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Form- A
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898/2022

Date of order
proceedings

Order or other proceedings with signature of judge

2

08/06/2022

Worthy Chairman for proper order please.

REGISTRAR

and his counsel for the date fixed.

2

CHAMRMAN

Learned counsel for the appellant present. Preliminary

argiiments heard and record perused.

Points raised need consideration. The appeal is

itted for regular hearing subject to all iegal objections. The
ellant is directed to deposit security and process fee within
lays. Thereafter, notices be issued to the respondents for
nission of

reply/comments. To come up for written

\ -

(Fareeha Paul)
Member (E)

y/comments on 10.08..2022 before D.B.

The appeal of Mr. Hameedullah resubmitted today by Roeeda Khan

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

This case is entrusted to Single Bench at Peshawar for preliminary

hearing to be put there on 25~ €- 2-2—Notices be issued to appellant




The appeal of Mr. Hameedullah son of Ahmad Ex-Constable No. 3310 District Nowshera
received today i.e. on 02.06.2022 is incomplete on the following score which is returned to the
counsel for the appellant for completion and resubmission within 15 days.

1- Check list has not been dully filled in.

2- Affidavit may be got attested by the Oath Commissioner.

3- Application for condonation of delay is unsigned.

4- Details of documents are not given on the flags.

5- Copy of final show cause notice mentioned in the memo of appeal (Annexure-F) is
not attached with the appeal which may be placed on it.

6- Copy of departmental appeal is incomplete which may be completed.

7- Annexures of the appeal are not in sequence which may be annexed serial wise as
mentioned in the memo of appeal.
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BEFORE THE

KI-IYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL

_ Appeal No.

: PESHAWAR

gf@ of 2022

Harneed Ullah Ex—Constable No. 33 10 Pohce Line Drstrlct Mardan

VERSUS

Appellant

oooooooooo

" District Police Officer Mardan

1)
2)  Regional Police Officer Mardan.
3) The Provincial Pohce Ofﬁce1 KPK Peshawar
........... Respondents :
- INDEX
[SNo. | Description of documents [ Annexure | Pages
1. |Memo -of Appeal with}| E 1-4°
| verification B
2. Application for condonatxon - 586
-of delay. -
3. | Addresses of the parties | 7
4. Affidavit B . 8
5. | Copy of 491 Petition A QN
6. Copy of FIR B | \2-
7. Copy of bail order C 2 -1F
| 4. Copy of charge sheet and D&E o e
ey O b SR
15. | Copy of reply of final showv F PP
| cause notice : , ‘ < - P
6. - | Copy of impugned order TG 2
7. Copy of Departmentalv’ H&L &\“\\ 25
' Appeal and rejection order ] | a2\
8. Copy of revision Pet1t1on J 2550 M\
9. Wakalat Nama ‘ .
o Yy
~ Dated 02/06/2022 4
| - Appeli.:aTrt“ —_ .
Through % /
- ' Roeeda

* Advocate, High Court,

Peshawar. -



BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL,
- -~ PESHAWAR. - -
Appeal No. __ ~ 0f2022

Hameed Ullah S/o sher Ahmad Ex-Constable No. 3310 Rfo Zor-Mondi PO
Miyar tehsil and District Nowshera. I ) | |
_ L e .... Appellant

VERSUS

1)  District Police Officer Mardan.
~2)  Regional Police Officer Mardan.
- 3)  The Provincial Police Officer KPK Peshawar.

APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF THE _KPK
SERVICE _TRIBUNAL ACT, 1974, AGAINST
THE IMPUGNED ORDER DATED 25/10/2021
WHEREBY __MAJOR PUNISHMENT __ OF
. DISMISSAL _FROM SERVICE HAS BEEN
'AWARDED TO THE APPELLANT AGAINST
WHICH . THE APPELLANT __ FILED
DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL ON_ 11/11/2021
WHICH HAS BEEN REJECTED ON 05/04/2022

ON NO GOOD GROUNDS.

Praye‘r:' |

On  acceptance of this appeal ~ both  the
impugned orders dated 25/10/2021 -and rejection
order dated 05/04/2022.may kindly be set aside and
the appellant may kindly be reinstate on his service.
alongwith all back benefits. | | |

RespectfullV,Sheweth-:':
FACTS
| The appellant réspéctfully sﬁbmits as under:-

1) That the appellant has been appoihtéd as Constable

~with réspbndent /Department since long time.

- 2)' That aﬁéf appointment.'the appellant performed his
~ duty with full devotion and hard work and 1o



3)

4)

5)

6)

_ 2

_complaint whatsoever has been made “against the

~appellant.

That the appellant has “been 1lle fally "and un-
Justrﬁably has been taken by the SHO Police Stat1on
Rlsalpur on 17/02/2021 and kept the appellant ‘his

. .1llegal confinement agamst which the - brother of
‘ _appellant namely Muhammad Ayub ﬁled 491

- Petition before the court concerned for the production

of . the appellant. from the 1llegal confinement on

24/02/2021 (Copy of 491 Petrtron and order as

| Attached as Annexure- A)

That as a result of 1llegal action mention in Para-3 the

- SHO of Pohce Station Risalpur charge the appellant

‘ina false and fabricated cr1m1nal case FIR No..58
dated 04/03/2021 u/S 395-PPC Police Station |
'Rlsalpur it 1s pertrnent to mentlon here that the

.appellant has not been drrectly charge m the~

mentioned FIR. (Copy of FIR is . attached as -

| AnnexureQB).

That the appellant has been bail ousted “from the -
above crrmrnal ‘case by the Peshawar ngh Court

Peshawar on. 26/03/2021 (Copy of bail order is

| .attached as ,Annexure-C) |

That a charge sheet and statement of alt egatlon has

- been issued to the appellant on. 30/03/2021 by the.

respondent Department whlch has ‘been properly
replied by the appellant whereby the appellant denied

all the allegatrons leveled aoamst the appellant.

| ‘_(Copy of charge sheet and reply is- attached as

Annexure- D&E)



.
. appellant which has been properly replied by the

8)

'1@

A

" B).

. — 2‘,.

That a ﬁnal show cause notlce has been issued to the

appellant whereby the appellant demal all the
' allegat1on level against the appellant. But un lucky

the appellant has not been kept the copy of charge

~ sheet. (Copy of reply_of final show cause notice is

' -attached as Annexure- F).

.That on 25/10/2021 the 1mpugned order has been

1ssued agamst the appellant Whereby the appellant

“has been dismissed from service on the allegatlon of

involvement of the said criminal case. (Copy of

impu'gned order is attached as'A-'nnexure G) |

That the appellant submitted Departmental Appeal i
on11/1 l/2021wh1ch has been reJected on 05/04/2022 |

~ onno good grounds (Copy of Departmental Appeal

and rejectlon order are attached as annexure H&I)

| That the appellant submitted rev1510n pet1t10n on
_11/04/2022 agalnst the 1mpugned order. (Copy of =

- revision pet1tlon is attached as annexure- .

GRoUNDs‘

That the 1mpugned orders dated 25/ 10/2021 and

'05/04/2022 are void and 1llegal because it has been.

passed Wlthout full ﬁllmg the codal formalities.

That the FIR in wh1ch the appellant has been falsely

1mphcated has been lodge against the un—known -

) 'person and the appellant has been charged in 161

statement of the co- -accused in the above mentloned :

‘case which has no value. .



e

'That no Departmental Inqurry has’ been 1n1t1ated'-‘
,agamst the appellant before 1mposmg rnaJor penalty

which is mandatory. |

_That no statement of wrtness has been recorded and'
no opportumty of personal hear1ng has been provided |

to the appellant

- That the: respondent Department should be waited

for the dec1sron of the criminal cases

-‘Itv is therefore most humbly prayed .that On

acceptance of thrs appeal both the 1mpugned orders dated

25/10/2021 and rejectron order dated 05/04/?022 may

kmdly be set as1de ‘and the appellant may kindly be

relnstate on hrs servrce alongw1th all back benefits.

Any other remedy which this august tribunal deems

fit that may also onward grante,d'in favor of .appellant.-'

Verlﬁcatlon

Appellant/

Dated 02/06/2022

Through

- " Roeeda Khan

‘Advocate, High Court,
‘Peshawar.’

Verified that the contents of the above appeal are
true and correct ‘to the best of my knowledge and

‘Deponent



BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL
PESHAWAR.
Appeal No _ of 2022

Hameed Ullah S/o sher Ahmad Ex Constable No 33 10 R/o Zor Mond1'
P/O Miyar tehsil and District Nowshera

Ceeenenens Appellant.
. VERSUS'
1)  District Police Officer Mardan.

2) Reglonal Police Officer Mardan. |
3) The Provmcral Police Officer KPK Peshawar

ceesesreans Respondents

 APPLICATION FOR_CONDONATION OF DELAY (IF
. ' = a | ) | “ | ' . . ) '

Respectfully Sheweth

1) | _That the pet1t1oner/appellant has ﬁled the accompamed

- appeal today in wh1ch no date has yet been ﬁxed

2) Thé}t petitinner/appellant_ has a good prima facie case
and is hopeful for its success and 'the' gr‘-ounds’
mentioned in appe.al.may be treated as integral part of

this application.* |

3) That there are many Judgment of the supreme Court

that cases should be dec1ded on merlt rather then on

- technicality.



]

'5‘ | N | It ls; therefore, most humbly prayed that on
acceptance of this appllcat1on the delay if- any may be
condoned in the 1nterest of justice. . o L |

 Dated 02/06/2022 | - |
.. Petitioner /Appellant

Through , |

: Rooeda Khan ‘

Advocate, ngh Court
Peshawar ‘

AFFIDAVIT

Harneed Ullah S/o sher Ahmad Ex-Constable No 3310 R/o Zor
‘. Mond1 PO Mlyar tehsrl and D1str1ct Nowshera do hereby'
. 'solemnly afﬁrm and declare on oath that the content of the aboveﬂ
: ,apphcatron are true and correct to the best of my knowledge and |
belief and nothlng has been kept secret and concealed from th1s
Hon;ble Tribnnal.‘ | o |

\ég\m

| ‘DEPONENT
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL,
PESHAWAR. - | o |

AppealNo.____ of2022
Hameed Ullah S/o sher Ahrhad Ex-Constable No. 33 10 R/o 'Zor. Mondi
PO Miyar tehsil and-‘DAistrict'Nowshera. | R o

| ~ IR JRTrereey Appellant -

VERSUS - -
| I) . District vPolice_ O'fﬁcer Mardan.
2)  Regional Police Officer Mardan.© =
3)  The Provincial Police Officer KPK Peshawar. -

vesaeranens '_Resp(')ndents

 ADDRESSES OF THE PARTIES -
Appellant - | |

Hameed Ullah S/0 sher Ahmad Ex-CbnstabIe No. 3310 R/o Zor
- Mondi PO Miyar tehsil arid District Nowshera. ~ *
Respondents | |
1) | Distriét_Policg: Officer Mardan.
- 2) Regional Police Officer Mardan.- :
| 3) Thie Provincial Police Officer KPK Peshawar.

" Dated 02/06/2022 o g
I ' - Appellant

~ Through

: Réoeda Kﬁah

Advocate, High Court,
Peshawar.
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‘ BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL
' PESHAWAR ’
Appeal No . f 2022

: Hameed Ullah S/o sher Ahmad Ex-Constable No 3310 R/o Zor Mondi

P/O Miyar tehsil and District Nowshera |
T e ,Appellant |

VERSUS
R District Police Officer Mardan.
2) . Regional Police Officer Mardan. :
3) The Prov1nc1al Pohce Ofﬁcer KPK Peshawar. .

eeseeanone Respondents

AFFIDAVIT |

Hameed Ullah S/o sher Ahmad Ex-Constable No. 3310 R/o:ior Mondi

PO Mlyar tehsil and Dlstnct Nowshera do hereby solemnly afﬁrm and

“declare on oath that the content of the above apphcatlon are true and -
'. Acorrect to the best of my knowledge and behef and-nothmg ‘has been

kept secret and concealed from this Hon ble Tr1bunal




‘_:‘,“‘ ' ’ .~ e
BEFORE TH O,
| ¢ . E COURT OF SESS‘ONS JUDGE
o . NOWSHERA

. guhammad Ayub Slo Sher Ahmad
esident of Zor Mand| PO; Miyar Tehsil & Dlstt Nowshera.

. e _ - | F’etltnoner
V E RSU S
1 SHO PS Rlsalpur o
Resgonden -

| APPLICAT!ON UNDER SECTION 491 CR.P.C FOR

Ronucnou OF DETENUEE HAMEED ULLAH o

- slo SHER AHMAD FROM RESPONDENT ..

'Respectfuiiuy Shewth:-
o tis submltted as ! deer:-- 4

oL 1- ThaL’Qe petitio
- /}esently hvmg at the above said vucnmty.; '

2- That the detnuee Hamee
© s the brdther of the petmoner

3-'_T=ha't the - local’ pohce of PS
17-02-2021 taken away forcxbly t

house wnthout any \egal charge.

4-That the local police of the
~ denying regardmg the
wlth_out any legal Justmcatlon

scanned with CamScannar

d Ul\ah aged about 35 years |

R . . . . . ) ’ :
T SRRV P - ’ '
. . i -+ :
o . . N

ner is' Pakistani- by Nétionéf and

:Risa\pur on

he detnuee from his -

Pohce Statlon Rlsa\pur is
presence of the detenue -



s ,
] 5- That the sald act of the’ responde\\ls ﬂ egal agalnst
law and facts

6- That theé respondent have no legal right

detunes in il-legal conflhe‘ment.
\

to kept the |
'7- That the respondent is |egally bound to produce the
detenues bafore the concern court with 24 hours.

T Is THEREFORE MOST HUMBLY PRAYED
| THAT ON ACCEPTNACE OF THIS PETITION THE
... DETUNEES (BROTHER OF - PETITIONER) MAY.
", KINDLY BE RECOVERED FROM THE CLUUTCHES
" OF. RESPONDENT AND HANDEDOVER TO THE
i 'PETITONER BEFORE THIS HONORABLE COURT

| Dated: 24:02-2021. " Ppetitioner
. “Through Counsel:- o

(MIAN ARSHAD JAN) |

. E Advocate Hnéh Court

Advocate Supreme Court
Dtstnct Courts Nowshera

AFFlDVIT -

| l do hereby solamn\y affirm and declare on oath that the contents of the. .

applicatlon are true and correct t0 the best of my knowledg? and belief and«

" o - | DEPONENT

. Scanned with CamScanner
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| FORM-A
- . . FORM OF ORDER bHEI‘T

IN I‘HE COURT OF ADDIT lONAL SL‘S?[ONS JUDGE-V,
N()WSHLRA.

CASE#_
' TI l‘LL‘ Mubammad Aynb Vs SHO Rl\.l]l)lll‘

£ ! . 'y [ R ) I}
: [ . HER B
L <. Py . L INGS l I‘l SIG \ ?

ok o . | S S — ]

rder....02 4 The ins '
er 0 24" Feb,2021 A The instunt petition” w/s 491 Cr.P.C rucuiVed from the |-

: . court of learned Sessions Judge, Nowshera. Bc_chcckc.d and

ehcred oo relevant register, .

. Muhumimad -Ayub, petitioner  submitted " the
: pr«.sent petition under section 491 Cr.p.C for the| | ..
production of detenuee namely Hameed Ullah s/o
| Sher &hmad brother of petltxoner as he has xlleﬂally
been wnhmf‘ by lprondunL It s <.onL(.ncl<.d thut
detenuee hm._.llc"ally and L.n-JUbLIﬁa ly been Laken |
by the u\ponrlcm on ‘7.02.2021 and till to date he

al.d his sun is in illegal confinement f respondent.

\ ' : . K was not ~produ<:cd before anyfcompetc'_nt'cbmt of law
\ , \ ' ' C \1n oxdu to verify the contention of petitioner; Bailiff
\\ bf this Courg s directed to visit the 'policc stution '
\ Risolpur, 10w Llut whether detenuee ‘named above
‘\1', in illegal c.-mﬁm.rncnt in the POllLL Station
\Rm v, oF Ay case has been r(mslum .l"‘llln‘i

him or he 18 fepally been arrested hy palice. e is

o o
\l : \ ‘ ‘alb&, c..rc.w‘d (o check the relevant register of viR
'hmcf Daily Diery ® order to ascertain the fact that
whether any case 18 1e;,1=.Lured &”"llnb\'. him or noL

of the relevant documt.n.s be pxocun.d uom
it is !ound that detenuee
hen SHO be cm,cted Lo

i

t Copics !
\ ‘ . | SHO in court b perusal. 1l ‘\
» L invaive dn ;my case, t

4ncl detenuce pamed above bc

24,02, 2021.

is no

attend” L1 L()Lul

\ 5 '-produrm bcm,c: the court today j.e
| :>aucd LQ Lcsponduﬂ.

~

h.n the date

‘Notice ulse bu

l, - .
\ o . '
Vo figed. :
| ‘ ' ’
\ : , =_ A

| . SUMERA WALL
T ) Additional Gessiont Judge-Y
| ' 3 Noswsheri.

P

:\ai : . _,,_.—-—4"':___’,.-: - - ‘ ) - -
[ cal

i' PR R A e T e T e = I
B .—-—-_.——-——'—‘A..

’ WERLITUTL Bena
Scanned with CamScanner
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FORM-A ' WC7

FORM OF ORDER SHEET

B \‘cif..\?;} .

Petition #.

N THE COURT OF DISTRICT & SESSIONS JUDGE, NOWSHERA.

1

-‘;‘-l:l:lTLE-M-Q}M/( rl\J/lLb ‘....Vchtlﬁ...Tllc State-ete

W5y OF ORDER OF | DATE OF ORDER ORDER OFO’N'\ERP’ROCEEDINGS WITH SIGNATURL QF JUDGH |
(PROCCEDINGS (17 PROCEEDINGS [HAT OF PARTIES OR COUNSEL WHERE NECESSARY.
The instant petition lided shove ken ant fram the petition |
box. ehecked und found correet. put up belore the letned Court l'g\u' ‘
(423 . order, please. ' ' v
Bl il . [ 2
s, _ Reuder,
B Sessions Court,
; f Nowshera.
} ) . .
Order---01 )/7 } 749,/ Emt.'\ist,cd,v.t'o the court of learned ASJ-. v =) vl
- | Nowshera, for disposal. . . - ' c
Sh:\l’gn;ﬁ‘/ﬂucccl Khattak
Session udge, Nowsherd. |-
l
’ !
A it ‘
: !
‘\.
: |
i
' : !
L |
’ : . |
. 1 R T . I

* gcanned with CemScanner
.




.JUD‘_GMENT SHEET -
(Judicial Department)
Date of hearmg 26. 03 2021

Afﬂd;\ and Shams-ul -Haaq, advocates for
petitioner.

M/s’ Mtan Arshad Jan, Munammad Jaz\’v

Mr. Umar Farooq AAG for the Stata

, Mr Muhammad Muazzam Buu advocaxe for,,
_ the complamant .

o
;_AL.,JAN KHATTAK. J,s For the raasor\s

lecorded in the connacted Cr. M;B.A,.,No, '
| 836-P of 2021, tnis pemlon is allowed and It
is ditected thatthe pem\oner be relaased on
pail 'sub;acx to tns’ turmshmg ban Donda in

| :
the sum of Rsﬂ 00. OOO/- wnn two su(eueb L Vo

'each in the 1ike amount to thc. bat\stacuon of

learned U\di COUII v o » . . /

ey

P TY L aiab i
Au"\n!n..-a IO
Tpne CHIST et

¥
* gcanned with CnmScannév



LU

M/s Mtan Arshad Jan. Muhammad Jamal

: pemloners ' h;wu

N 3.. Though n is. the prose

. py the petiti®

JUDGMENT SHEET
(Judiclal Department)
Date of hearlng 28. 03 2021.

Afndil and Shams-ul-Haq. advocates for the
petitioners. :

M., U[rnar Farooq, AAG far 1he Stuty.

Mr. N{uhammad Muazzam Bun advocate for
the complamam

JUDGMENT

LAL ,:AN?KHATTAKJ_';L_- Throug'h this

judgment. o shall ~ aiso ‘decide
Cr.M.B.ANOC.BIT-P - of o217 uiYed f
“Hameaouuan Vs, Tne Stale"vas both 1tne
petmon: have emandted from same FlR

No 58 oalcd Q4. 02.2021 under secuon: 3954

365/342/412 PPC regla\erud at Pohc.p

Station Ru:dlpur NOWShdId wncruxr_\ the

peen ‘charged ~for .

committing rorJDery

2 Argumema heard and record gonv

through- ‘ ‘
cution case ihal

l ¢ 5oteo
an amount of Rs.1.10 00,000/ was. 199t
ners wn\ch one 1jaZ. Cashief gt—

M/s Knyber Tooacco Mardan had col_\ecmd

" posnawar#ilgh Coun

Scanned with CamsScanner
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o
a

. © trom the ’ Compuny,’s' ‘gistributors  at o

Sargodha and Chakwal but pronounced

aapem of the case s tha! nanner statemanta

of the distnbu\orb. trom whom' the monay . )
was_ couacted have peen recorded ‘nor |
\nvéi:i\gdt\ng otticer  of -\ne Cusy has
associated © casmer ljaz in ma case. uo'us to B
bring nis yiew point on_record Though, o
according 1 the prosacutloh. an amoun! of

Rs.80, oo OOOI~ nas pesn racowrad on the : _' .
po\ntauon o( pmu\oner sharituliaht put sa_id ' |
amount wau !ukan, inte v~possqsslon on.

25.02. 2021 frorn 8N aimirah a\\egadly lying

in . he pm\uonurs otfice " and there is no -

rnawnd\ on the record 10 show mat tha oftice

was ownuo of posse:sad exc\uswely py the ’

peuuonel.i leuwwe. : e ragovery - ©f __,_’-7
'Rs.14;50.10001- has nol pusn eftacted jrom IR
petitionef 'Hameeduuah rather sama: 'yv.us ‘

1aken into possession from his prother in the

pohce  stauer pesides. . ¢ igentification

i 4
P
=
[+§
he)
-
O
o
[
O
C
.
(o]
]
<
3
<
=)
4 E WL

beéIn conducwd by

hey. were e same persons

cOuid show thatt ‘
- ' S . whe had |ooted the umoumffom cashier & T \

on- the spot nedl F‘ushawar R«asnahal L ‘4 |

\n&erchqnge. E

- | aTvES

Scanned with CamScanner



. \",( \ o o
, Tenlduve ass::sgnem of the casuy -

r _
acord nds led this: count lo belteve lhdl‘

mvolvement of the peuuoners qua tnalr gum .
in the crime needs tunher inquiry i terms of -

aub-wcuon 2 of ucuon 497 CrPc..

1heretore,.thay haye rsucceeded in makmg

out a case for their ralease on bail.

- 5. For what nas been discussed above, ,
this petition Is aliowed wnd it ls directed that ’
the pettioniars b released on ba provided '
each of them furnishes bail bonds in tha .
sum of Rs.1,00,000/: with two sureties sach _
in the ixe amount to the sa(l-sfa'ctipn ol '
_}Qar’ned triaf court. S '/' -
R P
.
JUDGE
A-nngunced.
26032025
o . . g.,;,gg/(\.}:» A-uu.o—.n-nc o Nwiias) . Lo ' .
. ' / = 4 L
- | )

M........A.........‘.-B/%2-.... eopases Lo
Udlc uf l’rmmalmn ul \ppiis mun..? ?2 9./,/ M

. N ) _ . ’ -\:-::.l‘,:" "'U' 'S 't TR :
o Capying IW""““NB”./H”"'"" vesevasese cverses . Vi syttt |"(~.U"u re 'llr';:::‘.;.ff.
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. " OFFICE OF THE < Df) “‘3
.DHSTRICT POLICE OFF|CER,
Lo " MiARDAN

Tel No. 0937-9230109 & Fax No. 0937-9230111
Email: dpomdn@gmall com "

IMardan (now under suspenslon Police Liiies Mar

| 2 i . You are, therefon e, required to submit your wri
| q

‘speclﬁed period, fallmg wi

e

1
A =
i e

gﬂlclu_s_ﬂm

authon ity, hereby charge Waslnmn Constable

dan), as per attached Stalement of Allegatlons

1
|

!

I H i )
‘ “. - : By repsans of above, you appear to be guilty of mlscon
all or any ofthe penaltles epemﬁecl in Police Rules 1975.

duct under Police Rules,

197.) and have rendered yomsclf liable to

i itten, defense within 07 days ofthe
recexpt of thls Charge Sheet to th

i

e Enqmry Officer, as the case may be. o

1
in and in that case,

rich, it shall be, presumed that you have no defense to put-

ex-parte actlon shall follow agalnst you.

Intimate whether you desired to be heard in person..

- .l--— — /

]i’ﬁ{m I’SP’..I

' S . " | o 1(1 ict Police Officer
_ o . ‘ 4\/ Mardan -
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1, Dr. Zahid Ullah (PSP), District Pollce OfFCCI Mandan, as competent *
Hameed Ullah No. 3310' while posted at’ Police Lines ;

l . _
Ay :
i ‘ o Your v“}"ltten defense lf any, should’ ‘reach the Enquiry Off‘ccrs within the

T i Lo . . . X
o . g . . :
. . ,./


mailto:dpomdn@gmall.com

P!

; W‘«.nﬁ;;

Ry ..h-_.“.

Py e e e — =

- ..',:‘..‘i.': —_——— Y

s
e

| commltted the following acts

actlon agams

{
i
l

()

~ OFFICE OF THE
DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER
MARDAN

"Tel No. 0937-9230109 ‘.& Fax No. 0937;9230111 y
Ema.ll: dpomdn@gmall.com A

“\H\

¥

N
/PA

: ‘am of the opinion that Const
/ggnssnons within thc meaning of Police Rules 1975.

DISCIPLINARY ACTION

Dqted g‘ 12021

I, Dr. Z"h'd Uliah (PSP). Dlstl ict Police Officer Mardan, as competent authcﬁity * ,

STATEMENT OF ALLEGATIONS

able Hameed Ullah No.3310 himself liable to be ptoceeded against, as'he

'
i

 /'/'

Whereas, ﬂaﬁhmnu Const'\l

- y |
hle Hnmccl Ullph No.3310, while posted at Police ’=

Lmes Mardan (now under suspcnsuon Pollce Lines M

reference to the above

- | dated 04-02-2021 U

For the purpose. of <cxul|mz

/q 395/36&942/!7 11412 PPC PS Risalpur Dlst

ardan), has\bgen chzuged in a case vide FIR No.58

rict Nowshera.

mg the conduct of the said accused official with

inated as ,

allcgatxons ASP Mulmmm'u

pfovidcs reasonable opportumty 0

make wi

i

i}b

date +time and place fixed b

-

thin

? \ :’_Enquirv Officer.

The En uu'y Ofﬁcer shall in accoxdanc

f hearing to the accused Pohce Officer,

(30) days of the receipt of this order,

t the accused Official.

Comtg_!)lc H'lmccd Ulhh is

y the Enquny Ofﬁcel

Qms Khan SDPO/T"lkht _Bhai is nom

recommendatlons astop

e w:th the plovmon of Pollce Rules l9 'S,

r xccond/submlt his ﬁndmgs and -

 directed to appear Dbefore the Eng

-

Al

Scanned with Cam Scanner

unishiient.or other appropriate -

uiry O.ff;l’cer‘o.n the‘ l


mailto:dpomdn@gmall.com

|

MQJ; Reploy 4o fu Chage S shaboneb am@&.-m,

NY |°7"\)H o\..!:u-l Bo e oWV

Q-:;QL»QJ;,:,, R | &: |

| ‘WN kowow h‘-&‘;’ﬁ.uuj fh = ‘»u}gaQ d«..g SLT& - -“»\&‘-;. v\)

o aqg ﬁ«m -Po \\AGG\’J«\‘\W\N A Wa e \% Oy PR ALY
g 1

“ '\Q\(«a-(ug ‘\A“;kwa«f.nw:k“& “GW\ua‘u! ~N LS AT
-\..) WJN S\Ab‘r h‘«\m

' ’UMQL PV‘\':_& o& ‘Y-QAﬁd. QW\U) MOJMQ'V\“

| Q\“-’} Wuu&aw\ \ao> Lextn oha ..Q e
s dakul u-a. 2o Vui® 3as| 205
?\\_.«&@w; 5}\%.\-“.& Now theea 172

RS \5\' uia fre. Ps . ) k- W_A
L C/L %\u \\u. O\NJ'( $U o %o—.. oo
A’n '(m\’.v-o-c to W & e

e A0 Cae F—H..Nv S
O i\h 3“‘»1\\\\-.,& 4\.4& V\,«, Newr »c&‘& do & ¢ o Y’MJS'

wis Poc € S Ruisal
%s\wm w\\
(VIR ) Aam\ WS 3as\ . \ U et some e BE

Taal”

| L ‘ ) J RPPRTS w»w( coowr” V\‘k
MD W&X&J Ve XL‘ kaDY lh
” o) QURSHIVRERETL XA 2 Neae A enet
\\o\w\s e w\‘—"‘\) VS ‘QO‘ ’

- 1 ~ “AL
R '\D\r L%l Q—t\uv- ¢ o zkl.. ka-WGQ © \ Q .
as &) ( C& dy ‘U\F'a
P\ 1\. An '9 kM] hﬂw ‘ |
) \ha“ Q\ wa ‘“ 'Vgsi l "KO pl/‘ o/ ah, {k(:\a

Sm. LM

QO‘A [ ooy &

Nidhe FIR. No

,._‘__-9‘ h‘b }‘_‘M "(LQ "

O 4 "«t c-Mw. rbr— V»cmo& Whneum W{«o*.»aw“ —\ 3%\%*«

SPICVN Cv—\ QV\MJ *\a-'(w‘ uu& 1 ﬁzw‘qu :

adi"‘b\'—oﬁf \_,akw ’KCL\’.._.—«Q u;m“ \-W;a.u\.xm
S ¢Qn‘q& 5(’0 \\4\ (»D QA"—‘L 'an k—ccn«(’ Shaw

s wl’“?)
3)0 W PakuquQoL '(\ ?-""(D-\ND\A \LQW.&.\ wvo
»\ .A;\wn\k \fv\m Eu S vnth S iA vb i-}mc_g_

Oféoq—n‘j’amA |
@ ' A\r b (f?w,ﬂw‘l. 4w W't* ﬂ\AQ P«CLWJ»Q Sha LV\GQ A S\A«Y\ &NMA&,
) Y{a?lﬁ/‘ Au&w S . 310 (Yu%l‘\ uVian/ vimo,‘l o-")“

w'_ﬂ’we»f‘\ sdﬁx»aw—? qum;@ B Clommmedii ~b' |

fhe Zavne Amﬁu& Acevee] Shalwe\l ade (’-(wwanA\

\d.mdw'n ’?0 \— ;C‘w
@ Abve IWJAQM Y)-,?nhov\u\/ T~ o:,t,w_‘, o )
: . Qa%u.(?-’)

s
o 1t

Wil
allegal 4

V.

;

o ———————"

_ Scanned with CamScanner

s TN



N

y c‘\_‘if I

,Q\%\

had ’r*-"*-Q Tl wes ag\ad] X Walnr

Wl ’\’Y\“m Gp,ﬁ«. hm'-'k-'-v:"-

‘<“°*A-\ '\-o \M"nﬂ

Q v ’V P TN .Sh.)rq_ \\(-;B)_Q 9m Sa \o\

a\-ool-\r.k Shmmw.& e ?Jn\\ov\a\! v‘m Qe —rna

' C’,L«.Nv_. PR oﬁ—s.‘-a,Q -‘P‘n@m. . Q-Jd\\
ok 2 Qf\nvvd\&- . \“s{’-a&'u( Shatf
N R e

ngrpofbos), tecmaat Bhatuwel
‘RL{“\\'\OV ’T‘Dla-o “).‘9 l\-:a-,c,l g’ha.k&oQb

: \M Vs "‘N'rn ?vﬂ\-m..ol _9.‘. o A QN?J\ 'm-\L.W< .
,K’r

I b?wa

'wu-.; lic e« hme'-

%\nx\k&q LAAN‘ \hu?ﬂl‘l\"-"““f

_,.pv\owxs'\/\

A oas-2e 2o 4\ -
,\q\ awlﬁr{ )

6 “\u, S \1.5 ialow V=@t e Q’Jo e
) ? .\?%0\ AW \QIQ&-Q WQ W}S“"

wn w»ﬂ-m Maw>

Tovs
b{)Pp A J&. ;S N °>‘\ (C..o?\

-

L, dywex
A W%\W‘”’“& ?&vhovwv

\G: »JQ .J)
7) > \ b&bw(ao&l_&oa*_ﬁ??

QW SNMCA_ U R

il .
. ' E.J"ZSV\) L5 - QM&%« - ??Lu(,\m u\s

i~ o —ﬂug PA’(\’(\'«M’«-J v

\5\:& rb WO w~<

u\f\w nn-u.gc wall~

A e a-lan'u. et
\‘thA\Q W 0

uuv@§+f\-

oo =

ngh&(l ek
Wby e

e e

s @‘\-b \ .

l:n-o ey ~OME {

‘4‘\\ Yy ‘

fo.c.«g«w “\ <

- e ‘ ‘ex o , ]
T g‘%{\nm.. o sweaed 2 - O
W\ CJ'(’Q‘} {; 1\ “_- .1€ g‘ )‘QN\ hJQV\
E?V‘ﬂ‘p'am-d oY) "‘ F% A‘\d \Qq\% -e,:,m"(‘wu\u.f‘ V4

: Q.Q:';;x\bmw‘s hal edve w& .

&) en MR %"5'*“‘”“““ '“6“’”‘

. ?*’d&‘o’\ ;‘:}‘— “\. -‘k. A\"‘J
{\.A__, ,Q to-d\v\cm

“-Kav«\ Yo|#i - Ay
v Ao W, A ‘?“‘\“"‘? Tork

s ‘Fe.fmww and tes 'f“""‘ ‘l
. | | CP‘T.. ;‘) .

W e\kw R’—”’”‘Q Mt

?Jvu Q,E\-oQo\

v

m‘.Lur Lub ._.,Q‘.a,Q e

Wi - "Wu-' wWant
4 Pnct_“"-@.

Scanned with CamScanner

T ),\\2.1\-‘ .



™

e “95’6& sl k. (?Jnhovwv din e 1»%««
We Polies ,gg”“,{& Maede e " Wme.....g; owd B-

e Clwcw-m ot \e Aws"a& C-":& '-

q) 3“5-6 “A.t '\QQ ~Q c\lw\g\vum“ﬂ Clkl. r._ W’Yw&m’lt CLA\Q C,oy\l\'\n\m,'b

onchwve (—gnm Pohic Wn ?MMW ,\“(\WW,U.Q \w;;-j'ﬁ)“‘mv'v
owl edine v M~QW‘-M Bomnic 1han .
‘\'t oY an ﬁ“"“ \WRa Y'ro-c\».&\m ...B oroh Mww& B W ol
o "'\-’- @vb\u Nw JLMLMO&.:Q\\C‘I.%‘W “"""""“S‘ Al
'\;UAko«m-\/ a.hp\-, A g.,..._.S{ Ay Breolilv Mome (\-k&xﬁa.!.\
K w«wgf mknﬂ« ‘Ph«mz. - Bhe

ﬁw \\‘ . d,\,}(
onx e m«.& — WS 'h\-n.%_\.‘(;)'w_gj,,( ..
Vvh 0 l\m uik: wen oo S wes *.'.aQ-Qm ' ke a"&’ld'n{’)

ok a P{'akg,:’() & S, ‘Qo, OO . (%e-&)..d wd v -

o B el gebinom L\:f »::kmq;,;j{o g

o a-om) (PR s % ‘ ;

Q. )— )091\

[t ahcll & ]
. A

TN T

v ama A= he

I bt e

e s

on. )

—-—l? @ Qwi‘l»\
\4 \7], L-l)la ua

. ) y rv L

: '1-,‘.4":. LY e LN
Ot e e 9
L Q-\:ﬂ) -t’,@.'AQ O Y

g«l.-.-/q@\: < f‘

e xu\e\u«\ \ o~
Q*‘“Q\' y‘ CmC.Qn' ﬁ)

oy 0;3 \r-umJ -

B V o ’ : n . \“ ‘;\‘_
. e,_h-v\& l'k"%
\\., ha ’CO.,Q WV \%
) N v‘r' bormiy Q?u Q»:..

ﬁ MW oo
e Q Q,,“:,_J{\w\r . VWS W

5:\')
amol o and
oy O.\ . “(:.Qm.o.\,\ &r\wn \V-L W“H«sluf\ %f\\m'\ ’\‘*/\

Jlnhtm«! e Thes ffﬂu«v\ e JRILIENG .

. Nx.ﬁ\
o e N e iy Sty

_KWJ.»'\ & )'“‘ (::s.l'\-\\\.‘f‘\'-‘s( &'\\hr‘ \btﬁ‘l&&v«ag\

T %ue :‘ . L ,«s frereir Q—{l&tv*ﬁ‘ W

a\»\mm\w g O~ BM — M‘b- A‘Mi‘__j\\

. ew

e Rt I 0@7 |
PO TS ah

s s

+

o T

‘m.w\.\ﬂ

J- q o L-....,‘: .ak a\.\ TV

( "\'v.t. 'T‘E—‘"‘"""\

9.1:- '
' \1..L gygm‘} i f Lib onw'

\' o N '&’0 Q‘,U‘,J kt-hg\(

lo] , e 'nw"

‘va )i St m
l W a2 (Y S.m\o\\e. Lny
~ ""“6 \£- Sy Tevw Ao Q "* T . ‘&
‘(".) ,\ \.-\ \Lw 4\‘ L T N

’Q.»-\.. LA
AR -t .
\»BuD S R .NJR N 2%, . 3‘03.\ V»J \)v) k‘-\..;;,_ ,,_,,k\, \gn«,\qmj
Q\-\ o )
L*’M ta J w;; P Lo \o-u* -v.-;.--.f’ lwg‘ W, —Y-J\n m-\q v~ ”" $-
6\9 M-ﬂ e A” \ . Q . ': ?M&Qﬁ"..’\ )

Scanned with CamScannef
¥



3

/ . peat. Twa S-wm. tvm'h,,, va Ae o .m& ,_,*Q w§> \.., \C., ..wf)r»g: F,
.;/' e & e\‘w\&.\-«n | .. - } r
| \(\’Wl k“\\b‘«'( ' o 2

«.Qow.an buw’%x’icﬂ\')w;iynxc&u& r

k) 7““ b::oww& V.) e €

.
Y

9:') : ‘K\\Lm " w« Qﬂg amolin

C’D h“M c—-“*n{’ouma.& \Mn ...Q \b.._ ,\.w.\c-'vmvhr\

F)

o

)

v Z\M. ?J«\"\tmu

' C’,em .,gc;w\ AW e

);\i\ .

SN

\kq. '\W\'G& Sene .
e o w/\, \w. QJA\'\wms«! o

Ch\‘\'ﬂup\ RS Pl \'u. QV“*‘\W\WV"\ G V#’-‘wc& -

"“Q_,L “ v ]

“’\ At Q?M’homu’ ﬁw w‘ .4 Twa
&‘\'ﬂx‘:ﬁu& Nacchesd ""\-‘- Vou X0, ma.:; ' “3\
gy b e Shasiul A e et
mew_a“& u\s You c»roa 'WW"L\ vt G

«M 'RQ Qc‘.NA-

E««-{'\no ol P«.o«-‘Q \M-'\'m«&:\ A
Cowﬁ w.AQ AM %“dn %ﬂu&

,J\-.\'\.\n P"re:s:z.a»\ﬂ‘sw\ Coma v a

o ‘Q’M'\%{Q‘l

o—\-c-w;&—rs : |

. C\W‘Coo&‘«_\ %W‘\ » Q. U“OLK&QQ
denkc frednm Q‘w«d“ﬂ W

:,%“\t\tv‘ & '\MNJ‘\\'Q\W\ "\n‘“}’\l"”ﬁ.

Wl ° z\u K&{:&w‘) fo Q&buw A Vo

W ()Wk,\.% ""‘Q %*@au\w@ g .

s C.'\'V ‘: o uw\ Wé&gﬁ.(;v\ .W OL\“Q-X\
Tw '\V"\“’Ob\ \Ang N\*\' T Y Vs

<l=b Q%’h awia~ . \-\Q\
i o v ek 6 T
e\,&u—{) oeeuua& ‘o "n 9@

al sl %Mwamng\wwn P

N |73
Neeavwd R el Cay M
1u, 55,0 :j Q,:kﬂ., o e lava, x.o\w\,\ A&e.ﬂ

e 3
2 ZJ( mlf&wm N QM"\ 9 ok 1o «)an

'Tw '%}\'\10*‘;& \\0 'Ych/:-qucm E-M—Q b \\M \l\un\.w\-u{

C_uw(*’“ QUMMM WA b c-le’m-Q FOLE VTN

heeovohng 4O ﬂ?g oY 3 ““ \‘\‘dh Cu& (\'cm&
’ v~6 ?&Kt (S \

‘cm\‘%

Bw «caww\%

Scanned with CamScanner



- -'c"%-—?-?\

ACM P“’nlﬂuvw n le' cl/wwu*\ ek "-9 w ‘:;1*—\(? | :
(—L“._m u{g)s e .

$0\M L

A .Qw.nv .,‘() 35 Y ‘:Um/J \M& -
fmoo " e Pussasrinn o ! e @dﬂs\w
."wv': Aakeen N/Jﬂ‘\) Q\rﬂ-'gm-\m %Am (e lp-\-on.'\w o
- “he Q..Lku @\ dnim - , o .,
5. o icludgedin @mh 4 ncx Q&fhb.w;? pe
- R"‘W Wes &u“w‘,kuq
.Aq . ‘\m WQ&\ e,w& Lc—QwL \ka.q \an um.,Qrk fhe VJ\\%\M{
o . Gv»a ‘H\cw Gwl\ AW rge..n.m,, m....dz; ,%M»\ku/ .

-«r oo The

—LW ‘*M‘v. ?\:M‘k‘g “CM»»..;Q@ \\m \r\oww\(a&ol,\ euuQ- A9=v° A esad (\l°""’“f'
\0—\\.._& ‘;\-\—t_ww W '
v Cnml @J{%mm o wdm«Q

QM“W@ At

. m "(\b y " . ‘ . ‘ g . ™ Q.
C,U)& ) r‘{&-“\W . b o A M €eo N

ol <~ on
< C’,w.w— “&w. Cove P @W\J‘_& .
#“A ' ‘ P'/ \\N&" \ke Q"(W‘ 4% ak"‘g‘“gm“}%gz & :
o v«mQ (\MQ
Q W 1\\ ;,Qa.@w\m c&\ cg.ﬁng‘

) {
¢ Ae.-v“.\ Y‘\d(’ "’v\v \0\:‘(‘«129_

N \) \\\ a’(l'\\id "'Q‘> V'“Q C\V@w\\ .:irwc.-./\ f\nn.mk r&
: VQ*Q\ v NBW YR _ SR o
l‘ “ﬂ\nw\m\a "G-vaé\& el - \\A\ q c. V.Q - ‘
r\a«ad% be ?\& o\ 3€°v—~—>ﬂ |
?_J’how f‘s’f’»-\ | |
wa(:r Ol—éﬁu t-»-‘\‘ﬂzvl

ofd: Qv )f -,‘z.e;»’\_: ' :/;/// |
| R s rde - Mool

.‘\'o \ﬁx.

Co v
. @ob\&e Q\‘w»g (Y\a.dzl_ow

. Scanned with CamScanner -




to

3

AT o
. 230

N

BEFORE THE WORTHY'DISTRiCT POLICE OFFICER MARDAN =

Subject:

_Rcspcctcd Sir, . -

| M_D_w-w-zozr

" allegation: -

. It is submitte

but was not consrdered The E.O sub

‘Honour had issued the sub_] ect

REPLY TO THE FINAL SHOW CAUSE NOTICE NO 297 /

Your HonOur . had issued Chrge Sheet & statement of allegation No.
07/PA dated 30/03/2021 to the petmoner with the following

“Whereas, Washerman Constable Hamcedulldh No. 3310 while

nes has been.charged in a case vxdc FIR No.

posted at Pollce Li
58 dated 04- 02-2021 U/S 395/365/342/17 1/412 PPC PS Risalpur

' Drstnct Nowshera

d-that in the light of above charge sheet a deoartmental

enquiry ~ Wwas mmated “against _the', petmoner and

Mr. Muhammad Qais Khan SDPO Takht Bhai was, nominated as .-

E.O. The petruoner subrmtted his detalled reply o the charge sheet

mitted his enquiry finding

before your Honour and recommended the petmoner for the award

of major - punishment. In the light of the enqulry ﬁndmg, your"
FINAL SHOW CAUSE NOTICE to o

the peutroner (Copy of FSC is enclosed).

That the detailed and comprehenswe reply in response to the charge.

sheet is reproduced below for your kmd perusal

BRIEF FACTS OF THE INCIDENT

.- In ths above case accused Usman Husain S/O Ifnkhar Hussai

- accused. Shareefullah S/O Haji Raheem  Ullah

" 1. It is submitted that the matter relates to Case FIR No. 58 dated
‘04/02/2021 U/S 395/365/342/ 171/412 PPC PS Rlsalpur Brief facts

of the case are that on 04/02/2021 some unknown aceused boarded

‘ m XLI Motor Car No ‘888 along with white colour. Vlgo No.
Unknown and Vitz No. Unknown reached near Rashakm

Interchange. The accused took away the complainant Nihar Ali

’ along with other fellows to Peshawar The accused also snatched

cash amount Rs. 1,10,00,000/- and motorcar from him. On the report
of the complamant a criminal case has been reglstered in PS -

Risalpur. (Copy of FIR enclosed).
nand

‘Shahid S/0 Tarlq Javed R/O Peshawar were arrested Later on

accused Usman Hussain Allegedly dlsclosed to the police that -

R/O Barako:h

Page 1 of ﬂ
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. Itis pertment to note that accused S
connection of the same dealing accuse
. It was learned to the

_‘ DlStl’lCt The accus
. On 17/02/2021 Ins

B Peshawar and deals in property matte

' Pohce Produced accused Shahid be
. That SHO PS Risalpur kept the petitioner a
) Usman Hussain and Shahid i in illegal con

,Later-on the arrest ofa

. That during the illegal confinement, petmone

. Court of Session Judge Nowshera on 24/05/2

’ 25/02/2021 in the above mentxoned (S

Islamabad was also accompanied with him duringl'the commission

of offence. ;

hahid & Sharifullah are property
so deals in property dealing. In this
d Shahid was prevnously

dealers. The petitioners famxly al

known to 'the petitioner.
Petltloner that durmg mterrogatlon when

accused Shahld was asked that whether he knows any one in Mardan

ed drsclosed that Petitioner is known to him.
pector Shafi, ASI Javed Igbal of Nowshera
Mardan College Chowk on

District Summoned the Petxtloner to
ge Chowk Mardan

Petmoner meét thh him at Colle

Mobile Phone.
he Petitioner has been

hafi disclosed that the name of t

Inspector S
n the above case. The

brought by the arrested accused Shahid i

er told that accused Shahid known to him as he is from

petmon
rs. Inspector Shaif took the

Petitioner to Police Station Pabbi. It was the & ening time when the

fore the Petmoner
long with ¢o- -accused
finement till 25/02/2021

11 the three mcludmg petmoner werc shown

by the Pohce ‘of PP Taroo in motorcar No. NV- 173 Xli vrde DD :

No. 5 Dated 25/02/2021. (Copy enclosed)
r's brother namely
Muhammad Ayub also filed an apphcatlon U/S 491 CrPC in the
021. When the Police

ame to know regardmg apphcatlon U/S 491 CrPC, thereafter they

n the following day i.e:

showed the arrest of the petmoner o
nmm‘al case. (Copy of

apphcatlon U/S 491 CrPC along with court ordrs are enclosed)

. That on 26/02/2021 Petitioner “along with other accused were

produce in the court, where one day Police. Custody was granted by

" the Court. Itis ; worth to mention here that during illegal confinement

SHO PS Risalpur, SI Saifullah and 10/SI Alx Akbar sub_]ected the

Petitioner to intense phy51cal torture.. They were compelling the '

petitioner and his family to produce the alleged stolen amount before

I~

Scanned with CamScannes ‘



the Police. The peutxoner dlsclosed before the Pohce Officxal that he

is innocent and has got no concern with the i instant case, . .

-During the 1llegal conifinement, due to pressure.and co_ntihnous

torture from Police, the petitioner informed his brother and closed
door neighbor Amir Khan R/O Manikhela to arrange for the -

~ production of Case Amount Rs. 14,00,000/-, as the Police were |

demanding the s_eme amount. The petitioher also informed his
brother namely Abdullah (serving in Saudi Arabie) for sending the
amount by Mobile Phone The arrangement of the sald amount was

made as under: .
i.  Sold an Alto motorcar on 18/02/2021 @ Rs. 5,90,000/- (Sale

deed is enclosed)
ii. The brother of the petmoner had ‘sent Rs. 3 00, 000/- on

'19/02/2021 (Bank Receipt is enclosed)

: iil. Jewelry was sold on 19/02/2021 @ Rs. 4,50,000/- (Receipt.

is enclosed) .
iv.  Rs.60,000/- was ngen by Am1r Khan as borrow

. The total amoufit comes to be Rs. 14,00,000/-, The said total amount

was brought by Amir Khan PS Risalpur and handed over to SHO

 Risalpur. This fact can, confirmed by examining Amir Khan,

Unfonunately the said amount was shown as recovery from the - ‘

' possessxon of petitioner vide recovery memo dated 26/02/2021.

10.

This illegal practice is the extreme boundary of cruelty. This can

also be confirmed frorn the relevant documents already enclosed
(The recovery memo dated 26/02/2021 is enclosed)
The motorcar No. NV-173 where in the arrest of the petmoner along

w1th other accused is shown belongs to Fazal Akbar R/O Kass Killi -

e Toru In facts the same car was recovered from his possession in the

Bazar of Ghala Dher on 23/02/2021 and was taken into possession
asa case property, being used by the petmoner in the past. The said
~ motorcar does not relates to the instant case at any stage.

GROUNDS FORTHE FILTNG OF F.S.C.N.:

L

The petitioner is innocent and has been falsely 1mphcated in the
msta.r_x} case. '
There is no single evidence against the petitioner to connect him

with the commission of offence.

Page 3 of &8
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. Merely th

.admxsmble in the eye of law.

investigation, whxch has made

~ recovery 0

|

The complain’ant has charged has unknown accused. Neither the

complainant, nor other PW’s- have charged the petitioner for the

commission .of offence in any statement recorded. U/S 164 CrPC.

e petmoner has been charged for the commlssxon of
offence in the statements recorded u/s 161 CrPC which are not

The petitioner.and no other accused had make confession’ in the

court and all such’ facts denotes that the prosecutlon ‘case is a

concocted story.

The identification parade was not ¢
the lnvolvement of the petmoner in

onducted before a Judge, during

the case to be doubtful and suspxcrous
The CCTV Footage from Wali Interchange to Peshawar Interchange

have not confirmed the arnval of the vehicles on the spot mentioned

in the FIR on the date of occurrence

alleged stolen amount worth Rs. 14,50,000/- and

The recovery
f motorcar NV-173. is illegal and contrary to the law,

which details is already glven in Para 9 and 10 above respecttvely A
The petitioner was- released by bail by the Honourable Court of
Peshawar High Court order dated 26/03/2021 on the followmg

R grounds.

a. Petitioner not dlrectly charged in the FIR _
b. Recovery of Rs. 14,50, 000/- has not been eﬁ'ected from the

"~ possession of the petltroner as the same was taken into

" possession from Amlr Khan closed door neighbor of the

petitioner in the PS Rlsalpur

~.c. No identification parade : of the’ petmoner as per law was

conducted

. d. The High Court believe that mvolvement of the peutloner qua

their gullt in the crime needs further enquiry. All these grounds
from Para “a” to “d” needs your . kind _attention and
consideration. (Copy of High Court order dated 26/03/2021 is

enclosed).

LLEGAL / SQPERFACIAL EN QQ!RY PROCEEDING:

The enquiry officer has conducted a supert‘ cxal and 1llcga1 enquu'y

_ against the petrtloner

Page4 of§
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eding of enquiry, the petitioner produced a dctalled and

ii.  During the proce
0 aspect of the reply was

comprehenswe reply to the charge sheet butn

considered. Only one pw OII/SI ‘Ali Akbar was summoned and his |

sence of Petitioner. No opportunity of

statement was recorded in the abs
W was gtven to the petxtloner Only behevmg

.Cross exammatlon at this P
ded the petitioner for award

on thxs single statement the EO recommen
t, Only one sided drama was played during enquiry.

i ! Several lacunias and discrepancies Were ' made during the course of -
| enquiry by the EO. The statement of the following -of Amir Khan R/O |
Manikhela who produced the amount Rs. 14,00,000/- to SHO Risalpur .
has not been recorded by the EO dunng the course of enquiry. Similarly
one Fazal Akbar R/O Kass Kaley Toru (The Owner of motorcar No.
© NV-173) was not examined during Moreover,
| Inspector Shafi, AS] Sa_]ld Iqbal who took the petmoner in
also not been exammed during the enquiry.

iv. All the enquxry proceedmgs are 1llegal and agams

of major pumshmen

the course of enquiry.
custody have

t the norm of justice-

[TION OF THE CRIMINAL CASE:
FIR No,
ing trail. There is no chance of convic
bllxty of acqu1ttal of the

ntal enquiry

58 dated 04/02/2021 U/S

PRESENT POS
The criminal case vide
395/365/342/17 1/412 PPC is pendi
of petitioner in the instant case rather there is possi
petmoner in the case. Better would be that the present departme

be kept pendmg till to the arrival of the final Judgment of the competent

aw. According to the basic principle of justice the departmental ‘

court of 1
to each other

procedure and jUdlClal procedure cannot run parallel

ces, it is humbly rcquested that

Kcepmg in view thc above facts and clrcumstan

. the subject final show cause notice may kindly be filed please

Dated: 18/09/202!1
Yours Obediently,

Hameed Ullah

No. 3310

Police Lines; Mardan
Cell 0345-1968881

Page 5 ofg
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MARDAN 4\ |

m No. 0937-0330109 & Fax Na. osamzsoux ,
Emallt pgmnn@.qmall-sﬂm gx

Y o | Daredf;’/,rg/zoz

se-off a Departmemal Enquiry under Police Rules
nwhcr-man) under the allegations thot while posted
was placcd under

flns order wdl daspo
‘s, mmaxcd against the subject. oﬂ‘cml (W

Palice Lines Mardan (now under suspe
spension vide this office OB Ne. 587 dated 22-03-2021,
1,2035-39/081 dated 24-03-2021 on account of charging in & case vide FIR

022021 U/S 395/365/342/171/412 PPC PS Risalpur (Nowshera).

nsion Police Lines Mardan),
1ssucd vide ordcr/endorsemenl

No 58 dau,d A

Ta ascertain real facts, the dulmquenl oflicial was procccdcd against

spartmentally through ASP Muhammad Qais Khan, the then SDPO/T: akht-Bhai vide this office
Action/Charge Sheet No. 107IPA dated 30-03-2021, ‘whe (E.O) after

atenent of Disciplinary
ort to this office vide his office letter

dhlling uu..»ar\ process, submitted hxs Fimhng Rep
a.6181 dated 08-07-2021, holding rcsponsible the alleged o{‘ﬁc:al of gross mxsconduct with

:«:umm-:ndmg for major pumshmcm.

Le was scr\'t.d mlh a }'"mal Sk o\\' Causc Notice, under

In ﬂm umncmcn,
ted 15-09-2021 to \\lm.h ‘his upl y

P Pm,cc Rule -2-1975. 1ssued vide this office No. 297IPA da

s r._\..nu‘ and found un-satisfactory.
(Washer-;m)’was heard in OR on 20-10-2
1o which, he failed. therefore,

021,

'imﬂ Qrder |
. Lonsw.ble Hameed Ullah

ity 10 explain his position,
awarded him major punishment of
¢.under Police

uring OR. he was g,m.n ample oppomnu
report and veluted documents,

eceping in ucw the enqulry
mediate eflect, in excrcisc of the power v »cstcd inm

Gismissal from senv icc thh lm

Ruies-3975. : L
yg No_ P4l ) I | - w
yured _ 2SN _3021' . : ' {A) s J /o
‘ ' (D, ZahP 3¥Cllah) PSP
B Dlslric( Police Dfficer
i ’,/ Mardan

rded for information & n/action to:-

Copy forwa
\{;,wshcm' with reference 10

his oflice  leuer

5 pzjn\m.su[._.ntmu

.1 The
dateu16-03~2021 : | | : .

No, 13201/ nY:

a) T DSPAIQS Mardﬂn
) MePOR i (Pice!

4y The OSs! (Pohcc Ofﬁ

pagebof
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" APPEAL AGAINST THE ORDER OF DPO / MARDAN

ISSUED VIDE OB NO. 1941 DATED 25/10/2021 WHEREBY

THE APPELLANT WAS' - AWARDED = MAJOR

, PUNISHMENT OF DISM]SSED FROM SERVICE

The DPO / Mardan had issued charge sheet .and statement of
allegations No. 107-PA dated 30.03.2021 to the appellant with the

- following allegations:

“whereas Washerman Constable Hameedullah No 3310, Whlle

posted at Pohce ‘Lines has been charged in a case vide FIR No. 58

dated 04/02/2021-U/S 365/35/342/ 171/ 12 PPC PS Rlsalpur District

Nowshera (Copy attached) .
tis submrtted that in the light of above charge shee't a departmental

enqurry was initiated against the appellant and Mr. Muhammad Qais

Khan SDPO/Takht ‘Bhai was nominated as Enqurry Officer. The -

appellant submitted his detailed reply to the charge sheet but was
- not consrdered The Enquiry Officer submitted his enquiry (inding
before DPO / Mardan and recommended the appellant for the award

of major pumshment

To
The Deputy Inspector General, -
Of Police Mardan,
Region-I, Mardan.
Subject:
Respected Sir,
1.
2.

In the light of enquiry finding, the DPO/ Mardan issued Final Show

Cause Notice No.- 297-PA dated 15/09(2021. The appellant .
~ submitted a detailed reply. to the FSCN, but was not considered.

(Copy of FSCN i is enclosed)

BRIEF FACTS OF THE INCIDENT

1.

It is submitted that the matter relates to Case FIR No. 58 dated -

04/02/2021 U/S 395/365/342/171/412 PPC PS Risalpur. Brlef facts
of the case are that on 04/02'/'202‘1. some unknown accused boarded

in ‘XLI'Motor Car No. 888 along with- white colour Vigo No.

_ Unknown and Vitz No. Unknown reached near Rashakai
" Interchange. The accused took away the complainant Nihar Ali
' along with other fellows to Peshawar The accused also snatched

cash amount Rs. 1,10,00,000/- and motorcar from hrm Onthe report '

of the complamant a criminal case has been registered in PS
Rlsalpur (Copy of FIR enclosed).

Yo
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2. ln the above case .accused Usman Husain S/0 Iftikhar Hussain and
Shahid S/O Tariq Javed R/O Peshawar were arrested. Later on
'accused Usman- Hussain Allegedly disclosed to the. Polilce that
accused Shareefullah S/O Ha_]l Raheem Ullah R/O Barakoh
Islamabad was also accompanied with him during the commission
of offence

3. ltis pertment to note that accused Shahid & Shartfullah are property
dealers The appellant family also deals in property dealing. In this

connectton of the same dealing accused Shalnd was prevrously
‘known to the appellant ' ‘ '

4. It was leamed to the appellant that during 1nterrogation when
accused Shahrd was asked that whether he knows any oné in Mardan
District. The accused dlsclosed that appellant is known fo him. |

5. On 17/02/2021 Inspector Shafj, ASI Javed Igbal of Nowshera |
Dtstrtct Summoned the appellant to Mardan College Chowk on
Moblle Phone. Appellant met with him at College Chowk: ‘Mardan.
Inspector Shafi disclosed that the name of the Appellant has been
brought by the arrested accused Shahrd in the above case. The
appellant told that accused Shahid known to him as he is from
Peshawar and deals in property matters. Inspector Shaif took the -
appellant to Police Station Pabbi. It was the evening time w.hen the
Police Produced accused Shahid before the appellant

6. That SHO PS Rlsalpur kept the appellant along with co- accused

" -Usman Hussain and Shahid in’ 1llegal confinement till 25/02/20’71

Later-on the arrest of all the three including appellant were shown
by the Police of PP Taroo in motorcar No. NV-173 Xl v1de DD
No 5 Dated 25/02/2021 (Copy enclosed) - |
7. That during the illegal confinement, ~appellant brother namely
Muhammad Ayub also filed an apphcatton U/S 491 CrPC in the
Court of Session Judge Nowshera on 24/05/2021 When the Police
came to know regardmg apphcatxon U/S 491 CrPC, thereafter thcy

showed the arrest of the appellant on the followmg day i.e.
25/02/2021 in the above mentioned criminal casc. (Copy of
application U/S 491-CrPC.along with court orders are enclcsed)

~ 8. That on 26/02/2021 appellant a]dng‘wlth other accused were
produce in the court, where one day Police Custody was g‘ranted by‘ .

the Court. It is worth to mentron here that during illegal confinement

S
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SHO PS Risalpur, SI Saifullah and IO/S'I,Ali Akbar subjeclcd lhe '
appellant to intense: physit:al torture. They Wcrc'compelling:'the |
appellant and his family to produce the alleged stolen amounl before |
the Police, The appellant disclosed before the Police Official 1hal he
is mnocent and has got no concern with the instant casc.

9. During the illegal confinement, "due to pressure and continuous

torture from Police, the appellant informed his brothcr and closed

door neighbor Amir Khan R/O Manikhela to arrange for the

unt Rs. 14, 00 OOO/- as the Pollce were

production of Case Amo
rmed hls

e amount The appellant also info

| demandmg the sam
sendm;, the -

dullah (serving in Saudi Arabia) for

brother namely Ab
said amount was

amount by Mobxle Phone The arrangement of the

made as under:

Sold an Alto motorcar on 18/02/2021 @ Rs 5, 90 000/- (Sale

i.
deed is enclosed)

ii. The brother of the ap

- 19/02/2021 (Bank Receipt is enclosed)

il Jewelry was sold on 19/02/2021 @ Rs.

is enclosed)

Rs. 60, 000/- was grven by Amir Khan as borrow.
00, 000/- The sard total amount

pellant nad sent Rs. '3,00,000/- on

4 50,0,00/- (Receipt

v,
: The total amount COmMes to be Rs. 14,

" was brought by Amir KhanPS Rlsalpur an
onﬁrmed by examining Amir Khan.

d handed’ over to SHO

' Risalpur. “This fact can c

Unfortunately the said amount was’ shown as recovery from the

ant vide recovery memo. dated 26/02/2021.

possessron of appell
This can

This illegal practrce js the extreme boundary of cruelty.

also be confirmed from the relevant documents already enclosed.

('l'he recovery memo dated 26/02/2021 is enclosed)

ar No. NV-173 where in the arrest of the appellan't along
0 Kass Killi .

ssion in the

10. The motorc
* with other accused is shown belongs to Fazal Akbar R/
~ Toru. In facts the same car was recovered from his- posse

Bazar ¢ of Ghala Dher on 23/02/2021 and was taken into

asa case property being used by the appellant in the pa

motorcar does not relates to the instant case at any stage

possession

st. The said

GROUNDS FOR THE FILING OF F.S.C.N. :
L The appellant is mnocent and has been falsely implicated in thc

" instant case.

~ Pagedof 10
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- I Thereisno singlo'e\"ldence'aguinst'thc appellant to Vcorinect him with

the commission of offence. | - '

.  The complamant has charged has unknown accused. Neither the
complainant, nor ‘other PW’s have: charged the appellant for the
comnussron of offence in any statement recorded U/S 164 CrPC.
Merely the appellant has been charged for the CommtSSlon of
‘offence in the statements rccordcd U/S 161 CrPC \Vhlch are not.
ndnuasrble-m the eye of law.

ed had make confessron in the court

Iv.  Theappellant and no other accus
octed

“and 'tll such facts dcnotes hat the prosecutron case is a conc

story

V.. The tdentlﬂcatron parad

ancsttg'ttron, which has made the mvolvement of the appellant in

: the case to be doubtful 'md suspicious.
V1. -TheCCTV Footage from Wali Interchange to Pes
nﬁnned the arrival of the vcluclcs ont

¢ was not conducted before a Judge during -

hawar lnterchanﬂe

havenot co he spot mcnuoncd

in the FIR on the date of occurrence.’

© VL. The recovery alleged stolen amount worth Rs. 14, 50 000/— und |

recovery of motorcar NV- 173 is 1llcgal and contrary to.the law.

: Whlch details is already grven in Para 9 and 10 above l’espcctt\ ely.

VIII. The appellant was released by bail by the Honoumble Court of

Peshawar -Hrgh Court order. dated 26/03/2021 on thc l'ollm\mu _
grounds
s a. appellant not dtrectly charged in the. FlR
b. Recovery of Rs. 14 50, 000/- has not been etfectt.d from thc o
| possessron of the appellant as the same was t'tken tnto
possessron from Amtr Khan closed door nen,hbor of the
| appellant in the PS Rtsalpur ‘
¢c. No 1denttﬁcatton parade of the appellant 'lS pcr taw was
conducted '

c - o d The: High Court belteve that mvolvement of the appellnnt qua- .
their gutlt in the crime needs further enquiry. All these ;_.rmmds
from Para “a” to “d” needs your kind attentton & c.onsrdmtton
(Copy of Hrgh Court order dated 26/03/7021 is enclosul)

ILLEGAL / SUPERFACIAL ENOUIRY PROCEEDING:

"The enquiry officer- has conducted a superltcml and 1llcg__trl endutry

against the appellant.

¥
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ii.  During the proceeding of enquiry, the appellant produced a detaxled an .

comprehenswe reply to the charge sheet but no aspect of the reply was
con51dered. Only one PW OII/SI Ali Akbar was summoned and: hxs
| statement was recorded in the absence’ of appellant. No opportumty of
cross examination at this PW'was given to the appellant. Only believing.
on this single slatement the EO recommended the appellant for award
of major pumshment Only one sided drama was played durm;, enquiry.

iii. Several lacunas and discrepancies were made during the course of.

enquiry by the EO. The statement of the following of Amir Khan R/O

. Manikhela who produced the amount Rs. 14, 00, 000/- to SHO Risalpur

has not been recorded by the EO during the course 0

Fazal Akbar R/O Kass Kaley Toru (The Owner 0
ourse of enquiry. Morcover,

f enquify. Similarly

one f mthrcar No.

NV- 173) was not examined during the ¢
lnspector Shafi, ASI Sajid Iqbal who took t

also not been examined durmg ‘the enquiry. . ,
illegal and agamst {hie.riorm of justice.

he appellant in custody have

iv. Al the enquu'y proceedings are

PRESENT POSITION OF THE CRIMINAL CASE: . .
FIR -No. 58 dated - 04/02/2021 U/S

There is no chance.

The criminal case vide
395/365/342/ 171/412 PPC PS Risalpur is pendmg trail.
nviction of the appellant in the instant case rather there is possxblllty
per justice DPO / Mardan was

of co

of acqumal of the appellant in the case as
. required to kept pendmg the departmental enquiry till to the arrival of the -

final judgment of the competent court of law. According 10 the basic

prmcxple of Jusuce the departmental enqulry and judicial proceedings -

*

cannot run parallel to each other. ‘ o

PRAYERS: :
Keeping in view the above facts and clrcumstanccs, itis humbly rcquested that

‘on acceptance of this appeal. The order of DPO /Mardan may kindly be set-
- aside and. the appellant be remstatcd m service from the date of dismissal

, please.
Daled 1 1/1 1/2021

Yours Obediently

77

Wasther-m Constable
~ Hameed Ullah
| No. 3310
o | : Police Lines, Mardan.
' | | . ‘Cell: 0345-1968881 .

N ';’asegof g"
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has been found i

) possession of the appellant Hence, the retentlon

, o AT |
B
ORDER. | o A
_  This order will’ drspose-off the departmental appeal preferred by Ex-
Washerman Constable Hameed Uitah No, 3310 of Mardan Drstr,ct Police, against the
order of District Polrce Ofl~ cer, Mardan, whereby he was awardgd major punishment of
dismissal from service vide OB 0. 1941 dated 25.10. 20;1 The appellant was
proceeded against. departmentally on the allegatlons that he whrle posted at Police
Lines, Mardan was mvolved/charged |n case vide FIR No. 58 dateo 04.02.2021 u/s'
395/365/342/171/412 PPC Police Statron Rlsalpur Dlstnct Nowshera. -
- Proper departmental er}qurry proceedlngs were initiated against him and
the then Sub Divisional Police Officer, (SDPQ) Takht Bhai, Mardan was nominated as

Enquiry - Offrcer The’ Enqurry Officer after fulfi lling codal formalrtres submitted his -
findings to Distr ict Polrce Oft" icer, Mardan, wherein-he found hlm gullty of the mlsconduct

' and recommended him for awarding rnajor punishment.

in lrght of. fmdrngs of the enquiry Officer, the District Police Officer, Mardan

issued Fmal Show Cause Notice to the dellnquent Officer to whlch his reply was

received and was found unsatrsfaotory He was heard'in Orderly. Room by the District -

Police Officer, Mardan on 20.10. 2021 but he failed to advance any cogent reason in his
defense Therefore he was awarded major punishment of drsmrssal from service by the
District Polrce Officer, Mardan vrde his office OB: No. 1941 dated 25.10.2021.

Feelrng aggrreved frem the order of District Police Officer, Mardan the -

appellant preferred the mstant appeal He was summoned - and heard in person in

Orderly Room held in this offrce on 31 03.2022. - o '
From the perusal of the enquiry fi le and service record of the appellant it
hat allegations leveled against the appellant have been proved beyond .
any shadow of doubt Moreover, the irivolvement of appellant in this heinous ¢riminal
case is clearly a stigma on his conduct because recovery was duly effected from direct
of appellant in Polrce Department will
‘sligmatize the prestige of entire Police Force as rnstead of fighting cnme he has hrmself
indulged in cnmrnal activities. Moreover he could not present any cogent 1UStrfrcatlon to:

ence in the order passed by the competent authority. .
I, Yaseen Farooq. PSP Reglonal Pollce

find no substance in the _appeal,

_ Regional Police O‘fﬁc:}r, .
L Mardan.

warrant interfer

‘ Keeping in view the above,
Officer, Mardan, being the appellate authorlty,
therefore, the same is rejected and filed, bemg devord of merit.

Order Announced.

No. __ZQ___IES Dated Mardan the 0) /’C/ 2y /2022

Copy forwarded to District Police Oft” icer, Mardan for rnformalron and
necessary wir to his office Memo: Mo. 294/LB dated 02. 12 2021. His Servrce Record is

retiirned’ har‘alulﬂ-\
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The vamcnl Pollcc Officer,
Khyber qulltunkll\va, Peshawar,

DISMISSAL FROM SERVICB AND REJECTION OF APPEAL BY REGION

'POLICE_OFFICER MARDAN
S0, VIDE HIS OFFICE ORDER NO. 0. 2751/ES DATED

B

Respected Sir,.

“Your Honor had issued Char . | : o
ge Sheet & statement of allegation No. 107/P
30/03/2021 to the petitioner with the following allegation: gation ' A dated

13 .
Whereas, Washerman Const'\ble Hamecedullah No. 331 0, while posted at Police Lincs
has been charged in a case vxdc FIR No. 58 dated 04-02- 2021 U/S 395/365/342/171/412
PPC PS Rls'llpur District Nowshcm ,

1. It is submitted that in the light of ‘above charge sheet a

. departmental enquiry was initiated agamst the: petitioner and
- Mr. Muhammad. Qais Khan SDPO Takht Bhai was nominated
as E.O. The petmoner submitted hlS detalled reply to the charge
_sheet but was not considered. The E. O submitted his enquiry
" finding before your Honour. and recommended the petmoner _
~ for the award of major pumshment In the light of the enquiry -
- finding, your Honour had issued the subject FINAL SHOW |

PN _ N CAUSE NOTICE to'the petltloner (Copy of FSC is enclosed).
: A 2. That the detalled and comprehenswe reply in responsg to the

charge sheet is reproduced below for your kmd perusal

3. That in the llght of enquiry fmdmg, the DPO Mardan awarded
“major pumshment of dlsmlssal from service to the petmoner
vide OB No. 1941 dated 25/10/2021. Bemg ag,gneved from the
said order, the petitioner field an appeal before the Regional
Police Officer. Mardan, which was rejected vide office order -

:No. 2751/ES dated 05/04/2022. Copy of order No 775l/LS is

enclosed hence the present (Mercy Petition).

page1of?7
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AT BRIEF FACTS OF THE INCIDENT L A

-

' \\J\) '

by

L.,
-0 04/02/2021 uU/S 395/365/342/171/412 PPC PS Risalpur. Brief

It is submttted that the matter relates to Case FIR No. 58 dated |

facts of the case are that on 04/02/2021 some unknown accused
boarded in XLI Motor Car No. 888 along with white colour

- Vigo. No.’ Unknown and Vitz No. Unknown reached near

Rashakai Interchange The accused took away the complainant .

- . Nihar Ali along with other fellows to Peshawar. The accused

. also snatched cash amount Rs. 1,10, 00,000/- and motorcar from -

him. On the report of the complainant a criminal case has been

' rcgtstered in PS Risalpur. (Copy of FIR enclosed).

In.ths above case accused Usman Husam S/O IftikharHussain
and Shahid S/O Tariq Javed R/O Peshawar were arrested. Later .
on accused Usman. Hussain Allegedly drsclosed to the Police
that accused Shareefullah S/O Haji Raheem U 1lah R/O Barakoh
Islamabad was also aceompamed .with hlm during the

commission of offence. _
It is pertment ‘to note that accused Shahld&Shanfullah are -

property dealers. The petitioners family also deals in property

dealing. in this conncction of the same deahng accused Shahid

_ was previously known to the petltloner

- [t was learned to the Petitioner that during interrogation whert |

accused “Shahid was asked that whether he knows any one in

. Mardan Dlstrlct The accused dlsclosed that Petrtloner is known

to him.
On 17/02/2021 Inspector Shafi, ASI Javed lqbal of Nowshera

District Summoned the Petrtroner to Mardan College Chowk on

Mobile Phone. Petitioner met with him at College Chowk

Mardan tnspector Shafi - disclosed that the name of the

Petitioner has been brought by the arrestcd accused Shahid in
the above case. The petmoner told tlnt accused Shahld known
to him as he is from Peshawar and deals.in property matters.

Inspector Shaif took the Petltloner to Pohce Station Pabbr it

Page 2 0f 7
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"~ was the evening time when the Police Produced néquscd 'Shahid'
before the Petmoncr N
.- That SHO PS Rlsalpur kept the petitloncr along wnth co-
accused Usman Hussain and Shahid in iilegat confinement till
42'5/02/2'021.‘ Later-on the arrest of all the three including
* petitioner were shown by the Police of PP Taroo in motorcar
No.  NVeI73 Xl . 'vide DD
No. 5 Dated 25/02/2021. (Copy enclosed) | |
7. - That during the illegal confinement, petitioner’s brother namely .
Muhammad Ayub also filed an application U/s 491 CrPC in '
the Court of Session Judge Nowshera on 24/05/2021. When the
Police came to know regardmg application U/S 491 CrPC,
thereafter they showed the arrest of the petitioner on the -
followmg day i.e. 25/02/2021 in the above mentloncd cnmmal
case. (Copy of appllcatlon U/S 491 CrPC along w1th court
~ ordrs are enclosed) S '

- That on 26/02/2021 Petitioner along wnth other accused were
produce in the court, where one day Police Custody. was
granted by the ‘Court. It is worth to mention here that durlng '
‘illegal confinement SHO PS Rlsalpur, SI Salfullah and 10/S]1
Ali Akbér subjected the Petiiioner to intense physical torture.
© They were éompél'ling the petitioner and his.family to produce
the alleged stolen amount before the Police. The netitioner'

disclosed Béfore the Police Official tn'at hé’is innocent gnd has
got no concern wnth the instant case.
. . During thc illegal conf' nement, due to pressure and continuous
torture from Pollce the pelmoner mformed his brother and
closed door nelghbor Amir Khan R/O Mamkhcla to arrange for
the production of Case Amount Rs. 14,00, 000/- as the Police -

were demanding the same amount. The petltloner also informed

" his brother namely Abdullah (serving in Saudi Arabia) for

' sendmg the amount by Mobile Phone. The arrangement of the

)

sald amount was made as under:

%@3&7‘
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i Soldan Alto motorcar on 18/02/2021 @ Rs. 5,90,000/-
(Sale deed is enclosed)
ii.  The brother of the petmoner had sent 'Rs.>3,00,000/- on
19/02/2021 (Bank Receipt is enclosed). |
iii. - Jewelry was sold on 19/02/2021 @ Rs. 4,50,000/-
(Recelpt is enclosed). . ' | |
iv.. Rs.60, 000/- was given by Amir Khan as borrow
The total amount comes to be Rs. 14,00, 000/-. 'I'he said total
amount was brought by Amir Khan to. PS Risalpur ano handed |

_over to SHO Risalpur. This fact can confrmed by examining’

Amir Khan. Unf’ortunately the said amount was shown .as

recovery from the possessxon of petmoner vide recovery memo

. dated 26/02/2021.

This illegal practlce is the extreme boundary of c':ruelty This

~‘can also be conﬁrmed from the relevant documents already

-10.

enclosed (The| recovery memo dated 26/02/2021 is enclosed)

The motorcar No. NV- 173 where in the arrest of the petitioner

~ along with other accused is shown belongs to Fazal Akbar R/O

KasstlhToru In facts the same car was recovcred from his
possession in the Bazar of GhalaDher on 23/02/202]1 and was
taken into possessuon as a case prOperty, being used by the

petitioner in the past. The said motorcar does not relates to the

" instant case at any stage.

GROUNDS OF MERCY—I’ETITION

i

IL

The petmoner is mnocent and has been falsely 1mpllcated in the
instant case. :

Therc is no single evrdence against the petmoner to connect
him with the commission of offence.

The complainant has charged has unknown accu.aed Nexther

. the t:omplamant, nor other PW’s have charged the petitioner for

the commission of offence in any statement recorded U/S 164

CrpPC. M:er.ely. the - petitioner has been charged for the
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commission_of offence in the siatetncnts recorded u/ss ‘161

. CrPC, whxch are not admxssnble in the eye of law.

“The petitioner and o other accused had make confession in the

court and all sach facts dcnotcs that the prosecution case is a

“concocted: story.

The ldentlﬁcanon parade was not conducted before a Judge,
during investigation, which has made the mvo]vement of the

pctmoner in'the case to be doubtl'ul and suspicious.

© The CCTV Footage from Wali Interchange to Peshawar

Interchange have not confirmed the arrival of the vehlcles on

~ the spot mentioned in the FIR on lhe date of occurrence

VIL -

The recovery alleged stolen amount worth Rs. 14,50,000/- and

recovery of motorcar NV- 173 is illegal and contrary 10 the law :
whlch.dctalls.xs already given in Para 9 and- 10 above

respectively.

The petitioner was, released by bail by the Honourable Court of

Peshawar High Court ordcr dated 26/03/2021 on the following

grounds.

S Pemloncr not directly charged in the FIR.

b. Recovery of Rs. 14,50,000/- has not been cffectcd from the
posscssxon of the petitioner as the same was taken into

possession from Amir Khan closed door nelghbor of the

L pctmoncr in the PS Risalpur.

. ¢. No ldenuﬂcatxon parade of thc petmoner as per. law was

conducted

d. The High Court belleve that mvolvement of the petitioner

qua their guﬂt in the crime needs further enqunry All these
grounds from Para “a” 10 “d” needs your kind attention and
consideration. (Copy of High Court order dated 26/03/2021 '

is enclosed).

PRESEVT POSI I'ION OF THE CRIMI‘IAL CASE:

The criminal case vide FIR No. 58 dated 04/02/2021 UIS
395/365/342/171/412 PPC is pcndmg trail. There is no chance of .

: Page50f7 : ‘ )
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: .convictiOn of petitioner in the instant casc rather tﬁere is possioility of
acquittal of the petitioner in the case. B-ettor would be that the orescnt
departmental enquiry be kept pcndmg tilt to the arrival of the final '
judgiment of the competent court of law. Accordmg 'to the basic
principle of justice the departmental proce_dure and judicial procedure

cannot run parallel to each other.” - '

ILLEGAL / SUPERFACIAL ENQUIRY PROCEEDING. .

‘i, The enqulry oﬂ' cer. has conducted a supcrf’ icial and 1llegal ehquiry

_ against the petmoner '
ii. During the proceedihg' of enquiry, the pe'titioner produced a
. detailed and comprehensive reply to the charge sheet but no aspect
of the reply was. consndered Only one PW. OlI/S1 All Akbar was-.
A summoned and his statcment was recorded in the absence “of
* Petitioner. No opportumty of cross examination at. this PW was
glven to the petitioner. Only believing on this. single statcment the
EO recommended the petitioner for’ award of maJor punishment..
| _ Only one sided drama was played durmg enquiry.
"iij.  Several lacunas and dlscrcpancms were made durmg, the coursc of
| enquiry by the EO. "The statement of the followmg of Amir Khan
R/O-Manikhela who produced the amount Rs 14 00,000/- to SHO
Risalpur has not been recorded. by the EO during the coursc of
enquiry. Similarly one Fazal Akbar R/O Kass Kaley Toru (The
Owner of motorcar No. NV 173) was not examined during the

course of enquiry. Moreover Inspector Shafi, ASI Sajid Iqbal who

took the petmoner in custody have abso not been examined during

the enquiry.
iv.  All the enquxry proceedings are lllegal and against the norm of -

© justice.-

OBSERVATIONS RAISED BY RPO MARDAN WHILE REJECTING THE

 APPEAL: o , ,
" The petition has clearly mentioned above regarding the innocence

present  case. Unfortunately the Worthy /DIG Mardan (appellant

-,

; . Page6of7
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authority) has mentioned in his >rej'cc,t‘io'n order that the recovery 6{

~ amount worth 1,400,000/- was directly affected
this fact a complete detail has been alrcady

from the position of

the petitioner. Regarding
e title (brief facts of the incident)at Para-9 above. It is

menti&ned' inth
emo dated 26/02/2021 that amount

- crystal clear, that is per recovery m

50,000/~ on was produéed by one Amir (relative of the

worth Rs. 14,
o the 1.0 in PS Risalpur. In such circum
he direct recovery of Rs. 1,450,000/-.

petitioner) t stances, petitioner
cannot be held responsible fort
ersion of petitioner Was not considered at

Again unfortunately, the.v
suffered a lot. The

age of cnquify and as such the petitioner

cubmits that Para No. 9 of the (Brief facts of the

d 26/02/2021 may.kindly be perused

any st
petitioner humbly
“incident) and recovery memo date

on priority basis.

PRAYERS:

RAYERS:
Keeping in vi

amstances, it is humbly requested
The order of pPO /Mardan

ew the above facts and circ
stance of this mer;y'opctition.

that on.acccy
aside and the appellant

may kindly be set-

e date of dismissal please:

be reinstated in service from

Dated: 11/04/2022

Washer-man Constable
. HAMEED ULLAH:

No. 3310 '
Police Lines; Mardan.

Cell: 03451968881
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