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L PESHAW

In service Appeal No. 2%}/2023

Rizwan Ullah VERSUS . IGP KPK etc

(Appellant) | ~ (Respondents)
"INDEX
S.No. || Description of documents ' | Annexurel Page }
1. Memorandum of Appeal along with ,. _
=~ | affidavit | ' L, /;_ '7
2. COpy of FIR alongk with better copy A 8; ‘C?
3. |Copy of  order#117/PA - dated B
119/01/2022 | e
4. | Copies _of departmental appeal and! C&D :
impugned dated 22/06/2022 | /]2
5. | Copies of decision of Honourable High E '
Court’s order dated 05/10/2022 : '
. 10/ [3-]7
y 6. Copy of departmental appeai dated F .
08/06/2023 - L | [é”‘/‘?
7. | Vakalatnama , . —

20

: YOW appellant
(N -
Rizwan Ullah . %

Muhamm Waqas
 Advocate

‘Dated: ? O//10/2023

-~ -

Cell#0345-9823802
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Service Appeal No. % 772023

" Rizwan Ullah son of Azam Khan' caste Kundi r/o near Bilal

Masjid, village Gul Imam Tehsil &  District Tank. Ex-
Constable#312 District Police Tank. Cell#0305-9529998. .
(Appellant)

VERSUS
- 1. Provincial Police Officer/IGP, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.
2. _Regi-onal Police 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
No. 117/PA_DATED 19/01/2022 ISSUED BY

RESPONDENT NO. 3, WHEREBY THE APPELLANT WAS

DISMISSED FROM_REGULAR SERVICE AND AGAINST

THE ORDER No. 4208/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 bearmg 117/PA dated 19/01/2022
issued by respondent No. 3 and the |mpugned 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 all back beneflts '

Note: - Addresses given above shall suffice the object of
service. All necessary and proper parties have been. arrayed‘
in the panel of respondents.



@

Respectfully Shewetﬁ;

1.

The appellant humbly submits as under;

That the appellant is a law abide citizen of Pakistan and is
enjoying well reputatlon in the socuety and is educated person

- having domucule of Dlscrlct Tank.

-~ 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. '

‘That the appellant was charged in a false and factitious

criminal ‘case vide FIR#379 dated 17/11/2018 u/s 324,337-
F(IV)/34 PPC reglstered at Police Station Gul Imam Tank
Copy of the FIR is annexed as Annexure-A

‘That thereafter the petitioner was placed under suspension

and closed to Police Line Tank for departmental proceedmgs
The petlttoner was charge sheeted and mquzry was conducted .E
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~appella_nt was awarded punishment of 5
years simple imprisonment along with fine of Rs. ZQOOO/—

~ vide judgment dated 14/01/2022.

That thereafter the respondent#3 issued the impugned order
No. 117/PA dated 19/01/2022 vide which the appellant was
awarded major punishment of dismissal from service without
assigning any independent cogent -reasons. Copy of order
dated 19/01/2022 is annexed as Annexure-B, '

- That feeling aggrieved by the order dated 19/01/202_2, the

appellant preferred .a departmental appeal/representation to
the respondent#2 being appellate authority and disclosed all
the true facts and iacknowledging the real ‘happenings with
the appellant but the appellate authority vide office order No.
4208/ES dated 22/06/2022 rejected the appeal of the
appellant. Copies of departmental appeal and lmpugned dated

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



8.  That the appeliah‘f’ﬁhallenged the conviction oroer.dated
14/01/2022 of the -Iearn_e‘d _trial court before the Honourable
Peshawar High. Court Bench Dera Ismail Khan and the

' .Honourable bcourt.v'va‘s 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 recofding pro & contra evidence' vide its
judgment dated 05/10/2022. Copies of de‘ciaion‘ of
Honourable High Court’s order dated 05/10/2022 are
enclosed as Annexure-E. N L

9.  That, as the conviction of appellant is set aside and the- trial
of caSe is still pending adjudication before the learned Senior .
Clv:l Judge Tank, hence, appellant is entrtled to be reinstated
into service. S

10. That the appel!aht fi.led a departmental appeal vide Diary No.
2086 dated 09/06/2023 to the respondent#2 for o
.reinstatement of hié 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.

11.. That impugned order No. 117/PA dated 19/01/2022 and
subsequently impugned orders of the'appellate authority are
based on mala fide and against the law, thus, the appellant

- left with no other remedy, the appellant approaches this
honourable tribunal seekmg remstatement-m service wrth all
back benefits in consequence of “setting aside lmpugned
orders on gracious acceptance of the instant petltlon on
grounds hereinafter preferred.

GROUNDS

a. That the orders 'pa_ssed,by the departmental authorities,
' impugned thereby are a'rbitrary, discriminatory, legally and
.'factually incorrect, ultra virus, void ab initio. and militate



against principie 6f natural justice, thus, are liable to be
set aside and mala-fide.

. That the appellant is innocent and has been subjected to
the penalty for no fault on his ‘part. The trial of the c_aee
" FIR#379 dated 17/11/2018 u/s 324,337-F(iv)/34 PPC
registered at Police Station Gul -Irham Tank is still pending’
adjudication "before the learned Judicial Magistrate Tank
and there is likelihood of acquittal of appellant, hence the
|mpugned orders are liable to be set aside. .Hence, on this
'~ sole ground the impugned orders are Ilable to be set a5|de ‘
‘and the service appellant is entitled to be reihstated-With
all back benefits. |

That it is a matter of record t.ha.t_ appellanf has been‘vexed
ih clear defiance of law and principle Iaid Aby the superior N
courts as weil as the tribunals as could be gathered from
the facts and C|rcumstances of the case.

That the respondents/department awarded major penalty |
i.e..removal from service before the guilt of appellant by
the learned tr:al court. Even.then the pumshment awarded _
to the appeliant-is too harsh. |

That the: respondent#z 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 mvoke the ]urlsdlctaon of this honourable
tribunal. ' '

That the inquiry officer has notvconducted the inquiry
according to the law which needs serious lnterference by
this honourable Tribunal to meet the ends ofJustlce

That the appellant had sufficient length of service i.e.
approximately 16 years rendered for the department' while
adjudlcatlng the matter of departmental authortty utterly.
|gn0red not only the provisions of law on the pomt but the .
rlghts too, of the appellant including fringe benefits and
by imposing the harshest of the penaltles in defines of law -



as aforesaid, débi"i\/ed the family of appellant of-its only
means of earning livelihood.

‘h. That the -re'sbondents‘ while adjudicating in the matter of

departmental broceedings and-the app»eal/representatidn

| of the' appellant were disposed of the entire matter in a

| slip shot manner through the -*oﬁrders‘ impUgned hereby,

thus, the award of impugned punishment is ‘-pat'en'tly

unwarranted', illegal, ultra virus, nullity in -Zlaw and

apparently motivated %or extraneous. reasons and ,is,'not-
maintainable in law. B

i. . That the petition of appeal is duly supported by laW'-and
rules  formulated there under,  besides. the

affirmation/affidavit annexed hereto.

j. That this honourable Tribunal is competent and has ample

powers to adjudge the matter under reference/appea'l.

k. That counsel for the appellant may graciously be allowed
to raise additionat grounds at the time of arguments.

It is, therefore, humbly requested that the instant
service appeal may kindly be accepted and the
appeliant may graciously be reinstated into service
‘with all back benefits. | -

Any other relief deemed appfopriate in circumstances of
the case may also be allowed in favour of appellant in the
large interest of justice. L

Dated: @ 7/10/2023

Yoli(:::yl appell,anf
N g

" Rizwan Ullah

Advocate



In service Appeal No. _ / 2023

-~

Rizwan Ullah  °~ VERSUS  'GOVT of KPK eté

(Appellant) - - R (Respondents)
' B
CERTIFICATE '

Certlﬂed that appellant have not filed an appeal regardlng the
, subJect controversy, earlier in thls august Trlbunal

Dated: __/10/2023 - o (\WM//

Appeiant

NOTE

Appeal W|th enclosure along- W|th requrred sets thereof are ;
being presented in separate flle covers.

~—

Dated:o 7 /10/2023

Appellant’s counsel




Dqtéd:o’ 10/2023 | AN

In service Appeal No. ' /2023

Rizwan Ullah VERSUS ~~ ~  GOVT of KPK etc

(Appellant) | {(Respondents)
. AFFIDAVIT

I, Rizwan Ullah, appellant herein, do hereby solemnly-affirm
on oath:- | | |

1. That the accompanying appeal has been drafted.by éounsel
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 thérein, based on
“exaggeration or distortion of facts.

Déponent

CNIC#_/220/-22043 22-9

Identified By:-__

Muhammad
Advocate
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FFICE OF \'I'I-I B
ISTRICT POLICE OFF. ICER
o D: QTRICT TANK :

/ . \Co""“'ﬂe Rinmn Ullnh No 312 of thls DlslrictPol:ee, whd was charg‘ Sheeted on, the llegation .
. Who Was deployed ds Secunty Guard wuh stmct Nazrm Tank v;de DD No' 37 dated 19.11. 20! Sof
* ' npt tojrurde _de case FIR NO. 379 :

. duted; 1701 201 R u/s 324134 PPCTS. Gul Imam for whlch he was placed nder suspensron and closed :
. :‘“ Police Lines Tank ‘bt abscnted ‘hintself fr:m lawful duty wuhout au)' 139‘“" of Pe"“‘ss“’n we
fnom I9 Il 2018 lo 22 01.2019 (totai 64- days) v:de DD reportNo 31. dated 19: ll 2018. .
' . Mr Imhar Ali Shah’ lhe then DSP/HQRS, Tank was' nommated as Inqmry Officer.and ‘
~ conthicied (e depanmental mquiry who submmed his finding report in which he wias hed
rr.sponsrblc for the alleganon lev el[ed agamst htm A final- show cause notice was isswed and served -
upon him Properly, his reply t6 the Final Show.Cause: Nonce was recewed diid requesting therein that
the "bsc""e Perrod of above-mentloned period remamed keep pendmg tﬂl the decrsron of the court: -
Mr, Mohammad Arif the then DPO Tank passed mtenm ofﬁce order vrde OB NO. 390 -

dated 30.05. 20]9 lhe enqulry papers keep pendmg till the decrsxon of: the ckour‘t and hzs pay al* )
released. IR ey {"‘

The instant case vide rrR NO. 379 dated. 7. 1 2018 U/E 324/337 v'(v1>34 PPCFS G
lmum was mstrtuted before the- Court of Semor le Judge’ Tank on 24 02 2020 whrcb has been_

dcclded vide Judgement dated 14. Dl 2022 m whrch defaulter Constable RJZ:wan Ullah, No 312 has
vred Wlth fine Rs. 20000/-

rgo Ol‘month sunplc

.....

eonv;eted and sentenced 1o 05 years ngorous :nipnsonment. He 1s als 0 e
"(Twenty Thousand Rupees) and in default of payment of ﬁne he w:ll unde

lmprlsonment 37 ey

Now in the l;ght of above judgement I, SAJJAD QM §AHIB'Z.ADA, D\stm:t
~ Police Offs cer, Tank in exercrse of power conferred uppn me under the Pohce Rules 1975 with
+ amendment 2014 hereby award hm; Major Pums‘»hment of ‘DlSMISSAL FROM SERVICE with

. Jmmedlalc effect CL e _'__= m -l N ':
3
(SAJFADKHAMAD SAHIBZADA)
. B Cooe " “District Police Officer; ~
: : L S LA .‘iuT@.ﬂk' : '
wo LB oa - died T Tank. me R /01/2022
. Copy 10:- . RN RICR ‘.}., PERPIRN

“t. The R(.glonal Potice Officér, D1 Khan Rrgron for favom of kmd mformauon
.2, Pay oliwer, Reader; OHC and SRC for furthel necessary action

e L -

“ -WM;

' . OP)N’D ... ) R . .-.."..‘~ ' . o » L
. : U, Lo (SAJJAD AHMAD SAIIIBZADA)
O{, zo E 2 L M e L i Drslrnct Pohce Ol'ﬁcer, .
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No. OS jmd, Dated . K obfa0z2

ORDEN T 2 "’} Khanthe 22 06/

; This-order dis '

; poses of a depastmental appeat filed by F:Constable Rixvn Ullsh Ne.sa of District Police
i ;‘;;’m\‘ ngainmt ’.Po lmgmmad ordur of Major Punlehment-Dismissol from Service>-by the DPO Tank, passed vidde
: is office OR No. 24 flated 20.01.2022, on the following dllegations: - '

L .

He waos deployed ¢is security guord with District Natim Tank vie DD No.37 dated 19.41.2018 of Police Linss,
Tonk. He was {nvdlued in heinous crime of attempt-4o murder vide case FIR Nogr9 dated 17.24.3018 u/s
324/34PPC PS Gul'imam Tank for which he was m& under suspenrion end cfovejz: Police Lirves Tonk but
absented himself from lowfil without any leawe: of permission wef. 19.14.218 to 32.01.2019 (total 64+
duys) vide DD report No.31 doted 19.11.2018” ‘ ' '

2. DPO Tank the appellant with the charjze sheet. Enquiry into the marter was pot conducted into
thm\sz Mr. 1kikhay Al Shah, the then DSP HQrs., Tank, who cancluded that allegation stood proved against the
appellant. Thereupon,

on, the sppellant was served with 12 Final Show Cause Notice by the DPO Tank. In his reply
10 the Final Show. ause Notice the appellant requesied that decision on the period of absence may be kept
pending Uil the dec ston of the court. : . )

3 The then DP(? Tank, vide an interim order vide OB No.390 dated 30.05.5019. released his puy and
ardered 1o keep thi: subject inquiry pending (01 the decision of the coutt in case vide FIR No.379 dated 17.13.2018

u/s 324/337F(¥1)x4 PPC PS Gul Imam Tank. Senior Civil Judge Tank, vide Judgment dated 14.01.2022 convidled
the appeilant and wentimeed him to undergoe rigorous

iment for 05 yeass. He also fined him to pay R
m.noc{; (Twenty Thoissand Rupees) in default of which be was sentenced to underga simple inprisonment for
. ot-monlh, . :
‘i N

Consequent t.ﬁpon conviction of the appriiant by the honoursble cowrt, DPO Tank awarded him major
punishment of *Di'smniseal from Service” vide the irpuyned order OB No.2g dated 20.01.2022.

| 5. The sppcllant preferred an appeal against the impugned order on 23.02.2002, His appoal was sent to
DPO Tank for commdnts and provisking of his sesvice record: vide this office Endorsement No.a3107/E8 dated
! 48.02.2012. DYOTan’s, vide hit offire Latter No.608/EC dated 20,03.2014, furnished comments an the subject
i appeal wherein he justified and supported the puniahmientinflicted on bim by his impugned order.
. . ! :
o 6. The appellant

appeared before the undersigned, In orderly room held on 19.03.7022 and prayed for
reinstatement in ;Eun"cc

, . His invoivement in a crimin) caze (FIR No379 duted 17.11.2018 u/fs 334/557F(V)34 -
PPC 75 Gul Imain, District Tank) aml his con

victioni in tha szme by the honoarabie court {Senior Civil Judge
Tank, vide Judginent dated 14.01.2022) coupled vith abseace from du

, ty for 64 days {(wa /. 11108 fo
: 22.01.2019, vide DI} report No31 dated 19.11.2048)'falls under the definition of misconduct 13 defined /s
’ 2041} of the Police Rules; 1g75. Even if ho had not been convicted by the court his liwolvement and prosccution in

a eriminal cate wouldl have boen sufficlont grounds Lo suggest that ke was an (] discipiined police officer with
weak self- control. Such nn officer cxnnot be vnleashed upon the people of this division,

) Keeping in viow tha above, 1, SHAUKAT A,;?SBAS, 'SP, Reglonal Polics Officer, Ders tsmadl Khan, in
expreise of the poivers conkerred wpon mo under Rulasi, cause-g (3), of the Palice Rules 1975, do not intetsd take
o lentent view. [, therelore, ECT his appeal and uphiold the impagned

order of major ponishment of
Dismissal fror Sexvice pa By the DPO DI Khan OB No..24 dated 20.01.2022.

Py 3

T 5

L

{SHAUKAT AIBAS) PSP

: - nal Pelice Qtficer

P rx Lt Khan
Copy > DIO B 8, 4.1.A letter No.60B/EC dated 23.03.2022 (Encl: Service Roll & Fauji M o
Y Nye WJ\ g e
0% \ ,
&ﬁ‘) O Ne o A (FHAUKAT ABRAS) 289

’ - o Polico Officer

e o\ G- Tsansil Khan
o NN T Y '

’0;!_‘

o e, -

L L0 m;m;} .
st
.
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BEFORE THE HONOURABLE PESHAWAR HIGH COURT

DERA ISMAIL KHAN BENCH. y/‘
. Criminal Appeal No. __ " .Dof2022° - @&
' Qe e
- ,()fﬂ'
e

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

. VERSUS
1. ‘_ The Siéte
2. Asmatullah son of Abdul Samad, caste Baloch, resuient of G
. Imam, Tehsﬂ & District Tank ... ... {Complainant}

\ ) . ) , (Respondents)

’

APPEAL dNDER SECTION 410 CR.P.C. AGAINST THE -
- JUDGMENT/ ORDER DATED 14.01.2022 PASSED BY a -
\\,\‘ 75 " THE LEARNED SENIOR CIVIL JUDGE (J) TAN!;,' IN '; |
»\\ CASE N0.274 /2021, VIDE WHICH THE APPEL;ANT
HAS BEEN CONVICTED & SENTENCED. »UN;)ER
SECTION 324 & 337-L{2) PPC iIN CASE FIR
No:379 ‘patED  17.11.2018 u/s '324,,

337F(v1}/34 PPC P.S. GuL ImAM, TANK, AS

FOLLOWS!:

I. CONVICTED U/S 324 PPC AND SENTENCED
. N
T0 05 YEARS RIGOROUS IMPRISONMENT AND
FINE OF Rs.20,000/- OR IN' DEFAULT _ E -

_ THEREOF TO SUFFER ONE MONTH S.1. - o

H. CONVICTED U/S ‘337-L{2) PPC AND

SENTENCED TO 02' YEARS ° SIMPLE.

, ~
»lMPRISONMEN’I‘ AND TO PAY DaAMAN

EXAMINOR
Fusnawdr High Court Bench,
. Bera lamai Khdn
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a2,
- JUDGMENT SHEET -

, PESHAWAR HIGH COURT, D.LKHAN BENCH
(Judicial Department) .

Cr.A No.34-D/2022.
Rizwaﬁullah )

_ Versus
The State etc.

J UDGMEN T

For Appellant: M/S Salf ur Rehman Khan and Muhammad
: " Yousaf Khan, Advocates.

~ For the State: Mir. Rehmatullah, Asstt: Advocate Generél.

For Respondent:  Mr. Faroog Akhtar, Advocate.

Date of hearing:  05.10.2022.
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 MUHAMMAD FAHEEM WALI, J.-  This judgment shall

dispose of two appeais bearing CrANo 34-D of 2022 and
Cr.ANo.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
. facmg trial in case FIR No0.379 dated 17.11.2018, under sections .
324, 337-F(vi)/34 PPC of police station Gul Imam, District Tank,

have been convicted and sentenced as under:-

(1 ) Accused Rizwanullah convzcted Under
Section 324 PPC, and sentenced 1o five years
rigorous tmprlsonment with fine of
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 o two
years simple imprisonment with payment of
Rs.30,000/- as Daman fto the injured or in
- default thereof, to undergo one month s:mple

imprisonment;
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~ (3) Accused Tahir has been convicted Jor

- common 'intent_ion under section 324 PPC

. and _sentenced - to two years simple
. imprisonment. '

All the sentences have been ordered to run

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

extended to the convicts.

2. Briefl 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 Emergepcy Room of DHQ H.os.pital, (.Tarixk, to the
effect that on said date at about 8:30-hours, he was present in the -
thorquéhfare near the ﬁousé of one Abdul Qayyﬁm, mealnwhile,
accused Rizwanullah and Tahir Khan came there and asked.him '

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

~ throughfare and a public place and that they have no concern

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 injilry on his l.eﬁ'
arm, whereas firing of co-accused Tahir Khan gbt missed. After
commission of the occurreﬁce, thfs accused dcca—mped from t_he

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.
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3. . 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 théy denied the

- allegations and professed " innocence, however, neither they

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

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

after hearing arguments convicted the accused and sentenced
s

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

4. Arguments heard and record scanned.

5. ~ Without touching merits of the ca’sé, suffice. it to
say that in the charéc framed by learned triiva! Court, the
appellants have not been charged for the offénCe undcr section
337- L(n) PPC however, even then they have been conv1cted

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 pronouﬁcement of the jtljdgfnen‘t
and such alteration has been made conditional in a lmari_mcr 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

the accused in that regard in his statement undcr section 342,
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CrP C. Nothmg of the sort hds been done in the present case.

When faced with thxs sﬁuahon learned counsel for the parties

‘candidly conceded and,agreed to remand the case to the trial

~Court.

. De: 05.10. 2022

6. ~In view of what has been discussed abo#e both the
appcals are ailowed the 1mpugned judgment is set aside and the" -

case is rcmanded back to lhe trlal Courl for trial a’enovo

Announced:

KJfayaUPS‘

(S.B)
Honble Mr. Justice Muhammad Faheem Wali

EXAM!NOR

Fesnawar High Court Bench,
Dera [smail Khan
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4. That, after conviction, the service of the applicant was dismissed

[~-3
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The Deputy Inspector General of Police, -

1o
Dera Ismail Khan Region.

Subject: APPLICATION TO REINSTATE THE SERVICE OF
APPLICANT AS CONSTABLE _WITH ALL BACK
BENEFITS, : :

Respected Sir,
The applicant humbly submlts as under;
1. That the applicant was appointed in the police department Tank

as Constable and applicant performed 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 crummal case
FIR#379 dated 17/11/2018 u/s 324, 337- F(VI)/34 -PPC
registered at Police Station Gul Imam District Tank, Cpples

annexed.

3. That initially the criminal trial of the above mentloned case was
decided by the learned Senior Civil Judge (Judlcxa!) Tank and the
applicant’was convicted u/s 324 PPC for five years (SI) and. fine
of Rs. 20000/- vide j’udgment dated 14/01/2022. Copies

annexed.

from service vide order OB No. 24 dated 20/01/2022 issued by
the District Police.Officer Tank. Copies annexed. ’

5. That thereaftér 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, feeiing aggrieved-by the conviction order of
the learned 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 thé
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conviction order dated 14/01/2022 vide rts ]udgment dated

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

trial denovo. Coptes annexed

0

7. That as the Honourabie peshawar High Court Bench Dera Ismall
iKhan has set aside the conviction order dated 14/01/202.2
hence, applicant is entitled to be reinstated into ser_v.ice with aAllA‘

back beneﬁts Copies annexed

8. That the applicantis a poor fellow havrng family as well as school
going children whlie the "job of apphcant is a so!e source of
income of the applicant, hence, the appllcanL is enUtIed to be

reinstated into service on humanitarian glounds

9. That your good-seif has got vast and ample powers to'reinstate
the service of applicant with all back benefits.. '

It is, therefore, humbly préyed that the applicant may kindly be

reinstated into service as Constable with all back benefits.
Dated 08/06/2023

Humble Applicant

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

0 305‘.-{}5 29998




KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA Il

&

BAR COUNCIL

: MU&AMMAD WAQAS

. Advocate
bc-21-3738

Date of [ssue: June 2022
June 2026

Valid upto:
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