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' BEFORE THE HON’BLE KHYBER PAKHTOON KHWA SERVICE
TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR. ;

Selrvice Appeal NQ;‘ 2 Y '/ 2023

"'.Sartaj Khan S/ o Muharnmad AJmal Khan (Ex—Constable No.
| 2438) Trafﬁc Pohce Peshawar..‘..._:..-’ ............ eereeeraeanas " Appellant)'
| 'VERSUS
- 1. Chief Cap1tal Pohce Ofﬁcer (CCPO) Peshawar. ‘ _
2. Inspector-‘ General. of .Pohce, Khyber * Pakhtunkhwa,
Peshawar.........cocuv.. ......... ererereessenes (Respondents) '
1 3) svbemlancent” Poliae HERS ajq 'f“mﬂ"' /Mce.. '
Koo quotlers fedpuor  ( voifwcits ) -
.APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF KHYBER' ]
: PUKHTUNKHWA SERV'ICE TRIBUNAL ACT | _
- 1974, ' AGAINST THE IMPUGNED ORDER .
:'DATED 04/02/2023 PASSED BY THE
RESPONDENT No. 1. WHEREBY THE
‘ APPELLANT REINSTATED IN SERVICE
.BUT WITHO'UT BACK BENEFITS

. . Respectfully Sheweth:

Facts giving rise to the instant Serviee Appeal are as |

- under:

1. 4 - The Appellant was servmg as constable in the Pol1ce
| Department Khyber | Pakhtunkhwa. Dlstnct

Peshawar.



| .That the Respondent is.the admlmstermg staff and
. authorlty respons1ble for superv1s1on, operat1on and |

: ‘managem.ent of Pol1ce in District Peshawar.

.That in, the year 2009 the appellant serv1ces was

| transferred was. posted to Trafﬁc Pohce Peshawar‘ |

and the appellant was performmg hlS duty w1th zeal -

and dedlcatlon and Was falsely charged in case FIR 4

" No 447 dated: 02 / 04/ 2020 Under Section 302
}_324 458, 460, 148, 149 PPC reg18tered at Pohce'
' Statron Mathra Peshawar and in case F.I.R No. 18

. dated 05/01/2020 u/s 324 PPC, Pohce Station

~ Kha_zan-a,, Peshawar, (Copy of F.I.Rs ar.e'attached as - °

annexure “A” & “A/17).

- That thereafter charge sheet mth summary of -

allegatlons .was 1ssued : Wthh was rephed. ,
accordmgly rebuttmg the. allegatlons (Coples of

x

.Charge Sheet and reply are attached as annexure“
/ . C

“B” & “C” .respectlvely); :

‘That the. Enqulry Ofﬁcer submltted h1s report before .
" the respondent and the respondent No 1 awarded " |

-Amajor pumshment of D1smlssal from Serv1ce v1de



- ofﬁce order No 624 87 /PA Dated Peshawar ‘the
29 /12 / 2020 (Copy of ofﬁce order No 624 87 / PA,.
 Dated Peshawar the 29/12/2020 is attached ds
j anncxure ‘). | |

B

- 6. '_ That thereafter ‘the tnal of the appellant in Case '

| FIR No 447 was concluded by the learned

Add1t1onal Sess1ons Judges XHI and IX Peshawar

e vide orders dated 28/09/2022 and 16/01/2023'v

- and the appellant has been acqultted from the

. charges leveled agalnst h1m (Coples of acqulttal

~ orders dated 28/09/2022 and 16/01/2023 are

attached as annexure “E” & “F”_). |

- 7l~. | That dlssatlsﬁed from the order dated 29 /12 / 2020 |

o of Respondent No 1, ) t'he" appellant ﬁled ’
- Departmental Appeal/ Representat1on before the |
‘ respondent No 1, the respondent No. 1 reinstate
, the appellant but the penod the appellant rema;lned-- g

out of serv1ce 1s ordered to treated as leave w1thout"; .

pay v1de order dated 04/02/2003 (Coples of '_ |

departmental appeal and order dated 04/ 02 / 2003 o

o are attached as annexure “G”)




1

That havmg no 0the'r. | adequate, .'efficaci'ous'

} a.lternate remedy, the appellant approaches th1s'.‘ “
’H_on’ble Tr1b1'1nal for redressal of _h1s grlevances,-

inter-alia on the following grounds:

GROUNDS:

That the order of respondent No l by non- grantmg

- of back beneﬁts to the appellant is 1llegal unlawful |

agamst the facts and’ c1rcumstances of the case,

| therefore needs ‘1nterference - of th1s ' Hon’ble'

| ’Tfibufifal-i_ o

. That respondent No 1 totally 1gnored that the_ |
_ appellant acqu1tted from the charged leveled agamst "

e him, .and passed the_ order in very cursory manners.

AThat appellant has falsely been 1mp11cated i the )
“ j'concocted and fabr1cated case F L. R No 447 whrch L
: is thereafter proved from the acqu1ttal orders of the s
. '.trlal Courts therefore the absence from serV1ce 1s.-l
ot on the part of appellant therefore not grantmg o
of back beneﬁts have no legal footmg in the eyes of

_ lav_v. -




- That .appellantl ‘has been -rende'ringi ‘rn'erit'orious |
services havmg lllustriou‘s career',' splreading over
manyyears and hav_e earned “respecti from his
: seniors m 'varlolis .rnfon‘ients, similarly the 1ntegnty

_» of thetappellant has never been_called into question

. by anyone in the entire department.

1

That .the 1mpugned act1on 1s v101at1ve of law laid
: down by the apex Courts therefore not grantlng of -
_ back -beneﬁts 'shall be based not” only- on relevant -
law and. rules but also to be based on. some tang1ble
: ‘.‘. matenal relatmg to. ment ‘and el1g1b1l1ty Wh1ch could .
3 _'be lawfully taken note of It is the duty of competent |
o Authontyto consider all_th_e m‘atenal to find out_ the

*.actual facts of the case.

That the unpugned act1on of the ofﬁc1al Respondent‘
s also repugnant to the Const1tut10n of the Islamic
‘ "'-Rep‘ubl-ic of Pahstan 1973 as the -appellant has
A been treated d1scr1m1nately by the Respondent and
snmlarly appellant has been depnved of h1s lawful |
| ‘rrght hence the 1mpugned act1on of the Respondent :
is l1able to be 1nterfered w1th on the bas1s of laW la1d. -
o " .down by -he _ Supenor__ Co,urts, of Paklstan _

Departmental,Au‘thori_t‘ies are bound to .'decide the




»:~gr1evance of the1r subordmates vmth apphcatlon of
L -1ndependent Jud1c1al mmd falrly, Justly and w1th o
-reasons and those reasons rnust be commumcated '

" to the concerned vtrhereas in the mstant mattet thé
'ﬁespondent has acted in sheer Vtolatlon of natural

: Jusuce and prescrlbe law.

e ‘That any other ground will be raised at the time of "
- argurr_ientsvﬁth ’the'pi‘iof-'perrnil‘ssion' of this Hon’ble

_ Tribunal.

It 1s .‘thelh'efor'e l-respectfully prayed ‘tha‘tV,A on '-', -
acceptance of this appeal the 1mpugned order dated
" 508/04/2021 may gracmusly be. set- aside o the
'extent of not granting of back beneﬁts and the .
,respondents may klndly be dlrected to mod1ﬁed the

E relnstatement order vv1th granting all back beneﬁts :

Any other rehef Wthh deems appropnate ﬁt
may also be g1ven/ granted

' Appell

I{

Through

co Akbar Yousaf K_h‘alnil

SR o ' N - Muhammad Ayaz Khan
- Dated: 24/03/2023 - | . Advocates High Court,
: | ' T Peshawar.




U 'BEFORE THE HON’BLE KHYBER PAKHTOON KHWA SERVICE

TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

.Seri:rice Appeal No.. . /2_0‘23 SN

isartaj‘.Khan cervennd ........ ..... (Appellant}

- | VERSUS - o

'Ch1ef Capltal Police Ofﬁcer (CCPO) Peshawar - L

| . ~And another....'..‘..;.'....« .......... ..... (Respondents)
AFFIDAVIT

I, Sartaj -‘Khan S/ o Muhammad A_]mal Khan (Ex—

B ;Constable No 248) Trafﬁc Pollce Peshawar solemnly a.fﬁrm

]

L ‘-and declare on oath that the contents of the Serv1ce Appeal
are- true and correct to the best of my knowledge and behef
and nothlng has been concealed from thlS Hon’ble Tnbunal

 DEPONENT



BEFORE THE HON’BLE KHYBER PAKHTOON KHWA SERVICE -
' TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

e ""Service Appeal No:f ' /2023 o

‘fSartaJ Khan etieetieeenss e ......... (Appellant) o

| | 'EVERSUS"'\ S |

- »Chlef Cap1ta1 Pohce Ofﬁcer (CCPO) Peshawar o
"And another ......... e (Resp.'ond‘ent's);" .

ADDRESSES OF THE PARTIES

- {' APPELLANT

SartaJ Khan S/ ) Muhammad AJmaI Khan (EX Constable No'. 5
248) Trafﬁc Pohce Peshawar ' |

| _’-_RESPONDENTS’

. 1 Chlef Cap1ta1 Pohce Ofﬁcer (CCPO) Peshawar _
B 2 Inspector General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar

" Dated: 24/03/2023 -

| _Th-rvo,ugh. .

2y i
"’P“:'bl" /5« ;

| Muhammad A&az .Khan- '
-~ Advocates High Court ’
o Peshawar . '
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2 M

CﬁARG& SHEET

1. WHEREAS I am: satssﬂed that a farmal enquuy as contemplated by Po!ice Rule .
1975:5 necessary and axpeduenl. T , . S

‘ ) 2: AND whereas, | am of the View ) that the. auegations i established wautd call fi .
- magorlnmor penalty. as deﬁned in Rule-3 of the afaresa:d Rules. . o

3 Now 1herefore, as required by Rule {1} (a) & (b) of the sa:d Rules l WASEEI
'AHMAD KHALIL, Chief Traffic Officer, Peshawar hereby charga you HCITO Sart
Khan No.248 under Ruies 5 (4) of tha Pollce Rules 1975 on the basis of followir
allegahcns«- . : :

' t) That 'you were mvo!ved in cnmma! case wde F!R No. 447 dated 03.04.20%
uis 3021324!458?480!148!149 FPC PS Malhfa. Peshawar

4. By domg this you have committed gross mxsconduct on your part,

5. AND | heteby direct yeu funher under Rule 6 {f) (b} of 1he said Rules to pul-
. written defence w;lhsn 07~days of the receipt of this Charge Sheet as to why i k
_ proposed action should not 1aken sgaanst you and also state whether you desrre tok
L “heard in persan. : '

8. AND n case your reply is not received within the sﬁpﬁfated pérmd to the enqui
- cer. it shall be presumed that you have no defence ta offgr and in that case, &
parte action will be taken against you. ' '

' gCompetent ,Aufhorify? 3



.

»,

i :‘;,v:l*t ,:::‘

L
'
>’




C/ﬁ“ /G"/d‘/’-ﬂ‘)"////ﬂ"f/" Ju “

\-/’.)’ /r'

(w);y/’/// ,///z///& e .
b Tl &,ﬁcﬂ/ W< ’/”‘f”
=l z/o/j’é’b"z e//“/”b OM/J/J
WQ//IJ /}(/’../Jlmyw w’f /‘ 6’”’/4‘/&‘75 4""'
0”’//0’0‘/ <, o

0’////

(e ﬁ JW// .
/ﬁf/ (/ o/a//uwy 6909/,/%74*»« S
///2 6/;;’&//7////6’ avb /”/%///m/

W/u/"eo//;;?’///ﬁ’/ 6/1'/[//-»1/0/

-,;::;{c/ Vol %deo//{* é‘mf&z/' ,m//n% @

z,of’/(,/MUgW/"j/\/)&’c__J/M M) (/u(.,“'

Qs LY va{/// sy O;f“éeo u Le,c;
M/ / 0/ Lo 2 U///&»/; M(;za/ &24/’3

e Vs

04.,4/ .4- %&0/4 ////M O)/.) waé«/,
Ay /’N///@M&@y/w&w/‘;u
%/(JC'WOJ/M/WW/// 1"‘/’(/‘"' [v(//“ /

s (’/ "//; @/fd/ = /,Lu o
C///ﬂ//ﬁ/////ﬂ/ﬁ/’ |

/0

e

.
Pt b snig gl AlPynt ot s e n

..
- b e Wi A e



/M b é// / "/ﬁ C“/'// /4’3’/{;’/5/
/ V/ﬂ.,/gw e //////
1o Gopert—7 / & //f«‘;«/ // 5/19 b
Z &V cw«/ /c/// (- %y 17 \_/,///_/,/0, -y
NWM // UJ” V// [ /ﬁoﬂ“ "}v(/‘/b Al

7"

e
57 (Zf-wy/@/mz/) é/o/;\,u;ﬂ

-

%ﬂbﬁ//& 2 y/x//z, (éy;f

/wﬁ‘/////&//d L, -

//W/4¢///// //

| O//&V/
/3,08"202&%// | ‘—A I«_n .

A0 Ué’// Cper s M / »ﬂ"/@"/ﬂw |
(Q///Wéo(/f ’// Ui

&g

BT N
ORI Y. AR
. sila>al
PR

ey
- "-:""'3‘ .

. ad Bt Y
. PR g .

Pt aifiona R S R B et

S~




* ORDER- R S ¥
. : . . . . I

B :

This |s an order on the - depar’tmental enquwy mltlatec

" garta K"nan No. 248 for mvo!vement in -case FIR’ No. 447 dated 03 04 2020
P ]

thrta
302/% ”4/4“8/460/148/149 ppC, PS Yrnmel, district Peshawar He- was harg]e sheletec ar

DSP ( anth. Tmfﬁc was nomlnated as Enquiry | Officer, to conduct ormal departrrw
e Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Pohce Ru!es 1975 and su mtt hlS fmd n

! . v ll' |{. : LY
charge sheet: statnng therein that a figt'h“énc,'

" proce 2adings under th

g—— __——- rr‘

"He submxtfed his repl-y to the

km: away frof

. ook placs b‘etween his - relatlves and’ the pponent party, at about | i
Cwillage e also told that he was unawme of tho wholo incident but. dun g nudmgm 1\ |

ce party r ‘raided his houée 74 a{ﬁe!s..t‘%d‘,\-'ﬁ“, 1|2

(Al Einnr

while s'.neping SHO Mathra along with poli
licated by the opponent party in the FIR in whlac‘hf? Eae!gso'ns’; ke
i I i i 1 B

he Enqu1ry officer recmded slatements of; Fl’c
n that he had falled to jp‘wz 1|s }'5_00@:" \

his rother fa!se\y inp

?)
=0
0"
E""
3'.9‘
s
wno
)
5
o

and 05 other 1I‘1]L!led T
ame to the conclusio

relevant oeopie and c
ded him for suitable pun s
fterthe occurrence , '| [ .1 !‘ \

B ;

|
' s

lhc| cfcm aecommen 1shment as the accuseld C

- arrested by the local pohce 1mmediate a

2
[

‘{V’ &

also been mvo!ved m'f S

e accused constable had
and a depa"mental'f

S 324 PPC, . PS Khazanc
w recommendataon of the .-

, ’ Bestdes the above Case. ‘th
o" e wide FIR No. 18 dated (5.01. 2020 U/

enqwny ‘had also been conducted agalnst hi
well as the ‘case file, C onstable Sarta)

under the Khyber Pak

im: Keeplng in. \ne
Khan No 248 is awalrded major

E ;qu-w Officer as |
htunkhwa Pohce Ru!es 1975 "

$ | ei, .
b g
| .
1 |

e m;ehment of Dlsm‘tssai from Service

Cgath in? mediate effect
.Order announced.

BN

Peshawar the. QQI ), 12020.

‘No. { E)L[ ,E"F /PA Dated
on and. necessany acnon to- the -~

Copies for lnformatl

1. Chlef Traffic Officer, Pes'nawar ' S
7 Accountant - ' : ’ . o
3OSl . , ,
i .|1e con51stmg of. l% pages) ‘ L

3RC (“ﬂonq wzth comp}ete enqutry

i
1
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X, .
X N,
N

- e

- opened indisc umumb. firing upon t!m mmpimnum pam as a It.bult ol s, |udz Abdul

7

. IN'THE COURT OF MUHAMMAD TAYVYIB, FL A
ADDITIONAL SESSIONS JUDGE-VIIL PESHAWAR. " & = %

'fhe State-e‘tc' Vs... Sartaj.

HR \.o -&4"daled 3. '.:u U \..)L'.., 324, 4\8 400, 148 1-19 33?-~\u) F u,,.wff"x’f’,(@ H @
T\hlhm.,l’eshax\gr 4 -

CHARGE

1 \luhammad Tayyib, -\ddmonal bebswns Iudge—\’ill
harge you ds,cused namely, Peshawar ras under:-
. I Sarta). l\han s/o Ajmal ]\haﬂ d,‘lt.d abou{ -Hf-t" years R/o Ilawm Abad |
2. Salman bhah sfo Jatfar Shah aged about 29/30 ydais 1;0 bhcndm I\alu Mathta -
3. Liagat Ali Shah aged about 45, years | o .'
.4" Smd Gham Shah sons of \iastan Shah dU(.d about 361 7 »yem"s both residerits of

_Shenday Kaley Mathra.

N .

Niaz Ali Shali s‘0 Suid ‘Wali Shah aged about 40/41 vears ro Shenday Kalev.
“Mathra

Firstl), [hal on 02.4. ')U..O at aboui 2130 hours. dt the Blwtal\ ol &(Jmphurmm

sm.uted at Sheenday Is..l!a\ w ithm the mmxml jllrlsdldwﬂ of’ Poth Station Mathra,

Dlstﬁbt l’usha\x.n you accused along mlh abs‘.undmu Co- du.llscd wa_ nembers uC

unlmvf'ui assgmblv \\hnlg, “duih m\-er with \u.apOh of Offtlkt. n"i thi conna o ’o et

to- commit an offence of uou% and thu:, you all accused ha\e LO!Ili'nll{kd an n“x.n\_g, ‘

which is pmnshabie ws.148/149 PP(, and \uthm the cogmzanw of this court.
"\u.ondl\ : ' ‘ '
“That on me above i.stc time & pi.n.u ‘ou all accused along hiill absconding co-

accused ¢ ’d thc h@un ui wm“hnndnl wh alL Ju} - ar m,d m',h Wi ~mm of ﬁ*"i'?"*»"f‘ rid

"?viaiid launan Ullah, Murad Ali. f\abn Gul got hit and died. ant.l thus -you all have,

comumiited an ofience pumshabk u/'s. 507f149 PPC . \\zth four. counts and wuhm

coa.mzanw of (hm court.

Thirdly:-. _ o ,

That on the above. date &. ume plau.. vou ail’ au:uxd aionu with ab:wndnm - :
accused z.ntered the housé of Lompl.ummt while duly armed with w capon of uthnu: ad
(}px.rled indiscriminate firing upon'the sompimmm ;’)dl[} with ntention w kill t‘mn O

sult of \‘.lmh Tnam U Alah. hmn L*Hah Ihsan Lliah Mst. Ra.{m & Sahib Nowr um hit
aind mjm;d w hile li.t. comphaiiant tmnuh Z h.q r\nm&d iumamxu u“mu[ and ihus \u{E

all have wmmuted an ottenu pm.rshdbk u/s.324/ 149 RPC with ixu u)ums and m;l;m,

" eognizance ot thls LOUH. - ) Co ATf-p }.,., e a

A
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That on tlu. above date. tum &. place. wou all acuuxed along with absconding ¢ '

. accused while du!v armed | with syeapon-of nffen . antered the house of complaina i

party in order 10 g.onumt lhur murder and thus vou all haxp committeds an oltcnm

. punibhable u/s. 449/ 149 PP( mth four LGU[’Hb and W ;thm cogmz«mce of this court

Fiilhl\ - ,
" That on the above date, time & piau you. afl ac;,u:,cd along with shsconding vu-
) 'u:cusc.d while duly ar? ncd with weapon of oifenw dnd opcned mdlscrlmmalc firing upon
the complainant pam as a result c)t which inam Ullah received: injuries in his Lhzai.
forearm. upper anm & thux you all ha\ e sommltted an ofteme pum%habk u/s.337- D 337
CF(D PPC éu_‘;d within cogn%‘z.(nicc of this court. '
| Sixthlv:- ' - o o
That on the above date. time & place. xéu_ all accu:.;,d aIOmC W nh di)bCOl‘ldil’li. co-
aceused while duly armed mih weapon of oftence. and r»penul mcll.x«.nmnmu firing upon
the complainant pam' as a result of \xhu.h ihsau Ullah received injuries in his feftneck
& forehead & thus you all have Lomnmtad an oltcm.e punishable u/s 337-F(ii) PPC and
: within coa#éiz#m& of this court. | ’ ' - ‘
' Seventhl\' |

That on the above date. time & plau you all auused alog with absconding ¢o-

‘ ,u:cused while duiv armed with weapon, of oﬁence and opened md;smmmate {iring upon"

the:complainant p.»xm' as 4 result ol which' Irtar Ullah received injuries in his deit leg &

left b hand & thus you all have commited an offence pumthable u/s AR7-F 11‘« 3TN
PPC and w uhm «,ogmzanu of this court. '

- nghti\ 1~

That on the above datc um &'place you all accused along with i‘:hscondinu co-
accused whl}e duly armed xml‘ weapon of OﬂtllCL and opened indisc rmmuu firing. upm. '

- the Lomplamam pamf as a umit of which Mst. Razia Blba veceived injuries in her Lhwl _

which resulted” in fraciure o tith np & thus vou all have ¢ ummmed an offence

© - punishable ws.337-F(3) pPPC and within cogmzance of this court.

Ninthilv:-
~That on the above date, time & place; you all aceused alonw mih absu)nmn g Co-

accused while duly cumx,d with m.apon of uifuu.c and \)')t)i'ltd mdlsuunumu figing upon

the Lomplcum.m party, as o result of wi .uh %mb \uol 1..»::1\ od injurics W s iw log. &

thus you all have commined an ul&m.e pumsha‘o!n u's 337 Fil) PP( \’Hll‘hl‘-‘(.(lLl'll(Jmu

' ol thlb court.

Fenthl\. o g T

. ‘That on the above datc, tis ne & p1ace vou alf accused alom_ w 1ti ahscondmo co- -

accused \\hn du * armvd wnh \\upon of omnca and opened mdw.mmmm tiring. upuu



‘Note:

€

Q. Do you want 1o pl ad uum\ or d.nm wial?

Accused Liagat Ali Shah

(16)

the compiaimm party, as a result-of which {he main ﬂ;}{u éx W 1its of: house of i
Lomplamam hit emd aot dam.w.z,d and thus vnu all have cummutcd an olfcnu punhh.lbln.
WS, -i"?: 149 PPC and. within cognizance of thxs court

~\ud i hclmv direct ziml Yol b&, tried by tus u)mi on the ‘m,m_muu churges.

‘ : Y .
‘. (*\{h%h \gmul Taryib)

‘ é\dd;tmnai:’b sssions Judge- Vi Peshanay

The Lhdl ae has been read ov er aml explainéd m au,used I thc,n' own language.

() H\n'e you heard md undusmml the ch*\rug

\ \Lm

A. We plcad not-guilty aml clain trial,

RO&AC - L | | "

Accused Sabtian Shall

Accused Sarta) Khan 3

Accused Niaz All Shah

(\’luh.mfl 1.ul Tavs m;
Additional Sessions iud«'\ VL Pesbawar
Cer nhmte LIS 164 ( r. PC

‘Cerufied that the chwrsx s bu,u framed in my presenve o andd on mv et el
read over and o\pldmud b aevused 0 thelr natve ‘uwu( ‘

[ Peshussar

. _(E-xammca);_ ‘
strict Court Peshawar

ek

0i
L
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IN FHE COURT OF }WUHA’VIMAD TAHIR ALM\WEB e
AanOML DISTRICT JUDGE -IX, PESHAWAR _ )

Ses»aons Case No. 60 of 702?. : ’
The State ... ,.Vs e Sartaj Khan & Others

ORDER(Contd) -

, ngorous unpmonment and ﬁne of Rs.100,000/- (Rupecs One Lag)
,Ah Shah wxil rcmam m custodv till the pavment of Daman and Arsh.
- punlghments shall run concurrem
. the 'mea:nmg of Section 371 Cr.P.C whlle a copy be transmitted to 1hc..-

' .icam«.d DPP Pushawar wnthm the meamng of Su,tlon )7) C‘x P.C..

. Announced
T 16.01.2023

The du.usud Salman Shah anqa{ Ah Shah bald Ghani Shah and -
Niaz Ali Shah are comn.ted ws 427/149 PPC and sentenced to 01 year -

Accuscd Sahnan Shah, fiagat Ali Shah Smd Ghani Shah and N;AA- '
Benefit of seciion 382-B C r.PC s extended to .}cwscd and all the

A copy of this Judumm be fven Io the aculsu.i free of cost within

" Record be returnui while hie nt thls court. be conxwm.d 0 ti .

record room atter neces«,arv completion and wmp:laumr ‘

Mu mmad Tahir Aurangzcb
ASJ IX /JSC, Peshavxar

-»‘C -
v

. (E* - \pes
L{’)zstrzcc w--rs B

eshgwar
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Sessions Case No: . : felf
Date of Institution: . 19.10.2020 {¢3 &
Date of Decision: . 16.01.2023
Place: . " Peshawar
~ FIRNo., 447
‘ . Dated: - 03.04.2020 - : -
B _Under Set.twn 302/324/458/460/]48/ SO
o .+ .149/337- A(i)/337-F(ii, 111) PPC.
Police Station: 'Mathxa Peshaw*xr o
The State through Ishfaq Ahmad s/o Amin G'ui r/ o
‘Nissata Shmdy kaly, Peshawar o , L ,
Riadadaneaceen ~ Sttt ~~~~Complainant
'a_VERsus
' '1.. Sartaj Khan S/o A]xnal Khan aged dbout 41/43 yearb R/o "
iHassan abad. * .
, *- 2. Salman Shah S/o Jafar Shah aged about 29/30 years R/o
.y . Shinday Kaley Mathra. -
o ‘V\ - 3.  Liagat Ali Shah S/o Mastan. Shah aged about 45 years R/o
v Shinday Kaley Mathra

(EXBIES.:?"%; L

' (@xsmm Coust

4. -Said Ghani Shah S/o Mastan Shah aged about 36/37 years
- . Rfo Shmday Kaley Mathra . .
. 5. Niaz Ali Shah S/o Said-Ali. Shah.aged about 40/41 years
~ R/oShinday Kaley,Mathra = |
e e 0 e e ~~~~~~~[Accused facmg trlal)

JUDGMENT -

L. >Accu5ud named above, fa,ced mmmal trial in case FIR No.

| 447, da;eci:i .03’.{}4.2020, USS | 3021324/458/45@1@
e .149733,7'4A(i)/337;F(ii, i) 1}?6 registored at Police Station
Mathra Peshawar SR .. ”

Br;e\‘ tacts of the case are that as. p«,r ’vlurasxla Ex PA/1

recorded at ’Ws unmplamant !shraq Ahmdd

}?Q&Jw«,.u

Page No 1
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District Court Peshzwar

The State Vs Sartaj Khan &Dthers ‘ . - . | Page 2

| ,albnéw_ith déad.godi'és ;)f‘ Abdul Majid qged about 2? years, - .
. Mur?ci A1‘i aged about 50 y'.éa'rs, Farma‘n‘ age;i abodté_() ycfat;s '
~-and mjured Nabi Gu! age-d'a’t‘you'.t 60 yéars, Sahib Noor aged
"about 75 g'e'ars, Inam Uillagth.zioeld about 25 vearé Irfaﬁ aged

4- about 74 yedrs ihsan aged about ”5 “years. Mst. Razm aﬂcd

about 50 years reported in LRH al 23 30 hours that the.

R complamam aionomth clo.-;;. relatives Abdui \1aj1d Pdrmcm :
| ~Murad Ali and inam Uilah ‘were present 1n51de bathik of his

.house and "Nabi Gul Sahib Noo:: }hsan,' [rfan, Mst. Razia

‘ Blbl were present at’ inner sxde of the house In the

- .meanwhile 'accused' Muz;zam:[: Shah, Farid Ullah Shah,
} Rataqat Liagat Al Shah Sd:d Gham Shah sons of Ma;tan'

- Shah Sarlaj, Nlez Ah Shah; Sabir Shah and bukdlman Shah

armcd thh hred:m weapons entered insidé the iousc and- -
started ﬁring on them 'I'he- above«named sustained mjurxes

and the complamant (,‘;cap{,d unhuit. lnjured w;th the hc,lp o" '

counsel xlllagers were shltted to LRH that Abdul Mmd ‘. |

Farman and Murad Ah ‘dted on the way 10 hosplial. The

. motive was disclosed that an altercation and quarrel took
-~ place between deceased Farman and accuséd Mu.zzamil '

- Shah Rafaqat Pamd Uliah Shah and baxd Gham Shah one

day pnor o the ‘occurrence. Thx, muras;la was’ szgned bv

' Ishfaq Ahmad and comcm,d into ¥ ER Lx:PA.



The State Vs Sartaj Khan & Others -
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3, The scrabe of murasxla Shehmd ASI plcpared mjur) \hul o

and mquest xeport of decedsed as lu\ PW 30/1 to F X: PWIO/Q

and eisco;tedlthem‘to t.he do.ctdr.' PW-S has~ conducted post-’

/

' méﬁen& e\zlamiiﬁét.ion of thé'decéased‘ Murad"Ali. throug"
Aexhlbnts Ex:PW8/1, Ex PW8/72 and Ex: PM He has nouuci

- entry V»Ound of lxl un on.the bad\ Lht‘Sl ioﬂovved by exit
. .-wound on th(: ché'st 3x2 c»m;.He in-ot_icgd entry. wo.und on Aam-\.' L

°Ix1 cm followed by exit wound of the same arm. He also

r -

) . - . | . - o .
observed entry wound on front of thigh 1x1 cm followed by

]

- exit wound in buttocks 3x2°em. He conducted post-mortem

of deceased at 12AM ‘with observation of 2 to 5 hour time

between dfeath and pOst—m()rtem. He has a’]so conductcd.

"post-morlem exammauon of du,msed i‘ arman thl(!u&,h -
. .Ex:PWSB,- _Ex:PWSM and I:xl’M;l at"_12:3()AM.-

- He observed firearm entry wound !xl f:n_x on top of shoulder

-~

at right side. He notice exit wound on left side of neck 2x3

cm. He observed gutter wound (sxéi em in right side pelvis.

- He "opined 02-05 hours” .t‘imé. kbetwe-e'n- death. an::d post- -
moriezﬁ He conductéd po<t~monizm examxﬁ#ubn of

deceas&d Abdul Nld_jld at (}IAM ﬂnough Ex PW bo .

B _-Ex PW8/6 and E:XPM/'} Hc obscrvcd ﬁn.ann enn}f wound -
" on left \lde of outer chest 3x2 cm and fnearm exxL W()Uﬂd on’

fl_eft snde of front ch’est 3x4. cm. He opincd tin}e betweu'i.

death and post—mor&.m as 02-05 !m.,u ‘Later on, Nabi Gul

ATy 3 I ey e Y s T
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'also died: and he conducted his’ po;t morterﬁ exammauon -

| v1de Ex: PW8/7 and 8/8 at about 08: JOAM Hc nouced smch _
"wound on top of shoulder lxi cm. stltch wound on left tronl | '

j -of abdomén ‘.xlcm sutch wound on left ou{e% th:g,h ixlcm _

' st:tch 1M)Lmd lett front ot dbdozmn ‘3\ 3em. C;roup ot 2 stitch .

wounds on left frccm of thzgh Lacerated wounds on handv

- with. 'fracture ot- hnger‘ and aiso- observed mid-line
‘ iaparotomy wound 33cm long? He obsewcd the time

- between death and post-mortem as 05 10 hours.

1

. The mwred were exammed by Dl (Jhulam Younas and.-

Dr. Zeeshan PW~6 and PW 7. Dr. Ghulam Younas appeaxed, '

as PV\-6 ‘he ;xamlm,d lnam b hh \\uh the re,port of'

.grewous mjurv vxde MLC Ex PW()/l and Ex: P\K ()P |
Rkt He . examined . Irfan Uilah mjurui v ldg. Ex: PW()J md'
: ‘Ex PW6/4 He has also exammed ‘Sahlb Noor as Ex: P\*v 6, |
" and Ex: PW()/() H&, obaer\md fircarm injuries on the bOdlC‘- \

’ ot victims. PW-7 was Dr Zeeshan he has e‘cammed '\’1\1

Ra71a Blbl vide Mic E\( pwm a,nd Exzpw'?/..._hc :

ATTES*”D

: mlsttlct CO;lt‘i i bbuaWdY

'examnmd 1hsan m;u:ed wde Ex P\’v?x?a and 7;4 bumiarh :
o he has mmally exammed Nab1 (xu] prior to h;s deaih vide'
- MLC 'EX'PW'NS .and }:xtPW';’;‘b. AH the Iﬂ_jL,lt’lCS were

ﬂreported as firearm m_;uues on dntTerent bod) parts of ‘the

-VlCtimb V\ k/

: The State Vs Sartaj Khan &Others o . ?aged _
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. 1O went to the piace of occurreni:e and he pi’epal‘t?d site plan |

' 'Fx PW i-’bl consist upon 05 »hects Hi. made spm uwwms

'durmg preparation of site pian Ex Pt to Ex: P? vide memo

B Ex: P\W;’l Ex: Pl to P3 was the hinnd stained earth through

' -'cotton Mnch 1 O'co ic,ctcd from the spot hx P6 and !:\ P7

.TheuCDR‘ data ot‘ Sarla‘;' hl1211} aceu use d s Ex PWH/M“

- L.O investigated the arrested accused‘ Sartaj__ and duxing

"were emptles of ka]ashamkox and p!bioi as \&el! as IED

bulb H; dlso prepamd ru,o\fux memo Ex PW14/4 and '

: E\ PW14/3 wde whuh he qealed partel L\ P8 to P14 i |
~ the biood slamc.d uarmems of the dc.u,ased and smuxed Lo

i has alxo recorded smtement% of mjuzed The seribe - of

/

' murasnla ASI Sheh/ad was also in~charge of PP Pajjegi and

he "arrcstgd a,cc,us_éd Sartaj vide card of ",drf'CEESf Ex:PW10/11
and 1476 the DD. At thméime due to recqvefy”of pistol he
has also recordad FIR Ex: PWH;? uis 15-AA. 1.0 has also‘

collected blood stamed garments of Inam U ilah and Shah;b

_Noor L\ PIS and E:;\ 1’16 wde memo kx PWIJJH H{.

. apphed for cell phone data of accuscd vxde Ex: I’Wl-h l;-

-

cusiody he ma.de 'poimations_vide i'?x:P\;\"@)f’z as well as -

€

. Ex: PWM/”O LO also took into possusswn the plbt()l ﬁom )

4

'muhamr whlch was. recow.red from acc.uqed Saitdj on his

-_.'-a'rrest as Ex:P17 ‘\-’ide memo Ex:PWM{Z]. 1.O has produced

the i.“jl'“?ed.PWS\i wﬁzed JMIC and got recorded

The State Vs Sartaj Khan & Omers



their statemem ufs 164 C‘ r. P L \s.c,uscd except *{gcmd
| Sartaj were prmeeded /s 87/"04 Cr.P.C \Kie Ex: PWH 30- U
| and-:SW-'i/ 1 1o S-W- l.‘/l—?. as well as Ex’:Pchlml. ' and:
EX:P;\V[';‘/ 32. 1. (o) drafted appllcatxons for sendms. pcm,e ol" '
_blbod :'stamed | gérment»s‘ and canh as: Lx PWM 34,
| -Ex PW14/33 kxPV& ’“‘6‘ fx:PWi-tlfé?. -Ex:]—"W]éi}"?a.S.A.‘
- Ex PWM/ 39, He sent the cmptms to FSL in parcd I\ob
38401:’ .7.‘62‘ bmje gr}d‘{}‘:f‘_ of " 30 bore vide _apphcauon
_‘va;:PW]"_éVéO. Later on ﬁe: sent 'palr:cel '.No:f) _withj parcel
No.17 v:de 'apjilic.ati‘o‘r.a E\PW !}4_-"&‘{ L ie. ‘pi‘stol and empties.
N _HeAplaééd'cﬁ're(ford'éépiés of regiStér'Né.Zi én‘d reg_i.sten' o
C{,, S : ”No ]9 Hc recewed thc i~§L npon .0 pnstol and.cmptlgs.
L ,'.whuch confxrr;l‘;d the use of 01 plstol and dlffeani 7.62 bme:, a
" _.v‘we.apons however, not Fnul from. thc rccovucd pxstol lhg
FSL report ot armen‘fq is L X: PW 14; Sland L\ PW 14/48 and '
:','Ex PW14149 The CDR da{a of othcr accuscd is
'E\ PWH/\O I 0 plaued on ille 1hc. pnctures of cnmc-scme' -
and deceased as Ex PW14/57 |
| 6 Later on, atter ()’3 momh\ ()fbﬂi't, of‘um;nc.e the same lO
carried’ Further mvesugatmn. went to Lhérgadda for-ar ;vekt ol
accused %abu’ Shah and Nldé Ah Shah During that I'dld PO
o . Sablr Shah suslamed mjurn.s and dzed W hiie Ntaz Ah Shah )
ATTES : ED ' ‘was‘ ar'rcsted‘wde‘EX:PWMb‘). Durmg-poiscg. cus-wdy Nld/ |
core\Es N

Wt F

Ali ‘Shah made poumtmm vide * pointation miemo -

(Examu
lDlSmm(,ou:t el A e ——
The State Vs Sartaj Khan & Others - R ' - Page 6 L
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'Ex PWM 63 Llaéat‘AlLl S.‘ha'h, Sulaiman Shah Gham Shah
produced 1he1r BBA order and the torma! arresl ns
Ex PW14/66 tollowed by the regular arrest Ex PW14,67

They made pomtatsons durms., thesr 'lrrest which’ IO ha:,

recorded as . Ex PW9/4 -and the complctc mvestlgdnon

alongw ith Challan was submitted before the Qourt of leamed
Pesha\bar who compl_iéd .

Add:tlonal Sessmns Jud%*V!Il
section 265 C CrPC and hamed charge agamst accused

facma trial under 10 heads on 25.11 "0"{} whlch the ac;used
pleaded not gullty and ‘claimed trial. The_prosecutxon was

N aﬂowed to pmduce ewdemt
7 PW—I was }lazrar Ah ASI "he reglsten.d HR f'*om mumsiia

by R
B as Ex PA PW/7 10 PW/S were 1dent}ﬁers ol the dead bodles
PW- 6 PW7 and PW 8 w»rs the doctors 4nd the brief of |

thelr statement is already ment;oned above PW 9 was tht,

witness of thL recov cries of spot vide memo bx PWO/I. ”x

was also wxmess of pomtatlon and house search v1de memo
Fx PW9/2, Ex PW‘)/.) and Ex PWQH PW 10 was Shehmd

ASI scnbe of mura51la EX PA/l in quest reports Ex PWIOI 1

to Ex PW10/3 as - well as Ex: PW]O/IO He also dratted

mjur) sheets Ex: PWIO/4 fo 10/9 He also arrcstcd accu>ed
Pw-l.l, was

Sarta_] \’lde card of. arrest Fx PW]O/ 11
compiamant PW-I" was mJuud Ndbl (.;ul and PW- 13 was

. . N
’i g e e

g LRIy

Ace

‘élc-ﬁ- a p.,,.()_, &1
.

N3
s

m_;ured lrian Uﬂah They ail supported the prosecunon case

- i o Page 7

L (Examiner) -
: ﬁstmct Lo feshw:—;a:
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m-lme w:th murasﬂa and mtness of s1te plan. PW- I’4 was

Hldayat Khan SI He conducted 1mesnganon and thc

deta:led scrxpt is alread} reﬂected above PW-l) was

w1mess of :ecoweﬂ memo Theneatter the prosecutxon

closed fhe evidence. o o

8 The statement of all the .u.cused vxas recorded sepalatelws

u/s 34’7 Cr. P C AH the accuscd clalmed thelr mnocence e
their staternent of accused and’ not opted to produce defcnce

or glve statement on oath However, accused Sam; n

answer to questlon No. 13 supported his defence p]ea \\«thh

was laken by him during the ncross-exammauon Therea ttel 1

/

arguments hcard

9 The learned PP was. asslsted b} Mr. HUssdm Al; Advocatc ‘

' argued that the accused facmg trxal is, d;rectly chargcd in the '

\ —

FIR that all PWs 1emqmcd consisient .md coherem in thelr
deposmon made regardmc the occmrc:m:c, that no major or

mmor comradlcnon could be exn acted trom theu mouths It -

‘Was' f'mall} areued that pr csecutxon has successtuily pro» ed

1ts case aga.mst accused facmg tr 1al beyond shadow of doubt

. and prayed for conwwon of the dCLLiaed mcmg: mal

S

. .10._011 the - contrary ti;e learned cou‘nsei for the.’ accused

© M Fayaz ‘Khan Chafn‘kﬁni arg,ued that ac‘cused 'fac'ingltriai_

“are mnoccnt and has falselv bem charged in thc instant case;
1

that an the PWs afe hlghiy mtelested ptocmed wnnass S

The State Vs Sartaj Khan & Others . L ' "_ Page 8 .
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Just to plam the case agamst h:m

' ll Peru.sal ot Lecord ehows that 04 pe:‘sons were murdered and
- co-accused _&vere .'direcﬂy] charged. . for éommission of

~ and lnam Ullah-'werc sitti.no inside"bczirhuk while i\.*abl (;u
R | Sahib Noor Ihsan Irir;n and. Mst. Raaa were présem s
house -that accused Muuamli ‘shah Fand bllah Ra!;lq
'Llaqat Ah Shah, Scud (Jlmm Sh.th Sam], ‘Niaz Al Sh
v.'—Sabir Shah and Suiaiman; Shah armed with de’a’diy wed

- came m51de the housx and smmd imnu duc to whxci

- and Nabx Gul dlc,d in the s*um nwht whlk othu's '

awar ) ' '
el compiainant Sustained ‘ﬁrearm -'injur‘ies.. The motiy

and they never remained consistent and coherent in their.
deposition "against the accused and their stateiments are
suffering. from major discrepancies and contradictions. It is

finally argued that prosecution has failed to prove charge

¢

© against accused f’acing trizil bcyond any shadow o‘fdoub{.and‘

'.pra}ed lor acquutal of the accused He funh‘.r added that th:._'

'artest of accused Qartal was plant«.d one‘and the orwmal.

e mode and marm'cr of th'e'a.rrest was concealed»by the police

<

05 pérsons sirstaine’d firearm injuries inside 1heir housei- "I’he‘ '
accused facing trial alongwith dead accuscd and absconding

offence It was the case of thc prosu.utzon {hat the

complamant a10ngmth Abdul Majld I'a,rman Mumd f\.lx

~

Mapd Murad All and Palman died on 1he wa) o ho

-

Thn State Vs Sarta; Khan & Others
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: . Rafa at,
q Farid and baxd Gham The. ocular account in theb

instant caae .was presented bcione Lhe cou:t b) éw-“
PW 12 and PW 13 Le comphnnant Ishraq, injured Inam

Ul]ah and Irfan Ullah The\ have supported the ocu!at

. acc.ount oi thl. occurrence and c.haz trc.d all the accused with
:role at par The prosecunon araued that they have proved the '.

case throuah presenmtmn of consﬁtem unbtased and

cbhéfent ‘statement of eye-wztnebses They also rehed on the

. site pl.ah andv Sp'()t.llé'i()\ eries as well as, they- obtamt.d—
S detlonal support of the cnrcumstancus tron{ CDR_\rep@rts_of .
R A " » _ th_e aécﬁsed. Th¢y pmved that the a{.c;med be convicted: with

N

maxnnum pumshmt.nt
12 The learned counsd for the accu@ed rmsed s‘evggl poingis
aUl'illﬁ his .1r0umems and submnu,d that there is consultauon _
‘and dehbel ation pno} 1o re}_,lstranon of case Lesulted in talse
. . g accusﬁtion of the accu.xed HL arg s_ued that 1he mode and
. | ' .manne; .of. the occurrénce is not proved and not narx;ated.

R . .truly and 1esulted n, exag:uemted Lhaxou in number of

accused. He arvued that there wds 1o support of physxcal

N mrcumstances to the case - of ploscmuon wunesses He

sttrz? 'Sart_gj'.. ’i‘his court, éva_luated_t_he .facts ‘of the case .and the

34 ",;m,msmnm_ WMQ‘W
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pints referred by the learned counsel for.accused are the

‘ppip.tél fo‘r','the:;jutlxc‘iicial .c'ielenj}in%}t'ion. So far as ‘t‘he ﬁrst
" point s’ concerned, 'the:. learned counsel f;)r_ the accused

stibmitléd that ther’é-i,s:c‘onsul‘tﬁtiodan;j del.i'be.ration:a:s well
"pr.f'ztiminaw inve_siigation' prior to z‘.eg,ilstrati»oﬁ o'f:this, case.
Thts 'gzoaz’ri‘l}ms g(;ne ’t'h.rou_gh the l‘éCOil‘d and n_oti.t:'e‘dl‘ thatvlhe.
| ok:@ur’ré;_ﬁcé"wéé rcpor{ed tol be .c;):ninitt:éd at 2130 houf‘z‘md;‘
‘the report wasf'.mé.dc: al .'2330 hour i’cﬁlm\%ed by' meIIR
| reéérd;;a 21210 hour mi_dl—n‘ighht. Obviously, 02 hours were

consumed in reporting the matter. Timing of FIR and time of

".occmjl;enécl h.ls been (_)‘bj-'c(':',téd. by "thc‘» ddubc Byi”:nu,kingj
rr';echarilical,. rAca'icula’ti(‘m‘but- vfhi“hgs :;hvo-uld hqadjudggd m lﬁ'ci-r

" natural C()Illrsé-; The comipiai;mm" \’-‘v‘as having ) dead b(}di'@;; o;" his

_ ‘ ‘_closej ré'lali.ve's mn ,an,vl-;l'nexpcctédi zmci "uu' anticii)atcd -éttack 30

lm'n'ur»a'l hum{ln respimsc to -St.l\'.‘h' a u'agc-'d;\ would be li{at illf:.'\‘;lt')il‘id |
l-rxavé’ bu.n shocked, hé }V(J';ild ha‘vé bcgorilc 1ﬁ'ot.i0'n less, um‘xhlé w
" takea timely dctisiijﬁ iinlc;;s and -qrilil §<\|nc would .'ha‘;»’t_‘.con“ilc- 1#) ‘
' .cu‘nso.lc‘hijml.fto gi\‘{lc'hjz;nﬁmqr'itgc and 10 _h«.“lb him in re.;;airiirlg hj:f;
V_eh’ergie;s_. 'So cgﬁsaﬁnéﬁﬁn of 'S.O‘l’}llt?- lifné on spot, in arranging of”
vehiciés. as well as.in :thf:'tiilgv» ol dead bodies .i-«_; hospitzﬁ xs uuld
- ; have c_értai'nlly'c;msunised 's‘_omg: 1img. In the ihsta'n_t case there

are 04 dead bodiés along \:vith. 05 hullets ridden injured. The

_ ATM?? evemragw .. occurrence was commitied inside the house in baithak of the
2 i s R . : . e

- Distii

20 L .
ol (L SN OTVP R SR RN

i house, thereafter inner side of the house through

_ indiscriminate firing as from the report, the transportation of
pyar ~ . \ - P o ‘
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i

) mjured as well as deceased to the hospual also takés mm It

" ‘lS not hum«mly pOSS]bIe to carry all m;urcs fmd dueased 16 :
| ‘the hospxtal in one go. The hos;;;tal rcsord aiso‘ reveais that -
0 '. L Ihe arriva} of dead bpd\;es and injur ed startv.,d from 2145 hour

- il ”3”0 hour and thc b:.mlL de st:m i JUI‘Cd eye

witness that the wcmns were shmed to hosp:tai as per thelr; :

. | B o éondmon in 8 quehce.ln sm,h like situs ation. it was s the dutv' ,

of complamam who was not m;ured to sequ‘re the human lite -
' A first and galher the facts regdrdmg. ihe mjured and- deceaéed

txll amval ot 1abt person then to repon the mam.r So. the ‘

.. elemem of consummv thL ume in between occurrencc 'and-
S the repbrt was natural ln \uch tx p& of u\unmdhtles, v»'htﬁ

L “»\3“. \ o ;‘ "the hie of 09 persons trom a 1“amilv lb a stake thgn:‘i" '

) s

- - con:umpuon of time ml nmn.w i mm» md 5luttm0 ihu

Ca _‘ 'inju'redAto hoqpnal is the fm emost rcsponmblhty .and prmnt» )

ot other ramﬂv memb\,rs and thc, rcport is alway; I‘bbﬂldtix‘

.‘_.afte'r provxdmu the m;uled in the safe hands of do\.tors Thxs |

A court hold that Ihe Lomumptmn of ume m. betw«.cn the

14

' refpon and mjums was nm tatal tor thu purpose ot poim that

the case was 'mvesugated and the a&.wsed were pldnted.

13 So far as the sacoml pumt is concer md it was argumx,ms

ATT@:;J‘” “Eﬁf{,}

ot learned Lounsel for accused that the mode and mannu of

Ly ‘k’:. "" ) . o .

3 oacurrcnct. was not pmp lf % muix d h\ thg (.omplamant
(Ja . f ’

'D1strlcx\ and numbers ai accused were mev;:,elated He placed

The State \’c Soi’taj foan & Othep v
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relianice on 2018 MLD ‘973.5;1‘55 as “Sardar VS The Stare ",

2021 ‘{LR Note 79 mied as Bak/:t Rcm an VS The Stuie”

and 2018 YLR 1"~f(>te 59 *utled as AIam Zar A/zmv S T/zu

".Stufe The wmxesses n the in%tui'ﬂ case. \xho pzmemec 1he

ocul‘ar éccqunf- are "PW-lilto PW-13. Two witnesses Irfan

and Inam Ullah are also. m;m«.d ' iu otcurrence. l‘he

flpresenu, of m;ured e,ye Wlme.ss on thc crime sceng in
lo:dmary course could not. bc cmﬂued 'md it is the-accused -
: '.wh'bf‘.ljrovle it chefwi.se. The presence O‘I‘I-'injul:ed' eyu
Wi.t‘riessesﬁvésﬁevér é}iléllenged by th.é accm}sed side and the

~ stamp of firearm- injuries on their bodies also suggest their -

presence. The only aspect in evaluation of their stance is the
mode and manner of the occurrence. fL 1§ the basic pringiple
of ‘appreciation of evidence that by no stretch of

imagination, the -ocular account can .be discarded through

coiroborative evidence except where the consultation
deliberation “is -proved, the witness 1s’ interested and-

dishonest and his conduct is not natural. In the instant case

the accused side mainly focused on un-natural conduct of
the PWs and non-disclosure of source of light in the -

murasila. The léarnied counsel for the accused also targeted - -

thé number of accused and aspect of exaggeration. PW-12

was Inam Ullah, he narrated the ocular uccount in mode and

manner of murasila in his exdmination in chief. He has not -




A.m‘ade, any_aﬁdiﬁoh _oflvdeletionl,in.t}m initial version. l‘kwas ~
[ : N ‘cros,s'—e;(érﬁined: on the issue Qolfh his hl&diC&i “t'réatmeﬁx_
ix;i:ludi;ig surgery o-n-:thfe ev.enrf'tril nléht after the cgéurrgnc'c.
' ahd -.hé éfﬁffﬁea' it. P‘{'ev was f cross»éxainiﬁedl.with. ciirécl_ '
.quesnon abéut the pld(.e of h;\ susimmno m;unes “and hlu
afﬁrmed it in baithak The leamed counbel strox;sg,ly pl‘dbb&.b
“the poiht that ;he;'w'in}ess stated about the:lshq Namuz in
,‘.11}a_sjid'a'nd._ the :.céi‘h;)'léiinémt sfat?:d it in the baiihal'c{ Thl\
i pburi‘i;eelé th-at évéry c%‘oﬁ,tradjcﬁcn 15 1;101 1:nixteri‘al until and
.uﬁiés’s 1tt0u<,hcs [hL bclje.\'a.biiii_\: of .z..h;e i{fé;e: 'Thgj‘Sai'd‘
'statexﬁént was hot C'Onjtréd\iction Eut minm: di'scre.pancy' 'ai{a,f ’

.’not material. He ‘has .also r«;fcrcd ‘inconsisxeucy in- the -

o s£atcmen1 of’ coxnbiamam on dprLl' dmt the* complaaﬁam
. s.tated that the ‘ch_aipies m:ni. nydlx were not in tl;e bazlhaA and

Tfhis witness stated 't'hz;t these \wn. a\-{éiilable', _Tlﬁs fact \us
. not niatf-:ri;al .'a‘s;.)cc't'. of t'hg%'ca.se' as the sfustai:ningic)f"."ixx_itll‘r'ies'
“ g was niotf doubthdaspect of the (.dbLli‘ thére is any\.lafxiti/ 01:“{
the _.payt’o.f‘ IO .antli i‘he‘ «;ollnpla,inan.t. triéd to eoyer.'it,' it 1\
- neYef fatal .'fbr his caS-e."it'I:iie Sz}nﬁ¢ do not touch ti}e.ina;efiﬁl
"rhloglie“ and“man:r)er.c%{": the 9ccﬁ11‘¢ii¢'e.‘ The witness was 31'-5(';‘:" :

: éfoéé-qxzirh_ined 'A():lr'ltthé',_stamiin;z 'p<.~>§iﬁm;’séqucncc of a_ll th?

.'~.. 'i: st

‘ﬂmm?ﬁ o '. i ) ' . ) . - .' .
: A _ <D “accused ‘and he replied that, he do not recognise the:
L \ © . . sequence of standing’ of .the accused due to fear of that'

Dl‘“if ﬂ’iif corwnedd 0 moment of firing. Ther»v i$ "no . other material cross--

TheState Vs Sarta; Khan & Jthers
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-sidé challeﬁged 'tﬂe non¥availabi{i'ty' of .sched'uhlé of load-

3)

) exammatmn on the sé:d xﬁ;ured eye thlnes‘s regardmg mode |
. ;and mannu' of ih’e oceurrence. Hu \pul was not Lhallenéed
in 'cnqss examin’ati:on through qugg_icns or suggesltiops; The

A‘s_pvolt }wz_;s inside: the héué_é étt 2130 h.m'n' and it is na[urél %lﬁgti g

_when such- nm‘nber of. persons m‘é'si{ting 'in a residential

house then there must ‘be .a sour ce oi light. Furthcrmore lhe'

L

first mformatzon GCort is > not a wmplctu ;ncvclopa‘,dla ot

- occurrence and it only sét,;th‘e law in motiqq. The 'I,_O has

\

collected bulb from the place of occurrence. The accused
T % . . .

x

shedding and the complainant also claimed the availability
~ -of generator, however, to reject this point of generator the |

" accused side placed on record schedule of load-shedding and

.

as per that schedule the light- was available at that time. Be

that as it may, this:court fully believe that in residential .
- house when number ot persons sit jointly then there shall be

- source of light there ‘which. is also established in natural

course. The witness reimained consistent to his initial version

' on material aspects. -

»

" 14.PW-13 was Irfan Ullah. he was also injured eye- witness and

the stamp of injuries on this body was suggesting his

presence on the crime scene. He narrated the ocular account

in his examination i'n'chief. He expiained the facts during -

- cross’ examination in . line m‘ ‘the . site plan about the

nwl_—

e R i o gl

KTk SO S 2 e M*Mmmmm
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| 'compound that is plat.e ot mcunen e h .thejsaid' compound,
‘ ‘mthm 01 boundary wall there are 03 house's‘of complainant
tamlhes 1e cousms mterse He was smma in the c'ourtyafd

wuh hss mother on cot. He was cross exammed on aspect

’

that thu ﬁnng was made on thL barrhuk hrst whc,-ther they

~ have mo»ed tOW&ldQ the ba:zhuk and he . tephed that i
happened in momems mth no chance oi thux mow,mmt HL '
was a@am que<t10ned abnut the modn, of tmm> and hL,

"submstted that it was not rap:d ﬁmno but one by one imno

He was not m a posmon to cah uhte the numbe1 of tl]\.b lt

© was the case of prosecuuon that first eplbode of ﬁring was in .
the bauhak and xhc second was in the Lourt) ard This fact
,was not cross exammed and xemamed estabhshed that the, .

f'ﬁrmc took place at 02 spot: oha,' :mer the other 1 hc reabon:, |

of presence of such a huge m1mbe1 ot accuqed \~as the A

questton that how the accused cousms mterse cathercd in the .

, 'event l’he same was add;eswd during uoss ex'l;nmauon by
a pumng the sug,s.estton that there was . Jir g_,a due 10 pre\ 10u:.
‘day- altercatxon betv»een I"zu man dcced%ed and accused ';Ldn‘
which’ wg,g,est that the oathel ng ot the au.used at one lpiace
was. jUS'[lfled 'Ih\s coun has not obsened any mcmrml
K contiadxctlon in the sta&emem oi P\h hian bllah Hn. wa<

~"1njured eye wxmcss and tna pr\,scncc was estabhshe,d .thn.‘

place vs.as esmbhshed .md th\. : mode ot fmng wa!

rtaj Khan & Others |



~of whom 04 dxed then thw argument 18 not Justiﬁed wh\ the

. ;‘

: estabiished The source ot ltvht was provlded by thu [()

' which in Commn,n‘course of evems is alwavs avallable in a

v

resxdcntial house. . . . .

15 The complamant of 1he case escaped unhurt and lhe accused L

sidc Lhallenged hlS csm;k b\, \U““cstm" arguments that hc

' ‘was not presem on the crime scene. lt ‘was the days of h

'Covxcl 19 The ume ot accu:remc wis "130 hours The

piace of 3ob et of the complamam was asqe.rted in. Pesh.maz

and was not proved b» lhe accuscd s:de otherwise. In natura‘

- course the availability of a pexson mside a house aionnmth

other 1am11v membels at. 7130 hOU[‘b could not be dou )Lea

- ic pldce of complamam in thc site plan \&as 5pt.u’fi(.dll
'-mentloncd where he is pla ced at side from the exposuxe of

door In wch smldnon w hf‘n (09 person xust.umd in June> out

*
”

one person is kept unhurl. At the samc time in hrmo 09 w m ,

h1t and the eswpe ot one person in natural time o‘r hl\'

presence in lns house is not unnamrai The complamdm was . -

: cwss exammed and besxdc the uoss e\ammation of a(.t.used'

: Sartaj, thls coun has not. obsex wed arw matemai contradxcuon , |

in- that £T10SS anmnmuon A1 1\‘ aspect ot accusgd Sarmj shali

-

,be dlscussed a'l(,m;mth hxs pied in concludmg para of this

judgmc-.nt The cross cxanmat;on of thc compiamam sugg st

that {hem were no nval terms between the complamant party

© The State Vs Sartaj Khan &3;;5 o o P 1
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* this point is v

5

~and- the accused partv prlor 10 mome o;currence “which

happened one dav pnor to this ou.umn(.e He ‘Ad\

su&,gested tor ﬁnng by unknown accused whu.h he demed :

He waa confronted wuh lhc faus of timing of 1ep0u and he

aﬁswered in a rational way that he was busy in Shli‘tmg the
dead body and injured so the time was consumed. Tt was -

enure cross exammatlon I(fi.,ﬂl‘dln\’ mode and mdnnu that

‘the leng,th ot the barrhak and vmhnlm of the acuused wats

: ‘1r1ed to bc, shatte:ed huwcvez lhls court has not found any

: matenal u‘mtradictlon or unnatural behawour Whl(,h could'

et‘fect 'the believabi‘lity. S{; for what has bccn discus;scd ;ﬁww
thc pro:u.uuon has suu.csatuil\ proved lln. presence Gf all the

eyewitngss s on spot and a!sn that they h e m«.d th‘. st of

lgnath\ cross e\ammduon \Lr\« suu,css,iuil : and the dcfensc hus

‘idnled 10 (,I‘t.dte any dem in thcxr Sldi\.ll’lenl\ d«.xpuc hectic c(lmls

' PWs in a very naturaL straight forwards and coherent manner

have given the true picture of the present unfortuniate trageds .

They remain'éd Siu‘ck to their initial vcrsi«;mcomai‘hcd‘ in FIR as -~

wéil as 361 Cr P stai’cménts. Ther siutemcnls carries intrinsic

‘ \\orth dnd quahl“: the standard uhmh i raqum.d for ru,mdmo

' conviction in‘ a criminai case. .

LN

16.Another point raised by defense was non production of all

N

~ the injuied. It has be‘eq'suhmimd by the dct'ense,cbunsci that the

‘other injured have not been examined by the proseeution. Law on

cry much clearand is that nonappearance of all the
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';njurcd thmsm.s mkl tm nl o harm fur pr&#w-cutinh. i{clié%h?c is
~pla¢.ed on PUJ ’?004 Pesh 147 NLR "’0{)1 S.C 5 Iurth;mmrg it

is the quahty and not the qummv W hldi ihspircs the confidence.

N

18. So far as the ihlrd pomt is coné‘érﬁeél,: ihfgt was. reéar;iinﬁ“' -
"physmal cxrwxmtances 0 i the = case, in ﬁhys-icé.l‘_
cxrcumstances, the sﬁe pl nis a bls_nlﬁcam dmumem Sm v

tl"‘- )

'plan nmﬁmll\ LOﬂ‘;lSL oi fwo pumom onc prn.pdu.d on pomwtmn _'
oi PWS whu,h i3 s\non) mous 10 161 Cr.P.C. >t<n~.m<,m whde_ th\:. .
: other xhoxxn b\« ths. L 0 on h!\ own t)hxu\ Almn 1999 SCMR "’4—1—1
Th_'ehlatc,r part i.e. thl. Ob\u‘\'dti(m of l Q ,carnes-much importance
'émd is ahw.\s owcn muah \wwht b» the - courts. lO has |
D R mentioh’ed th;: mdm doo; of [h;. musc as bnlkt 1‘1d('1‘::n~. Me
has rcﬂected the door of barthak from both the _sidés 1e |
right and \eit as bullet nddr.n He has. sho\m nﬁmben m
.. bullet marks in the. hne of ﬁre on the bad\ ot deceaséd He
‘has shown the comp]amant Wwas not in the line Gt hrx, lal '
: pomt \0 1. IIL has memmnad the second spot. 1'Le’.- cotirt‘yard. |
E of the house wheu in the line ot fire, at back of mjured and
. dt,cmaed ‘\abn Gul ha h"&s sho\»n numbu 01 bu!lct mas ks ga

N pomt D 10 L. He has a!so Lollemed bulb 1rom the house Thxx

»
I

'court has alaead\ heid thu when the mular au,oum 18

~ATT STRDY
: STED o consxsfem then- there is m) necd of phy sxual urcums‘mances.

CDistrier - prosecutlon The ¢

& &\ - : howe&er the same was ’ﬂ\l‘» ~upnmum_ the case of

lk,ctwn ot biood stamad carth and bkm A
. The State Vs Sartaj Khan e Others .




_' sf.‘?iihéd gﬁménts was ‘a;i'éo.‘, ﬁdt 'cha'llenged th;%)agh' rgievan’; |
= crOss iexém_inatjiﬁn_.‘ ThelO has cgll‘ecw;i. 02 enﬁ}'}[iy of -304
Boré : 'pis.tol' _ Aar;d' 38 " empties Chof

| 7. 6” bore which suggest in any, case thc. l-mmbﬁ,r of ac;ust.d‘:_”

are not l:.s:. ‘tha‘n three and can be ariore than lhm AU [ht.bu '

‘circux)ﬁ'étaalcés _were‘, suppgning. the Lase of px'osecutivon,
.._'Fgltl-aérmoré_; ’-‘tLhe' medical u;d;nu béiz;g "Suppor.ti\'{vé'

: ‘evidencle fu!ly suppof{éd the prdsécution case..

‘..19 So far as fourth pmnt ns conccrmd,ké about accused
Sarta; Accused Sanéj ha; ‘taken specmc stance from tlk 3
| .ver;v iniii_al stage_thal he -,wa's. not p;‘@ﬁnt on ih‘e cnm_é scene.

* The 'ieamed counscl for the compluiham produccd'

Y oo 2008 SCMR 1049 t;tled as Suh:b Khan Vs fhe Stufe
LV { yd - '

£ . ~

’ : that case thc auuust wun held th.:t ihc accuacd IOOI\ pi;a ol
his "presénce at duty. place “and t‘ail.ed to establish the sa’me,
however, in the instant case the aciuscd Sartaj took plea that
he was inside his house and. was arrested. The facts ‘are
distinguished as the place of availahility _at'_ofﬁéiai place and
‘non-establishing’ of the . same provides an _intfei'énce;

" . i
" however, the place of availability in house is something

different. There is a concept that the ocular account is not

divisible when the accused are charged for role at par. Fither

‘the court has to Bclie@qii.m‘ to disbelieve it. This concept of

- divisibility ‘is- justified. 'bey'(')‘nd, any doubt, however, the-

Po”(’ 30
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: pnnuple of apprec..-natlon of evidence 1\ that first the c‘ou.n
wi]l evalua{e th:. ocuidr account of lhé case. T he pro:.edntxon .
: if have pr;wed the casé then the court will conmdez the‘ :
) ‘st;atemem of" ac.uused Io: extcndl% buum to’ the accu\ed ‘
| ‘whﬁc evaiuatma both proscwtlon wxdancn and the ph.a'm .
the Juxta pesﬁxon Thnsl standard of | é\ éiuqtlc;n nev ef
suggcsts that thc prosewuon wumss xs talsic but onl\;
suggest that the said accused obmmd the bene.ht of dnubt
.This courl is well aware thal thele isa dl erence .m b;mem‘ ‘
tals.e witriess and the wn:neSs bema not rei;ed and thc_e.bené_ﬁt{ |
of daubt after proof oi‘ case by plosecullon Thesé are (wo
d1ff<,rent ‘\.’ulmessus. and not relied wxﬁwss is, 'nwu a T‘ilxc"
v«uncss 'f-urthermore‘bell)eﬁt oi' dg)ub‘t aller prooi of case in
prosc,uutxon ewdenu: is ‘dddltSbt.d by august réné_urt in
authomatw.e -and cncuiated ]uduumm ReiiancL 18 pidLe'Ct
on _;ud;rmcnt of .auwst Quprum Couﬁ or Pakistan deh\ uxd

‘Ashm Hussam alzus' f\/[uhammud !shmf I/s The Sfutu >

\

.- rcported in PLI) 1994 SC 879 w henem the .mgust Comt ha; '

settled iand mark guxdelmes for appreuanon ot ewden»e m |
anmal cases and %iso made it dneuow Oulddmes -for all_"
| the cﬁﬁrts for apprecxanon of wldenu. N |

“For the. gmdcmcu of all the- Courts in rhe '
B cmmtr} we  propose o lay  down.
' ruluxprmc:ples for the appr ecmzzon of -
evidence incr imindl cases of one version or .
~of two-veisions. The. proper and the legal
. way n/ dea!mg ml!*z a uzmmu! case is !izat
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“to an indepéndent finding with regard 1o
the reliubility of the prosecution Witnesses,

.'particufarly;; the  eye-wilnesses and the
probability'of the story. told by them, and

then examine the starement of the accused

under section 342. CrPC.. starement under
section 340¢2). CrPC and the defence

evidence. - Af the Court
dfsbelieve’.s;"rc%jecfx/excludes L from
consideration - the prosecution evidence,
. then the Couit imust aceepl the siatement of
the accused as o Wwhole swithont scrutiny. If

the starement under section 342 CrPC is .
exculpatory, then he must be acquitted. 1f
the statement under section 342, CrPC

believed as 4 whole, - constitutes some’.

offence punishable undei the  Code/law.

then the accused should ‘be convicted for
that offence only. In case of counter

versions, if the Courl believes prosecution
evidence and is not Proii o 10 exclude the

same from  consideration, it will not

: straightawady convicl the accused but will
review the entire evidence including. the *

- circumstances appearing the case-at close
hefore reaching al d conciusion regarding
the * truth or falsiy  of the defence

- pleasversion. All the factors favouring
belief in the accusation must be placed in
Jjuxtaposition 1o the correspanding fuctors:

favouring the plea in defence and the total
effect’ should- be estimuted in relation 10
the “questions, Viz.. i the plea/versiont
raised by the  accused satisfuctorily

established by e evidence and
 circumstances appearing in the case? If =
the answer be.in the affirmative, then the

= Courf must accept the plea of the accused ‘
- and act accordingly. If the answer 10 the

question be in the wegative, then the Cour!

will not reject the defence pled as being
* false but witl go a step further to find out .
whether or 1ot there is yet « reasonable
;L ~ possibility of defence pleasversion. being
. u:ie If the Court finds that although the
L

_aecused  has fuiled to  estublish his

the  Court. should  first “discuss  the "
prosecution caselevidence in order 10 come '



piea/verston 1o the " satisfaction of the
Court but his plea might reasonably -be
true, even then the: Court must accept his

- plea ~and acquit or convict him
“accordingly.” ’ .

20 ln the mstam‘ case thé complamanf party"w'as'-iiesidexlt ‘of

'. wildge Shmday Kaley and all tlu. accuseci c,\cept accu;ed -

: ;Sartaj ‘were 1esldem of v1llage Shmday Kaley. Accused |
SartAJ‘ was resrdc.nt of wihac Hdsmn Abad and he was.
.'s‘er‘\'iing in pohce as ASi He tool\ a speuﬁc piea durmE
.:cross exammahon and dulmu amumems ‘as well as’ in -
statement of accus;ad that he was sieepmo in Hassan Abad

L I ) o “mslde hlb house and the pohu ‘Ldmu and anesled‘him in th:::
_mght of ou,urrence He daxmcd that he st not ‘present at -

v’

I R - *.the crime bcene at the time of occurrence and there must be
R misunder'smndlnOF m hlb 1dcnt1tu.anon 'l"hc pro‘Secutim}-
placed on recoxd cell phone d’lta ot '111 the qccused Thlb data

'u.a:. not obtamcd thlouwh an admnsxabic sourét. howu er, }t

was thr: ‘stance m‘. prosecunon “that it is the data of :11&:

) accused so the prosewtmn umnot dem this data The dam

"of othen accused 1 exh;blted as Ex: PV» 14/30 and the dma ot

accused Sartaj is exhibned as Fx: PWM /14. The mm ol

occurrcnu. in’ thlS case is 7130 hours Thc,rc was - d

ATT S' "

P S

e

}rrr

telephomc contact ot accuscd Sartaj l\han in the said data

@

27w\ " ".wuh aczuscd Muzzamil ’md hu 1d U liah on ”1 13 hours for’
(Ex* mrieay) o
EDtstncx Cobyi i*csmwr .30, seconds, on?2 l ”’4 hours tol 79 seconds ‘and on 2 2 135 hours

W‘“*NW ‘“%%W‘
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for 77 -se;:(:)nds‘ In- £he said data during d!lvthe thxee s.alls'
) . ‘ ‘ ac;;tsed Sarwj‘wa; conneaed mlh' the booater'ot vnliag
Alxzal .Galabad | Peqhauar The dfim of dLACU\Ld ‘S'uigumal‘ :
bhOWS lmﬁ conm.cted w;th bocster of vi iage (Jdl'hl himn at,
’7043 hours and at. ;’1;7 hours Data of acwss.d Nmz'Ah'.“-
Shah shovxs hlm at 71’6 homs ;md "149 hours Lonnu.ied
| v mth Vi 1ag,c Garhl Khan' Gu} l\hamada Mill Pcsh&war lhu
‘data of accused Sy ed Gham Sh"th shmw him connccted with
vﬂla.ce (xarhl Khan Gul l\hamada ‘vhlf Pcshawar hom;
"]’50 hours m /.133 hours Data of” S\ ed Lmqa{ /\11 Shah i 5
. avlaliable uli 1854 hours how;v«.r m c,ntne dam iu \\lds‘ ,
' 'mostllv connectcd .wnth quaLe Gdl hi Kmn Gui Khanwda
Mlii Peshawa: Accused F:md Uliah Shah ddta levardmu tht.*'

: .rélevargi _time s -not"a'\«’a;la,ble-.‘Howeve hL was. mostlx

CR T S connected at ‘that time mth hoth the bms{ers. -Dita ot*
accused Raquat Ais Shah shows tim{ ln. was thro.uuhout
- cormectéd with \xliage Garh; an Gul l\hanzada \/hH‘
| Pgéhawar ._6‘n. 02.04.2020-_ "l'iheidalz'l of a’ccused Muzzamil s
' .‘ | . o "'Shah is not availa—b’i&": per.t‘a‘inin.bg éo time'_bf <)¢CL1i'renée.. l.n zm '

said data there are two “tauts, one fact is that durmo the tum.
’ ' N of ocaurrcnce accused Muzzam:! and E*and were  in

| ‘ATiE@ ED TR EE RN s .
o s telephomc contact with’ zwcused Sa-na.;: T hey all periamno

one ceiiular compzmv SIM but thc, boostir of conmmmn of . .

accused Sart:g is: dlﬁerent at Ih’u mm T hu P osecunon stl'

TheStateVsSarta; Khan&uthers Q_ S o - Page 24



specnﬁcally qua,snoned about the fact if accused Sartaj was -
: available on spot then why he ‘was comacted on te!ephone

h consmtentiv at the time~ of oceurrence and atter the

'occurrence The prosecunon clauned that th'l's consxstenx~
. cormcctlon shows hlS mvoh ement, hox\uu thc martm m
thls case was not regardmg hls behmd the scene mvolvemem

but re;ardmg hlS ph»sical presenee. T hc \ccond 'aspect was‘

K Lhat the accased Sartaj waq having no enmlty or altercal:on R

: wﬂh the complamant part\, on er pnor to oucunence and the

/

' motwe was specmcaiiy ammst lhé. re>1dents of v laae

~

Shmda} l\aley The Lhud aspea was that accused Sarta; was

‘ arrcsrcd by PW IO ie thhzad ASL il was hls case !;hat hc

5y

P

~-arrested ‘accused on 03 04 70”0 at 1610 hours and the

o

| ‘accused claamed that he was slu,pmo mstdu his house that

| : o | - ,he alonuwuh his brother were arrested bv the then DbP and
ASI Shchzad Thc PW Shuhzad W as Cross anmmcd and he
- was specxﬁcally quesuoned about lns amvai and depamne

-

; \ . . N of {hat nm_ht He rephed that he remamed on rald of thev .
e A'hou%es tx!l 04 001 M on 1hat ﬁwht in supez\ 1sion. ot SHO. He o
admitted‘that he arresled_ relanveb ol acwsed and dCCUbed

| He statcd latcr on in :>uif-bmtumnt that not tlu; accused oniy

r‘elativeé. In 'ﬁrs't't,,wo d_ays ihexe 1s only arrest of accused

Sartal, 1he rcmammf, acuused are amstad after 0’ months

:The wntness also admitted i;hat the houqe of accused Samj '.

The State Vs Sartaj Khan & Others L h Page 25~
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- was aiso raid'ed. He stated that the ‘door was opefed by his -
= faiher Ajmal The acaused only made addition in -argunwms

- and suggeshon that m that usud he was arrested [lu.

prosecutlon presemed (Wizl th mm al of ASL Sam} at-

| 1750, hours where he has shown arrest o’r dCLBSLd at 1730

hOUl‘S from the ordvevard This L,Ollﬂ hax Lonmde.red all Lhe '

aspu.ts from thc aculscd sxdc in buppun of his dds.nu,

."argument and plea Thﬁ arrest of accused Samu trom a
’ ga\zeymd specmcali} »\hen hu is also’ ASI was nol'
' appealable in the c1rcumstance‘; v»hen hz:» house was alm

'raxded in 1he mohi H ]m mcq Was g 1& at 1he nmht tume -

thcn it is aiso not appaalablx. from accused o’r murdu thal' :

after comrmssmn ol‘ foux murders and five mjuecd he was

o :sleepmc at ‘ms house. lhc cell phom data ‘Was aiso lhuu

w1th dis the comphuatlons in it and th\, telephomc «.onnu.t:on |

~of thc accused thh thu othu qcc.usg,d ar Ihl. tmn (>r

*

occumnce is also there This. coun has evaluated tl

prosecuhon ewdence mtl1 51.md.uds of appreuatlons where

there Wwas no error ot 1denuhc.atlon and’ presenmtlon ot mod:.

and marmer bo, the smd c‘ndc.ncc 1§ dccepted howe\ er. 1o

T rulc out a mmor chaﬁc; et ialsc corwmuon undur the tru;

.Islamu. p1 mmpies the accused ‘Sal l«.ij is a!so declared entitled

for th bmd;t of doubt created thiough hls deknce picd as'

. well as; éfoss‘ exbmi-nationpf prosecut’:on own witnesses.

The State Vs Sarta; (han & Others



21 Thxs court has eva%uated tim ;.ﬁtu: pmsecutum case“vwhure

the -prosecution'-wmiesse% renvmmed Lonswtént unbumd

T o and coheren{ regardmo mlode anel :.n‘mnu or the ocwrr;.nc‘e.

| | o A Thev hdve also‘ obtmned sxllpport of él}Vblcal c#numsw.nces

| to {he oculdr ac@unt and provc the ocular dLCOLlI‘lt beyond

the shadow of doubt Th; accused Sarlaj have taken a
bspemtic plca ot his abscnce and qi! the hvpoth;t;aal |
‘ ,conélusnon ot nonvavaihblhtv of mofive, r end of the society . |

10 charg: the mfluumal one, moblle data record mode and

o manner . of arrest his decnu piw s a 'cceptcd,._however,'just

.for bmeﬁl of doubt and wﬂ.hout consudermg damagm;,

factor to t‘m prosecutwn case. Accﬁsed Sarta jis acqmttcd

fmm" ‘thc" charges' level!ed agmnst him. He is in custody,

L

: 1/ o S be released forthwnth ;f uot reqmred to bedetai_ned in
. b . R
\

y oo " “any .other c‘asc. Tln, pr:‘:sccmmn has pm\ed thelr case

g beyond~shadow of doubt aaam;t accuscd Saiman Shah

 Liagat Al shah,.smd Ghani Shah and 1\1.17. Ali smh as

. thev are declared omlg_ o | ‘ o . \‘

22, The accused Sahmm Shah Llanf Ah Shah, S.ud (;h‘lm-:.:ﬁ
Shah and N:az Ah Shah are herebv convuted‘.‘.
u/s 302/i49 PPC and thc, normai pcnalw of death is nat

1rr-rfm , o award»d 0] 1hcm due muu_aun” unumsmnces tha{ numbn.r

F. Q\ o o‘f acéused the non~spuc1f1cat10n of ro%c:. and thc Guu.ml-

role and tht. injuries ot the \1ct1ms in number mthout

....‘_........,_.—«.,.__..‘.—-.._—...___....._..

M
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specmmtion of the roles the “accused a?‘e sgntgnlced't{)“f"'
pass hfe mpmonment on four counts for.niu:fdei‘ ot |
'\  ; ;. - -deéeased {:aman, Abd:ﬂ \hpd Nabi (xul and Murad Al =
They are also habie to pay ﬁne equaily to the tune of
R:s400 000/- (Rupcc: i~mn L.nu} for cach duccasc.ld and 
w1thm the meamng of secuon 544~ A Ce.P.C ,the same IS
grantcd to lcual heirs of dcu. a\cd | |
3.The accused Salman Shah, Llaqat All Shah, Said Ghani
" Shah and N1az Ah Shah are also ucmw_tr.d u/s 3"41 149 PPC .
tor makmo nrmx, utfectwei\ on thc mjmed i.nam Mla
Irfan U“dh, Sahlb Noor, Mst Razia Blbl zmd Ihsan blhh as .
mll as Lompiamam and smtcnu,d 10 0‘7 years naomus

nmpnsonmcnt and a}so liable to. pav ﬁne of Rs.SO 000/—

; . (F:ft\ Thousand) m dt.hmh \\'_’h‘\.‘_i\ful ihey ‘will mrtheg pass

. Py

~, d Y

. \J/ *
Tt

sente'nce oi 06 months qzmplé unpusonmenf |
24. l'he aucuscd Satman Shah lmqat Alr Shah, Séid Gh‘ar’;i
| Sh&h and Nlaz MJ Shah are wnwued ws. 337 D;337-F{ii) -
' PPC ror Lauamg 1n3unes to mjured lndm Ullah and
'sentenwd to 07 yeérs nﬁgmsonmeni as Tazu' They are
also lmble o pa}' 1/3 ¢ of D;yat amount tothe victim.
25 ’lhu dccusui Salman Shdh Lmq‘n All bhah Sald (:ha.m
' ) ,._ Pﬁ__ﬂw | h Shah and Nlaz, Ali Shah are wn\fu{;d u/s 337- F(il) PPC iux :
) f“; b e w‘E"_‘,E) o ,
. - \ " : | causx% mjums to- mjurw! Ihvm 1 llah and scmcnc;d for

N * 03 years 1mpnsonment as faar The) are 'ilﬁa() liable to pa\ ,

‘The State VsSarta; khan &chers N . -“Page,28
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'Damari amount .'to .thé.'vic.t;i"m 'amou;;x.tiﬁg Rs.l(l{}..(-ll)lll_- .
(Rupees One Lac) | |
| ’?6 The aawsed Salman Sh’ﬂl Lzaq;n Ab Shah Said Ghani
: Shah and \ila/ Ah b’nah are d]b() mmu_ud ms 337 A(l) and |
3.»7 i-(x) PPC for m;urles ot 1rﬁm lelah and smtmc»d io.-
pass 01 year |mpnsonment as T'mr ‘Thu, are. also liable
.' _lpay Daman amoum Rs.:(} 000/- (Rupws Flfty Thousand).f
10 vmttm ' |
"7 The - auutscd Saiman Slmh. 'Li_uq;u Ali ‘Sha.h, Smd Giaan{ :
Shah andl\saz All Shah are al%o commed u/s 337- P(v) PP(;
for causms.. mjunes to. M\t Razia 'md set ncnced tor 04 w;w_"
- ngorous 1mpnsonnn,nt 'Iht,y are also hablc 10 pay damaz'{’
'amoummo RS.300,000/-; .(-Rapees Three Lacs) to the victim.
e '. 28 Thc a:,cusﬁ.d Salman Sh.sh Lmq’u Ala Shah ‘%axd ‘Ghani
o \”‘, e ‘ :  '. Shah and \haz Ah Shah are comfm‘.d for uau%mg mjurws 10'. '
Sahlb \om uis 337 1“(1) PPL and’ :,Lnt'mmd “rm riuorousl~
imprlsonment to 01 )ears as Tazu Thw are also habh, to-
) pay : 'Damanb amounnnv Rs.50, OOU/- (‘Ru'pees' thy
Thousand) o thc ch{x;n
R 29 The acwaed Saimfm Shah, llaq.n A Shah Smd (Jh‘lm ., |
Shah dﬂd I\iaz. All Shdh arce Lonvmed ws 449/ 149 PPL and,

ESTED - sent .
o sentemed to 10 years m,ourﬂ. unpnsunmem and ﬁnc of

(F\u;'m ) 5,.} " Rs. 30 0(}0/- (Rupecs Fxfty 1housand) in dn,fault whereot

Dtszf.m ot nsixawaz

. h f thcy wm pass Omelc inpr xsonmem

AR . Rt }%xm%ﬂmﬁmwm% .

. s : :
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| '-30 The accuaed Salman. Sh’ﬂ Lmqat Al S hah ':mid (-ham
Shah and Niaz Ah Shah are convtcted u/s 427/ 149 PP( and
sentemed to 01 )cax moorou% 1mpnsonmem and tmc oi
o e " Rs. 100000/- (Rupees One Lac) |
31 Accused Salman Shah anqwt Ali Shah Szud thﬁi-Shah B
‘ and ’\inz Al Shah will xemam m (.u>t0d\ ull the p:;) nﬁem .oi
o T Darnan and Arsh
32.Ben§ﬁf_ ot section 3&”-B ( rp.C is e\fend_éd" to a.c.cus;éd énd'
ail 't,'h-e.punishmems shall run wnu.nrem L | o R
3.A copy ot lhlS jud;_,mem be given m the n.msed nee- 0'1 cost
withm. the nuamnu ot Section 771 Cr.P.’C while @ copy br:
transﬁntted to lhe ltdmbd DPP Pcshawar thhm thc

meanmg of Secuon 37 3 Cr P ¢

. S 34 Rccord bc. rcturncd whxlc. hle of ﬂ'!IS c,oun bc consu_md 0
‘;/'. - B ) ‘ o
L\ ) R B the record mom .mel mcex«u; wmnlmnn and qompx,lanon,

:) . - » : . . L N
Announéed

16.01 .20_23
.(Mt}A'nmmad Tahir Au ranweb}
Addmonai Sesmons JudLe AX

PCbh&\V ar .

o (‘ERTIF‘iCATF

It 1S nercb) u.mhcd that Ihlb dom\,nt LOI)bIStb‘

_6f ‘Thirty {30). 'page.s. each p'w; tead Lorrected‘_anc__i :

| LR - L signed by ﬁle._.
CERTIFIED TOE TRUE COPY - signed by e
- = (Eieminex S AN '(Muhammad Tah:r Auranazeb)
Co'oymg Aﬂc!‘cy Dsotnct*" oudt , ' ; . Addmoml Gessions Judge- X
Peahawar o N L : P sshawar
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Statement of Aiam Khan SIO Muhammad Iqba! R/O Hussam %’»ad

Statud on. oath that I am mjured/complamant in case FIR No 18 dated .

| VA-OS Ol 2070 U/S 324 PPC regxstered at PS K.hazana Peshawar wherem I charged .

- ‘thc. p; escm accused facmg trlal namely SartaJ for the uomnusslon of offence I was

': m}ured in the mstant case and now through the mterventxon of eldc:s of iocahty I "

; C haw patched up the mater w1th the accused facmg tnal named above and have

'~ "pa,rdoned hnn in the name of Allah Almlghty, therefore 1 have got no objecnon if

<

k thxs Honorable Court acquat the accused facmg tmal named above m the mstant, |

- case on. the basxs of comprormse ln this respect compromlse dced is Ex. PA whlle\ '

K copy ot my CNIC i$ EX.PB.

1_JRO&AC‘ '
1700772021

wadle

' Complainant.

- Alam Khan $/O Muhammad Iqbal |

‘CNIC No. 17301 7852312 7

AM‘

| : Muhamnyﬂé Sajid,
. ~A,SJ-.XII,I,. Pesha’war "

STF F}



| of Order or

Order or- .-

L ' F ORM OF ORDER SHEET &
lN THE COURT OF MU HANIMAD SAJlD ASJ-XIII
. PESHAWAR ;
. - Sesswns Case #407/SC _ |
The State — Vs e Usman etc
' [Serial No. [Date of

Order or other Proceedings with Slgnature of Judge or Magxstrate 1

Proceeding | Procee di,ng and that of partles or counsel where necessary
1 2 | 3

B
A

1 28/09/2021

v - | complainant/injured has effected genuine comprofnise with the ' |

PP for the State presedt AcéuSed is absént Wafrant»

'zssued agamst the accused retumed wnh the report ot DFC that -
| the accused s behmd the bar in connectton with case F IR No 447

‘ dated 02 04. ”090 reglstered U/S 30”/ 148/ 149 PPC at PS Mathrd

Q Allegauons ag.,alnst accused SartaJ Eshan was are thai on

the eventful day, time and piacc the accused tacmg trial made

1. nrmg at cornplamant thh 1ntentxon to comm;t h1s qatal—x-amd as a )

result of such ﬁrmg compkamant got 111t=and‘recem_: fire arm anuly,' :
‘hence the mstcmt case F IR.

' On 17/07/7071 1113ured/complamant nameiy Aiam 3

' -K—hén appcare-d b'efore the court and after due : 1dentlﬁcatlon

{

" ,volumauly lecorded lus statement to the effect that he. has ...

B -patched up the matter and pa;don the accused nameiy Sartaj m,

the name of Allah Almtghty and expressed no objecnon on-his .

. 'acquxttal, in the case inhand.

In view “of -the above discussed facts, since the




B | s L/I
: Serial No. .| Date of |
“of Order or | Order or .Oi’der or other Proceedmgs thh Szgnature of J udge or Magxsiraie

| Procee dmg Proceedink and that of parues or counsel where necessary _
' Comd 128/09/2021 accused the offence is compoundable, the compromzse appears
to be genume and wnhout any duress and coercion, f therefore
. , 'whiie-'aci:epting t.he compromise' ‘acqult the ‘accused namely.,
| Sartaj in hlS absence from the charges leveled agmnst hzm He is
- |on baii in the case in hand hls suretzes are rel;ved fmm thelf
habxknes of thur bail bands
Case propeﬂy, 1f any, be kept i 1n facl till the oxpu'y of B
‘penod of appealhev:slon and thereafter be dzsposed off 5
| accordmg to law. F1le of thxs Court be con31gned to the record - k o
froom after co'mplenon»zmg compllation... oD
| Announced.
28/09/2021-
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erpaxm THE CAPITAL CITY mmcm mrmcmn
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ESHAWAR

_______...__..———-—-—-'

DEPARTMENTAL IAbpEAL AGA’IRST" |
~HE ORDER DATED 29/12/2020 OF

HE SUPERINTENDENT OF POLICE

G’“?L)

TITY TRAFFIC POLICE PESHAWAR:
. WHEREBY 1 BEEN DISMISSLD'
- FROM SERVICE S

}m: Nol',.',i,.7'2 L PACCPO »'

/5/)/?02/

A

Res;gectcd Sn’, AR '}5? -/#»@- t;..cg_f__.
- iEndi o
- That 1 was enhsted in, Pohce Department some 27 -

- years ago and since enlistment I have performed.
tny duties with ‘honesty, full devotlon md to the
- entire satxsfac’uon of h1gh ups ‘

That in Apnl 2020 I Whﬂe posted to Trafﬁc Police
Peshawar was ‘falsely involved in criminal case ,

. vide FIR No.. 447, dated 02/04/2020 Under
Section 302/324/4 58/4@@/148/149 PPC Police

Station  Mathrd. “and jwas ‘arrested. the same da y

and still is in the 1ud1c1a<l§lock up- (Copv of FIR is -
.attaehed as Annexure~A) ' -

That charge sheet w1th summary of allegati,oh -

was issued which was - replied accordingly

o refutlng the allegatmns (Copy of charge ‘shedt -

respectwely\

- and reply :is. attached as’ Annexure—B qnd cC.

’Tiwt thereafter [ was d1smlssed from eerwce by.; _

Peshawar vide’ order dated 29/ 12/2020. (Copy- of

_which was not commumeated to me and my

father obtained . copy .. of the . same On
08/02/2021.(CGopy of. order dated 29/12/2020 is

- the Supermtendent of Police ‘City Tralfic Police -

attached as Annemrep)) hence this dppeal on .

- the followmg grounds 5'




Gem Ao 'h.“d a}@ ? .
ot

58

B enounn&

A. .- That the order dated 29/ 12/ 2020 is 111egal and
. v01d-ab 1n1t10 - |

.B. That the no inquiry has been conducted in the
.. . matter to find out the true facts and.
TV, ' circumstances as 1 am falsely 1mp1icatedf in ~
I cr1mmal case. | . : .
- C. That bemg in custody no: show cause *’10t1ce has

... been commumcated fome.

BT

That sxrmlarly opportum’q; of personal hearmg-
o0 .f- ' was not offered to me.. :

B That the criminal case ‘is- st111 pendmg while

. before the decision of the same ! have been
_ dismissed from. service in \nolanon of law and
~ ~ rules on the eubject -

ot SRl

F. " That L d1d nothing Wthh amounts to misconduct
7 ‘as no one could be dismissed from service on
" mere. alleoatlons of mvolvement in cnmmal case.

6. Thatl have 27 yeare of Semce W1th unblermshed
. record. | '

It 15, thexefore, most humbly prayed that
. on acceptance of this appeal, the impugned
o . order. dated:: ~29/11 1/2020. - of “the
Lo : Supermtendent of Police Head Quarters City.
T Traffic Police Peshawar may . kindly be set a
side and I may be reinstated in service with

all back beneﬁts.
“ ._ Sartaj Khan / o
- : c S _Ex-Constable No. 243
RS S I - Traffic Police Peshawar

Through his father - | | |
3 ' "-.Muhaﬁ%&él Khan
o -'“Aﬁ%/
_ _'~ e %""cz}?é'f_)‘}-
: 6?“ J‘-»" ; 3}(}0‘

1 2 .A‘n'\ .
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OFFICE OF THE
CAPITAL CITY POLICE OFFICER,
PE %IIAWAR

O’i 2DER. R o

'l’his ()1‘dcl wilk dl's})()'sl, of the deaJ'tm(.ntal appcal preferred by Ex- Lonstablc Sartal
{han v\‘u. 248 who was aw ’dlde the major punishment of "l)tsmlssal trom scrvu,c” under 1\!’
Piz-1073 famended .ZUH) by SP/IIQr C}ty ‘I'raffic Pohw P(,shawar vide ordcr No. 684-87/PA,

zilwuﬂow e

.~
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59

2 \l:on iacis Jeading 10 thc m\,umt appcal arc thal the dCLLlSLd (‘onslablc was pmcccdtd '

m'dil-\l kla,p(u 1mntally on Lhc, char ges that he \Nhll(., posted at (,1ty lla[hc Police Pcshawal.

Y (aI\ cd ey umlml Cascs Vldx. l TR No 447 dalud 03 04: 2020 u/i 7()2/.:24/458/460/]48/149 PPC
b0 i \uumt Mathra . l’cshdwar and FIR No 18, d.llcd 05 01 2020 u/s 324 PPC Polmc Stahon

s Hana Peshawar.
X - 1

He was, mmd mopcr Chdl ge bhccl and'%m“iﬁary o]’./\llcgations by Chicf Trallic Officer

Cteshawar, Two &c,pmau, mquu'u,s Were (.onducl(,d '1'_»amsl him . lhrOLwh DSP/IIQr Cily Ildlh(

’

:;v;.‘cu:\?-;(i ollicial. The inquiry officers afier umductmu proper mqumu, submnu.d thur findings in

“which both _1hc enquiry ofhcuq recommended that the r.nqmru.s may bc lxcpl pending till the

decisions of the Hlonour \bh, Courts: On rceeipt 01 th t.ndmgs of mqulrv nlhcus the Lom")clcnt

e l’ltm'\ do not Lmu, with Ll.L u.bOln"l'lLI'ldallO'l‘s of the enquiry office cmd warded hon the

~

anave 1‘n'.-lv_lm:.px_lm.smncnl.

1ig s heard in person mn () R and the rdcmnl ruJurd alono with hxs c¢xplanation P\,lLISLd

'i.):.zring )usoml 11L‘dlll‘l“ the appe llant \wgomally d(,m(,d ﬂu, ;111(,}:,(11101'13 and stated 1]1at he was.

i';“‘-;éi\f been melu ated 1n the said FIRS. Morcover, the Honom ablt, C()Llrlx of /\ddllmnal SESSION
. 'qu m—\]!l &, X Pc»hd\wr vide orders ddici 28.09. ”()22 dl’ld 16 01, 702) acquitted hlm ol the
: ‘n.nm, I uﬂ.\.d against him in the Scl}.d lIRs I&ucp.n;, if VILW his plcu and other d u.uanLu}
mn(;i hns am)wl for ret nslatcmcnl in scrvice'is ht,rcby ac pcpud The punishment mdn.r of SP/Qr:
imlllr. POilu, Peshawar is horeby set asldc UL is hu‘cb) rcm%tatcd in service: with

.

mxmcdt.etc effect. The period he rmmmcd 0ut ul au‘vnu is tr catC( ab feave w:thout pay.

" ‘ 5, 7 » “ . a2 . ¥ ' ‘ . : ! f
No. K/ *‘{23 ~ {PA dated Peshawar the {f"%/ 0& ’2')?3
Copics for information and necessary action o {h(. -

1 Chiel Praffic Officer Peshawar, along with LmnpluL 1nomry ] lc and- Foup Mmﬂ o

agla-cc Pe lul\\' u dnd )\[’/(,.um City Traffic Pohu, Peshawar o sciutinize lhc condiiet of the

S SPQrs City” 1mlhul’0hw Pc shawar., _ B .o . o : " ‘ -
3. (\lhcw(omc' S _ o IR _ ”/ Z‘K




' ' ORDER,_ o T
2| enquiry initiated _

This is an order on the depar‘iment ege:insi‘Co
m case: )

Sarta; Khan No. 248 for . mvolvement
rict Peshawar He was

_ 302/324/458/460/148/1-49 PPC, PS -U-F!?‘rﬂf % dist
. ~‘DSP/Canu Traffic was nommaled as Enquiry
p: oceedings under the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Pohce Rules 197

Officer to. conduct
5 and sqtrmt hls flnd
I L

harge sheet stating therelu%; '
3

ponent party at about B
ut dun |

" He submutted his rep\y to the c

n his retatives and the op
e of the whole sncndont b

house

took place betwee
d that he-was unawar

also to!
HO Mathra along with p

nmphcated by the oppO

d. The Enqunry office
to the concl

‘vllldgc e

“while sleeping..S olice party raided, his"

" his biother falsely
r recorded stalements of

uston that he had fanled to
accused 0 :

‘and 05 other mjule
nd came.

v relevant people 2
lhenefone lecommended hlm
y the local pohce lmm

for sultable pumshment as the

ednete Sfter the occurrence. q

w'\s alrested b
N
se the accused constabie h‘ad‘

020 UIs 324 PPC PS Khazanc,

t him. Keeping in Vlew re
artaj Khan No 248 IS

Besndes the above ca
R No.18. dated 05.01. 2

also been conducted against
file, Constabie S
<hyber Pakhtunkh\(va

case vide Fi

enqulry had

ficer as, well as \he case

Enquity Of

nstable

FIR No. 447, dated 03 04. 202]0
charge sheetec anc

nent party in the FIR in whlcn: L rsons, M \
Ligy tee L 1

} a, '. : "nental;'
commendalttc;n
awarded mayor;' -

police Ruler 1975 T '

s’

of tne

pumshment of D15m135"ﬂ ftom Service | under the !
with immediate effect. ‘ 1 I R
- . Orderannounced.- '1 T '
I : T S SUPERINT. DENT OF POLICE' QRS.'
‘ B CITY TRAFFIC POLICE PESHAWAR
/PA ated Peshawiar the 9\‘7}!1 12020.

nd necessaly action to the:~

é f} (‘J Uff'

pues for information @

Peshawal. = v

n\e con51s'ung of H? pages)

1. cméf Traffic Officer.
2. Accountant

3. Q8! _ : _
A SRC .(aiong—with complete enquiry

N

e e
- L
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