly in accordance wrth taw and rules. (Copy as annex “B”)

" That in pursuance of the said judgment, appellant‘was r'einsl;tated in .
service on 25-10-2018 by R. No. 01: (Copy as annex tcnyn

That on 29-10- 2018 appellant was served W|th Charge Sheet and

Statement of Allegation on account of mlsconduct (Copy as annex
\\DH) ! . Il '

That on 07- 11 2018 the said Charge Sheet was rephed and denied

the allegatlons that no one deposed agarnst appellant |n the matter

(Copy as annek “E") . o

That enquiry lnto the matter was mmated and the Inqunry Ofﬁcer in
the Finding of report categorically stated that aHeganns leveled
3 against appeliant were base\ess and were not proved. He |s innocent
and recommended for reinstatement  in semce wrth :aH back

beneﬁts (Copy as annex “F")

That on 10- 12 2018, the AIG Complaint & Inquiry, KP, Peshawar
dlrected R. No. 03 to follow recommendation of the Investxgatnon
Officer under intimation to his office. (Copy as annex “G")

That instead: of reinstating appellant in service, R. N_o.. 01 again
dismissed him from service vide order dated 01-01-2019.} (Copy as

annex “H")

|
That on 04-01- 2019, appeliant submitted departmental appeal
before R. No. 02 which was rejected on 14-06-2019. (Copncs as

annex "1” & “J") ( | i f r)

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

GROUNDS:

. . i
That during service tenure, appellant served the department with

‘best of his abmty and to the entire satisfaction of the eupenors without

any complaint

ENSERIRCE

3
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"b. That during militancy in the area, the house of the appella’nt was burnt

|
down by the mrscreants for the reason that he was serving in Police
Department and to this effect, proper FIR was lodged.

c. That after acceptance of former appeal by the hon'ble Tnbunal De-

o |
Novo enquiry was conducted wherein recommendanons nci)t only for

his reinstaternent was.made but also with all back benefit‘s. :

d. That if the authority was not in agreement with the recomrilnendations

- of Inquiry Officer, he was legally bound to serve appellant!with Show
Cause Notice statmg therein the reasons of none agreement with the

findings of the Inqulry Officer but not doing so, the authority deviated

from the law and appellant was liable to rennstatement with all back

benefits. .

e, Thatwhen the authority did not honor the recommendatlon of 10, then
what was the need of holding of enqulry which mears that the

authority was bent upon to dismiss appellant from service. In the

orcumstances cuch act of the authority is based on malafige.

3

f That after recording evidence in the criminal case agaunst appellant etc
the aflegations were not proved in competent court of law and were

acquitted from the baseless charges. On this score alone, appellant

was legally entitled to reinstatement with all back benefits.

It is, therefore most humbly prayed that on acceptanc e of appeal,
impugned orders dated 01-01- -2019 and 14- 06 2019 of the
respondents be set aside and appellant be remstated from the date

23-02-2015 in servrce with all consequentlal benefits, with such other

relief as may: be deemed proper and just in cxrcumstances of the case.

P&

e

. -
Appellant

Through Q/JL
| _JZ,\ A IO

Saadullah 1<1an Marwat

b
/ |
D
=

o

iy

I SIARA O 'l.tx lblhv.i]
V%mw ar

AAjad Nawaz

Dated 09-07-2019 Advocates.




Appeal No. 930/2019.

Date of Institution .. 10.07.2019

Date of Decision 22.07.2020

“Hameed Ullah son of Khan Zada, R/O Sakhra Tehsil Matta, Swat Ex-Head

Constable No. 2626 Police Line Kabal Swat. (Appellant)
VERSUS '
District Police Officer, Swat and two others. l (R;,espondents)

- Arbab Saiful. Kamal,

Advocate. ' , For appellant
Mr. Muhammad Riaz Khan Pai_ndakhet, o
~ Asstt. Advocate General For respondents..
" . i
MR. HAMID.FAROOQ DURRANI, Charrman
MR. MIAN MUHAMMAD Member (:Executrve)
JUDGMENT *

3

' HAMID FAROQQ DURRANL CHAIRMAN:-

|
|
E
1. Instant Judgment is proposed to dispose of also Service Appeal No.
|

632/2019 (Arrf Versus District Police Officer Swat and two c|)thers) as the

facts and C|r_cumstances ‘m both the cases are similar. Besndes the issties and

v,“‘ % K -
- -”‘~‘an£ propositions involved in the mattepare identical.

"\'“”’*Y‘ 722,  The appellants, performing duty as constables in the Police
Khy «' c&_ln‘» kihiwa . . : .

Sc““c" ‘“b maiDepartment were implicated in offence recorded under different sections of
law. Departmenta1 enquiry was initiated by the respondentr and upon

%ﬁ,‘ conclusmn of the proceedings. they were awarded major penalt\/ of dismissal
from servace through order dated 23.12. 7015 After exhaustmq departmental

%
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I
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l

remedy the appeilants preferred service appeals before this Tnbunal which

were dlsposed of on 04.09.2018. The 1mpugned orders of the |respondents

o

were set aside and they were dlrected to cond‘uct denovo enqurlry stnctly in

1
accordance wrth the law while the appellants were reinstated lﬂ service for

the purpose.

: |
| |
Consequent to the judgment of this Tribunal, resp0||1dents heid

denovo enquiry. The proceedings again culmlnated into paosrng of tmpugned
orders dated 01.01. 2019 whereby, the appe\lants were awarded penalty in

shape of dismissal from service. They preferred departmental appeals which

~also could not find favour and were rejected vide order dated| 16.06.2019,

hence the aijpeals in hand.

3. Learned counse! for the appellants as ‘well as learngd: Assistant

Advocate General on behalf of the. respondents heard and aveilable record

gone through.

i
I
|

4. Learned counsel for the: appeilants vehemently contende|d that in the
first round of proceedmgs agalnst the appellants the charge cor'xtarned in the

impugned o'rders was never part of statemerits of allegatrons!or the show

cause notices. The appellants, therefore were practically not provided an

v X ! ' , \ !
"f"'D e v I

Pcaha war

!

opportunity of properly defending their Cause. In that regard*lez:arned counsel

referred to the judgment of this Tribunal pronounced in the prievrous round

.«.-.Qst. and pressed into service its Paragraphs 6 and 7. In hre view the denovo

proceedmgs were also not in accordance with the sprrlt of ]udgment and the
|aw ‘on the point. He referred to the enquiry report, thouqh undated, as

submrtted before the competent authority, and stated’ tnat the same
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recommended" reinstat'ement of the appellants with all back bienefits. The
competent authonty, while dlssentmg with the findings of enquny officer did
not provide any cogent reason for the purpose. Learned counsel also argued
that the appellants were not unatlally nominated in the FIR while the star
witness of the case namely Habibur Rahman resaled in; his statement
recorded under Section 164-Cr.PC. Coupled with the said fact the incidence
of acquittal of appellants from’ a competent court of law an 27.04.2018 fully:
justified theur reinstatement into servnce hovvever the respondents_ did not

1

prefer the same. He refied on ]udgment reported as 2011- SCMR 1504. .

Learned Assistant Advocate General whne refutmg the atg’umehts

from other side, referred to the enqu1ry report and -stated that its .

recommendations were solely based on the acquittal of -appellants from
criminal case while it was not to have any bearing on the jdepartmental

|
proceedings. He referred to 2007-SCMR- 562 m support of his arguments. In
his view, the proceedings were properly held under the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

Police Rules, 1975 while the competent authority was not -bound to concur

with the enquiry officer. The appellants were, therefore, rightty awarded the

penalty questioned through the appeals in hand.

'
t
L

-

5. We have minutely examined the record before us and have found that
the. respondents have committed material lrregutanty/tllegahty while dealing
with the cases of appellants. As a first mstance, reference can be made to

. , |
the impugned orders dated 01.01.2019 wherebv the competent authority

- after the ‘proceedings of regular’ enquiry himself attempteid to resort to
. . |

summary -enquiry proceedings and went on to examine the officials of the

=
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department but wrthout any opportunrty of partrcrpatnon to the‘ ‘appeltants. -

The re1evant portaon of the tmpugned order is worthy of reprodt'ctron herem
below:- | !
"The Head Constab/e was called in Orderly Room and heard
in person. The case file was minutely, perused and the
de//nquent off cer was thorough/y /nterwewed which unfo/o’ed
‘the Whole /nadenr Therefore the unders:gned did not ag/ ee
with the recommendat/on of the Enquuy Officer: as he had;
not app//ed /7/5 Judicial m/nd Consequent/y, all concerneo in
the case Were called. They Were heard m person, thorough/y
/nterrogated cross exam/ned and therr statements were
recorded '

The above noted content from the rmpugned order suggests that not only
1

I -
the provrsrons of Section 5 of the rules rbrd were b!atantiy violated in

supersedrng a regu!ar enqurry by summary proceedmgs hutlalso the fact

that the competent authority hrmse\f became an enqurry oﬂrcer which is
drametncaHy opposite to the rules of natural ]ustrce and the. law. It is also a
fact that the respondents falied to make part of the record the material so

coilected by ‘the competent authorrty/respondent No. 1. 'The so-called

foundatron of dlfference of oprnron by respondent No. 1 wrth the enquiry

fficer is. strli shrouded in mystery . - *

) |
6. The appe\lants preferred departmental appeals against | lthe rmpugned

”‘?'"'h orders datéd 01.01.2019 which were decided by re_,pond{ent No. 2 on
*é‘é;r-r‘;{w;““’ 14.06. 2019 A perusal of the orders suggest: that the rcsponl,dent No. 2 yet
again ordered a thrrd enqurry which was concluded and frndrngs were

‘. ,submitted on 15.05.2019. 1t is worthwhrle to reproduce hereunder the

relevant portion of the order dated 14.06.20.19;
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"Both, Ex-Head Constable Ham/du//ah No. 1 564/2626 cand'
Constable Arif No. 2683 were called in Order/y Room by the
undersigned —and their case was thorough/y perused 5 70
further scrutinize: the case, S.P. fﬂVE‘StlgdiUO/‘) Swat and Add/
SP Swat were nominated to conduct denovo enquuy into
the matter and submit findings report vide this ofhce order
No. 3982 84/F, dated 27.03.2019. The enquiry off cer a,!fter
conducting proper denovo enquiry into the matter subm/rted
his finding . report vide SP Ihvest/gat/cw Swat Memo No.
. 3440/C-Cell. Dated 15.05.201 9 Wherem he recommmended
| that though the charges against both the officers i.e. Ex- /-;I'ead
Constables Ham/du//ah No. 1564/2626 and Constab/e Ar/f% No. -
0683 ‘are wholly solely responsible for reg/strat/on of ‘ake
 case vide FIR No. 383 dated 20.08.2015 u/s 5—Exp/0 -B ‘CNS
15-AA/34-PPC P.S Kanju District Swat Therefore The
undersigned upho/d the order passed b y DPO Swat Wherem

he has .dismissed Head Constable Ham/du//ah No. 1 564/2626

and Constable Arif No. 2683 from serV/ce. Their appeals are’
hereby rejected. Morédver the pun/shment of reduction in
pay by three (3) stages awarded by DPO Swat wde OB No.

216 dated 23.12.2015 to 5.1 Muhammad Siraj /s hereby
converted into dismissal from service with fmmed/ate effect
- as the de//nquent officers are.equally responsible for lsuch
illegal act as proved in denovo enquiry conducted by S.P
Ihveshgat/on Swat.” T

before this Tribunal any piece of record pertammg to the thlrd]enquwy dated

15.05.2019. For all intents and purposes the holding of second and third
enquiries could not be legally justified. Needless to note that; ,the appellants

" were not associated with the subsequent proc:eedings at all. |




¢ 1

Itis also pertinent to note that the lmpuqned orders datec
~and 14.06. 2019 were passed by the respondents after the
appellant from criminal charge on 27.04. 9018

respondents h_ad attempted to go all out agamst the appeHant

It appear

01.01.2019
acquittal . of
s that .the

s, therefore,

the element of malafide on their part cannot be ruled out.

7. Resultantly,

reinstated into service. The périod during which they have’' n

duty shall be counted towards their respective leave of the kind

Parties are left to bear their respective costs. File be con:

(HAMID FAROO(Q DURRANI)
Chalrman

record room... .

(MIAN MUHAMMAD)
Me_mber (Execdt‘rve)

ANNQUNCED
22.07.2020

i
!

both the appeals are allowed and the appellants are

ot performed

due.

signed to the -
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o o019 |
Date of Order or other proceedings with signature of Judge or
S.No | order/ Magistrate and that of parties where necessary.
proceedings ‘ l
1 2 -3 | L
Present. ll
22.07.2020 Arbab Saiful Kamal, | ... For appi:ienant

‘Advocate : ‘ ;

Mr. Muhammad Riaz Khan Paindakhel, - ;
Asstt. Advocate General .. For respondents

Vide our detailed judgment, the appe'ia'l islgailowed |

Aand the appellant is reihstated into servicé}. The period
during which he has not performed duty shaill be jcounted
tO\:)\‘/ards leave of the kind dué. o |

Parties are left to bear their respective costs. File be

consigned to the record-room.

3* ., (Hamid Farood Durrani)

s S | Chairman
’P‘k/hr-' '
(Mian' Muhammad)
Member (Executive)

ANNOUNCED
22.07.2020




1) Dlstrlct Police Offlcer Swat at Gulkada .
2) Deputy Inspector General of Police Malakand Reglon at

Saidu Sharif Swat,
3) Provisional Police Officer Khyber Pakhtunkhwa at
Peshawar
SUB: Application for compliance of judgment dated 22-07-2020
‘passed in service appeal No. 930/19 by the honorailble Service
Tribunal. |
Respected Sir;

- Please comply with the  order dated 22-07-2020 by the:
Honorable Serv1ce Tribunal in letter in spirit and obhged (Certified

Cop1es are actuated herew1th) |

Moreso, my this application be also consider as' my arrival

rgport.
Thanking you sir, é 202
: - s JOLAD
‘Hameed Ullah S/o KRar 72da &7-°7 7"
R/o Sakhra, Tehsil Matta, District
Swat, Ex-head constabﬂe No. 2626
Police line Kabal Swat |
Cell No. 0344- 2000402
| | oX" 29.67-900k
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