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•The appedi of Mr. Kizwan Uliah son of' Azarn- Khan iX-Consrable r:0._:;,12 Disiri;;t 
Police.' Tank received today i.e on 10,10.2023 i.s incomplete on the loHovying score vvhich is 
returned to the countsel for the appellant for co.rnpletion and re.submissiori '.vi

/
1 Annexure-D of the appeal is illef^Jble be replaced by lepib!e/t;e! l:ce one.'
2- Chamber/Gmail address and contact number cf the coi.r-tsel ent'aned is. not 

mentioned on the index of the appeal/wakalatnarna.
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1 I P a g e.

BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE

TRIBUAL PESHAWAR

In service Appeal No. 72023

Rizwan Ullah
(Appellant)

VERSUS IGP KPK etc
(Respondents^

I N D E X

S.No. Description of documents Annexure Page

1. Memorandum of Appeal along with
affidavit

2. Copy of FIR along with better copy
Copy of o7der#117/PA dated 

19/01/2022

Copies of departmental appeal and 

impugned dated 22/06/2022 

Copies of decision of Honourable High 

Court's order dated 05/10/2022 

Copy of departmental appeal dated 

08/06/2023

A 8- 93. B

104. C & D

//-/25. E

6. F/

//-/97. Vakalatnama

Dated: ?_2l/10/2023

Yours hu'i appellant

V
Rizwan Ullah

Muhammad Waqas
Advocate

Cell#0345-'9823802

\
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUAL
PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No.

Rizwan Ullah son of Azam Khan caste Kundi r/o near Bilal 
Masjid, village Gul Imam Tehsil & District Tank. Ex- 
Constable#312 District Poiice Tank. Ceil#0305-9529998.,

(Appellant
VERSUS

1. Provincial Police Officer/IGP, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.

2. Regionai Poiice Officer/DIG Police, Region Dera Ismail Khan.

3. District Police Officer, Tank.

(RESPONDENTS^

APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF THE KPK SERVICES
TRIBUNAL ACT, 1974, AGAINST THE IMPUGNED ORDER
f40u___117/PA DATED 19/01/2022 ISSUED BY
RESPONDENT NO, 3, WHEREBY THE APPELLANT WAS
DISMISSED FROM REGULAR SERVICE AND AGAINST
THE ORDER No, 42Q8/ES OF RESPONDENT NO. 2 DATED
22/06/2022 VIDE WHICH HE DISMISSED THE
DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL AS WELL AS INDECISION OF
DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL OF APPELLANT

PRAYER:

On acceptance of the instant appeal and by setting aside all 
the impugned orders bearing 117/PA dated 19/01/2022 

issued by respondent No. 3 and the impugned order No. 

4208/ES dated 22/06/2022 issued by respondent No.2 and 

the respondents be directed to reinstate the appellant in 

service with ail back.benefits.

Note: Addresses given above shall suffice the object of 

service. All necessary and proper parties have been , arrayed 

in the panel of respondents.



@

t Respectfully Sheweth; ^

The appellant humbly submits as under;

That the appellant is a law abide citizen of Pakistan and is 

enjoying well reputation in the society and is educated person 

having domicile of District Tank.

1.

2. That the'appellant was appointed as Constable in Police 

Department Tank and performed his duties with zeal and zest 
and to the entire satisfaction of his superiors.

3. That the appellant was charged in a false and factitious 

criminal Vase vide FIR#379 dated 17/11/2018 u/s -324,337- 

F(ivV34 PPC registered at Police Station Gul Imam Tank. 
Copy of the FIR is annexed as Annexure-A.

That thereafter the petitioner was piaced under suspension 

and closed to Police Line Tank for departmental proceedings. 
The petitioner was charge sheeted and inquiry was conducted 

by the respondents against the appellant.

That the criminal trial of above mention case was proceeded 

in the court of learned Senior Civil Judge/Judicial Magistrate 

Tank in which the appellant was awarded punishment of 5 

years simple imprisonment aiong with fine of Rs. 20000/- 

vide judgment dated 14/01/2022.

6. That thereafter the respondent#3 issued the impugned order 

No. 117/PA dated 19/01/2022 vide which the appellant 
awarded major punishment of dismissai from service without 
assigning any independent cogent reasons. Copy of order 

^ dated 19/01/2022 is annexed as Annexure-B.

4.

was

7. That feeling aggrieved by the order dated 19/01/2022, the 

appellant preferred a departmental appeal/representation to 

the respondent#2 being appellate authority and disclosed all

withthe true facts and acknowledging the real happenings 

the appellant but the appellate authority vide office order No. 
4208/ES dated 22/06/2022 rejected the appeal 

appellant. Copies of departmental appeal and impugned dated 

22/06/2022 are annexed as Annexure-C&D.

of the

/



(?)
I 8. That the appellant' challenged the conviction order dated 

14/01/2022 of the learned trial court before the Honourable 

Peshawar High. Court Bench Dera Ismail Khan and the 

Honourable court was pleased to set aside the impugned 

conviction order of Senior Civil Judge Tank and the case of 
appellant is remanded back to the trial court for decision . 
afresh on merits.after recording pro & contra evidence vide its 

judgment dated 05/10/2022. Copies of decision 

Honourable High Court's order dated 05/10/2022 

enclosed as Anhexure-E.

of
are

9. That, as the conviction of appellant is set aside and the trial 
of case is still pending adjudication before the learned Senior 

Civil Judge Tank, hence, appellant is entitled to be reinstated 

into service.

10. That the appellant filed a departmental appeal vide Diary No. 
2086 dated 09/06/2023 to the respondent#2 for 

reinstatement of his service till final decision of criminal trial.
The respondent#2 sent the same appeal to the respondent#3 

with directions to submit further comments regarding ■ the 

matter.vide Desp: No. 4121/ES dated 09/06/2023. Copy of 
departmental appeal is annexed as Annexure-F.

That impugned order No. 117/PA dated 19/01/2022 and 

subsequently impugned orders of the appellate authority 

based on mala fide and against the law, thus, the appellant 
left with no other remedy, the appellant approaches this 

honourable tribunal seeking reinstatement in service with all 
back benefits in consequence of setting aside impugned 

orders on gracious acceptance of the instant petition 

grounds hereinafter preferred.

are

on

GROUNDS

a. That the orders passed, by the departmental autho.rities, 
impugned/hereby are arbitrary, discriminatory, legally and 

factually Incorrect, ultra virus, void ab initio and militate
\



(§)
against principle of natural justice, thus, are liable to be 

set aside and mala-fide.

b. That the appellant is innocent and has been subjected to 

the penalty for no fault on his part. The trial of the case 

FIR#379 dated 17/11/2018 u/s 324,337-F(iv)/34 PPC 

registered at Police Station Gul Imam Tank is still pending 

adjudication before the learned Judicial Magistrate Tank 

and there is likelihood of acquittal of appellant, hence, the 

impugned orders are liable to be set aside.. Hence, on this 

sole ground the impugned orders are liable to be set aside 

and the service appellant is entitled to be reinstated with 

all back benefits.

c. That it is a matter of record that appellant has been vexed 

in clear defiance of law and principle laid by the superior 

courts as weil as the tribunals as could be gathered from 

the facts and circumstances of the case.

d. That the respondents/department awarded major penalty 

I.e.. removal from service before the guilt of appellant by 

the learned trial court. Even then the punishment awarded 

to the appellant is too harsh.

e. That the respondent#2 was bound to decide the
Departmental appeal of the appellant but the same is not 
decided as yet, hence, the appellant does not have any
remedy except to invoke the jurisdiction of this honourable
tribunal.

f. That the inquiry officer has not conducted the inquiry
according to the law which needs serious interference by

/
this honourable Tribunal to meet the ends of justice;

g. That the appellant had sufficient length of service i 

approximately 16 years rendered for the department while 

adjudicating the matter of departmental authority utterly 

ignored not only the provisions of law on the point but the 

rights, too, of the appellant including fringe benefits and 

by imposing the harshest of the penalties in defines.of law

;

■ f

.e.



(f)
<1 as aforesaid^ deprived the family of appellant of its only 

means of earning livelihood.

h. That the respondents while adjudicating in the matter of 
departmental proceedings and the appeal/representation 

of the appellant were disposed of the entire matter in a 

slip shot manner through the orders impugned hereby, 
thus, the award of impugned punishment is patently 

unwarranted, illegal, ultra virus, nullity in ■ law and 

apparently rpotivated for extraneous reasons and .is not 
maintainable In law.

That the petition of appeal is duly supported by law and 

rules formulated there under, besides- the 

affirmation/affidavit annexed hereto.

i.

j. That this honourable Tribunal is competent and has ample 

powers to adjudge the matter under reference/appeal.

k. That counsel for the appellant may graciously be allowed 

to raise additional grounds at the time of arguments.

/

It is, therefore, humbly requested that the instant 

service appeal may kindly be accepted and the 

appellant may graciously be reinstated into service 

with all back benefits.
Any other relief deemed appropriate In circumstances of 

the case may also be allowed in favour 6f appellant in the 

large interest of justice.

Dated: 5^10/2023

Yours hurn^^appellant

Rizwan Ullah

Muhammad
Advocate
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICF TRTRIIAI

PESHAWAR

In service Appeal No. 72023

Rizwan UMah VERSUS 
(Appellants

GOVT of KPK etc
(RespondentsS

CERTIFICATE

Certified that appeiiant have not fiied an appeai regarding- the 

, subject controversy, eariier in this august Tribunai.

Dated:___ /10/2023

Mppciiai Ik.

NOTE

Appeal with enciosure aiong-with required sets thereof 

being presented in separate fiie covers.
are .

Dated:^? /10/2Q23 /

Appeiiarars counsei
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRTRIIAI

PESHAWAR

In service Appeal No. /2023

Rizwan Ullah
fAppellant^

VERSUS GOVT of KPK etc
(Respondents^

AFFIDAVIT

I, Rizwan Ullah, appellant herein, do hereby solemnly affirnn 

on oath:-

1. That the accompanying appeal has been drafted by counsel 

following our instructions;

2. That all para-wise contents of the appeal are true and correct 

to the best of my knowledge, belief and information;

3. That nothing has been deliberately concealed from this 

Honourable Court, nor anything contained therein, based 

exaggeration or distortion of facts.
on

Dated: 0^10/2023

Deponent

CNIC# /li.0l-7ZO^32JL-^

Identified By:-

Muhammad
Advocate

\ •
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No. ... .dated-^ ’',f, li

ORPM ■
Tliis order iS'oin.^"

SamaiiicRiijvinjaiakJSaiili^^^
"S ddpioy^ ds' Seimity Guard withDisififctNteim Tank vide;PDm37 ■dated.l9.U.20iS of

■ . ’’«'>« Uncs;Ttink. Hewasinvpl«dih^ynoiwCrirodbf;aH%jttqi^g:^  ̂ '
1.2018 u/3 324/34 PPC'PSduVYmQhifor>h|ch;heVa^^ ' .

*" Police Lines tank, but Qbscnted’hiniself frblti'kwfiuliduty'withdai'aiiy W-c
n-om 19.11.2018 lo Yio 1.2019 ((otal 64-yays) vide! DD report No. 31 ;dated 'l9! 11 Yol 8. ■

. .Mr.mihar Aii Shall'Ihb then DSP/HQRs, Tank v^ nominaledas Inquiiy Ofncerand

conducted the departmental -inquiry who submitted his finding report ih which' he was he'd 
responsibic-for the allegation levelled against him.’A final'show cause notice was issued and served ■ 
upon him properly, his reply to tH'e.Final .Show.eauscNotice was received requesting therein that
llic absence p.eriod' of above-mentioned .period remained keep pending till ,the dpeisio'n of the eourt.

: Mr.Mbhammad Arif the then DPOXanIc, passed'inte^m p^^qr^ ■

dated 30.05.20.1'9,.lhe enquiry papers' keep' pending till the decistoir ofiive ,cpurt and his pay ah 

released; _ .. • •

who w

Thein5tamcasevideFrRN0.379,dated 1,7.11:2018, U/t 324/337X0^)34 PP'CFS Gi
instituted before'lhe-Court of Sehior;Ciyil Judge Tank on 24.02.2026. which has been,, 

decided-vide judgement dated' M.01.2022’in which .defaulter Cons.table UJl'ah.lsro.312 has
convicted and sentenced to.05.years^rigorousirnpi^onnrient. He,i.3^soie|i?d;^ 1^.20000/- ,

(Twenty Thousand" Rupees) and. ih default of payment'of fine he,will -undci;go.01montli simp

imprisonment.

i

Imam was

• !: , V-VU.V-’ ■ .

Now. -m-ihe light of abbvejudEe^m,T, S A 
Police Office'r.'Tank ih exercise' of power .tonferrpd uppn me, mdCTvl^o-.PpUce Rules

■ amendment 2014, hereby award him Major Punishment orJplSI^SS^^OWSPRVI ■

-. .immediate elTe'cl. ' • i ’i .:r,- o.-" *^>V V./.V*.

(SAd2fAD^5«HlVlAD'SAHIBZrADA)
District Police Officer

' S't ■

t

:(lS: • ;
7PA dated' Tank'.-the

. Copy to:-', : • --------
. flic Regional Police O'ffice'r, DI Khan Region for favour-of kind'information. ' 

,2. Pay olficer, Reader,' OHC and SRC for further necessary action. •

No

5 • 1I' 7..j . !
^ Bn-o' '2-7 (SAJJAD AliMAO SAHIBZADA) 

. District Police Officer,
: " h Tank.

■■
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OFFICfiOPTUR
REGiOf'iAL rquce officer
t>£RA ISMAIL KIIAN REGION

; 'Si b
f •i

;hZog ^ o6/aoaa ’ /'/Ef^. :No D^ted l>) KhantiM
QJR-DJJH/

/!
TanV asalnut th* iwtwfrted otder of Major PonUJvtoewMoSsM from S«rv»«>by tb« DFOTirtivpM*wl »Wo 
bi5 ofnca OB No. 34 aalcid ao.oi joai. on tltc following nilegadons;

•: , 'I
*/f« iww deployed (ti wtuKly juorrf urffh Dijfrre< Norfm llofik we DO N0.37 doled #^i/.aoiS of Arffetf 
Tent. K« tyas fnvdfKex^ fn l^tnous er^mc of oftempl'ilo murder yfde enrsc FIR Bto»i79 dof«f »/»
3J4/34HPC rs Cul'imaOi Ttinlcforiuhfch he uiot pJbcnf under'euipenFfon ontf oFoWlo ftrfwe /i««» yb>ifc«rt 
obrenferf Mmietf from m#t|/ loflAoul ony teerw^ of permiMton wt/, 19.if.71S fo irt.o/JK>l9 flolol 
daysjirkle DD reportNb.51 dated iy.if.70i8*

DPO Tank served the appellant vrtth the thaiijeaheeL Empjiry into the matter wtu goi eooducled Into 
throoth Mr. IBikher Aj Shah, the then DSP HQrs. Tank, who concluded that altegation itood proved agalnil the 
appelUfit. Thereupon, we appellant was nerved with tlift Final Show Cause Notice by Ih# DPO Tank In bli reply 
to the Final Shovr 'Caoise Notvee the appdUnt requested tbal decision on the peiiod ol absence may be kept 
perdmjtiUl the dot aioa of the court.

2.

3. Ihe then OPO Tank, vide an interim order nde OB N0.390 dated 30.05.2019, rdeased hb pay and 
ordered to keep th''^ subject Inquiry pending till the decteion of the court in case vide PIRN0.37P dated i7.1l.t01S 
« /* 384/337 W):, 4 PPC PSCut Imam Tank-Senior Ci'idl Judge Tank, vW« Judipnent dated u.ot*»oaa convkied 
the appeilaoi and '.Kmtitnced him to undergo rlgonnu UnsrUoiment for os jtws. He also fewd him to pay Rs> 
20,non/- CTwenty Thousand Ruportlin iWauU of which he was sentenced to undergo simple hnprisonment for
Ol*morilh,

4. Consequent upon eonvlcllon of the apprfUnt by the hottourable court. DPO Ttnk awarded him mBjor 
punishment of ‘Di imtisal from Service* vide the lRjpu(,n^ order OB No.24 dated 20.01.2022.

5. The ai^'ilant preferred an apped agalntt the lmpt>go«d order on 23432.2022. HU appeal was acat to 
DPO Tank for coinntonls and pnmiiun# of hi« service reeon):vid« Uiis office Eodoraemenl N0.1310/SS dated 
28.02.2032. DPO'Taal:, vldo hh office Uttar Na6o8/EC dated a0.03.203a, furnished commenu an the «ibJ«t 
appeal wherrin hr justified and supporlal the puniihnicm infllcicd on blir. Isy his impncMd order.

6 The appklant a|q|>«ar«d before ihe undersigned. In orderly room hAl on i9.n3.9ro2a and prayed for 
relnsutcmeni In aenW. Kb in»<d»cment in a crimihti CMO (FIR N04179 dated 17.i1.a018 u/s ja^/^FCVl^ 
PPC rs Gul Imam. District Tsnk) ami hi* ennvlctioii In lha by the honaoraUe «mit (Senior Qvil Judge 
Tank, vide JudgfnetU dated i4-0t.2O33> coupled With absence from duly for 6q daj's t$Ml.2i8 10

01 2019. vide DO report No^t doted 19.JJ JOiSJ'felU under the definlUon of mfoeondiiel a* defined ti/s 
lim of the Police Rut**; im- Even if he bad not been convicted by theconrt hb bwolvemeot and prosuemlon in 
A criminal case wouU hare been sufficient Rrounds lo suggest that he was an dl disKplined police olBoer wkh 
w«jk self* control. Sudi an officer canoot be unltashriupon the people erf ibli divisk»u
7 K«ptn|ln 'How tbo ibore, 1. SHAUKAT AlSBAS, PSP, Regional Prdko Officer. Den.temafi Khan, in 
eiccrclsc of the poirere conferred upon mo under Rule^l, dauiO'O (a), of the Pt*ce Riilea 1975. do *»«« intend take 
A lenient view. », therefore. ^LgJECT hU appeal and nplnrfd the impugned otder <rf major punbhmcm of 
DlsmUeal feow Service passed ^iBoDFO D1 Khan 08 No. arf dated ao.ouaoaa.

i.

1
]

:( ;

I

i

(SnAVKAl^llAS) FSP 

Regional Pofiee Officer 
Dera tsmsil Khan

I

.r.l letter H0.60R/FX dated 2^.03.2022 (End: Service Roll 81 Faujl M

(IIHAOKAT AJUIAS) ,?«P
Police tracer

/

/
/ /
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BEFORE THE HONOURABLE PESHAWAR HIGH COURT
DERA ISMAIL KHAN BENCH.

-D of 2022'Criminal Appeal No.

Rizwanullah son of Azam Khan, caste Kundi, resident of Gul Ima 
Tehsil & District Tank.

(Appellant/Con'

VERSUS

I. The State

-Asmatullah son of Abdul Samad, caste Baloch, resident of G 
Imam, Tehsil & District Tank

2.
(Complainant)

(Respondents)

Appeal under Section 410 Cr.P.C. against the

Judgment/ORDER dated 14.01.2022 passed by

THE LEARNED SENIOR CIVIL JUDGE (J) TANK, IN

Case No.274/2021, vide which the appellant

HAS been convicted & SENTENCED UNDER

SECTION 324 & 337-L(2) PPC IN CASE FIR 

' N0:379 DATED 17.11.2018 u/s 324,.

337F(vi)/34 PPC P.S. GuL IMAM, Tank, as

follows:

; Convicted u/s 324 PPC and sentencedI.
\f TO 05 YEARS Rigorous imprisonment and

FINE OF Rs.20,000/- or in DEFAULT

THEREOF TO SUFFER ONE MONTH S.I. t

Convicted u/s 337-L(2) PPC andn.
sentenced to 02 years ' simple /

imprisonment and to pay Daman

Cr.A N0.34-D of 2022 (SB) (Grounds)

EXAMINOR 
High Court Bench,

‘



1
%y ■nmCxMENT SHEET

PFSHAWAR HIGH court, n.T.KHAN BENCT
(Judicial Department)

rr.A N0.34-D/2O22.

Rizwanullah 
Versus 

The State etc.

JUDGMENT

M/S Saif ur Rehman Khan and; MuhammM 
Ynnsaf Khan. Advocates.

For Appellant:

Mr. Rehmatullah. Asstt: Advocate GeneralFor the State:

Mr. Farooq Akhtar. Advocate, *For Respondent: 

Date of hearing: 05.10.2022.

>!«****

This judgment shall 

dispose of two appeals bearing Gr.A.No.34-D of 2022 and 

Cr.A.No.35“D of 2022, as both the appeals have arisen from one 

and the same judgment dated 14.01.2022, rendered by learned 

Senior Civil Judge (J), Tank, whereby the appellants after 

facing trial in case FIR No.379 dated 17.11.2018, under sections 

324, 337-F(vi)/34 PPC of police station Gul Imam, District lank, 

have been convicted and sentenced as under:-

MVHAMMAD FAHEEM WALT X-

(1) Accused Rizwanullah convicted Under 
Section 324 PPC, and sentenced to five years 
rigorous
Rs.20,000/~ or in default thereof, to undergo 
one month simple imprisonment;

(2) He has been further convicted under 
section 337-L(ii) PPC and sentenced to two 
years simple imprisonment with payment of 
Rs.30,000/- as Daman to the injured or in 
default thereof, to undergo one month simple 
imprisonment;

imprisonment with fine of

t'liyh Court BvyNlh
ir.rTV.>ii Kilfio
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(3) Accused Tahir has been convicted for 
common intention under section 324 PPC 
and sentenced to 
imprisonment.

All the sentences have been ordered 

concurrently. Benefit of Section 382-B, Cr.P.C. has been 

extended to the convicts.

two years simple

to run

2. Brief facts of the case as narrated in the FIR, 

registered on the basis of murasila, in brief, are that on

17.11.2018 at 9:40 hours, complainant Asmat Ullah, in injured 

condition, reported the matter to Muhammad Rehman IHC 

No.461 at Emergency Room of DHQ Hospital, Tank, to the 

effect that on said date at about 8:30 hours, he was present in the 

thoroughfare near the house of one Abdul Qayyum, meanwhile, 

accused Rizwanullah and Tahir Khan came there and asked him 

that why he was standing there, whereupon he replied that it is a 

throughfarc and a public place and that they have 

with the same. The accused infuriated, pulled out their pistols 

from trouser of Shalwar and started firing at him, as a result of 

firing of accused Rizwan Ullah, he sustained injury on his left 

arm, whereas firing of co-accused Tahir Khan got missed. After 

commission of the occurrence, the accused decamped from the 

spot. Besides the complainant, the occurrence is stated to have 

been witnessed by Habib Ullah and Abdul Ghaffar. Motive for 

the occurrence is stated to be previous grudge. He charged the 

accused for commission of the offence.

no concern

. 'X

(
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*- On completion of the investigation, complete 

challan against the accused was submitted before the trial Court, 

where at the commencement of trial, prosecution produced and 

examined as many as eleven witnesses, whereafter, accused was 

examined under section 342, Cr.P.C. wherein they denied the

3.

;
k

allegations and professed innocence, however, neither they /
;

wished to be examined on oath in terms of Section 340(2),

Cr.P.C., nor produced defence evidence. The learned trial Court 

after hearing arguments convicted the accused and sentenced 

them as mentioned above, hence, the instant criminal appeal.
I'

Arguments heard and record scanned.4.

Without touching merits of the case, suffice it to5.

say that in the charge framed by learned trial Court, the

appellants have not been charged for the offence under section* «

337-L(ii) PPC, hovyever, even then they have been convicted 

under said section of law, which is against the mandatory

provision of law. Even no specific question with regard to 

injuries that fall under section 337-L(ii) PPC has been put to the 

accused in their statements under section 342, Cr.P.C. No doubt,

Section 227, Cr.P.C. empowers the Court to alter the charge at

any stage of proceedings before pronouncement of the Judgment
1-

. and such alteration has been made conditional in a manner that

every such alteration or addition shall be read and explained to 

the accused and after such alteration evidence is to be led by the

prosecution. In addition, a specific question is also to be put to Isthe accused in that regard in his statement under section 342,

lEST^
0
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Cr.P.C. Nothing of the sort has been done in the present case. 

When faced with this situation, learned counsel for the parties

candidly conceded and agreed to remand the case to the trial

Court.

In view of what has been discussed above, both the6.
/

appeals are allowed, the impugned judgment is set aside and the •

case, is remanded back to the trial Court for trial denovo.

€MW

Announced: >
Dt: 05.10.2022.
Kifeyat/PS*

UDGE

(S.B)
Hon'ble Mr. Justice Muhammad Fahcem Wali

EXAMINOR 
High Court Bonch, 

Dera Ismail Khan
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To-

The Deputy Inspector General of Police, - 

Dera Ismail Khan Region.

I
\

RFINSTATE THE SERVICE—QF 
ALL BACK

APPLICATION TOSubject:
APPLICANT AS CONSTABLE WITH

BENEFITS.

Respected Sir,

The applicant humbly submits as under;

1. That the applicant was appointed in the police department Tank 
as Constable and applicant pevrormed his duties with zeal, zest 
and honest, In this respect service record of applicant is evident.

2. That meanwhile the applicant was charged in a criminal case
337-F(VI)/34 PPCFIR#379- dated 17/1,1/2018 u/s 324 

registered at Police Station' Gul Imam District Tank, Copies

annexed.

3, That initially the criminal trial of the above mentioned case was 
decided by the learned Senior Civil Judge (Judicial) Tank and the 
applicant’was convicted u/s 324 PPC for five years (SI) and fine 
of Rs. 20000/- vide judgment dated 14/0-1/2022. Copies 

annexed.

4. That, after conviction, the service of the applicant was dismissed 
from service vide order OB No. 24 dated 20/01/2022 issued by 
the District Police-Officer Tank. Copies annexed.

i

5. That thereafter the applicant preferred a departmental appeal to 
your good self for re-instatement of his service but the-same 

■ was dismissed vide office order No.' 4208/ES dated,22/06/2022. 

Copies annexed, ^

6. That, the applicant, feeling aggrieved-by the conviction order of 

the (earned Senior Civil Judge (Judicial) Tank, filed a Criminal 

Appeal against conviction before the Honourable Peshawar High 

Court Bench Dera Ismail -Khan and the Honourable court was 

pleased to accept the appeal of the appellant by setting aside the

r \o
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conviction order dated 14/01/2022 vide its judgment dated 

05/10/2022 and remanded the case back to the trial court for 

trial denovo. Copies annexed. ' . '

7. That as the 

Khan has set
hence, applicant is entitled to be reinstated into service with all 

back benefits. Copies annexed. .

Honourable Peshawar High Court Bench' Dera Ismail 

aside the conviction' order dated' 14/01/2022,

8. That the applicant is a poor feliow having family as well, as school

sole' source ofgoing children while the job of applicant is a 
'income of the, applicant, hence, the. applicant is entitled to be

reinstated into service on humanitarian grounds.

9. That your good-self has got vast and ample powers to reinstate 

the service of applicant with al! back benefits..

It is, therefore,
reinstated into service as Constable with'all back benefits.

humbly prayed that the applicant may kindly be

\ .
Dated 08/06/2023

Humble Applicant

■

RizwanUlIah
Constable#312 
r/o Gul Imam Tank. 
Cell#0305-9846002

■r
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