S.No.

Court of ‘

JForm-A.

R U

" FORM OF ORDER SHEET.

B

Implementation Petition No. __595/2023

Bate of order
proceedings

2

24.08.2023

file be requisitioned. AAG has noted ihe next datgs.

Qrder or other proceedings with sipnature of judge |

The implementation petition of Mr. Isfan ithan is |
submitted today by Mr. Saaduliah Khan Narwat
Advocate. lt-is fixed for implementation report before

Single Bench at Peshawar on 28 0% 202> Crriginal

By the order of Chairman

REGISTRAR

L




BEFORE THE KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

E-P# D 75—' K03

Misc Pett: No.___ ,/2023.
IN
S.A. No. 1861/2032

Irfan Khan ' versus DPO & ()therst—{
INDEJX

S.# - Description of Documents ‘g!\nneL( Page

1. | Memo of Misc Petition | 1-3

) |

2. | Copy of Appeavl dated 16-12-2022 , “A 4-9

3. | Copy of Judgment dated 12-07-2023 “B” 10-15
4. Compliance letter dated 16-08-2023 o 16

Applicant

Through ' 3

| SN !
Saadullah Khan Marwat) |
Advocate :
21-A [Nasir Menalon

Shob Bazar, Peshawar.
Dated: 24-08-2023 . 10300-5872676




.

BEFORE THE KPK SERVICE TFK TRIBUNAL PE‘SHIA\NAR

E P 57 /2023

MISC ett:No._ /2023

S.A. No. 18’61/2022

Iran Khan S/O Jehangir Khan,

Sub-Inspector, Police Line,

Charsadda .

....................... Appellant
YERSUS
| %

1. District Police Officer,

Charsadda. s
2. Regional Police Officer, ‘ !

Mardan Region Mardan.
3. Provincial Police Officer,

KP, Peshawar . .. .. e e e e e e Respondents

APPLICATION FOR IMPLEMENTATION OF THE

JUDGMENT DATED 12 07-2023 OF THE HON'BLE

" TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR:

Respectfully Sheweth:

1. That on 16-12-2022, applicant filed Service Appeal before this-
hon’ble Tribunal to restore the rank of Sub-Inspector with all;
consequential benefits. (Copy as annex “A”)

2. That the said appeal came up for hearing on 12-07-2023 and then:
the hon’ble Tribunal was pleased to hold that:-

“We convert major punishment awarded to the appellant of
reversion to rank of As:sistant Sub-Inspector from’ Sub-
Inspector into minor pehalty of ssfopbage of two annual
increments with accumuiative effect”. (Copy as annex "B")



That on 16-08-2023, applicant as well as Registrar of the hon'ble

Service Tribunal remitted the judgment to respondents for
compliance but so for no favorable action was taken there and then

and the judgment of the hon’ble Tribunal was put in a waste box.
(Copy as annex “C")

That thé respondents are not complying with the judgment of the
hon’ble- Tribunal in letter and spirit and flouts the saine with
disregard, so are liable to be proceeded against the Contempt of -
Court Law for punishment.

It is, therefore, most humbly requested that the judgment
dated 12-07-2022 of the hon'ble Tribunal be complied with hence
forthwith. | '

OR |

In the alternate, respondents be proceeded for !coni:empt of

court and they be punished in accordance with Law.

Applicant

Through /1 y
—r ' Dna

Saadullah Khan Mar,»_Tvat
W

Arbab Saif-ul-Kamél

é_gi‘z__j\‘f; :,.

. Amjad Nawe?
Dated: 24-08-2023 Advocates

e oo s e ey et o A e
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AFFIDAVIT

——

I, Irfan Khan S/O Jehangir Khan, Sub-Inspector 'Pc;Iic:e Line
Charsadda (Applicant), do hereby solemnly affirm and declare that
contents of Implementation Petition are true and correct to the

~best of my knowledge and belief.
' )
4 < | | )
) ' )

DEPONENT

ERTIFICATE:

As per instructions of my client, no such like Implernentationf_
‘Petition has earlier been filed by the appellant before this Hon’ble f_

Tribunal. .
/l-_-‘n\g}« Ao

ADVOCATE
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BEFORE KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

S.A No. JR6[ /2022

Irfan Khan S/0 Jehangir Khan,
Ex Sub-Inspector / SHO,
Police Station Prang,

District Charsadda, Now
Assistant Sub-Inspector

FRP Hgrs: Peshawar . . . ..o vvv it eeeeeenns Appel

District Police Officer, ;o

Charsadda.

. " Regional Police Officer,
- Mardan, Region Mardan.

. . Provincial Police Officer,

KP, Peshawar

PLC=>RLK=0RL=00<C=>®

lant

....... e i, . Respondents

APPEAL L U/S 4 OF SERVICE TRIELUNAL ACT, 1974

AGAINST QOB. l\O 265 DATEQ ﬁ 03-2022 OF R, NO.
01 WHEREBY MAJOR PUlN][SHMENT OF‘REVEIRSION]

|
TO THE RANK OF ASSISTANT SUB-INSPECTOR FROM'

___..—._..._-______——.

THE RANK OF SUB-INSPECTOR WAS IMF’OSEQ UPO_NI_

HIM OR OFFICE ORDER NO, ﬁ,!§2-9  / ES 5> DATED
|
06- 2022 OF R. NO. 02 WHEREBY IDEP’ARTMEN

2 3
TAI.

‘APPEAL OF APPELLANT WAS REJE(‘TED OR OFI"[(.!.

l
;SPECIFIED FOR TWO _YEARS FOR NC LE

G AIL

'REASON.
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b/ o 2

Respectfully Sheweth;

That on 05-01-2022, Mst. Fehmida wife of Wisal R/o Saeed Gul
Quarters Charsadda submitted application to appellant, that Wasif
S/0 Mujahid R/O Gulabad Sardheri without permission entered in
to her house started altercation, became annoyed, beatéd her and
open pistol.and threatened for killing. He be arrested and legal
action against him be taken. The said application was marked to

ASI Fazal Nabi for necé'ssary action on the said date| (Copy as
annex “A") | '

That on 17-01-2022, Murasla was scribed by ASI Wajid:Khan at
DHO Hospital Charsadda under section 302/34 PPC for killing the
sald Mst. Fehmida and Mst. Amina. Bacha Khan S/o Aslam Khan
Kashlf S/o0 Mujahid Khan were charged for the commtssmn of
offence by Wisal Khan S/o Behramand Khan, (Copy as annex “B”)

That the said Murasia was Incorporated in to FIR No. 34, dated
17-01-2022, PS Praang, under section 302/34 PPC. Complainant
Wisal khan reported the matter to SHO as under

“He was present in village Hamid Gul, got information -of tHe
incident that his wife Mst. Fehmida ‘and her sgister-in-law, Mst,
Amina are lying déaci in his home. He, aftgr completion of
investigation and satlsfactlon charged accused Bacha Khan S/o

Aslam Khan and Kashlf Khan S/o Mujahid Khan (Copy as annex
\\Cﬂ)

That on 21-01-2022, appellant was suspended frdm service for in-
efficiency and charge of corruption. (Copy as annex “D")

That on 26-01-2022, the legal heirs of Mst. Fehmida deceased
patched up the matter with accused -was Wasifullah $/0 Mujahid
Gul, Muhammad Khadim Ullah S/o0 Mehmood Khan and Izzat Ullah
S/0 Safdar Ali. It seemed that their names have become on

surface in the matter during investigation of police. (Copy as
annex “E")



10.

11.

12.

13.

2

-

That on 26-01-2022, appellant was served with Show Cause
Notice by R. No. 01 with allegation that he while posted as SHO
PS Praang charged accused Badshah Khan, etc, being irrelevant
Instead of accused Wasif In the said FIR and favored accused
Wasif for the reason best known to him which act was contrary to

the rules and discipline by indulging In gratification and unfair
means. (Copy as annex “F")

That on 27-01-2022, after patching up the matter wit:h accused

party, the said Badshah Khan submitted application before R. No.

01 for initiating legal proceedings against appellant by misusing
his power and facilitated real culprits, so he be proceeded legally
for the same. (Copy as annex “G")

That on 03-02-20?2, appellant submitted reply to the Show Cause
Notice by denying the allegations relying upon the contents of the
Murasla and FIR, (Copy as annex “H")

' - |
That on 11-02-2022, R. N?. 01 served appellant with charged
Sheet and Statement of Allegations on the same
contained in the Show Cause Notice. (Copy as anpex “I*)

pharges

That the said charge sheet was replied by @ppellant in the
aforesaid manner as of Show Cause Notice. (Copy as annex “1°)
|

That inquiry in to the matter was initiated and after completing
the same, the Inquiry Officer submitted enquiry report before the
autﬁority on 28-02-2022‘and recommended appellant for suitable
punishment. under KP Police Rules, 1975. ASI Fazal Nabi was also

found gquilty for not taking prompt action on ‘the written
application/complaint of Mst. Fehmida. (Copy as annex “K")

That on 03-03-2022, appellant was served. with Final Show Cause
Notice on the aforesaid allegation which was replied by denying
the same as wais' done in the Show Cause Notice and charge
sheet. (Copies as annex “L" & “M")

That on 04-03-2022, major punishment of reversion from the

rank of Sub-Inspector to the rank of Assistant Sub-Inspector was

imposed upon the appellant by R. No. 01. (Copy as aljne:x "N7Y).



14,

15.

16.

7

— 4

-

That on 16-03-2022, appellant submitted comprehensive
representation before R. No. 02 for restoration to the original rank

of Sub Inspector with all consequential benefits. (Copy as annex
\\OH)

That on the representation of appeliant, De-Novo enquiry was
conducted by SP (Inv) Mardan on the direction of R. o 02 and

" then he was recommended for minor punishment vide enquiry

report dated 27-05-2022. (Copy as annex "P")

That representation of appellant was rejected on 23-06-2022 by
R. No. 02 for no legal reason, despite the fact that he was
recommended for minor punishment. (Copy as annex “Q")

That in the progress report, appellant has shown his ef,'ﬂg'iency as

SHO of the PS since June, 2021 till January, 2022. (:Copy as
annex "R

That on 05-07-2022, appellant submitted Revision / Mercy
|

Petition before R. No. 03 which was rejected on 25-11-2022.
(Co"pies as dannex “gr & \\Tn) )

Hence this appeal, inter alia, on the following grounds:

GROUNDS:

That the matter was reported to the Police Station by complainant .
Wisal Khan, husband of deceased Mst. Fehmida and appellant was -

legally bound to register FIR as per his versions and not
otherwlse.

That no favoritism was made to anyone by appellant in the
matter.

That very strange, in the Show Cause Notice and Charge Sheet,
R. No. 01 leveled allegations of in-efficiency and corruption
against appellant and not of influence of someone. In the{
statements recorded by Inquiry Offiéer, Iftikhar Ali, Kashaf,
Waslifullah, Khadim Jan, etc. stated in categorical mafner. That no
gratification was ever made to appellant.



That when none demanded any gratification, then how

appeilant
was termed guilty. '

as In total
disregard of the statements of both the parties recorded in the
matter.

That recommendation of 1.0 In respect of appeliant Wi

That no opportunity of cross examination over the witnesses was
ever provided to appellant, being mandatory. No major
pu‘ni'shment was suggested by the Inquiry Officer for appellant.

That appellant carried out all the proceedings according to
law/rules and no negligence, in-efficiency or dishonesty was
shown nor was pointed out by the I.O in the inquliry report.

That Murasia was scribed by ASI Wajid Khan|in DHQ Hospital
Charsadda by complainant Wisal Khan duly verified by Khadim

ek o gt e et

Jan. Appellant only converted Murasla in to FIR as per Law.

That the authorities miserably failed to take the stance of
appellant narrated in the Show Cause Notice and Charge Sheet
but with closed eyes passed replies the impugned o;'ders which
are not only sustainable under the law but are against the rules.

That former / first enquiry dated 28-02-2022 and subsaquent )
enquiry dated 27-05-2022 created :doubts. in respect of
punishments . and then benefit of doubt shall go in favor of
appellant arj'd not to the department. He shall be exonerated from
the base less charges.

That no personal hearing was afforded to appellant so both the -
orders are hot per the mandate of jaw rather based on malafide *

and discrimination while the impugned orders of thé,rfespondents
are not per the mandate of law.



It is, therefore, most humbly prayed that onaccéptanc:e of
the appeal orders dated 04-03-2022, -23-06-2022 and 25-11-
2022 of the respondents be set aside and appellant be restored to
the rank of Sub-Inspector with all consequential benefits, with
such othéer relief as may be deemed proper and just in
circumstances of the case. '

Appellant

Through /5 _ o

Saadullah Khan Marwat :

C W~

Arbab Sanful Kamal

Dated: 12-12-2022

A ivocates

CERTIFICATE:

—— —
|

As per instructions of my 'client, S. A, No. 1096/2022 has earlier
béen filed by the appeliant before this Hon’ble Tribunal ‘which was
withdrawn as Revisional order came into force by modifying the

impugned / former orders. .

@—-———M'\ \e .

Advocat«

AFFIDAVIT

I, Irfan Khan S/0 Jehangir Khan, Ex Sub Inspector / SHO, Police Station -
Prang, District Charsadda, Now Assistant Sub-Inspector FRP Hgrs:
Peshawar (appellant), do hereby solemnly affirm and declare thatﬂ.
contents of Service Appeal are true and correct to the best of my -
knowledge and belief

DEPONENT.

oo
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KHYBER PAKPU U\IKHWA SERVICE TRlBUN AL PESHAWAF y :

Sc,rvme AppealNo 1861/202’ ".I.

BBFORF MRS ‘RA! HIDABANO "-j,j 1EMB R(J)
Lo Mlb' FAREEHA PAUL MEMBE.R (E)

' Irfan Khan S/O J hanmr Khan, Ex Sub Inspector/ SHO Pollce tatlon
Prang, - District” harsadda, “Now - Assnstanf SulJ-Insipc.ctor FRI’ H[qrs

Peshawar. - o
S R (Appel:'ant)

| ] sttru.,t Pohce Offlcer Charsadda ; '
Regnonal Pohce Off’ icer, Ma.rdan ch,lon Maldan .
3 Prownclal Pohce Ofixct'r Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar

(Re.spogder_hts) S

Mr. Arbab Sanf—Ul hamal ‘ = S

Advocate | - FOIr"él-)pfb:llé‘nf: :

Mr. Asad ; li Kh.m C e o o L
Assistant A dvocatc Gencral T ‘ . " For respondents EE
- . B . R \ : ;
Datc of lnshtuuon ..... ;‘._..‘}...1..._'2.'...16 12. 2(}22 g
- Date of Hearing. ..... ~.:..l.-.-..::..‘.'..,...2.6.06 2023 R
Ddte ofDeus:on ..... et 1207, 2023 o

SRR JUDGMENT_a;

RASH_I_ A O,_ME MBER ng Thc mstant scrvu:e appeal has been g

lIlSlllUIl’d undér ;cctton 4 .of thc Khybcr Pakhtunkhwa Servxce Irlbunal Act
'1974 thb thc p;ayer wpncd as ba,low Len Rl
“On acceptance 01 the mstant ser\:;ce apﬁeél th‘erlm‘pugrned o
mders dated 04 03 2022 23 06 2022 aud 25 11 "023 oi the ‘_ e S
| lrespondents he set asnde‘and appellant be lest;)red to-the 3 -

.

zramk oi Sub Irnspuctor thh .1II consequentlal benefits »

.).,.




‘2: Brief fznéts of .the case, as givcn"in'.t'he_mcmfora.ndum iof appeal, -t!lgt
éxppellantlwhi]e posted at Police Station Prang, Charsad:dé as SHQ, Mst. ]?ehinid%i
":wxo Wisal R/Q Saezd Gul Quarters .subm:l"tted‘ an app'lication on .‘(55.01.20,22‘ 'lo ~
i:thc appellant that Wasit WS/O Mu:iahid without permission ‘;:‘nu‘:'red hér. hﬂouse{,'
;i\*tuned aitcrcatioq w th her, took his._pistol a'nd' l.hqa’al;encd to kill her. Sh(?

.i:_‘request-cd, that ‘he be Wrrested ;mAd proceeded in .accozrdanc:e with law. A:ppellaht:.
marked her application to Fazal Nabi, ASI on the same date i.e 05.():1.22-0.23 fof
necessary action. It was on 17.01.2022 when applican.t Mst. F;hn‘nida \?.V_/O Wi‘s'al;'
él\/lohan't-niad alongwith her sister Mst. Ameena D/O. Ha’j'i. Muhlammad we're;.
murderéd in the house of Mst. Fehmida, fepérlz of which was lodged by husband

“of Mist. Fehmida against fiacha Khan $/0 Aslam Khan and Kashif $/0 Mujahid;

-Gul. Khadim Khan brother of both the deceased verified the contents of the

f:-rcporl by signing 1[ FIR No. 34 U/S 302/34 PPC of P.S|Prang Charsadda wa:s_
}.rcglslcrcd on the basis of Mucasita. The appellant was issued show cause .n>o‘tici_'¢
;on 26.01.2022 by respondent No. I with allegation that »he while posied at P'.é ‘

‘ .E'Prung ‘Charsadda, charged agcu:scd Badshah Khan in;stead of accused Wasif, o%n_' |
j‘_which ‘the appellant submitted  his 1'eply on 03.02.2022 by denying 1h§'
A‘:‘al]egutiorm. The appellant was’ scrycd ‘with final show- c}ause notice on\
':::03.03.20122. On: 04.03.2022 the compéten-t’authority impased major punis‘hmenjt'
;)1‘ rcvc:rs;iox_) from the rank of Sﬁb«lnspecto‘r to _.lihc .ranl; _of Agsisitaﬁt Sub%
j'lnspcclm'. F.‘éeling aggrievcd he filed deparumental appeal on 16.03.2022 Bcforé

' :chional Police Ofﬁcér, Mardan (respondent No. 2), on which denovo inquirif
":'wus ordered by respondent- No. 2. After éonduct_ing de.ﬂo?o’ inquiry, inquirj.,jfi..
?ol‘llccr subinitted his répoft on 27.05.2022. Departmental appeal to RPO wa_s_:'

_’Fismisscd and revision petition before respondent No. 3, also met the same fate.




'2 o

} ReSpond«.nts were pul on notice who submmed written 1 phes/comments
on the .1ppeal Wc, have heard the }Cdrﬂt.d counsel! for the appeilant as well as: the\
learned- Assistant Advocate General and perused thepas;e ﬁle w1th ’clon'n»ectegl

documents in detail.

4 Learned counsel for the aﬁﬁéltém argued the :appc]-]i’:ll’:l:[ l'latvl'..not';becrja
: lrealedfn accordanc with law and .r.ules. He furthi:rargue-d that no pgrsonal
:. hearing was afforded to. the appellant so both the orders z;re not per the mandatzé .‘
:'of law. rather based on malafide ana discﬁm_ination[ He contended that n
opportunity of crlovss-examinatioﬁ over the witnesses was prov.iciedl to appellant,
.being mandatory dnd no rnajor~punislhment was S.L%ggestej by the 'iriquir.y ().fﬁ'c_eii‘

for appellant, he, therelore, requested for acceptance |of the instan‘t'se’rvice

appeal.

© 3. 'he learned Assistant Advocate General contended that the appeilant’hésl

“been treated in accorddnce with luw and rules. He further contended that he was

Eissucd show cause notice with the allegation that he while posted as SHO P.S
:;Prang charged accused Bacha Khan instead of accused Was‘f as nominated bv
,fcompla'.inant in the case I'IR No.34. The a'ppcllant sub:ﬁiﬁgzd_his ;'ei)ly ‘,vhich";;,a;
ffound uhsatisf’actory, therefore, after fulfiliment of all codal formalifiés he was N
‘f'-_a\\-'ardcd major penalty of reversion in rank i.e from Sub-Inspector 1:.0_Assi§tan;_‘t

Sub-Inspector.

6. Py:rusal of record reveals that ap.pe[lant was SHO of Police Sw-al'i'on Prané‘,
fChursadda.’ On- 05.01.2022 one Mst. Fehmida W/O Wisal R/O Saced Guﬁl
Quarter f;‘ub,mi_n'ed an application to the appéllam Ihat Wasif S/0O Ivlu.jahi,d ﬁer

':nephc,w came to her house started altercauon with her, took his pastol and

lhrcaluled o klll her. She, then,fmc requ«.stcd the appeliam/Sl—}O of PS Prang




to arresl and 'fqr.occed :—igainﬁl him m accordance \'A’.ith'law. Tﬁis gpplic'ation for :
' i‘tlaking legal -actio,n against the culprits Wasif was markcd to 1;52;11 Nabi, ASI‘otn
65.01.20 2 b_‘, the appellam in the capacm' of SIIO P.S Prang It was on '
!7 01.2022 when applxcant Mst. Fahmjda D/O Wisal Mohnnmad adongwﬂh her
5nster Mst. Ameena I/O Haji Muhammad were mu.rdered in the house of Mst.
F ehmlda report of wh.nch was lodged by husband of Fehmida agalmt Bacha
P\h.:m S/O Aslam Klu n .md Kashif \’O Mlljahld kll.ldxnl Khdn brother of bot
the dc—:cczlsed verified| the cA:on'Lcnls of the rcport by signing it, FIR No. 34 U/_.
302/34 PPC of P.S P-v‘rang Charsadda was registered in Hospital on the basis ot

Murasila. One. of the nominated accused Bacha Khan filed application to IDP.O

;Charsskida on‘27.0].202~2 against ,tllle appellént"with allegatiori that hE falsely\
Lhdl’ULCl lmn and Kashif by lakmg illegal gratlﬁcatlon from rt*al culprxts Hc
rcquastml DPO to proceed against the dppt..”ant departmentally for his 1llegal acl
;.As a result, the appellant was suspended on 02.02.2020 by»"- DPO Ciharsaddaij'
T.Clwrgc .sh’cct alongwith s::::;remenl of allegations were issued to him and one Mr
:l.\;&lj.]dd Khan, |SP investigdtion wés nominated a:. inquiry ofﬁce:‘ who afier
:;:.OI'l(lUCI:ing inquiry submitted recommendations to DPO  Charsadda. Thé
-.:‘compelent authority in thc: light of rec(lunmcn.dalion's of inquiry officer :awarde@ :
.:n'xujor penalty of reversion to the rank éf Assistant S'ub'-lnspector ﬁr@ﬂ“n Sub-
;lnspccto.r vide ‘order dated 04.03.2022, against’ which he filed d;partmcntal
dppbd] which was. accepted and denovo inguiry was order cd by responclent No .
, 2 Inqmry Officer afier conducung ’ denovo mqmry submitted- hlS
rccommendatmn report on 77(37022 Depdrtmentdl appeal to F.P’O was -

dl nmvd and revision petition also mel the same fate.

7 Record clearly reflcets that appellant was initially charge sheeted on the

-charges of corruption and charging Irrelevant accused Bacha KHan dnd Kashif:

A rF\, -
/'—'"'/.':‘
’ i\f\l' \/\:\ ‘r"ﬁ / B ‘
L ! .“",'«\f(‘n'.\ i o "

nhunul



crimes. So he remained negligent in performing his official duties for which he

L

ff.but said charg,n were npl proved on. 1e<.ord becausc report of the complamt FIR.
:::No )4 datcd 17.01 20’)2 Was rcduccd into wntmg by Wayd Khan ASI prcsent
‘_: pn duty at casualty of DHQ Charsaddu who sent the Murasila to Police Statiqp.
".I"or rcg:is;tratidn: of FIR through constable Jehanzeb. From the record an@l
Esla‘teme:nts dL‘.I‘l"il'lgA inquiry allegation of corruption was not'prc;':il_c:d._ So fards
i{allegati’on of churéing irrelevant lacrsén/accuﬁle_.cl is conéern_éd' the sz-rinewasl 'als,:
: not proved bc;ause ﬁrst, report \;'a-s lodged 'inlhOS])iti;l Qnd'it v:vas not provc;i that
.:dppcllanl;_was prcscnlA in hospital at thc time of lodging rdport b)./' the husband of

‘ Mst. ‘F:hm.id.a.‘ If report. was directly lodge in P.S, there might have been a

“chance to influence complaint of FIR No. 34 by appellant using his position to

t

‘nominate irrelevant  person/accused mstead ot real culprits. Secondly,

complainant party also, through media talk, nominated for commission' of

offence the accused, Bacha Khan, on 17.01.2022 on Aaj News, 50 chérgcfis_

‘mentioned in the charge sheet and stalement of allegations were not proved.

8 Itis also adin@tted fact on record that Mst. F ehfnida in her life submitted an
:‘Qil])p_llcni{il)rl 1o "he.uppcl!anr which he marked 'to Fazal Nabi; ASI for iaking Iégéj
;{aclinn on the|same day i.c ()5.01.2‘022 but he failed 116 follow it which 1:,
'incgligc.m:e on. his part and Bcing incharge of P.S -Prang Chérsadda,_as he wa.s:»

under obligation to look after all the affairs of police station and to protect life

and property of people who reside in his territorial jurisdiction and to prevent
will have to suffer and face the consequences of his negligence ‘and deserves

punishment but not major punishinent because same is nct commensurate with

the negligent act of the appellant. Therefore, major punishinent awarded to the
appellant is harsh and cannot be sustainable in peculiar circumstances of the-

case.
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ff?:,

9. For what has been discussed .above, we converl major punishment

awarded to the ‘appellant of reversion to rank of Assistant Sub-Inspector from:
‘Sub-Inspector into minor penalty of -stoppage of two annual increfnents with

gccumulative effect. Costsshall follow the event. Consign.

10 Pr onounced in open court in Peshawar and | given una’e; our hand? an I\
.seal of the' Tribunal on this 12" day ofJuz’v 2023, '

" (RASHIDA BANO)
- Member (J) -
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- To,

B

" Dated: 16.08.2023

1. District Police Officer,

‘Charsadda.

2. Regional Police Officer,
Mardan Region Mardan.

3. Provincial Police Officer,

KP, Peshawar.

* SUBJECT: COMPLIANCE OF JUDGMENT DATED 12.07.2023

PASSI‘D BY HON’BLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL
PESHAWAR IN SERVICE APPEAL NO. 186 1-P/2022.

- Sir,

Please comply with - the ]udgment dated 12.07.2023
passmi by Hon’ ble Semce Tribunal Peshawar in
SAN() 1861/2022 in its letter and - spirit and. obliged.
(Cer1 tified Copy attached). | ‘

Than%:ing you

f) llant
s D

Irfan Khan 870 Jehangir Khan,
Sub- Inspector District Charsadda .
Cell No.0336-8685582 _
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