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- BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL
PESHAWAR

SERVICE APPEAL /2023

Jawad, Ex-FC No.910,
Posted at District Court Ghallanai Mohmand.

(APPELLANT)

VERSUS

1. The Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunlchwa, Peshawar.

2. The Regional Police Officer, Mardan Region, Mardan.

3-. The District Police Officer, Mohmand Tribal District.
*

(RESPONDENTS)

APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF THE KHYBER 

PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNALS ACT, 1974 

AGAINST THE ORDER DATED 14.01.2022, WHEREBY 

MAJOR PUNISHMENT OF DISMISSAL FROM 

SERVICE WAS IMPOSED UPON THE APPELLANT 

AND AGAINST THE ORDER DATED 13.06.2022, 
WHEREBY THE DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL OF THE 

APPELLANT HAS BEEN REJECTED AND AGAINST 

THE ORDER DATED 21.07.2023, WHEREBY THE 

REVISION OF THE APPELLANT WAS ALSO 

REJECTED FOR NO GOOD GROUNDS.

I

I
i

s

PRAYER:
THAT ON THE ACCEPTANCE OF THIS APPEAL, THE * 
ORDER DATED 14.01.2022, 13.06.2022 AND 21.07.2023 

MAY KINDLY BE SET ASIDE AND THE APPELLANT 

May be REINSTATED INTO HIS SERVICE WITH ALL 

BACK AND CONSEQUENTIAL BENEFITS. ANY 

OTHER REMEDY, WHICH THIS HONORABLE 

TRIBUNAL DEEMS FIT AND APPROPRIATE THAT, 
MAY ALSO, BE AWARDED IN FAVOUR OF 

APPELLANT.
i

J

' *



RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH: 

FACTS:
1. T hat the appellant was working in the respondent department as FC 

and was performing his duty with great devotion and honesty, 
whatsoever assigned to him and no complaint has been filed against 
him regarding his performing.

That FIR-No.683 dated 12.08,2021 u/s 377-PPC/48/50/53-CPA 
registered against some person, however, the. appellant 
directly charged in that FIR and on the basis of that FIR the appellant 
was placed under suspension with immediate effect vide order dated 
16.08.2021. (Copies of FIR and order dated 16.08.2021 
attached as Annexure-A&B)

1 hat the appellant was arrest in the above-mentioned criminal 
and his bail application was declined by the Honorable Additional 
District & Session Judge Tangi on 28.09.2021. then appellant filed 
bail application in the Honorable Peshawar High Court, which 
accepted on 11.11.2021; (Copies of order dated 28.09.2021 and 
order dated 1 LI 1.2021 are attached as Annexure-C&D)

7
, was 

was not

are

3. case

was

4. That on the basis of above criminal case, the appellant was dismissed 
from service vide order dated 14.01.2022 without communicating
charge sheet to the appellant and without associating him with the 
inquiry proceeding as the appellant was in jail at the time of inquiry 
proceeding if so conducted and charge sheet along with statement of 
allegations were handed to the appellant along with the 
dismissal order. (Copies of charge sheet, statement of allegations
and dismissal order dated 14.01.2022 are attached as Annexure- 
E&F)'

over
i

5. That the appellant filed departmental against dismissal order dated 
, 14.01.2022, which was rejected on 13.06.2022, however, the 

appellant did not keep the copy of departmental appeal which may be 
requisite from the department. The appellant then filed 
05.07.2022, which was also rejected on 21.07.2023 for

■I revision on. 
no good

grounds. (Copies of order dated 13.06.2022, revision and order
dated 21.07.2023 are attached as Annexure-G,H&I)

1

J
•1

6. That the appellant has no other remedy except to file the instant 
appeal in this Honorable Tribunal for redressa:! of his grievance on 
the following grounds amongst others.■1

t
i



m
GROUNDS:

A) That the impugned orders dated 14.01.2022, 13.06.2022 and
21.07.2023 are against the law, facts, nonns of justice and materialon 
record, therefore, not tenable and liable.to be set aside.^

B) That the appellant was never associated with the inquiry proceeding as 
the appellant was in jail during the inquiry proceeding “if so 
conducted” and on this ground alone the impugned orders are liable to 
be set aside.

C) That charge sheet was not communicated to the appellant as the 
appellant was in. jail and charge sheet along with statement of 
allegations were handed over to the-'appellant along with the dismissal 
order and not communicating charge sheet to the appellant before 
passing the impugned dismissal order dated 14.01.2022 is violation of 
law and rules.

D), That no show cause was issued to the appellant before passing the 
impugned order of dismissal from service, which is against the norms 
of justice and fair play.

E) That even the inquiry report was not provided to the appellant “if so 
conduct” against the appellant and not providing the inquiry report to 
the appellant is violation of rule.

F) That the appellant was placed under suspension with immediate effect 
vide order dated 16.08.2021 on the base of criminal case vide FIR 
No.683 dated 12.08.2021 u/s 377-PPC/48/50/53-CPA and the 
department should continue his suspension' till the conclusion of 
criminal case pending against the appellant under Police Rules 1934 
and CSR 194-A, but he was dismissed from service before conclusion 
of his criminal case pending against him, which is clear violation of 
Police Rules 1934 and CSR-194-A and as such the impugned orders 
are liable to be set aside.

G) The appellant was dismissed from service on the basis of criminal 
case vide FIR No.683 dated 12.08.2021 u/s 377-PPC/48/50/53-CPA, 
but he acquitted by the competent court of law on 24.06.2022 in that 
criminal case, therefore, there remain no ground to penalize the 
appellant on the basis of that criminal case. (Copy of judgment dated 
24.06.2022 is attached as Ahnexure-J)

H) That the appellant has not been treated in accordance with- law and 
rules and has been condemned unheard throughout. .

1) I'hat the appellant seeks permission of this Flonorable Tribunal to 
advance others grounds and proofs at the time of hearing.



♦' ‘ I

9 . #

I

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

this appeal, the order dated 14.01.202^, 13.06.2022 and 
21.07.2023 may kindly be set aside and the appellant may be

I service with all back and consequential 
benefits. Any other remedy, wh'ich this honorable
reinstated into his

tribunal
deems fit and appropriate that, may. also, be awarded in favour 

of appellant.
t

APPELLANT
Jawad

THROUGH:I
f

j«
\ (TAIMUR ALI KHAN) 

ADVOCATE HrCH COURT

t

4 #

4

V .
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL
PESHAWAR

SERVICE APPEAL NO. 72023 .

Jawad VS Police Department

AFFIDAVIT

1, Jawad, £x-FC No.910, Posted at District Court Ghallanai Mohmand, 
(Appellant) do hereby.affirm and declare that the contents bf this service . 
appeal are' true and correct and nothing has been concealed from this 
Honorable Tribunal.

(

3/^
DEPONENT
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OFFICE OF THE 
DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER 

MOHMAND TRIBAL DISTRICT ckALLANAI
Emaii:dpomohmand@{jmai| rnrp

(Q 0924-290179 0 0924-2196056

r-

r

\
‘noMNarcMaBmi

■!

i

OFFICE ORDER!

Constable Jawad No.910 of this cistrict. police while posted o-: 
District Court Security. Ghalianai involved/chargeci in case FIR No.683 dated 

12-08-2021 u/s 377-PPC/48/50/53-CPA PS Tang! pistrict Charsadda is her-by 

placed under suspension with immediate effect. . T

His departmental proceedings will be-initiated separately

Disirict|Poiice Officer < 
IjWohmartd Tribal District^51'OB No.

Dated /A /Q8/2n7i

V

...

- .5 ,Z- /HC, dated Mohmand, the /C /Q8/2071. A
y

Cc: *•

• The SP Investigation Mohmand.

• SDPO Upper/DSP HQrs
• EC/OASI/PA/PO

1

i

1

!

i



C( JiJR T OF SVF.O All R aZA-AODITIONAL SESSIONS JUOOE, 
CHARSADDA AT TANGE ..... J____

Date ol* 
order dC 

• proceeding

, erial No. of 
order oF 

I loceedings.

Order,or other Proceedings with Signature oTJudge or 
Magistraie. & that oF parties or counsel when necessary

2. 3
Counsel For the accused/peiitioners and APP For the .slate28:09.202!04

learned couns.ej For the complainant preseni. ArgurneiYisassisledhv

I heard and i;ecord gone through.

By this single order 1 intend to dispose of 05 hail petitions , 

i i.e. BA No.918 moved-by accused/petilioner Ramdad, BA No.9l9

1!

.moved by accused/peiitioner Kashif fshan. BA No.92() moved by 

.aCcused/p.cUiioner Gui Aman. BA, No.92), moved Iw

BA No.923 moved bvaccused/petilioner .lawad • and

; accused/petilioner Sulaiman Shah as all were the outcome of one
1

.sameTIR No.683-dated 12.08.202! u/s 37? PPC/48/50/53 CPAaiK

I of Ta.ngi District Charsadda.
1-

As per brief facts of FIR. at 1830 hours on 09.08:202!•3.i

complain.ml Tlilha reported the matter to the local pc'lice to ihv

effect that some-05 months prior, accused Ramdad and Kashifhad 

taken the complainant to the-vacant house.of one Bacha Khan and

r ■

i

I there ihe above named accused alongwilh Gul Aman. Sulaiman and 

. onc'unknown person was already preseni there. The complainant •' •

I .

I

further reported that accused Kashif and one unknown person

committed sodomy, with the complainant and ihercafter. the ' '*

FA#' -pomplainani Ikd away From the spot. The .accused named above 

hlso.....t-htTaiened the complainant to make viral his videos on soei-al 

.••-.media. The complainant narrated whole the story to the elders of 

this lamily and the Uical. elders patched up themaiier bur even

<

V■!

4 ;
I•! •

jt

1

• •,EJA3474-2021 KASHIF VS TALHApdf



»1

subsequent. thereto the accused shared his video on sociaJ ■
1

media/messenger. Hence the present FIR. 's
J
.) Alter hctiring ihe pro & contrti argumenls jmk! going Llirough 

the iivaihible record -this .court was driven to conclude lhai

4
i

■!,

i
J irrespective of all the other facts or circumstances of the case no 

mala Ide'was; pointed out on the part of the complainant to charge 

all ihe-present accLised/petitioners and most importanily the faclura ' 

of compromise'arrived at between the elders of.both the Sides also '

I

.1

• .1

confirmed the commissioh' of ,the '.offence. .As, regarded the' ,, 

distinction' of role- of.any of the .;accused'/peiit’ioner.s \vho were' 

charged ns initially or subsequently could" only be distingui.shcd.: '

■!

I

1(
'i

during the trial; Another factor of which 'this court' lodhjiotice was .

iliai in a ‘'i-'UKHTOON" society none would atlempf lo desirov his 

own liie. career and future by charging any one for any such like' ' 

act as baseless.as it would first of all cause an irreparable loss to' 

the person or family .of the one attempting to do.so.

In circumstances.all the accused/pelilioners were not found .. ^ 

entitled to the.concession of bail at -le'ast at this stage and the same, 

was-declined.-Requisitioned record be returned while -file of this 

bail petition bc'consigned to the record room a-ficr completion and . 

compilation.

f

1!!
f !
i i

;
i

! r\
Announced:
2X.09.'02r

(
■i

-i , Syefr Ali Ra/a.
Additional District it Ses.sions Judge. 

Charsadda at Tangi.
t:

i
i

ijTEsp;A . V' ■ fI

r“,

ji ■ •;/

E}A3474-202'1 KASHIF VS TALHA.pdf;
■(



b
RFFQRE THE PESHAWAR HIGH COURT. PESHAWARr. '\

^/2021Cr.Misc.(BA}No.__ i

1. KashifS/O Ameer Gulab
2. Ramdad S/O Rehman Gui

R/0 Spinl^y Sily Tangi Distict Charsadda 1. etitioners

Versus ..
1. TalhaS/OAyaz

R/0 Spinky Sily Tangi District Charsadda

■Respondents2. The State

Case FIR Nn. 683. dated: 12-08-20_21 , 
Registered U/Ss: 377 PPC r/w 48/50/53,0PA 

Police Station: Tangi

PETITION !J/S. 497 CR.P.C. FOR REtEAS_E_QJFTHE 

PETITIONERS ON BAIL TILL DECISION OF THEXASE

Respectfully Sheweth: •
A. Thant, the petitioners have been arraigned as coraccuseddn the

12-08-2021captioned case registered at PS- Tangi 
U/S. 377 PPC r/w 48/50/53 CPA vide FIR No. 683.

FIR withbettar couv is aime2ced:"A![

on

B. 'That, the petitioners surrendered before the law and after their 

. committal to jail, applied for release on bail which was declined 
by the learned ASJ, Tangi vide order dated 28-09-2021.

Copy o f hai! application is 
Copy of order dated 28-09-2021 /a;

'Now, the petitioners^beg leave to sedk their bail in this 

august Court, inter-alia on the following grounds;

Grounds:

B the record depict that no-.offence, whatsoever, has
axe, a

ecsmise
been committed and for long run.and grinding his own 
false storyhas been on aired by the complainant party.

'Becaiuise, the petitioners are quite innocent and have been
dragged in the instant frivolous charge for ulterior modye^^d 

scoring domestic grudges.
BA3474-2021 KASHIFVS TALHA.pdf

II.

TED
Pes^^ir Hi^Courc •

.



■V.

Judgment Sheet
IN THE PESHAWAR HIGH COURT, 

PESHAWAR
(Judicial Department)

Cr.M/BA No,3454-P/2021

Jawad..Vs,.Talha & The State

11.11.2021. •Date of hearing:
Mr. Muhammad Waqar, Advocate, for the petitioner.

Mr. Kamran Murtaza, AAG, for the State.

Mr. Arif Ullah, Advocate, for the complainant.

JUDGMENT

SYED ARSHAD ALL J. Through this common order, this

Court shall decide the instant Cr.M/BA No,3454-P/2021

filed by petitioner, namely, Jawad son of Fazal Wadood and

connected Cr.M/BA No.3457-P/202i filed by petitioners.

namely, Suleman Shah son of Liaqat Shah, and Gul Aman

son of Mustaqeem, Cr.M/BA No.3474 filed by petitioners.

namely, Kashif son of Ameer Gulab and Ramdad son of

Rehman Gul, as all the petitions have arisen out of case FIR

No.683 dated 12.08.2021 under section 377 PPC r/w

section 48/50/53 .CPA registered at Police Station Tangi

District Charsadda.

2. Accused/petitioners have been charged, for
. . ' ' ' i

committing sodomy on, minor Talha aged about 13/14 years

for which the FIR ibid was registered against them.

» 3. Arguments heard and record gone throu^.

o

i

'Qfiz^tED
'P^MINER

Court .



2mSp/

Perusal of record shows that complainant I’alha 

lodged report against the accused/petitioners, on 

12.08.2021 whereas the occurrence has taken place, five 

(05) months before the registration of the FIR. Moreover, 

there is no medico-legal report to support the version of 

the complainant. Thus, the evidentiary value of the oral 

testimony of the complainant is to be determined by the 

trial Court after recording the evidence'. The investigation 

in the case is complete ^d the accused/petitioner is no 

required, for turther. investigation in the case.. 

Besides the above, learned counsel for ^e complainant 

stated*at the bar that the matter has been compromised 

between the parties and they have.no objection on the 

release of the accused/petitioners.

Keeping' in

applications are accepted and accused/petitioners 

aihnitted to bail provided they furnish bail bonds in the 

sum of Rs.300,000,/- (rupees three lac) each with tw'o 

sureties, each in the like amount to the. satisfaction of 

Iljaga/Duty Judicial Magistrate who shall ensure that the 

. sureties are local, reliable and, men of means.

These are the reasons of my short order of the

4.

more

view the above, all the bail

are

.V

6.

even date.

Announced
11.11.2021

JUDGE
~Hui'UeMr. SfidAnheJ AllisB) r- -‘fxMn4M:s5Sf.

(TesWJJyiifin oi pj.'U'ylio.ii... 

........

feo.

.......................
•;m' 111' t

• -I' 'V-livL'fv

TRL'ECOPY •4 CEi^TlFIED TyO B

Pcsns><vyry<>«6^ (Zour: . P<-;Ah;:iyv.-if 
I - Ai tide- 3 .

*v.ls4

...6Z..-..q1:Z>Z 202.3
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THR ACT, SHEET UNDER KPK?OLICEMLESjJ222--- ------------------------------------- ; ^ ^ ^

I Mr. Salah-ud-Din Kundi, District Police Officer, Mohmand, as competent

anthnrity hprphy charge you Constad/e Jawad No. 910, as follows.

That you Constable Jawad No. 910 of the District Policej while posted at District 
Court Security Ghallanai involved/charged in case FIR No. 68j3 dated 12-08-2021 
377-PPC/48/50/53-CPA PS Tangi District Charsadda. Yoiir such act is highly 

objectionable, against norms of discipline force and earning bad name for the 

department.

il) Being a part of a uniform force this act shows gfoss misconduct on this part.

jjectionable arid againstBeing a member of discipline force, such act is highly q 

the norms of discipline force.
This amount to grave misconduct on your part, warranting Departmental action

against you as defined in section-6{l)(a) if the KPK Police Rules lp75.

1. By reason of the above, you appear to be guilty of niisconduct under sectio.n 

02{lll) of the KPK Police Rules 1975 and das render hour jself-ltable to all or any of 

the penalties as specified in section 04(1) a.8t b of the saic

2. You are therefore, directed to submit your written defense within (07) days of the

receipt of the Charge Sheet to the Enquiry Officer. j

3. Your written defense, if any should reach to the erjquiry officer within the 

specified period, in case of failure, it shall be presumed that you have no defense, 

to put-in and in that case an ex-parte action shall follow ^gainst you.

4. Intimate, whether you desired to be heard in person.

rules.

I

Diskici'PoIice Officer, 
\ Mohmand,



OFFICE OF THE DISTRICT ^OLICE OFFICER
MOHMAND\

PHONE no.0924-2901 79 Fax 0924-290056

nisniPLIMARY ACTION UNDER KI»K POLIICE RUi.ES-1975

1, Mr. Salah-ud-Dm Kundi. District Police Officer. Mfhmand, as competer^t

that Constable Jawad No. 910 ha| rendered hinnself liable 

he has committed the following acts/omissions within the
authority am of the opinion 

to be proceeded against as 

meaning of section-02 (iii) of KPK Police Ruies-1975.

j^TATEMENt OF ALLEGATION^
That' Constable Ja5«ad.N^ai0 of the District Police frhile posted at District

court security Ghallanai invoived/charged in case FIB No. 6^3 dated 12-08-2021 u/s
377-PPC/48/50/5S-CPA PS Tangi District Charsadda. Hi? such act is highly
objectionable, against norms of a disciplined force and earning bad name for e 

«
department.

II) Being a part of a uniform force this act shows gross njisconduct on this part.

member of discipline forced, such act is highly Objectionable and against

his part, warranting departmental action

Being a
the norms of discipline force.

This amounts to grave miscoiiduct on
against him.

For the purpose

%
of. the said

hereby deputed to conduf.t

proper departmental enquiry against the aforesaid official, aj contained in section-6 

(l)(a) of the afore mentioned rules. The enquiry officer after completing all proceedings

shall submit his verdict to this office within stipulated period of (10) days.

Constable lawad No. 910 is directed to appear before ^he enquiry officer 

time and place fixed by the (enquiry officer). Charge she^t is attached herewith

of scrutinizing the conduct

Mr.

.-:V

on the

date,

District PoUce Officer, 
I Mohmand.

N.-i /PA: dated.Mohinindthej5_y_/^20&l.

Copies for information to the: 4 4-
1. Enquiry Officer of the District Mohmand Jp

proceedings against the accused under the poi

is direckt'Mo

initiate departmental
Disciplinary Rules, 1975 read with amendments 2014. |

appear before the Enquiry officer on the date, time S

time & fixed by thd enqt.iry for2.
Place fixed by the Enquiiy Officer for on the date

the purpose of enquiry proceedings.
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OFFICE OF THE 
DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER 

MOHMAND TRIBAL DISTRICT GHAtLANA!
' '' Rmail-flpnrnQhmand(5)gmail.com 
Ph:,0924-290179 . Fax: 0924-290056

.■Mi]

ORDER.

'f'his order will dispose-off ihe.inquiry proceeding apinst FC Jawad-No. iilO 

■ with the allegations that he while posted at District Court Ghallanai was chaiged 

yide FIR No. 683, dated 12.03.2021 u/s 377PPc-48-50-53CPA PS Tangi District 

Charsadda. ' . • .

To scrutinize the conduct of the delinquent official, he was issued chaige.

entrusted to Mr. Shakecisheet together with statement of aiiegation & inquiiy 

Ahmad (3P Investigation)'vide this office letter No. 24.67-69/PA, dated 19,10.2021

was

■ The inquiry' officer after fulfilling all legal and coda! formalities, the alleged 

. constable w'as found at fault, however, recommended for Major Punishment.

Districjt Police Officer,.Based on the above 1 Salah-ud-Din Kundi,
Mohmand being the competent authority and exercise of power vested in 

under the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Government Servant (Efficiency & DiscipUne)

me

rules 2011, hereby awarded him Major Punishment of Dismissal from the
f

service with ixhmediate effect.

Distrik Police Office.e 
Mohmand Tribal Dish Sec

OB No.
. Daiea fU /01/2022,-

T

U - (^-> 3 dated Mohmand the; /01/2Q22/PA• No.

Copy forwarded to the:
. Regional Police Officer, Mardan for favor of kind information 

. HC/E.C./FMC.

• ' Pay Officer • •

please.

i

I



ORDER.I
I

This order wiji d'spose-off the departmental appeal preferred by t t- - 
Constable Jawad No. 910 of Mohmand District Police against the order of Distri:' 

Police Officer, Mohmand, whereby he

5

awarded major punishment of dismissal 
Trom sen/ice vide OB:-No. 1132 dated 14.01.2022. The appellant was proceeded 

- against departmentally on the allegations that he while posted 

. Ghallani was
at District Court,

charged in case FIR No. 683 dated 12.08.2021 U/S 377/48/5b/53-CPA
Police Station Tangi District Charsadda.

Proper departmental enquiry proceedings were initiated against him. 
He was .issued Charge Sheet alongwith Statement of Allegations and the then 

Superintendent of Police Investigation, Mohmand was nominated ■

The Enquiry Officer after fulfilling codal formalities submitted his findings 

found the delinquent Ofticia! guilty of misconduct 

punishment.

as Enquiry Officer, 

wherein ■ 
and recommended him for major

He was issued Finaf Show. Cause Notice to which his reply 
received and found unsatisfactory. Hence, he 

dismissal from Service vide OB: No. 1132 dated 

Officer, Mchmand.

was
was awarded major punishment of 

14.01.2022 by the District P.l!'cc

Feeling aggrieved from the order of District ,Police Officer. Mohmar d, 

the appellant preferred the instant appeal. He was summoned and heard in person 

Orderly Room held in this office on 03.06.2022.

From the perusal of the enquiry file and service record of the appelianr, 
it has been found that the allegations against the. appellant 

beyond any shadow of doubt. Being a member of disciplined/uniformed force, th. 

involvement of the delinquent Officer in such like immoral activities brought 

for entire Police force in the eyes of general public, besides affecting 

members of Police, force. Moreover, the appellant was under obligations to 

safeguard/protect the honor/dignity of the public irrespective of their gender but =n 

the instant case the appellant himself indulged in immoral activities which is totail,' 

against the norms of disciplined force. Hence, the retention of appellant in Police 

Department will stigmatize- the prestige of entire Police Force. Besides, the case of' 

the appellant is sub-judice before the trial court ahd during the course of personal 

hearing, he could not present any cogent justification to warrant interference in the 

order passed by the competent authority. Hence, the very conduct of appellan: is

c.

have .been proved

a bau
name

other-V



i
4

j

, 5

unbecoming of a disciplined Police Officer Therefore, the order passed by tne 

competent authority does nov warrant any interference:
Keopinp in view the above, , I, Yaseen Farooq, PSP Regional P ; ; 

Officer, Mardan, being the appellate authority, find no substance in the appeal,
therefore, the same is rejected and riled, being devoid of merit. 

Order Announced.

Regional Police O^ 

Mardan.
fsf ct:*,

kUA hs m^2.No. _/ES, Dated Mardan the
Copy forwarded to District Police Officer, Mohmand for information .and

necessary w/r to his office Memo:.No. 679/DPO/M dated 01.04.2022. His service 

record is returned herewith.

I

> .

-V-

>•

1.



f \ ^
'P Revision Petition Before AiG KhvberF^akhtunKhwa

1. That the petitioner constable Jawad No. 910 

posted at District Court Security at Gliaiianid
' falsely

was •
\

andAgency
involved/Impiicated in Case FIR: Wo., b8J Dated,

48,50/53 CPA PS

wasMohmand

12-08-2021 U/S 377 PPC 

Tangi District Charsadda.
.f '•

2. That thereafter DPO Mohmand Sijspendec.i itini, 
'and initiated departmental proceeding and iater on 

constable Jawad was dismissed from service vide 

order dated 14-01-2022,

Of order and’ (Copy
proceeding are Attached)

3. That the petitioner Challenged the order ot DPO 

before DIG Mardan fhrough Deparirnenial appeal 
' .but the same was rejected vide order Liated 

06-2022.

1. Or 'j

: (Copy of DIG order Attached),

4. That the FIR .was registered by the complainant 
with delay of 5 month without any explanation 

delay. .

iOi'

(Copy of FIR is attached).

That the petitioner namely . Jawed Was Not 
charged in the FIR.

.5.

T>

c/t> p Th^if thp statement of Gornpiairiant/Victirn laiha



/r

/

i
Cross Examination that Accused .iinv./aoduring

was not charged in the FIR nor later, on lie was
the strength of these statement■ Gharged and on 

Accused Jawad was acquitted from the charged 

leveled against him by the court of Addmonal 
Judge Tangi Vide order Dated 24'06-Session

2022.

7. That the petitioner was dismissed from service 

before the acquittal order'and after acquittal trorn 

r competent court, now he is entitle to be reinstated.
I

/
it is therefore respectfully Prayed that on
acceptance of this revision,petition the order 

of DPO and DIG may kindlv be set aside ano
be re itfsiated in tothe petitioner may .kindly 

service with ail back beneii!,.s
•I

Petitioner 

Jawad FC No.

r-f- .*
O';

I

!

.)

j

i.



OKiMCKOKTlII':
[iNsn'XTOR cknkral of poi.icr:

KIIVIIFI? PAKIITUNKHWA 
I’FSIMWAU.

I •

OKilKR

This (M'cicr is hcrchv passed (o ciispc'sc oi'Kevisifin I’clilioi/under Rule 11-A (h’ KluTer 

•i’aiJuniikluwi Reliec Ixiile-ih"/.^ (amended siihmilRxl I'A-F’C' Jnwad No. hlO. The peiill(Uiei- was Me

•'-as dismissed inuu service hv OIT^ Mnhmaiifl-'.'ide No. 1 I }?_. dalcd 14.01.202?. -en l.lie al.lee.aliens ihal 

■Ir' ^'-iule Disiriel ("ourl (lhallani was cha!-<.',etl m ease. No. (iK,2. d;iled l2.0K'.?02l ii.T .'77AT‘‘l/.'-'n/TT-('I'.d 

;‘S'i ans:i Oisiriei Charsadda, ' ' - ,

’i'hc Aiipellalc Aiilhcu'ily i.c. RPOMardan rcjeclcd lusappcal vide orderlmdsi: No, 41 l.'-'TS.

aied ] 2:0A.2()22.

N-leeiiii'.’. oCAppclIale Moard was held,on 02.OA.202.4 wiicrcin pciilioncr was heard in* person, 

i’eliiioi'iei ijonleiuled liial he was inncieenl.

• - !R-rusal ofenciuir} papers reveals d'lal ihc allegalH’ins Ic'-elcd againsl the pelilioner.ha\^e been

ereoed. Nnrine hearing, pciilioncr failed lo advance any plausible explanalitui in rchullaNoi ,lhe charges. 

; hr Hoard .sees; no iiroiind and reasons foracccplance ofhrs pelilion; ihercfore. Ihe Hoard decide<! dial his 

aiiion is-hereh\ Reieeled. . ,

Sd/- ■ .
Ri/WAN AIANAOOR, PSi> 

Additional Inspector (ieneral of Ihdiee. ; 
I [Qrs; Kliyhcr Pakhuinkhwa. Peshawar.i

V''r,rS.'e dT)23. •/2.7. daled .Pcshawai'.-lhe

('opv-of die above is forwarded IH ihe;.

I.. Regional Police Ofilcer., Mardan. Service Roll and 0)ne Fuji Ndissa! of Ihe aho\ e named Pa 

• i'T received vide vour ofllee Memo: No. ,s7‘)A/P'.S. daled 40.OX.2022 is relurneil hi.avAid

t
■ i

for v(nir idTice reee-rd
i

2. i )islriel Police (llTicer. Mohmand.

' .4 h'.iP ,epal. Kh)'her iP'ikhtunklwva,' Peshawar.

4, PA lo AddI: ICiP/1 IQrs:,l<hyher Pakhlunkhwa. Peshawar, 

.s. PA lo f)ICr/l tOrs; Khyher Pakhlunkhwii, Peshawar.

0. I’A lo Repislrar.Cl’n Peshawar.

7.' nflu'i'Snpdi: I • - fV (d‘'() lh,'sha\\'ai‘.

)

1

/"■

“)
'9 ■

AIG/P'.slahlishnumi. 
f r Inspector (ieiji-^TTl .(.'f f'oliec'. 
Kl vher Pakhliinkh.\\a. I'c-ihaA'ar

I) PS Im TT.-w/



/

■/

V SuiLcA's ’<cishil>
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TW-li covn v OF SHAH WAL! .
ADDITIONAL SESSIONS JUOG1^ C H A D I>te:\'(

/ SC No.2 of 2022
y UlP'■ £\

;■-.

l;-aA
TTANG I. I'

S^!L■-?.

r-y
"V.’ O,.

/■•••, .;■,( \C:asc File N0.62/SC of 2022A: ^5-..
•.T

I •••
■ Dale of iiisiiuiiionA' ■■-.'■ .:i)2:.; \'.M

\
[)alc elf ! )ccisi('ii

7 : D'^0
’H •

alliLi S/o ,'\yaz R/'o -Spiiiky .Silty ■Teh;:'il Ijiip! .

......... .(('('inphiinani i

Slaic ihroLigh

sy t fOis-ti'ict Chai-.sadda....... ..

Versus ,

fl)., knsh.il S/(i .Amir Gulah, (2). Sulaiman S/o Lia.qai. (/■) Jnwad 

S/c\ Fazal. VVacfi'.Hkand (4), CT.il Aman So'MosLaqcem R.20 Spmky 

Sil.ly-Tehsii Tangi Disiriot Caarsadda

ij

S ;. IF •
■A'-i f- ;• d

1=l-Ao^ If: ' <' ' 1;.^
(/Accused).1 .;pm I

. CASE FIR NC.)..d83 dated 1 2.08.202 1 u/s 377 PPG OF lAALiCH 
STAddON TANG^ OISTRiCT CHARSAPDA. "

.0' A
j

.1,.

1C‘-- /A f ■

M I pj'der
^.06.2022

.Id4-: -■

/■A.;i'k'iFf

|CAr::x|
L V * ■

i: . Accu;.-:ed Rashif, Gul Aman, Sulaiman Shah'and Javvad on

bail- prcseni. Sr.id^- for the state present!■lA.f-
:'\V

R
Through ihis Order,'! intend' to dispose of an application u/sA

2Ad-K Cr.RC ihmiited. Ivy the accused Kashif, Gid- '.Aman.'ei

Sulaiman Shah and .lawad- for their acquittal in '.lie instant case

registered agamsi him vide l;d.R No.683 dated ,1 2.08.202 I u/s 37,7 • '
I

•> SdAim.b District C-'orsadda. •

O'-:': v • The prosecution stOfg'.as per contents of I' AR i,: quii .'m
.'A.

4
(ib'.Ub 2021.at I S A) hours, coinplamniu T'alha reperttd ili.,'. mat’er lo- 

uheglyVral |io!icv le die effeci that some 05 months'lu-ior, iu-'-e-nitc Ci> 

aecu.scd Ramda'.: and.' Kastuf had taken the complaiivm! lo die-

! P ;i - /

.i-C-
lO.

U'U-5 -. • •o

-v-r

A
A'
'a''t
^2'

*■

• -L'. •.
'smsmmm
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•*. .
y

:8K-
I

\;i(:ani. house (W t\nc B.acha Khan and •'iherein ihc aecusetl (iui-S'

Vrj
Anuiir. Suliiinian and one iinknown accused .was aiicad\- prc-soiil 

tlicre: lhai.ihcacetiscd Kaslfif rind

i!-"i;
f

• f.

unkn('\\:p'accused C'.> laiiiucdone

sodiiiny \ci-ih '.he-cnniplainaiil and ihcrcalUT.-ihc Ci-iiipratNani'Ilc'J 

a'.vjN li'om ilu' sp'u; ihai ihc accused nahicd al

I ;
\ \i'

■ \ 'love atsi\ ;r:'c iiciiv.d

iUrdc: .'nd

\
J. 1

me Coa-ij'.iarnaia u> make \-iral lii> \uicn on-J

\ ■\
■\

•accused were tn\uin'c ihc vOinplaiaani yloi' ihc'' c<\iu- l:!---- .‘(5
• ■ ^

\
t

'•'.‘dani\-; ihal lii C'MUpiainani j:*-! Ic I up a-nd rmdci die '■I • 4 a • 1 j't I,!.''',!•

• • !i..rt a.lcd ihc h-da: cldciV of his laiuil'.; liiai ap-'C ■.\lii.i'!
5

I. *

I

d r‘.- SI I iiai n-a a ■ .i\aicvi an* I Ik‘ cUicr paii_a-i 

c^'Clt suhscuucnl dicrclu-iic';I K'di-^cd -iMircd iu'^ ak . ■ ■ ....?.

■ ’media, iiKC'-scayci'. ihci'cTorc. i'lK was rccisicicd. u ..'u-c.:r3i

y.a• I\ *.
ad . i;-vi!uiaicd h;' alic comidaanaui ialici 'I

. ■ i- III'

• (/ . .I onlcmcuiar-.- '-i.iicniL-ni rcc'^rdcd -u ! o I d'j Y’ { . r,v ; ■■ 1.-; ■;•ai [•

: iowxwcr: lU) siaicmcrii was k.a.a'rdcd us ioJ (V.!’’.! ' ra di; 'Vspe. i.;I .

I'Ciory Ihc learned Judicial ■iVla.gisiVaic as on Vccord such
I.

• siaicmcnl.is a\'ailah!c.-1
1

I
4.- Alter-cctaiplelion ol'iiivcstigaiion, S.l l:,0' suhmitled cc nple'te .. 

cjiallan under .seclion !7a Ci:.P(' which .vsas'onirusied lo iht.- 

Accused on bail appcarbd'hclorc'ihc-Courr and iil'lef coiiipli.mec oj . ■ 

ot Secimn JbD-C Cf I’C, cliargo against die aocu.'-(:;;i was

I

.OLiri.

I.

■ .r . :

SI on
A.nr - ST

t -j

, li-anied on 23.n2.C!)22 lo Whiih ihcy pleaded not guiliv and Claimed ' ■
V

'’"hcrealiei'.'V ca.se . uai . fixed, for- proscciiMon ; e\ alencc..

i-v-cPPise^einion lill daic'.produced only t\yo vvitncsse.s i.c. coin|:!ainaui■■'A/
'.u .•*.

tMKh ‘ *!

1

...i 1
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r
V.s Kashi(■*;;

SCNo.2of2022

I'alha and Muhammad. Riaz and, were examined 

of PW is as iinclei';- -

r.

as PW-,i & 2. The: i' ■

Muhamnicid Riaz 

■ on victin) To!ha 

dispute, with 

ihe locality patched

\
vua. examipcd as PW-di. ydo stated that

/Hat th'ev have

\ar 1,

IS dlls paternal nephew;

Ram dad and Rah mat Oul and the ciders of

\
■ K-S ■ ■ one '1

vp the 'matter between them
on- the

condition that whoever violate the
compromise will he fined •

Rs.SOO,()()(}/-; (hat the.i

tton of Rahmal Gvl namely Pamdad ■
has commined sodomy with thet* •

son of A var namely Tcilha 

through - messenger video, due to^ and uploaded the 

^ ■which they defamed -them 

for this

same

and menially dlsturhed the n: that 

suhrnifed an 

s^ ayainst ih( ahnve '

purpo.vc-he and [other of Talha

apfl icaiioii ■ to the OP(j for proceedtno 

t^aid aeensed: that his application i
/.V PXPWp/j.

ovei in.'

w.as worn at the tmu 

posscssurn Hiftn/oi, 

'ccufodJaemr

/•mt\-t on
Jhc; that nr Ij/s

prescuce Tallur handei! 

yannenn po the-police, which he
i.'^ne /

'/(
ip : e. which wen taken 

‘oenur (hat he eharyed th 

comunfsif,,! nfnffena.

nno
l\\ 'f>V'(7T

C' I
I „• h- ' the

dd.

f'YM e.xanmicd cw PW'.f //, 

to the makino

Cio;i; ■■

■in.- ip'pncaluti: /.) i,_
, uncle, th

-Xind Ramdad took him 

Khan du

-onrrence hdd taken plaeo; thru(■ O.i

arensfd K ,•>/;//

!<■ tin cacam house at 

''vtmre thd'l 'deceitful 

Romda-d and Rahman C

■an means. I'• '<] - d i.-.i /
I

-anti miler n or.
■y .

j^on. Suiamum .Shah and 

present over tin 

xUh him and when (he

one unkn'nwn percon i,
■! ■\, t

■re: then accused. Ramdad'

of other accused

■nt (mmmiucii hmioniv ' 

came, he ' run

■■'■■■■... ■■■.■■4 .v^
ip: h. turnrv ■

Cfyayfrom there: that late■ ',V

on accused Ramdad cm. / IR ihmaii 

for .uploading his naked

R ■
c J*

ffj-dl ihrcotcned' him 
. . .

f- Co;-'/
--idea and■iXsC

(■On-.peliing him for mma/urai lust,-upon whigh he
norriUed

V

V ( I-' a g c;I

Iwmm-m
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/•// A7r;/;i fo ;/u- 

Ihclorciiv palchcd 

ihc (!('(

■ '’^nnciv^ Mnh

(i('lii)ii

p!)Ji('i\ wijiiP

i

'■!' clui^rs and ih'cn ip 

''(p ih.c njnpcr hm. mspuc (>! ' f'‘>!pr(jni;.^c
impp- '^^cd Raivdnd and Rohm

(in;an
[■ ,;■ . ■/ f('n.'n\ r

■-■I'-" ■ rkaidin ihcrcjnrr.;v
('■nn\ /;/•■' ■

f
i

ainnuii. c ■ii( (>l>pi;i \
■ r: '. /- I

\ll'(’orrusrn.lh,,, \o-uia,: '-r/:-;./-/ /M

/A( D!pniciic.d mid 'iXacpii ,1 A;,/ ,\'

;
\

■HV/.V
■ T

i> %
■A/A’- •%

(Z'

ciccNscd: ihat ih P^'«^<^orf,cu,l um,,rci,ar,d,i,r

rnsjnnrc mu! pi,iiiu,i,nn: lhPi.hr '

L
I' . Ji';' m dihis

d-s hi in, ii , /( ! I.\ •( m \

he hod ni- /he
• d/ne 

' .for the

r- ('during,

.!

(■<‘ninissinn o/p/Jence.I ••
.'i

course or evidence,, learnerl
I coLinsc-, !br the

ii(-'C(Jscd SLibmiKcdI'-
c^'PplictUpn Li/s 265'-K Cr. Pian.■:V

on 2: .06.2022i .

lor the.'v

.acqi!ii|;i) iiraccused, 

‘■''0 pi’osecLitioii

"oi.iGe ql said application^ 

Argunienls of (he learned

r;
was ^tivcn ID

counsel (or accu.sed and
Junior pp ibrihe Slai

have 3een already heard and 

perusal of the record,. ,t transpires, thai

1.' •.■ c
record perused.

6 ^i'om the i-

■-•reused •
• . ^^reing trial

"'ere charged by the 

sodomy .with hnn and for rr

coinprainani-Talha for, 

uploading naked- video

con: r,.lilting

.1 . on. social.
mediaie/mcsseii"

Cl.':

7 Record re\ca)s that FfR 

^^^'^Lirrence has heen sliown 

Prea- to lo(ig,ngM.|<.,v,ihoii(

was -lodged on 09..0N -202 I 

heve lahciT place some ()s rn.nihs 

yexplanaiioM in tl,rb

wl'i'e the-
I

-to

ar
i'eS]x:Ci. •

uoi dirccily charged 

oricncc.

y ( 4Arlnimedbr accused ilau-ad

hayihe.' '
of '’I'Icnccorsodomy/Linrialural

I." 'vva.---
I ‘'"c ooniplainani laua „n.;!

"1 Jus staicnicni
i) s. t. »

I i
-V . '.re

0
i:
i: - "I-

■tre -PIim ----------- T;V7tT?
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16 ( Cr.P.c:I

6608-,2C:!)on
t9

^'■ny source or sM.sI.eln.i. ^ 

‘^‘■'ilipfainani. in (h's 

Mcihainmad. Riay

M:ilemen[ ,(i/s 16.4 Cr.j^G of the 

on case file.'PW-|

•iy: • :
mm '■'-'spccl ts

■ ./O'^nlablc
I >

tfLinng his

001 charged ihe 

r admitted

charged accused Jawad Sim,lari

cross •
c.vani,nalion.adm,|ied thtit in his

accused Jawad fbr 

doii later

».
application he has 

- ol offence. He, furth.e

Ir

die .ccmmission ofIp; . I..- .
1:r

‘hi he has-not also 

lalha durinp

•I

y,
complainant •'

cross Examination also 

accused Jawad for the o

admitted that he 

cpmmi.ision.oroffencc.

dy bis:uncle

1. has not charged the•h >
•V,. .

7^ I'lc; furihc
idiiiitied that tlr ch.,, app 1 ica t ion s'u bm i 11e.d:e

to •the OPCf CharsaddaV they had■1- -
inot charged accused ,l,:iwad and 

y- No Idcnlificatinn parade

pc ••
•^I'oilarly he ha

feyd-' y -
w:. W-rofWUh

ii'ii charged him laier

'■«Declorace„sedJawad-.v 'in
'■^'as conducted.

I'-cm during'
0 'PVV-I, i^'hilTammad

I crossI■' V;.
Criminal on also '1

' admiaed ilu
‘ocusod fuing trial ^^^cre eharge.l n i-h'e l')asis o(

iir'iss Cfiaminmion '.hai ih

(
^tispicion..Hch„-(,i^,

■ .Slated during
S'

''Ecused facing 

"inoconec. PW. j

trial through "'Sa satisbcd.ihcm[ft

dui'ma

= ''hicelinn on iht' :

cr( )s> cmtiiiinatuin al.s ^'''‘cd :h,i ■ I
■.« I'U'.; a \ eI.

’cpuiiiai (1 as ;h^.., Irp. f^'

'■■'it IS I led (hem titeir innocc’-(
-c. fie lurthcr staled diat iha

\ 'ire 11.V
./ y.- oiore intercsicd i
't'-f- " ' . •

in pursuing (he.case lor the i

' U-'d hy (he ;
1.

y o ere sao s
'CCuscd 'rI. V cyarding (heirg: • ; iniKieen.-.-IV ■i • In 'the sank' w; G i“’niplainaiH Tali, 

Nf accoscdeicin

I . P \\/
'^f'^lion adiniiied th.-

trial 'v\ere eh; 
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