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KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL.
PESHAWAR.

APPEAL NO. 13/2014
(Sher Rehman-vs- Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar and

others).

JUDGMENT30.09.2016

PIR BAKHSH SHAH . MEMBER:

Appellant with counsel (Mr. Muhammad Asif Yousafzai, Advocate) and

Mr. Muhammad Hayat, Reader alongwith Mr. Muhammad Jan, GP for

respondents present.

The appellant then S.I in the Police Department was Incharge of Police 

/Post Tarnab, Police Station Chamkani, Peshawar. He was compulsorily retired by 

the Competent Authority vide his order dated 29.08.2013, on the grounds given

2.

below:-

“On 10*'’ Jan, 2013 at about 1300 to 1330 hrs, Malik Gul

Afzal of ANP held a press conference at press club, stated 

that on 09'*’ of Jan, 2013 an electricity transformer of their

area(Daudzai) was out of order, and they were shifting the

said transformer alongwith tow other transformers to

Nowshera for repair but they were stopped at Tarnab G.T 

road by the Police on duty and despite showing all kinds of 

relevant documents, they became suspicious of being 

involved theft of transformer. It is also alleged that you SI,

»

■t4/
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Sher Rehman I/C PP Tarnab PS Chamkani took a sum of

Rs. 8000/- as illegal gratification and released them. You

SI, Sher Rehmand was summoned time and again

telephonically as well as through wireless communication

but you SI, Sher Rehman did not bother to submit your

written reply nor produced anything in favour of your

defense.”

His departmental appeal dated 13.09.2013 was rejected vide order dated

13.12.2013, hence this appeal under Section-4 of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

Service Tribunal Act, 1974.

3. Arguments heard and record perused.

4. Learned counsel for the appellant submitted that the allegations of Malik

Gul Afzal submitted to the authority on his personal pa^, comprising of three 

pages, shows that there was altercation between the appellant and Malik Gul 

!fzal and it is not conceivable that despite this altercation the appellant would

have demanded or taken any bribe from him. He next submitted that no charge 

sheet or show cause notice was served on the appellant and without giving any 

opportunity of hearing or defense major penalty of compulsory retirement was 

imposed on the appellant which is against the principle of justice. He submitted

that the proceedings initiated and the punishment awarded both are not lawful and

that the impugned orders may be set aside and the appellant may be reinstated

into service with all back benefits.

5. Learned G.P resisted the appeal who submitted that all codal formalities 

were fulfilled and as the appellant did not appear before the Enquiry Officer, 

therefore, he was lawfully penalized. He submitted that the appeal may be 

dismissed.

k
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Certain record like copies of the statement of Malik Gul Afzal comprising6.

of three pages which is in Urdu language and on his personal copy of the

charge sheet and show cause notice as well as notices issued to the appellant from

the Office of the Enquiry Officer to appear before him on 18.01.2013 were

submitted to the Tribunal today which are placed on record. After a thorough

perusal of the record the Tribunal came to the conclusion that proper opportunity

of defense and hearing has not been given to the appellant as would indicate from

the following reasons: That the notices issued to the appellant to appear before

the Enquiry Officer are for dated 18.01.2013, and the enquiry report was

submitted on 11.03.2013. The enquiry report shows that on 18.01.2013 appellant

had appeared before the enquiry officer and he had denied allegations leveled

against before the Enquiry Officer. According to the Enquiry Officer that the

appellant was asked to submit his written statement on the next date which he did

not and thus he was recommended for ex-party action. This is worth- mentioning

that no any penalty has been mentioned in the enquiry report against the

appellant. The so called enquiry proceedings do not indicate to be in accordance

with rules. Secondly, it was not shown that any charge sheet or show cause notice

was served on the appellant and the appellant thus has been deprived of proper 

opportunity of defense. Thirdly, no opportunity of cross examination has been
I

provided to the appellant on complainant Malik Gul Afzal and it appears that 

Malik Gul Afzal without appearing before the Enquiry Officer had just sent his 

opportunity cross examination was provided to the appellant. 

In the light of the foregoing reasons, the Tribunal is convinced that proper 

opportunity of defense and hearing has not been provided to the appellant nor that 

the enquiry proceedings have been conducted in accordance with rules.

statement and no

Therefore, the impugned orders are set aside and the appellant is reinstated into 

service. His intervening period be treated as his leave of the kind due. The

competent authority if deemed proper may initiate fresh enquiry proceedings in
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which full opportunity of defense and hearing be provided to the appellant

including opportunity of cross examination on the witnesses. The Fresh enquiry

proceedings be concluded within a period of one month positively. The appeal is

accepted in the above terms. Parties are left to bear their own cost. File be

consigned to the record room.

n
(PIR BAKHSH SHAH) 

MEMBER

(ABDUL LATIF) 
MEMBER

ANNOUNCED
30 .09.2016



15.06.2016 Counsel for the appellant and Mr. Aziz Shah, HC 

alongwith Mr. Muhammad Jan, GP for respondents preserfl^

Arguments heard. Accordance to the appellant, no final show
• . ^cause notice was issued to him nor was any show cause notice 

■‘■served upon him. On the other hand the respondents claim that 

after a regular enquiry by ASP Gulbahar, a final show cause notice 

was issued to the appellant to which he did not reply. During the 

course of arguments learned GP also requested that record will also 

be produce to show that a final show cause notice was issued and 

the same was also served on the appellant. Since the record 

material to reached on a just conclusion the respondent-department 

is directed to produce the same. To come up for such record and 

arguments on 26.07.2016

on

.If-'

<12
M( ^erMember

Counsel for the appellant Wd Mr. Hayat26.07.2016

Muhammad, HC ‘alongwith Mr. Muhammad Jan, GP for 

respondents present. Representative of the respondents 

submitted record copy of which is placed on file. To come 

up for arguments on /®r^«'2016.

I'

n
i

Member
I

■,r

01.09.2016 Counsel for the appellant and Mr. Ziaullah, GP for respondents 

present. Learned counsel for the appellant requested for adjournment. 

Request accepted. To come up for arguments on before D.B.

h
Member
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m.
Counsel for the appellant and Mr. Usman Ghani, Sr.GP for 

respondents present. Arguments could not be heard due to paucity of 

is adjourned to ^ for arguments.

19.11.2015

time therefore, case

(Tii— .

ERMEMBER

’sS

X>

Agent to counsel for the appellant and Mr. Aziz Shah, H.C 

alongwith Asst: AG for respondents present. Due to general strike 

of the bar counsel for the appellant is not available. Therefore, the 

case is adjourned to 11.05.2016 for arguments.

r. •
08.03‘.2016

—_
Member Mmber

C

Counsel for the appellant and Mr. Usman Ghani, Sr. GP for 

respondents present. Counsel for the appellant requested for 

adjournment. Request accepted the case. To c(^me up for 

arguments on 15.6.2016.

Member

11.05.2016

member

>
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01.01.2016 Appellant in person and Mr. Muhammad Adeel But. 

AAG for the respondents present. The Tribunal is 

incomplete. To come up for written rep]y/comments on 

13.03.2016.

f
Beader.

, 09.03.2015 Counsel for the appellant and Mr. Hayat Muhammad, Reader to
•f

DSP alongwith AddI: A.G for respondents present. Para-wlse comments 

submitted. The case is assigned to D.B for rejoinder and final hearing for 

12.10.2015.

kChairmanA'

12.10.2015 Appellant with counsel and Mr. Azi/.ullah, IIC alongwith 

Mr, Ziaullah. OP for respondents present. Arguments could not be

heard due to shortage of time. To come up for arguments

on

ih
.Member cr
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Counsel for the appellant present. Preliminary arguments 

heard and case file perused. Counsel for the appellant contended that 

' the appellant has not been treated in accordance, with law/rules. 

Against the order dated 29.08.2013, he filed departmental appeal on 

13.09.2013, which has been rejected on 16.12.2013, hence the 

instant appeal on 06.01.2014. He further contended that the 

impugned final order dated 16.12.2013, is not a speaking order and 

has been issued in violation of Rule-5 of the Civil Servant (Appeal) 

Rules-1986. Points raised at the Bar need consideration. The appeal 

is admitted to regular hearing subject to all legal objections. The 

appellant is directed to deposit the security amount and process fee 

within 10 days. Thereafter, Notices be issued to the respondents for 
submission of written reply/comments on 27.05.2014A

I7.,-%v
10.03.2014

/■

rvs

://

/

:r A;
for further proceedings.This case be put before the Final Bench10.03.2014

j
Appellant in person and Mr. Bashir Ahmad, DSP(Legal) for 

respondents with AAG present. Written reply has not been received. 

To come up for written reply/comments on 5.9.2014.

27.5.2014

Chahtna]
/

/

;

Appellant in person and Mr. Riaz Khan, SI (legal) on behalf 

of respondents with Mr.Usman Ghani, Sr.G.P present. Written reply 

has not been received, and request for,further time made on behalf 

of the respondents. Another chance is given for written 

reply/comments on behalf of the respondents, positively, 

01.01.2015.

5.9.2014

i
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S.No.

321

06/01/2014 The appeal of Mr. Sher Rehman presented today by Mr. 

M. Asif Yousafzai Advocate may be entered in the Institution 

register and put up to the Worthy Chairman for preliminary 

hearing., ,
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE
TRIBUNAL/ PESHAWAR.- isT

/3Appeal No. 72014

Mr. Sher Rehman V/S PRO and Others.

I N D EX

S.No. Documents Annexure Page No.
Memo of Appeal1. 01-03

2. Inquiry report. 04- A-
Dismissal from service order3. 05- B -
Appeal.4. -C- 06
Appellate order5. - D - 7
Vakalat nama6. 8

APPELLANT 

SHER REHMAN

THROUGH:

( M. ASIF YOUSAFZAI ) 
ADVOCATE, PESHAWAR.
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M ■ BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL,
PESHAWAR.

0 /2014Appeal No,

Mr. Sher Rehman Ex-SI,
Police Post Tarnab, P.S Chamkani Peshawar.

>es»

APPELLANT
VERSUS

The Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 
Peshawar.

1.

The Capital City Police Officer, KPK Peshawar. 
The S.S.P (Operations), Peshawar.

2.
3.

RESPONDENTS

APPEAL UNDER SECTION-4 OF THE KHYBER 
PAKHTUNKHWA, SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT, 1974 

AGAINST THE APPELLATE ORDER DATED 

16.12.2013 WHEREBY THE PENALTY OF 

DISMISSAL FROM SERVICE HAS BEEN CONVERTED 

INTO COMPULSORY RETIREMENT.

PRAYER:
That on acceptance of this appeal, the order 
dated 16.12.2013 may be set aside and the 

appellant may be reinstated into service with 

all back benefits and also by setting aside 
dismissal from service order. Any other 
remedy which this august Tribunal deems fit 
and appropriate that may also be awarded 

in favour of appellant.

RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH:

That the appellant joined the Police Force in the year 

1986 and lastly the appellant was working as S.I
1.



r
•-. '

Police Post Tarnab, P.S Chamkani, Peshawar. The 

appellant has good service record throughout.
■ "'4.

That the,appellant was charged for receiving bribe of 
Rs. 8000/- from political worker of ANP and that 
allegation was leveled in a press conference by the 

said political worker.

2.

That then without giving any charge sheet, 
statement of allegations to the appellant, an ex-parte 

action was proposed by the inquiry officer against 
the appellant. Copy of the inquiry report is attached 

as Annexure - A.

3.

That on the basis of one sided inquiry, the appellant 
was dismissed from on 29.8.2013 service by the SSP 

( Operations), who was not competent authority for 

S.Is. but despite that the SSP ( operations) took 

action against the appellant under Police Rules 1975. 
Copy of order is attached as Annexure - B.

4.

That the appellant filed Appeal before the CCPO who 

partially accepted the appeal and converted the 

dismissal from service into compulsory retirement on 

16.12.2013. Copies of appeal and appellate order are 
attached as Annexure - C&D.

5.

That now the appellant comes to this august Tribunal 
on the following grounds amongst the others.

6.

GROUNDS:

That the impugned order dated 16.12.2013 and 
29.8.2013 are against the law, facts, norms of 
justice and material on record, therefore, not 
tenable.

A)

B) That the appellant has not been treated according to 

law and rules.

C) That the appellant being civil servant of the 
Provincial Government was proceeded against under 

the Police Rules, 1975 and not under E8iD Rules 
2011, therefore, the whole proceedings were liable 
to be struck down on this score alone.



That the appellant has been condemned unheard 

because the appellant was not served with any show 

cause notice and charge sheet nor associated with 

the enquiry proceedings.

D)

That the INQUIRY OFFICER has not proposed any 

kind of punishment, therefore the dismissal from 

service order and appellate order are against the 

norms of justice and harsh one.

E)

That the appellant has good service at his credit and 

cannot be penalized on the basis mere charge 

leveled in press conference and that too without 
observing codal formalities.

F)

That the appellant was S.I by rank and for him the 

competent authority was CCPO and not SSP, 
therefore, the very basic order of dismissal from 

service was passed by incompetent authority and as 
such the same is not sustainable in the eyes of law.

G)

That even no final show cause notice was served on 

appellant which also amounts to condemnation 

unheard and violation of principles of Audi Alteram 

Partem.

H)

That the appellant seeks permission to advance 

others grounds and proofs at the time of hearing.
I)

It is, therefore, most humbly prayed that the appeal 
of the appellant maybe accepted arrayed for.

APPELLANT 

Sher Rehman

THROUGH:

( M. ASIF YOUSAFZAI) 

ADVOCATE, PESHAWAR.



Assistant Superintendent of police' 
Gulbahar Circle Peshawar. A
The Superintendent of Police, 

City Peshawar. 15FFlcE^CFTHt
ITY5i-'.■ •r

V

li;!ijyu^=r2i:45
y. No /ST dated Peshawar the // / 03 / 2013.■f

rnfmj ENQUIRY AGAINST SI SHER REHMAN OF PP TARNAB PS 

CHAMKANI.
v

iiiiii
$

fc
I /

; A'«

Kindly refer to your office Memo: No. 415/ PA SP City dated 15.01.2013. 
jl;'-'' ^.^*'Scs/AllcRations:- An enquiry against SI S^er Rehman of PP Tamab PS Charnkani, on the 

i:-;.. ii::':;!'';] , - 2013 an electricity transformer of their area (Daudzai) was Out of, ^
: order and they were shifting the said transformer along with two other transformer to Nowshera
i ^

for repair but they were stopped at Tamab G.T road by the Police

'M
Mi

iiSiil
on duty and despite showing

V relevant documents, they were not allowed to proceed. The Police man on duty . ''
‘W'i became suspicious that transpored transformer was stolen from some place. The complainant .

^alleged that SI Sher Rehman I/C PP Tamab PS Chamkani took a sum of Rs. 8000/- as illegal 
■ •. gratification and released them. ~ ' ' ■ 21^

The delinquent official was Charge Sheeted by SSP Operations and the \
- hiidersigned was appointed as enquiry officer.

• i.'i-:'; : Grounds:- I conducted inquiry into the matter and summoned, the complainant Malik Gul Afzal
I' VT.'ir' 1 ■ ...

■ recorded his statement. On' 18.01.2013 ST Sher Rehman was. summoned to the office of the,';.
,undersigned for personal hearing and for getting his statement recorded. The SI Sher Rehman

i ■ . .'r i •• . . ___________________________ _—^   ■
' ■ attended the office and denied all the allegations and promised that he would^bmit his written"" 

■ statement to this office by tom^ow i.e l9.til.2013. But inspite of service of repeated summon and 

’ Jarwanas on him through Police Station Chamkani and, fplephone: the delinquent official did

MhM■*

1

. V

sS
■'•I

fi'i

n
- •not :

.foother.to appear before the undersigned.
;:m; Eindings:- From the above described circumstances the undersigned has ii-■come to the conclusion ■ -.J

SvA Rehman is irresponsible and negligent official and Ex-part action is
recommended against him.- ~

•1
<■

V ti;-.1
:

■: r- IvP. Assistant Superinfond^ 
Gulbahar Cij^elbtg^

iTice,

-I,iV\' 'ar,
//if p %

JP
CfrxMsV

:■i/5• L- %
Bl:••-A

' ’/’■‘iAFAry''-’'- ^1.SeniprXvjr.-i'tcndcnt of Po^ 
Opf^Ucr, ■

'V

\
\ ■>'8 I■ '< •.

'•N'

FII®
■ 1.

:v.
I lU VV Ql■i! rii • unran bnahid :„awarded him the above major fJ "Ay A®punishment.

• i

Appeal tile zaHir cic
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3
ORDi-R.

■miThis order will dispose off the Departmental liinquiry against SI Sher Rehman of RP Tarpab /, 
>' • h - -,' Police Station Chamkani on the basis of allegations that on 10 Jan, 2013 at about 1300 to 1330 hrs, ^

Malik Cul Afeal of ANP held a press conference at press club, stated that on 09*>’ of Jan, 20131 an 

electricity transformer of their area fPaudzai} was out of order and they were shifting the §aid 

transformer along with two other transformers to Nowshera D istrict for repair but tjiey v^ere ■
duty and despite showing all kinds

r j
i ,

1'

..

L'’-
•i.

3. stopped at place of Tarnab G.T road Peshawar'by the police !'■ 'P--' 1,1.
r»'

on•i'

relevant documents, they became suspicipus of being involved theft'of transformer, in |his 
^fe'jife'connection SI Sher Rehman i/C PP Tarnab PS Chamkani took a sum of Rs. 8000/-% illegal 

'^■:lf|^]‘'■■'^i'^''{fg^■atification and released them. A preliminary enquiry conducted by DSP/RuraTagain^t Si Sher 

in which he was summoned time and again teiephonically as well as through wireless

I li

'if|ifl:;:,i,fgratificationand

i

' communication by DSP/Rural for preliminary pnquiry but SI Sher Rehman did not bother to submit
reply nor produced anything in favour of his defence. Therefore SI Sher Rehmari has been 

i recommended for proper departmental proceefiings against him under the Rule 1975.
'■K

■;

*:

mM'.Subsequently the alleged Qfficer was proceeded against departmentally and;-v mY b';^j||g'^|^;''^j!''ASP/Gulbaharwas appointed as Enquiry Officer.

, ■ Findings of the Enquiry Officer was rf
y 7°^ ex-parte"decisioi^Upon the findings of the Enquiry Officer, he was issued Final Show . /,■

te''■' Notice tcrwhich he did not bother to reply. He was also called for orderly room on teiephonically, ■ ...

provided an opportunity for personal hearing but did not bother to attend the office of the , :•
fit ■' • ’ •

I have gone through the case file and perused the whole record. .Also keeping in view the 
'4/ecomommendation of the enquiry officer Therefore, I came to conclusion to take the decision as he is

m■';V

received and perused who recommended the defaulter ,a'.;'!••'r I'■••iV

i/ .■ i
' ?• I

< ri.
I

:■

i
■5. 1$. /

1-- ’ hereby awarded the Major punishment of disimissal from service with immediate effect.
i [

ijhiPiA;;,':.;- i
;: lii-ifi A'-

I
■■ -iAi•i SR SUPERINTENDENT OF POLICE, 

. OPERATIONS, PESHAWAR.

i ■- .-fill:A ■No.lZ±i-liii/PA dated Peshawar, the A /2013.

Copy for information St n/actionto:- 

1.The Capital City Police Officer, Peshawar w/r to his office Dy: No.
1

f i89/PA, dated 11-01-2013. 
2 SsP/Cantt St Rural.

3. EC-II,AS, CCStPO 

4., FMC with papers.

5. Incharge computer Cell.

a-'-3 '-'r>'
( i

AiA'A'.

I .

mf
m!

.Alt

I-' -A
a;11 ^ ;;

i

• ■

A, '■

•i
^ • > '«• i'-l I * < . , C4J W lV4 W V Nii« I I I

punishment.
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■ 5=^ORDER<«

This office order will dispose off departmental, appeal of , 

ex-SI Sher Rehman who was awarded the major punishment of. 

dismissal from service under'PR 1975 by SSP/Ops: vide OB No. 

2988 datetf 29/08/2012.

; 'R-

The allegations levelled against him were that:-

- On 10.1.13 (1300 hrs to 1330 hrs) Mal^k GUI Afzal 

Senior Naib President PK-8^ held press conference 

at press club Peshawar that on 9.1.2013 the 

Electric Transformer of his area Daudzai was out of 

order and he along with his companion was 

shifting the said transformer and twp others to 

Nowshera for necessary repairs in vehicle.

- They were stopped by Police at PP Tarnab and 

unlawfully took into possession the same 

transformers. All the relevant documents were 

shown to them but they (Police) were suspicious 

that the same were stolen from some place.
- SI Sher Rehman took Rs.8000/-as illegal 

gratification and released them.

t

ii
'Py':.

|i

r
bf-'.

f.'

■

5:
i;..

On receipt of complaint, preliminary enquiry. was 

marked to Mr. Muhammad Ishfaq, DSP-Rural who called him 

through wireless/telephonically but he did not appear before him. 

Hence he recommended formal departmental enquiry against him

3y
i

mm
te. '.T;

'■k ^

Then he was issued charge sheet and summary of 

allegations and Mr. Ismail Kharak, ASP-Gulbahar, Peshawar was 

' .appointed as the E.O. In his findings he mentioned that; the ■

■ delinquent officer did not appear before him despite repeated 

summons through parwans/Telephonic calls, though he had . :T 

promised to give written statement on 19.1.13. On receipt of the 

findings of the E.O, he was.Issued FSCN by SSP-Ops: but he did not : 

submit his reply within stipulated period. As such the SSP-Ops: 

Peshawar Mr. Imran 'Shahid' awarded'^ him the above major 

punishment.

0
M-

■ ■

m
A-: «*• *.

i'

ATTE-STED
A|i|:c.'l flic ^.nfnr clc

i

I



i

r.Tlsrzz:,:'-- -m; .A“‘-t5Tnsa;v?
V ,. ..I

■ < . .' ''/ iv
■'v^

• m-
The relevant record has been perused and also he^rd hinn ;

* ' • ' V \ '

6/12/2013, but he could not defend hi/n self

■:

- %

in person in OR on 

.The allegations levelled against him has been proved but ke^pini .in 

view his long service of 26 years & il-months, the punishmen|: pf 

converted: into Compulsorily Retirement from |ervjce.

V, m!
fi

&
7
;

. ■••• h

I. dismissal is V- ’

n
p.Btro;

& ?•>} /PA dated Peshawar the

Copies for inf and n/a to the:-

-"1/ SSP/Ops: Peshawar.
: , 2/ PO/EC-I/AS

EC-II along with S.Book and.S.Roll for making necessary entry 

4/ FMCencI: complete FM.
TS/ ; Official concerned. ,

V

CAPITAL CITY POLICE OFFICER 
PESHAWAR.
/ f., - t l, - 2013.

t
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V
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ORDER

This office order will dispose off departmental appeal of 

ex-SI Sher Rehman who was awarded the major punishment of 

dismissal from service under PR 1975 by SSP/Ops: vide OB No. 

2988 dated 29/08/2012.

The allegations levelled against him were that:-

On 10.1.13 (1300 hrs to 1330 hrs) Malak Gul Afzal,

Senior Naib President PK-8, held press conference

on 9.1.2013 the
4.

at press club Peshawar that 

Electric Transformer of his area Daudzai was out of
’I

{.order and he along with his companion was 

shifting the said transformer and two others to 

Nowshera for necessary repairs in vehicle.
They were stopped by Police at PP Tarnab and 

unlawfully took into possession the same 

transformers. All the relevant documents were 

shown to them but they (Police) were suspicious 

that the same were stolen from some place.
SI Sher Rehman took Rs.8000/-as illegal 

gratification and released them.;

On receipt of complaint, preliminary enquiry was 

marked to Mr. Muhammad Ishfaq, DSP-Rural who called him 

, through wireless/telephonicaily but he did not appear before him. 

Hence he recommended formal departmental enquiry against him.

Then he was issued charge sheet and summary of 

allegations and Mr. Ismail Kharak, ASP-Gulbahar, Peshawar was 

appointed as, the E.O. In his findings he mentioned that the 

delinquent officer did not appear before him despite repeated 

summons through parwans/Telephonic calls, though he had 

promised to give written statement on 19.1.13. On receipt of the 

findings of the E.O, he was issued FSCN by SSP-Ops: but he did not 

submit his reply within stipulated period. As such the SSP-Ops: 

Peshawar Mr. Imran Shahid awarded him the above major 

punishment.

laAj.pca! file j^irnr glo
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relevant record has been perused and also heard him7

The
OR on 6/12/2013, but he could not defend him self.

allegations levelled against him has been proved but keeping in
& 11-months, the punishment of

. in person in 

The
view his long service of 26 years

converted into Compulsorily Retirement from service.

. tt
i

\
: dismissal is(

;
A

I Pale./j^ /;! CAPITAL CITY POLICE OFFICER, 
PESHAWAR.

2013.‘

/PA dated Peshawar the 

Copies for inf and n/a to the:;-

'
No•!

SSP/Ops: Peshawar.
i 3/ EC^I^^o^g with S.Book and S.Roll for making necessary entry. 

FMC end: complete FPl.
Official concerned.

1/f.

4/
; 5/
t

I

i

s-
I

i

:

i
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i Sr: . Superintendent of Police 

competent authority, under the Mortl^'-West
Operation, Peshawar, 

Frontier Province Removal
from Service 1975, against You SI :Sher Rehman of PP tarnab 

; ■ Charnkani Peshawar as foliows:-

. as

PS
<■%

That consequent upon the completion of inquiry conducted 

and recommended you St

on the

against you by Peshawar

Sher Rehrnar? of pp Tarnab PS Chamkani for Ex-Parte action
basis or the foliovv/ing aifegation that:-

‘Jn 10 Jan, PU13 at about 1300 

AihP neld a press conference at press ciub, s

Sedridty trnnsfom^er of tneir ares ' (Daudza:^ 

irdor, arfci ihey viere shiffc-

t;o .1330 hrs, fO.afik Gui Afzai of

fated that on 09^"' of Jan,
.'Ci

. -j was out of 
ig trie said crcnsfcDrmer aiong with twO' 

par" Did: they were, shopped at

I ■'

odiec ..snsformers to Mowsiiem fow? r. i'A'

farnab GlT road by the police 

relevant ciocurnente,, they oecerneT: 

trsnsforrner.

on duty one despite showing ai! kinds of

ispiaoos or being involved tneft of 
sslegec that you SI Sher Rehmar; I/C PP Tornaoc o.aiso

PS Chamkani tooi o cum of Rs. oriOO/- as iilega! gratificatioo and
eJeasea rheru. Vqu Sl Sher Rehrnar'was-cumnioned time end again

teiephorCoiiy as 

Sher Rehrnan did not bother to 

i-.;. = yt,sii(ig '0 favour or vou:"

s trvcugli wu'eies-; cc-mn'iunication butM you Si 

rephrnpr-produced 

you have been 

y'" ■ imoreediDgs against you under the

ss.brnM: your written

re Y ■-

ejhi: isys. ■ ' ^

■‘Ou Ore. thoreh^re, rerwrred fo snovv r*ause as re wny , rhe
00 rwposed ..ipcn you and also intimaie as

‘7. >...no
■:o whefher yoa desire ro b c. iiccmf in pemon..

!if no ;T.y;v -to tnj ncoce. dureoeiveo wCh;n stipujated period of

you'have no defence to put: in ■■■■ 0“■■c fjeiiceryc n: she?; b.e procurned tnic

and jn th?,!: case an experte actiori srv;n be cai-en against you.
/. ■

■ i .o

. • r . .
S' CC PI Pi T £ R D g NJ "'Or' F 0 LI CL. 

OPEPATTOCS^ i-'ESHAvvAR

;
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From:- Assistant Superintendent of Rolice' 
Guibahar Circle Peshawar.H-

To:- The Superintendent of Police, 
City Peshawar. "1

OFFICE CF the' 3
S.F CITY. No /A1% . /ST dated Peshawar the 14-lS- /PAi_/03 /2013. - N-0

OF PP TARNap
Subject;- ENgUIRY against ST SHPP

CHAMKANT PS

Cha MM No. 415/PA SP City dated 15.01.2013
■-----iSes Allegations:; An enquiry against SI Sher Rehm
allegations that on of Jan, of PP Tamab PS Chamkani, on thean

2013 an electricity transformer of their
; they were shifting the said transform
; for repair but they

area (Daudzai) was out of ,
er along with two other transfon 

were stopped at Tarnab G.T road by the Police
Tier to Nowshera 

duty and despite showinonall kinds of relevant do g. :■ '

man on duty 

some place. The complainant 
took a sum of Rs. 8000/- as illegll

cuments, they were not allowed 

suspicious that transpored transformer 
i alleged that SI Sher Reh

to proceed. The Policebecame
was stolen from 

I/C PP Tamab PS Chamkaniman
gratification and released them.

The delinquent official was Charge Sheeted by SSP Operations and theundersigned was appointed as enquiry officer.
Grounds;- I conducted inquiry into the matter and summoned, the complainant 
and_rec^is statement. On 18.01.2013 SI Sher Rehm 

undersigned for personal hearing 

attended the"offe^and

Malik Gul Afzal
an was summoned to the office of the

andj^ett^his statement recorded. The SI Sher Rehman 

. . ^emed^he allegations and promised that he
statement to this office lTtomSrS^rTri'9.or20ir I-------------

' StationT^^.n,-
i bother to

would submit hisWntten
?Hli£5Ei^fs§aicej^rep summoh and ■

the delinquent official!■

did notappear before the undersigned. 
I From the above described ci' Findinp.s!

circumstances the undersigned.has 

IS irresponsible and negligent official
come to the conclusion 

and Ex-part action is
; that the said SI Sher Rehman is i

recommended against him.
—__ /

Assistant Superinraid^ 
Gulbahar Cir^e ice,

^ar.

Senior "int'jn Jerii of Pi
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EFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
PESHAWAR
Service Appeal No.13/2014.
Mr. Sher Rehman Ex-SI, Police Post Tarnab, P.S Chamkani, Peshawar. 

................................................Appellant.
VERSUS,

1- Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar 

Capital City Police Officer, Peshawar 

Senior Superintendent of Police (Operations), Peshawar. • 

..............................................................Respondents.

2-
3-

Para wise comments on behalf of respondents. 
Respectfully Sheweth,
PRELIMINARY OBJECTIONS.

That the appeal is badly time barred.

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

parties.

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

hands.

That the appellant has no cause of action and locus standi.
That the appellant is estopped by his own conduct to file the instant 
appeal.

That the appellant concealed the material facts from Honorable 

Tribunal.

1.
2.

3.

4.
5.

6.

FACTS:-
1- First part of Para No. 1 is pertains to record while rest of Para is 

for the appellant to prove.

Para No.2 incorrect, the real fact of Para is that on 10.01.2013 one 

Malik Gul Afzal of ANP held a press conference at press club, stated 

that on 09.01.2013 an electricity transformer of Daudzai area was 

out of order and they were shifting it to Distt: Nowshera for repairing 

but they were stopped at ternab G.T road Peshawar by the Police and 

despite showing all kinds of relevant documents to the Police, SI 
Sher Rehman released them after getting illegal gratification 

of Rs 8000/- from them over which preliminary enquiry by the DSP 

rural was conducted against the appellant to dig out the real facts 

but the appellant failed to submit his reply therefore, the enquiry 

officer recommended him for Departmental proceeding and upon the, 
recommendation of enquiry officer the appellant was proceeded 

departmentally and after completion of ail codal formalities, the 

appellant was found guilty in the enquiry, hence he was awarded \

2-

as sum



major punishment of dismissal from service under Police Rules 1975, 
subsequently his punishment of dismissal was converted into 

compulsory retirement by the appellate authority during his 

departmental appeal.

Para No.3 incorrect. Charge sheet and summary of allegation were 

served upon the appellant, he was called to the office of enquiry 

officer where he denied allegations leveled against him and also 

promised that he would submit his written statement by tomorrow 

but inspite of repeated summons and parwanas, he did not bother to 

appear before the enquiry officer or submit his reply, upon which on 

the recommendation of enquiry officer, the competent authority vide 

OB No. 2988 dated 29.08.2013 awarded major punishment ofj 
dismissal from service against appellant, which was in accordance 

with law/rules.

Para No.4 incorrect. SSP Operations was a competent authority and 

empowered to pass punishment order against SI/ASI under Police 

Rules 1975.

The real fact of Para 5 is that, during departmental appeal, appellant 

was heard in person in orderly room but he could not defend himself, 
allegations leveled against him was stand proved but due to his long 

service of 26 years and 11 months, his punishment of dismissal from 

service has been converted by the appellate authority into 

compulsory retirement from service.

The punishment order of compulsory retirement passed by the 

appellate authority is in accordance with law and liable to be upheld.

3-

4-

5-

6-

GROUNDS.

A. Incorrect. Punishment orders passed by the competent authority and 

appellate authority are accordance with law, legal, and no injustice 

has been committed.

Incorrect. Appeliant was treated according to law/rules.
Incorrect. The appellant was a Police Official and was rightly 

proceeded under the relevant law i.e. Police Rules 1975, hence the 

punishment order against the appellant passed by the authority are 

liable to be upheld.

Incorrect. The appellant was called by the enquiry officer heard him 

in person as well as charge sheet and final show cause notice were 

also served upon him, but he did not submit his replies and failed to 

defend himself on charges leveled against him. (Charge sheet, 
statement of allegations and show cause notice are annexed as "A, bjC"

B-
C-

D-



E- Incorrect. Enquiry officer is responsible to submit his 

findings/recommendations to the competent authority and the 

competent authority is empowered to decide the enquiry report as to 

whether the defaulter official is liable to be punished or not, hence 

both the punishment orders are legal.

Para is incorrect. The charges leveled against the appellant stand 

proved during departmental proceeding wherein all the codal 
formalities were fully observed.
Incorrect. Para already explained in Para No. "4".

Incorrect. The final show cause notice served upon the appellant to 

which he did not bother to reply and was also provided ample 

opportunities of personal hearing for his self defense but he badly 

failed in this regard.

Respondents also seek permission of this honorable Tribunal to raise 

additional grounds at the time of arguments.

F-

G-
H-

I-

PRAYER.

It is therefore most humbly prayed that in light of above facts, 
submissions the appeal of the appellant devoid of merits, legal footing 

kindly be set aside/dismissed.

Provincial Pq1iceJ2ffi€er}^-----
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 

Peshawar.

Capital Gitj Ice Officer,
Peshawar.

Senior Superintendent Of Police, 
Operations, Peshawar.

•■V

J
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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTTJNKHWA PRSHAWAR

Service Appeal No.13/2014.

Mr. Sher Rehman Ex-SI, Police Post Tarnab, 
.................. ......................... ................Appellant.

PS Chamkani, Peshawar

VERSUS.

1. Provincial Police Officer/Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar. 

Capital City Police Officer, Peshawar. 

SenorSuperintendentof Police (Operation), Peshawar.

2.

3.

AFFIDAVIT.

We respondents 1, 2 and 3 do hereby solemnly affirm and declare that 
the contents of the written reply are true and correct to the best of our knowledge 

and belief and nothing has concealed/kept secret from this Honorable Tribunal.

Provincial Poli,£e_Q£Gjcef,----
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

Capital City Police Officer, 
Peshawar.

. Senior Superintendent of Police, 
Operation, Peshawar.

;

/

I
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4
CHARGE SHEETr

Whereas 1 am satisfied that a Formal Enquiry as contemplated by 

Police Rules 1975 is necessary & expedient.

1.

a1And whereas, I am of the view that the allegations if established would 

call for major/minor penalty, as defined in Rule 3 of the aforesaid Rules.

Now therefore, as required by Rule 6 (1) of the said Rules, I Imran 

Shahid Senior Superintendent of Police Operations, Peshawar hereby charge 

You SI Sher Rehman of PP Tarnab PS Chamkani Peshawar on the basis of the 

following allegations that:-

On 10 Jan, 2013 at about 1300 to 1330 hrs, Malik Gul Afzal of ANP 

held a press conference at press club, stated that on 09*^ of jan, 2013 an 

electricity transformer of their area (Daudzai) was out of order, and they 

were shifting the said transformer along with two other transformers to 

Nowshera for repair but they were stopped at Tarnab G.T road by the police 

on duty and despite showing all kinds of relevant documents, they became 

suspicious of being involved theft of transformer. It is also alleged that you SI 
Sher Rehman 1/C PP Tarnab PS Chamkani took a sum of Rs. 8000/- as illegal 

gratification and released them. You SI Sher Rehman was summoned time 

and again telephonically as well as through wireless communication but you 

SI Sher Rehman did not bother to submit your written reply nor produced 

anything in favour of your defence. Therefore you have been recommended 

for proper departmental proceedings against you under the Rule 1975.

By doing this you have committed gross misconduct.

And I hereby direct you further under Rules 6 (I] of the said Rules to 

put in a written defence within 7 days of the receipt of this Charge Sheet as to 

why the proposed action should not be taken against you and also stating at 
the same time whether you desire to be heard in person.

And in ^ase your reply is not received within the specific period it shall 
be presumed that you have no defence to offer and ex-parte action will be 

taken against you.

2.

i 1
!■

I
« 1

ii

3.
r
\\4.
i

l -T
I- •;

5.

!

/

SR SUPERINTENDENT OF POLICE. 
OPERATIONS. PESHAWAR

..f

i
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f
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disciplinary AfTfOM

I Imran Shahid, Senior Superintendent of Police Officer, Peshawar as'i

'■m
competent authority, am of the opinion that SI Sher Rehman of PP Tarnab PS 

Chamkani has rendered himself liable

;
P

\ . 4-xto be proceeded against, as he 
committed the following acts/omission within the meaning of 

the Police Disciplinary Rules 1975.
11section 03 of

STATEMENT OF ALLEGATION
i

On 10 Jan, 2013 at about 1300 to 1330 hrs, Malik Gul Afzal of ANP 

held a press conference at press club, stated that 

electricity transformer of their

ii

on 09th of Jan, 2013 >•an
i

area [Daudzai) was out of order, and they 
were shifting the said transformer along with two other transformers to 

Nowshera for repair but they stopped at Tarnab G.T road by the poli 
duty and despite showing all kinds of relevant documents,

suspicious of being involved theft of transformer. It is also alleged that SI Sher 

Rehman I/C PP Tarnab PS Chamkani took

were ice
on

they became

of Rs. 8000/- as illegal 

was summoned time and

a sum
gratification and released them. SI Sher Rehman

f
1

s

agaia telephonically as well as through wireless communication but SI Sher 

Rehman did not bother £o submit his written reply 

favour of his defence. Therefore he has

f

i

produced anything in 

been recommended for
departmental proceedings against him under the Rule 1975.

nor>

proper
I

For the purpose of scrutinizing the conduct of said 

above
f} is appointed.

THe Enquiry Committee/Enquiry Officer shall in-accordance with the 

provision of the Police Rules (1975), provide reasonable 

hearing to the accused officer/Officials and 

punish or other appropriate action against the accused.

accused with
allegations an Enquiry Officer

K--

opportunity of >
make recommendations as to

PERINTENDENT OF POLICE 
OPERATIONS, PESHAWAR '
/ OX /2013.

to the Enquiry Officer for 
accused under the provision of Police

/ i.-- ■

SR:/

No._/63 E/PA, dated Peshawar the OH
.Copy to the above is forwarded 

initiating proceeding against the 

Disciplinary Rules 1975.

41
V
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SHOW CAUS;:: nWiCE»3

' '>. ( . ;.- ;

■‘7' '

i Sr: Superintendent of Police Operation, Peshawar, as 

(.ompetent authority, under the Nortl^-West Frontier Province Removal

h'oni Sers/ice 19/5, against You SI Sher Rehman of PP Tarnab PS 

: Chamkani Peshawar as foiiows;-

Chat consequent upon the completion of inquiry cci^ducteS"

:v

. \
against you by Pestiawar and 'reeommended5ybtbiSIY/w:y’yy,;-y

Sue: P;ehrnar: or ?P farnab PS Charnkani for Ex-Parte action on the 

bdSJs ot the foilowina ailegation that: 5

On 10 Jan, 2015 at about IS JO to 1330 hrs, Malik Gui Afzai of

Aiyp neld-a press conference at press ciub, stated that on 09^'" of Jan, 

2013 an lectricity transforrvier of fneo' area (Daudzai) was out of

orcsrC; anc they vvere shirtc'ig the said 

othe:

-Ci

ransfornner along with two 

■'epair b(;t they were stopped at 
iarnub i-w j"oad by tne police on dutv ai'iO despite st^owing aii kinds of 

rejevare docurnents, they became suspicious or being involved trieft of

■5.

bansvorrners to Mowsr;erc; for
;

trcnsforme;

PS Charnkani too;
C is aiso aileged that yew $I Sher Rahman T/C PP TarnaD 

o sum of

reioased them. Vou si Sher Rehrnar'
Rs. 0000/" as iilega! gratification and 

was summoned time end again 

wireless comniunication -but you Si 
cvh'j!' Rehn'iOn d;d not ootber to subrnit your '.vrittei'i reply nor produced

)'*v

teiephoniroiiy as wei: as ’trough

aremning in favour of ycr..::- defence. 'rherefore, you have beei-i

monned vor depertmicnta! prodecoings agairsst you under therecum:

rule ibiw,.

thereteve,e re to snow cause as lo v\/ny the 

you and also intimate asforesuid |.;encCy shouic not be irnpesed upon

to pom,desire to b iieeoi in per'v-y},,.'-n

‘d‘
'If no i-ej:2v to tni.? mnotice, is i-eceiveo wChIn stipuiateci period of 

you2;ave no defence to put; in 

and in tlmh; case ari experte,action snali be taken against.you.

sv oen'Veryi It sfiali be !:r’(.V3U!T}6d tn'.'.:

>• ;■

. *■

yd ■■o (V
a- /
2

Cik: uCrCbChi FENDCNT Or'FOL.K:£/ 
■ OPERA"nOCS, rrSHAvVAR
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA,
SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.t'

Service Appeal No.__13 /2014

Mr. Sher Rehman V/S PRO & Others.!

REJOINDER ON BEHALF OF APPELLANT

RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH:

Preliminary Objections:

(1-7) All objections raised by the respondents are 

incorrect. Rather the respondents are estopped to 
raise any objection due to their own conduct, i

FACTS:
Admitted correct by the respondents, so; no 
comments.

1

Admitted correct by the respondents so no 
comments.
Incorrect. The appellant is a civil servant and he is 
to be dealt with E&D Rules of 2011.

2

3

Incorrect. The SSP is not a competent authority in 
case of appellant.

4

5 Incorrect, while the contents of Para-5 are correct.

6 Incorrect. The contents of para-6 are correct.

GROUNDS:

A) Incorrect, while Para-A of appeal is correct.

B) Incorrect, the appellant was not treated 
according to law and rules.

C) Incorrect, the appellant has not been proceeded 
under E&D Rules.

t



1

/r-M D) Incorrect, while Para-D of appeal is correct.\

E) Incorrect. The SSP is not a competent authority 

in the case of appellant.

F) Incorrect, while Para-F of appeal is correct.

G) Incorrect, while Para-D of appeal is correct.

H) Incorrect. No final show case notice was served 

upon the appellant.

I) Legal.

It is, therefore, most humbly prayed that the 

appeal of appellant may kindly be accepted as 

prayed for.

APPELLANT 

Sher Rehman

Through:

( M. ASIF YOUSAFZAI ) 
ADVOCATE, PESHAWAR.

AFFIDAVIT

It is affirmed and declared that the contents of rejoinder are 

true and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief.

DEPONENT



BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA.
SERVICE TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR.

1 • f

i
Service Appeal No.__13 /2014

Mr. Sher Rehman V/S PRO & Others.

REJOINDER ON BEHALF OF APPELLANT

RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH:

Preliminary Objections:

All objections raised by the respondents 

incorrect. Rather the respondents are estopped to 
raise any objection due to their own conduct.

(1-7) are

FACTS:
1 Admitted correct by the respondents, 

comments.
so no

2 Admitted correct by the respondents 
comments.
Incorrect. The appellant is a civil servant and he is 
to be dealt with E&D Rules of 2011.

Incorrect. The SSP is not a‘competent authority in 
case of appellant.

so , no

3

4

5 Incorrect, while the contents of Para-5 are correct. 

Incorrect. The contents of para-6 are correct.6

GROUNDS:

A) Incorrect, while Para-A of appeal is correct.

Incorrect, the appellant 
according to law and rules.

Incorrect, the appellant has not been proceeded 
under E&D Rules.

B) was not treated

C)



D) Incorrect, while Para-D of appeal is correct.

Incorrect. The SSP is not a 

in the case of appellant.

Incorrect, while Para-F of appeal is correct.

Incorrect, while Para-D of appeal

Incorrect. No final show 

upon the appellant.

Legal.

It is, therefore, most humbly prayed that the
appeal of appellant may kindly be accepted as 
prayed for.

E) competent authority

F)

G) !S correct.

H) case notice was served

I)

APPELLANT 
Sher Rehman

Through;

( M. ASIF YOUSAFZAI ) 
ADVOCATE, PESHAWAR.affidavit

rmp declared that the contents of rejoinder
true and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief. are

DEPONENT
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CHARGE SHEKT t

f

Whereas I am satisfied that a Formal Enquiry as contemplated by 

Police Rules 1975 is necessary & expedient

And whereas, I am of the view that the allegations if established would
j call for major/minor penalty, as defined in Rule 3 of the aforesaid Rules.
\ ' ■ : ■

.1

j Now therefore, as required by Rule 6 [1) of the said Rules, 1 Imran
i * '
i Shahid Senior Superintendent of Police Operations, Peshawar hereby charge 

j . You SI Sher Rehman of PP Tarnab PS Chamkani Peshawar on the basis of the
I

j following allegations that:-

On 10 Jan, 2013 at about 1300 to 1330 hrs, Malik Gul Afzal of ANP 

held a press conference at press club, stated that on 09^** of Jan, 2013 an 

electricity transformer of their area (Daudzai) was out of order, and they 

were shifting the said transformer alorig with two other transformers to 

Nowshera for repair but they were stopped at Tarnab G.T road by the police 

on duty and despite showing all kinds of relevant documents, they became - 
suspicious of being involved theft of transformer. It is also alleged that you SI 

I Sher Rehman I/C PP Tarnab PS Chamkani took a sum of Rs. 8000/- as illegal 
gratification and released them. You SI Sher Rehman was summoned time 

and again telephonically as well as through wireless communication but you 

SI Sher Rehman did not bother to submit your written reply nor produced 
an3q:hing in favour of your defenc^^herefore you have been recommended 

for proper departmental proceedings against you under the Rule 1975.

3. By doing this you have committed gross misconduct.

And I hereby direct you further under Rules 6 [I] of the said Rules to 

j . put in a written defence within 7 days of the receipt of this Charge Sheet as to 

why the proposed action should not be taken against you and also stating at 
the same time whether you desire to be heard in person.

And in case your reply is not received within the specific period it shall 
be presumed that you have no defence,to offer and ex-parte action will be 

taken against you. i

I!
i
I

2.

1

ii

1

!

i,

I

!
!

4.

!
(
!

I 5.
i

/

SR SUPERINTENDENT OF POLICE, 
OPERATIONS, PESHAWAR

V \ . V'
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SHOW CA0S>- NOTICE
i \ •.i

> !

J Sr: Superintendent of ltdiice Operation, Peshawar, as 

competent authority, under the Mortlii-West Frontier Province
from Service 1975,

: Chernkani Peshawar as follows:-

Removal ' -j

agai'ist You SI ,Sher Rehman of PP Tarnab PS

.1,
P-9Hhai- consequent upon, the completion

against you by Peshawar and recommended
Sher Rehrnar; of PP Tarnab PS Chatnkani 

Dasss of the fonov\/ing aifegation that:- :

i'
of inquiry ccncJucted 

you SI
for Ex-Parte action on the

'r ..
;

:ni

/"d

On IG Jan, 2013 at about 1300 to 330 hrs, Malik Gui Afzai of 

on 09^"'' of Jan, 
>rmer of tneir area (Daudzai) was out of

'.'I ■■

•j

Ai\iP iieid a press conference at pres:; club, stated tnat

3013 an eledncky trnnsfor ' ' '
i-3

'

order anc they were shifting the said transformer along with two 

other transformers to Mowsi:era forTpair but they were stopped at
; ■' m

fcrnab G.T roi^d by the police on duty and despite showing ai! kinds of 
raievant riocuments, they became suspicious of being invoivsd theft of 

r , tronsforrrier/

PS Chcrnkcn: took

t.c is airy ailegen that ycfj Si'sher Rehman I/C PP Tarnab

3 SUT) of n:s. SifOO/- as illegal gratificatioo and 

summoned time, and again 

ziosc comn-iurdcBtion but you SI ' 

‘.vottan reply nor produced ' 

Therefore; you have been 

p^'oreepiry;- agairjct you under the

I 3^reicased them. Yoii SI Sher Sehmar’ was S3
teiephoniroily as wei! os throijah wirzi'

Sher Rebman 3;a not bothdr to subrnfl: your 

onvtnfno

! mm
Mlo: favour of' vcw.fr damnce' 1

: ceccmT'iiended' vor 'departiTienta! 
o.-ie T- .' -y ; V

.;3U, are, therelmwe,. reryiireci to' snow as TO why rhet-auce
•'Xi

nob oe'imposed upon you and also intliTiate as
, to whether.you oesire ro be heard m pemoo. • ot

:'.lc, ^.r no imply p- thy. notice,

its deihmry, it shah ae oresumed !;n 

ono.fn thapoase an experte action

ilIS .vocfaveo: wThln stipuiated period of. 

youihave no defence to put in ■ 
yiH be tak'Cn against ’.'ou. .■■■

c ^ •n.

/
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/
f. I

. biy- SlwThTpiTENDhGT 0r''O0i KT'' ' 
■ ■ OpricATIONS, PrSHAWAR

• 1 ii 5.
•a:.

7
•h

•t

I



T 1

i s

ii From:- Assistant Superintendent of Police; 
Gulbahar Circle Peshawar.

To:- The Superintendent of Police, 
City Peshawar.

i

[office CfjHt
/PAi

1

S.v CSTY 1 .

\ No_/ii /ST dated Peshawar the // / 03 /2013. NO

Subject:- ENQUIRY AGAINST SI SHER REHMAN OF PP TARNAB PS
CHAMKANT.

Kindly refer to your office Memo; No. 415/ PA SP City dated 15.01.2013. 

Charses/Allegations:- An enquiry against SI Sher Rehman of PP Tarnab PS Chamkani, on the 

I allegations that On 09^*’ of Jan, 2013 an electricity transformer of their area (Daudzai) was out of 

order and they were shifting the said transformer along with two other transformer to Nowshera 

for repair but they were stopped at Tarnab G.T road by the Police on duty and despite showing 

r all kinds of relevant documents, they were not allowed to proceed. The Police

i •
■

i

man on duty
became suspicious that transpored transformer was stolen from some place. The complainant 

alleged that SI Sher Rehman I/C PP Tarnab PS Chamkani took a sum of Rs. 8000/- 

gratification and released them.

I

as illegal

TFie delinquent official 

undersigned was appointed as enquiry officer. i

I conducted inquiry into the matter and summoned, the complainant Malik Gul Afzal 
i and recorded his statement. On 18.01.2013 SI Sher Rehman

Charge Sheeted by SSP Operations and thewas

Grounds;-

was summoned to the office of the 
undersigned for personal hearing and for getting his statement recorded. The SI Sher Rehman

attended the office and denied all the allegations^d promised that he would^subrniThiT™__ written
I9.hi.20i3. But inspite of service of repeated summon and 

^ on him throughPolice Station Chmnkani and telephone. thT'delinqueriromdS^^ not

bother to appear before the undersigned.

: statement to this office by tomorrow i.e

:

I Findinss:- From the above deseribed circumstances the undersigned has come to the conclusion 

i that the said SI Sher Rehman is
-

irresponsible and negligent official and Ex-part action isi
recommended against him.

i

i

Assistant Superin/end^ 
Gulbahar Ci^efrfg^

fice,
lawar.

!

/■

A'V> ■•I

i49J
i

a
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DISCIPLINARY ACTION

I Imran Shahid, Senior Superintendent of Police Officer, Peshawar as 

competent authority, am of the opinion that SI Sher Rehman of PP Tarnab PS 

Chamkani has rendered himself liable to be proceeded against, as he 

committed the following acts/omission within the meaning of section 03 of 

the Police Disciplinary Rules 1975.

STATEMENT OF ALLEGATION
!-

On 10 Jan, 2013 at about 1300 to 1330 hrs, Malik Gul Afeal of ANP 

held a press conference at press club, stated that on 09th of Jan, 2013 an 

electricity transformer of their area [Daudzai] was out of order, and they 

were shifting the said transformer along with two other transformers to 

Nowshera for repair but they were stopped at Tarnab G.T road by the police 

on duty and despite showing all kinds of relevant documents, they became 

suspicious of being involved theft of transformer. It is also alleged that SI Sher . 

Rehman I/C PP Tarnab PS Chamkam took a sum of Rs. 8000/- as illegal 

gratification and released them. SI Sher Rehman was summoned time and 

again telephonically as well as through wireless communication but SI Sher 

P.ehman did not bother to submit his written reply nor produced anything in 

favour of his defence. Therefore he; has been recommended for 

departmental proceedings against him under the Rule 1975.

For the purpose of scrutinizing the conduct of said accused with 

refer^ce . to the above allegations an Enquiry Officer 

r U/ . is appointed.

The Enquiry Committee/Enquiry Officer shall in-accordance with the 

provision of the Police Rules (1975], provide reasonable opportunity of 

hearing to the accused officer/Officials and make recommendations 

punish or other appropriate action against the accused.

1

i

;
'J;

i!

b

r

'i.-proper .
j

1 •V

J

V

\
\

y ■ as to
I f

•. •

:r .
i
•i(•

SR; SUPERINTENDENT OF POLICE,
^ - . OPERATIONS, PESHAWAR.

No._/6^E/PA, dated Peshawar the / oX /2013.
Copy to the above is forwarded to the Enquiry Officer for

/

t

initiating proceeding against the accused under the provision of Police 
Disciplinary Rules 19^75.

•i
t
i



I

, i
■ >.

> _L_ A
:|,r^' >

V?"
. i

felt ..s!'• M i &,.3 m X
Mklik Gul Afzal %W'- /

r JAm ANP!
i iV Senior Vice President ANP PK-8

0313-5978797
0333-5978797

«/
/ . -•I.

CI A?

ij,! Ij-J

• 1
y'*

XDate: /ff/d//xo)^ 7^i/ r
u)/t - ^ L

'■ -I^/// 2^1'h r
. :i

■ r.^/T yy y ’’

I u jh

■ • ■ - !■t!. X ■ -f

y.
y■ - . > . iy ^\j r y —?—:

;• v'

/ I , /
y>' i/jy/iLJy k: ^

^o'y ^
-:-Aiy±yyck-)- y

yyi y ox

U> G/r

' -f.
*o

/

J
leJ--/(y / / ^

rf
<7 .■/ v-^ro//y ip f. ^ p! jy xz y i yx

~x7Xy~^~7^ iX
fw . -w*

}

;;-

(S yjl ^ ^ i^ (X

I// }f f/ ^ i^ ujf ̂  y

i/- A o^f ^

>
/. /, ■t. /u>Ir^ I J ^ faZ y (X} i 'GoO'^^

X’l Xyy^;/: ^'/ oy

£0 yX
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KHYBER PAKHTUNKWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

No. 1691 /ST Dated 13 /10/ 2016

To The S.SP, Operations, 
Peshawar.

Subject: - JUDGMENT

I am directed to forward herewitlh a certified copy of Judgement dated 
30.9.2016 passed by this Tribunal on the above subject for strict compliance.

Enel: As above

regtsirXS
KHYBER PAKH'^NKHWA 

SERVICE TRIBUNAL 
PESHAWAR.

t:•c
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