20.04.2022

22.06.2022

Learned counsel for the  appellant present. Mr. Kabirullah ,
- Khattak, Addl: AG alongwith Mr. M. Razig, H.C for respondents

~ present.

Written reply/comments on behalf of rgspo’ndents submitted
which is placed on file. A topy of the same is also handed over to
the learned counsel for the appellant. Adjourned. To come up for
rejoinder as well as arguments on 2-2.06.2022 before D.

(MIAN MUHAMMAD)
" MEMBER(E)

Appel!anf in person present.

Naseer Ud Din Shah learned Assistant Advocate

General for respondents present.

~ At the very outset an épplication seeking withdrawal of

the instant appeal was submitted by the appellant Aalongwifh

" order dated 02.06.2022 vide which, appellant was reinstated in

service and the period of absence as well as intervening period

was treated as leave of the kind due, if any on his credit.

Keeping in view the written request coupled with the

order of his reinstatement, instant appeal stands dismissed as

withdrawn. No order as to costs. File be consigned to the

record room.

Announced
22.06.2022




20.12.2021  Appellant present through counsel. 5

Preliminary arguments heard. Record perused.

Points raised need consideration. Instant 'appeal s
admitted for regular hearing subject to all legal objections.
The appellant is directed to deposit security and process
Appeljant Deposited fee' within 10 days. Thereafter; notice be iséued to

Secu& Process Fas * respondents for submission of written reply/comments. To

,m/]ﬁ;/\ ~fcome up for written - reply/comments on
"> o] / 0% J 20¥pefore S.B. -




Court of

Case No.-

Form- A

FORM OF ORDER SHEET

7709 /2021

S.No. Date of order Order or other proceedings with signature of judge
proceedings
1 2 3
1. 01/11/2021 The appeal of Mr. Sajid Khan resubmitted today by Shab‘ana Bibi
Advocate may be entered in the Institution Register and put up to the
Worthy Chairman for proper order please. o
REGISTRAR
9. This case is entrusted to S. Bench at Peshawar for preliminary

hearing to be put up there on '7’02 I)’Z )7

o
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The appeal of Mr. Sajid Khan S/O Firoz Khan, R/O Shekhkaly Dakhana Mathra-, Tehsil
and District Peshawar received today i.e. on 28.10.2021 is incomplete on the following score

which is returned to.the counsel for the appellant for completlon and resubm:ssmn within 15
days.

1. Copy of departmental appeal in respect of appellant made to CCPO is not attached"
with the appeal.
"~ 2. Copies of Impugned order dated 28/12/2020 order dated 15/10/2021, service card
and CNIC are illegible whlch may be replaced by Ieglble/better one.

No. H 5,3' /S.T,‘

Dt A8 - Jo_ /2021

REGISTRAR -
SERVICE TRIBUNAL
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
PESHAWAR. '
Shabana Bibi Adv. -
High Court Peshawar.
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KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICES TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

CHECK LIST
Chub LU yprus SPHO T C’]o\iew\e\mevi) P, EiC
...... ..... Appellant ..o........RESPONdeENts
CONTENTS “TYES [ NO
This petition has been présented by: Sharane. Hibddvocate Hiaho  Court poyhmod NV

Whether Counsel/Appeliant/Respondent/Deponent have signed the requiSite documents?
Whether appeal is within time?

Whether the enactment under which the appeal is filed mentioned?

Whether the enactment under which the appeal is filed is correct?

Whether affidavit is appended? .
Whether affidavit is duly attested by competent Oath Commissioner?

Whether appeal/annexures are properly paged?

Whether certificate regarding filing any earlier appeal on the subject, furnished?
10. | Whether annexures are legible? .

11. | Whether annexures are attested?

12. | Whether copies of annexures are readable/clear?

13. | Whether copy of appeal is delivered to AG/DAG?

14. | Whether Power of Attorney of the Counsel engaged is attested and signed by
pefitioner/appellantrespondents?

-15. | Whether numbers of referred cases given are correct?

16. | Whether appeal contains cutting/overwriting?

17. | Whether list of books has been provided at the end of the appeal?

18. | Whether case relate to this court?

19. | Whether requisite number of spare copies attached?

20. | Whether complete spare copy is filed in separate file cover?

21. | Whether addresses of parties given are complete?
22. | Whether index filed?

23. | Whether index is correct?

24. | Whether Security and Process Fee deposited? On
25. | Whether in view of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Rules 1974 Rule 11, notice along
with copy of appeal and annexures has been sent to respondents? On
26. | Whether copies of comments/reply/rejoinder submitted? On

27. | Whether  copies of comments/reply/rejoinder provided to opposite party? On

@@N@@P@Nr‘lzlm
o

<] RS P I P P P P i ) P L] L] <] il |22 ]

It is certified that formalities/documentation as required in the above table have been fulfilled.
Name:-  Suwdann BIey

ot
~Signature:- &Wﬁm&

Dated:- AR 10 RO -

PHC Prt Composing Canter, Beshawar High Court, Peshutvar
Pioneer of legal drafiing < composing

Cell No:- "‘92w288336W/+923119149544/1'923159737151
Emgif:- plic.prtcongposing®gmaif.com
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_ BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE
. ‘TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR
Service Appeal NO.M/ 2021 -
Sajid khan......... eeeeesssaseetsteteteeassnearasanans ..Appellant .
VERSUS -
_ The SP KP& others ........ oo Respondents
. | __INDEX

" |'S.No Description of Documents Annex | Pages
‘1. | Service Appeal ‘ \- b
2. | Affidavit ' 57
3. | Copy of the CNIC, Service card | AB |Q-lo]| |
4. | Copy of the FIR,Acquittal order - C,D |1}~ 8 1 :
5. | Copy of the prior dismissal order , | E,F,G ) -

Departmental appeal,and order 3% -35 ' '
6. | copies of Nagalmads/Roznamcha HI [34,3]
7. | Copy of Payment release | J,K
| application and order 33,39
'8. | WakalatNama . , qo
Through
Dated: 28.10.2021 ‘
d ShabanaBibi
&
Zainab

| N Advocates, High Court
Peshawar .
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE

TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

IChyber

Service Appeal NoﬁL /2021

Pakbitulihnwg

Servica 'Pribupanl

2—%

Einry INo.

Sajid khan S/o Firoz khan R/o Shekhkaly Dakhana

'Mathra Tehsil & District Peshawar.

a——

ls/za[wzl

- teseerecsrerncresanes Appellant

VERSUS

N .
1. Superintendent - Police Head Quarter, Khyber

Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar. N

2. Inspector General of Police, Khyber
PakhtunkhwaPeshawar. ~ '
3. Capital City Police Officer Peshawar.

CF edto-dﬂw ......................... Respondents
Re:%c__‘

'),

\0’\%

SERVICE APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF THE

gg KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE
- 5
? _/&“g TRIBUNAL ACT 1974 AGAINST THE ORDER
i 3
z 7 ' BEARING NO.3527' DATED _ 28.12.2020
18
e ,  PASSED BY THE _ OFFICE  OF
~ o
Ve e, .
' SUPERINTENDENT POLICE CIRCLE HEAD

QUARTER PESHAWAR VIDE WHICH THE
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APPELLANT HAS BEEN AWARDED MAJOR

PENALTY OF DISMISSAL FROM SERVICE

- WHEREBY _APPELLANT _FILED

DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL ON 15.10.2021

* UPON WHICH THE RESPONDENT NO 3 VIDE

ORDER NO 4037-41 DATED 15.10.2021 KEPT

'INTACT THE DISMISSAL ORDER.

PRAYER :

\

ON ACCEPTANCE OF INSTANT APPEAL ,

' THE IMPUGNED ORDERS DATED 28.12.2020,

15.10.2021 MAY KINDLY BE SETASIDE INTO

SERVICE WITH | ALL BACK BENEFITS.

Respectfully Sheweth:

1. That the Appellant was appointed as Policé Constable
Belt no 6365 in the year 2010 and since his
appointment the appellant performed his duty very
‘well and to the entire satisfaction of the department.

(Copy of the CNIC, Service Card are annexure A,B)

2. That the Appellant was falsely and malaﬁ,dely
- implicated 7in criminal case FIR no 1080,dated
28.'10.2020,,1'1/’3 324 /34 /337F1)(V), PS Mathra,and




@

acquitted from the charges leveled against him on

16.6.2021.(FIR annexure C)

. That the initial orders has been passed on the basis

of above mentioned false FIR and t\h'e absence was due .

to the false allegation mentioned in the FIR and no

- conviction order is present which proves ' the

allegation upon appellant ,the basis upon which -the .

dismissal order has been passed has been found_'to'be
false as'-‘the_appellant has ‘béer; acquitted from the
charges leveled against him by the honorable
Additional  Session . Judg;e Muhammad  Tahir

"~ Aurangzeb through ‘his order dated

16.6.2021,Fufthermore the absence on the part of
appellant was due to false FIR which is condonable if

once the appellant is-acquitted hence the dismissal

order amounts to pre-trial punishment and is against

to recommended to inquiry officer ,hence liable to be

set-aside. (Copy ofAquittal Order is annexure D)

. That proper procedure for conducting inquiry has not

been followed furthermore the appellant was -behind
the bar and was not propérly represented and was not
a fr_cé man and was in custody' and inquiry was
conducted{ just like formality without proper hearing

to the appellant hence the impugned orders are liablei

‘to be set-aside. °

That the Appellant was not in knowledge that he was
removed from service on dated 28.12.2020 during the

period of above mentioned occurrence and no show

cause notice was served upon him and no cross
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examination opportunity was given to the appellant
for giving his proper reply, and Appéllant after release
from thé jail on 16.6.2021 came into - knowledge
~about the dismissal from service, and only dismissal
order dated 28.12.2020 was given to appellant,
whereby the appellant was dismissed 'fr.om the service -
with retrospective effect twithout‘ serving a charge
 sheet or conducting regular inquiry which this -
Honorable court can requisite from the department
S upon which the 'appellant filed Departmen}cal appeal
) dated 15.10.2021, however the Appellant was shown
to have been removed from service on 28.12.2020
due to willful absence from duty w.e.f 29.10. 2020 to
28.12. 2020 and upon false allegation of FIR .(it is
need to mentioned that wrong section of law as
*302/34 was mentioned in dismissal order dated
28 12.2020 instead of 324/34/337F(11)(v) against
the appellant. '
‘ 6. That the apphcant had - properly moved leave
mentloned in NaqalmadNo 32 roznamcha 29.11.2020

/

till 09.01.2021 accordingto which -appellant was on
leave, and the report of PS Sharqi regarding the leave
is available on record about arrival into duty in PS
and his departure according to Nagalmad® No 24
roznamcha dated 6.11.2020 but the departmental
" appeal was also dismissed vide order dated
15.10.2021. (Copy of departmental application and

impugned orders are annexures E,F,G)

7. That infect during pendency of case Appellant
proceeded on fourty days leave w.e..f 29.11.2020 till

N
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09.01.2021, and 23 days the appellant performed his
. proper duty during his case in PS Sharqi, and during - ,i
~ leave the appellant surrendered himself to police on
'30.12.2020 and on 16.6.2021 acquitted from the
charges leveled against him. (Naqalmad/Roznamcha

‘reports are annexures H,I).

8. That during the pendency of case against appellant,
I . the appellant also moved épplicafion on 3. 12.2020 for
‘his release of salary of November 2020 to SP/HQ
| coﬁpern upon which the applicant salary Wés released
by the concern departmeﬁt.( Copy of application and

release order are annexures J,K).

9. That feeling extremely aggfieved the Appellant invokes
the appellate jurisdiction of this Hon’ble Tribunal for
setting aside of the impugned orders and for re-
instatement to his service with all back benefits, on .

the following grounds, inter alia:

-~

GROUNDS:

A.That the impugned orders of the ReSpoh_dén‘;s are
illegal, riull and void in the eyes of law, hence liable to

be set aside.




1]

B. That the absence of the appella.ﬁt was not willful but

due to the false allegation mentioned in FIR attached

herewith,in fact the Appellant was never served wrch
any show cause notice, no proper proceedings had
been adopted -against the Appellant, no inquiry has
been conducted no opportumty of cross exammanon
has ‘been given to appellant to prove his innocence

and the impugned order has been passed in vacume

against ‘the principles of “Audi Altrum ‘Partum” (No

’ “one shall be condemned _unheérd).j _

C. That the fundarﬁental rights of the Appellant has been’

" violated as he has not been treated in accorda.nce With-

law and has been denied due protection of law and-

there is no Wﬂlful absence of the Appellant

- D.That the delay / absence on the part of Appellant was a

due to the above mentioned reason which has been

given in detail with all supporting documents annexed
with the appeal, hence the impugned order is liable to -

be set aside and a proper opportunity of being heard

should be given to' the Appellant and may kindly be

reinstated to his service along with all back benefits.
E.That the acts of Respondent /- department have
| vamshed the Very purpose of the rules/service

structure of the paramedu\:s

F.That any other ground, with leave of the Hon’ble

Tribunal will be raised at the time of final hearing of

the appeal.




[/]

It is, therefore, humbly prayed that on

._acceptance of thls appeal the 1mpugned orders ,
may kindly be set aside and the Appellant may

. please- be re-instdted with all back benefits.

Any‘ other relief, of which the Appellant are
entitled to in the fact and circumstances of the
case, may also awarded / granted in favour of the

Appellant against Respondents

Through
Dated 28 10.2021

wf”/
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ShabanaBlbl,

Zamab @%’A

Advocates, High Court  ~
Peshawar _ .
& -
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE

TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

,Se_rvicé Appeal No. . /2021-
Sajid khan ..occcvveveaenes .............. ......Appellant
| - VERSUS |
The SP KP & othcré veerernernanerenns Respondents
AFFIDAVIT

1, Sajid khan S/o Firoz khan R/o Shekh kaly Mathra Tehsil.
& District Peshawar, do hereby 'solern'nly affirm and déclare -
on oath that the contents of the. accompanymg Appeal are -

true and correct to the best of my knowledge and behef and

nothlng has been concealed from thls Hon’ble Court.

-t

DEPONENT
el 21181691

gqch Lice Sowvice cxppecdt bc‘ fhe_

Qame. @_VPQ,\ﬁat\t Mos \aoon k}\\@dc\, eOLYUQV
we  prioy b ms%aht one \Qegao, NI
Y\bmb\kmb\z ’\W buonal

khuom\tg\w%




R

.
-
e
.
>
-

- e e o o g

v




| Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police

. CMLC.Mo: T301:8178168-1
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CHARGE A5
File No. 92/SC of 2021 e e
Reference:  FIR No. 1080 dated 28/10/2020 U/S 324/34, 337F(11) (v) PPC of Police Station
Mathra, Peshawar.

. ;

I, Muhammad Tahir Aurangzeb, Additional Sessions Judge-IX, Peshawdr do
hereby charge you accused (1) Sajid s/o Feroz Khan aged about 31/32 years (2) Haista
Rehman aged about 46/47 years (3) Shahid sons of Feroz Khan aged about 24/25
years r/o Saced Abad No.1 street No.3, Peshawar, as follows:-

Firstly That on 28/10/2020 at 12:30 hours near Mohallah Afridi Ghari Mathra
falling within the criminal jurisdiction of police station Mathra, Peshawar, you
accused named above, in furtherance of the common intention of you all, atiempted at
the life of complainant Afzat, Shoaib and Shah by firing at them effectively and thus
you thereby committed an offence punishable under section 324/34 PPC and within
my cognizance. ‘

Secondly That on the above mentioned date, time and place you accused named in
furtherance of your common intention, and with the effective fire of you accused
Sajid, the complainant got injured on his left hand and chest and thus you thereby
committed an offence w/s 337 F(ii) F (V) PPC and within my cognizance.

And I hereby direct that you be tried by me for the said charge.

RO&AC
08-03-2021 ,{! -
_ : Mu ad Tahir Aurangzeb,

ASJ-IX, Peshawar
Note: The charge has been read over and explained to accused. c&(«?}
. N ") ‘v
Q. Have you heard and understood the charge? LS W
A. Yes. ™~
Q. Do you want to plead guilty or claim trial?
A. We do not plcad guilty and claim trial.
}:Iaista Rehl’n&n (Accusgd)
)
Muhammad Tahir Aurangzeb,

ASJ-IX, Peshawar
CERTIFICATE u/s 364 Cr.PC

Certified that the above charge has been framed in my presence and hearing and that
the record contains a full and true account of the statement made by the accused.

A - .P _‘" } V\ B w
o ‘ Muhamsad Tahir Aurangz ré
s ASJ-IX, Peshawar
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BEFOF&":‘ THE COURT OF ADDITIONAL SESS!ON JUDGE, PESHAWAR.

L4

The State “Versus Sajid & others .
} | Case FIR No:- 1080 Dated:- 26/10/2020 I

i ’ : Charge Ufs 324/34/337F(ii)(v) PPC

f / /\ gL/

‘Police Station:- Mathra, Peshawar
[ AR e
- APPLICATION UNDER SECTION 265-K CR.P.C FOR THE

ACQUITTAL OF THE ACCUSED FACING TRIAL IN THE ABOVE

NOTED CASE.

Respectfully Sheweth:-

L. That the above titled case is pending trial and is fixed Sfor today
i.e. 07/06/2021. |

——

7 hat there is no prospect of the prosecution to bring home guilt
of the accused beyond shadow of reasonable doubt. | ?‘«&%

o et o o 2

s
t

3. That the star witnesses, the prosecution case has been
examined and the prosecution case is full of doubt and

material contradictions.

4. That the statements clearly negates the prosecution case,

which specials volume about the innocence of the accused

: - Jacing trial




Y5 That the instant case being false, concocted and baseless could
not be proved against the accused/ petitioner, hence the

accused/ petitioner is entitled for acquittal

6. That other grounds will be raised at the bar during the course of
arguments with special permission of this Honourable Court.

1t is, therefore, most humbly prayed that on acceptance of

' ~ this petition, the accused may graciously be acquitted of the-

- charge leveled against him.

Dated:- 07/06/2021 < Accused Facing Trial
S . Sajid & others '
‘ - 4.
B Through:- e e (O
. J o , . Syed Akbar AW Shah
.- ) ‘ , ' Advodate High Court
- Peshawar.

Ly

. AExaminer)
Dastrlct Cmm P@shawar
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IN THE COURT OF MUHAMMAD TAHIR AURAN (;Zl‘lif_".:‘; “
ADDITIONAL SESSIONS JUDGE-IX, PESHAWAR .

Swate..vs. Sagpd ete

Nessions Case No, 92 of 2021

ORDER

POO0.2001 _ . :

I. Accused Sajid in custody not produced before the court due to
Covid-19 issue. Accused Khaista Rehman and Shahid on baif
present. Counsel for the accused and complainant also present.

PW Shchrzad sio Mir Aslam present and got recorded his

statement as PW-8. Arguments on application U/S 265-K Cr.P.C

Z‘:ﬁ

heard and record perused. “é.
e 2. The sceused facing trial involved in case FIR No. 7080 daicd
; | -
\ S 28102020 WL/S 324/347337-1(1)(v) PPC registered at PS Mathra,

Peshawar wherein the complainant Alzal s/o- Muhammad Nawaz
has charged the accused for injuring him, Shoaib and Shah Zaib.
3. Bricl Tacts of the case as per FIR are that complainant Afzal

alongwith injured Shoaib and Shah Zaib at casualty LRI

Peshawar reported the matter (o the local police that at the time of

occurrence he went to meet his friend where K.haisl:a, Sajid and
Shahid sons of Feroz Khan in mmb‘rcar with unknown number
\ cume and Sajid was having deadly weapon started finng z& him as
a result of which he was hit on left hand and got injured on left

. hand and chest. Duc o the firing, near in gencral store Shoaib and

his brother Shah Zaib also got injured. Motive behind the

7 8 —— -

) ogeurrence was disclosed previous enmity. Hence, the FIR.
(Emmlfr}is ! |

istrict Court Peshawaky . . . o
District ¢ 4.7 After completion of necessary investigation, complete challan was

put in court. Accused were summoned, who appeared and formal

State Vs ¢

;aji(i & Others Pape 1

i v AEIER g ¢ SRR 03 R

A RN T Y e A et e B LIRS L e i e

P T it

. SRR 4 A Y

e e AR e AL LSBT Y e
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charge framed against the accused, to which they pleaded not

gutlty and claimed trial. From the commencement of trial the

prosccution has so far ‘pmcmccd cighlAPWS in support ol thewr
version. The briel resume of Prosecution evidence is as under:

PW-01, Syed Asil" Ali Shah ASL who stated on oath that during the days of
oceurrence he was posted in emergency LRIL Injured Afzal in conscious
stte ol mine reported. the mz:mr:r 1o him, in presence of Shahzaib. He
recorded his report in shape of murasila and obtained his thumb tmpression
on his report afier reading the contents of the report to the complainant.

Shahzaib also endorsed the contents of report and thumb impressed it The

reporvmurasila was i his handwriting and correctly bears his signatiire

which was I'x PA. Similarly he prepared injury sheet of injured Shahzaib

“which was Ex PW 171 and prepared injury sheet of injured Shoaib which was

2y PW 1720 He also prepared injury sheet of injured A‘l‘/.,zll which was ['x PW
173, Afler preparation ol the i_njury sheet he referred them to doctor and sent
murasila to Police Station for registration of the FIR.

PAW-02 was Dr Usman thralum LRH, Peshawar, who stated on oath that on
ARA1072020 a1 11.20 AM he examined the injured Sohaib Khan /o Kamran
Khan aged about 20 years.

On examination he found the following.
FAL
. One wound on the antero-medial region of the left thigh
(upper form) ‘

2. one wound on the upper posterior medial region of the el

48 thigh wm.

3. both wounds are about Ixtem in size.

KXaminer)

Diqtrigt Court ?eshgwag Advised. Xray lelt thigh. Blood Group, HBS AGHHICY

State Vs sajid & Others

Relerred o COW/Vascular! Radiology
Medico  legal  report ExXPW2/T correctly  bears  his

s1gnature,
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*He also examined Shahzaib Khan s/o Kamran 'K,h._;;?gwugcd'
about 16/17 vears,
On examindlion he found the following,.
: FAI | |
1. wound on the Jeft leg (1x1 eni in size)
2. walking palient.
| o ~ 3. '\éiiéifi}’ stable.
Advised, Xray lefl leg AP/Lateral
Reterred 10 9-C/COW/Radiology. _
Medico legal report was Ex PW 22 which correctly bears,
his signature. '
He also <:;<umincd Afzal Khan s/o Nawaz Khan aged about
37 years.
" 3 , A On examination he found the following.

FAL >

size.
2. one wound on the left splenic region of the abdomen
{omentum out). .
3. on¢ wound on the left arm lateral region Both wounds are
IxT om in sive.

Advised. Xray Chest, Xray left arm. HBS AG/HCV
Blood Group. - . ,‘ﬁe

{\ Referred 1o CSW/CTW/COWRadiology. " L

Medico legal report was X PW 2/3 which correctly bears his
signature.
7. PW-3 wus Ifasih Ullah Mobharrar ASI, who. stated on oath that during the
days of occurrence he was posted at PS Muathra, On receiving of copy of
.

mwrasila he incorporated the contents of the murasila into shape of FIR,

PW-4 was Qaiser Khan Constable No. 3758, who stated on oath that on

2871072020, he was associated with the investigation branch and went o the

(Examiner)

itpict Court Peshawar o _ o ‘
Pisiriet C place of occurrence with the 10 where the 10 colleeted bloodstained carth

|
i .
: . one wound on the back (lumbar region) about Ix1 ¢m in
with cotion from point No.01 and Point No.02 and sealed in parcel No. 01
and 02 respectively. Similarly he also collected 07 empties of 30 bore pistol
| _ . :

fying around at point A. e signed with pen on the empties and scaled in

-

' : parcel No. 03, He allixed seal of MA on each three sides of the purcels and

State Vs Sajid & Others L Page 3
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prepared .:‘cu{vcry memo x Pw 4/1, His statement w/s 161 Cr B \ms»
recorded by the 10,

9, PW-43 \.fz-xs Shoaib who stated on oath that, it was 12 noon on the eventful
day that he returned from his college and was available in front of his house.
fte was standing {ht;‘rc and Afzal was also accompanying him. His young;:r
brother und some other Iriends were also p:‘cs(:ntiim‘e. A person came on
motorevele and made firing on Afzal, He also sustained fircarm inury. bhs

¢
brother and Afzal also sustained fircanm injury by the hands of that person.

10, ;‘wv#m was Afzal who stated on oath, that on 28/1072020, at abum 1230
noon be was standhing in front of Shop of Shoaib situated in Mathra. S§1almeh
and Shoatb were standing with him. In the meanwhile Shahid, Khaista

E‘? Rehiman and Sajid came on alto motorcar, Sajid made firing at them on the
spot, He sustained three {ircarm inunes on his left shoulder, [t inner buack
side of chest The accused escaped from the spot. He noticed injury on the
bedy of Shouib and Shahzeb also, Ambulance came to spot and ok Shoaih
and Shahzeb to hospital. He went to hospital in second ambulance. Tie made
report in the hospital o police. The witness was identified with his thamb
impression. Thereafier he remained in hospital for 13 days. When he wag

) o

discharged from the hospital he also made pointation to the 10 on ‘3{5 ol. e
A
*
charge accused Sajid for comnussion of offence. He was having enmity with
\{\' the accused party previous they have charged him falsely after 35 days’in u
mrarder case FIR Noo 1091 dawed 051172019 of Police Station Mathra v/s 302
PPC andd the sume was reason of commission of oftence the instant casc.

&TTESTEB PW-7 was Gul Said Khan ASI who stated on oath that, during the days ol

occwrence he was posted in Police Station Mathra. On receipt of copy of

,..«\(Eéamine?) FIR. he procceded 1o the spot and prepared the site plan on his personal
District Cowrt Feshawar : , - _
e ehservations which was Ex PW 771, He collected bloodstained eanth from the

-

spot potit No.b and sealed in parcel No.l and sumilarly from point No.2 and

scaled in parect Nu.2, e also wilcct :d 7 emptics of 0.30 bore pistol from

N RS D!
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(Examine:)

Divirict Cousi » eshawar’

point AL signed with pen over the-cempiies and sealed in parcel Ng & He

“atlixed seal of MA on cach three sides of the parcels and prepared recovery,

memao already BEx Pw 470 Then be went w hospital and could not meet witk
the complainant as he was inside the operation theater however he met with
irgured Shahzeb d-lld recorded his statement w's 161 Cr.PCL On the next day
injured Alzal praduced bloodswined garments having corresponding cut

marks an the shirt in LRI Surgical Ward which bc sealed in parcel No. 4 and

prepared rocovery memo XX PW 772 and affixed the seal of MA on cax’:h

three sides of the parcels. Injured Shoaib produced his blooadstained garments

with cut marks to him which he sealed in parcel No. 0:;> and injured Shahzeh
alsa produced his bioods;taincd garments to him which he scaled in parcel
No.6 and prepared recovery memo Bx PW 7/30 He drafied application for
sending the bloodstained gannents o 'SL which was Ex Pw 74, [ix Pw 773
Ix PW F6. Simtiarly he dralied application for sending the empiies o i‘a]
vide his application Bx PW 777 He arrested accused Khaista Rehman and
Shahid on 02/11/2020 formally through card of arrest Bx PW 7/8 as they
proctuced their bail before aest order to hir and same was the situation of
accused Sajid on 3712020 vide card of amrest bBx PW 79 e ﬁaw{f\ﬁa;}

f

u,u.nd the road ccmfmnm Iix Pw 7710, Accused Sajid was a ‘.%{ﬁ‘%m i&.
phiced on record the departmental inquiry record as Fx Pw 71 ,fl'c placed
an record the cell phone data of accused Sajid, Shabid which was iy W
7412, He movaed an apphication w Dy PP Ei‘_>r opinion :1&)0#1 the injury sheet
which was Ex PW 7715, On 12/1272020, he produced Shoaib and Shah‘/‘.i:h-
mciuding Kamran, who were recorded ws 161 Cr.P.C, for their stalements 1<
Fearmed JMIC w/s 164 CrP.C vide his application Ex PW 7/14 and whic}g
was recorded. On 1571272020 the bail before arrest of accused was recalled
by the competent court and on 16/12/2020 he produced accused Khaista

Rebiman and Shahid to feaned IMIC vide his application Ex PW 7713 and

ane day castody was granted. He also placed on record the card a)i arrest by

MMLVs&md&(MMU\ T pages
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State Vs Sajid & Others

Arauwments heard and available record perused.

— R/ -

0

PW 716 On completon of police custody he produced the accu:.;:éi for
turther remund and they were sent 1o judwcial Tockup on his application 1Y
PWS 2T He recetved the FSE report of crime empties which was Bx PW
748 and the FSL report of bloodstwined garments which was Ex PW 7719
and b PW 7,"‘20..5 fo arrested accused ﬁSajid on 3171272020 vide card ol arrest
Fx PW 7721 and produced m to learned JMIC for police custody vide his
application Ex PW 7/22 which was granted lor onc dz‘l}’.- His arrival depurture
was By PW 77230 On completion of custody he produced him {or further

custody vide apphication Ex PW 7724 which was relused. He recorded

statemients of PWs on his case diaries as and when required. He used scal off

MA during his investigation. He recoded statements of accused during
investigation, He found the accused guilty and forwarded the challan w STHO

for presenttion,

. PW-8 was Shehrzad who stated on eath that, on 29.10.2020 the 10 collected

biood stained garments having corresponding cut marks of the injured Afhal
i ERIT swrgical Wards [rom the ingured and sealed in parcel No. 4. 1O fixed
tie seal of MA on cach three sides of the parcel and prepared recovery memo

already exhibited as EX PW7/20 He alongwith fbrar Hussain was niarginal

witness 1o the recovery memo, 1O recorded his staiement u/s 161 Cr.2.CL

O 0762021 learned  counsel for the accused moved  an

H

application u/s 265-K Cr.P.C. Notice of the same was given to the

O

prosceution and complainant.

?:(_\ée

5. Perusal of record shows that the complamant reported the matter

regarding his injuries as well as injuries of imjured Shoaib and
Shah Zaib to police vide murasila report in LRIT wherein he
dircetly and specifically charged accused Sajid for effective role

ol firing while the remaining accused are charged for presence. It

Page 6
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(Examinery
District Court Peshiawar,
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was prosceution case that complainant went to place of occustnce
o meet his friend that accused Khaista, Shahid and Sajjid came on
motorcar and accuscd Sajid fired at him as well as at injured
Shoaib and Shah “aib who were in their shop near the place of.'
veeurrence and the complainant was on the road. The motive was
disclosed by the complainant as previous blood feud. The nﬁurasiiﬁ
report X PA was seconded by injured Shoaib, The medico legal
report of the injured was there at file to support their injuries. 'i'hc;
mvestication was carried and the site plan was there with the
prosecution o support the ocular account. The 10 has also
collected blood stained garments, blood stained carth followed by
the supporting FSI. veport EX PW7/20. 10 has collected seven
cmptics ol .30 bore pistol bl":‘()m the spot and {.hc FS1. report I}\

PW7/8 was there at lile in support of the prosccution case. The,

XA

. ) 7
prosecution pressed that they have a proved case on rccord&(__%

&8

he case ol prosceution mainly rest upon injured/eye withess i.c
complainant alongwith two injured witnesses. 1 am aware ol the
fact that the evidence of injured witness in an incident is already
sctled on certain points as presence of injured cannot be denied at
spot unless it is established through evidence otherwise. It is also
not generally presumed thm’thc injured witness would alive 1o
cscape real  culprits but it depends  upon  the  facts  and
circumstances of the case and plea of defence. The evidence of
injurics also of greater v:«alluc and it cannot be doubted on somce

cmbellishment 1In nature conduct or minor contradictions but the

s Sajid & Others Page 7
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setoup and circumstances of committing of a crime shait be
appreciated alongwith evidence. If there be any exaggeration of

. K|
immaterial embellishment in the evidence of injured then such

i

contradiction exaggeration and embellishment be discarded from

e

tie evidence but not the entive evidence, however, the stamp ol

injurics on the body ol complainant/injured wii,ness does not
“established that he has stated the gospel truth before the court. In
simple words the stamp ol injurics does not mean that he 1s z.zisc:;
telling the whole truth and in cases of injured eye witness lh{.;
Court has to cvaluate it on the strength of narrative of the PWs

regarding mode and manner ol the occurrence. In the instant case

| \ the learned defense counsel argued certain points and this Court

has determined the points for determination in this casc. Iirstly as

1o whether the complainant as narrative true mode and manner of

deliberation and preliminarily investigation prior to registration of

the case resulted in false accusation against the accused. Thirdly

whether the medico legal evidence is in line with the prosccution

/

ase and lourthly whether the motive behind the occurrence i

used by the accused party for the occurrence or the cmnp!ainz&f&&_;
A

%M i) party for talse implication.
ATTESTE

17. S0 far as the first point for determination is concerned the

i) entire case ol proscceution was based on the ocular account
furnished by the complainant as PW-6. This Court is well aware

with the phrase dishonest improvement and minor contradiction.

: A the occurrence, second as 1o whether there was consulation,
| State Vs Sajid & Others Page 8
, :
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The dishonest improvement s that if it was not mads~ the
prosceution evidence become contradictory interse and the minor

contradiction or explanation of the fact are that if made or not

N AN 1 o

]

made, carrics no cffect on the prool of matter in issuc. The

complainant Afzal appeared as PW-6 and he stated that he

- gz g o s s e

o b o i e, A 210D

alongwith Shoaib and Shah Zaib were standing in front of their

shop. This was contradictory to his initial version as he stated in ;

his murasila that he went to erime village 10 meet some Iriends i
_ x i

when he reached in front of shop, the accused came and.

committed occurrence. The site plan shows presence ol injured

Shoaib and Shah 7Zeb in the door of shop and wmplamam at road

side. Though the complamnant tried 10 move the njured i-”Ws out §

of shop in his court statement to make the site plan and ocular

version mline but he while making this improvement moved them ;

more than the required and brought them at road with him. Again
<<

N

il was not his case that injured are his fricnds but he mnalcd@gﬂ) ]
tf‘* :

mhu fricnds to whom he went on eventful day to meet. Sanilarly

the said Iriends were never produced to 1O, He attributed the role
of firing to accused Sajid however; he was conlronted with po:;;
occurrence circumstanees of the occurrence. e changed his
stance consistently in that episode 'md the place of making report
was belied in his cross examination. It was prosecution casc that
injurcd and complainant were in hospital and they jointly reported
the matter to police. During court statement, he submitted that t.hv:;

police and ambulance came to spot and ambulance carried injured

‘mciu Vo ‘w;ui & ()lhcr A Page ¥
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another story that he went to some distance place from spot so

caninotl be picked by ambulance. This explanation was dishonest

improvement on l';is part. He submitted that he made another cal}
1o ambulance on which police and ambulance came. Lel us ignore
ihis, and presume that due (o panic situation, he mixed the facts
but during the course. of 01'oss~éxmninaii0n the complainant was
v not consistent rcgardi,ng the place of recording of report. h is
available on record that the report was recorded in th’é hospital but

during cross-examination the complainant submitted that he was

| , minutes of the occurrence and he reported the matter there at spot.
This Court found the said report missing from the record as te
whether what was the tcport of the wmpldmdnt at spot and whé

was charged therein, iins Court cannot rule out the defense

<

A,
argument that within the meaning of Article 129(g) of {‘Jamﬁf’m &(\

\[\\/ Shahdat i the said rcPort was produced before the (omi the

numes ol accused facing wnal was not there. The report was. bmmd

by co-injured Shoaib however; the complainant submirtted that at
avrival ol pohice both the brothers were alrcady carried to hospital:

A?‘T TES'E‘ED In such like sitwation this court cannot presume that the same

Dist (Examizer) complaimnt departed from his initial version and submitted ‘hat al
istrict Court Peshawar

the arrival ol glmi)u!‘ nce he was not presum on the spot so the

ambulance carried Shoatb and Shah Zaib to hospital and left the

FTE A e e e A T ettt v e e e T g

St Vs ‘m;ui & {)aha rs ( Pape 16

to hospital. Tle was conlused on this issue then he intreaviced.

| ‘ : available at the spot and the police mobile came to spot within 30

report was recorded at the spot and signed by Shoaib.  The

2 o
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2009 PCRLJ 186, “Sadwr All Vs Hameed ullah”, the wilness was

related 1o deceased and improvement to strengthen case was on

W

his part.. The Fonourable Court held that such witness lose

credibility when he was found to make deliberate ad dishonest

improvements, Reliance is placed on case law reported as 2018

SCMR 772:-“In the absence of any corroborative picce of .

evidence, the conx"iﬂi@t.; of accused was not-sustainable on Lh‘f
same set of evidcn-cc which according to the High Court, was f‘u,i.f~
of .dm,;blls duc to dishonest improvements i the statements of the
eve-witnesses. Conviction and 3cnten§e awérded by the "frial
Court and upheld by the 11 IHigh Court was sct aside and the accused
was acquitécc{ of the charge leveled against him. Appeal was
altowed accordingly.”  In the instant case, the witness was
micrested and he wanted o secut‘e conviction by every means.

¢
&{ >

The complainant was confronted with his previous: mnduﬁ This

Court is awarc of the fact that the previous conduct ol the person
is not relevant unless and until it is pleaded b\f him as good

conduct but o check the veracity of a witness certain facts became

relevant. The complainant charged accused previously in case of

abduction ol one lady Nayab. He not only disclosed the name of

said Judy as Aliva and his daughter but when the said lady Nayub
appearcd before the Court her statement resulted in prbcc‘cd&ngﬁ

/s 182 PPC against the complainant which is available on file as

12X PWO/D-1. 1t never remained case of complainant that Shab

! a;}(i & ()Lhm‘ Pa?(\ 11

ainant this was an introduction of fact. In recent judgment.
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Zaib and Shoatb were his friends though he disclosed ingepon
that 'he went to crime scene to meet his friends but he has not
disclosed the names of {riends. This situation demanded that there
should be independent support of the ocular acdount 1]’1-1*0ugh-cc)-‘
cye witness and physical circumstances. It was available on 1‘(:(;()1‘{1\
that alter the occurrence the aceused escaped from the spot and 11’1&!)
complainam has admitted that the police came at the spot at his
présence, in such like situation the spo‘t was in the conuol of the
compiainant after the oceurrence. The police collected 7 empties
from the spot which were sent to FSL and the report sﬁ{}'w;% that :*
was not the [firing of one person and tﬁe FIR and statement of
complainant before Court is clear that only one person fired at the

spot and he has not charged for ineffective I"lring‘_aziy()ne of the
other  accused.  In such bike  sitwation  the such  physical

circumstance ol the case belying the complainant version and

{\" stuggested that he has not disclosed true mode and manner of ii}g"?‘,
&y
occurrenee to this Court. gfé &

19 The co-witness of the occurrence was Shoaib who appeared as

PW-3 He disclosed that a person came on motoreyele and fired at

;ﬁ.{f’{‘TESTEB

% complainant. 1le has not named anyone as accusced so, thd
Examm ™ prosceution was allowed to cross examine the said witness and he
Bi i;trmt Court Poohawar
w

was  cross examined. During the c¢ross examination by the
prosceution i came o record that the previous statement of

Shoutb recorded before the police was result of dictation of the

complainant. 11¢ was also cross-examined by the accused whercin

s st
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the witness disclosed that the accused was wearing helmgeeand-

was not identifiable, He also admited arrival of police at the spot.
fle staied that the report was not recorded at the spot and he

submitted that he never thumb impressed the report in hospital. 1

was @ brought day lght occurrence but the mode and manner of’

the occurrence as per complainant and the PWs were contradictory-

Ierse.

2080 tar as the second aspect of the case is concerned, it was the

arguments of learned counsel for the accused that there was
consultation and deliberation prior 1o rcgistrmidn of the case. The
oceurrence was allegedly committed at 12:30 in brought day iighta\
T he report was recorded in shape ol I:}'iUI‘:iiSilZi at 13:40 hours and
converted into FIR at 15]{-)11(')1}!’5? The complainant admitted that

he was available at the spot when police arrive to the spot but,

record shows that the report was not recorded ull 01 hour and J&7 )
& A

*®

pinutes. This Court do not believe that it was recorded gx‘fifﬁé&(‘}

hours and the reliable record with the prosccution for timing of

report is the timing of registration of FIR because when the police

arvived ai the spot and not reco‘rdcdmhc report then c..u.h noi-
registered stance of the police or complainant cannot be believed
and the only believable version about the t'{:C(‘)rdmg of report is the
timing of registration of FIR which shows a dcla.y ol three hours
in beiween occurrence and report. The complainant due to his
previous crm’nity with the accused and the record shows tﬁm the

complainant can charge the accused f(alsely as available i

Jage 1
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previous case X PW6O/D-1 then in such like situation, itgaanol §
N - «? . i
be ruled out the consultation and deliberation was utilized to false !
booking of the accused. In reported judgment PLD 1967 i
; ?
Peshawar 269, ttled as “Ghulam Qadir Vs The Stae”, the
Hon"ble Court held that: “recording of report ar a place other.
than police staiion— inference unavoidable that it was recorded §
after preliminary investigation.” . !
21.The medico legal evidence available on the record shows that the
injurcd were examined at 1:20 p.m and the complainant was
having {ircarm injury on his body without the bifurcation of entry
[ CQ} and exit. The doctor has not rellected the nature of injury in his X
- ‘ 1
initial examination and the reasons with record are not available 1

; with the prosecution that why the doctor recorded it as gricvous at
helaed stuge specifically when he” himself has reflected GCS
13/15 of the complainant. The complaint narrated in his stalcm&;g:f?}
TS
. . . " L
that onc fire shot hit him and the cntry on the left arm anddts exii %
\.I\ followed by the entry on the left side of chest. This Court has
noticed the same in injury sheet but the medico legal report shows
that onc wound on the back, one wound on the splemic region of
”“.‘:» : y abaomen ¢ A WL 1§ Or ¢ W‘ M COrres ling
ATTESTED , mdmmn and two w ounds on the arm. This s not corresponding

with the imitial report of the complainant. 'The medico legal report

& - - . . . »
. (Examiner) U true then wo it do not disclose the name of assailant,
District Court Peshawar|
22.So far as the motive is concerned the complainant has disclosed

previous blood feud as motive and also disclosed that he was

charged falsely for murder by the accused party in FIR No. 1091
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dated 05.11.2019 of PS Mathra. He was cross examined afgém this:

Court founds that the complainant can go to every extent (o

implicaie the accused in a criminal case. in prove O'f"ii the acmsc@
side has cxhibited the false report of complainant regarding
| abduction of Nayab where the »compiainam was _»chargcd» u/s !82
PPC for false accusation. The mcﬁive is always a double éclg,q
weapon and has abiiiiyvio cut cither side ol the case. It might be
reason with the accused for commission of the offence and il
might be a reason with the complainant for ldl‘xl. chaige howcvcn
s ,(ictc;’zninw in juxia position with the other facts of the casc,
The other facts suggest that it was utilized by the complainant and

not by the accused. Beside this the 10 has collected CDR .data of

’

the accused and it is further confirming the above appreciation of

evidence where the presence of accused was not at the time of

W\ o | <<%
: OCCUITCNCL. N, Sua

i

23.01 is prima responsibility of the prosccution to prove its caseé
bevond shadow of doubt. The mode and manner ol occurrence
was constantly improved by the complainant with dishonesty

which 15 [atal towards the prosecution version and the co-

KTTESTED

- complainant 1. injured Shoaib was against the prosccution
zg%ﬂ 210 o o

. version, The physical circumstance of collection of emptics from

g(Examiner) - ,

ipiatfict Court Pestavar

the dominating control of the complainant {urther negates the
prosccution. This Court holds that the prosecution has not proved

their case, “The remaining witnesscs are formal and their statement

’

coudd not change the [ate of prosecution case. :
State Vs Sajid & Others ’ : - Page 15
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g 24 In this view ol the scenario, the complainant failed 1o cz::g;ﬁsiish
i mode and manner ol the occurrence. The eye witness Shoatb
! :
created material dent in the prosecution case. The contradiction of
| :
| complainant with the circumstances and negations of injurcd
Shoaib 1o prosceution story suggested that the prosccution badly
fuiled 1o prove their case. A single doubt would be sufficient for !
: . i
o f |
.. - . .« H
acquittal of the accused. In the circumstances, cven i the )
%f
. . 7 » . 3 ‘x}
remaining PWs are produced and examined there is no probability
of conviction of accuscd in the nstant casc. As such, the accused .
)r’{} Facing trial named above are acquitted of the charges leveled :
¥
. Y ~ - . e I o
agamnst them U/S 265-K Cr.P.C. Accused Sajid is in custody, he {
be released forthwith il not required to be detained in any other
-t ]
casc. Aceused Khaista Rehman and Shahid are on bail, so 'th‘
and their surcties are relieved from the lability of bonds. 4<c (\\9
o :
25 The casce pmpui\ t any be kept intact ull the expiry of period
J e ;n‘i e 'n{,] fym ;".‘ [ l }"\'t» Torp b‘t d'z x‘l 'I-‘ ' ;
provided Tor appeal /revision and therealter be disposed ol in ;.
accordance with faw. :
- - : . ‘ |
26.File be consigned w record room afler necessary completion and |
compilation.
Announced
16.06.202 1 ,
Muhammad Tahir Aurangzeb,
Addl: Sessions Judge-IX -
Peshawar, “-?'
. .
F
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CRDER

This office order relates to the dispasai of formal
departmental enquiry against Constable Sajid No.6365 of Capital City
Police Peshzwar on the aliegations that he while posted at East Cantt,
Peshawar involved in criminal case vide FIR No.1080 dated 28. 10 2020
u/s 302/34-PPC PS Mathra."

“.._..’————-‘-_’—-/ =

' In this regard, he was placed under suspension & ‘ssued -
charge sheet & surunary of -allegation. BDEP. Complaint/Enquiry was
appcinted as E.O. He conducted the enquiiy & submitted. his
report/findings that the departmental enquiry mey be kept perdng till ©
the decision of the. case which is already pendmg adjudication in the
learnt court: The E.Q further recommended that the a’f;gﬂd official
absented from duty from 29.10.2020 till date & found guiity. The E.O
further recommended suitabie punishment. ior defaulter officiai vide
anuury Report No. 43/PA dated 30. 11 2020. 7 .

in the light of rccommendauons of E. O & other material

.aveilable on record, the undersigned came to conclusion ihat he .

involved in criminal case & also remained absent from duty. Therefore,
ne is hereby dismissed from service under Police & Disciplinary .Rules-
1975 with _immediate effect. Hpntx., the period ne. remamed q'bsent
from 29.10. 2020 tiill date is treafp] without pay.

| | *‘M@W /

L vAS \ \/ VA /\ /
' ,.»U’ ’EKPLINTENW*’NT ODF H"‘EL.;. °3
- : : EADQUARTERS, FESHAWR,

B. NO._ ) )als Datedqa?ﬁf__/i_/zozo _ .
NO M’ fA SZ?/PA/SP/datnd Peshawar the _&2_/5 2-/2070"

Copy of above is forwardﬂd for mformahon & r‘/acm, 1 L0

< Capital City Police Officer, Peshawar.

v DSP/HQrs, Peshawar.

v PSP Comp!alnt/Enquiw

< Pay Office, OASI,

v CRC & FMC along- -with complete deparimental file.
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L Ol« FICE OI' THE
C/\l'l TAL cIry POLICE OI'I'ICIZR‘

PESHAWAR

L0
'l hii '
s orider “lll dwposc of 1hc (|cp.1tlmcnlnl nppel preferred by Ex-Constable Sajid

Khay Nii.
636
S Who i ns nwardcd the mnjor pnmshmcm ol ** Dismissil from servlcc" under PR-

1975 &
oy SP/E lQ Peshawar \|dc OB No, 3537, déted 28. 12, 2020.

o :
Ic posted ot PS East

Cortt v I)rmShorl ﬁ\cls lcndmg to lhc iristant appeal arc thiat the appellant whi

g cecded againsi depnrlmcnmlly on the chargies of his involvement in a criminal case
vide FIR No. 1080 dated 28- IO 2020 U/S 324/34 PPC PS Matlira. His prolong abserice from his
lawful dut\ w. e. [rom 29.10.30 fill his dlsmlssal i.¢ 28.12.20 (Total 2 Monthis).

3 ‘ He was |ssued proper Chuu,e Sheel and Summary of Allegations by SP/HQ

>
leﬁha\\ar nd DSP comp!aml and mquu'y ccp Peshawar was appointed as enquiry officer to

scrutinize the couduct of ihe accused official, The inquiry officer after conducting proper inquiry

submitted his findings and found the accused official guilty, of tic charges levelled against him in

_the charge sheet.

4- ‘He was heard m pcrson in O R and the relevant record along with hls explanation

_perused. Durmg persoml hezmng the appcllant fmled to submit any plausnble cxplnualnon in his

defence. Therefore, his appeal for reinstaterient ifiservice is hereby rejectculﬁle bcmg also time

barred, for 05 months. , L

' A Q _ . <<
: : (A HSAN) PSP "@fz ﬁgf//V
: CAPITAL ClTY POLICE OFFICER,
A © PESHAWAR
No.: L’D??’ (/“ /PA dalcd Pcshawurthe //57 /0/2021 °

: Copu.s lor ml‘ormatnon and ncccssnry acuon to the:-

Sl’/l IQ. Pcslmwar o
DSP- Complmnl & lnqulry ccr P«.slmwnr.

- OSL. CRC..
FMC along,  with l' ujs Mlsml

Official Conccm
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it m,.nb,f :efeased by the of

e ~-Pe~,hawar

! P‘w in- tespect Of A &w‘l

ﬁ\}(n/ Bbac)mamtamed vide your bank Aég NO frrp 30 (ﬂst)O{)?&L;D'B

The Capital Cff:y Po fr:e Off:cer Q{ﬁ& g -
.- ’%\ :

The Manager SN

HBL M@%/ QA@SS‘*) ;

/PO, date Peshawar the ir /f‘.z /2020

RELEASE OF.PAY.

_date MJ_D

| Refﬁce thls ofﬂce Letter No 30
626& for the month

4 L\&\"\

e H€a

It :9 lherefore requested Lhat his pay may please be

Fgg wgpﬂiﬂ’!‘“ POLICE ;GFFI'CER.
ESHAWAR : o

Frorm
To
o
oo | | |
A | . .
(7’2& no 39 7)
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-~ OXFICE OT i1
la\SI:‘“CTOR GENERAL OTF YOLICE
P HYBER PAXHTUNKHWA
PESHAWAR.

ORDY ¢

This order is i ,
N rder is hereby passed to dispose of Revision Petition under Rute 11-A of Khyber
<htunkh i ,
I. wa Police Rule-1975 (amended 2014) subm, ted by Bx-¥C Sajid Khan No. 6365. 1l petitioncr
was ¢ i - ]
as Llsnpsscd from service by Superintendent of Tuoiice, HQrs: Peshawar vide OR Na. 1527, dated

28.12.202 T . . .
0 on the allcgations that he while posted at L olice Station East C.nty, Peshawar was involved ina

criminal case vide FIR Na, 1080, daied 28.10.2.02) u/s 32434 pPPC Poilce Station Matliva and also

remained absent [rom ;h of 29.10.2020 1 Cui Cdisnrte e 28 12.2070 (to1al t nonths). i
appeal was rejected be. . hatred fut 05-mon'hs hy Capin 1y Police-Oinicer, i vide oraet

Endst: No. 4037-41/PA, dated 15.10.2021. : B

Meeting of Appellate Board was held w1 19.05.2C..... wherein petitioner was b 4d in person. t}
Petitioner contended that he is innocent and he was acquitted by the court of Addl: Session Judge-IX, k:
Peshawar vide judgment dated 16.06.2021. '

Perusal of record revealed that petitioner 1 1s been acquitted u/s 265-K Cr.P.C by the court of

Additional Session Judge-1X, Pechawar vide judgment da‘=d 16.06.2021. Therefore, the Board decided that

the petitioner is hereby re-instated in service and the peri¢ 4 of nhsence as well as inlorvening period to be

treated as leave of kind due, if any on his credit.
Sd/-
SABIR AHMED, PSY
/\dditional Inspector S3eneral of Police,
UQra: Khyber Paichtunkivwa, Pesheowar.

_/ _
No. S/, ’?.SQ 6,) _ /22, dated Peshawar, the gf} !/ _ﬁ_w 20772, -
¢ of the above is witnded 1o the
eshawar, One © s Roll, cur Fauji vios wr ONE LN G

1. Capital Ly colice O er, ¥
file of the above named FC raveived ~ie office
02.11.2021 is returned herewith for your o) fice. erd.
Superintendent of Police, Headqui rter, Peshawar,

PSO to IGP/Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, CPO Peshawar.
AlIG/Legal, Khyber pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar. : )
PA to Addl: IGP/HQrs: Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

PA to DIG/HQrs: Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar. /
///
/7 //% //
(n%}@b\a%i ?/ P |

Office Supdt: E-IV CPO Peshawar.
MG/ Establishiment,

For Inspector General of Police,
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, P eshawar,

o e wCRC, At

Ne AW




