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I
Before The Service Tribunal Khyber 

Pakhtunkhwa At Peshawar PaKhtuUhW®
'rribunalKbyHer 

Service

M'99Diary No.

Appeal No ^^3 of 2024 

Hayat Muhammad (SI) No. 62/M Department of Police 

District Dir Lowe , son of Saeed Wali resident of Kandow 

Bagh, Dushkhel, Otala, Tehsil Timergara, District Dir Lower

^.....Appellant

Dated

VERSUS
1) Inspector General of Police/ Provincial Police Officer, 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar;

2) Deputy Inspector General of Police, Malakand Region, 
Saidu Sharif, Swat;

3) SP Investigation District Dir Lower at Timergara,

Respondents

SERVICE APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4, OF THE :KPK 

SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT, 1974, AGAINST THE ORDER 

DATED 22-01-2023 PASSED BY THE RESPONDENT NO. 
1 WHEREBY THE APPEAL OF THE APPELLANT IS

I

ILLEGALLY & UNLAWFULLY REJECTED AND 

MAINTAINED THE ORDER DATED 13-01-2023 WHICH 

WAS COMMUNICATED TO THE APPELLANT ON DATED 

29-01-2024.

PRAYER IN APPEAL
erskr On acceptance of this appeal the respondents 

may be directed to grant / award all back benefits 

w.e.f from removal order dated 11-02-202r till
A

reinstatement dated 13-01-2023 and the seniority of 

the said period also be counted towards his length of 

service. Any other remedy which deems fit by his honhle 

tribunal in the interest of justice, may also be granted in 

favour of appellant.



'i-.
Respectfully Sheweth,
1) That the appellant was appointed in District Police 

Dir Lower as constable.

2) That the appellant performed his duties honestly 

vigilantly throughout his service in different Police 

post, police stations, different wings of police 

department with unblemished service record.

3) That the appellant was charged mala-fidely in the 

criminal case vide F.I.R No. 38 dated 25-05-2020 

under sections 324,148,149,337D, 337F (iii), 337F 

(v) and F.I.R No. 39 dated 25-05-2020 under section 

15 AA of the Khyber. Pakhtunkhwa Arms Act, 2013 

Police Station Talash, District Dir Lower, (copies of 

FIRs are attached as annexure “A”)

That the appellant was sentence by the Additional 

Sessions Judge Dir Lower vide separately orders / 

judgments dated 11-02-2021 in the above criminal 

cases. (Copies of orders dated 11-02-2021 are 

attached as annexure “B”)

5) That the other hand the appellant was removed from 

service by the respondent No. 3 vide 

dismissal/removal order dated 23-03-2021 (Copy of 

removal order dated 23-03-2021 is attached 

annexure "C”)

6) That the conviction orders challenged by the 

appellate before the Peshawar High Court Mingora 

Bench Swat, whereby the appeal of the appellant was 

partially allowed and resultantly conviction 86 

sentence awarded to the appellant by the learned 

trial court under section 324 86 337D PPC 

maintained however his conviction under section 324 

PPC was reduced from seven years RI to five years RI

%•

4)

are



whereas his conviction 86 sentence under section 

337F(iii) 86 F(v) PPC are set aside while acquitted in 

the case FIR No. 39 under section 15 AA vide 

separately order /, judgment dated 03-05-2021. 
(Copies of judgments 86 orders dated 03-05-2021 are 

attached as annexure “D”)

7) That thereafter the complainant 86 appellant enter to 

compromise and the appellant moved an application 

before the trial court whereas the trial court 

acquitted the appellant on the basis of compromise 

vide order / judgment dated 22-11-2022 is attached 

as annexure “E”).

8) That after acquittal the appellant approached to the 

respondent No. 2 for his reinstatement, whereas the 

respondent No. 2 partially allowed the application of 

the appellant but veiy astonishingly the respondent 

No. 2 was not granted / awarded all back benefits 

w.e.f from removal order dated 11-02-2021 till 

reinstatement dated 13-01-2023 and the seniority of 

the said period also not be given to the appellant vide 

order datedl3-01-2023. (Copies of application 86 

order dated 13-01-2023 are attached as annexure
«F«)

That the appellant feeling aggrieved moved an 

departmental appeal to the respondent No. 1, which 

was rejected vide order dated 22-01-2024 and the 

same communicated to the appellant on 29-01-2024. 

(Copies of appeal and order dated 22-01-2024 

attached as annexure “G”)

10) That extremely aggrieved from the orders, the 

appellant have no other remedy except to file instant

9)

are



u
appeal before, this Honorable Tribunal on the 

following grounds.

GROUNDS;-

i) That his service was removed without 

assigning any reason whatsoever, and the 

said act was found illegal by respondents, 
as having been made without any reason 

or justification and the appellant legally 

entitled to back benefit (all back benefits 

w.e.f from removal order dated 11-02- 

2021 till reinstatement dated 13-01-2023)

ii) That action8& inaction of the respondents 

are violative of the constitution and the 

relevant laws lay down for the purpose 

hence needs interference of this august 

court,

iii) That the official respondents have not 

treated with the appellant in accordance 

with law, rule and policy in the subject 

and acted in violation existing law / policy, 
and unlawfully acted which is unjust, 

unfair, hence not sustainable in the eye of 

law.

iv) That the appellant was performing his 

duties under the control of the 

respondents, but the respondents neither 

given back benefit to the appellant as well 

as seniority of the said period, such action 

of the respondents which is not only denial



of fundamental right of the appellant 

guaranteed under articles 4,11, 29 and 25 

of the Constitution of Islamic Republic of 

Pakistan.
v) That the act of the respondents are 

without lawful authority based on misuse 

and exertise of power as such void ab- 

initio, and ineffective upon the rights of 

the appellant.
vi) That if the appellant has not be given right 

of salaries etc as mentioned above, he will 

suffer a lot and also be discouraged.
vii) That the state is like a mother and the 

state/ goyernment functionaries are 

constitutionally bound to safeguard the 

rights of the citizen and provide all rights 

safeguard by the Constitution.
viii) That it is settled principle of law no one 

should be panelized by act of authorities.
ix) That the appellant has poor financial

background and serving the department,
but the respondents did not observe the
prescribed rules, regulations and denied
the all back benefits to the appellant.

*
x) That although appellant has been 

reinstated but not given to back benefits 

and deprived the appellant in his legal 

rights in the hand of the respondents*
xi) That in service law concept of penalty was 

to make an attempt to reform the 

individual wrong doer (if any) but such 

penalty deprived the appellant from the
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c- right of earning, which defeat the
reformatory concept of punishment in
administration of justice so, the orders 

(
passed by the Respondents are not 

sustainable on this ground too.
xii) That the appellant has not been dealt with 

in accordance with law and rules 

regulating service of the appellant.
xiii) That the ends of justice so requires that 

the appellant be reinstated in service with 

all back benefits, but the competent 

authority very hasty manner passed the 

order.
xiv) That during the intervening period the 

appellant never remained in gainful 

employment, therefore he is entitled for 

the grant of all benefits also.
xv) That the appellant has not join any other 

job during the period, when he remained 

out of service. Hence, according to the 

judgments of superior courts he is entitled 

for the salaries / pay of the intervening 

period along with all back benefits.
xvi) That the orders of the respondents are 

non-speaking, arbitrary, illegal liable to be 

set aside, furthermore this regard the 

judgments of the courts reproduced for 

ready reference.
(2020 YLRpage 451)^(2005 YLR 1160 B)
Judicial order must be speaking one and 

must show that Judge or a Tribunal had 

applied its mind to all the points involved in 

the case and had decided the case after



7
attending the arguments pro and contra— 
Judgment was to be based on 
evidence/material available on the record 
and the reasons in support of the judgment- 
-Order of court was to conform with the 

provisions of law i.e. contain concise 
statement of the case, the points for 
determination which had been raised or 
had arisen in the case, decision thereon 
and the reasons for such decision. 

xvii) That further grounds, with leave of this 
Honorable Court, would be raised at the 
time of arguments before this Honorable 
Court

It is most humbly prayed that on acceptance of this appeal
i

the respondents may be directed to grant / awaird all back 

benefits w.e.f from removal order dated 11-02-2021 till 

reinstatement dated 13-01-2023 and the seniority of the period 

also be counted towards his length of service. Any other remedy 

which deems fit by his honble tribunal in the interest of justice, may 

alfeo be granted in favour of appellant.
Apbell

Hayat Muhammad 
Through Counsel

RAHIM UULAH CHITRALI.
Advocat erne Court

CERTIFICATE:-
(As per directions of my client) No such like Appeal earlier has 

been filed by the appellants on the subject matter before this 

Honorable Court.

ADVOCATE
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Before The Service Tribunal Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa At Peshawar

of 2024Appe^ No.

AppellantHayat Muhammad
VERSUS

RespondentsInspector General of Police etc

AFFIDAVIT

I, Hayat Muhammad (SI) No. 62/M Department of 

Police District Dir Lowe, do hereby solemnly affirm and 

declare on oath that the contents of the above titled 

Appeal is true and correct to the best of my know^dge 

and belief.

DEPONENTATTESTED"
alimKhanBangash 
^Commisionei) 
Judicial Complex 

Peshawar p
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S.CU 14/11 o! 2020 The State vs Saced Wali etc.
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\Date of Order Order or oilier l*roccedintj;s wilh Signnliire of Judge or Magistrate and that ot 

parlies or counsel where necessary
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11-02-2021Order# 25

tjj■f OU-M •*

—ox^

'^1'“

f iJt

" -y x^ Jt—^ ^ ^ i —

xJ^' l:-<)

3ljL^lj^i>:

d/>--^337-D—

LT^ijL^wTib'^iriy^ >—

/>->337F(iii)—

i^ijl__^ j)^

z-i<CcJl^k-^'-<:>^337F(v)—

X ^01_<^-LfnConcurrent

Xflv - ^^ ^

yi .XLy-^

Jl_^ X^ — Ay

7

O I—y'JJ(J

Ul njf i\ 3l^ ^

(X.^ Oli^l‘3-*f

/ f_./.^iL-^—

l/TO
. j

r
XAli

(Continued) I

- \.•*V.

- ML/:. -2-fC.i.ri-O' X 
r.AiX.y
DATE



\

\
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officii: OFTlIl': SUIMCUINTKNOICNT of I’OIJCK tNVKSTIfiATlON niK I.OWICH.

Ph(l 09'15-92S0008 Fax/I 0945-9250045 

E-mail: invdIrlowerfSemall.com ^<y)YlVVJ3V

ORDER;-
dispose of departmental enquiry against SI Hayat MuhammadThis order will

N0.62/M of investigation wing Dir Lower.
Brief facts of the case are that he while posted as Reader SP/InvestIgation Drr Lower 

case vide FIR No.38 dated 25/05/2020 u/s 324/14 8/149/337D/337F(III)(V) PPC 

dated 25/05/2020 u/s 15AA PPC FS Talash after completion of

investigation case was challaned and the accused officer was sent to judicial lock-up 

amount led to serious misconduct. He was suspended vide this office OB
heet and summar/ of Allegation No.l854-56/£

involved in 

PS Talash and FIR No.39

Timergara. This all
No.90 dated 01/06/2020 and Issued Chargeis 

dated 10/06/2020. SDPO Maldan Saeed Ur 
to conduct proper departmental enquiry against him and submit his finding report.

of enquiry the enquiry officer recorded statements of all relevant

scrutiny of record and statements he is found guilty. -Ihe delinquent 

therefore enhulry officer recommended that the

Rehman Khan was appointed as enquiry, officer, .

During the course

persons, according to 

officer was in judicial lock-up Timergara^
enquiry may be finalized till the decision of learned court.

Honourable Additional Sessions Judge,, Dir Lower vide order dated 11/02/2021 

accused officer for 14 years and 06 months Imprisonment and 50000/- fined. 
The undersigned being competent authority Issued final show cause notice vide this 

689/EB dated 22/02/2021 and| served upon him through Superintendent Jail

The

convicted the

office Memo: .
Timergara, the reply received an(^ found unsatisfactory.

Therefore in exercise of power vested in me 

1975(amended 2014), keeping in view the judgment of Additional & District Sessioq Judge 

MUSHTAQ AHMAD Superintendent of Police, Investigation Dir Lower awarded: 

"REMOVAL FROM SERVICE ” with effect from his conviction I.e.

under Efficlenc/ 6t Discipline Rule

Dir Lower, I 
major punishment of

dated 11-02-2021.
Order announced

Superintendent of Police, ■ 
Investigation Dir Lovver

OB No
Dated ■ ■_
No
Copy forwarded to the:
1. Additional Inspector General of Police,Investigation Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawr
2. Regional Police Officer, Malakand at Saidu Sharif, Swat
3. District Police Officer, Dir Lower K

.3 - /2021
j/EI3, dated Timergara the /2021

y

Superintendent of Police, 
Investigation Dir Lower
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JUDGMENTSHEET 

IN THE PESHAWAR IHGH COURT, 
iVHNGORA BENCH (DAR-UE-QAZA), SWvT

{Judicial Department)

Cr.A 44-JM/2021

■ ImmBi s.;.

^1
Appei!anl(s): (Hayal Muhammad) by

Mr. Hazrat Rehman, Advocate.Si §‘jg 1m.Respondents:- (State) by 1
Mr. Razauddin Khan, A.A.G. I

I i(Eai Mu!<.’tmmad) by
Mr. Javed Akhtar Tajik, Advocate.Si mr’

'S.
Dale oh hearing: 03.05.2021 1

8£1 JUDGMI'iYr iM

afMl^imiAQ IHRAHIM, ./.- This criminal ajipcai is 

directed against the judgment dated 11.02.2021 

rendered by the learned Additional Sessions Judge, 

Timergara, District Dir Lower, in case F.l.R No.3S 

dated 25.05.2020

tvv

Iit

1
1
1■:/

r

'A registered under sections mn/
■ti324/148/]49/337-D/337F(iii)/337F(v)

Police Station Talash, District Dir Lower, whereby

the appellant was convicted and sentenced u/s;

I. ;i:m

iiP.P.C at m1I
i

mt
mlo seven (07) 

Rigorous imprisonment;
2. 337-0 PPC 

Rigorous
directions to pay arsh equal lo 1/3 of 
diycu to the injured;

3. 337F(iii) PPC to one (01) year 
Rigorous
directions to pay Rs.50,000/- as 
daman to the injured; and

4. 337F(v)-:>PPC to one (01) year 
Imprisonment, with directions to pay 
Rs.o0,000/- as daman to the injured.

All the sentences were ordered to 
run concurrently.

ycuis m
ATT^TED
Eiu^intr/

Pesh«w*r High C_^rt Bench 
Mlngora Sw«L

five (05) 
Imprisonment,

t'' years
with

iil(
Imprisonment with

■MI
i

______

/

/ 1

^ I

UfI L rjicTirr t<i4iiAr\ tnt>Ai4iM
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f
The complainant has also filed f.i

m connected Cr.A NO.65-1VI/202] titled 'la/

5:^Muliainmad lA. y/ve o//7e/-.y against

acquittal of the co-accused while Cr.R'No.23-i j m*1
i

I mi M/2021 titled 'Lai Muahmmad Vs. The State and «m
1m another ’ for enhancement of above sentence of the

appellant.
I

.'■^1 4 mSince, all the three rnatters are the 

outcome of one & same impugned judgment of the 

learned trial Court, therefore, all the 

decided together through this single judgment.

r I/ 1

mm11
matters are Ii jli■

«

2. On 25.05.2020 at 19:30 hours, the mm
complainant Lai Muhammad (PW-3) in injured

.j

condition at Shamshi Khan Hospital in the presence 

of his brother Bakhtiar Khan (PW-4) reported the 

before Noor Muhammad Khan A.S.l (PW-2) 

to the effect that on the eventful day at 18:00 hours, 

appellant Hayat Muhammad alongwith co-accused 

Saeed Wall. Hanif Muhammad, Ashfaq Muhammad 

and Nisar Muhammad (respondents in Cr.A No.6.5- 

M/202]) were abusing near the house of the 

complainant. Upon asking the reason, they said that 

why their vvater-pipe has been disconnected and 

simultaneously amongst the accused, the 

appellant Hayat Muhammad got infuriated and fired

m

Sli
AnKTED

Examiner / 
Peshawar Bench
Hin9ora

matter

mj

iMI
I1
i ■ 1^ •

'5:1

mm
present

A kJ»K(t

•'.'7->7



IS
A fT’t’y

at the complainant, as a result, he sustained injun' on

j"rorit left side abdomen. Motive was stated to be the

timely allercalioii. This report oi' the complainant I
was taken down in shape of murasi/a Ex.PA/1, on

the basis of which, the F.I.R. Ex.PA was chalked out

against the accused. m
im

3. Injury sheet Ex.PWl/1 ' of the I
complainant was prepared. He was examined by 

doctor Muhammad Iqbal (PW-12). Investigation in
mmm%

Wthe case was conducted l)y Shah Nawaz Khan A.S.l

(PW-ll)^who prepared site plan Ex.PB at the 

instance of eyewitnesses. Two empties 

recovered from the spot vide recovery 

Ex.PWl/1. A 30 bore pistol was also taken into

m'
were

mmemo

4' fi

o
K, mpossession, which was produced by- PW Sirajuilah 

during investigation vide memo Ex.PW?/] and in
ATTBTED

E^miner /' 
Peshawar High Coyn Bench 
Mingora Dar^uW^axa, Swat.

this regard a separate case vide F.J.R No.39 dated i
i25.05.2020 u/s 15 of the Khyber PakJitunkliwa Arms s

Act, 2013 was registered at P.S Talash. On arrest }M

and completion of investigation, challan against the ■A’.millMaccused was submitted before the learned trial

Court, where after the compliance of provision of
m sTSTimsection 265-c Cr.P.C, on 08.09.2020 they were 

formally indicated, to which, they pleaded net guilty 

and claimed trial; In order to substantiate its

mmmm■

m,
1:



^1-w~ -ftr-
■>

allegation against the appellant, the prosecution
m examined as many as 12 PWs. Thereafter, 

slaicincms ul' ihc accused were recorded u/s 342 

Ci.P.C, wherein they neither wished to be examined 

on oath nor desired to produce evidence in defence.

s
E
£

M >1
m

'Sii ^0

:Li
mr 4. On conclusion of trial, the appellant 

convicted and sentenced by tlic learned trial 

the manner mentioned above while 

acquitted through judgment dated 

hence, ihis appeal alongwilh ihc above 

criiiiinal appeal and revision.

3 m^1vf
waso

V
f.

Court inj
\

• voak-cT^ I. •*
%'4 mco-accused were fl J

<r
IJ.02.2021,

iccviiieelcd I
m mOr Ir- m I!

ifil
I5. Arguments heard and record of the 

perused with the valuable assistance of learned 

counsel for the

mcase

m
parties and learned A.A.O ■representing the State.

U-:
ATTESTED ■•Cl

6. Allegation against the appellant is that 

firearm

mjured/complainan: (PW-j) through firing.. The

Examiner /
Pesh«war High Coo/t B«n<h 
Mlngora Daf-iuJ-C

/
lu, Swat, he has caused injury to the

i.F

prosecution case mainly rests upon the testimonies 

injured/complainant

!■■of Lai Muhammad,

eyewitnesses namely Bakhtiar Ahmad and Siraj 

examined during trial before tl,.;

iiij

Ullah who swere

learned trial Court as PW-3, PW-4 & PW-7 

respectively. .From critical analysis
I

|S|
fW4■of the



Wiy

I;

testiinonics of these prosecution witnesses

particularly their cross-examination, it appears that 

their (esilinoiiies ;
i

(Mislworlhy and conridciiec 

inspiring as they have remained consistent on all the

ilC
‘111

m
material points and there would hardly oe any 

material contradiction in their statements to discredit 

their testimonies despite they were subjected by the 

defence to a lengthy cross examination. In their 

statements, they have confiiined each and 

aspect of the incident. The defence could 

a single word from their mouths, which

*1m
SIm5

■rf,
i-mm

K

everyj

not extractij
*cr
iiscan suggest

that the occurrence has not taken place in the alleged
pm

mode and manner, thus, their presence on the spot at

natural. Sustaining'serious ■ 

fireann injury in the incident by injured/complainant 

,LaI Muhammad (PW-3). itself establishes -his 

presence on the spot. Keeping in view the discance 

between the spot and'hospital, it is to he considered 

as a promptly lodged report. It is a 'daylight 

occurrence and besides the motive, both the parties 

.are residents of same vicinity knowing each other. A 

specific role of firing at the injured/complainant has 

been assigned to the appellant and there is nothing in 

the evidence of the prosecution witnesses which 

cither suggest misidenli ficaiion or substitution of Ui- 

real culprit. The site plan Ex.PB also establishes
HON'BLEMR. JUSTICE ISHTIAQ IBRAHIM

■II
the relevant time was

/■

s'--
Ay^TED

f. . ^^miner/ 
High Cot

MI«gor* Ottf-ul-i ^ mI'T Bench 
faan. Sw«t. m ww/

m
mmm
11

»1

"1 can

'j,

-•-I MIfw
SR:<4*7 41 IJ*
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presence' of the appellant as well as of the

eyewitnesses and injured/complainant on the spot m

the relevani: linic. 'i'hough learned counsel for the

appellant has poiiited out ccilain shoitcuniings and

negligible inconsistencies in statements of the

eyewitnesses, which in the .firm view of this Court
/a

are not sufficient to discard the prosecution version.

Even if testimonies of the other eyewitnesses are

disbelieved then too in peculiar circumstances of the

case, sole testimony of the injured/complainanl by 

itself is sufficient to bring home charge against the

appellant.

7. In addition to the above, the

circumstantial eviuence is also in I'ine with tlie

ocular account of the occurrence as through recovery 

memo Ex.PW5/l, during spot inspection, two 

empties of 30 bore were recovered from the spot. 

The F.S.L report Ex.PX confuTning the holes in the 

garments ol the injurcd/complainaiit due to firing 

further strengthens the prosecution version, This fact

AHE^ED
Exarryncr

PeshAovnr High C»urt S«nc^ 
Mingora Oar^uUQau, Swat.

has also been disclosed by the doctor (P'W-12) in his

report. Regarding ^he mo'live too, all the PWs are

unanimous and they all have reasonably established

Ihcir presence on the spot at the relevant time.

However, I am not impressed by th.e evidence



\
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regarding the recovery of crime pistol allegedly
4
msnatched by Sirajuliah (PW-7) from the appellant
1§

and given to the police because the same docs not .
i

find any mention either in the F.l.R or in the
mi. .K

statement of other eyewitness (PW-4) named in the miF.l.R. Moreso, the recovery or non-recovery ofiK mmMlcrime weapon in a case would hardly make any 

difference when ptherwise the prosecution has been 

able to bring home charge against the accused
i■ :

I*
ii

through consistent ocular account. The recovery of *
Wimthis crime weapon has already been disbelieved

Mtoday vide my separate judgment in the connected i
Cr.A N0.45-M/2O2I.

I8. Coming to the medical evidence. The mm
isame was brought through Muhammad Iqbal (PW-

piAHESTED/
12). His report in this regard is- Ex.PW12/l. 1Examlny^

Peshawar High C4urt Bench 
Mtngora Da«*ttfkQaaa, Swat. mAccording to this witness, there was an inversion

1wound on his left groin region with corresponding..

holes 1 X 1 cm on shalwar and qamiz with blood
m

stains. According to him, since 25.5.2020 to s
m02.06.2020, the injured was admitted at DHQ immTimergara and his exploratory laparotomy was

Kir■done. The medical documents coupled with
•; .

iiStatement of the doctor (PW-12) show that the injury mmmwas extended to the body cavity and thus the m.tim1



■f-11'aa abdominal injury of the viui.n was rightly declared 

as jmrah. This P.W

defence to a lengthy cross

0i
wns nisn subjected ' by ()k- 

examination, however

during his statement, he has confirmed all the 

reJaling to medical
eventsmm

examination of' the injuieo
m

conducted by him. His statement is completely in 

line with statements of complainant/vict m4 im (PW-3)

and other eyewitnesses {PW-4 and PW-?) as well as 

other circumstantial evidence of the
h •
!

occurrence.
as

However, according 

08.6.2020. fracture acetabulum 

metallic density (bullet) 

above hip joint, therefore, 

Lumber

to radiologist opinion dated 

with foreign body of 

at right iliac bone 

no fracture

pim
II

i
m
iseen X-Ray

¥spine. Similarly, there is no opinion "of 

regarding laceration.doctor
Thus, in Ithe 1

circumstances, in absence of the required evidence 

the conviction &

:v

ATTESTED !
Examine

Peshawar Hi5>i < 
MMgora Dar-Ji;;

sentenced of the appellant under 

sections 337-F(iii) & 337F(v) P.P.C
y/furt Bench 
Qa^, S%¥Dt.

are not
sustainable.

9. Regarding the quantum of sentence, it 

may be noted that at the relevant time an altercation 

has taken place between the parties and there is 

nothing in the evidence which could show
previous

enmity of the parties, except the instant altercation, 

which has admittediy taken place on the issue cf a

•TT^rrS



•' /

water pipe. There is nothing in the evidence that 

what types of hot words were uttered by the 

appelianl/accused prior to the occurrence. It

appears from the record that the occurrence lias
ii

taken place without any preniedilalion and the 

piesent incident was ensued by an altercation. 

Besides, the injured has sustained a single firearm 

injury, which excludes the repetition of fire. 

Therefore, in such circumstances, the 

and sentence awarded to the appellant by 

learned trial Court would be

W.
1

1

I
conviction

tii
IIthe

a bit harsh. 

Resultantly, the prayer for enhancement of 

punishmcni ol the appellant set-up. by complainant 

(PW-3) in the connected Cr.Ji 23-M/207.1 is

m.
U
i
%
ii'i

%declined. iiii10. So far as the acquittal of co-accused 

who are respondents in the connected Cr.A 65- 

M/2021 is concerned, .sufllce it lo

§

Ii

say that c.xcept 

their alleged presence on the spot at the relevant
y‘

time, no other overt act either assigned or proved 

against them on the. record. Moreso, the eyewitness 

(PW-7) admits that the other accused have 

made aerial firing.

S

I
5

not even
?!

Thus, m the circumstances, ti

i
even their alleged presence on the spot at the 

relevant time is doubtful and
5

as such they were ;

'•I'V-O*"
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'i'r.'-:

rightly acquitted by the learned trial Couit through 

the impugned judgment. \\

\For vvha't has been discussed above,11. ill
i

the appeal in hand is partially allowed. Kesuitantly, 

the conviction & sentences awarded to the 

appellant by the learned trial Court under sections 

324 & 337-D PPC are maintained, however, his 

conviction u/s 324 PPC is reauced from seven (Q7)_

1m
4.

m^ \A1Gh ^ I 'i
€
iM( XX\' • imIR.l whereas his myears R.l to five (05) years 

cr “
conviction &. sentences under sections 337F(iii) &.

SIM

I€337F(v) PPC owing to the above reasons are set 

aside. Both the sentences of the appellant u/s 324 Sl

1
/ fi!

337-D PPC shall run concurrently, with,benefit of% ¥I
I! r I:/

section 382-B Cr.P.C./
07 Ir

I
Consequently,' the connected CrAn. I/

INO.65-M/202} Sc Cr.R 23-M/202} being meritless if%^e0 I!
are accordingly dismissed.

I
i/ Announced./ m- 03.05.202J ii

1

s
J
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BEFORE PESHAWAR HIGH COURT MINGORA BENCH.

SI
Criminal Appeal No. 5- of 2021.\y

3’-ul-qa'^J>

Hayat Muhammad son of Saeed Wall resident of Kandao Bagh' 

Dushkhel Otala, Tehsil Timergara, District Dir Lower e(Appellant)

VERSUS

(l)State through Additional Advocate General K.P.K, Peshawar High

Court Mingora Bench, (2)Tawheed'Khan SHO, Police Station Talash, 

District Dir Lower

i \

s
(Respondents)

Case FIR No. 39. Dated: 25-05-2019.
ATTESJEDU/Sec: 15 AA. PS: Talash.

Examiner
Peshawar High Court B«nch 
Mingora Dar-ul-Qaza. Swat.

Criminal Appeal under section 410 of the Crinninai Procedure

read with enabling provisions of the Arms Act 

against order/judgement of Additional Session Judge Timergara 

Dir Lower, dated 11-02-2021, whereby they convicted the 

appellant under section 15 Arms Act ■ for six 

imprisonment.

i :

month

FILJED/ODAY

/13 FEB 2021
/ INCHARGE 

SUB-REGISTRY Di
Prayer:

o / \
-f

On acceptance of instant appeal, the impugned order/judgement 

of trial court dated 11-02-2021, regarding conviction of appellant, 

may kindly be set aside in toto, and the appellant may be 

acquitted in the case. Any other relief justifiable in favour of

j
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\

1 Respectfully Sheweth: r..

a V
Brief facts leading to this criminal appeal are as under:

1. That respondent No,2 lodged the captioned FIR against the 

appellant.

2. That after arrest of the appellant, he faced trial and after 

completion of trial, the learned Additional Session Judge 

Timergara Dir Lower, convicted the appellant as aforesaid, vide 

impugned order/judgment dated 11-02-2021. (Copy of the 

impugned order/Judgement dated 11-02-2021 is annexure A.)

3. That appellant being aggrieved from the said order/judgement of 

the trial court regarding his conviction, hence instant appeal is 

hereby filed before this Honourable court on the foliowino 

grounds;

i

I
3

a
ilimm

Grounds:
o\

i. That the impugned order/judgement of learned trial court 

regarding conviction of appellant is against law. justice and 

facts on record.

o1 o
!f
i(v.' /'

■■

II. That in fact no recovery of any pistol, have been effected 

from the personal possession of the appellant, and the 

alleged recovery is false, fabricated and implanted 

Exifni^ alleged recovery of pistol is not proved according
Peshawar Hi^|yCourt Bench

I, Mingora Dar-ui-Qaza. Swat, to the law, 35 00 marginal witness of the recovery

regarding pistol have been produced.

3'v. I hat the statements of prosecution witnesses are highly 

contradictory on material points, and full of doubts.

That the prosecution have miserably failed to provfe its 

case against'the appellant.

1

1
one./ !

memo

< UjQ
C1 o>-C oiOiV.
- Lu xS2 
C- U- OO

^ 5^ .
^vi. That the impugned judgement lacks reasoning, and the 

evidence on file havemot been discussed properly, which 

do not qualify the requirements of Section 367 CrPC. 

vii. That the ocular account is not believable for the

that it is highly improbable moreover beyond human

HL,
C/>

reason
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■j

That the whole investigation of the ^ase have been proved 

to be dishonest, which created further dents in the case of 

prosecution.

That the very charge framed by trial court is not in 

accordance with the law and facts on record.

That the points raised in the imp'jgned judgement against 

appellant are. neither the outcome of record on file, nor the 

appellant have been confronted with the same under 

section 342 CrPC.

That any other legal point not specifically raised 

kindly be allowed to be argued with kind permission of this 

honourable court.

VIII.A-■'i

V

IX.
;■

X.

XL may

It is therefore submitted that the 

above appeal may kindly be accepted 

with the captioned prayer.

Appellant: Hayat Muhammad. 
Through Counsel:

• AHESTEa Hazrat Rehnan Advocate. 
Law House, Balambat Colony 
Timergara Dir (L), K.P.K 

. Cell: 03005749355. 
03135749355.

E irysr
Peshawar Hidh^ourt Bench 
Mingora Dawll-Qaza, Swat.

Books/law referred.
1) Criminal Procedure Code, 1898.

IbED^rOD^^ 

13 FEB 2021
incharge

SUB-REGISTRY DIR (L)
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BEFORE PESHAWAR HIGH COURT MINGORA BENCH.4.
u
% /■'

yu§
Criminal Appeal No. U5- of 2021.

Hayat Muhammad (Appellant),

VERSUS
is

State and anotherI (Respondents)
i

CERTIFICATE

It is hereby certified that as per my client information, no other 

criminal appeal of the nature has been instituted pifior to this 

appeal, nor is pending before any other competent court. 

Moreover notice of the appeal along with memo of the appea 

have been sent to the respondents, through registered post.

i
!.

E'juramer
Poshawar Court B<*nch
Minyor.i SwM

Hazrat Rehman Advocate. 
Law House, Balambat Colony 

Timergara Oir (L). K.P.K 

Cell: 03005749355. 
03135749355.

FILEIJTODAY

/ 1 3 FEB 2021
/ ^
‘ INCHARGE 

SUB-REGISTRY DIR (L)
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JUDGMENT SHEET 
IN THE PESHAWAR HIGH COURT, 

MINGORA BENCE (DAR-UL-QAZA), SWAT
{Judicial Department)

Cr.ANo. 45-M/2021
y

Appellant: (Hayat Muhammad) by
Mr. Hazrat Rehman, Advocate.

Respondents; (Stale anti aiiulher) l,)y '
Mr. Razauddin Khan, A.A.G.

03.05.2021Date of hearing:

JIinGMENT

TSHTTAO IBRAHIM, J.- This appeal has 

preferred by the appellant against 

dated 11.02.2021 passed by the

been

judgment

learned trial Court in case ICl.R No.39 dated

25.05.2020 registered under section 15 of the 

Pakhtunkhwa Arms Act, 2013 atKhyber

Police Station Talash, District Dir Lower, 

convicted and sentenced to
ATi™

Ex4A miner 
Pesh*w»r H«nch
MIngora Dar-ul-Qaza, Swat.

whereby he was

six"(06) months simple imprisonment.

/
According to the contents oi the• 2.

FIR Ex.PA, on 25.05.2020, at 21 ;1 5 hours, the

complainant (PW-5) raided the house of the

bearing F..LRappellant for his airest

dated 25.05.2020 registered at Police

in case

No.38



f
y.

ssr

Station Tala.sh, District Dir T.ower, he was not 

found in the house, however, the eyewitness 

of the aforementioned case produced a 30 

pistol al.ongwith rounds and bandolier by 

stating that the same is weapon of offence in 

the main case, which was .snatched by him 

from the appellant after the occurrence. The 

taken into possession throughsame was

EX.PW4/1 and this case wasrecovery memo

registered against him.

After completion of investigation, 

complete cholloyi was submitted in Court.-The 

trial Court framed formal charge against the 

accused to which he pleaded not guilty and 

claimed a fair trial, hence, the prosecution was 

directed to produce evidence in support of its 

In order to prove the allegation against 

the accused, the prosecution produced and

3.

AHEST
\/!

E ner
Peshawar Court Bench 
Mtngora Dar>ui>Qaza, Swat.

case

;■

examined 06 witnesses, whereafter statement

of the accused was recorded under section 

3'42, Cr.P.C wherein he'denied the allegations

neitherhowever,him,levelled against

iCkJTiaO IRR&HIM



I •

O w

-r

recorded his statement on oath nor produced 

any evidence in his defence. On conclusion of
'k^

the trial, vide judgment dated 11.02.2021, the 

appellant was convicted and sentenced as[5

stated above, hence, this appeal.

V // a (

i
&<b

O

4. Arguments heard and record goneir Hi% ) I
through.y

V-

5. It is the case of the prosecution 

that the crime pistol was allegedly snatched

m

%

by Sirajullah (PW-4) from the appellant afterS
I

the firing at the injured of the aforesaid 

i hough, PW-4 is also eyewitness in the main 

case, however, there is no mention of the

case.
/ -3

ati^ted
Examjn^

alleged snatching of the-crime pistol in the 

initial report of said case. To prove the alleged 

recovery against the appellant, no independent 

and reliable evidence has been .produced by 

the prosecution. If the recovery was taken 

place in the alleged mode and manner, PW-4 

should have

"• -i

.-1 •
I

!

;

given the same to the police 

without any delay and delay occurred in

•1 delivery of the pistol to -the police creates

<■«: n\C.k. Ai; UAU’m P MP •itTirc ISWTlflA IBRrtutM
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y.
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.'t

■’'5

>
doubts in prudent mind. Regarding importantV.

i . events of snatching of this pistol, PW-4 is■i

-.5
U

ignorant and he states that:

Zl J c-U I ^ ijijjj tj*.

------i

II

In Ihc ciicimi.slnnccs, il t'ould no(

I be surely said that the occurrence had taken

place in the mode and manner as alleged by

the prosecution. Hence- the learned trial Court

5 while recording conviction of the appellant 

has not appreciated the prosecution evidence 

in its true perspective, therefore, impugned

i
5^

:•(

conviction is not sustainable! So, this appeal is■;

f

allowed, the impugned judgment of the

1 CM.' ........ --/-A-..............-y---- y learned trial Court is set aside and the
] ---------’

Date of Presentation of Applicant- appellant/convict is acquitted of the charge.
Date of Completion of Copies-f-y--^-^ ^ ^ . &

j

1 \

\\
I No of Copies.............
i Urgent Fee............... .

Fee Charged-”.........
otCiples-

He be released forthwith from jail if not 

1 required in any other case.
I

!

NO'

lo\ ^
Announced
03.05.2021 ■

Certified ie^e true sopy

Peshavrar High Court, Mingora/Dar-ul-Qaza, Swat 
^jjiborbed Under Artcie 11 of Qanoorye^hadat Oder.lSM

r*
Cnh*» A(i HON'Rl.f! MR, JUSTICF tRHTIAO IBRAHIM
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VuFORM “A”
FORM OF ORDER SHEET

Court of Additioaal Sessions Judge, Timergara Dir (LI
ir-

Cr.Misc No. Of 2021 Ha vat Muhammad VS State

Serial No of 
Order or 

Proceedings

Date of Order Order or other Proceedings with Signature of Judge or Magistrate and that of 
parties of counsel where necessaryor

Proceedings
21

Orcler#05 22.11.2022

f'v725-05-2020^^y’ 38/r^

^ l/i.>Vy^324/148/149/337D/337Fiii/337Fv PPC

,Uu4iL4337F(y)4;^L^JU^L^337F(iii)Jj^Y^4l^

22 j j/i/Vti

3241/ i_ fJ-

j324i:>i^j|'‘ir(jCvi7y(ji337D>'iic/t^ 

ji/ |'VS"£_i/ j337F(iii) (v) jii ijj/Ju 22y'"ij}/ 

id?! 22 i_ z>'U/-2_^

■-T/X ^

v
4"\ t/wl L/i\

? ■ •

'•V
•■>

.,vi^ . ■:
TY.

... ■«>.

s/.y^ ANv
?fXV^

Continued



n.FORM “A
FORM OF ORDER SHEET

Court of Additional Sessions Judge. Timergara Dir (L)c
Of 2021 Havat Muhammad VS StateCr.Misc No

Date of OrderSerial No of 
Order or 

Proceedings

Order or other Proceedings with Signature of Judge or Magistrate and that of 
parties or counsel where necessaryor

Proceedings
321

Ex.PA^f if J if

(X>* t iT’IAI ^ L‘0 (iCr/tiC; L (3

22.11.2022Order#05

-ii.trVVi;^D;J;iJ>tt£_o338-E(2)JjLrd
J

■y 338-E. Waiver or compounding of offences: (1) Subject to the 

provisions of.this Chapter and Section 345 of the Code of. Criminal 

Procedure, 1898 (V of 1898)^ all offences under this Chapter may be 

waived or compounded and the provisions of Sections 309 and 310 

shall, mutatis mutandis, apply to the waiver or compounding of such 

offences:. Provided that, where an offence has been waived or 

compounded, the Court rfiay, 'in its discretion having regard to the 

facts and circumstances of the case, acquit or award ta'zir to the 

offender according to: the nature of the offence. (2) All questions 

relating to waiver or compounding of an offence or awarding of 

punishment under Section 310, whether before or after the passing 

of any sentence, shall be determined by trial Court: Provided that 

where the sentence of qisas, or any other sentence is waived or 

compounded: during the pendency of an appeal, such questions may 

be determined by the trial Court.

J

\
'■vA:/

'3

Z-fci l/' {^(/JV.CV t ^ 9j/i c^y b**

Continued
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FORM OF order SHEET

Court of Additional Sessions Judge. Timergara DirJ.Li

*

Of 2021 Havat Muhammad VS StateCr.Misc No
Order or other Proceedings with Signature of Judge or Magistrate and that of 

parties or counsel where necessary
Date of OrderSerial No of 

Order or 
Proceedings

or
Proceedings

321
22.11.2022Order#05

2

/Uzi Zl (iiivjjZl “i—

2Z/.L^i <2012 SCMR 165 ^ 2010 Supreme Court 695

■ i
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OFFICE OF THE
wymONAL POUCEOFFICERJiMI^KAM

If^AiSuiHASFSWAl;
Ph: fiQJ/i-924038fi No. 0946-9240390

ORDER Muhammad Mo.62/M of
of appeal of £x-SI Hayat

nt awarded by the Superintendent of Police,This order will dispose
onnection with major piinishme

Investigation Wing, Dir Lower
Investigation, Dir Lower v.de OB No.74. dt«ed 22-03-2021

m c
i e Removal from service.

Brief facts of tOe case are that Si Hayat Mudantntad No.02/M

Dir Lower wh.le posted as Reader uL ,5-AA PPC PS

U/S 324.148.149.337-D,337-F/(1U)(V) PPC 1 S l a asi an jy^ed before the court and the court
Talash after completion of investigation, the accused o 01-06-2020 a.td SDPO
,e„tanded hum to jud.cial locRup Titnergara. He was suspended v,de OB No.90, .1

Maidan was appointed as Enquiry Officer to conduct p of all concerned andirv Officer recorded statements
Enquiry Officer recomn.ended that the enquiry .nay be hep. pending till the deasio,. of 

" • Honorable Addidonal Session Judge, Dir Lower v.de orde.
with fins of

of enquiry the Enquiryfindings report. During the 

found him guilty. The

course

under trial. Thelearned trial court as the cases are and 06 months imprisonment
etent authority issued Final Show Cause

, however, his reply

convicted the accused officer for 14 years
dated 11-02-2021
B shfinO'' The Sunerintendenl of Police, luvestigation bemg comp 
a,.50000,-. The Supe ,„ed'through Superintendent Jail Ti.nergara

found unsatisfactory. Therefore, the Superi.ttendent
1975 with amended 2014, keeping

Motice and served upon the delinquent conce of Police,
Final Show Cause Motice was

investivatton. Dir Lower .n exercise of powei'S vested under (E&D) Rt es
of Additional Session Judge, Dir Lower and enqumy pape.

,ervicevideOBNo.74,dated22-03-2021.Hea^moached eshawar .

able High Court vide detail judgment dated Ou-05-2021.
maintained

to the
awarded him major

in view the judgment
lishment of removal from 

Mingora Bench, Dar-ul-Qaza, Swat and the Honoi;
awarded to the appellant by the learned trial cou

pui

:rtU/S 324,3.07-DPPC 
i:o five (05) years, while- acquitted the 

vide PIR No. 39 U/S 15-AA.

were
conviction & sentence 
and conviction IJ./S-324 PPC was 
petitioner vide judgment dated 03-05-2021 

On 22-11-2022, the learned trial court

reduced from seven (0?) years
in section 337-F (lU) (V) & in case

cquitted the accused offioer
of Additional Session Judge, Timergara a

of Police, Investigation mg, Uu i
ice with immediate effect*

the basis of compromise.on

punishment awarded by the Superintendent
Service is hereby ctmveHed into “CensureC He is re-ins.sted into se.v,

/I

L'Uice Officer, 
1 Region Swat

Regional
Malakand

525'^^ /E,No.
I ^ I 0 I /2023.Dated and necessary action to the:-Copy for information

District Police Officer, Dir Lower.

.......... ...........

Dir Lower with reference lo his 
Roll &. Service Book

1)
2)

alongvvith c
under reference, are return

For Reg^nal Officer 
«alakar.d. at Saidu Shari? Swair



OFFICE OF THE, 

SUPERINTENDENT OF POLICE,
: .'t

INVESTIGATION, BAJAUR

dated Khar the *3*^/01/2023/EB:No

The Regional Police Officer, 
Malakand at Saidu Sharif, Swat.

To,

APPLICATION^Subject:

Enclosed find herewith a self-explanatory application submitted by 

SI Hayat Muhammad No.62/M 9f this wing, while presently serving his duty as

on p"s Nawagai.
It is

application content of which are
It is, therefore, reqVaested that the application along with other

1 'related documents i.e, i. Order of |Superintendent of Police inv; Dir Lower, 
removal from his service j ii. Order of Regional Police Officer, Malakand

I k

regarding re-insts^ted in his seirvice
further necessary action, please.

submitted that the above mentioned SI submitted an
self-jexplanatory.

herewith sent to your good office forare

^ SUPERINTENDENT OF TOLICE, 
INVESTIGATION, BAJAUR.

4^
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.i/(’n|iv\i(li rcJc\;inl ilciciiinunls 

liiM-sny.ihon \n„y, Mfijriuf, 
lUii i>r.semcc.

tH I’cilicu. Invt, '•Uat'on

I'pplit.utun 
No.ca/M ot" 

i^'niauicd

H.iMwr \ /i
ilulcd 30/01/2023 has lorwar.lcil 

>Slil> Inspector Unya, MnltMiiunatl

‘Vi|iU!slihg therein to, I,nek hcneljis
ol ihe pci iod he

I'Pplifiillun iilonywiih
'^niiiu-ctcd cl(X-iinu;nts is lotw.„tied

IitTcwiih lor 

tji'h': (Am ty/t/juoi

nccc.sMiry iiciiojj. picn.si:.

G)f
1

I Kntht: No. X rio/cd cveti
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OFFICE OF THE

W INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE%
KHYBKl? PAKirrUNKHWA 

PESHAWAR.

OR3>ER

This order is hereby passed to dispose of RevisL^i/n Petition under Rule IJ-A of Khybci- 
l^lklltunkhwa I’qlicc Rulc-1975 (iimended 2014) submitted by SI Hayat Muhammad No. 62/M (licreinaftcr 

rci'ciTcd lo as pclitibricr). The petitioner was removed from serviee by SP Investigation, Dir r,owcr vide OB 
nI), 74, dated 22.03.2021 on the i^rounds that he while posted as reader SP/lnvestigation was charged in 
villc I-rR No. 38, dated 25.05.2020 u/s 324/148/149/337-D/337-F (III) (V) PPC PS Talash and I'lR No. 39,

diked 25,05.2020 u/s 15-^\A PPC PS Talash. After completion of investigation, the accused officer
' * * *

n'rbdueed before lire dourl and the court remanded him to judicial lockup 1 imergara. Ihe Addl; Session 

.ludgc. Dir Tower convicted the accused officer for 14 years A 06 month.s imprisonment Sl fined Rs, 

.5o!.000/-.

:!

case

was

p
The petitioner approached Peshawar High Court. Mingora Bench, 'Die comt vide Judgment 

diikcd 03.05.2021 maintained the conviction & .sentence awarded to the appellant by the h-iai court u/s

324/337-D & conviction.u/s 324 PPC was reduced fro;!! 07 years t'.) 05 years, while acquitted the peiitionei

case vide h'lR No. 39 u/s 15-AA, onvide Judgment dated: 03.05.2021 in section 337-1' (HI) (V) &, in 

22111.2022 tile trial court acquitted tlie accused officer on the basis of compromise.

i The Appellate Authority i.c. RPO Malakand converted his punishment of dismissal jfom .

seiwice into Censui'c vide order lindst: No. 582-83/T.-, dated 13.01.2023.
I His punishment has already been boiled down by concerned RPO. 'fhereiorc, the board

jccided that his appeal is being rejected.
Sd/-

AWAI. KHAN, PSP 
Additional Inspector General of Police, 

1 IQrs: Khyhcr Pakhiunkhwa, Peshawar.

/2023.

:■

i

/23, dated Peshawar, the — o/ —Nci- S/ i IO - I .S~1
Copy of the above is forwarded to the:

1. Regional Police Officer, Malakand.

2. SP Investigation Dirl.ower,

3. AIG/Lcgal, Khyber Paklitunkhwa, Peshawar.

4. PA to Addl: IGP/HQrs: Khyber Pakhmnkhwa, Peshawar

5. PA to DKj/lIQrs: Khyber Pakhlunldiwa, I’eshawar.

6. Office Supdt: IMII, CPO. Peshawar. ^

;
;

j

i

»

(MUHAIvT^Ab PSP
AIG/]2stabli shnient.

Tor Inspector General of Police, 
Khyber Palchlunkhwa, Pcvshawar.

■4^taT^,;-:and
Sws?-

V

3a'4u tA>OmcWSnpdt:
Fon Regional'Pc*'Ae Officer 
5/l.ilakand. st Saidu Sndri: S\vafe?

2^4diIi^^
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c WAKALATNAMA 
(POWER OF ATTORNEY)

Before The Service Tribunal Khyber Pakhtunkhwa At Peshawar

of 2024Appeal No.

Hayat Muhammad 

VERSUS
Inspector General of Police etc

KNOW ALL to whom the
se presents shall come that lA/Ve, the undersigned the hereby appoint and authorize 

Rahim Ullah Advocate Supreme^ourt of Pakistan , to be the Advocate
in the above mentioned case, to do all the following acts, deedsfor the petitioners

and things or any of them that is to say;

To act, appear, and plead in the above mentioned case in this Court.

To present pleadings, cross-objections and inter-locutory, miscellaneous 
applications, and to withdraw, compromise and to deposit, or withdraw documents or 
money in or from the Court as may be deemed necessary or advisable for the 
prosecution of the said cause.

To withdraw or compromise the cause or submit or arbitration any difference or 
dispute that shall arise touching or in any manner relating to the said cause.

To employ/appoInt/Znominate any other advocate/pleader or substitute on 
his/their behalf authorizing him to exercise, the same powers and authorities hereby 
conferred on the Advocates, they may thing fit to do so.

And lAA/e hereby agree to ratify whatever Advocates or his/their substitute shall do in 
prenriises.

And We hereby agree not to hold the Advocates of his/their substituted responsible for 
the result of the said cause in co-nsequence of his/their absence from the Court when 
the said cause is called up for hearing.

1.

2.

3.

4.

Hayat Muhammad 

CNIC; 15302-8089992-1 

Cell No. 0340-0968431

Rahim^^h^hitrali

Supr^mii£piiTt of Pakistan

MAKAN BAGH SWATOffice;3^'' FLOUR CONTINEl 
Cell. 03452928648 ,034395^


