
V
8818/20

05.01.2021 Appellant with counsel and Addl. AG alongwith Wisal

H.C for the respondents present.
»■ * *

Parawise commehts on behalf of the respondents 

have been submitted. Placed on record. The appeal is 

assigned to D.B for hearing on 26.04.2021. The appellant 

may furnish rejoinder, within one month, if so advised

j^'

Chairman

Due to demise of the Worthy Chairman, the Tribunal is 

non-functional, therefore, case is adjourned to 

17.08.2021 for the same as before.

26.04.2021

j ^'v^_JR.eader
17.08.2021 Since 17.Q8.2021 has been declared as Public holiday on 

account of Moharram, therefore, case is adjourned to 11.11.2021 for 

the same as before.

Reader .

11.11.2021 Counsel for appellant present.

Kabir Ullah Khattak learned Additional Advocate General 

for respondents present.

Former made a request for adjournment in order to 

prepare the brief; granted. To come up for arguments on 

18.01.2022 befor^ D.B.

(Mian Muhammad) 
Member (E)

(RoziTra Rehman) 
Member (J)



17.09,2020 Counsel for the appellant present.

Learned counsel referred to the statement of allegations 

issued to the appellant in the second round of departmental 

proceedings on 26.11.2019 and contended that the primary

allegation of taking an amount of Rs. 600000/- from one Attaur 
Rahman and giv^ him a cheque for the said amount^ which was 

ultimately dishonoured, were not in existence at the relevant time. 

The appellant was acquitted from that criminal charge on 

26.04.2017 and this fact was duly noted in his reply to the charge 

’sheet. Despite, in the impugned order dated 19.12.2019 the factum 

, of acquittal of appellant was not even noted and he was. awarded 

major penalty of dismissal from service.

Subject to all just exceptions, instant appeal is admitted to 

regular hearing. The appellant is directed to deposit security and
Appellant Deposited
Se^^y & Process Fee , Process fee within 10 days. Thereafter, notices be issued to the

respondents. To come up for written reply/comments on
__ 16.11.2020 before S.B.

Chairman

16.11.2020 Junior to counsel for the appellant and Addl. AG for 

the respondents present.

Learned AAG seeks time to contact the respondents 

and procure reply/comments. Adjourned to 05.01.2021 on 

which date the requisite reply/comments shall positively 

be furnished.

. ^

Chairman
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FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Court of

72020Case No.-

Order or other proceedings with signature of judgeDate of order 
proceedings

S.No.

31 2

The appeal of Mr. Wali Khan presented today by Mr. Saadullah Khan 

Marwat Advocate may be entered in the Institution Register and put up to 

the Worthy Chairman for proper order please.

29/07/20201-

REGISTR^lf"-

This case is entrusted to S. Bench for preliminary hearing to be put2-
up there on

CHAIRMAN

f

\

[■



ORDER
18.01.2022 Learned counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Muhammad Adeel

Butt, Additional Advocate General for respondents present. Arguments

heard and record perused.

Vide our detailed judgment of today, separately placed on file, the

instant appeal is accepted. The impugned orders dated 19-12-2019 and

21-07-2020 are set aside and the appellant is re-instated in service with

all back benefits. Parties are left to bear their own costs. File be consigned

to record room.

ANNOUNCED
18.01.2022

"■N

(AHMAI ■AN TAREEN) (ATIQ-UR-REHMAN WAZIR) 
MEMBER (E)CHAIRMAN
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M- BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. 8818/2020

Date of Institution ... 29.07.2020
Date of Decision ... 18.01.2022

Wali Khan S/o Nawaz Khan, R/o House No. 27, Aman Kot, Ghari Qamar Din, 
Kohat Road Peshawar. Ex-Assistant Grad Clerk Central Police Office, Khyber 
Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar. (Appellant)

VERSUS

Additional Inspector General of Police, Hqrs: Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar and
(Respondents)one another.

Arbab Saiful Kamal, 
Advocate For Appellant

Muhammad Adeel Butt, 
Additional Advocate General For respondents

AHMAD SULTAN TA^EN 
ATIQ-U R-RE H M ANIa^ZIR

CHAIRMAN
MEMBER (EXECUTIVE)

JUDGMENT

ATIO-UR-REHMAN WA2IR MEMBER fE^:-

case are that the appellant while serving as Junior Clerk in Police Department, 

was awarded with major punishment of compulsory retirement from service vide 

order dated 24-02-2016. A criminal case was also registered against the appellant 

vide FIR U/Ss 161/162/420 PPC r/w section 5(2) of PC Act in Anti-Corruption 

Establishment (ACE). The appellant however was acquitted of the criminal 

charges vide judgment dated 26-04-2017. Simultaneously, the appellant filed 

departmental appeal followed by Service Appeal No 501/2016, which was decided 

vide judgment dated 04-10-2019 and the appellant was re-instated in service with 

direction to the respondents to conduct de-novo inquiry. The respondents re

instated the appellant vide order dated 18-11-2019 and as a result of de-novo

Brief facts of the

ri
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w proceedings, the appellant"‘ was again awarded with major punishment of

compulsory retirement from service vide order dated 19-12-2019 and the period

from re-instatement till issuance of the impugned order dated 19-12-2019 was

treated as leave without pay. On 19-12-2019, the appellant submitted petition

before respondent No. 2 for re-instatement, which was rejected vide order dated

21-07-2020, hence the instant service appeal with prayers that the impugned 

orders dated 19-12-2019 and 21-07-2020 may be set aside and the appellant may

be re-instated in service with all back benefits.

02. Learned counsel for the appellant has contended that this tribunal had

directed the authority to conduct inquiry as per mandate of law but the inquiry 

committee bitterly failed to conduct the same as per law as neither any statement 

were recorded in presence of the appellant nor the appellant was 

led opportunity to cross-examine such witnesses, hence the impugned 

orders have no legal effect upon the case of the appellant; that the appellant was 

acquitted of the same charges by the criminal court, hence there remains no 

ground to maintain such penalty; that respondent No 1 being co-villager of the 

appellant had personal grudge with the appellant regarding election of his 

brother, hence he was penalized for personal scores; that the matter was not 

dealt with as per mandate of law by the respondents, hence the impugned orders 

are based on malafide.

of witness'

affj

Learned Additional Advocate General for the respondents has contended 

that upon direction of this Tribunal, the appellant was re-instated for the purpose 

of de-novo inquiry and the appellant was served with fresh charge 

sheet/statement of allegation, but reply so furnished was found un-satisfactory; 

that proper inquiry was conducted against the appellant and final showcause 

notice was served upon the appellant, but he failed to prove his innocence, hence 

he was again awarded with major punishment of compulsory retirement from

03.
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service keeping in view his-long service; thatthe appellant has been treated in 

accordance with law with no malafide of the respondents.

04. We have heard learned counsel for the parties and have perused the

record.

05, Record reveals that one Mr. Atta Ur Rehman submitted a complaint dated

07-01-2015 against the appellant to IGP that the appellant had deceived him by 

taking an amount of Rs. 600000/ on the promise of providing him job, but neither 

job was given nor the amount was returned. Upon such complaint, the appellant 

was proceeded departmentally as well as FIR was lodged against him in ACE. The 

complainant Atta Ur Rehman withdrew his complaint on 22-04-2015, but 

departmental proceedings were under process and the appellant was finally 

awarded with major punishment of compulsory retirement from service vide order 

dated 24-02-^16. On the other hand, the appellant was acquitted of the charges 

by th^^urt of law vide judgment dated 26-04-2017.

06. As per provisions contained in Police Rules, 1934, an employee, if charged 

in a criminal case would be dealt with in accordance with Section 16:19 of Police

Rules, 1934. Respondents were required to suspend the appellants from service 

under section 16:19 of Police Rules, 1934, which specifically provides for cases of 

the nature. Provisions of Civil Service Regulations-194-A also supports the same 

stance, hence the respondents were required to wait for the conclusion of the 

criminal case, but the respondents hastily initiated departmental proceedings 

against the appellants and awarded him with major punishment of compulsory 

retirement from service before conclusion of the criminal case. In the meanwhile, 

the appellant was exonerated of the same charges, upon which he was awarded 

with major punishment of compulsory retirement from service. In 2012 PLC (CS) 

502, it has been held that if a person is acquitted of a charge, the presumption 

would be that he was innocent. Moreover, after acquittal of the appellant in the 

criminal case, there was no material available with the authorities to take action
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and impose major penalty. Reliance Is placed on 2003 SCMR 207 and 2002 SCMR

57, 1993 PLC (CS) 460. Moreover, if a civil servant is dismissed from service on

account of his involvement in criminal case, then he would have been well within

his right to claim re-lnstatement in service after acquittal from that case. Reliance

is placed on 2017 PLC (CS) 1076. The same principle applies to the case of the

appellant that when he was acquitted of the same charges in criminal court, the 

respondents were required to consider this aspect of the case, which however 

was not done by the respondents. Needless to mention that the inquiry 

proceedings so conducted are replete with deficiencies as no statement of the 

complainant has been recorded in presence of the appellant nor the appellant was 

afforded opportunity to cross-examine such witnesses, thus skipped a mandatory 

step as prescribed in law.

07. We are of the considered opinion that the appellant has not been treated 

in accordance with law, particularly when he was exonerated of the charges by 

the competent court of law; there remains no justification to maintain the penalty. 

In view of the foregoing discussion, the instant appeal is accepted. The impugned 

orders dated 19-12-2019 and 21-07-2020 are set aside and the appellant is re

instated in service with all back benefits. Parties are left to bear their own costs.

File be consigned to record room.

ANNOUNCED
18.01.2022

(AHMAD SULTAN TAREEN) 
CHAIRMAN

(ATIQ-UR-REHMAN WAZIR) 
MEMBER (E)
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Wall Khan Versus ■ Add: I.G.P & others
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BEFORE THE KPK. SERVICE TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR

S.A No. 72020

Wali Khan S/0 Nawaz Khan, 

R/0 H. No. 27, Aman Kot, 

Ghari Qamar Din, Kohat, 

Road Peshawar.

Ex - Assistant Grad Clerk, 

Central Police Office, KP, 

Peshawar...............................

7^

Appellant

Versus

1. Additional Inspector General of 

Police, Hqrs: KP, Peshawar.

2. Inspector General of Police, 

KP, Peshawar....................... Respondents

0< = >0< = >C:0< = >0< = >0

APPEAL U/S 4 OF THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT, 1974

AGAINST OFFICE ORDER NO. 6738-47/EV/E~V

DATED 19-12-2019, OF R. NO. 1 WHEREBY MAJOR

PENALTY OF COMPULSORY RETIREMENT WAS
v\ledto-day IMPOSED UPON APPELLANT AND PERIOD FROM

DATE OF REINSTATEMENT TILL THE IMPUGNED 

ORDER WAS TREATED AS LEAVE WITHOUT PAY OR 

OFFICE ORDER NO. 2241-44/E-V DATED 21-07-2020
OF R. NO, 2, WHEREBY DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL OF 

APPELLANT WAS REJECTED / FILED FOR NO LEGAL
REASON.

0< = >0< = >C::>< = >0< = >0

Respectfully Sheweth:

1. That on 12-05-2016, appellant filed Appeal No. 501/2016 against 

the major penalty of compulsory retirement from service before 

this hon'ble Tribunal along with annexures for reinstatement 

service with all back benefits. (Copy along with all 

there too as annex "A")

in

annexures
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2. That Criminal Case was also registered against appellant vide FIR 

No. 16 dated 29-07-2015 Police Station ACE u/s 161/162/420 of 

PPC r/w section 5 (2) of PC Act. After finalization of the said 

proceedings, the court of Special Judge AC (P) Peshawar acquitted 

him from the charges vide judgment dated 26-04-2017. (Copies 

as annex "B")

3. That the said Service Appeal came up for hearing on 04-10-2019 

and then the hon'ble Tribunal was pleased to accept the same, set 

aside the then impugned orders reinstated him in service and 

directed respondents to conduct DENOVO ENQUIRY in accordance 

with Police Rules, 1975 within a period of 90 days. The issue of 

back benefits will be subject to the outcome of DENOVO 

ENQUIRY. (Copy as annex "C")

4. That on 18-11-2019, appellant was reinstated in service for the 

purpose of DENOVO ENQUIRY and submitted arrival report on 20- 

11-2019 to the department. (Copy as annex "D" & "E")

That on 26-11-2019, appellant was served with Charge Sheet / 

Statement of Allegation and DIG Investigation CPO and DSP 

Inquiry & Inspection CPO was appointed as Inquiry Committee to 

probe into the allegations. (Copy as annex "F")

5.

6. That on 03-12-2019, (wrongly written as 03-11-2019), appellant 

submitted reply to the Charge Sheet and denied the allegations. 

(Copy as annex "G")

7. That on 16-12-2019, appellant was served with Final Show Cause 

Notice to submit reply to the same within 07 days but here it is to 

point out that the enquiry proceedings were not provided to 

appellant, being mandatory under the law. (Copy as annex "H")

8. That on 17-12-2019, appellant submitted reply to the Final Show 

Cause Notice with cogent reasons and denied the allegations. 

(Copy as annex "I")
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9. That on 19-12-2019, after two (02) days of submission of reply to 

Final Show Cause Notice, appellant was again awarded major 

punishment of compulsory retirement from service under the E & 

D Rules, 2011 and period from reinstatement till date was treated 

as leave without pay, -meaning thereby that service was made 

regularized by doing so. (Copy as annex ”J")

Here it would be not out of place that the impugned order 

dated 19-12-2019 was not served upon appellant nor any copy of 

the same was endorsed to him as is evident from the same, so 

the same was received from the office on 27-01-2020 at personal 

level.

10. That on 19-02-2020, appellant submitted Petition before R. No. 

02 for reinstatement in service which was rejected by him on 21- 

07-2020. (Copies as annex ”K" & "L")

Hence this appeal, inter alia, on the following grounds:-

GROUNDS:

That facts and grounds of the earlier Appeal be treated as integral 

part for relief of the instant appeai.

a.

b. That the hon'ble Tribunal directed the authority to conduct 

enquiry as per the mandate of law but the Inquiry Committee 

bitterly failed to conduct the same as per law as neither any 

statement of any witnesses was recorded in presence of appellant 

nor he was provided opportunity of cross examination, being 

mandatory, so the impugned orders have no legal effect upon the 

case of appellant.

That when appellant was acquitted by the competent court of law 

from the baseless charges, then there was no need to award him 

major punishment.

c.

d. That when the period from the order of reinstatement till the 

order of retirement was treated as leave without pay, then 

services of appellant were made regularized and the impugned 

punishment cannot be imposed upon him under the law.
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That R. No. 01 was inimicaj towards appellant as his brother 

namely Ashfaq Ahmad Marwat was contesting Election from the 

constituency while the whole family of appellant was supporting 

Mulana Muhammad Anwar, who won the Election, so he imposed 

the impugned punishment upon the appellant.

e.

f. That the matter was not dealt with as per the mandate of law by 

the department so the impugned orders are based on malafide.

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

appeal, order dated 19-12-2019 and 21-07-2020 of the 

respondents be set aside and appellant be reinstated in service 

with all consequential benefits, with such other relief as may be 

deemed proper and just in circumstances of the case.

Appellant
Through

JL
Saadullah Khan Marwat

Arbab Saif-ul-Kamal

Dated 27-07-2020 Advocates,
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RFFORF THF KPK, SERVICE TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR

S.A No.

L

72016 1i

Wali Khcin S/o Nawaz Khan 

Ex - Assistant Grad Clerk 

School of Exclusive Handling, Nowshera

/

/
;Appellant

Versus

1./ Inspiector Genera! of Police, Peshawar.

2 ' Deputy Inspector General of Police,
i , • ■ i

■ i Enquiry & Inspection, KP, Peshawar. .

V-

Respondents
1( , i1

c^>< = >«< = >c=>< = >o< = ><i^
i

APPEAL U/S 4 OF THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT, 1974
i. 1 ■ED; AGAINST OFFICE ORDER NO. :L247/EV DAI

5!:
24.02.2016, OF R. NO. 1 WHEREBY! MAJOR PENA-TY

OF compulsory retirement from service was

IMPOSED UPON APPELLANT OR OFFICE ORDER NO^

h,

I
i

2440/EV DATED 20.04.2016 OF R. NO. 1 WHEREBY*•
: departmental appeal of appellant. WAS

REJECTED/FILED FOR NO LEGAL REASON.
<i>< = >»< = > cr> < = >«< = > o

I

Respectluilv Sheweth:
i

That on 07.01.2015, Atta ur Rehman complainant submitted 

complaint before R. No. 1 that he deceived him by 

managing job in WAPDA ih lieu of FIs. 600000/-. Neither the 

comimitment was honoured nor the money was returned. 

(Copy as annex "A") 1

1.

;
!

.1,

I.

:
2. That on 04.03.2015, appeliant was served with show cause 

notice by R. No. 1 to the effect:- |

That he has deceitfully taken an amount of‘Rs 600000/- 

from- Atta ur Rehman S/o Rustam Khan icpmpjlainant by

1.



V;
J '

4
f

6 ;

provide/award a job in WAPDA in 1 eu of the•promising to 

^said amount.i •

.1! promise, 

the jsame 

amount in

months, he did not honour: theAfter lapse of 3 
rather gave him a cheque of Elank Alfalah but

availability 'of

2.

■could not be honored due to none 

the account.

;Later on
the owner for which he had tb pay

; •amount to
I

constant visit at his
he made fake promise to return the3.

home but in vain;
He has a iot of proofs against him. in this regard,

All this speaks'.highly adverse 
disciplinary action against him. (Copy as annex "B")

;
and !

4.
his part warranting sternon5.,;

i

.

i

05.03.2015, appellant was placed under suspensioni That on
till further orders. (Copy as annex "C")

3. •1.

appellant submitted reply to the said show causeThat
notice by denying the allegations. (Copy as

4
"D")annex

That perhaps enquiry in to the matter was initiated but the 

same was not conducted as per the mandatb of law, yet on

served with final siow cause 

1 which was replied in ■ the aforesaid 

(Copies as annex "E" & "F")

. p- 5.

3T.03.2015 appellai'.i: was

notice by R. No.
1'

manner,
j

22.04.2015, complainant Atta ur Rehman submittedThat on
affidavit to the authority that he has no grieyar ce against

6,

resolved and recuested forappellant as the matter was 
withdrawal of his complaint made to him. (Copiy as annex

;
"G")5 rv

That on 24.02.2016,, rnajor punishment of 

retirement from service was imposed upon appellant by R. 

No. 1. (Copy as annex "H")

compulsory7,

i
i

appellant submitted ■ departmentalThat on
a.ppeal/review before' r. No. 1 to reinstatb him in service 

with all .back benefits which was rejected on 20.04.2016.

• 8.

I. :

(Copies as annex "I" & "J")
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this appeal, inter alia, on the following grounds;-Hence ■1

:
f; R O U N D S :

role -of informerauthority assurried the 

, authority, authorized officer, judge and inquiry

IThat' the
I

complainant 
officer, so no justice was made to appellant.

a.

not as such Iwhich 

apea). The' ■

facts and grounds of the same be also taken: as irtegral part 

of this appeal.

That the matter against appellant was 

has been fully explained in the departmental a
1 b. ; •

as per theTtiat enquiry in to the matter was not conducted
;> I

mandate of law as neither any statement of complainant
c.

nor

any other witness(5) was recorded in presence of appellant, ... 

being mandatory, what to speak of pro\'iding him

opportunity of cross examination.

That the long service spread over decades of appellant was 

up to the standard..as no complaint was ever made against 

him. He is to be retired from service in the year, 2021.

That appellant was. not afforded opportuhity of personal 

hearing and the matter was not dealt as per the mandate of 

law, so the impugned orders are based on rhalafide.

d.

• e.
1
!■

(•
5_

therefore, most humbly prayed that on acceptance ofr- It is,
appeal, order dated 03.02.2016 of R. No. 1 be set aside and 

appellant be reinstated in service with all back benefits, with such ■

.1 •

the

'v other relief as may be deemed proper and just ;in circumstances

rAof the case.

Appe lant
i

Through
I i

Saadullah Khan Marwat
i ~—-i.

Ml/Dated;b^05.201.6
Ari^-b-.Sai:'-u1-Kamal

Miss F^o|bIna :Noz 
Advocates, ;

&
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To,

,

.i The Inspector G';;nera' Police, 
Khyber Pukhtooii Kh;iwa,

:
cpQ

SUBJECT:- ‘ COMPLAINT AGAINST WALI KHAN MARWAT G-CP OFFICE1'
I -■

I \
ri

Respected Sir 55 IL a
f

V/ith due respects, it is humbly brought!in your kind notice that, I .,m a 

poor person and am 111 need of a job. In this connection the subject persdn i.e Mr. -Vali 
Khan Marwat deceived me by promising that he will award mejoli in.Wapda and for 

this,-he took‘.Rs.6,00,000/- (Six Lac ). Llowevcr, after a lapse of ,03 Months, he did not 

honor his promi se and rather gavefme a Cheque NO.CD.4735402 of Bank Alfalah ! A/c 

No.0064l0d293'f036 which I tookTor encashment but the same was not honored. Sir, I
* ■ ' I I '

Iried my best but failed because this man is always making fake promises to returr 
amount for whic h I hav'e to come tijne and again which is an extra burden upon mt:. In

rl; j ;
this connection,. 1 have a lot of proofs against this man which I will :n-oduce befon. the 

enquiry commitiee. '

3
j.U

i
d ■■ .

my
:

' i

; Ill view of the above, it is requested that I may kin.- iy be grantee my 

amount from this man and revere action may be tak'en against him.'

!
:

. i

i Thanks,■■

• Yours SincerelyX,

I
7

■

(ATTA-UR-REHMAN) 
'■ S/q RUS|tAM KHAN 

I ■ R/0 LAKIfl MARWAT
■ f’sy' '?c)

-p
if , DATED: 0l.0't.:>015

3

tO/l; :•:
: :

k!
nf

y•I

.Like*
iV

ry
J ■ i

-J'X
■J AI

j

...6-t L'/
f •0""'A

'1 iP-lp~I iA'**.■i"-
■J. f’■'.'k Pi--?-

ix •f.. n-
i4 •

I ■:

ri
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OFFICE OF THE
INSPECTOR GENERAL Op POLICE, 

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA, 
CENTRAL POLICE OFFICE, 

PESHAWAR
091-9210545 Fax #09 -921092

Dated Peshawar the if
L 3 /2015/SE-V

SHOW CAUSE NOTICE.
I, MUBARAK ZEB PSP, Deputy inspector General of 

Police HQrs: Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar as competent authority, 
under the CivU Servant (Efficiency a Disciplinary) Rules 2011. do hereb^^ serve Show

Cause Notice to Vou^sstt: . Grade Clerk Wall Khan presently posted in School pf Explosive 
Handling at Nowshera on the score of the following grounds that:- j

1). A Preliminary Enquiry was conducted by Deputy ;nspector|
General of Police, Enquiry a Inspector, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,
Peshawar against you on the application of one Atta Ut'
Rehman son ^Rustam Khan resident of Lakki Marwat wherein, 
you were found guilty of the charges leveled. The grounds of 
the Enquiry are that you have deceitfully taken an amount of 
Rs: - 6, 00,000/ (Six Lac) from him by promising that you will 
provide/award a job in WAPDA in lieu of the said amount.

2) . After a lapse of 03 months your didn’t honor your promise and
rather gave/hinri a Cheque No CD-4735402 of Bank Alfalah 
bearing A/c No 00641002934036 but the same could not be 
honored due to non-availability of amount in the said 
Account.

3) Later on, yoil made fake promised to return the amount to the
owner for which he had to pay constant visits at your home 
but in vain.j i I .

4) . He has a lot of proofs against you in this regard.

A5). All this speEiks highly adverse on your part warranting 
stern disciplinary action against you

6 Keeping in view, the above allegations on yourapart, yo.p are hereby
called upon tn Show Cause within OT^d^S of the leceipt of this notjce as to why 
you should not awarded punishment under the Civil Servants (Efificiency 
Disciplinary) Rules 2011. if your written reply is not received vy,ithin the stipulated 
period, it shall be pres^bd that you have .oo defence to offer. Ypu^reX?o allowed to
appear before the undersigned if you so desire.

(MUB/^WZEB)
DIG, HQrs;

For InspectorfQenera of Police, 
KbyberlPakhtun (hwa 

Peshawar.

■f i

"i

i; -i/
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OFFIGE OF THE

INSPECTOR General of police,
KH^BERPAKHTUNKHWA, 
CENTAL POLICE OFFICE, 

PESHAWAR
091-9210545 Fax # 091-921092

i:
i.

i:

r
•'c

*ORDER.s

Consequent upon Enquiry conducted by i Deputy lnspei:tor 
General of, Police, Enquiry and Inspection, CPO, Peshawar against Asstt: 
Grade Clerk Wali Khan presently posted at School of Explosive Handling 
Nowshera and found him guilty of the chariges leveled, he |is, therefore 
placed under suspension with immediate effect till further orders.

He is also being issued Show Cause Notice separately.
I /

i-

F

IV'I
i

(MUBfRAK ZEB) 
DIG/jHQrs:

For inspector G^eneral of Police, 
Khyber/pakhtunkhwa, 

PesHaVyari.

No/59^-'^'^/E-V Dated Peshawar the /Zp.15
Copy of above is forwarded for information end necessary

action to the ,

1, Additional Inspector General of Police, HQ.rs'. Khyber ^akhtunkhA'a, 
Peshawar.

iT^eputy Inspector General qf Police, Enquiry and'Inspection, Khyber 
Pakbtunkhwa, Peshawar v^ith, reference, to his office Letter No 
479/E ai Dated 03.03. 2015,

3. AIG, Establishment, CPO, Peshawar.

4. PSO to Worthy Inspector General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,
Peshawar. !

5. Registrar, CPO, Peshawar.

6. Office Supdt: Secret, CPO, Peshawar.

7. Principal School of Explosive Handling Nowshera. '

/) 0 /'AI ni

/ r
V,i

V,;,:V
1
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REPLY TO SHOW CAUSE NOTICE

I

It is submitted that in response to the allegations leveled against me in the Show Cause 

Notice issued vide No. 1597/SE-V dated 4.3.2015 following reasons are submitted imself- 

defence:

1. That applicants friend namely Yasin happens to be mutual friend of 

complainant Atta-Ur-Rehman.

2. Complainant brother Insha Ultah wanted to pay Yasin an amount of Rs 3,90, 

000. ;
i

3. yasin for not having; a bank account requested the applicant to projvide 

bccount number fbrd^posit of the amount.

4. Complainants brotherlnamely Insha Ullah delposited a total of Rs 3)90,00C
1 ; . - j
IS and 19 September 2014 by making two transaction in applicants accoun

5. ^ few months later complainant alongwitfi his brother camejtb -me

I 1\
\

on

and
i

■ Remanded their money back which had been Withdrawn by Yasin. ■ 1 

•6. fkeason for demand wjas asked from complainant; who stated that Yasin had

takemthe afore amount for providing him job in WAPDA and eve|n after lapse , 
C'f several months he h^s not honofned his pr(!)mise.

7. Applicant being government servant igot seated ;of scf^ib'allegatiibn; therefore 

It not to 

•amount wi 1 be paid

cave ;him chfeque No. CD-47354Q2 and requested theicomplaina 

. ' > sjbmilt iappliqation against him and assured fjim that his
I , . tack tiaihim. i U ■

Yasin'of suChJunlawfJlIdJed and directed h

t

i\(I

, !8.^ A pfjlicjahtr reprimanded
i ill'''': the jmoriey back.

n bnjejunt: of Rs 13,30 

j rul4nji kha'n while the 

ijdiis a|kin‘g O'rarjitoth

■ A jpliciritih'as: nptHinq'
j i i ; . '
y lj>3it'is',tha : rViy acco

■ i:l!;The-p!l?ga'ti6q^6f Rs-6 la

■ i: [in my demount Which

. I

m to ^jay
1r t
i '
I

9. ' A 000 has be'enipaid to-coWplainaht throu gh 

complainant refused toUaicb backiremaini|g 

9r Rs'2,60,t)d0. ^

DSP E&I

Rs 60000:, i a r
11

I !
:o do-wittiiOornplainanjtfe money. The:C>nly .

istake |on' 'm
Jntjh« be|r|;u^ed by Y^|in|for acedpting thka 

c isinot i:c|rect|as bnlyjRs 3,90,000!Had.bee-i c 

iater i^ilhdraW by V^a'sini i 

12. Applicant claims innocence on the afore ground and request your goodself to

! ■
•»

mountt iF I

epositjed : 'I •

I we 'e.1-
I )

0- file the explanantion and direct the complainant to collect his remaining
amount.

f

Yours Obediently^ *

Wall Khan
Assistant Grade Clerk 
School Of Explosive's

■<..
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OFFICE OF THE
INSRECTOR GENER/iL pF POLICE 

KHYBER PAKHT^UNKHWA
Central f^olice office

PESHAWAR
Ph: 091-921054'5 Fax: 091-9210927

3/—-3 /201 5Dated Peshawar the/E-V,No

FINAL SHOW CAUSE NOTICE.

WHEREAS, you Asstt: Grade Clerk Wall Khan p^esen^tly posted 
in School of Explosive Handling at Nowsherja, has commi1:ted gross 
misconduct as defined in Govt, servants (Efficiency and Discipjline Rules 
2011), resultantly you were served with a Show Cause Notice on the 
basis of Preliminary Enquiry conducted by Deputy Inspector (peneral of 
Police, Enquiry and Inspections, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshavv|ar against 
you. i

1

WHEREAS, you have been found held guilty of the charges 
leveled against you as mentioned in the Show Cause Notice. ^

2.

AND WHEREAS, on going through record and contehts of the 
Preliminary Enquiry and Show Cause Notice served upon you, the 
material placed on record and other connected papers including your 
reply, I am satisfied that you have committed the misconduct and are 
guilty of the charges leveled against you as per contents of| the Show 
Cause Notice conveyed to you which stand proved and renderlyou liable 
to be awarded punishment under the said rules.

NOW THEREFORE, 1, Mubarak Zeb (PSP) Deputy Inspector 
General of Police, HQrs: : Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar as 
Competent Authority have tentatively decided to impose upon you, any 
one or more penalties including the penalty of “dismissal frorh Service” 
under Section 4 of Govt, servants (Efficiency and Discipline Rules 
1974/(amended in 2011). ’

You are therefore, required to Show Cause within sev'en days of 
the receipt of this Notice, as to why the aforesaid penalty shojuld not be 

imposed upon you, failing which it shall be presurried that ydu have no 
defence to offer and an exparte action shall be taken ^ag^inst you. 
Meanwhile also intimate whether you desire to be he. 
otherwise.

3.

4.

5.

in igerson or

r
(MUBAFfAK ZEB)PSP 

i DldJ HQrs:
For Enspectort General of Police, 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,
Peshawar (y

1

t..

c- /
I



:.'A ■
^‘km

4 TO THE FINAL SHOW CAUSE iNOTTCE'''■'■V

l!

m \ IS sur .niired that m response to the allegations eveled against rr 

Notice ..sued vide No. 2154, E-V dated 31,3.2015 (ollowing reasons wr: ::h have already
I '

sulKiiiti.'d in reply to Show C.ause Notice are again submitted in sle

e ii': the Final Show liiausc
!'■

! eerII
•on ence;ill

That applicant's fnend namely Yasin happens to b|'mutjai iriend of complainant 

Atta'Ur-Rehman.

Complainant brotlier insha Ullah wanted to pay Yasin an a mount of Rs 3,90, 000. 

lasin for not having a bank account rejnuested the applicant to provide account 

r urnbpr for depos : of the amount. i

SIif
i1 f

III
M

3

ompiainants brother namely Insha Ullah deposited a total of Rs 3,90,000 on 18 

and 19 September 2014 by making two transaction iri applicants account.

f

, ;
5 A few .months later complainant alongwith his brother'came to me and demanded 

their money.back which had been withdrawn by Yasir'tj 

Reason for demand

i
iMi

G asked from complainant; who'stated hat Yasin had taken 

ihe afore amount :or providing him job in WAPDA and even rfter lapse of several 

inonthyhe has not honorned his promise. i

was
ii13
PJ.
m
M 7 Applicant being government servant got scared of such ai eg.; :ion; therefore gave 

him cheque. No. CD-4735402 and requested the i complain .mt not to submit 

.ipplication against him and assured him tiiat his amount will b.. paid back to him.

.Applicant reprimanded Yasin of .such, uni a'wful deed 2nd direc::ed himi to pay the 

money back.

!!jy

ii
i ^IJ

F3!.;'
‘At

1I • •
'll:

An amount of Rs 3,30,000 has been paid to complainant throu rh DSP E&I Huk.r;.m 

Khan while the complainant refused to take back remaining Rs ( OOOO and is askino 

'or antqther Rs 2,60,000.

3./-.pplicapt has'not'-iing to do withmompla'inant's

that my account has been used by Yasin for accepting ti 

11. 'he allegation of Rs 6 lac is not 'correct as only Rs 3,90,000 had

9f V
;■

3

i !|:,- i'
money. Tie o liy mistake on rny 

e: amount, 

been deposited in

i
i;

<art IS I

13
Si

s 'ny account which, were later withdrawn by Yasin. 

-.2. r'.pplicant claims iimocence

s

on tfjie afore ground and reque:;t your goodself to file 

Notice and direct tfje complainant to co?:ect his remainino' ne i uial/'Sl iow C.a jse

i- amount.

13, Applicant wish'to be heard in person.

Yours C bediently,

7/■ <

s./!■,;

/
V^alj iv'han

■
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OFFICE OF THE

INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE
' khyber,p|khtunkhwa

CENTRAL POLICE OFFICE 
PESHAWAl'^

Ph: 091-9210545 Fax: 091-9210927

/2016the/E“V Dated PeshawarNo

ORDER
This is an order on the Departmental Enquiry conducted against Asstt: Grade 

Clerk Wali Khan while posted in School of Explosive Handling at Nowshera committed the following 
CommiSsion/Omission that;- I

1. A Preliminary Enquiry was conducted by Deputy Inspector General of Police, Enquiry 6t
Inspection, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar against him on the application ;of one Atta Ur 
Rehman son of Rustam Khan r/o Lakki Marwat wherein he was found guilty of the charges 
leveled against him. The grounds of the Enquiry are that he had deceitfully taken an amount 
of Rs.6,00,000/-(Six Lac) from him by promising that he (Asstt; Grade Clerk iWali K^an) will 
provide/award a job in WAPDA in lieu of the said amount. Afjter a lapse of 03 months, he 
didn't honour his promise and rather gave him a Cheque No CD-4735402 of Bank Al-Falah 
bearing A/C No00641002934036 but the same could not be honored due to non-availability of 
amount in the said Account. Later on, he made fake promised to return the:amour|it to the 
owner for which he had to pay constant visits at his home but in vain. The Complains nt had a 
lot of proofs against him in this regard. i

2. Deputy Inspector General of Police, Enquiry and Inspection, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar 
completed the Enquiry and submitted to the Worthy Inspector General of Police, Khj/ber 
Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar. Upon perusal the Enquiry Report, the Worthy Inspector General of 
Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar passed the following remarks that:-

• Criminal action should be taken against the Clerk
• Case should be registered against him;
• He should also be placed under suspension and 

Show Cause Notice be issued for Major; penalty.

According- to the kind orders of V/orthy Inspector General of Police, Khyber 
Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar, he was placed under suspension and a Criminal Case vyas registered against 
him in Anti Corruption, Establishment, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar vide Case FIR No 16 Dated 
29.07.2015 u/s 420/161/162/PPC/5(2) PC, Act, PS, ACE, Peshawar. Moreover, he was also 
issued/served with the Show Cause Notice.

In response to the same Show Cause Notice, the delinquent pfficia. submitted his

/ />

/

reply but being unrsatisfied, he was issued Final Show Cause Notice accordingly. He submitted his 
reply to Final Show Cause Notice accordingly. To fulfill the codal formalities in the Subject Enquiry, 
he was called in OR for personal hearing before the undersigned but he disappeared despite of 
repeated reminders and calls on his Cell No. At last, he was directed through two local Urdu leading 
News Papers dated 17.02.2016 for appearance before the Competent Authority.j Afterj advertisement 
in the News Papers, he appeared on the same date before the undersigned but he could not satisfy 
the undersigned.

Beside, Mr. Siraj Khan s/o Bashir Khan r/o Peshawar also submitted a complaint 1 
against the above named delinquent Asstt: Grade Clerk Wali Khan viherein he alleged that he lended 
an amount of Rs:- 5,75,000/- to him. Now whenever, he demands for the returning of the said 
amount, Asstt; Grade Clerk threat him of dire consequences. Latjer on, he gave him a Cheque No 
4882083 of Habib Bank but it was dishonored due to in sufficient of amount in l^is Account. To know 
the real facts, an Enquiry was conducted against A.r.stt: Grade Clerk Wali Khan by Superintendent of 
Police, Enquiry and Inspection, CPO, Peshawar. He was time directed time and again to join the 
Enquiry but he deliberately- avoided to face the Enquiry Process. However',the Enquiry Officer 
completed the enquiry and submitted his report to the Worthy Inspector General of Police, Khyber 
Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar with the contents that during the course' of Enquiry it has been revealed 
and proved beyond reasonable doubt that Asstt: Grade Clerk Wali Khan is a habitua and deceived 
several people on the promise/pretext of their recruitment and jhas collectecl Milli'ons Rupees by 
using such ways. The Enquiry Officer reached to the conclusion and recommehded to launch a FIR 
under the relevant Sections of law by the ACE, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar against! him and being 
a really black sheep and stigma on the face of Police Department may be dismissejj from Service 

-after proper departmental action. The recommendations submitted by the Enquiry Officer, were duly 
approved by the Worthy Inspector General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

\

/

s



OFFICE OF [THE
INSPECTOR GENER>!i^L OF POLICE 

' KHYBER PAKHljUNKHWA 
CENTRAL POLICE OFFICE

peshawIar
Ph: 091-9210545 Fax: 091-9210927

Similarly, another Complaint against delinquent official Asstt: Grade Clerk Wali 
Khan was also submitted by one Rabat Bacha son of Riaz Ali Shah r/o village Mu'sa Zai, District 
Peshawar mentioning that he has given an amount of Rs:- 3,00000/- to him for the appointment of 
Naib Qasid in WAPDA in the witness of his real brothers. Neither he has provided to h^im the said job 
nor he is returning the same amount. He also narrated in his complaint that \yhenever he demands 
for the returning of his amount, he always use deceptive tact's. He has Ijurthet^ stated in his 
application that the image of Police Department is defaming/polluting by sucl^i black sheep. 
Therefore, he has request for the recovery of his amount from Asstt: Grade Clerk V/aliiKhan.

The matter was enquired by 5F, Enquiry and Inspection, j CPO,' Peshawar and 
submitted his Findings Report to the Worthy Inspector General of Police, Khyberj Pakhtunkhwa, 
Peshawar. Upon perusal the Enquiry Report, the Worthy Inspector General of Police, Khyber 
Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar has passed the remarks that departmental action be finalized against the 
delinquent official.

“■s

\ In the above two Compliant, the departmental process could not be initiated
I against him because after submission of reply to the Final Show Cause Noticel he v^as disappeared 

^ 1 from his lawful duty without any kind of leave or permission from the Competent Authority. He was 
I called time and again to appear for personal hearing before the Competent Authority and to join 
\ the enquires initiated against him on his Cell No but in vain. However, during the course of both 

enquiries , he was found guilty on the score of allegation leveled against him by the applicants.

On going through the findings/recommendations of the Enquiry Officer duly 
^ approved the Worthy Inspector General of Police, Khyberl Pakhtunkhv/a, Peshawar, the- 

material/witness available on record, I, MUHAMAAAD ALAM SHINWARI,PSP Deputy Inspector 
General of Police, Hqrs; Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar (Competent Authority) i|Owever, taking 
a lenient view, hereby order to award the Major punishment of Compulsory Retirement from 
Service to the above delinquent official Asstt: Grade Wali Khan with immediate effect.

1,-VA,

- ■'t-t

J

Order announced
(MUHAMMAD ALAM\'^HINWARI) PSP

For Inspector Gerieral of Police, 
Khyber Pakhjtunkhwa, 

Peshawar.
Dated Peshawar the 

Copy of above is forwarded for information and necessary action to the:-

1. Additional Inspector General of Police, Hqrs: Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
1. Deputy Inspector General of Police, Enquiry and Inspection, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar 

with references to his office Letter No. 524'25/E8tl Dated 06.02.2015, 479/E&1 Dated 
03.03.2015 and 8559/Eai Dated 23.09.2015 

3. Asstt: Inspector General of Police, Estt: CPO, Peshawar.
Director, Anti Corruption Establishment, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar with reference to 
his office Letter No 8734/ACE Dated 18.08.2015. '

^ Registrar, CPO, Peshawar. '
5. Office Supdt: Secret, CPO, Peshawar. i

-d. Accountant, CPO, Peshawar.
^ Incharge Central Registry, CPO, Peshawar. I

/2016.
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TO

■The Inspector General of Police (IG) 

KhViber Pykhtponkhwa (KPK), 

Peshawpr.

MENT NOSUBJECT: SERIVE APPEAL AGAtNAT ORDER BEARING .ENDQR^ 

1247/E-V HATED PFRHAWAR THE 24Tt'-|-02-^15/) /
■ U’

L

Respected Sir,

1 bear the honour to assail, herein, office order dated 24th Fearuary 2016
I'

passed by the worthy Deputy Inspector .General of Police (Headquarter) by 

of which the Appellant has been awarded a rnajor penalty ofmeans

compulsory retirement from service.

forming the background ;Of this appeal are-.enumerated asFacts in brief,

below;

: of Taja ZaiThat one Afeta Ur Rehm.an son-of Rustam Khan, re^Iden 

Lakki-Marwat had a monetary difference pf opinion with 

- and as the appellant had friendly relations with both tie parties, a
I

made between them and the Appel

I.

one Yaseen

ant becamesettlement was
! • 1 •

guarantor of Yaseen for paying a sum of Rs 450000/- 

towards payment was issued by the Appellant in favour of claimant

and a check

Atta Ur Rehman upon the promise of Yaseen that before the arrival of
■ I

due date, the amount shall be deposited by him in the Appellant's

account.

II. That before the arrival of payment date, Yaseen disappe|ared with the
’ * ■ . ' ' , •

• ^ • ;
result that Appellant's check wps bounced and subsequently FIR No 

.16, dated 29-07-2016 was registered by the complainant againsf: the

7 \
'J appellant. He also moved a departmental complaint against the

/ Appellant Which came up before DIG (Inquiries) \Afhenp complainant
(mm.



role of the Appellant was of a guarantor of Yaseen

affidavit. Appellant also 

, afterwards. To pay

golden'ornaments of the

amount through much

admitted that only

and to this effect he furnished a statement on 

paid him Rs 330000/- and paid the balance amount

appellant sold 3^' -the guaranty amount
'!

female-folk of the family and managed the

filed without any further action.

16,'Appellant moved towarcs his village.

he Court of

ordeals. The inquiry was 

That fearing arrest in FIR No

afterwards secured intenfn-pjje
III.

arrest bail from ta
• and

District and Sessions Igdge Peshavyar.

had been proceeded against ex-parte, without 

Appelant appeared before worthy

15-02-2016 and subsequently on 17-02-2016, 

Passekwith out affbrding ary opportunity

• Learned

That though, appellant. IV.
any service of notice or information

dig (Headquarters) 

but the impugned order

of hearing to the Appellant.

That Appellant assail's the impugned order

on

was

inter alia, on the following
V.

grounds:

f;RQUNDS

unheaVd and inipugned order has 

such the principle of natural
appellant has been condem^^tl 

passed unilaterally and ex-parte and as

A. That

been

Justice has been violated.
appellant was 

statement of any

was conducted as neitherB. That no inquiry, whatsoever,

show caused. Likewise, neither any 

recorded nor any offidal was appointed as inquiry officer.

assumed th,e role of informer,

' charge sheeted nor

witness was

Worthy DIG (Headquarter) h^s.G. That
■ 1

complainant, authority, authorised Oficer as
' :• •

conduct of the worthy officer is

well of inqu ry Officer which 

against E8i D Rules and the law; enunciated

.1-.

by the worthy superior Courts.

D. That Appellant has already put up service of about 33 years (ever since

17-01-1984) and was lastly holding the post of Head Clerk CPO and



r6Cord of tho1L ice the credentials and

to the mark. Neither any grievence
during' long span of service -

ACRs remained upincluding his
individual nor did the Superiors

was brought by anyagainst the Appellant
s conduct, 

a distinct mode of inquiries which
felt bothered about the Appellant. ever

ought to
law has prescribedE. That the

have been adhered to as
to bewhere the law requires a particular thing

it ought to be done in the like manner and
done in the prescribed manner 

all other modes of its performance are forbidden.
to learnAppellant any opporitunit/

appear'ed before the
also unwarranted,to deny toF. That it was

about any charge, moreso,

Worthy DIG (H) and

when Appellant du,y 

this count alone the impugned order is not tenable ;
on

in the eyes of law.
and justice fairplay and

■ 1

old and experienced 

not be left with a

G.That Appellant is left with only 05 years

demands 'that being an 

record, Appellant must

i

conipassionate grounds

with unblemished 

tarnished record.

official

PRAYERS:
of thisof above submissions, it is prayed that upon acpepttnce

the impugned order’^ated 24-02-2o4 may graciously

to the 'service with all

In view

departmental Appeal 

be set aside and Appellant may graciouslybe restored

increments etc.back benefits including remunerations

.1of Nawaz RhanWali Khan son
■ >

kesident of Achu Khel, Tehsil and District Lakki Marwat

-oh (6

/
/
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OFFtCeOFTHE
ihspector general of pouce.

KHYBER PAK-HTUNt^HWA, 
CENTR/'^L POLICE OFFICE, ^ 

PESHAV/AR I
9210545 Fax: 091-92109,17Ph*. 091-

U /2016
/E-V Dated Peshawar the 

ORDER.

action against him: •

i-

Criminal action.• For proper

He wasVlceprsZ^on, served^w>rn^^-

registered ^^’fshow Cause Notice, he ^hbm'tted h.s^rep^y^b ^ Shovi Cause Notice, he

tSSvSI= «5“ “ “IS L«« ~'sisfd srs"X' ssp vg- ” “ sx
Bashir Khan r/o JetuSthe same amount even J^^f^heque but the same couid not

again to join the Enquiry butKhyber Pakhtunkhwa, Pesha ,s a
rpnorts to the Worthy Inspector Gener proved beyond reasonable j ^'as collected Millionr "urs: of Enquiry it b-b^- reveaied and P™-y recruitment^ and

—ssrrs «'.1 7”;!.. ...
submitted by one Rabat °Jhim for appointment of Naib Qa^^d 'h^^aP^^a^ ajso
given an amount of Rs.- 3,0 ' 53^,4 amount and trsms t P charges levelled against
to him the said ]ob nor be 'S returmng and he was '^“"d guilty ^ i g„t Compulsory

Criminal

was alsoCase

was appeare

enq

/
heard in person inX- was

]

the
v’’

•K V J/ -'.
(MIAN MUHA^AMAD ASIF) PSP 

Addl: IGP, Hqs;
For Inspect'or General of Police, 

Khyber, Pakhtunkhwa, 
Peshavvar.?

^ ?
/
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OFFICE OF THE
inspector 'general of

KHYBER PAK.HTUNKHWA, 
C£HTR/^L POLICE Of FICE, 

PESHAWAR 
Ph: 091-92llo545 Fax;

f-

m 091-9210927w-

4 /2016;d Peshawar the ^^IjP -

warded for information and necessary

li

Copy of above is for
action to

■ :

Peshawar.
Deputy inspector General of Police, Hqrs , J ^^yber Pakfitunkhwa

^ D;utylnspectorGene^^^l-.^^^^-^^SD^e.Oe.

4r9Sairdolo3.2015 and 8559/Eai Dated 23.09.2015.

the:-
1

Peshawar.Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
eral of Police, Establishment3 Asstf. Inspector Gen

4. pso to Worthy inspector General of Police,
5. PRO to Worthy Inspector General of Police 

CPO, Peshawar.

Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar., Khyber
, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshpwar.

6. Registrar 
.7. Office Supdf. secret, CPO, Peshawar.

8. Office Supst
9. Incharge Central Registry

: CPB, CPO, Peshawar.
, CPO, Peshawar.

^^^Ex-Assistant Grade Clerk Wall Khan

grSq, '
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the Court of Special juuae. Anti-Conruptio'\,_(Zn>vincial)^ PukhtunUh\^I n
Peshawa r.

!. Case No.16 or2017.

Date of Institution.. 01.03^2017. 

Date ol' Decision. 26.04.2017.

i

State... Versus.

VVali khan S/o Muhammad Nawaz, R/o Gulshan Rehman Colony, FlesUawai.

Case FIR No.rCi dated 29,07.2015 of P.S. Anti-CoisoiplioiiEstabljihilien' Peshawao for the
5 (2 ) of Prevention of Corruptionoficnces nunishable.u/s 420/161/162 of PPC read with sectRin.>

Act.t.

R 0 D R.
c/?

c* Vide FIR No.16 dated 29.07.2015, P.S. ACE. Peshawar, aiccused Wall khan S/o
I 1

Muhammad Nawaz was charged for the offences punishable u/s 420/161/162 ot PPC read with 

section 5(21 ofRrevemion of Corruption Act and his case was for,warded to this court tor trying 

.. him for the said offences,
Accordii^ig to the contents-ot FIR in briel coniplainant Allaur Renman S/o Rustam khan

application before the; KjPjivP's. claiming that the

11

2)

R./o Taiazai. Lakkimarwat made the an 

accused, beinn an employee of police department, had received an amount ot Rs.6 lacs on the

pretext of getting him a job/servicc in the WAPDA but later op he loipt on putting it ol't and
an enquiry team whichhence he committed fraud with complainant. The IGP constituted 

suspended the accused and issued him show cause notice. 1 hereatler the application was sent to

the Director Anti-corruption Establishment, who ordered open enquiry No.7/2015. During said 

^ enquiry the statements ot! the parties as well as the statement otlcomplainant u/s 164 of Cr.PC 

'.■'^'cre recorded and the available record vyas obtained and it wasitounc! that while taking undue
.—J

•,■'.•2 . advantage of his government service, the accused had fraudulently obtained an amount ot Rs,6 

12 ^ lacs.lVom the complainant, As a result of final report of the said enquiry, case was registered 

against hinvand the investigation was carried out.
After completing investigation the challan eyas submilteil against the accused tor trial. 

Provisions of section 241-A of Cr.PC were complied with and the charge was Iramed against the 

accused to which he pleaded not guilty and claimed trial.

In support of its case the prosecution produced and examineij Ehsan Shah C.O. AGE ' 

Peshawar a.s PW-1 and Attaur Rehman S/o Rustam khan as PW-2; both these witnesses vyere.

m .o f2

f 0
3)

4)

di
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/ ■

oflhe i:iccused cpplied for acqniital 

the learned Public

/

XX,- ted loduy and soein 

of accused u/s 24d-A of Cr.PXf Nouce 

Prosecutor.

/• cro^:r-eKai>ui 10of the said application was pivcn

heard and tileaccused and learned Public Prosecutor
of learned counsel lorArguments5)

perused with their assistance 

5) , The instant case
oiainant submitted before 

amount ot Rs. 6 lacs 

WAPD'A. but later on he kept on

has been initiated on the application of the comi

an
the.i.G.P. RPK. wherein

in thethe pretext of getting him a job/service

ommitted fraud with complainant
from .him on , After conducting open inquiry on

off and hence he c had found the claim of the 

■ qt would appear from the

putting
,u, ........ - ......... ”■ "»

and thus the FIR-was registered accoidmgly-
complainani as coriect version

accused for the aforementioned purpose.

his own version 

Malik Yaseen and that

sai
of Rs.6 lacs to die 

PW-2 today in the court the com
that he had paid the amountwas

However, while appearing as
in his cross examinaiion

to onethat he had paid the amount
by disclosing

d Malik Yaseen had redressed his gnevances . He has also dep'
neither interested in the prosecution.sai

and therefore, he- wasinnocence 

• he had any objection on

had satisfied him about his examination being

of tlie case noi 

inosi rciev ani is re

the friend ot accused lacing
-U is correct that one Malik Yaseen was ^

that Malik Yaseen used to give a job on lectipi o
trial. U is correct

from the people. It is correct that l.have given the amount 
aaid Malik Yaseen Ibr governmen, job and accused facing rrial had

amount. It is

monev

correct that Malik Yaseen has 

accused facing trial had 

also correci that 1 am .no 

1 have no objection it

taken responsibility ot my 

i-edressed my grievances. U is correbl that
C5

satisfied me regarding his innocence. It is

Interested in the prosecution ot the case.
the accused facing trial.

niore
the lionorable court acquits

crucial witnesses of 

clear that amount if any was paid to
of the complainant.'being the most.O In view of the cross examination 

in the case.
f.- t; 
C: C 1]

tis reproduced above, it is quitethe prosecution 

Malik Yaseen and not to 

also evident iVoni the cross examination 

innocence of the accused and is therefore no longcV

seems to be no

the very root ot this case. Moreover, it is
the accused, which lact cuts

< c a ■ id •
. ,. CJ H dii ^ m <

of the complainant that he is quite satisfied about the 

interesteci in his orosecution. As such theieC.„

.a.
matter what other 

in this case:"'in the 

seel named above j-M 

absolved-iof

00 victed ot any oflence. noprobability of the accused being con
\ evidence is Wing in the stock with and produced by the .^roseepon

* ■■ of section 249-APf.PC.^heaccu

liim. Beihg on bail he and his sureties are
while invoking the provisioncircLimstaiices

quitted of the charges leveled againstac



/ ;•%/ \
b !'5- '̂

/■

property, if any, should be kept intact till the expiry of the period ot limitation 

and should be disposed of accordirig io law it no appeal is
8) The case 

prescribed for appeal/revision 

preferred.

rt

/'

after putting, it ir order in accoidan'--eFile of the case' be consigned to. the record room

with rules.

Announced. 
. Fesliavvar. 

26,(M.2017. ; ^(Miijj^^ad Bashir) 
Special Judge.

I Anti-pori'Liplion (Provincial), 
Khyber Fukhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

5.

Certificate.
signed by meCertified that this order .consists of three pages; each page has been

ATTESTED M*

t-dij \

IT
'V

/ ^■fecialJudge. 
(dorriipj^n (Provincial), 

er Pakhtunkhwa.

/N

Court
Anti CorrupiioiiKl^iv i^sha l-’eshawar, Ikh/\war

:

^7

/•

/
y

/
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■ ?F;SiHAWAR V f :^-BEFORE TFIE^ik^i-TVRF.~R PARBTTUNKIWA SERVICRIBIIEL^:^^
■■ ■■■ " ''""T “'•■■■ . j

SERVICE APPEAL NO. 501/2016
' . " . I ■

. Date of institution ... 12,05.2016
Dale of judgmenl ... 04.10.2019

f.

0:-
;>

Wall l<ihan S/o Nawaz Khan • 
Ex.-'AssisLant lirad Clerk 
Sciiool ot Explosive Handling, Nowshera.

9.

(Appellant)

VERSUS

'' DeputyTnsijTctor General of Police, Inquiry & Inspection, K hybec Pakfitunkhwa,
2,■’ ■ ■

f ' Peshawar. (Respondents)

APPEA (, T rNEER SEC.TiON-4 OFJOHEjaSMgOSIB3iMkA£L 
1074 triArNST OFFICE OR.DER N(l_12A2yE\CD_AEm..?oL0f20i6,

------------------------- ------------aV,. rz-Ah ni'XiATTiV OT:
OF RESPONDENT NO. 1

S

_______________ __.WH;rRKBY MAIOR PEljAl/OY^OF
rTtM?! it .SORY RFTTRFMENT from ' SERyiCNLEYAl-iMiLO^EIE 

a'ppFT,t',ANT or office ORDER-1 N0^.244Q/I^-i9dtIED 
.v; ___________Y DE?ARTMH>nY\L
ARRlf.AL C.)F APPERI . ANY WAS RIHECTED/ETLEDilORLMQ-EEdSAL

i::
UPON
20,04.2014 OF RESPONDEiT;' NO.

REASON..A
Y- ex

Fdr appellanl:. 
For respondents.

Mr. Arbab SaiRuFKamal. Advocate
Mr. Rabi.nillah Khattak, Additional Advocate General

li

F ■■
j

MEMBER (JD'DlCiA.l.)
.. M.EMBER (EXECU'FTVE)

Mr. MDHA.M'.N4AD .AM.TN KFIAN KirNDI 
MR' AFIMAO H..ASSAN

FFTIfSmftF7
.IDDGMENT

PesV-cwa''

o'a
Coi rise! for the.YE.il:lAElME..O AMIN KJ-f.AN K.l!NflR_MEM]iEll--i 

appellant, and M.r. Kabiruilah Rhattak, Addilioral AdvocaL^ OcnsraF for the 

resp.ondcnts present. Arguments heard and recordlpcfused..

Brief facts of the ease as per present service, appeal are that the appellant

I.J

..S
dr

2.

serving in. Police Department as .Assistant ..Grad Clerk. He v|’a.s imposed
I

major penally of compulsory retirement from service vioc.,,p dated

lac from Atta-ur-,.R.eh.nTan .S/o

'r
was

.'-a*

. 24.02.2016 on the allegation that he has taken six ••i



f.
‘r

‘.ir !/
;

:’i

■

•. ^

:■

■i

of Lakki Mar^vat^,y promisihg him ho p^o^^ide/,lward a
. Rustam Khan resident

/•
but.he did not honor his promiseWA.PDA in lieu of'the said amountjob in

' rather giving him Cheque No
,■ CD-4735402 of Bank Alfalah beaming A/C 'No

• ■:

could not be honored due to nbn-availalmlUy of
00641002934036 but the same

i. ■b .
,o,ount in the sa.d account. The appellant file^ departmental appeal

20.04.2016 hence, the present service appeal

on

04.03-.2016 which was rejected on

12.05.2016.on
moned who contested the appeal,by filing written

llespondenls were sum3.
t:reply/comments.

Learned 

imposed major penalty of

1 counsel for tlf appellant contended that the aopellant

the-aforesaid

was -.1

4. r

.^ulsoo' retirement fi'om sendee

neither charge sheel, statement ot

oncorn-

further contended thatallegation, h w.as 

allegation was framed or served upon
the appellant nor proper inquiry was

.;
i‘

and defence was pnovjded.to the 

handed over to the appelianl'|with show

condemned 'unheard which has
!

be set-aside and prayed for

conducted nor opportunity of persona! hearing

-N

a.ppcl!ant nor a copy' of inqurry was

therefore, the appellant 

hole proceeding lllcga! and Ijable to

' ^

wascause notice

rendered the kV

acceptance of appeal, i

Additional Advocate, Cienehal for the 

respondents opposed the contention of learned counsel for the appellant and 

contended that one' Atta-ur-Rehman submitted an applipUton again^ the 

appellant that the appellant'had taken six lac rupees from,him and promise 

he will provide job in WAl’DA in lieu of said amount but neither tne ,appeU,ant. 

has awarded any job nor has reimmed the iaid-amount'apd mm tbehsaidf. ■ t

appheation; a preliminary inphiry was epnduedd and the'appdUaU was

On ihe: other hand, learned5.

:

that

;
I

;• found:

i-d ■

guilty. It \N\s''further contenBed thafyi ; •
':

the..basis', of^'inquiry report, ■ the.the respondent-department and: thetealtqr..: on

■p

.A

■ '. A"■ V-.-A

.v.p.:y
y 7?'^4.

' .V
0;'
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appellant was rightly imposed major penalty of compulsory retire.-ricnt from

, service and prayed for dismissal-of appeal.

Perusal of the

Department' He was imposed my penalty of compulsory retire^t-from

the aforesaid allegatioJ but the record revegls that neitl'er. charge 

.statement of allegation was framed or seiwed upon the appellaht-noi the 

conducted nor the appellant 

The .record further reveals that though a shovv-..cavLse

04.03.2015 but neither a regular inquiry has been dispensed

reason for

11/

'lib

■’rt:
record reveals that the..appellant was serving in. Police

6.

service on <1

sheet,

was associated in apy reg'ular iwasproper inquiry

notice was issued
inquiry,

to the appellant on

by'the competent authority in the said show-cause notice nor any 

dispensing of regular inquio' has been mentioned. Meaning thereby, that 

absence of codal fon-nalities i.e charge -sheet, statement of allegation, regular

with copy of inquiry, report, the appellant

s •

\

in the

i-

w.aland show-cause notice

unheard, which has rendered i.he y,'hole proceeding illegal and 

. to be set-aside. As such, we partially accept the appeal, set-aside the impugned

inquiry
. . i-ia.blc

condemned
I-.

: !-

order, reinstate the appellant into service and direct the respondent-deparment 

to conduct de-novo inquiry in accordance with Police _Ru^ 1975^wii.hrn a
I

period of 90 days from the date of copy of receiving of this judgment;. Hri issue 

of back benefits will be subject to the outcome of de-novo inquiry. Parlies are 

■ left to bear their own costs. Pile be consigued to. the record room.

ij
s

'C

1

ATINDI)

announced
04..10.20.19 \\

/ \/

-^(mtjha.m:ma.d amiN -Ictian 
M.EMBER

/
I

NC
(AHMAD HASS.^N) 

MEMO^ER ... . / 

................ -

Lk

;
.f/

-/•
I

0]fffej r >

vSt; A/-/bTst; .......
Nrh,.:

;
'fOf: ku .u... ;

•lb, .

.A' { t
Xifl
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OFFICE OF THE
INSPECTOR GENERAL o]f POLICE, 

CENTRAL POLICE OFFICE,
KHYBER FAKHTUNICHWA PESHAWAR

/ 1 I /2019(•7dated Peshawar the '/r\2jL/E-vNo. /

ORDER.
In compliance with the Judgment of tlje Hoaouralj)le Service Tribunal Khybet 

Pakhtunkhwa dated 04.10.2019 and opinion of AIG/Legal CPO, Ex-Assistant Grade Clerk VVali Khan is 
hereby re-instated in Service for the purpose of de-novo enc^uiry, with irdmediate effect.

S'd/-
Dr. ISHTIAQ AHMED PSP/PPM 
Additional Inspector General of Police, 
Headquarters, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 

Peshawa r.

Endst: No. & date even.
Copy forwarded to the; - '
Addl: Inspector General of Police HQrs: Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawa".

Accountant General Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

Deputy Inspector,General of Police, HQrs, Khyber Pak itunkhwa, Peshav^ar. 
o Deputy Inspector General of Police. Internal Accounta Hlity, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar. 

Assistant Inspector General of Police, Legal CPO Peshawar w/r to nis letter No. 5369/Legal, 

dated 05.11.2019- ’

Registrar CPO, Peshawar. ,
Office Superintendents, Secret & Charge Central Registry Cdll CPO| Pesha

gK

o

o

o

o
war.o

C. /1 M

(
PSP(SADIQBA 

AIG/Establishment,
Fo: Inspector General of Police, 

/Sj r Khyber Pakfitiinkhwa, Peshawar,

i
>:
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OFFICE OF THE i 
INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE, 

CENTRAL POLICE OFFICE, 
T^HVRER PAKWTTINKHWA PESHAmE

arrival report
issued vide No. 6475-82/E-V, datedIn compliance with the order

arrival for duty at CPO Peshawar toddyj.on 20,11.2019
18.11.2019, 1 hereby report my 

[F.N].

{WALl KHAN)
Assistant'Grade Clerk 

CPO Peshav/ar

/11/2019No-liktlA^VE-V, dated Peshawar the

Copy forwarded to the; - ,
O Deputy Inspector General of Police, Internal Accountability, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 

Peshawar.
o Assistant Inspector General of Police, Legal CPO Peshawar,

o Registrar CPO, Peshawar.
O Office Superintendent, Central Registry Cell CPO, Peshajvar.

(SApTCTBALCRjH) PSP 
! AIG/Estabiishjment,

For Insi)ectpr|Genepl of Police. 
Kfiyber Pakhtdnkhv/a, Peshawar.



3^r OFFICE OF THE i 
INSPECTOR GENERAL [OF POLICE 

KHYBER PAKHTUPflKHWA, 
CENTRAL POLICE OFFICE,

' PESHAWAI^
; nQl-9210545Fax: 091-92109^---------

C.

rHARGE SHEET
1. Dr. ishtiaq E&D Rules, 2011

Pakhutnkhwa Qerk Wall Khan asifoUows:-
hereby charge you Assistant Grade Cle , oo 000/- (Six-Lac) from

i. That you took f" resWent of District ijakki Marwat
Atta-ur-Rehman s/o Rustam , of the said
promising that you will i ^ not honor jour promise
amount. After a lapse of °^'™^(-qL35402 of Bank Alfalah bearing 
and rather give him a cheque ^ot hon'pred due to
A/C No. 00641002934036 but the ^m The complainant failed to

-availability of amount in J; ^^^ts of your home and
get his money back from you besides
frequent promises. Consequently a p p
dated 29-07-2015 u/s ’agate as it
arunu toTross Snduct and criminal undertaking on your part 

and is punishable under the said Rules.

non

-ijs i;’'

ii. All this speaks highly ^^''®™^j^jg/°he%etevanT3uleV ^Khyber 

Sunkhwa'^GovTl'en't Civil' Servants (Efficiency and

\

Disciplinary) Rules-2011. ^ yig./E-V date 31.03.2015 anc

That You were issued 
enauirv was conducted against you 
Officer recommended that being guilty you may 
departmental proceedings.

2.

3. That the departmental eared from your lawful duty without an
submission of reply to final Show You wer.'; time and again summoned
kind of leave or permission from the enquin'/ proceedings but in vair
^ConrerurntlTr f"- o?GTS:t“L the L)or punishment of compulsory retirem.er 

from service.4 You had submitted appeal vide dairy Tyb'Y datad -th

t rrLVyfef “™r.i ^Wr PaPP— d...
12.05.2016.
5 Tb. sendee Tribunal Khyber PahbtudPbn. W

s;p«“Sw%o!rCw,““..Sd5^
Jhe r^^V^Sf S.5“S” f
Accountability Bureau CPO Peshawar. kv committee within the specifi

case (Jeriod. h no^^Lse to put in and in that

parte action shall follow against you.
Intimate whether you desire to be heard irj person.

8.

Statement of allegations is enclosed.9.

I (Dr. ISHTIAI^Ir?!^^),PSP/PPM 

Additional lpspeC|tor rfyneral of Police 
Headquarters, K-iyb^ Pakhtunkhwa 

Peshawar.
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OFFICEOF THE
INSPECTOR GENERAL pF POLICE, 

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA, 
CENTRAL POLICE (pFFICE, 

PESHAWAR
Phi 091-9210545 Fax: 091-9210927

/ '•%-./

lol£v
DISCIPLINARY ACTION.

1, Dr. Ishtiaq Ahmed Addl: Inspector General jof Police, HQrs: Khyber 
Pakhutnkhwa, am of the opinion that Assistant Grade Clerk Wall Khan has rendered himself 
liable to be proceeded against departmentally, as he has committed the following 
acts/fraud/omissions within the meaning of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Go\'ernment Civil Servants 
(Efficiency and RDisciplinary ) Rules-2011.

STATEMENT OF ALLEGATIONS

i. That you took an amount of Rs.
Atta-ur-Rehman s/o Rustam Khan resident of District Lakki Marwat 
promising that you will provide him a Job in WABDA in lieu of the said 
amount. After a lapse of OJ-months you did not honor your promise 
and rather give him a cheque No. CD-4735402 of Bank Alfa,lah bearing 
A/C No. 00641002934036 but the same was not honorjed due to 
non-availability of amount in said account. The complainant failed to 
get his money back from you besides seyeral visits of your home and 
frequent promises. Consequently a prjoper case vide f IR No. 16 
dated 29-07-2015 u/s 420/161/162/PPC/5(2) PS,, Act, PS, Ante 
Corruption Establishment, Peshawar was registered against you, as it 
amounts to gross misconduct and criminal undertaking on your part 
and is punishable under the said Rules. '

ii. That the departmental proceedings could not be initiated against you 
because after submission of reply to final Show Cause Notice you 
disappeared from your lawful duty without any kind of leave or 
permission from the Competent Authority. You were time and again 
summoned to appear before the Competent Authority ar^id join the 
enquiry proceedings but in vain. Consequently the therji DIG HQrs 
awarded you the major punishment of compulsory retirement from 
service.

6,00,000/- (Six-^Lac) from

iii. All this speaks highly adverse on your part warrarjiting stern 
disciplinary action against you under the relevant Rules, Khyber 
Pakhtunkhwa Government Civil Servants (Efficiency and 
Disciplinary) Rules-2011.

1. The Service Tribunal Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar vide his Jucgment dated 04.10.2019 
has directed Police Department to conduct De-novo enquiry within period of 90-days. For the 
purpose of enquiry, you have been re-instated vi de order No. 6475'82/E V dated 18.11.2019.

For the purpose of enquiry against the said Assistant Grade Clerk with the reference to the 
above allegation an EnquiryXommittee consisting of the following, is constituted under the Rule 
10 (1) (a) of the ibid Rules vide No. 1666/CPO/IAB/C&E, dated 30.04.201i9.

2.

The Enquiry Committee sbaX, in accordance with the provision of the said Rules, 
provide reasonable opportunity of hearing to the accused, record & submit its findings and 
make, within ^0 days of the receipt of this order, recommendations as to punishment or other 
appropriate action against the accused official.

The defaulter official and a well conversant representative of the department shall 
in the proceedings on the date, time and place fixed by the Enquiry Committee.

Mr.

Mr.

3.

4.

(Dr. ISHTIAQ (PSP/PPM
Additional lnspectepXj|en4raL of Police 
Headquarters, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 

Peshawar.
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RF.PT.Y TO THE SHEET

.Respected Sir,
in the Sliow Cause ‘Notice

5"ir'f M°i H.Q,s: r..lo.« ~ «P"«- " "P"''™''

me in , .
'of worthy Additional' Inspector

to be mutual friend of complainant Atta-Ur-
That applicant’s friend namely Yasm happens1-

r 2-
? 3-

, irirrSirrrsrrrrf'»-—«■
^ =^“==rr;;‘3:p=

I

mone

honored his promise. of such: allegations, therefore gave him 
not the submit! application against

servant got scared7- Applicant being government
■ cheque No. CD-4735402 and requested the complainant n;

«n°- ». “ P”"» -"Pi"-'' "• ""'P

account which were later withdrawn by Yasm.
12- The applicant was falsely charged in criminal case

Station Anti-Corruption Establishment Peshawar, wherein the competent
order dated 26.04.2017 has acquitted me of lEe charges.(cppy of judgment is

n-Tpptont claims innocence on the afore grbund and r|quest^your good self to file the 

explanation and direct the complainant to collect his remairimg ainount, .

vide FIR N0.16 dated 29.07.2015 Police
t of law videcou

judgment

3-1/j.
(Wall Khan) 

Assistant Grade Clerk 
E-V,CPO Peshawar.
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OFFICE OF THE
INSPECTOR GENERAL OF P|OLICE 

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 
Central Police Office, Peshawar

Dated :^eshawar/E-V,No.

TTTNAl , SHOW CAUSjLNQUS^
Assistant Grade Clelk, while posted at 1 olice School 

as defined in Section Id (d) unciei- the
and proper

WHEREAS, you Mr. Wall Ehan
Nowshera committed gross misconduct ^

Servants (Efficiency & Discipline) Rules, .2011
awarded punishment of compulsoiy

1.
of Explosive and Handling 
tChyber Pakhtunldnwa Government

';“:rr3'h»B wHERiiS,I .P^.i
' lodged In Service Tribunal KhyberPukhtunkhwa Peshawar

Tribunal vide judgment dated 04.10.2019. partially
respondent to

[•etirement

2.
No. 2440, dated 20.04.2016 was

WHEREAS an enquiry committee compiising ol Mi. lees ,
Khvber Pukhtunkhwa Peshawar and Mr. Mehar All DSP Internal Accountability lytybo,
CTO Peshawar were appointed as enquiry committee to conduct denovo onquii y. .

wnw tHEPEKORE I Dr, Ishtiaq Ahmed, Additional Inspector General ol Police,
■ Ladquarters. Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.

zi:;; seUnts (Efficacy. oiscipune)

Investigation
Pukhtunkhwa4.

Rules, 201 lofthe said Rules.
Final Show Cause within seven days ol the receipt ol

failing which it shall be 
Meanwhile also

You are therefore, required to issue
this Notice as to why the aforesaid penalty should not be imposed upon you 
presumed that you have no defence to offer and eieparte action shall be taken against you
intimate whether you desire to be heard in person or otherwise.

6.

mEH),PSP/P(DR. ISH riA' _ .
Additional Inspector G^ral of Po^ 

Headquarters, pyberTakhtunlchwa, 
Peshawar

ice,

Mr Wall Khan,
The then Assistant Grade Clerk

3 ‘/q

fi
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P dcpivtdthe pim^i show cause notice
I--.m

w
f Resfiectedlili

issued videtn thP Final Sho\ALCause Not/ce ^
' of worthy Additional

submitted in self-

It 1 submitted that in response
/ -I *. j tc 10 9019 issued under the signa

defence:-
friend ofbe mutualnamely Yasin happens tofriend1. That applicant's. =£=rr r;...»... v.,...

3,90,000/-.
3. Yasin for not having a

account number for deposit of deposited a total of Rs. 3,90,000/-

4. ,„o' tran.,c,i,n in .ppiin.n..

complainant along-with his brother came
back which had been withdrawn by Yasin.
ILp from C6.pl.inan . wPo .....f

in WAPDA and,even after lapse

amount of Rs.

requested the applicant to provide
bank account

on
t!o me andaccount.

5. A few months later 
demanded their money

6 Reason for demand was
taken the afore amount for providing him job

of several months he has not j^ch allegktions, therefore
7. Applicant being ,e,nested the corkpleir^ant not to

r.;:pprtr.'n ."ncoln, tna. bis ..fan. will be P.id

in of such unlawful deed and directedback to him.
8. Applicant reprimanded Yasin

the money back. '
amount of Rs. 3,30,000/- has been paid to

the complainant refused to 
. 2,60,000/-.

him to pay

E&lcbmplainantjthroLgh DSP
Tiaining Rs,take back re9. An

Hukam Khan while

a..nb.,

77 =;:r.r - --
77 r.:pt rn,rs'L™rc“g"d ”" cPe p|»i

■ 07-2015 Police Station Anti-Cortnption '“5"'“/o'S’"
competent court of law viOe fudgment order ed 76-04 ;

s:i^and ,e,des. „ ,obt,e.,«.ne

mistake on

;,6 dated 29- 
, wherein the

the enquiry.

02^ K
,7./r

(Wali Khan) 
Assistant Grade Clerk



'5^.:. - i ^
OFFICE OF THE INSFECl'OR GENERAL C^F POLICE, 

KFIYBER PAKHTUNKHWA, GPO PESFIAVLf^R
Ph; 091-92)0545, Fax No, 091-92)0927, Email: OSEstabVg^jMiUom

B

mi v6 ,Tl•'“"■""Pill!! /12/2019 [^ /E-V, dated Peshawar the
/ ■-

ORDER
Assistant Gi'a.de Clerk '

Triburf|Ji:ik:v''
This order will dispose of the denovo proceedings against ^ ^

Wall Khan initiated in'the light of the judegment of Khyber Pakhtunldiwa Service

Peshawar announced on 04.10.2019.
*

implemented . & the appellant 
Cause NotifX to which he. leplied.

was-
The judegment of the Apex Court was 

He was served with proper Show
sati.sfactory & issued him charge sheet & statement of allegations.

Muhammad Idrees Khan,

re-instated in service.
His reply was found 11117

A departmental
DIG/lnvestigation & Mr. Mehar Ali, DSP/Enquiry CPO, Peshawar ^ 
denovo proceedings against the accused official, The Enquiry
pmceedings & submit findings. The charges leveled against the accused ^

shadow of doubt and recommended him for Major punishment of <^pu\sory

Committee consisting of Mr,
constituted to conduct 

conducted denovo
was

beyond any 
retirement from service.

Final Show Cause 

He was given an
Upon the findings of the Enquiry Committee, he was 

which he replied. ITis reply was again found un-plausible.

opportunity for personal hearing in Orderly Room.
On 19'’' December, 2019, he was heard in oerson and questioned about his 

and conduct and was given ample, opportunity to defend himself, but copld not advance a y

plausible explanation. He
Keeping in view the denovo proceedings, wherein the chargej) leveled against him 

proved & other material present on file. Being found him guilty, 1, Di. Ishtiao Ahme , 
AmilfinnnI rP.P/HOis. KP being Competent Authority under the releva|nt rules caiM to tie

Grade Clerk Ufali Klhan again the Major
under E&

issuec

Notice to
\

case

not able to satisfy the undersignedwas

are

conclusion & awarded the accused official Assistant 
punishment of “Compulsory Retirement.” from service .
immediate effect. His period i.e from the date of re-instatement till to da|t.e is treated_^y^

D Rules-2011 with

without pay.
Order announced

7,
PSP/FPM(DR. TSHTIA<

Additional Inspector G^eral of Police, 
Headquarters, Kh]yJ>€r Pakhtunkhwa,

' Peshawar

Endsf. No. & date even.
Copy forwarded to the;-

COS to Worthy TGP/Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar. j
Deputy Inspector of Police, HQrs, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar

3. Capital City Police Officer, Peshawar.
4. AIG/Esta.hlishment, KP Peshawar.
5. PA to Additional IGP/HQrs, KP Peshawar.
6. Registrar, CPO Peshawar.
7. Office Supdt: Secret & Incharge Central Registry Cell.
8. All concerned. 1

1.
2.



'%■ ''

TO:.
The Inspector General of Police, 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar

MFRCY PETITIONSubject: 

Respected Sir,
force as Junior Clerk onIt is submitted that the applicant joined Police 

17-01-1984 and after performing a lengthy service of 25-Yfars, subsequently, promoted

to the Rank of Assistant Grade Clerk.

One Atta-Ur-Rehman S/0 Rustann ^
tendered an application against the applicant in the year 2015 while i was posted ,n

Central Police Office.

Khan Residence oT Lakki Marwat

. 16 dated 29-07-2015 under seption 420/161/162
the DIG Headquarter

A criminal case F.l.R No

PPC PS Anti-corruption'was 
awarded the applicant to major penalty of compulsory retirement.

registered against the applicant and

The applicant approached Service Tribunal against the 
retirement order mentioned above and the cdurt of law partially accepted my appeal 
and re-instated the applicant in service and directed the department to conduct the de-

compulsory

novo enquiry worth 90 days.

The Department conducted de-novo enquiry and orice again imposed 
major penalty of compulsory retirement upon the applicant despite the jacts that the 

Special Judge Anti-corruption (Provincial), Khyber Pakhtunkhvfaj Peshawar in its 

judgment in case No. 16 of 2017 acquitted all the charges leveled against me.

Respected Sir,

humbly requested that once the co.urt of law has acquitted the 
applicant of all charges, then imposition of punishmenj in the sanSe case is not only 

under the conterhpt of court but also speaks volume of so^e personal grudges of 
someone against the applicant by setting asi^e the decision of court of law and as is 

evident from the previous enquiry in which all codal fprmalities were ignored just to

award punishment to the applicant. !

Keeping in view the above facts, it is very humbly requested thafthe order 
No. 6738-46/E-V dated 19-12-2019 may be cancelled arjid the applicant may please be 

reinstated in service with all back benefits as the court of law has already declared the

of applicant acquitted from all the charges. ;

1 shall be extremely grateful for you're this act of kindness.

It is

came

name

JP<?L

iently,Yours Obec[/?
- ■

Wall' Kf|)an
I Assistant Grade |21erk (BS-16) 
tentral Police Office, Peshawar

V
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OFFICE OF THE
INSPECTOR GENERAL OF ij^OLICE, 

CENTRAL POLICE OFFICE, 
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAiWAR

i

^7¥i .5/ /2020/E-V, dated Peshawar theNo.

ORDER
of the Mercy Petition dated 20.02.2020 

Clerk Wali Khai regarding major punishment 
awarded by the then Deputy Inspecpr General of Police, 

1248-55/E-V, dated 24.02.2016, on the following

This order is hereby passed to dispose 
GradeEx-Assistantpreferred by

of "Compulsory Retirement" from service 
HQrs: Khyber Pakhtunkhwa vide order No 

grounds:-
"Ex-Assistant Grade Clerk Wali Khan was involved illegal gratification on the application of one 

Atta Ur Rehman r/o lakki Marwat wherein he was foupd guilty of the charges 
him. The grounds of the enquiry are that he had deceitfu ly taken an amount ofRs. ^-00.000/-[^Sx 
Lac) from him by promising that he (Assistant Grade\cierk Wall Khan) will provide a , 
WAPDA in lieu of the said amount. After a lapse of 03-Months, he did,n t honour his promise and 
rather gave him a Cheque No. CD-4735402 of \Bank Al-Falph bearing Account No. 
00641002934036, but the same could not be honored 'due to non-avahabllity of amoun in le 
said account. Later on, he made fake promised to retur^n the amount to th^e owner for which he 
had to pay constant visits at his home but in vain, rhecomplainantlhad a lot of proof against 
him. He after exhausting departmental remedies fled Service Appeal No. 501/2016 
accepted by the Honorable Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Services Tribunal vide order dated 04.10.20i. , 
wherein impugned order dated 24.02.2016, was set aside and he was reinstated m service and ,ie 
case was remitted to respondent Department for de-novo enquiry proceedings strictly in 
accordance with the law and rules within a period of 90 days from, the d^ate f

receipt of the judgment, he was reinstated in service vide Order No. 6475-82/E-\,

, which was

judgment. On 
dated 18.11.2019 for the purpose of de-novo enquiry."

De*novo enquiry was conducted and he wai again "Compulsory Retired" from 
Service by Addh Inspector General of Police, HQrs: Khyber Pakhtunkhwa under E&D Rules-2011, vide 

Order No, 6738-46/E-V, dated 19.12,2019. His period i.e. from the date of re-instatement is treated as

leave without pay. I , i -ui^
He was heard inVperson on 22.0q.2020, but he failed To advance any plausible

explanation in rebuttal of the charge's, therefore, his mercy petition is rejected/filed.

Sd/
VIED) PSP/PPM
General of Police,

(DR. ISHTIAQ AH
Ad'ditional Insijector 
Headquarters! Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 

Peshawar.

Fnrist: No. & date even.
Copy forwarded to the: -

o Addl: Inspector General of Police, HQrs: Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar, 
o Registrar CPO Peshawar.
o Office Superintendent Secret Branch CPO Peshawar, 
o Official concerned. /

'7

/A /
KASHjF Zl^L HQAR) psi* 

AiG/I stablis iment
For Inspector Gent ral of Police, 

Khybpr 1|£ kht ankhwa, 
Peshaw ir
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[558/4*RST-20,000 Fonns-09.07.2018/P4<Z)/F»PHC Jobs/Form A&B Ser. TribunalGS&P’

r —
/MKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR.

COMPLEX (OLD)
PESHAWAR.

. KHYBER ROAD.

-of20 ^ 

Appellant/PetUioner

J.... Respondent

Appeal No.....

Versus '1
\y\S I ^ 0 ti'cc

Up .
WHEREAS an appeal/petition under the provision of the North-West Frontier 

Province Service Tribunal Act, 1974, ha^ been presented/registered for consideration, in 
thfe above case by the p/titioner in this Court and notice has been ordered to issue. You are 
hereby informe/ tha/the said appeal/petition is fixed for hewing before the Tribunal
*on...................................................... at 8.00 A.M, If you wish to urge anything ag^nst the
appellan^Bmorw you are at liberty to do so on the date fitted, or any other day to which 
the case ma/ be ikjstponed either in person or by authorised representative or by any 
Advocate, d;Wy supported by your power of Attorney. You are, therefore, required to file in 
this Court at least seven days before the date of hearing 4 copies of written statement 
alongwith any other documents upon which you rely. Please also take notice that in * 
default of your appearance on the date fixed and in the manner aforementioned, the 
appeal/petition will be heard and decided in your absence.

Respondent No.

Notice to:

. Notice of any alteration in the date fixed for bearing of this appeal/petition will be 
'given to you by registered post. You should inform the Registrar of any change in your 
address. If you fail to furnish such address your address contained in this notice which the 
address given in the appeal/petition will be deemed to be your correct address, and further 
notice posted to this address by registered post will be deemed sufficient for the purpose of 
this appeal/petition.

vide this- Copy of appeal is attached. Copy of appeal has already been sent to you

dated.office Notice No

Given under my hand and the seal of this Court, at Peshawar this.

Day of.

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal, 
Peshawar.

The hours of attendance in the court are the same that of the High Court except Sunday and Gazetted Holidays.
2. Always quote Case No. While making any correspondence.
1.Note:



12558/4-RST-20.000 Fonns*09.07.2018/P4(Z)/F*PHC Jobs/Form A&B Ser. Tribunal

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR.
JUDICIAL COMPLEX (OLD), KHYBER ROAD,

PESHAWAR.
<?./?

No.

of 20Appeal No

>... •• "K V/v Appellaiit/PetiHoner

Versus

6 V • K*
Respondent No.....^

Lf -
WHEREAS an appeal/petition under the provision of th< North-W^st Frontier 

Province Service Tribunal Act, 1974, has been presented/registered for consideration, in 
' the above case by the petitioner in this Court and notice has been ordered to issue. You are 
Jiereby informed th^ the said appeal/petition is fixed for hearing before the Tribunal
*on.... .................................................8.00 A.M. If you wish to urge anything against the
appellant7|»ffi^oh!& ySjft^^^at liberty to do so on the date fixed, or any other day to which 
the case may beypostponed either in person or by authorised representative or by any 
Advocate, duly ^pported by your power of Attorney. You are, therefore, required to file in 
this Court at least seven days before the date of hearing 4 copies of written statement 
alongwith any other documents upon which you rely. Please also take notice that in 
default of your appearance oh the date fixed and in the manner aforementioned, the 
appeal/petition will be heard and decided in your absence.

Notice to:

Notice of any iteration in the date fixed for hearing of this appeal/petition will be 
given to you by registered post^ You should inform the Registrar of any change in your 
address. If you fail to furnish such address your address contained in this notice which the- 
address given in the appeal/petition will be deemed to be your correct address, and further 
notice posted to this address by registered post willbe deemed sufficient for the purpose of 
this appeal/petition.

A

Copy of appeal has already been sent to you vide thisCopy of appeal i

office Notic^ No %

Given under my hand and the seal of this Court, at Peshawar this.

dated.

• • • • •

.20 .Day of. ., OCT

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Tribunal,.
Peshawar.

Note: - 1. The hours of attendance in the court are the same that of the High Court except Sunday and Gazetted Holidays. 
2. Always quote Case No. While making any correspondence.

j
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BEFORE THE HONORABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE
TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. 8818/ 2020.

Wali Khan (Appellant)

VERSUS

PRO KPK etc (Respondents)

INDEX

S. NO DESCRIPTION OF DOCUMENTS ANNEXURE PAGE
1. Para-wise comments 1-3

Affidavit2. 4
3. Reinstatement order of appellant for 

purpose of de-novo enquiry
A 5

4. Copy of charge sheet B 6

Final Show cause notice5. C 7

Copy of compulsory retirement order No. 
____ 1247-55/E-V, dated 24.02.2016

6. D 8-9

Responaents through

DSP/ Legal
CPO, Peshawar.

<1



>
BEFORE THE HONORABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE

TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. 8818/ 2020.

Wall Khan (Appellant)

VERSUS

PRO KPK etc (Respondents)

SUBJECT: PARA-WISE COMMENTS BY RESPONDENTS NO. 1 & 2.

RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH:

PRELIMINARY OBJECTIONS:-

a) That the appeal is not based on facts.

That the appellant has got no cause of action and locus standi to file 

present appeal.

That the appeal is bad for non-joinder and miss-joinder of necessary 

parties.

That the appeliant is estopped by his own conduct to file the present 

appeal.

That the appellant has not come to this Honorable Tribunal with clean 

hands.

That the appellant has wrongly invoked the Jurisdiction of this Honorable 

Tribunal.

b)

c)

d)

e)

f)

FACTS:-

1. Pertains to record of Honorable Tribunal hence, needs no comments. 

Pertains to record of Anti-Corruption Establishment and Honorable Special 

Judge, needs no comments.

Correct to the extent that in compliance with the judgment of Honorable 

Tribunal, appellant was reinstated for the purpose of denovo enquiry 

(Annexure "A"). Aii the codal formalities were observed during the course 

of denovo enquiry.

Pertains to record hence, needs no comments.

2.

3.

4.

V'
•i:.

■'a



..

Pertains to record hence, needs no comments.

Correct to the extent that reply of appellant to the charge sheet 

(Annexure "B") was found unsatisfactory and baseless.

Incorrect. On receipt of enquiry findings report Competent Authority 

issued final show cause notice (Annexure "C") to the appellant to explain 

the circumstances and material evidence brought on file by the enquiry 

officer. But he badly failed to explain the same. All the public documents 

were provided to the appellant for proper defence.

As explained above, needs no comments.

Correct to the extent that reply of the appellant to final show cause notice 

was found un-plausible, he was heard In person and an appropriate 

punishment for compulsory retirement from service was awarded to the 

appellant (Annexure "D") keeping in view his long service. Order was 

announced in the presence of appellant and copy was provided under the 

rules.

Pertains to record. Rejection order was convincing, well reasoned and 

passed in accordance with law/ rules. The appeal is not maintainable may 

-liable to be dismissed on the following Grounds.

5.

6.

7.

8.

9.

10.

GROUNDS;-

The facts and grounds of the respondents reply to the earlier appeal may 

be treated as integral part for dismissal of the instant appeal.

Incorrect. In compliance with the directions of Honorable Tribunal, proper 

denovo enquiry was conducted against the appellant wherein, all the 

opportunities of hearing, self defence and cross examination were 

provided but he failed to bring any evidence in self defence. As the 

charges of corruption, misappropriations etc were established and 

thereafter, proper legal and well reasoned order was passed against the 

appellant.

Incorrect. Criminal and departmental proceedings are parallel to each 

other and acquittal of appellant in criminal charges on technical grounds 

has no effect on the departmental proceedings. The charges have been 

proved against the appellant in departmental probe therefore, 

appropriate punishment was awarded to the appellant in accordance with 

facts and rules.

A.

B.

C.



-

Correct to the extent that appellant has not performed duty during the 

period from the order of reinstatement till order of compulsory retirement 

therefore, the said period was treated as leave without pay.

Incorrect, misleading and baseless. Respondents have properly evaluated 

the charges against the appellant in the departmental enquiry and on 

establishment of the charges and observing all codal formalities, legal and 

appropriate punishment was imposed upon the appellant in accordance 

with the facts and rules.

Incorrect. Appellant has been dealt as per the mandate of law/ rules and 

order of the respondents are based on justice, facts and without any 

malafide.

D.

E.

F.

PRAYERS:-

In view of the above narrated facts, it is, humbly prayed that the appeal 

being not maintainable, may kindly be dismissed with costs, please.

Additional Insp4^tbj>4en^ral of Police, 
HQrs: Khyber Pakijuinkhwa, 

Peshawar.
(Respondent No. 01)

Inspector^eneral of Police, 
KhyberTiikhtunkhwa,, 

|Peshawar. 
(Resf^ndent No. 02)

■



BEFORE THE HONORABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE
TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. 8818/ 2020.

Wall Khan (Appellant)

VERSUS

PRO KPKetc (Respondents)

AFFIDAVIT

L Mir Faraz Khan DSP/ Legal CPO, Peshawar do hereby solemnly affirm on 

oath that the contents of accompanying comments on behalf of Respondents are 

correct to the best my knowledge and belief. Nothing has been concealed from this 

Honorable Tribunal.

DEPOtlENT

(MIR FARAZ KHAN)
DSP/ Legal, 

CPO, Peshawar. 
11101-1425161-3 

0336-5761727
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r‘fi‘rtni^ iwar^

;OFFICE OF THE 
INSPECTOR GENERAL QF POLICE, 

CENTRAL POLICE OFFIck, 
KHYBER PAICHTUNFRiWAlpESrilAWAR

No./,'<^-/7r- :-g9 /E-V. dated Peshawar the / K / 1 I /2019

0 R D E R. . ;

In compliance with the Judgment of the Honourable Service Tribunal Khyber 
Pakhtunkhwa dated 04.10.2019 and opinion of AIG/Legal CPO, Ex-Assistaht Grade Clerk VVali Khan is 
hereby re-instated in Service for the purpose of de-novo enquiry, with im'mediate effect.

Sd/:-
Dr. ISHTIAQ AHMED PSP/PPM 
Additional Inspector General of Police, 
Headquarters, Khyberj Pakhtunkhwa. 

Peshawar.
Endst: No. & date even

Copy forwarded to the;-

Addl: Inspector General of Police HQrs: Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawa '.

Accountant General Khyber pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

Deputy Inspector.General of Police, HQrs, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, PeshaWar.

o ; Deputy Inspector General of Police, Internal Accountability, Khybbr'Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
! I i

o Assistant Inspector General of Police, Legal CPO Peshawar w/r tb his letter No. 5369/Legal, 

dated 05.11.2019. ,

. Registrar CPO, Peshawar. : i

Office Superintendents, Secret & Charge Central Registry;Cell CPO, P.eshawar.

1.'-

o

o

o

o
'A'.

a;-r A
(SAD IQ'BA b 

AlG/Establish nent,
For Inspector GenerM of Police, 

/SI Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Pesllawar.
//f ■ r r

PSP

//



V ^
OFFICE OF THE ,i 

INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE, 
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA, 
CENTRAL PoJlICE joFFICE,

I PESHAWAR 

Ph: 091-9210545 Fax: 091-92 j,0927

-I ■

CHARGE SHEET
I, Dr. Ishtiaq Ahmed Addl: Inspector General of Police HQrs; Khybf 

Pakhutnkhwa as competent authority, under Rule 5(b) of Khyber P^khtunkhwa, Eao Rules, 201 

hereby charge you Assistant Grade Clerk Wall Khan as follows:-
i;

i That you took an amount of Rs. 6,00,000/- .(Six-Lac) fro 
Atta-ur-Rehman s/o Rustam Khan resident'of District Uakki Marwat 
promising that you will provide him a Job in WABDA in lieu of the said
amount. After a lapse of 03-months you did h
and rather give him a cheque No. CD-4,73540,2 of Bank Aljalah bearing 
A/C No. 00641002934036 but the same was not; honpred due to 
non-availability of amount in said account. The complainant failed to 
get his money back from you besides several visit^ y<^ur home and 
frequent promises. Consequently a proper case vide FIR No. 16 
dated 29-07-2015 u/s 420/161/162/PPC/5(2) P|S, Apt,
Ciorruption Establishment, Peshawar was registered .against you

misconduct and criminaLiundertaking on your part

PS, Ante 
as it

arhounts to gross 
and is punishable under the said Rules.\V ■'iv

ii. All this speaks highly qdverse on your part .warranting stern 
disciplinary action against you under the: relevant RjUles, Khyber 
Pakhtunkhwa Government Civil Servants (Effeiency and 
Disciplinary) Rules-2011.

2 That Ybu were issued Final Show Cause Notice vide No. 215{/E^, date 31.03^CM5 
enquiry was conducted against you anc| after proper proceedings of the enquiry, the Enq 
Officer recomrfiended that being guilty you mJy be,;, dismissed from service after pri

departmental proceedings.

3 That the departmental proceedings could not be initiated against you because < 
submission of reply to final Show Cause Notice you disappeared from your lawful duty witl^u 
kind of leave or permission from the Competent Authority, Yob were time and again summ 
to appear before the Competent Authority and; join the qnquirf proceedinp but n ' 

then DIG HQrs awarded you the major punishment of compulsory retireiConsequently the 
from service.; ■

appeal No. i501/2016 before the Chairman Service'Tribunal ((hyber Pakhtunkhwa
12.05.2016.

Tribunal Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar vide.his| Judgment dated 04.10 
conduct De-nbvo enquiry Iwithin period of 90-days. Fc 

instated vi de orderi-No. 6475-82/E-V dated 18.11.2019

The Service5.
has directed;Police Department to 
purpose of enquiry, you have been re-

Accountability Bureau CPO Peshawar.
7. Youri.written defense, if any, should reach the enquiry committee within the spe
period. Failing which it shall be presumed that you have nq defense to put in and in that ca 
parte action shall follow against you. ^

Intimate whether you desire to be heard in person.y
I i:

State'rnent of allegations is enclosed.

6.

8.

9.

E)),PSP/PPM 
neral of Police

iDr. ISi^TlAQ^M 
Additional Inspector C 
Headquarters;, Khyb^ Pakhtunkhwa 

r I Pesiawar.
ii. 'V
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^6.
I OFFICE OF THE 

INSf^ECTOR GENER/iL OF POLICE 
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 
CENTRAL F^OLICE OFFICE 

PESHAWAR
Ph: 091-9210545 fax: 091-9210927

^ t':
T 'T

Peshawar the ^/'—3No /E-V, Dated /201 5

t-FINAL SHOW CAUSE NOTICE.
A."

i/ •

WHEREASj you Asstt: Grade Clerk Wall Khan presen|tly posted
in School of Explosive Handling at Nowshera, has cdinmitted -----
misconduct as defined in Govt, servants (Efficiency and discipline Rules 
2011), resultantly you were served with a^5how Causej Noti|ce on the 

basis of Preliminary Enquiry conducted by Deputy Inspector General of 
Police, Enquiryvand Inspections, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar against 
you.

WHEREAS, you have been found held guilty of the charges 
leveled against you as mentioned in the Shovy.Gause Notice.

i: gross

2.

s

3. AND WHEREAS, on going through reprd and contents of the 
Preliminary Enquiry and Show Cause Notice served upon you, the 
material placed on record and other connected papers including your 
reply, I am satisfied that you have committed the misconduct and are 
guilty of the charges leveled against yoq as per contents of! the Show 
Cause Notice conveyed to you which stand proved ^nd renderiyou liable 
to be awarded punishment under the said rules. '

NOW THEREFORE, I, Mubarak Zeb (PSP) Deputy Inspector 
General of Police, HQrs: : Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar as 
Competent Authority have tentatively decided to impose upon you, any 
one or more penalties including the penalty of “dismissal from Service” 

y, under Section 4 of Govt, servants (Efficiency and Discipline Rules 
1974/(amended in 2011). ^ i ■ '

4

i'-

I

5. You are:therefore, required to Show; Cause within seven days of 
the receipt of this Notice, as to why the aforesaid penalty.shoUd not be 
imposed upon you, failing which it shall be presumed that ydu have ix 
defence to offer and qn exparte action shall be taken against you. 
Meanwhile also intimate v/hetper you desire to be heafd/in 
otherwise.

no

rson or

e

Iiu (MUBAI^K Zp)PSP 
Did HQi^s:

r:■

Fo| nspectorf Genepl of Police, 
I KhyberPakhtunkhwa,

feshawar i/
l

■ I
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I OFFICE OF THE 

INSPECTOR GE^ERALiOF POLICE 
KHYBER PijkKHTUNKHWA 
CENTRAL POLICE OFFICE 

PES^IAWAR
Ph: 091-9210545 Fax: 091-9210927

No /E-V Dated Peshawar the /20i:6

ORDER:
f.

This , is an order on the

' conducted by Deputy Inspector General of Police, Enquiry a
Inspection, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar against him on the ( application lof one Atta Ur 
1 wherein he wasj found guilty of the charges
of r! 6 000/ rsi' are that he had deceitfully taken arl amount

. of Rs.6,00,000/-(Six Lac) from him by promising that he (Asstt: Grade Clerk Wali Khan) will

didn t honour his promise and rather gave him a Cheque No CD-4735402 of Bank Al-Falaha^rn? -t be honored due “o non av^labUUy o'

amount in the said Account. Later on, he made fake promised'to return the aitiourit to the 
, , ro7orpro“ain:t'ht had a

I p<'

cSerp!?fhl°^ '’uInspection, Khyber Pakhtunkhwai Peshawar
- Pawftunkhwa '“Emitted to the VVorthy Inspector General of Polite, Kh{ber

•:, Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar. Upon perusal the Enquiry Report, the iWorthy Inspector General of
Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar passed the following remarks that:-

1 .

• Criminal action should be taken against the Clerk
• Case should be registered against him;
• He should also be placed under suspension and •,

Show Cause Notice be issued for Major penalty.

hi^t ASfnal Caseregistered against 

- issued/served With the Show cause NotiL. ' ' ' ' P^^awar. Moreover, he was also

f'.

of Police, Khyber
I.

I I

News Pape7dated ?7 o720irfo7a7“ through tvVo loc^l Urdu leLing

not satisfy / a ^

I#

•:r

\
■ >

\
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OFFICE OF iTHE
INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POL|GE 

KHYBER PAKHijuNKHWA 
CENTRAL POLICE OFFICE 

PESHAWAR
Ph: 091-921G545 Falx: 091-9210927: . !

. Similarly,^ another Complaint against delinquent official Asstt: Grade Clerk Wali
Khan was also submitted by one Rabat Bacha son of Riaz Ali Shah r/o village Mu'sa Zai District
Naib'oasid'^rwAPDAin ?h for the Appointment of
Naib Qasid in WAPDA in the witness of his real brothers. Neither he has provideld to him the said ioh
fo°r 5he"re?umTnT of hi-ramlunt" h ^hat vAhenesW he demands

u ^ ^iT^ount, he always use deceptive tact’s. He has further stated in his
application that the image of Police Department is defamingVpolluting by such black sheeo
Therefore, he has request for the recovery of his amount from Asstt: Grade Clerk Wali^ Khan

f
"■'b
j

u rnatter was enquired by 5P, Enquiry and Inspection i CPO Peshawar anH
submitted his Findings Report to the Worthy Inspectbr General of Police, KHyber Pakhtunkhwa
Pakhtun1[LaTp.hr''^^ h^ Inspector Gener^l^of Police, Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar has passed the remarks that departmental ^
delinquent official. action be finalized against the

' <6^

. u- u Compliant, the departmental process could nat be initiated

r “ “r.1 ‘f£:
t|| enquiries, he was found guilty on the score of allegation leveled against fiim byfthe applicants

f matenal/witness available on record, 1, MUHAMWiAD ALAM SHINWARI PSP Deoutv inVnprtnr 

Service to the above delinquent official Asstt: Grade Wali Khan witlTh^mediate ef ecr

was

Order announced

(MUHAMMAD ALAMjSHINWARI) PSP

For Inspector General of Police, 
Khyber Pakh tunkhwa, 

Peshawar.
Dated Peshawar the j /2016.

Copy of above is forwarded for information and necessary ad 
1. Additional Inspector General of Police, Hqrs: Khyberfakhtunkhwa' Peshawar

03.03.2015 and 8559/E&I Dated 23.09.2015

ion to the:-

P©Sh3W3 X524-25/|ai Dated 06.02.2015. 479/e&I Dated
?

Asstt: Inspector General of Police, Esh: CPO, Peshawar

p«h.w.ri.« „
Registrar, CPO, Peshawar. s ■
Office Supdt: Secret, CPO, Peshawar.

-f. Accountant, CPO,fPeshawar.
h Incharge Central Registry, CPO, Peshawar.

3
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KfiVlB£R PAlUlTUNK»rA
SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

All communications should be 
addressed to the Registrar KPK .Service' 
Tribunal ajid not any official by name.

No. /ST
Pli;-091-9212281 
Fax:-091-9213262

Dated; /2022

To

The Additional Inspector General of police, 
Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 
Peshawar.

Subject: JUDGMENT IN APPEAL NO. 8818/2020 MR, WALI KHAN.

I am directed to forward herewith a certified copy of Judgement dated 
18.01.2022 passed by this Tribunal on the above subject for compliance please.

End: As above

OM
REGISTRAR -

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 
SERVICE TRIBUNAL 

PESHAWAR

1
V .

y


