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Learned counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Kabirullah 

Khattak, Addl: AG alongwith Mr. M. Raziq, H.C for respondents 

present.

20.04.2022//

Written reply/comments on behalf of respondents submitted 

which is placed on file. A copy 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 22.06.2022 before
*

(MIAN MUHAMMAD) 
MEMBER(E)

Appellant in person present.22.06.2022

Naseer Ud Din Shah learned Assistant Advocate 

General for respondents present.

At the very outset an application seeking withdrawal of 

the instant appeal was submitted by the appellant alongwith 

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withdrawn.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

(Rozii^Rehman) 
lyfemKer (J)



;oAppellant present through counsel.20.12.2021 •7'

Preliminary arguments heard. Record perused.

Points raised need consideration. Instant appeal Js 

admitted for regular hearing subject to all legal objections. 

The appellant is directed to deposit security and process 

fee within 10 days. Thereafter, notice be issued to 

respondents for submission of written reply/comments. To 

■'^come up for written reply/comments on 

07 / / >^'^M)efore S.B.

Appellant Deposited
Process Fas *■Secuj

iy\
[V'yh

ii '*

(RozTn^Rehman) 
Merrier (J)
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The appeal of Mr. Sajid Khan S/0 Firoz Khan, R/0 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 completion and resubmission 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 which may be replaced by legible/better one.

/S.T,No.

Dt. /2021

REGISTRAR - 
SERVICE TRIBUNAL 

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 
PESHAWAR.

Shabana Bibi Adv.
Hieh Court Peshawar.

OAO:'
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KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICES TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR

CHECK LIST
) 6 OV^V'fNeYT'C.t^^ V—p / G

... RespondentsAppellant
s CONTENTS NOYES
NO

This petition has been presented by: SWbonA^ feiBiAdyocate 141 <3\vJ Court
Whether Counsel/Appeliant/Respondent/Deponent have signed the reqiMite documents?

z1.
2.

7Whether appeal is within time?3.
7Whether the enactment under which the appeal is filed mentioned?4.
7Whether the enactment under which the appeal is filed is correct?5.
7Whether affidavit is appended?6.
77. Whether affidavit is duly attested by competent Oath Commissioner?
78. Whether appeal/annexures are properly paged?
79. Whether certificate regarding filing any earlier appeal on the subject, furnished?

10. Whether annexures are legible?
11. Whether annexures are attested?

712. Whether copies of annexures are readable/clear?
713. Whether copy of appeal is delivered to AG/DAG?
714. Whether Power of Attorney of the Counsel engaged is attested and signed by 

petitioner/appellant/respondents? 
715. Whether numbers of referred cases given are correct?

16. Whether appeal contains cutting/overwriting? X

17. Whether list of books has been provided at the end of the appeal? 7
18. 7Whether case relate to this court?

719. Whether requisite number of spare copies attached?
20. 7Whether complete spare copy is filed in separate file cover? 

Whether addresses of parties given are complete?21. 7
722. Whether index filed?

23. Whether index is correct? 7
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
Whether copies of comments/reply/rejoinder submitted? On _______________
Whether copies of comments/reply/rejoinder provided to opposite party? On

7

26.
27.

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

-Signature:-
Dated:- JO .

Composing Canter, &sfiinvar?Sgfi Court,‘BtsHuivar 
<Pioneer of UgafdraJiingeZ composing 
Ce[((Ko:-+92M)2m8600/-^92m9149544/-t923159737151 
‘Emaif:- ylir.pita'imwinn&amjif.iom
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE
TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Sajid khan Appellant
VERSUS

The SP KP& others Respondents

INDEX
S.No Description of Documents Annex Pages

1. Service Appeal \-i
Affidavit2. a

9- ic>3. Copy of the CNIC, Service card A,B
11^-3/ \4. Copy of the FIR,Acquittal order C,D

5. Copy of the prior dismissal order , 
Departmental appeal,and order

E,F,G -loss
copies of Naqalmads/Roznamcha6.

7. Copy of Payment release 
application and order

J,K
38,3^

8. WakalatNama

Appellant^C
Through

Dated: 28.10.2021

ShabanaBibi
&
Zainab
Advocates, High Court 
Peshawar

'A



BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE
TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

rChybcr
Sorvic;) 'IVtt'MMalService Appeal Na]^^^^/2021

Dsnry No.

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

Mathra Tehsil & District Peshawar.

Appellant

VERSUS

1. Superintendent ' Police Head Quarter, 

Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.
2. Inspector General of Police, 

PakhtunkhwaPeshawar.

Khyber

V
Khyber

•%r

3. Capital City Police Officer Peshawar.
rr-' j tf-ikb.{vvir!D

RespondentsFMedto-dlay
w auRe^c., ■ , *

SERVICE APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF THE

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE5«
TRIBUNAL ACT 1974 AGAINST THE ORDER

• tUt
•4VQ I

I-* » M ' BEARING N0.3527 DATED 28.12.2020O

3.S IS

PASSED BY THE OFFICE OFK
u

SUPERINTENDENT POLICE CIRCLE HEAD

1 QUARTER PESHAWAR VIDE WHICH THE



/

^ 0

APPELLANT HAS BEEN AWARDED MAJOR
\

PENALTY OF DISMISSAL FROM SERVICE

APPELLANTWHEREBY 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 Police 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 malafidely 

' implicated'^in criminal case FIR no 1080,dated 

28,10.2020 ,u/s 324/34/337F(ll)(V), PS Mathra,and

\
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r
acquitted from the charges leveled against him on 

16.6.2021.(FIR annexure C)

3. That the initial orders has been passed on the basis 

of above mentioned false FIR and the absence was due 

to the false allegation mentioned in the FIR and no
proves theconviction order is present which 

allegation upon appellant ,the basis upon which the 

dismissal order has been passed has been found to be
false as the ^appellant has been acquitted from the 

charges leveled against him by the honorable 

Additional Session Judge Muhammad Tahir 

Aurangzeb through
16.6.2021,Furthermore 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)

his order dated

4. That proper procedure for conducting inquiry has not 

been followed furthermore the appellant was behind 

the bar and was not properly represented and was not 

a free man and was in custody and inquiry was 

conducted just like formality without proper hearing 

to the appellant hence the impugned orders are liable 

to be set-aside. ^ '
5. That the Appellant was not in knowledge that he

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

\

was

no cross



examination opportunity was given to the appellant 

for giving his proper reply, and Appellant after release 

from the 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 from the service 

with retrospective effect (without serving a charge 

. sheet or conducting regular inquiry which this 

Honorable court can requisite from the department 

upon which the appellant filed Departmental 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
i .

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(ii)(v) against 

the appellant.
6. That the applicant had properly moved leave 

mentioned 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 fo Naqalmad^ 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



cT'

09.01.2021, and 23 days the appellant performed his 

proper duty during his case in PS Sharqi, and during 

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, 
the appellant also moved application on 3.12.2020 for 

his release of salary of November 2020 to SP/HQ 

concern upon which the applicant salary was released 

by the concern department.! Copy of application and 

release order are annexures J,K).

9. That feeling extremely aggrieved the Appellant invokes 

the, appellate jurisdiction of this HonTjle Tribunal for 

setting aside of the impugned orders and for re-
s

instatement to his service with all back benefits, on 

the following grounds, inter alia:

GROUNDS:

A. That the impugned orders of the Respondents are 

illegal, null and void in the eyes of law, hence liable to 

be set aside.



- ^

B. That the absence of the appellant was not willful but 

due to the false allegation mentioned in FIR attached 

herewith,in fact the Appellant was never served with 

show cause notice, no proper proceedings had 

been adopted against the Appellant, no inquiry has 

been conducted ,no opportunity of cross examination 

has been given to appellant to prove his innocence 

and the impugned order has been passed in vacume 

agadnst the principles of "Audi Altrum Partum” (No 

one shall be condemned unheard).

C, That the fundamental rights of the Appellant has been 

violated as he has not been treated in accordance with 

law and has been denied due protection of law and 

there is no willful absence of the Appellant.

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

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
■ . -I

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 alTback benefits.

E. That the acts of Respondent /' department have 

vanished the veiy purpose of the rules/service 

structure of the paramedics.

F. That any other ground, with leave of the Honhle 

Tribunal will be raised at the time of final hearing of 

the appeal.

dI



TC s.

It is, therefore, humbly prayed that on

acceptance of this appeal, the impugned 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.

pellant
Through

Dated: 28.10.2021

ShabanaBibi,
& 6^Zainab 

Advocates, High Court 
Peshawar

CL

/
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE
TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. /2021

Sajid khan Appellant
VERSUS

The SP KP & others Respondents

AFFIDAVIT

I, Sajid khan S/o Firoz khan R/o Shekh kaly Mathra Tehsil 

& District Peshawar, do hereby solemnly affirm and declare 

on . oath that the contents of the. accompan5dng Appeal are 

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

nothing has been concealed from this Honl^le Court,

DEPONENT

e\is (4*^ ^ I

Vhe_
«e£3LxU-CV 

AhiS
^OLVwe^ , Otpp^OLi\t. Vv&-2j \o.ni2J/-

\r>sWt onC ’
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Capital City Police Peshawar

: pSit I
V^UpIo: 3^^^^ -

>5^ .anoeois VName:
Rank:
BeRNo:

\
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*<^^y^GrPakhtunkh\/v3 Potice
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> CHARGE r.

92/SC of 2021 “ ^ ^
FIR No. 1080 dated 28/10/2020 U/S 324/34, 337F(ii) (v) PPC of Police Station.
Malhra, Peshawar.

File No. 
Reference;

'I

I, Muhammad Tahir Aurangzeb, Additional Sessions JudgeTX, Peshawar 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 Saeed Abad No.l street No.3, Peshawar, as foUows:-

Thal 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 furthermice oi'the common intention of you all, attempted at 
the life of complainant Afzal, Shoaib and Shah by firing at them efiectively and thus 

you thereby committed an offence punishable under section 324/34 PPC and within 

my cognizance.
That on the above mentioned date, time and place you accused named in 

furtherance of your common intention, and with the efiective fire of you accused 

Sajid, the complainant got injured on his left hand and chest mid thus you thereby 

committed an offence u/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.

Firstly

Secondly

RQ&AC
08-03-2021

Mufiahimad Tahir Aurangzeb, 
ASJ-IX, Peshawar

i

Note: The charge has been read over and explained to accused.

Q. Have you heard and understood the charge?
A. Yes.
Q. Do you want to plead guilty or claim trial?
A. We do not plead guilty and claim trial.

7

Haista Rehman (Accused)Sajid (Accused)

-21

lid (accused)
f

Muhammad Tahir Aurangzeb, 
ASJ-DC, Peshawar

CERTIFICATE u/s 364 Cr.PC

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

4.

! ■

Muhammad Tahir Aurangzt K 
ASJ-IX, Peshawar

I
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BEFOI^l THE COURT OF APDiTIONAL SESSION JUDGE. PESHAWAR.
r

The State Sajid & others

Case FIR No:-1080 Dated:- 28/10/2020
Charge U/s 324/34/337FfiiUv> PPG
Police Station:- Mathra. Peshawar

,1

Ai

j

APPLICATION UNDER SECTION 265-K CR.P.C FOR THE
*

ACQUin-AL OF THE ACCUSED FACING TRIAL IN THE ABOVE

NOTED CASE.
(

Respectfully Sheweth:-

I. That the above titled case is pending trial and is fixed for today 

i.e. 07/06/2021.

i

I

2, That there is no prospect of the prosecution to bring home guilt 

of the accused beyond shadow of reasonable doubt.
f

.f

3. That the star witnesses, the prosecution case has been 

examined and the prosecution case is full of doubt and 

material contradictions.I

4. That the statements clearly negates the prosecution

which specials volume about the innocence of the accused 

facing trial

case,

4T|:-Te®STEI>,
* «i‘AZi

\
I

I
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.V

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.
r

It is, therefore, most humbly prayed that on acceptance of 

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

charge leveled against him.

I

5
V

■(

I

Dated:- 07/06/2021 Accused Facing Tn^ 
Sajid & others

ii

Through:-
Syed ^bar hy Shah 
Adyo^te High Court 
Peshawar,

f

i

!

«

!

District Court Fcsisawar
i

t

I

I

i



IN TUB COUR'I' Ol- MUHAMMAD TAHIR AORANGZEH
ADOI’HONAL SKSSrONS JUDCE-IX. PESilAWAR . 5

Su!ic...-vs--,.- Sajjid etc
ScHnUms C ascN(K92 of 202! !

oiunM
6.06.2O2!

1. Accused Sajid in custody no.i produced before the court due to

(x)vid-i9 issue. Accused Khaista Rchmaii and Shahid on bail

present. Counsel for the accused and cornplainanl also present.

I^VV Sheh/ad s/o Mir Aslam present and got recorded Iris

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

heard and record perused.

2. The aeciiscd facing trial involved in case IdR No. 1080 dated
/

. 28.10.2020 U/S 324/34/337-l-{ii)(v) PPC registered at PS Mathra, !

Peshawar wherein the complainant Afzal s/o Muhammad Nawaz

has chai-ged the accused for injuring him, Shoaib and Shah Zaih.

3. Brjct lacis of the case as per f'lR are that complainant Afzai 5

alongvvith injured Shoaib and Shah Zaib at casualty UKIU

Peshawar reported the matter to the local police that at the time of

occurrence he went to meet his friend where Khaista, Sajid and

5Shahid sons of Feroz Khan in motorcar with unknown number

came and Sajid was having deadly weapon started firing at him as

a result of which he v\^as hit on left hand and got injured on left

T hand and chest. Due to the firing, near in general store Shoaib and

his brolher Shah Zaib also got injured. Motive behind the

2 8
oeeuiTcncc was disclosed previous enmity. Mcnce, the MR.

(Examiner) 
District Court 4. After completion of necessary investigation, complete chalian was

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

Stale Vs Sajid & Others Pap,c I
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charge fraiTicd against the accused, to which they plead-.^ not

miiliv and claimed trial, h'rom the commencement of trial the

prosccitiitiu has so i'ar produced eight PWs in support of their

version. The brierresume of Prosecution evidence is as under:

PW-Ol. Syed A-sifAli Shah ASl. who sailed on oaitli ihal during the days of

occurrence he v\as posted in entergcncy LllH. Injured Aikai in conscious 

suue of mine reported the matter lo him. in prc.scncc of Shahzaib. Me 

recorded his report in .shape ormurasiia and obtained his thumb impression

his report alter reading the conlcnls of the report to the complainaiil. 

Shahzaib also endorsed the contents of report and thumb imprc.s.sed it. The

on

i'cpori/murasila was In his handwriting and coiTeetiy bears his signailire 

which v\as I'x PA. Similarly he prepared injury sheet of injured Shahzaib
I

which was I'.x I^W 1/1 and prepared injury sheet ofinjured Shoaib which wasVL

l-ix PW 1/2. lie also prepared injuiy- sheet of injured Alzal which vvas P.x PW 

1/3. Alier preparation of the injuiy sheet he referred them to doctor and .sent

murasiia to Police Station for registraUon of the l•!K.

b. P\V-02 was Dr Usman Ibralnm LRU, i’eshawan who stated on oath that on

2S/i0/202t) at 1 1.20 AM he examined the injured Sohaib Khan s/o Kamrari

Khan aged aixnil 20 years.

Oti examination he found the following.

FAl

1. One wound on the anicro-media! region of the left thigh 

(upper form)

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

ihigii arm.

3. both wounds arc about Ixlcm in size.

Advised. Xray left thigh. Blood Group, MBS AO/i!CV 

Referred to COW/Va.scular/ Radiology 

Medict,t legal report l'X.PW2/l correctly bears his 

signature.

ATTESTED i

I ^ Am' It

(ExaiTimer) 
District Court

Page 2Stale Vs Sajid & Others



!■

} lc also cxasTiiiied Slialv/aib Khan x/o Kamran K.h;w"a)i'.‘d
•S’-

■

. uixHil 16/17 years.

On examinalion he Ibuiui the Ibilowing.

i

r

i-Al

I, wound on the Ic.i'l leg (I x I crii in size)

2-walking pniienl,

.1. vitally slable.

Advised, Xray left leg AP/Laleral 

ReiciTcd to 9-C7COVV/Radiology.

Medico legal rcpoil vvas Kx PW 2/2 which corrccUy bears 

his signature.

He also examined AlV.al Khan s/o Nawaz Khan aged about 

37 S'Cars.

On examinalion he found the fol lowing.

5

J

r

t

KM

1. one wound on the back (lumbar region) about lx.l cm in 

sizc-

2. one wound on the left splenic region of the abdomen

(omcnium out).

3. one wound on the left arm lateral region. Both wounds are 

1X ] cm in size.

Advised. Xray Chest, Xray left arm. A(i/HCV 

Blood Group.

Rcterrcd to CSW/CTW/COWmadioiogy.

Medico leg,ai report was l-x lAV 2/3 which correctly bear.s his 

signature.

7- PVV-3 was f asih Ullah Moharrar .ASI, who. .staled on oath that during (he

!

r

• 1

i

days of occurrence he was posted at PS Alathra. (.)n receiving of copy oi'

nutrasila he incorporated the conlenls of the murasiia into shape ol'ldR.

iAV-4 was (jaiscr- Khan Constable .\’o. 3758, who slated on oath that on

(Examiner) 
District Court Peshawar

28/10/2020. he was. associated with the investigation branch and went to the

place oi‘occurrence with the 10 where the 10 collected bloodstained earth

with cotton from point No.Ol and Point No,02 and sealed in parcel No, U!

and 02 respectively;, Similaiiy he also coliecled 07 empties of 30 bore pistol

lying around at point A, lie signed with pen on the empties and sealed iri

jiarcci No. {.)3. 11c alllxed seal of MA on each three sides of the pai'cels and
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prepared iceovcry mcrao lix.Fw 4/]. Mis slutcinem u/s !61 was' r

recorded by ihc !()

9. l'*W-05 was Shoaib who sliiicd on oalli ihai. ii was 12 noon on the cvciiifu

day that he reiurned iroin his college and was available in iVonl ofhis house, 

lie was standing there and Afzal was also accompanying him. Mis younger

hrenher and some other friends were also present there. A person came on

moioreycie and made firing on Afzal. Me also sustained lirearm injury. Mis
t

i'lXiihc-r and Af/.ai also sustained firearm injury by the hands of that person.

10. F\V-»b was Afzai who stated on oath, that on 28/10/2020, at about 1230

isium he was siajiding in iVoni, of Shop of Shoaib situated in Maihra. Shahzeh
i

and Shiiaib were standing w-vih him. In the meanwhile Shahid, Kiiaista

y Kehnian and Sajid came on alio molorcar. Sajid made fring at them on the

spot, lie sustained three fnearm injuries on his loft shoulder, left inner back

side of ehesl. fhe aceiiscd escaped from the spot, I4e noliccd injury on the

body of Shoaib and Shahzcb also. Ambulance came to. spot and took. Shoaib

and Shah/.eb to hospital, Me went to hospital in sCL'ond arnbuiancc. Me made

re[iori in the ho.spital to police, 'fhe witness was identified wiilt his thumlj

impression, 'fhcreafier he remained in lio.spilal for 13 days. When he

disehareed from the hospital he also made poimaiion to the K.) on^poV. Me 

charge accused Sajid ior commission of o.flence. Me was having enmity with

the accused party prcvioiss they have charged him falsciy after 35 dav^dn a

iiiurder ca.se MR No, 1091 dated 05/i b\?.OI9 of Police Station Mashra u/s 302

'PC and liic same was reason ofeommission ofolfence the in.slanl case.

j^'5^'TEzSTEI5' PW-7 wa.s (,iui Said Kiian AS! who slated on oath that, during the days oi'

occurrence he was posted in Police Siaiion Maihra. On receipt of copy o{ 

MR. he proceeded to the spot and prepared the site plan on his personal.'\(Exai!jhier)
DistHct Ca»?t i eshawar

olcscrvcitions which was I'.K PW 7-'l. Me collected biood-stalncd earth Ifom the

spot point No.i and sealed m parcel No.l and similarly from point .No.2 and

scaled in parcel No,2, Me also collected 7 empties of 0.30 bore pistol from
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potni. A. Signed with pen over ihe empties and scaled in. parcel lie

"al'itxcd sea! ofMA on each three sides oi'the parcels and prepared recovery

iuenio already lA l*w 4/1. Then he went lo hospital and. could not meet with

the compiairsani as he was inside liic operation theater however lie oicl witli 

iniured Sliabzeb a.nd recorded his siateinent u/s 161 Cr.ITT On the ocxl das 

injLired AlV.ai produced bloodstained garments having corresponding cut 

niark.s on the shin in l,.RIi Surgical Ward which he- sealed in parcel No. 4 ami
5
r

pi'cparcd recovers^ memo l.'.x i'AV 7/2 and affixed the seal of MA on each

ihrec sides oftlie parcels. Injured Sh'oaib produced his bloodstained garments

with cut marks to him wTich he scaled in parcel No. 05 and injured Shahzeb

also produced his bloodstained garments lo him which he scaled in parcel 

Ni».6 and prepared recovery memo fx iWV 7/3. lie drafted appiicalion for 

sending the bioodsiained gannciiis to I'SI,. which was Ifx Pw 7/4, fix Pw 7/5

?

{

Px P^^' 7/6. Simiiariy he drafted application for sending the empiies lo fbl‘

wdc his appiicalion \'%s PW 7/7. Me arrested accused Khaisia Rehman and

Shahid on 02/11/2020 formally through card of arrest Px PW 7/8 as they i

produced their bail before arresi order lo him and same was the situation of

accused Sajid om5/n/?.020 vide card of arrest IN PW 7/0, Me
xS'/W

record the r«>ad ccnilicaies P.x Pw 7/10. Accused SaJid was a eoif|raBIe. Me' 

phiced on record the dcparlmcnlal inquiry rcctird a.s fix Pw 7/11. Me placed

record the eel! pitune data ofaccu-sed Sajid. Shahid which vvas l/x PWon

7/1.2. Me mvived an appHcation to Dy.PP for opinioii about the injury sheet

which was Ivx PW 7/13. On 12/12/2020, he produced Shoaib ajid Shah'/.cbm!^3^rEiy
including Kamran, who were recorded u/s 161 Cr.P.C, for their statements id

0>
i earned JMIC u/s 164 Cr.ifC: vide his application fx PW 7/14 and which
(Esainfnet) 

DhTrict Coisi»P^ihavYar w'us recorded. On 15/12/2020 the bail before arresi of accused was recalled

by the competent eotin. and on 16/12/2020 he produced accused Khaisia

Kchman and Shahid lo learned JMIC vide hi.s appiicalion Tx PW 7/15 and

oiic day cusUKiy wa.s granted. Me also placed on record the card of arrest Ifx

Slate Vs Sajid N Others Page 5
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VV 7/|(i On co.mplciion <>!' police custody he produced the accuj^'d ior

Ibrihcr iciUciiui and they were sent to judicial lockup on his application Hx'

!0\' 7/17. lie received the. report of crime empties which wa.s hix PW

7/18 and ihc l-'SL report of bUyodsiaincd garmcnls which was hx PW 7/19

and l-.x P^V 7,^20. He arrested accused Sajid on 31/12/2020 vide card ofarresi

t-x I’VV 7/21 and produced in lo learned JMIC for police custody vide his

application 12x PVV 7/22 which was granted lor one day. llis arrival departure

was l-A PW 7/2.7. (.)n cotiipiclion of cu.slody he produced him for I'unhcr

custodv vide application Px PW' 7/24. which was refused. He recorded

siaieiiieiiLs of PWs on his ease diaries as and when required. He used seal of

M'\ during his investigation. He recoded sUitcmcnls of accused during

investigation. He found the accused guilty and forwarded the chatlan lo SHO
t

for prcscmaiion.

12. PW-X was Shehxad who staled on oath that, on 29.10.2020 the 10 eoliecied

hiooJ stained garmenls having corresponding cut marks of the injured Afxal

ill I.RI! Surgicu! Wards from the injured and sealed in parcel No. 4. 10 li.xcd

the seal of NIA on each three sides of the parcel and prepared recovery memo

alrcads' exhibited a.s H.X PW7/2. He alongwith Ibrar Hussain was marginal

wiiuess to the recovery memo. 1(.) recorded his sUilemcni u/s 16! ('r.P.Ch

cartted counsel for the accused moved an3,On 07-6.2021

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

prosecution and complainant.

-1. Arguments heard and available record perused.

5.!N;rusuI {)f record shows that the complainant reported the inalicr

regarding liis injuries as well as injuries of injured Shoaib and
OistrietCour

Shah Zaib lo police vide murasila report in I.Rli wherein he

direeily and spccillcaily charged accused Sajid for effective role

of firing while the remaining accused arc charged for presence, ll

Stale V.s Sajid & Others Page 6
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was prosecution ease ihai complainanl w’cnl to place orocca^-cnce
*

10 iiicel bis friend ihai accused Khaisla, Shahid and Sajjid came on
!

motorcar and accused Sajid fired at him as well as at injured

Slioaib and Shah Zaib who were in their shop near the place of
i!

occmi-cncc and the complainant was on the road, 'i'he motive was r
5

disclosed bv the complainanl as previous blood feud, ’fhe murasila

. report liX PA was seconded by injured Shoaib. The medico legal
i-
i:

report of the injured vs^as there at file to support their injuries. 1 he

invesiigaiion was earned aiid the site plan was there with the

prosecution to support the ocular account, fhe lO has also

Ii collccled blood stained garments, blood stained cailh followed by

iiihe supporting FSL report l-X PW7/20. lO has collecied seven

empiics of .30 bore pistol from the spot and the I'Sl. report l:X

IHV7/8 was tlierc at tile in suppoit of the prosecution case. 'I'ho

prosecution pressed ihai they have a proved case on |■ccol^<5^^/

6. fhe case of prosecution mainly rest upon injured/eye witness i.e ;

;
complainant alongwiih iwo injured witnesses. I am aware of the

faei that ihc evidence of injured witness in an incident is already
‘

sealed on certain points as presence of injured cannot be dcnied ai

spoi unless it is established through evidence otherwise. It is also
s

not generally presumed that the injured witness would alive to
attested

escape real culprits but it depends upon the tacts and
<\

(Examiner) 
District Court PesEawaij

circumslanccs of the ease and plea of defence, fhe evidence oi

injuries also of greater value and it cannoi be doubled on some

embellishment in nature conduct or minor contradictions but the

Page 7SiaU' Vs Sajid & Others
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and circunislanccs of conimiiling of a crime shaH bese’., up

apprcciaicd aiongwiih evidcocc. If there be any exaggeration of

ivnmaicrial embellishment in the evidence of injured then such

contradiction cxaggcralion and embcllishmcnl be discarded irom

the evidence but not the entire evidence, however, the stamp of

injuries on the body of coniplainant/injured witness does not

eslabiishcd that he has slated the gospel Irulh before the court. In

simple words the stamp of injuries docs not mean that he is also

telling die whole truth and in cases of injured eye witness the

(’oLirl has to evaluate it on the strength of narrative of the PWs i'

regarding mode and manner of the occurrence, in the instant ease r.
i-

the learned defense counsel argued certain points and this Court j-

has determined the points for determination in this case, firstly as

to whether the complainant as narrative true mode and manner of

th.e occurrence, second as to wdicthcr there was consuhaiion.

I'eliberaiion and preliminarily investigation prior to registration ol

the case resulted in false accusation against the accused, l^hirdlyA
whether the medico legal evidence is in line with the prosecution

f

case and fourihiy whellter the motive behind the occurrence is

used by the accused parly for the occurrence or the complaintuifl^'

? party for false implication.

17. So far as the Hrst point for determination is concerned the
mm

entire case of prosecution was based on the ocular account

furnished by the complainant as PW-6. ThivS Court is well aware

with the phrase dishonest improvement and minor contradiction.

i^age 8.Stale Vs Sajid Others
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ITic dLslionesl improvement is that if it was not iriadkr the f

prosecution evidence become contradictory intersc and the minor

contradiction or explanation of die fact are dial if tnadc or not ?

made, carries no etlect on the proof of matter in issue. The

cornplainam Afxal appeared as PW-6 and he slated that he

alongvviih Shoaib and Shah Zaib were standing in front of their

shop, t his was conuadiciory to his initial version as he stated in

iliis murasila that he went to crime village to meet some friends

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

commiued occurrence. The site plan shows presence of injured
/ I

Shoaib and Shah /.eh in the door of shop and complainant at road L

side, 'fhough the complainant tried to move the injured FWs out

('f shop in his couil statement to make the site plan and ocular

version in line but he while making this improvement moved them

more than the required and brought them at road with him. Aga.in

it svas not his case that injured arc his friends but he nafratcd^sSif'
%

other friends to whom he went on eventful day to meet. Shtiilarl)

the said friends were never produced to 10. Me attributed the role

of firing to accused Sajid however; he was confronted with post

occurrence eircumsianccs of the occurrence. Me changed his

stance consislcniiy in that episode and the place of making report

was belied in his cross examination. It was prosecution ease that

injured and complainant were in hospital and they jointly reported

the matter to police. During court statement, he submitted that the

police and ambulance came to spot and ambulance carried injured

Hiaie Sajid & Olliers. if sge 9
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to hospital, ^le was confused on this issue then he inir<i^'jccd

ianother story that he ^vcnt to some distance place from spot so 1

cunnoi be picked by ambulance. This explanation was dishonest

iinprovcnicni on his part. 1 Ic .submitted that he made another call ;

to ambulance on which police and ambulance came. I.et us ignore

this, and prc.sumc that due. to panic situation, he mixed the facts

but during the course of cross-examination the complainant was

not consistent regarding the place of recording of repon. it isV

available on record that Lbc report was recorded in the hospital but

during cross-examination the complainant submitted that he w-as

available at the spot and the police mobile came to spot within 30
{

minutes of the occuiTcnce and he reported the matter there at spot.

This ('ourl found the said report missing from the record as to

w'hcihci- what was the report of the complainant at spot and who 

was charged therein. I'his Court cannot rule out the defense 

areurneni that within the meaning of Article 129(g) of OanrCtiT eW 

Shahdai il the said report was produced before the Court the
i

names (O'accused lacing trial was not there, 'fhc report was signed

:•

V

by co-iiijured Shoaib however; the complainant submitted that at

arrival of police both the brothers w'ere already carried to hospital;

In such like situation this court cannot presume that the same

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

OistnctCourfPesfeawar complainant departed from his initial version and submitted that at

the arri\ ai of'ambulance he was not present on the spot so the

ambulance carried Shoaib and Shah Zaib to hospital and.left the
■?riTn!a:"

Paiio •] 0Stm.e Vs Sajid 8; Others
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compiainarvi ihis was an iniroduclion of fact. In recent jut^mcni

2019 PCiliJ iS6. ''Sadar AH Vs Ilameed ullah"\_ ihc wiiness was

rclaicci f,D de-ceased and iinprovcmcnl to sircngiiicn case was on

his pan., i'he Monourabie Court held that such witness lose

eredibiliiy when he was found to make dcliberale ad dishonest

iinprovemenls. Reliance is placed on case law reporicd as 2018

SC'MR 772;-'0n the absence of any corroborative piece of

cs idence, the conviction ol' accused was not sustainable on the I

set of evidence which according to the High Court, was full ^ •f same

of doubis due to dishonest improvements in the staiemcnis of the

cyc'-witnesscs. Conviction and sentence awarded by the 'friai

Court and upheld by the High Coun was set aside and the accused'

acijuiucd of the charge leveled against him. Appeal wasvvas

In the instant case, the witness wa.^allowed accordingly.”

interested and he wanted to secure conviction by every means.

18. h'he complainant was confronted with his previous-condi^l.'I'his
C<:.4

Courl is aware of.the fact that the previous conduci of the person

is not rcievani unless and until it is pleaded by him as good

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

relevant, fhc eomplainanl charged accused previously in case of

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

said lady as .Aliya and his daughter but when the said lady Nayab

appeared belbrc the Court her siaicmenl resulted in proceedings

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

I .X IAV6/i)-l. Il never remained case of complainant that Shah

fage 1 1Stale V.s Sajid & Others
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/;iib and Shoaib were his iriends though he disclosed. in--|?qwri

dial be vvcnl to crime scene to meet his friends but he has not

disclosed ihe names of friends. This situation demanded that there

should be independent .support of the ocular account through co

eye witness and physical circumstances, ll was available on record
1-

that after the occurrciice the accused escaped from the spot and the

complainant has adniiucd that the police came at the spot at his

presence, in such like situation the spot was in the control of the

compiainani after the occurrence. I'he police collected 7 emptiesr r
from the spot which were sent to I'Sl. and the report shows that it

was not the firing of one person and the i'lR and statement ol'

complainant before Court is clear that only one person bred at the

spot and he has not charged for ineffective liring .anyone of the

In such like situation the such physical. other accused.

circumstance of the case belying the complainant version and

suggcsici;! iliat he has not disclosed true mode and manner of tl^^)
[

occurrence to this Court.

9. I'he co-witness of the occurrence was Shoaib who appeared as . ^

i '•PW-.5. ! ic disclosed that a person came on motorcycle and fired at
K. i

complainant. He has not named anyone as accused so, the
1%

prosecution was allowed to cross examine the said witness and he,,,(IS3{aKsjr^O

cross examined. During the cross examination by thewas

prosecution it came to record that the previous siaicrnenl ol

Shoaib recorded before the police was result of dictation of the

complainant, fie was also cross-examined by the accused wherein

Ikit^e 12SUiie Vs Sajul & Others
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the vviincss disclosed that the accused was wearing heliT^^ajid

noi ideniifiabic. I le also adniiiicd arrival ofpolice oi the spoi.was

le stated that the rcpori was not recorded ai the spot and he I
I
f

submiticd that he never thumb impressed the report in hospilai. ll
r

brought day light occurrence but the mode and maitncr ofu-as a
I

iltc occurrence as per complainanl and the PWs were contradiclory= i

iniersc.

20.So far as die second aspect of the case is concerned, it w'as die

for ihe acciLscd that there wasargumenis of learned counsc

n consultation and deliberation prior to registration of the case. ’I’hc
V

boecurreficc was allegedly committed at 12:30 in brought day iighl-:

'ihe. report was recorded in shape of murasiia at 13:40 hours and
f

convened into MR at 1510 hours, 'fhe complainant admitted that
I

i
lie. was available at the spot when police arrive to the spot but 

iec()rd shows that the report was not recorded till 01 hour and j<0/^' 4. I bis Court do not believe that it was recorded ar 1340

;

rn mules ^ '

hours and the reliable record with the prosecution for timing ol

report is the liming of regisiraiion of MR because when the police :

u the spot and not recorded the report then each non-Ui'nved

registered siaiice ol' the police or eoinplainanl cannot be believed t

the only believable version about the recording of report is theant

liming of regisiraiion of I'lR wiiich shows a delay of three hours

in between occurrence and report, 'I'hc complainant due to his

previous enmity with the accused and the record show's that the

complainanl can charge the accused falsely as available in

Page ! 3Slate Vs Saiid & Others
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prcvi^)u^ case 1:X PW6/1,)-I then in such like situation, iUv^ninot

be ruled out the consultation and deliberation was utilized to false
4

booking of the accused. In reported judgment PLD 1967

Ghulam Qaeiir Vs The SiaiG\ thePeshawar 269, tided as

recording of repori at a place otherlon’hie Court held that:

than police slaiion inference unavoidable that it was recorded 

after preliminary investigation. ”,

2!.'i‘be medico legal evidence available on the record shows that the

?

injured were examined at 1:20 pan and the complainant wa.s

having firearm injury on his body without the bifurcation of entry

0 and L-xii. 'fhe doctor has not rcllecied the nature of injui'y in his
!

initial examination and the reasons with record arc not available
? ■

with the prosecution that why the doctor recorded it as grievous at

belated stage specifically when he' himself has rellccled (}CS

l.s/lh of the complainant. I he complaint narrated in his staiemen:r
r* f

that one fire shot hit him and the cntiy on the left arm an^4Ls exit 

followed by the cntiw on the left side of chest. 'I’his Court has

<

noticed the same in injury sheet but the medico legal report shows

that one wound on the back, one wound on the splemic region of

ATTESTED' abdomen and two wounds on the arm. fhis was not correspondin o

with (he initial repori of the complainant, fhe medico legal reportdiit
(Examiner)

Delict Court Peshawar
- -1 ^ ~.»« .

if true then loo it do not disclose the name of assailant.

22.So far as the motive is concerned the complainant has disclosed

previous blood feud as motive and also disclosed that he was

charged ialscly ibr murder by the accused party in MR No. i09J.

H-Stale Vs Sajid &. OihtaH
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dated 05.11.2019 of PS IVlathra. l^ic was cross examined aK$Pthis'^ 

Couri. founds that the complainant can go to every extent to 

implicaLC the accused in a criminal case, in prove of it the accused

side has cxhibiicd the false report of complainant regarding

abduction of'Nayab where the complainant was charged u/s 182

PPC.' !br ialse accusation. The motive is alw^ays a double edge

weapon and has ability to cut either side of the case. It might be

reason with the accused for commission of the offence and it

.might be a reason with the complainant for false charge however.

ii is determined in juxia position vvilh the other facts of the case.

Hie other facts suggest that it was utilized by the complainanl and*

\ not by the accused, l^csidc this the 10 has collected CDR data of

the accused and it is further confirming the above appreciation oi'

evidence where the presence of accused was not at the time oi,‘
C-'.

Coccurrence.

.it is prima responsibility of the prosecution to prove its casen 1_ j

beyond shadow of doubt. Ihe mode and'manner of occurrence

was constantly improved by the complainanl with dishonesty

vvhidi is fata! towards the prosecution version and the co

cornpiainant t.c. injured Shoaib was against the proscculibn

version. The physical circumstance of collection of empties from

the dominating control of the cojnplainant further negates the

prosecution.'I'his Court holds that the prosecution has not proved

their case, fhe remaining witnesses arc fonnai and their statement

could not change the fate of prosecution case.

SUiU;: Sajirf ^ Others Page 1.'I
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K 24 Jn this view of the scenario, the compiainani failed to csghHsh 

mode and nuinncr of the occurrence, ’i'he eye witness Shoaib

created malciial dent in the prosecution case. The contradiciion of

complainant with the circumstances and negations of injured

Shoaib to prosecution story suggcslcd that the prosecution badly

failed to prove ihcir ease. A single doubt would be sulTicienl for
?

accjuiitai of the accused, in the circumstances, even if the 

remaining PWs are produced and examined there is no probabilky

f
ot'conviction of accused in the instant case. As such, the accused

facing trial named above are acquitted of the charges leveled y

-1
r

against them lj7S 265-K Cr.P.C. Accused Sajid is in custody, he
i
i

he released iorthwilh if not required to be detained in any other
4

case. AcciLScd Khaista Rchman and Shahid arc on bail, so they
^<r

<<•and their sureties arc relieved from the liability of bonds.

c.s.ihe case property il any be kept intact till the expiry of period

pi’ovided for appeal /revision and Lhcreaftcr be disposed of in

accordance with law.

26.1’ile be consigned to record room after necessary compiciion and

compilation,

.VimouiU’cci
16.06.2021

xrxif f Muhammad Taliir Aurangzeb, 
•\ddl; Sessions Jiidgc-lX 

Peshawar.No /;7.w^
u I l»1 .<7

cs p-
.. .fyc...

Signin'1

i €steGe: / --ocraiion,.... ;
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Tills office order relates to the disposal of forma) 
departmental enquiry against Constable Saiid No,6365 of Capital City 
Police Peshav^/ar on the aliegations that he while posted at fast Cantt, 
Peshawar inv^olved 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 8r 'ssued 
charge sheet 8i summary of allegation. DSP Complaint/Enquiry was 
appointed as F.O.. He conducted the enquiry & submitted ■ his 
report/findings that'the departmental enquiry nnay be kept pend ng till ' 
the decision of the. case which is already .pending adjudication in-,the 
iearrit court-. The f.O further recommended that the alleged official 
absented from duty from 29.10.2020 till date 8l found guilty. The E.O 
further recommended suitable punishment .for defaulter official vide 
Cnqujry Report No.43/PA dated 30.11.2020.

In the light of recommendations of E.O &. ocher matsra! 
available on record, the undersigned came to conclusion that he 
involved in criminal case 8i also remained absent from duty. Therefore, 
he is hereby dismissed from service under Police 8^ Disciplinary Rules-
1975 with immediate effect. Heo'ce. the period he remain^,^sent
from 29.10-2020 tiii date is treate^^ without pav~

/'

\

\ /Vv
of policjs

/ Dated /2Q2Q

Mq. Lt^ /PA/SP/dated Peshawar the 2^-^ / / :'^-/2G.2C

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

Capital City Police Officer, Peshawar.
^ PSP/HQrp, Peshawar.

DgP CornpSaint/Enquin^
Pay Office, OASI,
CRC 8t FMC along-v\/ith complete departmental file.

•y
P.B. NO

\

T.
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C Oin’ICEOFTHE
CAiM i AL citY poucE orncEft, 

PrsiiAWAR

ilUDElt .. r-
I ^ will dispose or the tlcpnrimcnliil nppcnl preferred by Kx-Conslable Sniiil ^

''‘lis □warded lire nitijor piiiiishincril of" nlsirtl-isrtl from service’* under PR-
>^75bySi>/ilQp„ii□war vide do No. 3527, ddlcil 28.12.2020.
2. Short fncls lending to the iiistanl appeal arc tiial llic oppcllaht while posted at PS Eas 

proceeded against dcpartmcntally on the charges ofliis involvement in 
Vide I-IR No.1080 dated 28-Id-2020 U/^ 324/34 PPC PS Mallira. His prolong absence from his 

lawful duty w. e. from 29.10.20 iilj his dismissal i.e 28.12.20 (Total 2 Months).

Cantl a criminal easewas

Summary of Allegations by SP/HQ 

ppointed as enquiry ofTiccr to
3- He was issued jpfoper Charge Sheet and 

Peshawar and DSP complaint; and inquiry CCP Peshawar 
scrutinize the conduct of tlie accused official. The inquir>' officer afier conducting proper inquiry 
submitted his findings and found the accused official guilty, of the charges levelled against him in

was a

the charge sheet.

Me was heard irt person in O.R and the relevant record along with his explanation 

DUnng persohai liea^ng llic appellanl failed to submit any plausible explanation in his 

appeal for feinstalenierit ih^ervice is hereby rejcctetJ/nic being also time

4-

perused, 
dtffcnce. Therefore, his 

barred, for 05 months.

€V-(ATIBAS^HSAN) PSP 

CAPITAL CITY POLICE OFFICER. 
PESHAWAR

r/sT foam //PA dated P’cshawaf the 

infonnatibn and necessary aclibh to the:-
No.

Copies for

1. SP/llQ, Pcsliawar. .
2. DSP-Gbmplainl & Inquiry CCP Peshawar.
3’ osi.cRC. ^ i i
4, rMC along with Fuji Missal.
5. Official Concern.

Scanned with CamScanner
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From The Capitdi Cfty Pofice Officer, 
Peshawar, ^ I—

g. d)
c:
ci

To The Manager COT vV o
CO
£

_____

i: ^A?3§u COr.\ otmi x:

m^X7) %
/PO, date Peshawar the l\ / /2n?n

RELEASE nP.PAV

■o
CL)
C

CO
oSubject 00

Memo;

Referee this office Letter No .?D/^ eJate jSkli 

— -------- -------
^W£hi^L_®^5^rnaintainecl vide your bank A 

R' noarby leleased by the of. _

“ao\
Pay in respect of0~ —_6^6for the month

^ NO j^35Ulg?AOn7kpna
OO

\

It is therefore requested that his pay may please be/-

f' (
/

itA^ffY POLICE OFFICER
FOR CAPITAL CITY^f^OLlCHOFn^ER

■Peshawar

\
i

}

«»
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OmC\L OFTMR
INS?’'CTOR GENERAL OF FOLICE 

I HYRER rAKHTT’NKHVVA 
TESHAWAR.

ORDF t

This Older is. hereby passed to dispose of Revision Petition under Rule ll-A of K.hytacr

PaklUunkhwa Police Rule-1975 (amended 2014) subnii ted by Ex-VC Sajid Khan No. 6305. 1 he pclitio
vide OB vin.’ ^527, dated

involved in a
was dismissed from service by Superintendent of '^’ohee, MQrs; Pesha'vai 
28.12.2020 on the allcgalior.s that lie while iioslcd at I rMice Station East Cmtvt Pcshawai wa.,

. criminal ease vide FIR No. 1080, dated 28.10.2)23 u/s 321/3'! PPG Ponce S.atiou M.nlna m
nonlhs). Vli'-• he. 28 12.2070 (tot'd o, f disnd'o.f 2S).1(‘.7.020 in!

'jdMcd fui 05-mon'h.s hy Capin

■ -iircmaiitcd absent from n' vide 01'Vfliy Police-Oiticer, rw
appeal ^.t.s rejected b*.. . IEndst: No. 4037-41/PA, dated 15.10.2021.

held on 19.05.20*..^. wherein petitioner was h' id m person. 

Petitioner contended that he is innocent and he was acquitted by the court IMeeting of Appellate Board was
of Addl: Session .Tudge-lX,

Peshawar vide judgment dated 16.06.2021.
Perusal of record revealed that petitioner 1.« been acquitted u/s 2h.^-K C . .

Addi6.n.l S«i.d Wg..K. Prf.™ .Id. iddg,dad d.'.v. 16.06.2021. 0.6 B„.d d.«d.a .
. rriioo* 10 0.* .6-1—d „ o.„l6. ..d ,0. ,.0... .r.0~ 0. -1  ... *   “

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

1

Sd/-
SABIR AHMED, rSP 

/iddllional Inspector General of Police,
KQrS'. Khybcr Fakhi.unkV.wa, ?csH>.war. 

/20^2.^ / A122, dated Peshawar, the . 0[ /—12 1/Kw,'No. S/
;if the al)ovc is ftnwiiuied to Hit.

. One '■
.i.d one ;
#4/CRC, .dP-ct.

Roll, C'it’c-olice P*‘''^er. Peslui
named FC rcA.,clved ' it

■.v;u
1. Capital v-si/

file of the above 
02 11 2021 is returned herewith for your ci tier. -

Peshawar.

office
crd.

?rr”S2«.or;.'Sop*».,
6' PA to DlG/HQrs: Khyber P.khUmkJtwa, Peshawar. 

7. Office Supdf. E-IV CPO Peshawar.

f

/)

AlO/EstabUslimcnl;
For Inspector General ol Police, 
Khyber Pakhtunkbwa, Peshawar.I


