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1 2 3
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL,
PESHAWAR.
APPEAL NO. 13/2014
(Sher Rehman-vs- Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar and
| others).
30.09.2016 JUDGMENT

PIR BAKHSH SHAH ., MEMBER:

Appellant with counsel (Mr. Muhammad Asif Yousafzai, Advoéate) and
Mr. Muhammad Hayat, Reader alongwith Mr. Muhammad Jan, GP for

respondents present.

2. 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
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_But 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 desvpite showing all kinds of
relevant documents, they became suspicious of being

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

i

Yo




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.

13. 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 pafl, 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 ioenalty 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.




——

6. - Certain record like copies of the statement of Malik Gul Afzal comprising

of threé pages which is in Urdu language and on his personal pgfd, 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 appéared 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
provided to the appellant on complainant Malik Gul Afzal and it appears that
Malik Gul Afzal without appearing before the Enquiry C)Afﬁce'r had just sent his
statement and no opportunity &P cross examination was provided to the éppellant.
In the light of the foregoing reasons, the Tribunal is convinced tﬁat 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.

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'| 7:", |
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| which full o"-pportunity 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.

) (PIR BAKHSH SHAH)
/ MEMBER
, . pe )

(ABDUL LATIF)
MEMBER

ANNOUNCED
30.09.2016
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15.06.2016 Counsel for the appellant and Mr Aziz Shah, HC
- algngwith M. Muhamméd Jan, GP for A'éspondents preszﬁ"
ANA‘l}éguments heard. Accofdance to the gppeliant, no final s]ﬁow
cause notice was issued to him nor wgs any show cause notice
‘ '?"'served _upon him. On the other hand tl;e respondents claim that
after a regular enquiry by ASP Gulbahar, a final show cause notice
Was issued to the a—ppellant 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 on

Lo - 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

Member Mgprber
26.07.2016 Counsel . for the appellant ‘and Mr. Hayat
Muhammad, HC alongwith Mr. Muhammad Jan, GP for
: (;._ B . respondents present. Representative of the respondents
b submitted record copy of which is placed on file. To come
Y, . up for arguments on 7&?&2016. .
Metnber Member
i
v .
. R
01.09.2016 - Counsel for the appellant and Mr. Ziaullah, GP for respondexrlts

present. Learned counsel for the appellant requested for adjournmént.

Request accepted. To come up for arguments on 32-2_% before D.B.

N

Member : M er
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19.11.2015 , Counsel for the appellant and Mr. Usman Ghani, Sr.GP for

LA

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

time therefore, case is adjourned to g o« ?1 - gﬂ M& for arguments.

MEMBER MERVBER

P
08.03:2016 , 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 |
Member M%mber

11.05.2016 Counsel for the appellant and Mr. Usman Ghani, Sr. GP for
respondents present. Counsel for the appellant requested for
- : ~ adjournmént. Request ac epted the case. To cqme up. for
| arguments on 15.6.2016.

- Member

ember
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01.01.20186 Appellant in person and Mr. Muhammad Adeel But.

AAG for the respondents present. The Tribunal is

incomplete. To come up for written reply/comments on

13.03.20186.
Reader.
. 09.03.2015 Counsel for the appellant and Mr. Hayat Muhammad, Reader to

DSP alongwith Addl: AG for respondents present. Para-wise comments
submitted. The case is assigned to D.B for rejoinder and final hearing for

12.10.2015.

Chairman

12.10.2015 Appcellant with counsel and Mr. Azizullah, HC alongwith
Mr. Ziautlah, GP for respondents present. Arguments could not be

hcard duc to shortage of time. To come up for arguments

on /?’//", )"" L -

/.

Member M cr




Fopeecile 12 p0)l,
o /Wd//ijl,éxz/gc[ , ,,,.,2}4,7,4 .

Counsel for the appellant present. Preliminary arguments

e

) ‘heard and case file perused: Counsel for the appellant contended that
the appellant has not been treéted in accordance with law/m1¢s.
Against the order détéd 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 conténded 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-]986. 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 dayé. Thereafter, Notices be issued to the respondents for m

.. submission of written repiy/comments on 27.05.2014

i (1 : 10.03.2014 This case be put before the Final Bench \ for further proceedings.

27 5- 2014 Appé]lant in person and Mr. Bashir Ahmad, DSP(Legai) for
o respondents with AAG present. Written reply has not been received.

5.9.2014 ~ 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 'givéh for written

reply/comments on behalf of the “respondents, positively,

01.01.2015.
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: FORM OF ORDER SHEET
. Court of ) . .
‘Case No. 13/2014 -
SNo. | Dateoforder | Order or other proceedings with signature of judge or Magistrate
Proceedings ' o o '
1 2 3
1 06/01/2014 ~ The app’eat of Mr. Sher Rehman presented today by Mr.
| 1 M. Asif Yousafzai"Advocate may be entered in the Institution
i register and bgtlup to the Worthy Chairman for preliminary
_hearing. , PoE ey s mwa e
t:- o ‘..... - - PR, - - —— [P LA . R
Q-2 // | ‘ -
2_ ) & 7 Th|s case’is entrusted to Primary Be for preliminary
" hearmg to be put up there on’ Z @r Z "‘,Q &/4 (\K
1 K/ Treop osan R e
K .',-4&' v«'f) ‘.....q N ,,,-,,: , -~ [
k] f ! e
bo] - .v-- ’ Y -
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- BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE
B TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.

Appeal No. (3 | _ /2014
‘Mr.SherRehman ~ V/S - PPOand Others.
INDEX
S.No. | Documents _ Annexure Page No.
1. | Memo of Appeal : - 01-03
2. | Inquiry report. -A- 04
3. | Dismissal from service order -B- 05
4. |Appeal.. ' -C- 06
5. | Appellate order -D - 7
6. | Vakalat nama ' 8
PELLANT
- SHER REHMAN »
THROUGH:

ey

( M. ASIF YOUSAFZAI )

ADVOCATE, PESHAWAR.
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL,

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

wn

1.

 PRAYER:

PESHAWAR.

Appeal No. {3 /2014

i ?&‘@%i

: APPELLANT
VERSUS

The Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
Peshawar.

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

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 jdined the Police Force in the year
1986 and lastly the appellant was working as S.I




Police Post Tarnab, P.S Chamkani, Peshawar. The
appellant has good service record throughout.

That th.eappellant 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. -

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

-~ GROUNDS:

A)

B)

)

as Annexure — A.

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.

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.

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

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.

That the appellant has not been treated accordlng to |
law and rules.

That the appellant being civil” servant of the
Provincial Government was proceeded against under
the Police Rules, 1975 and not under E&D Rules:

- 2011, therefore, the whole proceedings were liable

to be struck down on this score alone.




D)

)

.F)

G)

H)

D

That the appellant has been condemned unheard
because the appellant was not served with any show
cause notice and charge sheet nor assoc1ated wnth |
the enqunry proceedings.

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. 4

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 formallties

That the appellant was SI 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.

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 .

That the appellant seeks . permisSion to advance

others grounds and proofs at the time of hearing..

It is, therefore, most humbly prayed that the appeal

of the appellant maybe accepted a W
N LA

PPELLANT
~ Sher Rehman

N

" ( M. ASIF YOUSAFZAI )-
ADVOCATE, PESHAWAR.

THROUGH:
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£ From:- Assistant Superintendent of Police, . 2 A
o Gulbahar Circlc Peshawar.,

To:- The Superintendent of Police, ‘ e
City Peshawar. = TOEEICE CF THE:

SRR i”"‘{'

~

;.No_‘ /35 /ST dated Peshawar the __/£_ /03 /2013, MO, _ﬂé,/ﬂL - é
o T . Lf.:_g,_..._-_.zaﬁ/

' DNOUIRY AGAINST SI SHER REHMAN OF PP TARVAB PS
CHAMKANL o :
Kmdly refer to your office Memo: No. 415/ PA SP City dated 15.01 2013,
Clnrges/Allcgat:ons' An cnqulry against SI Sher Rehman of PP Tarnab PS Chamkam, on the

allugatlons that on 09™ of Jan, 2013 an elcctrlcxty transformer of their area (Daudzax) was out of

: ordcr and they were shifting the said transformcr along with two other transformer to Nowshera

, fall kinds of relevant documcnts they were not allowed to proceed. The Pohce man on duty

became suspicious that transpored transformer was stolen from some place. The complamant'
‘alleged that SI Sher Rehman I/C PP Tarnab PS Chamkani took a sum of Rs. 8000/ as illegal:

. r_; - !
e . grauﬁcduon and rclcascd them. | j \_____\
*f"’-—ﬁl

e delinquent official was Charge -Sheeted by SSP Operatlons and the .

,2 undemgned was appointed as enquiry officer. . . . ' o

Grounds'- I conducted inquiry into the matter and summoned, the complamant Mahk Gul Afzal
and recorded his statement. On: 18.01.2013 SI' Sher Rehman was. summoned to the office of the*

“undersu;ncd for personal hearing and for getting his statement recorded The ST Sher Rehman

attcnded the office and denied all the al]egatlons and promised that he would submit his written

. statcment to this ofﬁccm'i‘e“wm 2013, But inspite of service of repeated summon and

»

U'parwanas on him through Police Station Chamkam ﬁnd telephone, the- de]mquent official did not
. bothcr to appear before the undersigned.

Fmdmgs~ From the above described c1rcumstances the under51gned has come to the conclusnon

'that the said SI Sher Rehman is irresponsible and negligent official a.nd Ex-part action is :

‘e \..n.uluvval v,

iumran  Shahid :,,_afwarded ‘him  the a'b'pve méjorﬂ

Anpcn_! file zafar cic
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ORDER. \ '

This order will dispose off the Departmental Enquiry agamst SI Sher Rehman of PP Tarnab

- Police Station Chamkani on the basis of allegatlons that on 10 ]an 2013 at about 1300 to 1330 hrs, _
Malik G Gul Afzal of ANP held a press conference at press club, stated that on 09t of Jan 201d an

‘:'electrlaty transformer of their area (Daud@ was out of order and they were shnftmg the, :.ald
— .

ransformer along with two other transformers to Nowshera D istrict for repair but they vgere
‘,stopped at place of Tarnab G.T road Peshawar by the pohce on duty and despxte showmg all kmds
.iof relevant -documents, they became susplcxous of being mvolved theft’ of transformer In thls
‘,connectlon St Sher Rehman I/C PP Tamab PS Chamkam took a sum of Rs. 8000/-~as llngaI
ratification and released them. A prehmmary enqmry conducted by DSP/Rural agalnst Si Sher

.:Renman in whlch he was summoned t:me and again teiephomcally as-well as through wxre ess

‘tcommumcahon by DSP/Rural for prellmmary qnqulry but SI Sher Rehman did not bother to submlt

under51gned

[ have gone through the case file and perused the whole record .Also keepmg in view the -

SR SUPERINTENDENT OF POLICE,
. OPERATIONS, PESHAWAR.

_/58’ | ? —— L
So/3 |

:/PA dated Peshawar, the = ztc-?» /2013

~Copy for information & n/actlon to:-

1. The Capital City Police Officer, Peshawar w/rto his office Dy No.
189/PA, dated 11-01-2013.
2 SsP/Cantt & Rural.
3. EC-II,AS,CC&PO _
" 4. FMC with papers. ' N
5. Incharge computer Celi. ( $A= 2.J)

-t oo wmr C L TR YR T LA A N Trrr e LA

N

Appeal file zafar elc




PR RN, P T o

TN T

) R “'3,‘42:,';1‘»4:5.&1'_[93 ”\vum:
-J,tggugu}”ggq (2 A g-mJ_s 2 ao/'z \

éé;08.2013j;/OB/NO 2088 JiF duﬂu)pb(@wm ubfiu#‘” .

NJe |

875 /7{/’5 Lo ﬂ

e B J)u"o/LLOBIZQBSdt 29.8.2013.2247 M <

z_,lpuL/dAa( b’dvuL» fz_,)/:b"fd’l" (T’) :.

, f G L/Ja(,/wdw’d/,ﬁ ()

w—’u oL rdr! B PP d ©

";J,:4fvf;£u6a,djuL/Jf//m,w.@,l.f&quwvﬂ,ﬂo 012013 5 . L

/)l/».;/LL/u"é.a o ﬂ_,tjwi_yu»é A B ruvm,wu“’ //u’ o

' u” w_,wiawé u’if’giu///’!/fafwﬂu:’www Jo sl

| @réﬁ,ﬁ /c.-lfdlub’dla,./ﬂi/vﬁb)‘c-kf _b§oslen§ril J,,ﬁ; bfu"ﬁi/:f

' ffwyb/(u)N,Lb»l?wfu/u(d)/ausf/m' ‘f»/./»LL,JbL)/C«W!)u T

e I YRR ./:’d,»(...’li”:_./ . ‘

O(LSJJ/CWOJ@KC/’J//(% ~"~!_,b,>L,:U- dj‘td,_,,p '(1},3 B

oS e i L/a,.g)l,’w»!,’h)v’/ i uw%/uy"u* 0} -,

‘ &wqu fuuiaudww‘ld;uui bl I 15 wuf"“‘d S bﬁ&é -~-’(4)i£,',

BYEve ts u«,f»‘uob S

u’m;wdw&ul £, F e u..,»t,dmddld) (A)

--,“-"".}UC,Q, L/d/jfw/v 1Lﬂfu"”uL£,JuJAA/JfHuL>Q QA AR (¥ -

s LC:’JC'LJ/ :._)Py‘//b EX- ParteP\JL\w /jfﬁ&!v ‘ | o

\/L)/'//f;b/u“arla(z_,/@wlbfu PIRT L LvLu s ai' () 8
LG g w/J;m{) B vz,,wm}/: FORS

u’J!Ji)/)ua);’wU/plu—/a,wj,ngﬁ/p c.-Ja/dt/'Z'/‘ /‘v"’: U M »./’JIJ’J'L.—/

A

://]4 ¢ _ ' .&JE/T,J-(\.?/L/’ = *’u”‘ubb/’u(/L e STEé

.‘k‘.‘l

?:%Zf)/y el I
/ |

punishment.




C dismlssal from service under PR 197§wby SSP/Ops wde OB No
2988 dated 29/08/2012. " A

The allegations Ievelled against him were that:- -

Nowshera for necessary repalrs in vehicle.

' that the same were stolen from some place

gratlflcat:on and released them.

s .

Hence he recommended formal departmental enqurry aoainst him

allegations and Mr. Ismail Kharak ASP- Gulbahar Peshawar was

punish ment.

'Ai“i‘i%:s:rsf:o

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

S On 10.1. 13 (1300 hrs to 1330 hrs) Malak Gul Afzal :
- Senior Naib Pres:dent PK-8, held press conference
" at press club Peshawar that on 9.1. 2013 the‘

"—- They were . stopped by Pollce at PP Tarnab and:'
unlawfully took into possessnon the. ‘'same

transformers. AII the relevant documents were" !

;. SI Sher Rehman took Rs 8000/—as illegal

On receipt of com'plaint' preliminary enquiry.. 'w.as" |
"marked to Mr. “Muhammad Ishfaq, DSP-Rural who caIIed' h|m
through W|reless/telephon|cally but he did not’ appear before him_

appomted as the E.O. In his ﬁndings he mentioned that the' ) -
deiinquent officer did not appear before .-him desp:te repeated_'gl.';*"

= 2
| < #" . ORDER | S I ’“'

U . This office order will dispose off departmental appea‘l ‘o'f o

‘s Electrlc Transformer of hIS area Daudzal was out of_',"
order - and he along wnth “his compamon was

_.shifting the sald transformer and twp others to"--"

' shown to them but they (Police) were susplcmus o

‘Then he was issued charge sheet and summary of

summons  through parwans/Teiephonic calls, though ‘he” hadh".-:f
promised to give written statement on 19.1.13.. On receipt of the"j‘_'
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 o
Peshawar Imran Shahid awarded him the above major :

| 0 . Appzyl file zaf:irclc % @




; vnew h|s Iong servnce of 26 years & 11 months the pumshment of,

dlsmlssai is converted into Compulsorlly Retlrement from servuce

o ‘BNo: 4//// .- : —
Date IIVRE 2208 | CAPITAL CITY POLICE OFFICER-
"PESHAWAR.’

No ?/56 L /PA dated Peshawar the /&~ /& -

Coples for inf and n/a to the -

2013,

v #1)--..SSP/Ops: Peshawar.
2 PO/EC -I/AS.
:7:3/- EC-1I along with 5. Book and.S. Roll for rnakmg necessary entry e
7 4/ FMC encl: complete FM. \
RRR-7 fﬁcual concerned:’

Appeal file zatar cic
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ORDER

This office order will dispose off departmental appeal of

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
at press club Peshawar that on 9. 1. 2013 the

- Nowshera for necessary repairs in vehlcle.

uniawfully took into possession the Same

that the same were stolen from some place.

gratlflcatlon and released them.

On 'receipt' of complaint, preliminary enquiry was

ex- S]I Sher Rehman who was awarded the major pumshment of | |
. . dismissal from service under PR 1975 by SSP/Ops.: vlde OB No.

.order and he along ‘with his companlon was .

shlftmg the said transformer and two others to.|

transformers. All the relevant documents ‘were

shown to them but they (Police) were susbiciods :

- SI_ Sher Rehman took Rs. 8000/-—as illegal |

Electnc Transformer of his area Daudzal was out of .

- They were stopped by Police at PP Tarnab a'n,d'-." |

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

', through wireless/telephonically ‘but he did not appear before hirh.,

Hence he recommended formal departmental enquiry against him.

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

Then he was issued charge sheet and summary of

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

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 stlpulated period. As such the SSP-Ops:
Peshawar Mr. . Imran Shahid awarded him the ‘above major

punishment.

Appeal Gle zafar eic
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' The allegattons levelle
~_view his long s

. dismissa

: The relevant record has.been perused and also heafd him_ -
in person in OR on 6/12/2013 but he could not. defend h|m self.

d against him has been proved but keeping |n |
ervice of 26 years & 11-months, the punishment of,

| is converted into. Compulsorlly Retlrement from servace '

OBN@
Pate: /? /“7"'20_4{

2/

3/

s/

No A ’56 &4 JPA dated Peshawar“the /&~ /& - 2013
. Copies for inf and n/a to the - - o
"SSP/Ops Peshawar.

PO/EC-I/AS

EC-1I along with S. Book and S. Roll for makmg necessary entry. |
"FMC encl: complete FM ,

Official concerned.

CAPITAL CITY POLICE OFFICER,'
PESHAWAR.

b a3,



— o : o a-Px
£ wfﬁ B - SHOW CAUSE NOTICE - .
Co o P8 Supering endent of t%o’lice Operatibn, ‘PeshawaAr,. as
o : ~Cempetent a\ﬁncrsty, under the 'i\lorth’-wesi: Frontier Province Remov-af ‘
' o Service L1975, against'\'oﬁ S Sher Rehman of PP Tarnab PS
1: R Chamkani b shawar as follows:- .,
Fhat consequent upon the tompletion of inquiry conducted
against you by ASPE Guibahar Pes lawar and recommended you SI
© Sher Rehman of o Tarnab PS Chamkani for Ex-Parte action on the
. Lasis of the foi!-owfi.{, silagation that:. o | -
A 110 Jan, 2613 ot sbout 1300 to 1330 hrs, Malik (; ul Afzai of B
NP stated. that on Og® of Jan,
: sres (Daudzai) wu out of |
ansformer uiﬁﬂ;“ with two '
: E Nowshera for “"e,s:onp‘ed at
R leiNatc ’v" auz‘/' é’u cespite showin icni Kinds of - o
2y B »2ing nvolved fnm’r of
Zher Rehman I op Ta_m'am
as Hlagal gratification an‘d
( s -sumnioned time 2 agéin
: communication but you S
1 wrtien reniv nor. r.,rod..:u
k ' yiou na.‘veﬁ boen
e undér the
i
5 e m, o6 prosumed YOu have no defence to pur in S
o oo
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. undersigried was appointed as enquiry ofﬁcer.z

Grounds:-- I conducted inquiry intg the matter and summoned, the compléinant Malik Gul A.fzal"j

- order and they were shifting the said transformer along with two other transformer to Nowshera
all kinds of relevant documents, they were not allowed to proceed. The.Police man on duty

alleged that SI Sher Rebman I/C PP Tarnab PS Chamkani took a sum of Rs, 8000/~ as illegal

e , . 3
r‘:?’“—wq From:- . . Assistant Superintendent of Rolice; @ ’
S Gulbahar Circle Peshawar. .
: R : To:- ~ The Superintendent of Police, ' ' o e EEE
! : City Peshawar. . (5? EicE CF THE”; L
g L . s LYY |

No / , ﬁf _/ST da_ted Peshawar the gz /037/2013. - ™ "'3:»-——é/~in§f"‘" )

Subject-  ENQUIRY AGAINST SI SHER REHMAN OF PP_TARNAB |p§ RE

CHAMKANI,
- Kindly refer to your office Memo: No. 415/ PA SP City dated 15.01.2013. ‘
Charges/Allegations:- An enquiry against SI Sher Rehman of PP Tarnab PS Chamkani, on the

allegations that on 09" of Jan, 2013 an electricity transformer of their area (Daudzai) was out|of

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

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

_ —
gratification and released themn. LT = ]
* T The delinquent official was Charge Sheeted by SSP Operations and the

attended the office and denjed all the allegations and promised that he would submit his writier—"

statement to this ofﬁcm‘giﬁffﬁfﬁf-ﬁﬁgﬁin_s;ite of service of repeated summon and - -

bother to appear before the uhdersigned.

Findings:- From the abovg described circumstances the undersigncdhas'comc' to the conclusion| - -

A : 7

—a T, S "—‘j

Assistant Superinénd .
Gulbahar Cigglc(Pfs

" parwanas on him through Police Station Chamkani and telephone, the delinquent_ofﬁcial did not

T .
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j !ﬁEFORE THE _SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
 PESHAWAR

~Service Appeal No.13/2014, | ' ‘ |
Mr. Sher Rehman Ex-SI, Police Post Tarnab, P.S Chamkani, Peshawar.

...................... b et enee e ADPPE]ANE.

1-

2-.

3-

Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar
Capital City Police Officer, Peshawar ot

Senior Superintendent of Police (Operations), Peshawar. -
..................................................................... Respondents

Para wise comments on behalf of respondents.

Respectfully Sheweth,

PRELIMINARY OBJECTIONS.
" That the appeal is badly time barred.

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

3. That the appellant has not come to this Honorable Tribunal with clean
hands. |
That the appellant has no cause of action and locus standi.

-5 That the appellant is estopped by his own conduct to file the instant

appeal. ‘ .

6. That the appellant concealed the material facts from Honorable
Tribunal.

EACTS:- _

1- First part of Para No. 1 is pertams to record while rest of Para is
for the appellant to prove

2-  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 Pollce, SI
Sher Rehman released them after getting illegal gratification as sum
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 all codal 'formalities, the
appellant was found guilty in the enquiry, hence he wés awarded




6-
GROUNDS.
B-

|

|

major punishment of dismissal from service under Police Rules 1975,
subsequently his punishment of dismissal was converted into
compulsory retirement by the appelnlate 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 a.nd also
promised that he would submit his written statement by tomorrow
but inspite of repeated summons and parwanas, he did not bothef to
appear before the enquiry officer or submit his reply, upon which on
the recommendation of enquiry officer, the competent authority vude
OB No. 2988 dated 29.08.2013 awarded major punishment of“
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, appellént
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 compdlsory retirement passed by the
appellate authority is in accordance with law and liable to be upheld.

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

appellate authority are accordance with law, legal, and no injustice
has been committed.

Incorrect. Appellant 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, B,C




E- Incorrect. Enquiry officer is responsible to submit his
findings/recommendations to the cbmpetent authority and . the
competent authority is empowered to decide the enquiry report as to
whether the defaulter official is liable to be punlshed or not hence
both the pumshment orders are legal.

F- ~Para is incorrect. The charges leveled against the appellaht stand
proved during departmenfal proceeding wherein all the codal
formalities were fully obsérved

G- Incorrect. Para already explained in Para No. “4”,

H-  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 personaIAhearing for his self defense but he badly
failed in this regard. A o

I- Respondents also seek permission of this honorable Tribunal to raise |
additional _groundé at the time of arguments.

PRAYER.

It is therefore most humbly prayed that in light of above facts,

submissions the appeal of the appellant devoid of merits, legal footmg
kindly be set aside/ dlsmlssed

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,
Peshawar,

Capital ice Officer,

Peshawar.

W

Senior Superintendent Of Police,
Operations, Peshawar.




© BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBU ER PAKH A PESHA
Service Appeal No.13/2014.

Mr. Sher Rehman Ex-SI, Police Post. Tarnab, PS Chamkani, - Peshawar
..................... e e JAPPEllant, -

1. Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar. .
2. Capital City Police Officer, Peshawar.

3. Senor Superintendent of Police (Operation), Peshawar.

AFFIDAVIT,

We respondents 1, 2 and 3 do heréby 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. -

é(?v;:;i;l olige Officer, —
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

; ‘ . Senior Superintendent of Police,
' Operation, Peshawar.
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1. Whereas | am satisfied that a Formal Enquiry as contemplated by

CHARGE SHEET

Police Rules 1975 is necessary & expedient.

2. And whereas, | 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, | Imran
Shahid Senior Superintendent of Police Operations, Peshawar hereby charge
You Sl Sher Rehman of PP Tarnab PS Chamkani Peshawar on the basis of the

following allegations that:-

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 on 09t 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 Tarriab PS Chamkani took a sum of Rs. 8000/- as illegal
gratification and released them. You SI Sher Rehman was summoned time

and agaiﬁ 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 unde.r the Rule 1975.

3. By doing this you have committed gross misconduct.

4. 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.

5. 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.

b
SR SUPERINTENDENT OF POLICE,
OPERATIONS, PESHAWAR
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| DISCIPLINARY ACTION @ \

[ Imran Shahid, Senior Superintende_nt of Police Officer, Peshawar as v :
competent authority, am of the opinion that SI Sher Rehman of PP Tarnab PS o

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

vy
hmw@:s%

e

e,

PR T - S 0

committed the following acts/omission within the meaning of section 03 of
the Police Disciplinary Rules 1975,

' T SEh
i e

STATEMENT OF ALLEGATION I R

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 09t of Jan, 2013 an

[
electricity transformer of their area (Daudzai) was out of order, and they s 1; &

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 Y
on duty and despite showing all kinds of relevant documents, they became o | ) .

suspicious of being involved theft of transformer Itis also alleged that SI Sher

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

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

agaln. telephomcally as well as through wireless communication but SI Sher
Rehm n did not bother {o submit his written reply nor produced anything in
favour. of his defence. Therefore he has been recommended for proper o
departmental proceedings against him under the Rule 1975, ' _ , "l - :

For the purpose of scrutinizing the conduct of said accused with

reference , to  the  above ~ allegations  an Enquiry  Officer E
is abpointed. | '

The Enquiry Committee/ thuiry 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 as to

punish or other appropriate action against the accused.

/_/ l//
,/ SR: PERINTENDENT OF POLICE

N OPERATIONS, PESHAWAR,
No. /63 E/PA, dated Peshawar the Y / OX [2013. T}

Copy to the above is forwarded to the Enqu1ry Officer for ™
initiating proceeding against the accused under the provision of Police
Disciplinary Rules 1975,
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA,

SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No._ 13 /2014

Mr. Sher Rehman V/S PPO & Others.;

RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH:

f e

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. '
FACTS: ’ |
1 Admitted correct by the respondents, so; no
comments. '
2 Admitted correct by the respondents so no
comments. | .
3 Incorrect. The appellant is a civil servant and he is -
to be dealt with E&D Rules of 2011.
4 Incorrect. The SSP is not a competent authonty in
case of appellant.
5 Incorrect, while the contents of Para-5 are correfct.
6 . Incorrect. The contents of para-6 are correct.
GROUNDS:
A) Incorrect, while Para-A of appeé;l is correct.
B) Incorrect. the apbellant was not treated
according to law and rules. o
C)

Incorrect. the appellant has not been proceedcd
under E&D Rules |




E)

F)
G)

H)

Y

AFFIDAVIT

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

Incorrect, while Para-D of appeal is correct.

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

|
i
| |
Incorrect, while Para-D of appeal is correct.

Incorrect. No final show case notice was served
upon the appellant.

' LegaL

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

APPELLANT !
Sher Rehman

Through: 4 Q“I

( M. ASIF YOUSAFZAI )
ADVOCATE, PESHAWAR.

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

!
%«zf !

DEPONENT |




BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA,
SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No.__ 13 /2014

Mr. Sher Rehman V/S PPO & Others.

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

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

RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH:

o 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.

EACTS:

1 Admitted correct by the respondents, so no
comments. '

2 Admitted correct by the respondents SO . no
comments.

3 incorrect. The appellant is a civil servant and he is
to be dealt with E&D Rules of 2011.

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

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.

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




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 sﬁow case notice was served

upon the appellant.
D) 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 beljef.

/SL,;

DEPONENT
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1. Whereas | am satisfied that a Fo;rmal Enquiry as c'ontemplated by

CHARGE SHEET

Police Rules 1975 is uecessary & expedient.

2."  And whereas, I am of the view that the allegations if established would -

. call for major/minor penalty, as defined 1n Rule 3 of the aforesaid Rules

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

Shahld Senior Superintendent of Police Operations, Peshawar hereby charge

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

following allegations that:- o .

/On 10 ]an',‘2013 at about 1300 to 1330 hrs, Malik Gul Afzal of ANP

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

: electrlcnty transformer of their area (Daudzal) was out of order and they

were shlftlng the sald transformer along with two other transformers to
Nowshera for repair but they were stopped at Tarnab G.T road by the pohce

on duty and desplte showmg all kinds of relevant documents, they became.

~_suspicipus of being involved theft of transformer. It is also alleged that you SI

Sher-.Rehman 1/C PP Tarnab PS Chamkatti took a sum of Rs. 80’00/- as lllegal |
gratification and released them. You SI Sher Rehman was summoned time

and agaln telephonicallyfas well as throulgh wireless communication but you

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

anything in favour of your defence hetefore you have been recommended

for proper departmental proceedings against you under the Rule 1975.

3. By doing this you have comnaitted gross misconduct ‘

4. 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 statlng at
the same time whether you desire to be heard in person.

5 And in case your reply is not received withir the specific period it shall

be presumed that you have no defence to offer and ex-parte action will. be

taken against you !

R S

. ' SR SUPERINTENDENT OF POLICE,
OPERATIONS, PESHAWAR
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| No__ /3K /ST dated Peshawarthe [ /03/2013,

LT

SV

From:- Assistant Superintendent of Police;, @ \
[ ~ - Gulbahar Circle Peshawar. :

i
§

o Toﬁ- The Superintendent of Police, ‘ . SR,

City Peshawar.

et g f‘(rTHE
(“”'Hj.ur CITY

1Y ,él,liw *'p’i\“

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

: Kmdly refer to your office Memo: No 415/ PA SP City dated 15 01 2013 _
Charges/Allegatlons - An enquiry against SI Sher Rehman of PP Tarnab PS Chamkani, on the 8

' L allegations that on 09" of Jan, 2013 an electrlclty transformer of their area (Daudzai) was out of

order and they were shifting the said transformer along with two other transformer to Nowshera
g for repair but they were stopﬁed at Tarpab G.T road by the Police on dutyA and despite showing.: .
~all kinds of relevant documents, they were not allowed to proceed. The Police man on duty
became suspicious that transpored transformer vtfas stolen from some place "The cotnplainant :

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

~— The delinquent official was Charge Sheeted by SSP Operations and the

undersigned was appointed as enquiry officer.

Grounds:- I conducted inquiry into the matter and summoned, the complainant Mdl]k Gul Afzal
and recorded his statement. On 18.01.2013 SI Sher Rehman was summoned to the ofﬁce of the

under51gned for personal ‘hearing and for gettlng his statement recorded The SI Sher Rehman

statement to this office by tomorrow 1.€19.01 2013 Mfr sew

'parwanas on him_through Police Station Chamkani and t _e]_e_p_llgge the dellnquent official did not_ :

bother to appear before the under51gned

Fmdmgs - From the above described c1rcumstances the undersigned has come to the conclusmn

that the said SI Sher Rehman is irresponsible and negligent ofﬁc:lal and- Ex-part action is -

| recommended against him. , ' St S

‘M ]Sﬁfé@ , /71’)) /3 %“L \\\M ‘T‘ \\/\9\9\
e ol
ol g"\\gw SN

gratification and released them. - oo ' \__..

attended the office and denied all the al]egatlons and promised that he would submit his written |




. DISCIPLINARYACTION ‘. - \

" I Imran Shahid, Senior Superint_endent of Police Officer, Peshawar as

competent authority, am of the opiniori that SI Sher Rehman of PP Tarnab PS
' Chamkani has rendered himself . liehle to be proceeded - against, -as he

commltted the follow1ng acts/omlsswn w1th1n the meaning of ‘section 03 of -

the Police Dlsc1phnary Rules 1975.
STATEMENT OF ALLEGATION

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

.electr1c1ty transformer of their area (Ddudzal] was out . of order, and they

~were shifting the said transformer along with two other transformers to - . "":_ 5]
* Nowshera for repair but they were stopped at Tarnab G.T road by the police
g - on duty and despite showing all kinds of relevant documents, they" became

i . susp1c1ous of being involved theft of transformer Itis also alleged that SI'Sher

St e ety

~ Rehman 1/C PP Tarnab PS Chamkam took a sum of Rs. 8000/ as 1llegal '
gratification and released them Si Sher Rehman was summoned time and" N
agaln telephonically as well as through wireless communlcatlon but SI Sher -~ |

Rehman did not bother to submlt his written reply nor produced anything in

favour of his defence. Therefore heihas been recommended for proper

departmental proceedings against him under the Rule'1975

For the purpose of scrutlnlzmg the conduct of said accused with

the

reference to

above allegatlons an  Enquiry  Officer .

_1s appomted

I L ' - The Enqulry Commlttee/Enqmry Ofﬁcer shall in- accordance w1th the
L provision of the Pohce Rules (1975) provide reasonable opportumty of .
hearlng to the accused offlcer/Ofﬁaals and. make recommendatlons as to

pumsh or other approprlate actlon agalnst the accused.

oo SR: PERINTENDENTOFPOLICLA

~ S OPERATIONS, PESHAWAR.
No. /b3 E/PA, dated Peshawarthe QY /oA /2013

Copy to the above is forwarded to the Enquiry Officer for ™/

PP I NN S N JO U I T

1n1tratmg proceedmg against the accused under the prov1310n of Pollce

' L Dlsc1phnary Rules 1975.
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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 compllance

Encl: As above

REG

KHYBER PAKHRUNKHWA -~

SERVICE TRIBUNAL
PESHAWAR
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