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BEFQRE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKIIWA PESHAWAR.
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Service Appeal No.1237/2024

Taimoor Khan, Constable No.3229, District Police Swat.

vereasesnAppeliant
| VERSUS
. The District Police Officer, Swat.
The Regional Police Officer, Malakand Region at Saidu Sharif Swat.
' . Respondents

" Respectfully Shewith,

* Preliminary Objections.

2,

. Khybop
PARAWISE COMMENTS BY THE OF RESPONDENTS. o Pakhtukfiwg
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That the appellant has got no Cause of action and locus standi to file the

- present appeal.

2)
3)
4

5)

6)

7)

FACTS:

That the appeal is bad due 1o misjoinder and non-joinder of necessary parties.

That the appeal is barred by law & limitation.

That the appellant has not come to the Tribunal with clean hands.
_ R _

That this Hon’ble Tribunal has got no jurisdiction to entertain the .present

appeal.
That the instant appeal 1s not maintainable in its present form.

That the appellant has concealed the material facts from this Honorable

Tribunal.

Correct to the cxtent that the appellant was initially -alleged of
gross-misconduct as he had developed illicit relationship with a gir] in

Asharray locality. Consequently, he was transferred and posted to Police

- Station Kalam on complaint basis however, after some time he managed to get

posted himself as DFC PP Deolai by using external influence. In the same
arca he developed illicit relationship with another girl (married one). He was
in the practice of visiting her house and persuading her to get divorce from her
husband. He was proceeded departmentally and subsequently, dismissed from

service vide OB No.27 dated 15/02/2018 (Annexed-A). The appellant logged

an appeal before the appellant authorities which were filed accordingly.

Feeling aggrieved, appelltant preferred the Service Appeal No.968/2018 before
the Honorable Service Tribunal Pcshawar wherein, the Honorable Tribunal
vide Judgment dated 05/03/2019 (Annexed-B) re-instated the appellant into
service for the purpose of de-novo deparimental enquiry. In-compliance of
Ibid Judgment, appellant was provisionally re-instated for the purpose of de-
novo departmental enquiry by issuing Charge sheet and statement of

allegations and Addl: SP Swat directed to carry out de-novo departmental



®

enquiry wherein, after proper departmental enquiry againél the appellant,
enquiry officer h’el_d the appellant guilty of gross-miscdnduct thé?eforc,_h'e was
award_ed' major 'punishinent of dismissal from service vide OB No.77 dated
- 09/05/2019  (Annexed-C). Appellant filed another Séi‘\?icc Appeal
© No.954/2019 before the Honorable Service Tribunal at Camp Courf Swat
which was dismissed vide Judgment dated 04/03/2020 (Annexed-D).

- 2) Asexplained at Para No.01 of Facts.
'3) Pertains to record.

4) Thlat in compliance of Ofder dated 06/04/2023 (Annexed-E) .of Suprefne

~ Court of Pakistan, the Supreme Court of Pakistan Islamabad the appellant was

re-instated into service vide Order dated 16/05/2023 by Respondent No.01,
the Operatmg Para of [bid Order is re- produced below:-

2. “We have gone rhmugh the record of the case mcludmg the mqmry
report and have repeatedly asked the learned Additional Advocate General
as well as the departmenml representative to refer to any material on the
record to establish the illicit relation of the petitioner with the two women as
per the charge sheet but they have not been able to refer to any
incriminating material to establish the charge. In this view of the matter, we

set aside the tmpugned judgment of the Tnbuna! and re-mstate the
petitioner into service”. ' '

3. “This petitioner is converted into appeal and aﬂowed accordmgl Iy”,

5) Correct 1o the extent that appellant submitted an application for claiming back
benefit which was filed accordingly. Appellant had not performed his duties
during the intervening period therefore, he was not entitled for the back

~benefit he claimed in the instant Service Appeal furthermore, he is not entitled
to back benefit on the basis of “No work no pay” principl'e.. Reliance is
placed on the Apex Court Judgment dated 11/02/2021 in C.p- _
Nos.S]?-L, 1019-L, -1062-L and 1232-L of 2016 and 1929-L/2017 & Civil
Petition N0.1066 of 2022 titled “Rahimullah Khan VS Deputy Postmaster
General Sotherﬁ Postal Region, Khyber Pukhtunkhwa & Others”.

6) Incorrect, that the appellant was treated in accordance with law and he was
.re—instated into service in pursuance of Order dated 04/03/2020 in Civil
Petition No.1563/2020 wherein, the Apex Court set aside the impugned
Judgment dated 04/03/2020 in Service Appeal No.954/2019 and re-instated

- the appellant into service. Appellant was remained out of service for the

. period against WhOIl:I. he prayed in the instant Service Appecal therefore, he is
not cnmlcd 10 back bcneﬁts on the basis of no work no pay principle hence .
the mstant Service Appeal may kindly be dismissed on theéﬁmhm
grounds.- ‘

GROU NDS N . . B@iﬁ;‘ 3&?&! -?t‘?"vd*’f’t Q§ F"'I':“ T..",Eil
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A. Incorrect. The order of the respondent is lega],'- fawful and in accordance with

law/rulcs.
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B. Incorrect. That no provision of law has been violated by the respondent
department rather orders of the respondents are legal and in. accordance with

law;’ru]es

C. Incorrect. That the appellant was treated in accordance with law and he was
re-instated into service in pursuance of Order dated 04;’63!2020 in Civil
Petition No.1563/2020 wherein, the Apex Court set aside the impugned
Judgment dated 04/03/2020 in Service Appeal No.954/2019 and re-i_nstated
the appellant into service. Appellant was remained out of service for the
petiod against whom he prayed in the instant Service Appeal therefore, he is

not entitled to back benefits on the basis of no work no pay pfinciple.
D. Incorrect. This Para explained above in detail.
E. Incorrect. As explained above in detail.

F. Incorrect. As explained above, appellant was guilty of misconduct by keeping
illicit relations with married girls and was awarded major punishment after

completing all codal formalities under the law/rules.

G. Incorrect. That the appellant has been treated in accordance with law/rules and
- was provided all opportunities of personal hearing and self- defense durmg
departmental probe.
" H. This Para pertain to reccrd. : ;
. That other grounds not specifically answlered in the reply, will be agitated
with the permlssxon of honorable Tribunal at the time of arguments.
PRAYER: -
It is therefore requested that the appeal of appellant may kindly be dismissed with

cost being devoid of merits and without any legal substance.

lice Officer,

Swat.
(Respondent No.01)
(BADSHAH HAZRAT)
(Incumbent)
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BEF ORE THE SERVICE TRiBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR.
Service Appeal No.1237/2024
Taimoor Khan, Constable No.3229, District Police Swat.

........... Appellant
VERSUS

1. The District Police Officer, Swat. _ o
2. The Reg_io’nal'Police Officer, Malakand Region at Saidu Sharif Swat. -

......... Respondents

AFFIDAVIT
We respondents do hereby solemnly affirm on oath and declare that the contents
of the appeal are correct/true to the best of my knowledge/ belief and nothing has been
kept .secret from the honorable Tribunal. It is further stated on oath that in this appeal the

answering respondent has neither been placed ex-parte nor his defense has been struck of..

(BADSHAH HAZRAT)
(Incumbent)

ATTESTED

pE T
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istrictNPolice Officer, - -
. Swat. - :
(Respondent No.01) S



@

BEFORE THE SERVICE TﬁIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNK}IWA PESHAWA_R.
'  Service Appeal No.1237/2024
Talmoor Khan Constable No.3229, Dlstrlct Pohce Swat,

...Appellant
VERSUS

1. The District Po]lce Officer, Swat.
| 2 The Reglonal Pohce Ofﬁcer Malakand Reglon at Saidu Sharif Swat.

......... Respondenfs
" AUTHORITY LETTER R

We respondents do hereby authorize Mr. Naeem I-lussam DSP;’Legal Swat to
appear before the Tribunal on our behalf and submit reply etc in connection with titled

Service Appeal.

District Poli
- Swat,

' Ofﬁcer,

(Respondent No. 01)
(BADSHAH HAZRAT)
. (Incumbent)

‘e
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ORDER

~ This order pertains to Show Cause Notice served on Constable Taimoor No.
1680. He while posted as DFC Shah Dherai developed illicit relations with a local girl in Asharay
_I " focality. The cét_’np{aints about his misconduct were received his SDPO, theréfof%, he was transferred and
posted to Police Station Kalam on complaint basis. Later on he was posted in Police Post dewlai as DFC
. ‘and developed illicit relation with a married girl in Mohallah Spiro Gato. He was in the practice of
' j visiting her h.ous'-e by motorbike and.persuading her to get divorce from her husband b); doing so he was

1 bringing a bad name to Police depénment and stigmatizing the reputation of the force. d

e 3 - He was:issued Show Cause Notice vide this office No. 71/PA, dated 01-01-2018

to explain his position. The delihquent Constable was called to appear before the_underéigned in

connection with the allegations leveled against him. He was heard in persoﬁ but he failed to produce any

% plausibie defence against the leveled ailegations. Due ‘to creating illicit relations/moral turpitude in all
areas where he is posted, he brought a big bad name to Police department.
By exercising the powers vested in the undersigned under Rules 2 (iii} of Police

Disciplinary Rules-1975, I, Capt: (R) Wahid Mehmood, PSP, District Police Officer, Swat as a competent

)

authority, am constrained to award him major punishment of dismissal from servic

pe

Order announced.

' District Poli O?cer, Swat

n

******************1{'*

Copies to:- |
. 1. . EstablishmentClerk | | | .
2. 0ASI ' ' '

For necessary action. :

ATTESTED

e leg
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E KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVIC

. BEFORETH _ i
- ~CAMP.COURT SWAT.

CAMP-COURI WA L.
. Service Appeal NO. 968/2018
Date of Institution .. 06.08.2018

Date of Decision - 05032010 % X

simoor -Khan S/o 'Muhm’mﬁa_d Gul Rio Sha\:\!kalay R/o Koper, Tehsil D.argai
" District Njatakand (Ex-constable no. 1630). .. (Appellant)

-

. VERSUS
“The Inapector General of Palice. K hyber Pakhtunkhwy, Peshawar and twe others.
' - ~ (Respondents)

VR SHABIR AHMAD KHAN, "=

JUDRGMENT

AHMAD HAS_SAN, MEMBER:- Arguments of the tearned counsel for the

parties heard and record perused.

+ ARGUMENTS.

2. Learned counsel for the appeitant argued fhat on the basis of a complaint

penalty of dismissal from service was awarded vide impugned order dated
P ©15.02.2018. He preferred departmental appeal which was dismissed on 24.04.2018

followed by review petition ander Rule-11(A) of Police Rules 1975 and was also

~turned down vide order dated 3 i 07.2018. hence, the instant service appeat. Though
. o

- charges jeveled apainst the ap sellant were
. B Tarui- A S

frivolous and baseless but for the purpose

J

' Adyocate . _ S . B For appellant.
\ © U District Attorney T - For respondents
b ' | |
| MR AHMAD HASSAN. ' . MEMBER(Executive)
Lo MR HAMID FAROOQ DURRANI. - - - CHAIRMAN .
1

Qaiusy Supesiatandens &

Swat

“received from SDPQ,.a show canse notice was served on him and thereafter major

P e




suring justice.’ proper enquiry- was required to be con_dlucteld‘_ [n the preseni

mstances, (he appellant was condemned unheard.
" Learned District Attorney ‘argued that- the appeéliant was found .guilty of
havirig illicit relations with a girl and was proceéded under Police Rules 1975.

“Major puhishment was awarded (o him after observance of codal formalities.

CONCLUSION. -

- We would like to first:highlight that the allegations of illicit relations with a
tocal _girl"_wer_e.: feveled: z'lg\ﬂihst'__'th_é“}ﬁ|1;)__tfi]ﬁ|_1-t in-a report of SDPO and -resutiantly

show cause notice was served. under Sub-rule=3 of Rule-5 of Police Rules 1975 on

01.02.2018. However, copy. of the said complaint is not annexed with the parawise
"'('io.nm_‘iénts of the respondents. In these .ci_-rcum'st'ant:cs} it-is really difficult for this -
Tribunal-to give any clear findings on the veracity/contents of the above reference.

We are also unable to comprehend as to what abstained the respondents from

holding formal enquiry. Perusal of the show cause notice further revealed that no

reason has been recorded for-dispensing with regular enquiry. As major penalty was
awarded to the appellant so the principle of natural justice supported by numerous.

Judgments of the superior courts demanded that for the proper dispensation of

o '
_|u~;uc(, leoul'u should have buen conducted in the case in hand. Action taken by the

ATTESTED
xwpondenls appecucd to be halsh arbm ary and against the laid down promdur&) /V

h‘;n u\...-h.

_ . Aof Friine Legd
.5' /\:, a qequel to above, the' appml 15 '1(:(,ept(,d the impugned order dated

15.02.2018 and -31=07-201-8 are-set-aside-and.the-appellant. is reinstatea.in_service.

..ot 2019 pleasc. o
A e e ) .h._m\u_.,J erihlu‘-;ﬂl‘l"lent Lle_tlg‘ N o ..'fod-‘.u-?..u-\u":b; .
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i back benefits shali-be subject to the outcome of the de-novo enquiry. Parties arc

lefi to-Bear thieir own casts. Filebe cohsigned fo the record room.

. ....‘ B .
- Y \ E
-;// I'p i —:'—.a’
1\‘_______4 S —ﬁ |
~ "(AHMAD HASSAN)
. : et Camp couirt Swat
(HAMID FAROOQ DURRANI)
o Chairman T
_Ufi-:ffﬁi'—'—""""'" -

_1-'£slzibl_is‘nment Clerk o , o oA

ATCHTEeal Wilh Tefefence 10 CPU PESIawWar VIS0 o TO/ e e gy auestn s v
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| BEFORE SERVICE TRIB UNAL KHYBER
/ PUKHTUNKHWA AT PESHAWAR

Het Pnk‘
. m::‘ﬂ“_g trib

3

‘ / Servme Appeal no QB Lf 2019 77 ‘%ﬂ’(’z'ng

---------------------------------------------------------

Versus

1. Provincial Police Officer Khyber Pakhtunkhwa at CPO
Peshawar

2. Regional police Officer Malakand Range-III at Saidu
Sharif Swat. |

3. District Police. Officer Swat at Gul Kada Swat.

4. Additional SP Swat.......... SOOI ..(Respondents)

SERVICE APPEAL U/S 4 OF THE KHYBER
PUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT,1974
%’Aﬁﬁe‘im"MGAINST THE IMPUGNED ORDER OF _
R@-ﬂ RESPONDENT NO 3 DATED 9/5/2019, WHERBY
gistray
24\ \\9 THE RESPONDENT NO 3 DISMISSED THE
APPELLANT FROM SERVICE ,AGRIEVED FROM
THE SAID ORDER THE APPELLANT PREFFERED
A DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL BUT THE SAME

WAS ALSO FILLED BY THE RESPONDENTS NO 2

S\_, l..L. Nl:;up
Paz aw\'a
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This order will dispose of Denove Departimental enguiry against Constable -

Taimoor No. 1680 (re-instated in service for the purpose of Denove DLpdl’tl‘ﬂLlltal Enquiry). He

LRTE MAT T DRI 4 e,

while posted as DFC Police Station Shah Dherai was alleged of gross misconduct as it was

3 rcp.oru-:d that he was transterred and posted to Police Station Kalam on complaint basis after
devetoping illicitrelutions with a girl in Asharray locality. After sometime he was posted as DFC
Police Post Dewlal by using external influence. In the same area he developod 1lhut relations
with yet another girl (married one). He was in the practice of’ vmtmg her house and persuading
her 1o get divoree from her husband.

Hc wus proceeded against departmentally and subscuuently dismissed

- lrom service vide this office OB No. 27 dated 15-02-2018. In compliance of the Honorable

Service Tribunal Peshawar judgment in Service Appeal No 96 :3!7018,!he RN plomxondlly

rewmnstated for the purpose of denove departmental enquiry.
He was issued a charge sheet and statement of allegations vide this office
fo. 17/PA, dated 08-04-2019 and Addl: SP Swat was directed to carry out denove departmental
caquiry dpainst the provisionally reinstated Constable. The Enquiry Officer aftce carryihg out the
needful reported that apart from keeping ilhicit relations with various girls, the Constable under
enquiry was also in the practice of bringing “charas” to Shah Dherai lqca[jty. The Enquiry
B Otficer qeld the delinquent Constable guilty of gross misconduct.
E ' " The Constable under enquiry was in the practice of cstablishing illicit .*.
relations with girls in the arcas of his posting which is against discipline and unbecoming of a
Pahiee Ofhcer, He was also brining Ci'mra‘-‘ to Shah Dheral locality amlmuil'ug the sameito a .
nHOtOTIous LilLHj scller namely Sahib Jan which is a blatant violation of cl1suplmx . By doing so the
Constable under discussion has brought a bad name for Police Departmert. His conduct is !
detrimnental o discipline and his further retention in Police is bound to nesatively influence

attitude ol other personnel of the Force. His further retention in 2

1975, I Syed Ashfag

B vusted in the undersigned under Rules 2 (iii) ol Polige Discipiinary Rules -

Alvwar, PSP, l’)islricl ‘olice Olficer, Swat being ¢ mpf.tcm dulllomy, am (,mmlramcd to ag#

Llwmd hi 1114;01 1)umahmmt of dismissal from buwu,.
S————————

Order announced

Dm: u.t Pohu:
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| $r. | Date of Order or'other proceﬂdmg': with signature of Judge or Magls’c"a“te

-No | order/ - :

proceeding

IS o
1 2 : 3

_ : BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL
| At Camp Court, Swat.
Service Appeal No. 954/2(119

Date of Institution  ...... 27.07.2019
Date of Decision  ...... 04.03.2020

Taimoor Khan son of Muhammad Gul, resident of Shawkalay
; | Koper, Tehsil Dargai, District Malakand (Ex-Constable no.1680).

| | . : | _ Appellant
. Versus

1. Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.

f 2. Regional Police Officer Malakand Range-III at Saidu Sharif
Swat. '

3. District Police Officer Swat at Gulkada Swat.

i 4. Additional S.P Swat. _

Respondents.

Vir. Muhammad Hamid Mughal Member(J)
4.03.2020
v ' Mr. Hussain Shah Member(E)

JUDGMENT
MUHAMMAD HAMID MUGHAL. MEMBER: Ll.bmeci

! : - counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Usman Ghani learned District |
LN oY Attorney alongw1th Khawas Khan S. I(Legal‘- pr eseﬁt

2. The appellant (EX~C0nstab_le) has ﬁied the present service
appeal against the order dat_ed 09.05.2019 whereby the appeliant
was awarded méjor punishment of dismissal from service and
égainst the order dated ‘16.07.2019 ot the appellate authorit‘y through ;

which the departmental appeal filed bv the appellar‘t was

regretted/iiied.




I3, . Learned counsel. for the appeliant argued that the appellant
was recruited as Tonstable in the Police Department; that the

appeiiant'was dismissed from service vide order dated 15.02.2018

: ~ iand his departmental appeal against the order of dismissal dated

15.02.2018 was also filed however consequent upon the judgrﬂent

dated 05.03.2019 in Service Appeal No.968/2018 filed by the

appellant he was reinstated in service for the purpose of de-novo
departmental inguiry; that the de-novo departmental inquiry was

entrusted to Additional S.P Swat who after conducting one sided

inquiry, submitted his 'ﬁndmg report. Further argued that the
appellant was again dismissed from service vide the impugned ofdér f
dated 09.05.2019 without affording him opportunity of hearing; that
feeling aggrieved agamst the 1mpugned order dated 09.05. 2019 the
appellant filed departmental appeal however the same was also
‘ : : filed, hence the presént service appeal. Further argued that
‘ _ _

impugned orders are against law and norms of justice; that no |

proper opportunity of defense was given to the appellant; that the
‘appellant was not treated in accordance with law and rules on the )

Ve / o subject; that the impugned orders were passed in Aggtantivie

w- AT TESTED of law and are tainted with malafide imenticm; \N

y IY "I'a Nd

4. As against that learnsd District Attorggy &gi guﬁg"tﬁaﬂt

i) appellant has not come to this Tnbuna} with clean handq that the

appellant was dismissed ﬁom service on the char ges ot de‘. eloping |

g — T ——
3

—

illicit relations with women ; that the directions of this Trlbuml

=

e

were complied with by reinstating the appellant for de-novo inquiry;
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1| appellant was provided all the opportunities of personal hearing and

| self-defense; that the allegation leveled against the appeliant was

‘that the requirement of law was fully observed before the issuance

of the impugned or'dez_';'__t_hat :_charge sheet/s:atement of allegation was
. ~, :— "Y‘"' e . . ~ s .

issued; that the inquiry officer has verified the charges of illicit

v__-_.__.w-——a——'—'“—'_

relations with married women and dealing in narcotics; that.the

D SRt

— -

fully es_tablished during the course of inquiry; that the appellant was

treated in accordance with law and after observing all the codal-

formalities, he was awarded punishment.
5. Arguments heard. File perused.

6. .On the allegations of illicit relations, Show Cause Notice was

served upon the appellant followed by order .c_lated 15.02.2018 of

dismissal from service. Service Appeal filed there against by the

| appellant was accepted and the appeliant was reinstated in service

with the direction to the respondents to conduct proper inquiry.

Conseqlient upon the judgment of this Tribunal dated 05.03.2019 in

| Service Appeal N0.968/2018 charge sheet/statement of allegation ;.

was issued to the appellant on the allegation that he was transferred

and posted to Police Station Kalam on complaint basis after

developing illicit relations with a girl in Asharay locality; that after

some time, he was posted as DFC Police Post Dewlal bjy using

external mﬂuence and in the same area he developed illicit relation
' E
with another girl (married one) and he was ‘in the practice of §
|

frequently visiting her house and persuadmg her to get divorce from |
) . |

her husband. : ATTEBT{’:) , ‘l

Pashawar

]

T x40 7[) :
uw__kl -'. _ 3
{B‘g{“f Mgk -nmm{p :{iﬁﬁﬂl
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| Tribunal is of the considered .opinion that the impugned orders do

inquiry officer. The. appeilant was associated with the inquiry

L 6

__-_"_'—-———__,,.'__

pr-oceeding'.' The inquiry officer submitted -his report wherein he

gave findings against the appellant. The appellate authority als;o

g

personally heard the appellant. Learned counsel for the appellant

could not demonstrate that the finding report submitted by _.t'he

inquiry officer is arbitrary or actuated with malice. With their joint

comments, the respondents also annexed complaint of the S.H.O

Police Station Shah Dheri and report of Incharge DSB Swat against

.

the appellant. The technical questions raised by learned counsel for
the appellant are not found sufficient for setting aside the imbugned
orders.

8. In view of the facts and circumstances of the case, this

not call for any interference. Consequently the present service

appeal is dismissed. Parties are left.to bear their own costs. File be

7. The competent authority appointed Additional S.P Swat as |’

(Hussain Shah) ' (Muhammad Hamid Mughal)
Member ' Member
- : Camp Court, Swat.
ANNOUNCED
£, 04.03.2020

ATTESTED

consigned to the record room. U/ [ /
. ) / S R '_a’._'.
) Peputy Sugeritszidalt HHAREL
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= - {Appctiate Jarisdiction] - )

[ o e Bemehypy: T
; . ' " Mr, Justice Syi;_z_i.Ma_nwoi'-Aii%ﬁ&h

Mr. Justice Jumal Khan Mandakhait
etitlon No. 1862 12020,

.'I fAgainst the judgment of Khyber Paich funkinoa Servise Tribunea
i dated 04.5. 2020 passed in Abpeat No. 9847907 @

Taimoor Khan :
_ o _ o iecsien Potltiongr
| Vorsus :

Provincial Pojice Officer, KP:at CPO Peshawi, ofc. |
' - ' weRespondentys)

For the petitioner: Mr. Misbullahi Kiah, Agc, -

| \ For the Fespondent(s): Mr;.smt\an.'ﬁlazha_r-Shjer,;&ddlga;(}. KP,
: =M;:-Naéem.l-fussain_,_ DgP.- R

! Dete of hearing: 06:04.2023
yed Mansoor Al § b, J.- Petitionier was dismissed
from service on 09.5.2019 on the following charges:-

against departmentally and sibsequently dismissed from .
service vide this office OB No. 2%, dared 15:02-2018, to
- compliance of the Honorable: ‘Sexvice Tribunial Peshawar

' Juu‘gmen_t.in.,_gpgiéjgil'iﬁm._-gﬁ:&_;{zo‘-@a-y_cu_,ax‘rs_.\pr'qi’-ig_ibna;ny_:rev

 instated for the. Purpose: of ‘dengve: departinental enguiry,
You are 'tﬁercfe;-e'i_ss'u'cd this C};argi_'s:g'.Shﬁd_t--aﬁi:_l' Statérneny |
oF eliegations, = TS Tl
2. By reason of the above, you appear to be- guilty of
miseonduet and réndered yoursélf Hable to all. o any of
penalties specified in Rule 4 of the Disciplinary Ryles
19767 - '

Therealter his departmental appeal was also dismissed on ..
3'6;'?.'2{}1-9', a8 well as, his appeal before t-he_Rb%&é‘h.’PakhwﬁkhWé :
Service Tribunal (“Tribunal) through impugned “judgment dated
04.3.2620. The sole contention of the learned counsel for the

1 CamScanner
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_ Cr With the two wa e g
charge sheet but they hewe the two. women as per the

B0t been--ablé to refer to any '1'
estaklic P . e
matter, we get asid ' stablish the cliarge. IV (his view of the
reinstate th - ¢ the impugneq Judgment of the Tribunal and
¢ petitioner into service ' s

4. This. petitioner
- petitioner I3 convey L Iy e 5 ; .

Sd/-J
Sdi-J '

artified to be Tm

% Islamabad,

06% April, 2023,

i3 Not approved for reporting
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' ..(;S'?g — 2 g/!AG.-‘Supreme Court Dated, Peshawar, the f 8{ 0£{ 2023

AL KHYBER PAKHTUNKJWA PES AR

— Address High Court Building, Peshawar Exch;nge: 091-9213833
_ TeliNo. 091-9210119 Fax No.  091-9210270
;
1 To
or ihe
1- The Provincial Police Officer,
? : Khyber Pakhtmkhwo Peshawar ,
ioner _ 2- District Police Officer, Swat - wl -
f < /0 e R -
- Czai, ¥ T3¢ _ _ _ E AL ﬁ
| - | IHHIIIHIIIEHIEHIH!EHIIIIIIIIH ’
cated. b A" sussecT:  op NO. 1563!20 .TAIMOOR KHAN—VS IGP KPK ETC *’Z”T prgn{
| £ e ST RAR
ibrer A Dear Sir, : ** " : Xn& @? A= tl_'_;
e ' . ‘ ‘\J ‘/ﬂ_ - .
et Enclosed herew1th please‘“fmd photocopy of judgmentPassed in the

T

subject matter by the august Supreme:Court of Pakistan;e;‘fl,slamabad on 06-04-2023

—

{received today) whereby the matter has been decided _ogéinst the Govt, of Khyber

g

- Pakhtunkhwa, for your information and further necessary action.
e _ _ :

Yours faithfully,

£ndst. No. & date even voo e

Copy to SPS to the Ld. Advocate Gener al Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,
Peshawar.

'
SENIGR ADMIN: OFFICER

TTESTED

‘ é "4‘
ém“l‘}{"i”? o gt 9
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