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m BF.FORE THF. HONORABLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL, KHYBER 

PAKHTTJNKHWA. PESHAWAR. CAMP COURT D.I.KHAN . ’tt

of 2023Service Appeal No.

Muhammad Bilal Son of Allah Wasaya Caste Baloch Resident of Ijaz Abad 

Muryali, District Dera Ismail Khan (Ex Constable FRP, Belt No.8198).

(Petitioner)

VERSUS

1. Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, through Home Secretary, Civil 

Secretariat, Peshawar.
2. Provincial Police Officer/IGP Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Central Police Office 

Peshawar.
3. Commandant FRP Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.
4. Regional Police Officer/DIG, D.I.Khan.
5. Superintendent FRP, D.I.Khan

(Respondents)n
SERVICE APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF THE KHYBER 

PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT, 1974 AGAINST THE 

IMPUGNED ORDER DATED 07-07-2020 OB N0.467/FRP ISSUED 

BY RESPONDENT N0.5 REGARDING THE REMOVAL OF 

PETITIONER FROM SERVICE AS WELL AS AGAINST THE 

IMPUGNED ORDER DATED 14-09-2023 N0.8988/FRP ISSUED BY

T‘i *•1 p- y

I



- X-
REJECTION OFREGARDING THERESPONDENT N0.3 

DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL OF PETITIONER.

PRAYER IN APPEAL

By acceptance of instant appeal Respondents may kindly be directed to re-
with all back benefits from date of removal, byinstate the petitioner

aside the impugned orders regarding the removal of petitionersetting
from service. Any other remedy deemed appropriate in the given

circumstances may also be granted.

Note:Addresses given above shall suffice the object of service. 

Respectfully Sheweth:

Brief facts

1. Appellant was inducted in the Police Department (FRP Range DIKhan) 

as a constable on 03-01-2011 on regular basis. Since then appellant has 

been serving and performing his duty with great zeal and honesty. Copy of 

service card is enclosed as Annexe re A.

2. That on 18-06-2019 F.I.R No.598 under Section 302, 404, 109, 34 was 

ifegistered against petitioner in PS Cant on the basis of said false and 

'l^^boughs FIR as well as on the basis of allegation of absentee appellant was 

suspended from his service by respondent No.5. Copies of daily dairies as 

well as FIR No.598 are enclosed as Annexure B.

V



.3^
3. That the respondent No.5 initiated departmental inquiry against the 

appellant on the allegation of FIR No.598 as well as absent from his lawful 
duties. Respondent No.5 nominated the Zahoorud Din DSP as inquiry 

officer who conducted the inquiry and given final report with finding that 
inquiry be kept pending till the decision of the trail court in FIR No.598.

, Copies of charge sheet, statement of allegation and final report are 

enclosed as Annexure C.

4. Then respondent No.5 again appointed the DSP AsadMehmood as 

inquiry officer to conduct the re-inquiry into the matterwho given final 
report with the finding that accused was found guilty'. Copy of nomination 

order of Inquiry'officer and final report are enclosed as Annexure D.

5. That on 07-07-2020 respondent No.5 removed the petitioner from his 

service. Copy of impugned order is enclosed asAnnexure E.

6. That on 20-06-2019 petitioner joined his service after conducting pre­
arrest bail in FIR No.598 and detained in Central Jail DIKhan on 10-08- 

019 after dismissal of his BBA. Copies of Mad No.lO and 12 are enclosed
s Annexure F.

7. That from 10-08-2019 to 21-06-2023 appellant remained as under trail 
prisoner in the Central Jail DIKhan and after facing trail in FIR No.598 

appellant was acquitted by ASJ-VI, DIKhan on 21-06-2023. Copy of attest 
acquittal order dated 21-06-2023 is enclosed as Annexure G,



m 8. That appellant after releasing from Jail tried to join the service because
communicated to the petitioner. Then afterremoval order was never 

receiving the removal order issued by the respondent No.5 petitioner filed 

departmental appeal to the respondent No.3 regarding his reinstatement 
which were rejected the respondent No.3 on 14-09-2023. Copy of appeal 

as well as the rejection order is enclosed as Annexure H.

9. That as per legal requirements, the Petitioner has been left with no 

other option but to agitate his grievances before this Honorable Tribunal 

inter alia on thefollowing grounds:

Grounds;

1. That order passed by the departmental authority impugned hereby or 

arbitrary, discriminatory, legally and factually incorrect, ultra virus, vide ab 

initio and militate against the principal of natural justice. Hence liable to be 

set aside.

2. That appellant is innocent and has been subject to penalty for no fault 

his part. Respondent No.5 failed to follow the prescribed procedure for 

inquiry and conducted ex-party proceeding against the appellant. Inquiry 

j^fficer also failed to regulate the departmental inquiry in accordance with 

and procedure described for the purpose and as such erred at the very 

outset of the proceeding, thus causing grave miscarriage of justice as well 
prejudice to the appellant in making his defense. Therefore the impugned 

orders are liable to be set aside.

on

law



la^:-

• 'O 3. That it is the matter of the record that appellant has been vexed in 

clear defiance of law and principle laid down by superior courts as well as 

tribunal as could be gathered from the fact and circumstance of the case.

4. That respondent No.5 awarded major penalty removal from service to 

the appellant due to absence of appellant from 17-06-2019 to 20-06-2019 

as well as FIR No.598. The absence of the appellant was not wilful but for 

the facts which were beyond the control of appellant. The absence of 
appellant was due to the fact that false and illegal FIR No.598 was 

registered against the appellant on 18-06-2019. Due to threats and fears 

appellant remained in shock and after obtaining bail before arrest from 

court of law appellant attended the service on 20-06-2019. Hence absence 

of the appellant was due to FIR No.598 and was due to threats, fear and 

insecurity. Therefore the impugned orders against the appellant is illegal 

and needs to be set aside.

5. That the appellant remained in Central Jail as a under trail prisoner and 

facing trail in false FIR No.598 from 10-08-2019 to 21-06-2023 and 

learned trail court ASJ-VI, DIKhan acquitted the appellant on 21-06-2023. 
The allegations of murder were false and appellant was malaftdely 

inducted in the FIR No.598. The departmental inquiry and whole 

proceeding against the appellant was conducted at the back and in the 

absence of appellant and appellant was never given any opportunity to 

defend himself. First inquiry report dated 03-07-2019 was in favor of 
appellant but respondent No.5 malfidely ordered for re-inquiry on 02-07- 

2020 which show ill-will, malifidely, personal grudges and discriminatory 

attitude of respondents. Appellant was never given to cross examine the 

witness, no opportunity of personal hearing was given to appellant as well



u
final show-cause notice served to the appellant and even not any 

removal order was communicated to the petitioner. Hence impugned order 

is liable to be set aside.

as no

6. That appellant had sufficient length of service approximately 12 years 

rendered for the department honestly and efficiently but whole proceeding 

against the appellant are against the E&D rule, inquiry procedure and 

service laws. Hence impugned orders are patently unwarranted, illegal, 
nullity in the eyes of law and liable to be set aside.

7. That the council for the appellant may graciously be allowed to raise 

additional grounds at the time of arguments.

It is, therefore, most humbly prayed on the acceptance of instant 

appeal Respondents may kindly be directed to re-instate the 

petitioner with all back benefits from date of removal, by setting 

aside the impugned orders regarding the removal of petitioner 

from service.

Any other relief which this Honorable Court deems appropriate in 

the given circumstances of the case may also be granted to the 

Petitioner.

Your Humble Petitioner

Muhammad Bilal 
S/o Allah Wasaya 
R/o Ijaz Abad Muryall 
Ex-Constable, FRP
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% BEFORE THF. HONORABLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL, KHYBER
PAKHTUNKHWA. PESHAWAR. CAMP COURT D.I.KHAN

of 2023Service Appeal No,

Muhammad Bilal

VERSUS ^•0
7^

Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

AFFIDAVIT
I, Muhammad Bilal Son of Allah WasayaR/o Muryali, Tehsil & District Dera 

Ismail Khan, the petitioner, do hereby solemnly affirm and declare on oath that 

contents of above Appeal are true & correct to best my knowledge and that 

nothing has been concealed from this Honorable Court.

DEPONENT

CNic# fHo/-

Identified by:

RizwanUliah Khan
Advocate High Court
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/20199^7-U dated:./FRPNo.

CHARGE SHEET

petent authority, am of the opinion1 Aman Ullah Khan, SF FRP DIKhan 
that you Muhatu^ad Bilal N0.8198/FRP of FRP DIKhan Range have

defined in Rule 2 (iii) of Police Rules

as comI.

Vcommitted the following acts/omission as 

•1975.
No.14 dated 17.06.2019 of FRP Police LinesAccording to daily diary report 

DIKhan, you remaned absent from law full duties with effect from 17,06.2019 to

till date without any leave or permission from the competent authority. During
vide FIR No.598 dated 18.06.2019

II.

absence you have been dWtly charge in case
PPC Police Station Cantt: DIKhan. It is a grossU/S 302/404/109/34

' ‘ ^ ' "Misconduct" on your part as defined in Rule 2 (iii) of Police

i|'K :;rendered yourself liable to be proceeded against departmentally.
to be guilty as sufficient materials is placed

M’'Rules 1975 and has

By reason of the above, you seem 
before the undersigned; therefore it is decided to proceed against you in general

III

police proceeding.
■You are; therefore, requhed to submit your written reply within 07 days of the

IV.
eipt of this charges sheet to the Enquiry Officer.

Your written reply, if any, should reach the Enquiry Officer within specific
defense to offer and

rec

V.
period, failing which it shall be presumed that you have 

In that case ex-parte action shall follow against you. 
intimate as to whether you desire to be heard in person or not?

no

• VLr-.'
A statement of allegation is enclosed.VU.

G(Aman Ullah Khan) ' 
Superintendent of Police, FR’ll

K^^-i^I^ge DIKliaDI

If
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I

disciplinmyaction
Ullah Khan, SP FRP DIKhan as competent autliority, am of the opinion that 

rnn.table Muhammad BUal No.8l98/FRP of FRP DIKhan Range of FRP have
.1, Aman

you
conunitted the following acts/omission as defined in Rule 2 (iii) of Police Rules 1975.

qTATFMENT OF ALLEGATION

■ .1.' According to daily diary report No.l4 dated 17.06.2019 of -FRP Police Lines 

DIKhan, you remained absent from law full duties with effect from 17.06.2019 to 

till date without any leave or permission from the competent authority. During 

abseiice you have been .directly charge in case vide FIR No.598 dated 18.06.2019
It is a grossU/S 302/404/109/^4 PPC Police Station Cantt: DIKhan.

Misconduct" on your parkas defined in Rule 2 (iii) of Police Rules 1975 and has 

rendered yourself liable to be proceeded against departmentally.
2. For the purpose of scrutinize the conduct of said Constable with reference to the 

above allegation, Zahoor Ud Din DSP/FRP DIKhan is appointed as Enquiry

Officer.
,3. The Enquiry Officer shall conduct proceeding in accordance with provision of 

Police Rules 1975 and shall provide reasonable opportunity of defense and 

hearing to the accused official, record it is finding and make with twenty five (25) 

days of the receipt of this order, recommendation as to punishment or other 

appropriate action against the accused official.
4. The delinquent official shall join the proceeding on the date, time and please 

fixed by the officer.

i

.k-
(Aman Ullah Khan) 

Superintendent of Police, FRP

■ -i'r

I

i
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.. REFERENCE ATTACHED.

Muhammad Bilal No.8198/FRP was proceeded agaiiutConstable
rr^;g^g^.^|^|^entally on the charges that according to daUy diary report No.l4 dated 17.06.2019 

■ 'Police Lines' DIKhan, he remained absent fiom law full duties with effect from

17.06.2019 to till date without any leave or permission from the competent aullionU.
vide FIR No.598 dated 18.06.2019-During absence you have been directly charge in 

U/S 302/404/109/34 PPC Police Station Cantt: DlKhan. Now he reported back his arrival 
'20.06.2019 vide daily ^ary report No.lO dated 20.06.2019 of FRP Police Lines DlKhan, 

total absence period comes (03) ^ay.
Zahoor Ud Din Khan DSP/FRP DIKlian Range was nominated as enquiry 

officer, now the finding report of enquiry officer received vides F/ A, which is submitted 

for kind perusal and further order please.

case

on

XW/S.P/FRP, D.LKhan.

tf"/
d(P^ n
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MI.J>.LEuAM,.KAfiGE

;

ORDER:-

My this order will dispose off departmental enquiry conducted against 
Constable Muhammad Bilal No.8198/FRP under Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police 
Disciplinary Rules-1975 (Amended in, 2014).

According to daily diary report No.l4 dated 17.06.2019 of FRP Police Lines 
DllClian, he remained absent from law full duties with effect from 17.06.2019 without 
any leave or permission from the competent authority. During absence he has been 
directly charge in case FIR No.598 dated 18.06.2019 U/S 302/404/109/34 PPG Police 
Station Cantt: DlKhan. Now he reported back his arrival on 20.06.2019 vide daily diary 
report No.lO dated 20.06.2019 of FRP Police Lines DlKhan.

On the basjs of al?ove he was suspended vide this office order endsr: 
N0.995-96/FRP dated 19!06.2019. He was issued charge sheet along with summary of 
allegation. Zahoor ud din DSP/FRP DlKhan Range was nominated as enquiry officer to 
unearth the actual facts. The enquiry officer submitted his finding report wherein he 
stated that the enquiry may kept pending till the decision of court. Departmental 
enquiry along with other connecting papers were again marked to DSP Asad Mehmood 
of FRP DlKhan Range with the direction to conduct re-enquiry in to the matter. The 
enquiry officer submitted his finding report wherein the defaulter Constable was found 
guilty of the charges leveled against him. It is worth mentioned here that after the 
perusal of his service record it revealed that he was enlisted as Constable on 03.01.2011, 
during his service he remained absent'from law fuU duties for (33) days, awarded minor 
punishment of confinement to quarter guard for 02 days, extra drill for 03 days and fine 
Rs.500/-previously.

■i

Keeping in view the above facts, I MR. NISAR KHAN, Superintendent 
of Police FRP D.I.Khan Range, D.I.Khan, in exercise of powers vested in me under 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police Disciplinary Rules-1975 amended-2014 is hereby award Jo' 
him major punishment of Removal from Service with immediate effect.
ORDER ANNOUNCED.

lUDated /2020.

./07/2020
OB No., 
Dated _

(NISAjmjAN) 
Superinten^^t of Police, 

FRP, DlKhan Range DIKhai^
Copy to:- r

1. Pay Officer
2. SRC
3. OHC
4. OB Clerk
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iNTiiEcbtjKTOFlVIiJiiiAMMAD Ilyas Ki
\.1ADDITIONAL Sessions Judge-VI, D.I.Khan. '■■-/ / iA-i,

191/SI 0/2019

. 16.12.2019 

..02.11.2021. 
.21.06.2023.

Session -C^sel^o............. !
Date of Oripml InstHution
Date ofMceiving in........
Dote of Decision..............

ATHE STATE 

VEfiSUS

n Muhammad Bilal Son of Allah Wasaya 
1 chste Baloch resident^ of Ijaz Abad, Muriyali, 
i DlLKhan. , ^

cV t:

I'KA
11
1*. .t/I

1
0-'

\P
\ .{Accusedfacing trial in custody) cA\

%
I

2) Allah Wasaya Son of Muhammad Anwar.

3) MuhammadlImran Son of Haq Nawaz and.

4) Muhammad Asif Son of Allah Nawaz 

castes Baloch residents of Ijaz Abad Muriyali, 
Dll.Khan./

I

\
{Accused facing trial on bail)

iI^tI TI/S 302/4;04/34/in9 VIDE FIR.NQ.598. 
T)A^b 18.06.2019! dF PS CANTT. D.I.KHAN.

CHA

*■*:*** *'.*** ************

iJf. CTanseer Ali ffeh^i APP, for the StatePresent: ;
i ! Mr. Mi(hammadfsmail Khan Alizai, Advocate, for complainant

Mr. Sqif-ur-}\ahm\4n Advocate, for defense.

4
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Accused Muhamipad Bilal (in custody)

Muhammad Imiian and Muhammad Asif (on bail), liave

1.

Wasay

faced llrial bf the charge tielow:-

Thaf on 18.06.2019 at 01:50 night time,Firstly.

you \ accused Muharhmad Bilal in police uniform duly

armed with deadly weapon along with your co-accused, 

at courtyai'd of tipper storey of Alizai Petrol Pump 

\ .situated at Multan Road, falling within the criminal
I ' : :

{jurisdiction of Police station Cantc, D.l.Khan in
I

I furtherance of your common intention, committed Qall- 

I e-Amad of Sajjid 'Rafique (brother of complainant) by 

i firing at him and you thereby committed an offence 

■■ punishable under section 302/34 P. P.C and within the 

I coghizance of ihis\court.

Secondly.

i

That you accused named above on the 

date and place, in furtherance of common 

intention, after committing the occurrence while fleeing 

dishonestly misappropriated the 30 bore pistol

same

away

belonging to deceased, and you thereby committed 

offence punishable \ under section 404/34 PPC, and

an

within the aqgnfzance ofthis Court.
I I

7 hat] you accused namely Allah Wasaya.
i

mi the same ^ate, i tim^t and place, abetted your\ :
accused Muhammad BiUf for committing Qatl-e~Amd of 

deceased Safid^Rqfcjue hy firing at him you thus thereby 

offence punishable under section

PPC and within the cognizance of this Cmt^ 0^'

Thirdly.

CO- 'f'f
I

A'/

committed an
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■ As per FIR, the co'pplainant Majid Rafique son of RaUqtie
I

along with dead body of his brother Sajjid Rafique, aged
t

yeaiis, in an Emergency Room of Civil hospital, D.l.Khan, 

id triat his brother,Sajjid Rafique was a Manager in Alizai

2.

Talib

4G/41

report

Pbtrol Pump situated at Multan road. On 18.06.2019 he in room

While his brother Sajjid Rafique in courtyard of the upper storey
i ■ !

of the petrol pump, were sleeping. Meanwhile at 01:50 AM he

upon hearing of the firing noise came out of the room and found
(
I

the acbused Muhammad Bilal in a police uniform who was firing

brother Sajjid itafique with the intention of his murder 

which; resulted into his death while two unknown accused

at his

equipped With firearrh were standing on roof. Fhe accused 

nmad Bilal was identified in a bulb light while the otherMuhai

accused can be identified on coming at front. The offence is
I i ■ • !

1

committed in mutual consultation of ASI Allah Wasaya. 'fhe

accused Muhammad Bilajl after the occurrence has also taken the 

licensed pjstol of the. S'P|id Rafique. The occurrence besides him 

is also witnessed by the Security Guard and other servants at

petrol ipufnp. Motive jisdiispufe over women folk.
, 'i

doinplete chaflan was! put in court on 16.12.2019 before
■ : •\

the Respected Sessions Judge, D.l.Khan. In response of process,

3.

the accused Muhamniad Bila|l produced in custody while accused
1 I
! . I

Muhammad Imran, Muhdmnfad Asif and Allah Wasaya appeared

on bail before the court of Respected .Sessions Judge, D.I.Khanijc

¥
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under section 265-C Cr.'P.Cr icoinpUance of pijovisiohm who; afte;

:■ • •>
21.01.2020 to which they -

and clajmfed trial. Subsequently, the instant 

transfer by this court on 21.06.2023.

.f framed chhr^e against the iccused 

pleaded |ndt guilty

wasireceived on

on
I

case file
The pibsecution in order to prove guilt against the accused,

protlueed'and examined!as many

CMO, ;DHQ Hosptial, Trauma

Mushtaq, S.l. CTD, D.I.Khan, Abdul Ghafoor
r !

Miihamrnad Akhtar Oil, Fazal Rahim Khan DSP,

Abbas ASI/Constable

4.
as 16 witnesses i.e. Dr. Arif 

Centre, D.I.Khan,
Hayat

MuihaminaQ i
•i

N01395,
1

Constable ^bbas Ali No. 1231,. Zamir

llah iNo;8884, t^aji Gul HC, Muhammad Ishfaq son of

of Husain Bakhsh, Muhammad
Sami 'Ll

I

Muhammad Shakeel son
• ; ;

bf Muliammhd Shafi, Muhammad Rafique Talib son
Yaseen,

Naeem ison p

of Abdul Rasheed, Majidof bhulam Rasool, Kasliif;Naveed son

of Muhdmpad, Shafique. Muhammad Saif-ur-■

Rafique son 

Rahman Khan DSP as PW:-1 to PW-16 respectively.

After closure of tljie prosecution evidence, the accused
5.

342 Cr. P.C onfacmg! trial were examined under section

I

30.01:2023

6. ^ jyrgiqments heardatid case file perused.

landed thqt the accused facing trial Muhammad Bilal

(•
/

-
7. It; is i

and .Allah! Wasaya haWe enmity with the complainant party which

brother Muhammad Ismail
•'I

■. :

emerged when the. complainant’s

contracted court marriage 

accused facing trial Allah Wasaya, and the in^ ^

■ ■!

■ v'
’’i] ► •»

Shazia Amber, daughter of thewith

'V- .. - \ TT
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the liie'ofjthe deceased ^ajjid Rafique is the outcome

einmity. :

Theldeceased Sajj^d Rafique was Manager in AJizai Filling 

Station arid as per statement of Muhammad Ishfaq son of

8:

Muhammad Yasin, PW-10, filler in the Alizai Petrol Pump, on

18.O6.201S> at 01:50 AM when he heard firing he went upstairs

and found Sajjid Rafiqhe smeared in blood. However, he did not
!
I

ze the assailants due to dark whom he saw after tenrecogn

minutes of firing, But Why would the accused stay at the place of 

after ten minutes of the alleged occurrence. Ifoccurrence! even

P^-10 MUh^ifimad Ishfaq; who was present in Alizai Petrol 

pump and could not identify the accused due to dark then how 

the complainant who isiclaiming himself to be the eyewitness of

the occurrence alleged that he identified the accused facing trial
!

Muhaniiiiad Bilal in bulb light. Similarly, the second filler 

Muhanimad Shakeel, PW-Jk after hearing noise of the firing 

went inside a room for hijs safety and admitted that Muhammad 

IsMaqji PW-10, also,. Went inside the room, so Muhammad

Shakedl;^PW-11, is alio not the eyewitness of the occurrence.
\

The complainahti'Majid Rafique, PW-15, brother of the
, i I ' I ■ ^

deceased ^ajjicp Rafique, was allegedly living with his deceased 

brother Sa;|jid kafique in Alizai Petrol pump and he witnessed the 

accused facing trial Muhammad Bilal on 18.06.,2019 at 01:50

/I
/

9.

AM making firing which resulted into the death of his brother 5^; 

Sajjid Rafique. The only direct evidence is of the„ allegecro'i:".
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■ ■ :m -ft
, PW-15, whot,' eyev^imeis^complainant %jid Rafiquea :.<-••!-■ ‘ A '

trial MuhaiTimad Bilal in bulb light. The questioti-

with his
accU'Sed iacin^

is of the 

dect^ased

If■ •
m' in Alizai Petrol pumpr11 con^plainant’s presence in
!.■

I and time of thethe datebrdther Sajjid Rafique on

fafnily (wife and children) is
0

is admittedlyi
ce where his

in Islamia colony. Although the

tressed that due to enmity he

occurren
complainant Majjid

residing
was residing

PW-15, has sRafique
to establish hisWitli hii deceased brothfer Sajjid Rafique SO as

the time of occurrence, but when the
2 on spot atpresenc

Talib, PW-13,father iMuhammad Rafique 

d i™ dock he uncoiered the truth aqd admitted that during

of occurrence his son/complainant Majid Rafique

and children in Islamia

cohipiainani’s

appear^
, PW-

the days, ot

parately residing with his wife

itted that he along with other legal heirs of
15, was se

colony. He further adm 

the deceased (motlrer, brothers, sisters j widow and children) is 

rather they were informed
hot th^ eyewitnesses of the occurrence

- Shakeel v^hlle Muhammad Shakeel, PW-11, though
by the fiUei

alleged t^! be pn

the acquS^d facing tn

Naveed, PWj-14, brother-in-law
1

admitted that during the days 

Majid Rafique was residing m _

p Alizai petrol pump but has not witnessed 

ial committing the offence. Similarly, Kashif
‘;sent i

\r^
/

of the deceased Sajjid Rafique,

of occurrence the complainant
also

'■' .c .sin Islamia colony with his wife and

S-
children.

that complainant Majji^.;-'
-r; .y

1'.'

It also does not make any 

Rafique, the alleged eyewitness

sense
10.

of the occurrence,

,%A
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y '■ less than six yeats of age, would leave them alone in

and would live with his 

, but this felse

children

th^i'.pl^ce (^residence at Islamia colony
■;

i

deceased:brpther Ssiijid Rafique in a petrol pump
I

was biought iiii his statement just to strengthen thedeposition 

allegatipn against the
j

so made

accused facing trial. Moreover, the

by ithe PW-r.3 Muhammad Rafique and 

Naveed, father and brother-in-law of the deceased Sajjid 

Rafique/undoubtedly discarded the presence of the complainant

admissions

Kashif

Majid ijlafique, PW-15, bn spot at the time of alleged

that if the accused facing trial Allah

occurrence.

It is also strange11..
ian^ Muhamma'd Bilal had enmity with the complainant 

with the deceased Sajjid Rafique then why

spared by the

allegedly present on the spot.

, PW-15,

W as ay a 1

party and pot only 

was thi complainant Majjid Rafique, PW-15 , was

accused ifacing trial when he was

Besides, initially;the complainant Majjid Ratique

accused facing trial Muhammad Bilal but later
1.2.

charged, only the 

the co-accused were also charged without their identification

without bringing any evidenceparade or! other satisfactory s;ource w;

rebord against theiii regarding the% connectivity
\

with the
on

offence.'
I

prosecution has failed ^ ^
^ 5:

to establish its case against the facing trial Muhammad Bilal son

of Muhammad Anwar,

In \he ight of above discussion, the13:

1/

***■•'/ \f

V/I- , •

of Allah Wasaya, Allah Wasaya son -)
I'.'

of riaq Nawaz and Muhammad As it son 

shadow of doubt, they are acquitted ,

Muhammad Imran son r •

y:

ACi'yi;,
of Allah Nawaz, beyond any

'..‘•1-1

.1
I
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extending the bei^fl^f

V4%:,

iyW t: V

of :the Iharges levelled against them by■i

W t ’i
fvw doubt.
•I •

V of Allah Wasaya isyi.ccused Muhammad Bilal son-ii m
m.'m

14.
, be set free forthwith, if he is not required in any 

of the accused be issued to the

custody, hence

other c^ase. Release warrant

Sup»|.mdent, Cenwl Snson, D.I»» tor the release of the

while accused Allah Wasaya son

of Haq Nawaz and

of
icus'ed forthwithsaid a

Muhaijimad Anwar, Muhammad Imran son

nma'd Asif son of Allah Nawaz are on 

bail boiids istarid cancelled. Their sureties are

bail, hence, their 

discharged from the
Muhai

Irabilities of the bail bohds.

, be disposed of according to law, butCase property, if any 

after t^ie expiry of period of appeal/revision

17.

record room afterof this court be consigned tof8. iFile

necessary'completion and compilation.

\>t41Anin^ouiriced
t21«023

% \ 
ii® >>■

(Muhammad Ilyas Khan) 
Additional Sessions Judge-Vl

Additional S'.;ssio:is ,JL'dgC’'\/l 
'• D&ra lsin;.iil Khan

I

?9 I 1/5
\fo-y--. .{.A/

\ >■ \\o
r r p TTlFl C ATE

Cktified thatdhis judgment consists upon (08) pages. Each 

_____ page has been read, corrected where-ever necessary and signed

>K0'6;sp23
(MUHAMMAD Ilyas Khan) 

Additional Sessions Judge-Vl 
Dera Ismail Khan.

/ / %
)' V •

■M;h V;

Addifior,'
J/ •>V1

pera Khan



mmm-

iliiiii■r
•. i y.

;-.

&^ih:v.v;,,.

( Mercipetition )
/

Through Proper Channe /

\

Uijl

8198/:l^ Jli
• >,

-i}?» ;ii'-.„;fcr'£?j

i



.■WlQi'ft.
- ---v

. >
7

v' V t
■]
f “j

' ■-■,

■ . .-.. v-^:-:^"' -'■ '-r •■ : ;

1^
■-'. •'•• /:•■.>"T; ■;

•MAl

I

iXl' I ./J ^jFRP J^i J^/ 03.01.2011 ^■jy‘j'i-c^J'~

J"^ iJi^Z/Jl-ciyj'. -G\j^}f{fl/(/^J/jFhj'./yVe/t cii

yy/yUC
7 •

/I

(2—^ 302/404/109/34/.2’18.06.2019
7 ■ I

:>^;U^-^^iZ:07.07.2020^yr'467/FRP/ti-C^Jli>wri

iy

/ •r£

-vt^r/
jiFIR

-t-J (3ffFIR

-’C? a
y=^ ^ Zl (X l J UI w—>v w^-zj)

Ji> 1L<J'* ITwi^ t IAj; j J(J U'; Z

>j^}

Z-j^iJUctr

-Jlfji
.1

\

.2

(J^ ^ d ^ Jl/ L-' .3
«-UtfOL

-1 L-'t/kcTi- i/ (ji^ U j; >*^u'’* 1—^ cJ Jy? UI
y ** **• V V

.4



I
1,s
A
ire
4

n
% i1m I7

^3^
-

/r'i

Jl-'C-O"^.

- j\/^‘l? (j j'i-r'iTiL ^ -t'*

-U'7'07v^ |^'7'£

zl u^(3 j ijvL-'Zl ju tzl ij'i-v^ f(7i-'^^-(JV^ i/^'i

i;l/y:Socially/Morallyj>,J>c/l^'l>b^J:*Jr^/c^/Zl^.-^^/J't'o^^

wiyJ’J’j^^^iuVL- su3>^ij’_iuji£^ ^u;/7j)_t5jt-C:_Ce Jt-o

/lI^i Jl- cf- -4- ^ ^^-t> V* F t c/ w 1^ ^ ^ L l^liL

i4-
iXJ^b4.Jj^jjljii^ «Z—y^jt'Ll^liL ^_6j 

c-'^^L/^ii ^ t> f 7''£_x ~i W J l>2- ^

i»^ zi (_/)Z/ji jj?7- ti £r3^- ijc CK trC/' ^ w

0;t?

J>^ .v • ci ^ )



r
i '•

V
VI j: \

V 'i

t *

3

iS^^-J

[^il-::^.‘;lf^wi>jy^^jyu'^lU^ j:^ >i- o^

jfX^}xcL^^j'y>Cfy/XXfjy^

.'c^l^lJl^
Zl i^UZiyljy^/c^^^lJ'yt/Uwiy^Oiyfw-pwV^i- ’̂

Zl o^- OjljXl-’X-<j^> ^Zl o^L-vi Jo^L-'c^^^iXc/^ ZcJ\f U* ^

J;uUSocialIy/MoraIlyjr-J>t/t-l-'b^J?wO/c>>Zl^.*^^/jl'c>^u^

iAfiJi\fX} Ji-X^ c."--^ l?^^4-> V- f t ^ i^Zl ^u>i£ ;l iS ^

yij’i'is/'^ ^XS^^->‘^-X-tJ'IJj)liJ^.L-[-^S^>£::_._jy^(Jc:/^l>y/*l.ljf ^r-clf 

(/Jl-i/Ju" .<Lyfj:,ti;'l^L i_l^

/Jl-i^^ 21.06.2023^-j,-166/^jSjj/-l,6/:f^ U^ 

(i—iJ>^U>.vro>b'')' _i_l>U=.l6iiZl<L/"ii>^7t"



■• _^f V’ ' '’■^’^ ■' ■ ■

/ V. ,'_ ■ .;

■’••'',* 'i ’•' '•■ '••■. .• ••■ •

>V> . .
Y ■1■ (

'■• ■ ’•'' "'

../ V'r>
t f..i' V

, .■-- •*>'
- •- 'V ■••’.

i.r • ^^ v''•r
?

>1'•>
r"

r
: f i'i

■• ..lj_ y:-' . i. .-.
* ''-f "S * (■'

\o
»

c/y
I

£L

(3i''“l * IT 76 jl-
tI

(
Ili

^yt ^jwJ X li 1l/1^*U

✓*

aO^J

fZ
^ r. ^

//-^7^ ^-2 3

//

i

1
;•

i



----------- ■fiiii^'A • ri

iljpr
wr-:t-i.sr . . .. -, .. ,. i<

. »■:;M V^'^f •,:i

Y !?
■ A*'

?;..

!

i

order , preferred by e«
This order will dispose of the ciepartmenia' aRP gp pRP 01

constable Muhammad Bilai Mo 8196 of FRP Dl Khan pnao, wherein he was
Khan Range, Dl Khan issued vide 08 Mo 'IBT dated 07.

.’-, ^1,.

J

!
;.
>■

awarded major puais^ment of removal from service jiimself effecl
Brief facts of the case are that the applicant a found involved in

from 17,06.2019 to .20.06.2019 and during his absence s ,poUce Station Cantt 
case m No 598. dated 16.06.2Q19i U/S 302M04/109/34 PPC PO
Oistfict Dl Khan.

V

(•

mended that

:
1

In this regard, he was
No. 935‘96/FRP. dated 19.06.2019 and proper 
initiated against him and Zahoor Ud Din DSP F fBCom
Enquiry Officer. After completion of enquiry- the Enquiry oni^r
the instant enquiry may be Kept pending lill the decision o anain marked to

Hmvevef. his enquiry alongwith relevant . .^^g^jiry into me
Asad Mehmood DSP FRP Dl Khan with hbT. guitty of the

4

I

matter. After completion of enquiry, the 
charges leveled against him.

Keeping in view the above narrated facts and other
punishment of removal service vide 08

matBoal available on 
No. 467.

. record, he was awarded major 
dated 07.07,2020. \

the impugned ord^r, ot SP FRP. Dl Khanfeeling aggrieved against
Range. Dl Khan, the applicant preferred the instant appeal.

Perusal of file it has been found that the situations were fully 

established during the course of -enquiry. Thus the applicant has been found to be ah 
irresponsible person In utter disregard the discipline of the force. Therefore ahy 
leniency or complacency would further embolden the accused dfjfictir and impinge 
upon adversely on the overall discipline and conduct of the force. There doesn't 

any infinmity in the order passed by the competent authprfty^ therefore noseem
ground exist to interfere in same

Based on the findings narrated above, Gomfnahdqnt ;FRP Khybef 
Pakhtunkhvira’ Peshav/an being the competent authority, has/fdbhd no :subatance in 
the appeal therefore, the same is rejected and fijed being badly^ 

merftless.

I

4.;' '■ ■

VOrder Announced. r....» .
r ■It

if

tjL

rf Cornmendant .
^ . ■ Frdhtlef:1^es^.e-polfce..^i^' 

VI • KhybenPdkhtunfit^a, peshaWar,
^ Legal, dated Peshawar the 7d | 72023-:: '

Copy of above Is forwarded for informate afid'iieces^fyactior^ to
the;;V

1

^ ;R^nge, Oi Khan. His-iS^sfyice; ras6tid;;afej^Vif^

,................

■J

D-fiJe^ejnt•j'.

v* ■



Iii

! '•: /V' BER PA K H T'/J' N/</-i 
bar CXfUNCli ■Affun UHab 

Bar.li U?;iraniA Soolli

III niA i~-ii> -I |l•''''''*.
...111 iHii l.< .•.irtlilo'

...........’•.!

v- fti;\ ■’'v3fliur'a Nnmo'.

..?»ii.
tycnn;n3?.(>-iri2ft:1 Kfic-.c 03116-M52f3S(W

-ocolinent Dat<rLfo.0l-''0'201/- fuZWAN ULLAH KHAN
Ac1v<>':atij 
bc-12-3500
Dalo o! !s3ue:l5-a5-2013 
Valid upto:

m.o.l. Khan
25-02-'9B5 

, O-vc
12101-0996987-9

I'lacB of Practice 
iatn of Birth mmsMiooci Group 
i'l.I.C No.

15-05-2016

B'mssas
ijAl'

Atii •'-r. mi<(. l.V;.f r.iMitnill

3'
A$

•i*i

------

. I'2X

i * .

^ kA f ̂  ut-’

>'l - I

I

ij^ i_U yi of.rr./ t!^ y^U

k^U- j' l/>T i_Jll^ lT a 6,/^ 0)-^ki/^Uy'U- /”^Jj-V

L L 4^ C (iy-f L Zl liyCf'U* JyV J~, /: LotJ ^'j --j C:/ l/t/'

<L.rt L/L^ <— \ X kS.-O’.tl Z- 0>*T t y/y t <L./f ./»! uli* \Syft t- Zl i—/" ij),^
J- JL (Jj^ jO ---i wir'r' ki^U (/■ <L- Z_y jih ^ ^ L i—X01 Zl (/O'Zlj <£-1 L ,'0 _-j Z- t/f ..■’.^ ^ J

ti/*J ^Ir'l L [SA .1^01 I iiZ- \j/ f ^j.r'i' ;j/ b*’./: JthjR'ci-lj (,^^J,.*V >'0 /

*J

)/ )J

/

Z_J( Jit K'x jl>’( t/ s' (j/j i)0l k_AUy J-d J^t iJ^O _t 0^^./ .;)( i^iUL X ^Ij'ji /i )

J/ L Jl^l ^^\h> L <_r [S/i dX L >,!> lC* U j ij.il Jt-•jS' dij^ -'>' lin/ri"-j*

^ !>/O' ~^r*r‘ x^hy xj*t^ ji' b'jr j\pt If Jjy/lV tjit k^U Z_UI Jl ^.'1'/'I
^ * • ’ / / /'

I c^tj’j) L iJ 0 Z_ o'"* b jy/;-’ .'l^l k^-^U ^x^jy*! jjl /jf Jj? j j^‘ 0 jl j«'’

ij .̂-->5 J ^LU'.yij L jly^Jil I

.!•

4> ij^/'yr' c-'^/cjyfy>4i ■^•■' izA'^ *!-''' 4' L 4' //-/i t J-

/ yt ij i ^r'}-‘ >) {£,.> ^0 y X f. \J'~ tifOij j}t Uj 0^^ /^r^y* k^U 4 J^U. ki-lyC^^I

x.jy' (4' l/-/d)y y b' j; ^l^'.i y kJr'j'- y f u/- 'j' -e- tJ? 6-'^ t^yV /kJrV k^U

iJjf ty?" kJliiy 4 wJrVk^U iy

^y>-/'b,-_LjXtc4lSj/Jl'

a.I

i

"7■j-

i.Ui li



.'jj

7.\

T W.
ii^iy

p: ^fi

7'^<y/' , :i>^i>u-;. -1o

•7

I

■T'

^ ./
“7^fe«' -7C:<>•

./Ty/Ii^t ‘

^U.,4i,lf'l~^/! j'.r- i^-'-^uOojji'ur i/u/jr-z-^L.^ .Z uWLKUui.0l>'l4j^ilJ') u^/i/1/ j

"tXv

mA.m
. i

y: -v'

^Px.

1>

2-^
• >2ojL7

(vjL^pUc/^

—.-uJi
li*- . V ^1o-

Jl ii(•
r\\ )/ . 'i.y/)

\/
■

)/■

/

3-^
^


