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Ig" ?\pril, 2023 1. Junior of counsel for the .ap‘pell'ant present. . Mr. Muhammad

Jan, District Attorney for the fespondents present.

2. Former seeks adjournment on tﬁe ground that learned senior-
counsel for the appellant is not available. Last chance is given to
learned counsel for the appellant for arguments, failing which the
case will be decided on the basis of availablé record without the

arguments. To come up for arguments on 21.06,2Q23 before the D.B.

P.P given to the parties.

(Fareeha Paul) S (Kalim Arshad Khan)
Member (E) Chairman

*Fuzle Subhan P.S*
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10.11.2022

09.01.2023

-7

Junior to counsel for the appellant present.

Kabir Ullah Khattak learned Additional Advocate General

for the respondents for respondents present.

Former requested for adjournment on the ground that his
senior counsel is busy before Hon’ble Peshawar High Court
 Peshawar. Adjourned. To come up for arguments on 09.01.2023 '

before D.B.

- (Fareeha Péul) ~ ' - (&ehman)

Member (E) ' ' Member (J)

Junior of learned counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Naseer-

ud-Din Shah, Assistant Advocate General for the reSbondents present.

Junior of learned counsel for the appellant submitted rejoinder,

copy of which handed over to learned Assistant Advocate General.

~ Junior of learned counsel for the appellant also requested for

. come up for ar ts on 18.04.2023 before D.B.

adjournment on the ground that learned counsel for the appellant is

busy in the august Peshawar High Court, Peshawar. Adjourned. To

s
Vs

(Mian Muhamifiad) | (Salah-ud-Din)
Member (E) Member (J)




23" June, 2022 - " Junior of the counsel for appellant preéent. Mr. Mﬁhamfnad

Adeel Butt, Additional AG for respondents present.

Respondents have not submitted written reply/comments.
Lezirhed AAG seeks time for submission of written reply/commerits.

- To come up for Wriften yeply/comiﬁénts on 16.08.2022 before S.B.

Q

. (Kalim Arshad Khan)
Chairman

16.08.2022 . Junior of learned counse! for the appellant present. Mr.
' Kabirullah Khattak, Additional Advocate General alongwith Mr. Gul
Zad, SI for the respondents present. ' - '

Relply/comments oh behalf of respondents submitted which

| are placed on file. Copy of the same is handed ox}er to junior of
learned counsei for the appellant. Adjourned. To come ub for . .
rejoinder, if any, and arguments on 10.11.2022 bg D:B.

(Mian Muhammad)
Member (E)
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22.04.2022

pepostte

. departmental penalty before his acquitta

- Counsel for the appellant present.

Learned counsel for the appellant argued the case in preliminary
hearing. He contended that the appellant was implicated in FIR No.
1298 dated 04.12.2018 under Section 302-34 PPC, Police Station Ingilab
Peshawar and arrested on 05.12.2018. The appellant was bailed out on
03.01.2022 by Peshawar High Court. On departmental side, disciplinary
proceedings were however, initiated against him when he was placed

under suspension on 12.03.2019 and then dismissed from service vide

‘ irT1pugned order dated 11.10.2019. He filed departmental appeal against

the impugned order on 18.01.2022 subsequent to his release on bail
which was rejected vide appellate order dated 31.01.2022. His revision
petition also met the same fate when turned down on 01.04.2022.
Where-after he preferred the instant service éppeal on 18.04.2022. It
was further contended that the appellant is still under trial in the
judicial/criminal case and is on bail, not acquitted of the charges as yet,

the respondents were therefore, requiréd under Rule 16.3 of the Police

- Rules, 1934 to have placed him under suspension till culmination of the

judicial proceedings agairist him. The appellant being civil servant

involved in a criminal case made a futile attempt to challenge the

I7on|y on the basis of bail by the

Competent Court of Law. He relied on PLD 2010 Supreme Court 695 and

2012 PLC (C:S) 627. He further argued that the impugned order are

illegal and void while placing refiance on PLJ 2000 Tr.C (Services) 181,
PLD 2003 Karachi 691, 2003. Moreover, limitation would not run against
wrong, illegal, urilanul, void ab-initio orders aé the appellant had not
been heard in a regular inquiry because no charge sheet/statement of
allegation ever served on him and as such the impugned orders are not
sustainable, may graciously be set aside and the appellant be reinstated

in service with all back benefits.

The appeal is admitted to regular hearing subject to all just legal
objections. The appellant is directed to deposit security and process fee
within 10 days. Thereafter notices be issued to respondents for
submission of reply/comments. To come. up for reply/comments on

23.06.2022 before S.B.

(Mian Muhammad)
Member(E)
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BEFORE THE HONBLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA

SERVICES TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

12022
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Hameed Ullah B
VERSUS

- Inspec;tor' General of Police and Others

. 'INDEX
S# | Description of' Documents Annex Pages
I. |Grounds of Appeal ' 1-4
2. | Affidavit. ' S
- 3. |Addresses of Partles - 6
;' 4. |Copiesof FIR and Mad Report “A & B’ 7-8
. 5. |Copy of suspensnon order . “C” 9
6, Copy of 1mpugned Office Order Dated 11- 10 “D”- 10
2019
7. | Copies of Bail application &]udgement / Orderape “E"& “F" 11-17
& ;
8. |Copies of DepartmentalAppeal and impugned| “G"&“H" | 18-19
Office Order Dated 31-01-2022 '
9. |Copies’ of 1mpugned Office Order Dated 01- 04- “1” 20-21
: 2022 y :
10. | Other Documen§§, 22
11. | Wakalatnama’ 23

——

 Dated: 18/04/2022,

6

Off Add:

B

Bl -J\fzz'iﬁrab Centre, Govt College Chowk Peshawar

Advocate ngh Court Peshawar. "




BEFORE THE HON’BLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICES TRIBUNAL
N " PESHAWAR e

. IﬁSA é Z /2022 .

Hameed Ullah (Ex- LHC No. 940) S/o Muhammad Ashraf R/o Ghazni Kheli’
Sorazai Payan, Peshawa;

’
-
.

.................... Appellant
VERSUS ‘ -

i
‘e

1. InSpectbr General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa. -

’i.

2. Deputy Inspector General of Police, Counter Terronsm Department, Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar Region.

¢ . »
- N

3. Superintendent of Pq]ice‘, CTD, Peshawar.

4, Capital'City Police Officer, Peshawar. .
S memefamcemcenoes Respondents
? ;

1

Appeal u/s 4 of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Services
Tribunal Act - 1974 against the .impugned Dismissal -
Order No. 6047-54/R/Pesh Dated 11-10-2019 issued by
Suge';'-intendent of Police, Counter Terrorism Department,

hyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar Region, whereby the

e t s. Dismissed from Se ice_a inst the

V se

Impi gr_ledOfﬁceOrderNo 1805[11[EC[CI,QDated3l 01- .
2022 whereby the De artmentaIA eal of the ellant

WY

was turned down and against the‘lmpugned Office Order
0. $7/623/22 Dated 01-04-2022, 'whereby the Revisio
etition o t e e t S dI o_turne

‘classi curso d whimsic er.
”

Respectfully Sheweth.

1. That the Appellant is a bona-fide citizen of Islamic Republic of Pakistan

_and halls from a fespectable family.
'.}.;

‘ 2. That after gomg through the mandatorily requlred criteria, the Appellant
y got onto the rolls of the Respondent Depar tment years back and got
) promoted as LHC ‘No. 940 DFU Rural circle, CTD Peshawar Region.
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. That since induction into service and after getting onto the rolls of this

extremely humane and prestigious Department, the Appellant has
remained the most pragmatic, devoted and dutlful fellow, who never left
any stone unturned in performance of his duties and importing any
responsibility tha}.tahas been entrusted to the Appel]ant

L

. That being hiéﬁ]y professional and pragmatic towards the

responsibilities bestowed upon the shoulders, of the Appellant and
. 8 , ) "

because of his whetted professional skills, there have never been any sort

of soot or sootage upon his long career, which fact is reflected from

‘Appellant’s Service record, which sans any complaint or adverse or even

advisory remarks,mentioned or ever communicated to the Appellant.

. That it was in the*backdrop of December 2018 that when the Appellant

was reportedly mvo!ved in a criminal case bearing FIR No. 1298 dated
04-12-2018 U/S 302-34 PPC at Police Station Inqllab Peshawar. (Copies
of FIR and Mad Report are annexed herewnth as annexure “A” & “B")

Y
~n

e
.4.‘

. Thatitisa human ‘nature that if someone is booked in a criminal case, 1n

order to save his’ llfe one has to abscond, and same has been done by the
Appellant and he. remained absconder for two years in order to save his
life, which was beyond his control, hence the Appellant was unable to
perform his dut1es_.

7. That the service of the Appellant was suspended from the rolls of -

Respondent Department vide Office Order No. 625-28 Dated 12-03-2019
on the alleged ground of his involvement in criminal case registered at
Police Station Ingilab. {Copy of suspension order is annexed herewith
as annexure “C"}.

~

. That an inquiry#got conducted against the Appellant & thereafter, the -

Appellant was dismissed from the rolls of the Respondent Department
vide Office Order;No. 6047-54/R/Pesh Dated 11:10-2019 of the Office of
Superintendentsiof Police, Counter TerrorismtDepartment, Peshawar
Region, in a classical, cursory and whimsi’cal manner. (Copy of
impugned Ofﬁce Order Dated 11-10-2019 is annexed herewith as

Annexure “D”) : ¢ '

&

. That it would be of equal importance to mention here that the Appellant

surrendered himself before the Court of Law and moved Bail
Applications fof'his release, and the Bail plea of the Appellant got
confirmed by the Hon’ble Peshawar high Court Peshawar vide Order
Dated 03-01-2022. (Copies of Bail application & Judgement / Order .
are annexed hé;'ewith as annexure “E” & “F").

e
Tafl
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That soon after his release, the Appellant preferred a Departmental
Appeal Dated 18-01-2022 for his reinstatement into service but there
was no light to the end of the tunnel and the Departmental Appeal of the

. . s
B NS

. Appellant was turned down vide Office Order No. 1805-11/EC/CTD

11,

‘Dated 31-01- 2022 (Copies of Departmental Appeal and impugned
Office Order Dated 31-01-2022 are annexed herewith as annexures
IIG" & “H”) :‘—-?'

That feeling aggrleved from the acts of the Respondent Department, the

~Appellant moved,a Revision / Mercy Petition to the Worthy Inspector .

-12

Grounds: Ly

General of Pol1ce for his re-instatement into serv1ce, but the same was o

also turned down v1de impugned Office Order No. No. 5782 /GC dated 01-
04-2022. (Copies: of impugned Office Order Dated 01-04-2022 is
annexed herewngh as annexures “I")
“l

That feeling aggneved from the supra-mentioned episode, the
grievances, that comes into existence, having no other adequate remedy
available elsewhere, and forum to be addressed at, the Appellant
approaches this ;JH'on’ble Tribunal for his re-instatement into service,
upon the followinig grounds, inter-alia;

e,f, »

A. That the 1mpugned Dismissal, Appellate, as;well as the Revisional

Orders are :Wrong, illegal, unlawful, voLd -ab-initio and is not

sustainable atall. i

B. That all the inipugned orders are unWarranled, illogical and against
the Rules so therefore not tenable in the eyes of law. -

C. That no proper inquiry was ever conducted in case of.the Appellant,
nor the Appellant was ever heard in person, thus the appellant was
condemned unheard which is illegal, unlawful, which is not justified in
any canon oflaw

- D.Thatno Charge Sheet, no statement of allegation was ever served upon .

- 'the Appellant, thus mandatory instruments of Law are missing in case
of the Appella_pt

E. Thatthe Appellant was charged in a criminal case and was absconding,
thus could n6t report to the department and on the other hand the
department took the same as deliberate absence from duty and was
proceeded agdinst departmentally. ¢

F. That even thetre\nsxon petition of the appellant was turned down on
the ground of bemg badly time barred, regardless of looking into the
fact that theeAppellate and Revisional Authority has no power at

present stage to pass the impugned orders.
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G. That the appellant has served the respondent department for many. . -
years and that,too unblemished, without any. complaint ever agamst '
on part of the' Appellant . i : ;

H. That from every angle the Appellant is llable to be re-instated into
service with all back benefits.

- 1. That any other ground not raised here may graciously be allowed at .
the time of arguments. :

It is, therefore, most humbly prayed that on .
acceptance of the instant appeal, the impugned Office
Ordér No. 6047-54/R/Pesh, Dated 11-10-2019 of the office
of Srupermtendent of Police, CTD Peshawar, Region, ‘
whereby the Appellant was dlsmlssed from Service, and
theumpugned Office Order No. 1805 -11/EC/CTD, Dated -
31:01-2022, whereby the Deparitmental Appeal of the
AppeIIant was turned down and the Impugned Office
Ordér No. §/623/22 Dated 01- 04-2022 of the Office of
Inspector General of Police Khyber Pakhtunkhwa may

.. verygraciously be set-aside and by doing so the Appellant
' may very graciously be re- -instated into Service with all
back benefits.
. Any other relief not specifically asked for may also
gracmusly be extended in favor of the appellant in the
crrcumstances of the case. -

Dated: 16-04-2022 :,f{'

41 Thro
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- Advocate, )
Sup;;eme Court of Pakistan * '
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Sagll,ir Igbal Gulbela
& -
Ahsan Sardak

Advocates, Hig Tt,
Peshawar.

.NOTE?

Hon’ble Tnbunal
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~ BEFORE THE HONBLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICES TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

InReS.A £ /2022
i Hameed Ullah
VERSUS ‘

Inspect’br General of Police and Others

AFFIDAVIT

e

I, Hameed Ullah (Ex-EHC No. 940) S/o Muhammad- Ashraf R/o Ghazni Kheli
Sorazai Payan, Peshawar do hereby solemnly affirm and declare that .
all the contents of the accompanied appeal is true and correct to
the best of my knowledge and belief and nothing has been

concealed or withheld from this Hon’ble Tribunal.

. DEPONENT

0A7i0#14301- 1158473

b1y

o
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BEFORE THE: HONBLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERV'ICES TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR
InReSA _ ° /2022

;\-' Hameed Ullah

. VERSUS
Inspeéﬁor General of Police ancifi,Others
ADDRESSES OF PARTIES

APPELLANT.  :

Hameed Ullah (Ex-LHC No. 940) S/o Muhammad Ashraf R/o Ghazni Kheli

Sorazai Payan, Peshawar
RESPONDENTS:

5. Inspector General t;f Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.'

6. Deputy Inspector { General of Police, Counter Terrorlsm Department, Khyber .

Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar Region.

7. Supermtendent of Pohce, CTD, Peshawar.
” x f{
8. Capital City Police Qfﬁcer, Peshawar. 5

Dated: 18/04/2022

ED IQBAL GULBELA
Advocate High Court Peshawar.
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v~ ORDER - ' ‘1
' ~IHC Hamldullah No 940, while postvd in DFU Rural CTD Peshawar, was '1
1eported]y mvolved in Case FIR No 1298 dated 04-12-2018 u/s 302-34 PPC PS Inqllab X
Pcshawar He is absented v1de DD No 20 dated 05 12 2018 to till date PSCTD Peshawm '
His salary is hereby stopped with immediate effect and till the findings of the
inquiry being mmated.
OB 40, jq\C*rD
Datee). 12 \co)\z b\Qf
. Peghawar Region N
: 1 : A _
No. éaf\w Q\& Dated Peshawar  / D1 3/2019,, S
Copy of the above is forwarded fot information and necessary\action to:-
I.  DSPDFU Rural CTD Peshawar. "
2. Accountant CTD Hqrs: Peshawar
3. SHO PS CTD Peshawar.
4. OASI CTD HQrs: Peshawar ‘
, N
3: : ’
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Tort T RV wiwve named Ccu: bic is reipcian? Luappear belwc the enguiry officer as well zs'
ig -
Loy ig Covegtigation oificer of the case. A final s :f cuuse \v,t:. ‘uiso issucd to him vide this office
£ oo SO . { . . o
¢t i‘}% wier I6TC/R/Peshl dated 13-87-2019, which was served upon his cousin namely
(3 Hd .
bivwngge s Markan 575 ‘Raham Dad Ian v/o Surazad Payan, bu? he stated that the accused is not
JEREE g PIMITE, 00 ARy mformaum 2bout his wherenboi s, In view of all the facts'and figures, he
IR ‘:s ol far majer vm.;shmom of dismissal from scrvice.
i
5
@ vrg Babil SUPERINTENDENT of police. CTD Peshawar region being competent
38 s N -
LY !:Eg with the recommendation of Erquiry o‘b.m., tierefore ILIC Hameed Uil be awapdsd

fanshacr i rhd

- lfw'g

OFFICE OF THE:

COUNTER TERRORISM DEPARTMENT,
' PFSHAWAR, REGION,.
No. £04}~ 54 /R/Pesh.
Dated //— [O 2019,

A & ettt

ORDER ~ *

poomee 1
S T I

¢ passet. o day (-10-2619 {0 dispuse of. departmental proceedings initiated
¢t Dl Wo. 948 while posted at DFU Raral Circle CTD Peshawar. ‘

sy CTD F’eshawar was appo;uted as an wqul.y off'ce: The cnqmry officer found him

ar? OF @iyiseal ! ~-a L el ’ i

o

ey DS CTD Kh wber Pai h(unk: WG,

2 'eior Superinisndent of Police € Dperaticn Central Zone C l‘D HQrs: Peshawar.

Loy Supert: v?e::deut of i rfmw Opetatior /Ir.vesu; Kion T P Peshaviar.
2

W ATIANT T ST rrvxtr . -

SUPERINTENDENT OF POLICE, =

ee
L Ok vas chaz-ge shesied on dated 05-1 2-2018 vide letier No. 1115/R/Pesh on the score on
-Hepaitons, = ’
= lihas Leen rcported by ISP, DFU Rural Circle CTD Peshawar that he has been found
} :rwo.ve«, m the case FIR Ne. (299 dated 04-12-2018 u/s 302-34 PPC PS Inqilab
R - £¥istrict Peshawar.
fg = has alsc been sespended vide iz offic order No. 113/R/Pesi dated 05-12-2018
E{ due fo invoi’yement in the above captioned section of faw.
8 o.  Aiithis speais iighly adverse on his part which is against Folice disciplinary Rules, -
§ .' 1975 :e"d wxm Amendment "Olfi. ) '

aond .mm, probe into the a!legatlons icveléd ag.inst THC Hameed Ullah Mr. Samin Jan'

eLh . l' Super’in tendent of Police, '
\_,GU\"B gL , ’ Cuounter Terrorism Deparunent (CTD) T

d‘oca\% Pa\(\sia“ S ' Peshawar Region. | q
0 i} . :

is‘ )
sc’?t‘f’3-~\-ﬁr~al ded for i tr:matm to: a
¥ . .

-1



hon
t

BEFORE THE .PESHAWAR HIGH COURT _PESHAWAR.
Cr.M. B.A No[%‘gi?f%2021

" Hameed Ullah s/o"Muhammad Ashraf

~

".R/o Ghazni Kheil sorazai Payan Peshawar............ ............. Petitioner
 VERSUS i
1. The State
2. Inyat Ullah sfo Gul Khan -
R/o Sorazai Payan Peshawar....... e e R espondents

e

e -
D

Ca=e FIR No 1268 Dated 4/12/20218

U/S - 302/34-PPC
P.S ,Inqllab (Peshawar)

Application U/s 497-Crpc for the release of the
accused / etitioner on bail till the final disposal of the
Case,

pPtp—pei g et et e T T e

- Respectiully SheWeth:-

1. That the dc;éused/petltloner stand charged in-the instant case by the
complalnant and since his arrest heis :njudlc;al lock up.
S (Copy of F iR is annexed "A")

R

2. Thatthe accusedlpetltloner submﬁted bail appilcatlon in the court of
ASJ F’eshawar but the same was dismissed:on 6/12/ 2021 el
3 (Order is annex B& C) -
S
3. That Now the accused / petnt[oner seeks his release on bail on the
following qrounds amongst other:-

S

GROUNDS.
}.
A That the accused/ petitionar is innocent in the inslant case

and has been implicated falsely and maliciously for ulterior
motive by the complainant .

. That except bare allegations in FIR there is no cogent

evidence available on file to connect the accuseolpetltaoner

. with-the conimission of ofience. :
1 ~\ \

C/’/That~ co-accused Namely Suliman: Wlth similar role has
B?', J alroaoy been granted, hail in the :nstdnt case by the trail X
\53(6“ couft: due to non availability of the complamﬂnt as well as of :
the alleged eye witness. \ .

- AT EWBQT,‘::Q; ,

i

LIPS T

TRAMIMETR
Fashawariilign Coure
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D. Thaﬁ the story of prosecution is based on surmises and
conjecture. : :
- & That there is no direct or Incirect evidence available on record
to conng}cl:,t accused/petitioner with the alleged occurrence.
i . '. " .
F. That the;circumstaional evidence negates’ the version of ‘the
complainant . - :

G. That no’’recovery has been effected from the accused/

petitioner.. _ -

" H. That thé‘charged leveled against -the accused/ petitioner
required further probe in the case and as such , the case of
accused/ petitioner requires further inquiry. .

| That on.permission of this Hon:ble Court , the accused/
petitioner,  may . argue “other grounds,. at the time of
arguments. ’

). That the accused/petitioner is ready to furnish reliable
sureties’for the entire satisfaction of this Hon;ble Court.

li-is therefore, most humbly prayed:that on acceptance

of; this bail application , the accused/petitioner may

graciously be release on bail till the.final disposal of the

case.
: Petitioner
Through /

y (HUSSAIN ALl)

) A§C, Peshawar

‘ " (Rehmat Uliah)

Advocate Peshawar
: A . ¥

NOTE:- 3t E

q 7

-

Vo

As per instruiction of my client certified that no.such bail application

has been filed by the petitioner, before this Hon:ble Court.

. Q . i ‘ M,
Sup“’“‘&%?:um‘-“ 08Decagar . | - ¢ | m‘ia‘ STED

TN EXAM|NER
’ Pwu.‘hawar‘! igh Sourt

53
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v JUDGMENT SHEET
PESHAWAR HIGH COURT, PESHAWAR -
> (JUDICIAL DEPARTMENT)

. Cr.M(BA) No.4375-P/2021

:, Hameed Ullah Vs. The State etc.

»
hg]
v

; JUDGMcNT

Date of hearmg 03.01.2022 " 1
Mr. Hussam‘Al! Advocate for the pet:tloner
Ms. Rabia Gul Advocate, for the State. *f‘

Nemo for the,pomplainant.

MU
A

WIQAR AHMAD, J.- The petitioner Hameed Ullah seeks

+ his release on bail in case FIR No.1298 dated 04.12.2018

registered under section 302/34 PPC at Police Station

Ingilab, Peshawar. Earlier, petitioner was refused bail by .

learned . Additional ~Sessions Judge-II/ModeI Criminal l
.' .’ .
Court, Peshawar vxde order "dated 06 12. 2021 wherein

N

accused/petltxoner alongwith co-accused Sulcman and

Ameer Nawa7 had been charocd for the mulder of two

persons namely Inam and Ihsan.
2. . Despite service complainant is absent.

3. Arguments heard. Record perused.

4. Pemé’al of record reveals that co-accused namely

Suleman has been released on bail by the learned trial Court
WML

ATT 1L_\§TED

Exaljner
- Pushawar filgh Court




Y

i
after the €Y
v gettin ‘
Court fory ge g o
% he learned trial Court is reprodu
t e . =

observations of )
ready reference;
annot keep the accused
“3. The Court cannot X : hat
o indefinite period so tha
behind the bars for ‘ : .
the complainant mey decide at his Wms
when to attend the Court for recording
evidence, as doing so will be doing injustice
to the principle of “the Accused is innocent
unless and until proven guilty” and of “a fair
tri‘al”. However, on the other hand, acquitting
the- Accused of a murder charge’:due to the
- reluctant of the complainant to -appear and
depose without completion of the’tria] might
in; peculiar circumstances also work hand to
thé' cause of the deccased and his legal heirs.
Sufficient time has been given.in the instant
case to the complainant to appear and record
* his evidence, but to no avail.4.

Although, the Court of Sessions has no
specified power ws or like 249 of the Cr.PC
to stop proceedings, however, as, held by the
august Supreme Court of Pakistan in case
titted “Shadi Khan Vs Muhammad Saleem
and 03 others, reported as PLD 1978 SC
38, that the trial Court in situations like this
has, the power to Stop proceedings :and grant
the;Accused a bail, if they are behing the bars.

Thus, in order to strike a balance between the
paities, proceedings in the instanf“case are
stopped due to the. non-availability of. the
private witness/complainant, in recognition of
the Principle “Accused is innocent unless and
until proven guilty” on the one hand and not
affecting the case and cause of the deceased
on the other, “Until the availability of the
complainant and his private DWs for
recording statement.” The accused Suleman
be released on bail subject to' submission of

. EXAMINER
Paashawa




bail bofids in the sum of Rs.5,00,000/- with
two sureties in the like amount to the
satisfaction of this Court. Order regarding the
remammg Accused Amir Nawaz , Jehanzeb
and Hameed Ullah havmﬂ been considered
absconders shall remain intact. Entire JUdlClal
file be’ consigned to the xecord room; after

completlon A 7

Though casc " of the accused/pentloner 1S not at par with

?.i

said co-accu‘s"ed who had faced trial for loné'er period of

.
2
w

time but this appears that eye-witnesses of the occurrence
would also diéplay a similar attitude in the trial against the

§
_présent accused/petitioner.

E

3. Perusdl of record also reveals that the Investigating

,l‘

Officer had- 1ecovered 06 emptles of. 762 bore and 03

cmpties of 9 MM As per FSL report dated 17 12.2018 all

194 1

)f

the above mentloned emptles of 7.62 bore had becn fired
.' i .

from one an_cji;the same weapon, whereas emptjes of 9-MM
mentioned agic)ve have also been fired ’frc‘>m ,;;_ne a1.1d same
A‘wea'pon, whiig;h makes case ﬁgainst the accused/petitioner
that of furthér probe. A wide net appears to have becn'l
thrown by the complainant where four persons have been

given role of effective firing. In thls regard reliance is

"y

"placed on the judgment of Hon’ble Supreme Court of

Pakistan in® Cnmmal Pctmon No0.1183 of 2021 wherein

the Hon’ble Court has extended bail to the accused In

i

somewhat 's’iimilar circumstances. Rclevant o_bservatlons of

‘I‘I:g‘_‘}

Poqhawar ¥ :gh Court




e
a

“Court are reproduced hereunder for ready

- the august

¢
reference;

-
‘,

“As per the contents of the crime report, the
allegation levelled against the petitioner is that he
along with four co-accused while armed with firearms
has launched an attack on the complainant party and
due to firc shots made by them two persons have.been
done to? death. However, we have noted that only a
general ‘role of firing has been ascribed to the
petitionér and no details have been given as to what
kind of weapon the petitioner had used and on-which
parts of;the body of the déccased, the alleged fire
shots miade by him landed. We have also noted that
from the place of occurrence, 27 empties wergitaken
into possession, which according to the report of the
FSL were found to be fired from one and the’ same
weapoﬁj:-?;’rln this view of the matter, when the role
ascribed. to the petitioner is of gencral nature and
according to the report of FSL, only one weapdn was
used in the commission of the crime, it is the. Trial
Court who after recording of evidence would decide
about the,guilt or otherwise of he petitioner and until
then the petitioner cannot be kept behind the bars for
an indefinite period. Keeping in view all the facts and
circumstances, the case of the petitioner squarely falls
within the purview of Section 497(2) Cr.PC entitling
for further'inquiry into his guilt.”

5. The accused/petitioner has remained absconder for

‘©

a consider long time but absconsion cannot be made ground

for refusal of bail, if the case is otherwise fit fofr:gaihc grant of

bail. Referencif_:: in this respect may be made o case law
reported as. 2016 SCMR 1520, 1985 SCMR. 382, PLD
1985 SC 182, PLD 2012 SC 222 and 2012 SCMR 1137.

6. Resultan.tl'y, this bail application is allowed and the

accused-petitio;ier, named above, is admitted to bail

Ly 2

provided he furinishes bail bonds in the sum of Rs.800,000/-

» m*“r\':"ﬁEf:?
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(Eight lac) w1th two sureties, each in hke amount to the

"3"

satisfaction of leamed Illaga/Duty Judicial Maglstrate who

'.tg,é

shall ensure that the sureties are local, rehable and men of

.. _4"?.

means.

X
Announced -
03.01.2022 -

v

Mmt!.agn,,;.,,_“ '
Copying tev... ./~

Tal....- ¢ T
Date of Preparation. . - - A5 ,‘/...:zl....

Butv of Detivery of Loy L‘Z/‘Q_//pg,g ?
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N .
[ ...-........-)-.—.ew‘

.
r

Lom oy
PRI A B
-—Wo‘:"";'o‘, Vitsaame O"‘" ch

=Y Qvnuunﬂ ~ehaha

SRt .
- ‘_*:v s .t:‘;. PP



A p—— . = -

e —— ittt .

OF¥ICE OF THE,
y N DEPLTY INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE, -~ |
L 3 C:UUNTER TERRORISM JEPARTMENT, /? b
| KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA, PES.JAWAR. g
o o A“\h t—}—ﬁ
! ORDER "
{

tia-f HC Humecd Ullah No. 940 while pested in DFU Rural Circle CTD

2 .1 Region was involved {o case vide FIR No. 129¢ dated 04-12-2018 UW'S 302-34

- o b District Pesbawar, He was ixsued charged sheet and sammary of allegation by SP CTD
& - v ar Region and DSP Sameca Jan nominat2d as eaquiry officer to srobe into the matier.
i o wny officer submisted s findings and .he above namad offictl was declared guilty.
In this regard P CTD Peshaw ar Region awarded him major punishne ic
vide order No. 6047-54/R/Pesh uated 11-10-2019. The anplicant

el Sdepatmental appeal sler wpse of two years threc months before the Worthy Deputy
Khvber pashwunkhwa for re-institement. Howuver. ke

o n.. <al from Scryice”

o Geivred of Poiice CID
~ . euthurnity s ufheld the punishment & .asc hds been ﬁf{cd being badly thne burred.

E . B

7,
v
/

)é\ s o

o~
$P/HQI'M : 1

For Deputy Inspector Generalof VY
CTD. Khys2r Pakhtankhwa.

—_iD( Peshanar.

Hlicy,

74
Datc | Peshawar :1¢ 31 012022

opy ot dbut e am o iacd fot informstion and neessary action to thue-
1]

\/ Suronne. ndeit of Police. L TD Peshawar Region.
A worgrer i, USEO, OAS, $2C, M HC CTD HUr~ Peshawar

FRE o T ¢ _".T..u". ;\11‘. Q40

sy e ————

- ——
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‘ OFEICE OF THE

. INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLI
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA

Central Police Office, Peshawar.

g
No: S/ é 923 /22, dated Peshawar the ( }/ /2022

&

To: - The  DeputyInspector General of Police,
Counter. Terrorism Department,

KhyberiPakhtunkhwa, Peshawar. ) ‘
ro &% ‘i ¢
\,? 'Subject:- REVISION PETITION. ~-§ ,{ ?
“ Memo: ;.4 { . . f* £

s . ) r ’
i . The Competent Authorlty has examined and filed the revision petition subrmtted

¢

by Ex-LHC Hameed Ullah No 940 of CTD, Peshawar Reglon against the punishment of

" dismissal from service awardegi by Supermtendent of Police, CTD, Peshawar Region vide order
. “ 3
* No. 6047-54/R/Pesh, dated 11310.2019, being badly time barred.. .

The applicant may please be informed accordingly.

.

: e

(NOQR/AFGHAN)
d Reglstrar
G ,, For Inspector General of Police,
) &Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar. ors
e *, ' / c .
' <. ‘?;, =~ c,
e A bR '
b ;
3, o
X ‘.
&
ng.‘ uLBELA
, JAVED ' -
-t 3 g‘éﬁc of Pak\stan o ¥
¥ em g
(,c SUPT {ASC # 5317} v;;. ‘: ]
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S T AN OFFICE OF THE }
2. MY (077 CAPITAL CITY POLICE OFFICER,
S PESHAWAR
L Phoné No. 091-9210989
%

Fax:'091-9212597

No. ‘<‘78 9 /GC, Dated Peshawar the /7 /o3 /2022.

. To: The Inspector General of Police,
- Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.

Subject: REVISION PETITIOM.
Memo:

Please refer to ,your office Memo: No. 528/22 dated 17.03.2022 on
the subJect cited above. e:; ' -

“‘“l
;;» :

“In thlS connect:on a copy of Court Judgment alongwith wrattenf
statement of Ex LHC Hameed Ullah No.. 940 of CTD Peshawar is submltted .
" herewith as desired, please s
Encls: (05) & . i

4

.;! ‘ A : . g&

(WASEEM AHMAD KHALIL)SSP/Coord:

R CAPITf\L CITY POLICE OFFICER,
PESHAWAR ,
: 8
¥ i
i SR N
LGULBE . 3 S’ / §
JaveD &BEL e =309
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&
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~ BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICES TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.

~ Service Appeal No. 617/2022.
Title: "Hameed Ullah V/S IGP KP & Others"

INDEX
S. No i Documents Page No. (From-To)
1 o Index | | 01
2 - Comments ‘ 02-05
3 | Affidavit ‘ 06
4 : Authority Letter 07
L List.of previous punishment/ bad entries .
5 . as _ 08-15
' " "Annexure A"




' BFFORE THB KHYBFR PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICES TRIBUNAL
A PES]IAWAR

Service Appeal No 61 7/202“

Hamced Ullah (Ex IHC‘ No. 940) S/o Muhammad Ashraf R/o Ghazni Kheli Sorazai

Payan Pebhawar
....................... S SRR (Appellant)
VERSUS

' 1 Inspector Generak of Pollce, Khyben Pakhtunkhwa.
L 2 Deputy Inspector General of Police, Counter ’Ierro: ism I)epartmént Khyber, o
.' ,.Pakhtul;khwa, Peshawar Region. |
3. -Su[;éfihtel-lde‘i;jt,of Police, -CTD Peéhawar.
4. Ca-pital City. Poﬂice Ofﬁcen;, Peshawar.

e e e e (Respondents)




BFFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICES TRIBUNAL
PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No. 617/2022.

COMMENTS ON BEHALF OF RESPONDENTS (01, 02, 03 & 04).

. Respectfully Shewetl{ :

‘The para-wise reply of the respondents is as under.

Preliminary Obiections:-

a) T he api)ellant has no causé of action or locus standi to file the appeal.
- b) ‘ The appeal is not maintainable in the present form. |
9) . The appeal is bad for mis-joinder and non-joinder of necesséry parties.
d) - The ép;Séliant is estoppe& to file the appeal by his own conduct.
€) .  The appeal is barred by law and limitation.
D | . | The appéllant has not come to the Honorable Tribunal with clean hands.
: FAC‘TS:-
1. Personalinformation of appellant, hence no comments.
2. Pertains to record, hence no comments. |
3. _ “The performance of appellant was not up to 1he mark List of previous

pumshment/ bad entries are annexed as "A". -

:‘;.

As explained in above para.
5. Correct to the extent that the apj)ellant was directly charged in FIR No.
1398 dated 04.12.2018 u/s 302/ 34 PPC registered at PS Ingilab Peshawar.
6. ' Incbrret‘_,:ﬁ' the appellant is only trying to waste the precious time of this
| Hon'ble. - Tribunal. Avdiding’ criminal proceedings initiated against the
- appellant is iﬂ itself.a criminal act. If the appellant was innocent, he had to
face'the_f proceedings and would wfllfully appear before concerned po-lice/ |
Investigating '_Ofﬁcer in the case and provide' sufficient proof to him
_ (investigéfing officer) qua his Being innocent but i.11sfead'of facing the -
briminal proceedings hé remained absconder for two years. On this point
his service appeal needs to be dismissed. _ |
7.. | Correct to the extent that appellant was. suspended charge sheeted and
_ statement of allegations were issued to him after (.drrymg out proper
departmental inquiry. Various Notices were also issued to the dppeildm but
he never bothered to appear before inquiry officer and thus remamed

achonder from criminal proceedings. Besides this, he also remained absent =

v




SeER

from his lawful duties which is another proof regarding his involvement in
murder case.

Incorrect, inquiry officer had issued various notices to the appellant with

directions to appear but he (appellant) ignored the same. The inquiry officer

submitted his finding repbrt and recommended that he might be removed

from sef\}ice as there is no chance for him (appellant) to join back his duties

in near future and face the criminal pioceedmgs Accordingly he was

10.

It

12

GROUNDS

CA.

dlsmlssed from service.
Incorrect, as admitted by the appellant in.para 06 of his serv1ce appeal that

he remamcd absconder for a period of two years. Police is a dlsuplmed

“force and it is not possxble for department to wait for two years and the

appellant was. thus awarded with major punishment of "Dlsmissal from
Service".

Incorrect, his departmental appeal was badly time barred (subzhitted his’
départm'entai appeal after elapse of two years and three months) and hence
was ﬁled by competent authority. |

Correct to the extent that badly time barred case cannot be entertained by
department.

Incorrect; appellant willfully remained absconder for two yearé and also did

not bother to appear before inquiry officer, therefore, he has no right to

knock the doors of Tribunal for any relief.

Ir}cofrect; all the orders passed against the appel.lant are 1egal, ianul,
convincing and needs to be upheld.

Inéorreét, all the orders passed by competent authority are logical as per the
prevailing law and rules and needs to be upheld. »

Incorrect, proper first charge sheet along with statement of allegations was
tssued Wthh was received by his brother Nazir Uliah. Likewisé, a‘iiﬁal

show cause to also issued to him which was received by his cousin namely

~ The éppeiiant neither bothered to appear before inquiry: officer nor had

submitted his reply.

Incorrect,' proper charge sheet along ‘with statement of allegations was

~ issued to the appellant which was received by his brother Nazir Ullah and

the Final Show notice by his cousin Farhan. The appellant remained

absconder, willfully remained absent and did not join his duty. |




JE. ) ~ Correct, appellant acknowledged once again regarding his illegal act of

absconding and avoided facing legal proceedings. On this point, it is

-+ humbly request to dismiss his service appeal.
"F. - Incorrect; all the order passed by competent authorities need to be -
| supp‘oft@d/ upheld..
G : Incorre'clt‘,: appellant was directly charged in a murder case and had remained

. absconder willfully regdrding which he himself has declared in this service

‘appeal V;zhich is sufficient proof regarding his involvement in that case. |

‘_ ? _ B > Incofrect, the appellant is not entitled to claim for his reinstatement in
) - service.
g LR I ‘ That‘respondents also seek permission of this Hon'ble Tribunal to raise
v additional ground at the time of arguments.
‘L Prayer:
§ . In view:of the above comments on facts and grounds, it is humbly prayed
f, - that the instant appeai may kindly be dismissed with costs.

. _- ~ Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,
- : ' CTD, Peshawar.
(Respondent No. 02)

\‘
\ R
no
3

Sup}in&nm
"CTD Peshawar,
(Respondent No. 03)




BEFORE THESE—RVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER P

AKHTUNKHWA.

Service Appeal No. 617/2022. |

Hameed Ullah (Ex-LHC No. 940) B

" : ...(Appellant)

o VERSUS
IGP KP & Others....oo.v...o

...(Respondents) = - '_
AFFIDAVIT

‘We, the beléw mentioned reSpondents do here by soleniniy affirm and
~declare on oath that the contents of reply submltted are correct. and true to the

best of our knowledge and belief and that nothing has been concealed from this
~ Honorable Court. |

Inspector Geng

hYB'} Pcl

hybcr Pakhtunkhwa
CTD, Peshawar. . |
(Respondent No. 02)

>

(Rebpondunt No: Lk

Sus' il ent.ofPé-iice,

CTD Peshawar.
(Respondent No. 03)




o . - OFFICE OF THE
' INSPLC'I OR GENERAL OF POLICE,
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA,
PESHAWAR.

AU THOR{TY LFTTFR

» We, the’ undersxgned do hereby authorize SI Gulzad Khan having' CNIC# |
17301 :3214940 9, of CTD HQrs to submxt reply in Service Appeai No. 617-P/ 2022
T1tled "Hameed Ullah VS IGP & Others" and to pursue the matter on behalf of {he =

undusxgned

esponde No. 01)

Khyber Példltunkhwa,
CTD, Peshawar.
(Respondent No. 02)

A

Supt

ndent of Pohce
CTD Peshawar. -
(Respondent No. 03)
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ORD‘ER Lo

.,_.-v

My this orders of today on 11 12-2017 . d1sposed off depa*‘tmental

‘[, 1t has been reported by DSP, ])FU Rural Cn’cle CTD Peshiawar -
" that you have been involved in case vide FIR No. 634 dated 06-
11-2017 w/s 324-427-148-149 'S Ingilab Dlstrlct Peshawar.
I You have also been: suspendml vide this ofhce order No. 131”4- '
2§/R/Pesh dated 08/11/2017. _ :
‘. Al this speaks highly adverse on your part and is agamst Police
e Disciplinary Rules, 1975. read wnth Amendment 2014 '

" The defau‘ter official has been Charge Sheeted and Mr. Rasheed Iqbal Khan DSP
Inv: CTD Peshawar was appomted as an Enqun'y Ofﬁcer to proceed agamst h1rn departmcntally

- as per rhles.

The enqun v officer submxtted in his enquiry report that accused HC Hmmt‘ Ullah

- No. 940 had d1spute with his cousins and got BBA from the -Honorable Lourt on comproxmse &

the et tu'w'y officer recommended that he may be Te- mstated and the enqmry may be filed.

- Now, I ’{AIUQ HABIB I\IIAN SUPERIN I‘ENDEI\T OF POLICL. CTD :
: "E&xii"WAl{ REGION in exercise of the power cor ferred upon me ‘under Police Rules 1975

resc with Amendments 2314, taking a lenient view against the above mentioned HC and agreed

with enquiry officer, and he is hereby re-mstated in %ewxces from the date of the @uspensmn and

file his enquiry.

OB No. ',L,z?b/(’“‘f’/ | N S N
Dated. {7, ‘l:&- 2;)17 | g . ' &\/
‘ o I (TARIQ HEABIB KHAN)

_ Superintendent of Police, -
CTD, Peshawar Reg;on, .
Peshawar ‘ '

No. _( & ,‘ - u\ PA/Pesh . o D.ﬂed Pcah‘xwar the | (}\( “{/’701

Copy of above iz forwarded for information and neces:».—nrv ‘utmn to all comwmwi i
T Khyber Pakhtunkwa, Peshawar, L S

_ .'proceedmgs initiated agamst HC Hamid Ullah No. 940 Whﬂe postec‘ at DFU Rural Circle CTD o
- Peshawar Reglon on the following score of alleoallons that - a




Y -";ﬂ-

——

Y

CHARGL SIIF‘E 1

1) S 8 TARIQ HABIB KIIAI\ SUPLRIN”[ ENDFNT OT POLICE, CTD
PESHAWAR REGION as a Competent ‘Authority, hereby charge you HC Hamid Ullah
No. 940 presemly posted at CTD Intelligence staff Rural Clrcle Peshawar on lhe_

followmg commissions & omissions that:-

‘ 1 It has been reported by DSP, DFU Rurfll Circle CTD Peshawqr
f ‘ tlmt you have been involved in case vide FIR No. 634 dated 06-
: 11-2017 u/s 324-427-148-149 PS Ingilab District Peshawar. - '
AL :Yb'u have also been suspended vide this office order No. 13124- .
28/R/Pesh dated 08/11/2017. | , .
1. Al thls speaks highly adverse on your part and is against Polue' ‘
~~D1sc1phn'try Rulcs, 1975 read mth Amendment 2014.

: By reasons of the above you appe"ued to be guilty of mlsconduct under.
Police Dlsmphnmy Rules; 1975 read with Amendment 2014 and have andGILd
- yourself Iuble to all or any of the penalties spuclﬁed in the Rulw - -

2. You are, therefore 1equued fo submit your wutten detence w1thm 7 days of the
receipt of this Lheu ge Sheet to the anuny Ofﬁcel as the case may be. *

3). . Your written defence, if my, should 1(.4Lh to lhc lznquuy OﬁlCCI W1thm the
specified per iod fcnlmg wlnch it shall be presumed that you have no defence to put
Sn 'md n that case, exparle action will be tclkell against you . :

4). You are also at liber ty, 1f you wish to bn, heaud in person

3). bmtuﬂem o[ allegatxona 1s cndosud

(l“ARIQ%Qr Blu KHAN)
Superintendent of Police,
CTD, Peshawar Region

| '\/2‘
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SUMMARY oF ALLEG ATIONQ

{AN SUPERIN [ENDENT OT POLICE CTD,

Ullah No.940 presently posted at
imself liable to be proceeded’
f Police Dismphmry

o L TARIQ HABIB KE
PESHAWAR REGION am of the opinion that HC Hamid
~CTD lntelligence Staff Rural Circle Peshawar has rendered h
against as-he committed the following acts/omlssmns within the meaning 0

Rules, 1975 read with Amendment ’?014
T SFA’IEMLNlOB ALLEGAIION‘S

DSP DFU Rural Cir cle CTD Peshaway
casc v1dc FIR No. 634 dated 00-11- .

2017 u/s 324 427-148-149 PS Ingilab District Peshawar. ile has .
also been suspended vide this office order No. 13124- 28/R/Pesh -

a dated 08/11/2017 All this speaks highly ¢ adverse on his part and
is a(ramst I’olu.e Disciplinary Rules, 1975 read w1th Amendment.

2014

It has been leported by
that he has been involved in

Fo1 the pmpose oi' scrutmlzmo the conduct of the said accused “wit
X L of thi

< ()()Ij e
quiry under thc, Rules

o2 .
reference to the. above ﬂlleg,atlons,
Unit is appomted as Enquuy Officer, to conduct en

). Tho Enquy Oiﬁcex shall in ﬁ.cco;d"mu, with the plOVlSlOll of the Poh(

Disciplinary Rules, 1975 read with qmendment 2014 plowde reasonable oppmtumty of hearir
to the accused, record the findings and -make 1@00111mcndat10ns as 1o pumshmept or oth

: c.lpplopll‘ll@ action 'mamst the accused within lS days of the xecupt of ‘h1°. oxder :

"l

Ni)‘sqwi”w’- /R/Pesh Dated Peshawar the 31/ /20_17. '
'Lopy of : ttbd,ve is forwarded to the:- .
are directed- to initiate departmental proceedil

). Briquiry ()ihccn ot this Unit
1975 read with Amendmenl 2014.

..lUcllnbl the accused unden the Pohce Dlscxplm'uy Rules,

HC Hamxd Ullah No. 940 1o appe’u before the Enquuy thcm on the ddte t

e Enqulry Othcel for the purpose of gnqulry ploceedmbs '

2.
and place fixed by th

ey

| -  (TARIQ Jgt/m CHAN)

‘ i o _ Superinten dent of Police,
- CTD, Pu.imwa; Région.
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© oy " ORDER .
# LT

. Head Colnstable Hé}hid Utlah No. 940 of this Unit .pr‘eséntly posted at DFU Rural Circle
g‘ : . Peshawar is hereby.placéd under sﬁspensionWith immediate effect due to involvement iﬁtthe
“case vide FIR No. 634 dated 06-11-2017 u/s 324‘—427-14_8-‘149 PS Inqi}ab Peshawar.

et allong' with statement of allegation - with

N ‘He will be s‘e-parfat'e1y .iss.ﬁe'. charge She
immediate effect.” - ‘
O.B.lé"z(’\/C1“D, d -_ | o o " . 5
Dated H&-11-2017 . o S '
o ' | B - __Superihtexident of I’_dlii.:e,
CTD, Peshawar Region.
v m@o o3|l '
No AB'\Q\‘(T'Q-{B/R/Pesh S Dated Peshawar the - ‘/2017..

+ Copy of above is forwarded for information and necessary action to the:-

Worthy Deputy [nspector General of Police, CTD Khy
DSP, DFU Rural Circle CTD Peshawar. S
EC/OASL CTD Hars: Peshawar.

ber Pakhtunkhwa.

LI DN




IN THE COURT OF AABID SARWAR, ADDL o
SESSEION‘; JUDPGE-XTIL, PESHAWAR.
' ~ Case No. 831/BA of 2017
AMIR NAWAL ETC .. VS . THE STATE
&
: I Case No 837/BA 0f2017 S o
| HAMFED ULLAH TTC V‘S THE STATE '

ORDER...03
08-11-2017.

Counsel k01 ‘the” accused/pemmnms plesenl SPP for the

State plesent Counsel f01 the accused/peuuonels (f“ rst palty) :

also present.

2. The ”accused/pentxonels namely Harneed Ullah and

A'Nazeel Ullah v1de bail petmon No.. 837/BA whlie'r

i ’ .
dccused/petmoners namely Amu NaW'\z and Jehanzalb v1de '

ball petmon No 831/BA seeks post auest bail in case FIR No.

634 dated 06- 11 2017 u/s 324/427/148/149 PPL oi Police

Statidn Inqllab D1st11ct Peshawau Both the above mentloneci-

~petmons are thc ‘outcome of one and the samc FIR the1ef01e -
this single order shall stand f01 theu dlsposal

B Q! /j‘/{

ol s é‘\“ﬁ/‘.‘v | L . :
"\%‘ d A \\'\" 3. Tacts oi the case are that’ on 06 11-2017 S-aleem Khan
gt

T : SHO complamant char ged the accused/petmonexs named above
) ‘mmg on each'

. for the commlssmn of offence f01 meﬂ;ectwel

U R RN e ..":. 5 o 1 . cat. - d '
SENEe S pther and causing da_mag,e toa mot'_ow.{"u . { .wJZ

O I R R T

o T e .
' :{:,.'-1 -
. A . -
- N . - -
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& - \.Aonl'..vOr...O?)‘ : : o i% | 'V | P
- #;:, o (8/112017 o (—/ .o o 1N

A ‘4. Today counsel. for -the accused/pﬂetitidners' ﬁrst- pafty
mmely Lulﬁqal and Khlzat Hayat Advoéate pnesent and -
oo 'imco{ded .their statemem whcxem they 5tated that they are -
counsel f01 the aécuéed/petxtmnms of the h.rst party and as per |
-_ ‘Lhen dnectlon théy do not -wam ‘10 p1osecute ball petmons alli -
"'lthe petmons are the outcome of the same and one I;IR 634
~ dated. 06 11 7017 u/s 374/427/148/149 PPC of Police Statlon ‘
" Ingilab, District Peshawa. and explesscd their no ob]ectlon on
-the 1é1ease on ba11 of the accused/petltlonexs in the mstarﬁ casc
~and subscquént acqulttaI. at mal staOL - Cross - firing was
A"“exchanged between the parties who are closély 1e1ated to each
other, d1;11ng thé occumence non f@many of the parcy gcﬁ
_injured. The allege'ci ful'ing was ineffelctive.
5. : As acéused/petitioners’ (ﬁrst_ party) has en_t'elmd i.nto- a
: W with the éCéLlsed/petitiplmcg'é with Fhefl.r _ﬂ-‘ée |
will and in this respect’ counsel for the ‘aécﬁsed/petitiohers of

,/lust party recorded co'nplomlse ‘statement on behalf ot

W ' \\.\ accused/petitioners which shows that a. genume comp1 omlse ‘

P

: ¥z has been effected with the accused/petltlonels The offence for

: A which the accu,sed/petitioners are. chalged 15 compoundable ;
. . N _:,,:h.' v . . )

therefore, on the acceptance of the GOmprom]se both the

petitions bearing No. 231/BA and. 837/BA are.accepted, and

acpused/petitioner Hameed Ullah, Nazeer Ullall nzir' Nawaz.

(z.w-@’ +F




and Jehalualb are admltted to ball sub;cct to tumibhlno bail
bond 111 the sum of Rs. 80 000/ (Elghty thousand) thh two

B smetles each and In the hke amount to the satlstactnon of thls '

court F11e be 001151gned to 1e001d room after completlon of

- compilation.
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Announced.

108-11-2017

e e et i i
B .«..

|
—
{
-
=

P _...‘_...‘.4.--.m e e

|
B
|
=

*

o pons
(AA D SAR A&Cf/é

Addl: Sessions Judge-XIIL

" Peshawar

EROI B

CERTLFIED 70 BE TRUZ €O

IAE R

- ; 5
AExal Ev": T

Copy‘ ng Agency b;y:wn Cou

- Pestiuwar

Y



