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Sr. No. Date of 
order/
proceedings

Order or other proceedings with signature of Judge/ Magistrate

1 2 3
1.

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL, 
PESHAWAR.\

Service Appeal No. 163/2014, Tariq Saleem and
Service Appeal No. 164/2014, Muhammad Alamgir
Vs. Deputy Inspector General of Police, D.I.Khan Region etc.

JUDGMENT

PIR BAKHSH SHAH. MEMBER.- Appellants
09.04.2015

with counsel (Mr. Imtiaz Ali, Advocate) and Mr. Muhammad

Jan, GP with Nazir Ahmad, H.C for the respondents present.

A
2. Since same charge sheet containing charges of

corruption, ill-reputation and inefficiency, was served on bothJ the appellants alongwith 19 other civil servants and enquired
'k.

into by the same enquiry officer, therefore this single judgment

is directed to dispose of both the above appeals jointly.

3. Arguments heard. Record perused.

4. Learned counsel for the appellant submitted that no

specific instance or ground to justify charge of corruption has

been given. It was lurther submitted that there is no evidence

on record to substantiate the allegations leveled against the

appellants. Thai the enquiry report shows that the respondents-

department had become vindictive due to Writ Petition of the

appellants in the Hon’ble Pligh Court. The learned counsel for

the appellant further stressed that discrimination has been made

by the respondents-department as some of alTectees,
A
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influential, were taken back in service or their penalty 

reduced. If was also submitted that not a single yardstick has

been used by the appellate authority who passed order in a

whimsical manner when showing leniency in case^ of the

appellant Muhammad Alamgir by reducing his penalty of

removal Ifom service to reduction in rank and refusing the

same relief in case of appellant Tariq Saleem. He requested

that the appeal may be accepted.

5. The learned Government Pleader while rebutting

the arguments submitted that all codal formalities were

fulfilled. Charge sheet and statement of allegations were served 

upon the appellants, opportunity of personal hearing was given

to them, and the penalty was recommended by the enquiry

officer. He requested that the appeals may be dismissed.

L
6. Perusal of the charge sheet would show that charges

have been leveled against the appellants without citing any

instance of corruption, inefficiency and mis-conduct, much-

less quoting the relevant span of time of occurrence of any

such instance. Report of the enquiry officer was perused

wherein he has stated hat there is no witness coming forth

against the appellants regarding charge of corruption but the

appellants are not well reputed in the public. The record shows

that during the career of their services, the appellants had also

earned one step promotion, which could be strange phenomena

if the appellants were ill reputed in the public. The
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discriminatory treatment can be noted when departmental 

appeal of appellant Muhammad Alamgir was partially allowed

without any cogent reason but merely, on the basis of a lenient 

view taken by the appellate authority^ Hie grace not shown in 

case of the appellant Tariq Saleem.

7. In view of the above, the impugned orders are set

aside, the appellants are reinstated into service for denovo

enquiry strictly in accordance with law and rule, which shall be

completed within three months of the receipt of this judgment.

Back benefits shall follow the outcome of departmental

enquiry failing which the appeals shall be deemed to have been

allowed. The appeals are disposed of in the above terms.

Parties are left to bear their own costs. File be consigned to the

record room.

0ANNOUNCED
09.4.2015

(PIR BAKHSH SHAH)
MEMBER

(ABDUL LA'flF) 
MEMBER

1
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05.3.2015 Appellant in person and Mr. Muhammad Jan, GP 

Nazir Ahmad, H.C for the respondents present. J was brought in our 

notice that against the same impugned order, the case of Asghar Ali 
■ Shah at S.No. 11, is pending before the learnek Bench-I. Office is ■ A 

directed to club the case of the said Asghar Ali, Shah and other 

_cases, if any, against the same impugned order. To come up for 

order/further proceedings on 09.4.2015.1

MEMBER
I
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Clerk to counsel for the appellant and Mr. Muhammad 

with Nazir Ahmad, hl.C for the respondents
JO. 12.^2014 •

, Adcel TUiU, Ay\G 

present. The 'rribunal is incomplete. 4'o come up for the same on
0

5.1.2015.

A

- 0

Clerk to counsel for the appellant and Mr. Ziaullah,

for respondents present.. The
5.1.2015 ^

GP with Nazir Ahmad, H.C 

Tribunal is incomplete. To come up for the same on 17.3.2015.
;•

,t>

:«
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A

Appellant with counsel and Mr. Muhammad Jan, GP ' 

with Juma Khan S.I (Legal) for the respondents present. 

Arguments heard. To come up for order on 26.2.2015.

9.2.2015

fer—-
MEMBER MBER

: 26.2.2015 Appellant in person and Muhammad Jan, GP with
r

Nazir Ahmad, H.C for the respondents present. Case is 

adjourned to 05.3.2015 for order.

MISMBERMEMBER

r-

/ :/.
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10.7.2014. Counsel for the appellant and Mr. Muhammad Jan, 

GP with representative of the respondents present and 

submitted before the court that written reply prepared and 

placed before the respondents for signature. He requested 

for adjournment. To come up for written reply on 

01.09.2014. N

'5.

me: EMBER
A- *

Appellant in person and Mr. Muhammad Jan, GP with Hamid. 01.09.2014
.^fNawaz, ASI (Legal) J for the respondents present and reply filed. Copy 

handed over to appellant. To come up for rejoinder on 30.09.2014..

■ V'

MEMBE,1

;
!
i

Appellant with counsel and Mr. Muhammad Adeel Butt, 

AAG with Muhammad Bilal, H.C for the respondents present. 

Rejoinder received, copy whereof is handed over to the learned 

AAG. To come up for arguments on 13.11.201^^ *

30.09.2014 f ;•
v'

A;

:
MEMBER

I

!
i

-.I13.11.2014 Clerk to counsel for the appellant and Mr. Muhammad 

Adeel Butt, AAG with Nazir Ahmad, H.C for the respondents 

The Tribunal is incomplete. To come up for the same

r

present.

‘ on 10.12.2014.

i

l

.

f.
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Appellant with counsel present. Preliminary arguments
heard and case file perused. Through the instant appeal under

1974,

25.012014 .

Section-4 of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Act 
the appellant has impugned order dated 09.12.2013 vide which the 

appellant .was awarded major penalty of removal from service with 

immediate effect. Similarly, the departmental appeal filed by the 

also 'dismissed without any justification videappellant was 

impugned order dated 13.01.2014.

Since the appellant alleged malafide on the part of 

pondents while passing impugned order and the matter pertaining 

terms to and conditions of service, therefore, the appeal in hand is 

admitted for regular hearing subject to all legal objections. The 

appellant is directed to deposit the security amount and process fee 

within 10 days. Thereafter, Notice be issued to the respondents for 

submission of written reply on 09.06.2014.

res

4

Member

^ for further proceedings.
This case be put before the Final Bench25.03.2014

K

;

i Appellant with counsel and AAG present. None is
I

available on behalf of the respondents. Fresh notice be issued 

tJ them through registered post. To come up for written reply
I

on 10.7.2014.

9.6.2014

/

!
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Form-A
FORM OF ORDER SHEET

Court of

Case No. 163/2014

S.No. Date of order 
Proceedings

Order or other proceedings with signature of judge or Magistrate

1 2 3

10/02/2014 The appeal of Mr. Tariq Usman presented today by Mr. 

Imtiaz Ali Advocate may be entered in the Institution register 

and put up to the Worthy Chairman for preliminary hearing.

1

R TT

This case is entrusted to Primary Bench for preliminary 
^ hearing to be put up there on ^ \

//
2

1
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 

SERVICE TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No. /2014.

Tariq Saleem APPELLANT

Versus .

DIG of Police, D.LKhan & others RESPONDENTS

INDEX

S. No. Particulars Annexure Pages

1. Appeal 1-6
2. Affidavit 7
3. Memo of Addresses 8
4. Copy of order dated 23.10.2013 A 9-10
5. Copy of Writ Petition B 11-13
6. Copy of charge sheet C 14

Copy of statement of allegation7. D 15
8. Copy of judgment dated 19.11.2013 .E 16-22
9. Copy of reply 23-25F
10. Copy of final report G 26

Copy of order dated 09.12.201311. H 27
Copy of departmental appeal12. 28-30J
Copy of order dated 13.01.201413. 31K

Appellant

through

Dated: .02.2014. Advocates, Peshawar.

4--:'%
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 

SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No. /2014.

Tariq Saleem,
Ex-AST,
S/o MaliTc Muhammad Amir, 
R/o Village & P.O. Jatta 
Tehsil Parova District D.I. Khan APPELLANT

Versus

1. Deputy Inspector General of Police,
Dera Ismail Khan Region.

2. District Police Officer,
Dera Ismail Khan.

3. DSP / DSB (Inquiry Oficer), 
Dera Ismail Khan

/4. Regional Police Officer,
Dera Ismail Khan........... RESPONDENTS

/
APPEAL u/s 4 of the Khyber Pakhtunlchwa Service 

Tribunal Act, 1974 against the order dated 09.12.2013 

of Respondent No.2 whereby appellant has been 

awarded major punishment of removal from service 

and order No.l32/ES dated 13.01.2014 of Respondent 

No.l (Appellate Authority) dismissing departmental 

appeal of the appellant./W/ %

PRAYER IN APPEAL: That orders dated 09.12.2013 and

13.01.2014 may kindly be set aside and 

appellant may be reinstated in service with

'j/
j
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all back benefits from the date when he 

was removed from service.

Respectfully Sheweth:

1. THAT consequent upon recommendations of NWFP Public Service 

Commission, Peshawar appellant was appointed as P.ASI on 14.11.2006. 

That later in the year 2011 he was promoted to the rank of Sub- 

Inspector.

THAT while serving as Sub-Inspector and in pursuance of an ex-parte 

departmental proceeding {hereinafter referred to as previous 

departmental proceedings) appellant was awarded major punishment of 

reduction from the substantive rank to the lower rank of ASI by 

Respondent No.2 vide order dated 23.09.2013.

2.

3. THAT while departmental appeal of appellant against aforesaid order 

dated 23.09.2013 was pending with the Appellate Authority, the District
V____________________ ____________________________ ______________________________________________________________ ■ ______

Police Officer Dera Ismail Khan (Respondent No.2) in purported 

compliance with directions of Respondent No.4, placed appellant along 

with 20 other police officials under suspension, pending departmental 

proceedings against each of them vide order dated 23.10.2013. Copy of 

order dated 23.10.2013 is enclosed and marked “A".

4. THAT all the 21 suspended police officials, including present appellant, 

questioned their suspension as well as order dated 23.10.2013 of 

Respondent No.2 through Writ Petition No.421-D/2013 before the 

Peshawar High Court D.I Khan bench. Copy of Writ Petition is enclosed 

and marked “B”.

5. THAT during the pendency of aforementioned Writ Petition appellant as 

well as the other 20 police officials were issued similar charge sheets and 

statements of allegations on vague and stereotyped allegations of 

corruption, ill-reputation and inefficiency. While observing that a formal 

inquiry is necessary and expedient DSP / DSB Dera Ismail Khan 

(Respondent No.3) was appointed as Inquiry Officer to conduct
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departmental inquiry against appellant, under KPK Police Rules, 1975. 

Copy of charge sheet and statement of allegations are enclosed and 

marked “C” & D \

6. THAT the Writ Petition filed by appellant and his other colleagues were 

dismissed on 19.11.2013 on the ground that the same was hit by the bar 

contained in Article 212 of the Constitution. Copy of judgment dated 

19.11.2013 is enclosed and marked “E”.

THAT notwithstanding the fact that charge sheet as well as statement of 

allegations did not contain any specific instances or grounds justifying 

the charge of corruption etc., enabling the appellant to submit/offer a 

proper defense, he nevertheless submitted a detailed reply to the show 

cause notice. Copy of reply is enclosed and marked “F”.

7.

8. THAT Inquiry Officer (Respondent No.3) without specifying any details 

about the alleged misconduct of appellant and/or referring to any 

material/evidence in support thereof and also brushing aside detailed 

reply submitted by the appellant, vide an undated and hurriedly compiled 

final report, by holding the appellant guilty of the charges, proceeded to 

recommend imposition of major punishment. Copy of final report is 

enclosed and marked “G”.

9. THAT the Respondent No.2 on receipt of aforesaid perfunctory inquiry 

report mechanically and without application of mind, vide order dated 

09.12.2013 by endorsing the erroneous findings and recommendation of 

enquiry officer, awarded the appellant major punishment of removal 

from service. Copy of order dated 09.12.2013 is enclosed and mark^

“H’.

10. THAT against the order dated 09.12.2013 appellant preferred an appeal 

on 23.12.2013 which has also been rejected by Respondent No.l vide his 

order No.l32/ES dated 13.01.2014, That it may not be out of place to 

mention here that appellant’s departmental appeal against the order of 

reversion in rank, in the previous departmentaTpr^edings, has also
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filing a separate appeal. Copy of departmental appeal and order dated 

13.01.2014 are enclosed marked “J” and “K”.

11. THAT mortally aggrieved of aforesaid orders of Respondent No.2 dated 

09.12.2013 and that of Respondent No. 1 dated 13.01.2014, appellant is 

constrained to invoke the jurisdiction of this Hon’ble Tribunal, on the 

following amongst other: -

GROUNDS:

A. THAT the impugned orders, on the face of it, are harsh, arbitrary and 

devoid of any reasons.

B. THAT the charge framed against the appellant and statement of 

allegations issued thereon were vague and not in accordance with the 

relevant provisions of law. Appellant was kept unaware of any 

particular/specific allegation leveled against him, he thus being denied 

his right to properly defend himself, has practically been condemned 

unheard.

C. THAT the entire proceedings right from its inception, up to its 

culmination in imposition of major punishment upon appellant suffers 

from illegal, arbitrary, and colorful exercise of powers by the authorities 

concerned. Neither any specific and tangible charge of corruption, 

inefficiency etc. was leveled against the appellant nor anything of the 

sort, even remotely suggesting misconduct has been proved through the 

sham and/fl/ce inquiry proceedings. The so called final report as well as 

impugned orders besides being whimsical and arbitrary, display utter 

disregard of principles of natural justice and absolute non-application of 

mind by Respondent No. 1, to 3.

D. THAT not only relevant provisions of service rules have been violated 

with impunity but appellant has also been denied his fundamental right 

to fair trial and due process, guaranteed by the newly inserted Article 

lOA of constitution of Islamic. Republic of Pakistan.
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E. THAT bare perusal of the so-called final report reveals that none of the 

so-called charges have been proved against the appellant and he has only 

been^penalizeT^forfiimg a Writ Petition before tHe'HiglTCHrtT^long 

with his other colleagues. Only an extremely biased person, with no 

understanding of law of the land could have termed approaching a court 

of law by a civil servant against an adverse order, as indiscipline OR 

creating factions!union of comrades in police force, justifying 

imposition of major penalty upon appellant, more so when he was not 

even charged on such count, in the first place. Unfortunately Respondent 

No.l and 2 also erroneously went along with such frivolous, illegal and 

un-constitutiohal approach of the inquiry officer.

F. THAT the Authority (respondent no.2) while suspending petitioner and 

meehanically ordering disciplinary proceedings against the appellant in 

compliance of directions of respondent no.4 vide letter No.3439-40/ES 

dated 22.10.2013, failed to discharge his statutory obligation in terms of 

Rule 5 Sub-rule (1) of KP Police Rules, 1975. Under said provision 

Authority is required to examine and evaluate any information of 

misconduct against a subordinate, before initiating proceeding against 

the concerned official. The entire edifice created open such weak and 

irregular foundation is liable to be set at naught.

G. THAT although as many as 3, albeit vague and un-specific, charges 

were leveled against the appellant, but impugned orders like the so- 

called Final Report are silent as to which, if any, charge was proved 

against him. Imposition of major punishment as a result of proceedings 

carried out in such a slipshod manner cannot be countenanced, much less 

endorsed / approved by a court of law or Tribunal.

H. THAT other grounds / pleas may be raised at the time of hearing, with 

the permission of this learned Tribunal.

For the foregoing reasons, it is, therefore, respectfully prayed that 

acceptance of this appeal, the orders dated 09.12.2013 and 13.01.2014 may
on

a
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kindly be set aside and appellant may be reinstated in service with all back 

benefits from the date when he was removedfro crvice.

Apbell^t

through

Imtiaz All
Advocate Supreme Court of Pakistan

and

Ishtiaq Ahmad,
Advocate, High Court.Dated: 08.02.2014

(TA
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 

SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No. /2014.

Tariq Saleem APPELLANT
■ \

Versus

DIG of Police, D.LKhan & others RESPONDENTS

AFFIDAVIT of Mr.Tariq Saleem, Ex-ASI, S/o Malik Muhammad Amir, R/o 
Village & P.O. Jatta, Tehsil Parova District D.I Khan.

1, Mr.Tariq Saleem, Ex-ASI, S/o Malik Muhammad Amir, R/o Village & 
P.O. Jatta, Tehsil Parova District D.I Khan do hereby solemnly declare and 
state: -

1. That the accompanying appeal has been drafted under the instructions of 
the appellant imparted through me.

2. That I am personally conversant with the facts and circumstances of the 
case as contained therein.

That the facts and circumstances mentioned in the accompanying appeal 
are true and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief.

3.

^onent
VERIFICATION:

The contents of the above affidavit are true and correct to the best of my 
knowledge and belief.

Verified on Oath at Peshawar this day of Febmar 14.

D^onent
Identified by:

Advocates.
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 

SERVICE TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No. /2014.

Tariq Saleem APPELLANT

Versus

DIG of Police, D.I.Khan & others RESPONDENTS

MEMO OF ADDRESSES

APPELLANT

ITariq Saleem,
Ex-ASI,
S/o Malik Muhammad Amir, 
R/o Village & P.O. Jatta 
Tehsil Parova District D.I. Khan

RESPONDENTS -i
•i

1. Deputy Inspector General of Police,
Dera Ismail Khan Region.

2. District Police Officer, 
Dera Ismail Khan.

3. DSP / DSB (Inquiry Officer), 
Dera Ismail Khan

4. Regional Police Officer,
Dera Ismail Khan

through

Dated: .02.2014. Advocates, Peshawar.
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ORDER

In'compliance of directions received vide letter No.3439-40/ES, dated 22.10.2013 from 

the Office of Regional Police Officer, Dera Ismail Khan, following officers / officials are hereby 

placed under suspension and closed to Police Lines with immediate effect, pending 

departmental proceedings against each.

I!1. Inspector Muhammad Yousaf SHO Kulachi

2. Inspector Sana Ullah SHO Cantt.

3. Inspector Kifayat Hussain GO/lnv:

4. SI Faiz Kateem SHO Draban.

5. SI Muhammad Imran SHO Paharpur

6. SI Muhamrriad Nawaz SHO Band Kurai

7. SI Ghulam Kazim Addi: SHO Prova

8. SI Abdul Hamid Inchage Traffic Staff

9. SI Khalid Mehmood inchage Inv: PS/Unversity

10. ASI Tariq Saleem Police Lines DIKhan (already suspended)

11. Asghar AM Shah Police Lines DIKhan

12. SI Sagheer Qadoos Police Lines DIKhan

13. SI Muhammad Hashim ASHO PS/Cantt

14. SI Alamgir Khan, Police Lines DIKhan

15. HC Saadullah No.555 OASI

16. LHCJaved Akbar No.ll99

17. HC Akhtar Munir No.819 Police Lines DIKhan

18. HC Muhammad Ramzan No.1098 TO Traffic Staff

19. HC Muhammad Akram No.1130 TO Traffic Staff

20. Constable Driver Muhammad Aslam No.774

21. HC Said Khan No.684 Gunmen

I

District Police Officer 
Dera Ismail Khan

No.23873/ Dated DIKhan the 23/10/2013

Copy of above is submitted to Regional Police Officer Dera Ismail Khan or favour of 

information w/rto his office No. quoted above it is requested that a formal order on initiation 

of departmental proceedings against officers mentioned at S.No.l to 3 along with issuing of 

charge sheet/ summary of allegation may kindly be issued in light of provisions of Rules, the 

said officers being of the Rank of Inspector,

District Police Officer 
Dera Ismail Khan



f

*>

•;
I >} in::i'OUK riii': picsiiawar high roiiin- D.I.KIIAN BKNril.

. NVril rcliilun No. 0/2013.
y

/
••s

VousiiC Inspector. Ollkc of l)l>b

InspcctoivOniccorDI’O, D.I.KIian. .
ai.Klian,

g^||if|fe<§3Ml-‘-;;Mpl'aminacl Imran. Siib Inspcclori Oflice ofDI’O. D.I.KIian. 
^^^^|gp||:ftMH.Miiliainniail Nawaxl Sub Inspector; Oflice ol'DI’O. DJ.Kliiin.

"Glnilam Ka/ini. Sub Inspector..Ol'lice orDI’O.O.I.KIian; 
AlxKil llamccd. Sub Inspector, Office ofDPO. D.I.Khan.

f ’̂{it■ • I ■I m ri
Ii r-M * .

} . •;.O.I.Khnn.
? /i
.a As/V5\

ti

I

Ii

gSfi:

ij

K'lalid MchmoocI, Sub Inspeclon Ol'Iice of DPO, D.I.KIian.

-a A>|yl'ar All Sliain Sub Inspeellur; Ol'lice ol' l)l>0. D.I.KIian. 
“ig|tejA;;St,,beer'Abbt,s. Sub Insp^lo^ blliee .il'DI’O. D.I.KIian.

'Mulifiinnititl- l lasliim. Sub Inspector. Olliee of DI’O. D.I.KIian.
Inspestprl pniccorDPO. Dll.Khan. '

Consuibic. Ni):‘555! Ol'lice of DPO. D.I.Kkii 
/;^kbar.vLancc l lcaci CojAlablc..No: 1199.ai'licc of 01*0.

Constable. No;319. OiUcc ofDPO. D.I.KIian. 
Ramzan.-fleac! rt|nslable No: 109X. OIUcc of DPO. [ : ;: 
Akram;llc;ui;CWnsiablc; No; 1 1 aO.Ol'Iicc ol DPO. D.I.Kh;

-■ A.slani. C.'on.slabl|.'jDri\or No:774. Office of 1)1*0. D.I.Kb
, 21. Said Khan.' l lead (.‘piisuMilc-N^bS-l. Oflicc of 1)1*0. D.I.KIian.

OI'llccr.^K;hybci: PaklUiiivkhwa. CPO, Peshawar.

(Hqs);Kliyber I’akblunkbwa. I’esliawar. 

ffe-i r3:ggg i'Acldl;.lnspe|lOfGe'fi§ i:s||iVes fifelin,

^ Di.slrict Police' Ofliecif Mlfkafiamiff.

- Accounianl Clcneral. KPK.'Peshawar. .

(.)frieer/Compiroller of AceounLs. Tank.

....:..... v---
*d parlies as }*ivcn aboVc arc jainicient for the purpose ofservicc.)

11
is.

vm
iw Ml.

D.I.KIian.s«m;rm’, D.I.KIian. 
an. .:f« an.Mmi I:. .(Peliliuiiers)i

Vei'^siis,
i •Mr i'.

!
»»*y I

li
fi : >>1
M,

J® f Pakhllinkhwa. Peshawar. .

jiijl l^:-'liir
an Range. D.l.khaii.

cm i .•,
; •
1t

i•' !Mw I
I

!
I

(keNixaideiiis)I

■ /

1 !. ! .

^4 \ • Iit



^^^^A|!|'n;m„N un,,„„«,,,t,,,,

^:; ■;:::‘ dir^, ,n,^.c,.,i;e ;),c rcsn„,.,,„„

.......... ........ ...y|^!^^^e|>>>->:''gcsTOndcni-N/n nrtlIrp.ilTilii........ P"ii''mr'' ........ '"''H' linni

^^^SKtSSSfiSi^ i« :

■ ■<

■;s?

coNs rfTU'i'joiv OK no*,'M
’, I97J.fU - .

• {

. • I

• i

r ,. -««‘*‘»vi|;nwv. xvfiii I-;/

imi:

ir
ji

ii
IIpS

■'''^' lyliiloiioi-s.lunc. h&n .-niploV.al' i„ ||„. ,.|>|- i. ,• „

£;ss;'s “

■"»«s« -n .............
'v-itli ihc provisions-of Police olx'lcr"'^00^^ porlorni aci.x-e dulios in»wfer*:: "     '"*'"' ..

Respectfully Stated, • . . ' •:
I., • ; .

■'~i.ppiJ£i;;;;;;S"S!" ..... . "« ui(Miiuls licivinjifier siihtniKcd

m *

•3 -5-

lent :iikI arc 
for discliargc of theirm icers

■ ;

iViVJ

23Wi',«.wr;,v.-.. hy thc-discriininfiipry aclioii and ojnission
‘’y.'!’=-Law & Rules i

I.

i

perldnn:n.ee

*. .I .
I>.



Wi^
v\,:|'

I; !■:

3n:^
• I

6t

I
i

• • ‘ •^‘'•"K'ou.s'in/Ii

!

Si
PUiijoijor.s \Wiii„„

loncc.

-ESi'ii'Sypp”-:;---....||p@.- iiiufcr

iP^- ■
.... ................ .

''■i),s(r;t(c i/ic n-jJ„.. v /*" *''’ not onlv im '’ '’'"'"’nors imuI

III
'‘.•••Midii. 

^’OMnii.s ,it'

•'^ns|H-M.si(tn

V* •

i,'r11

'ossr.s I.(It
‘•<>nsiii„ii(,„, /.m to

011(1

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

. ■■ > .................................. .... ........................................... .....................................................................

MiW ■ '

court,

i5''nuiHl.s

'I'Ji
ii?

I

V

I ^*cii[ii7ner )

. '"'■ony/iCoLiiis^
■t '^lIorncN-.

m
;• Mi 4

■ :(Mii, liinimtjJ
voMie /lij,), c,n„., 1)1,IJ

.......m
ailorncv /br

"istant petition',
»'<?corcfs :incf tli-

n.-c on
,, , . correct to ih^ i,
" "ntinnp h:,.^ cst

"•///uI/n• »■'

.2im:?

4^0 —. I ^ ~'

i'HsSfeiSi^ .Si

M

<#-cr)m. ')

■,s Ii2.'j'. I: '••• -tV.

u.^'• i .'M / . '. 'He?;'
m

n- •m;;,; .-Uv.i;•i;Vfi^im wi'Jl 'ti k. Ovt:wmi A



ifiSiij ‘'Ci f/•

rMil'l, " ■..•.Vy^!^i:e.;as, .|.,am satisfied llhat
^ai^htunkhwa Police Rules 1975

■: : 'you- while serving in Police
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>■

\ ,4 ;;;!smai| Khan hereby charges you ASi Tario Saiop>m wMk the

stateiTient attached to this Charge Sheet.
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^ liaolb Lo be proceeded against and commiiLcd 
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#■*'«:.-’b ^ ■,
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•'«1: ‘;■
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■'t Ii IM11 i I
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f

M-
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Hci'i.cc Lhc sU.iLcnTcrilol'allcgaliuj-i.

I 1:2. , For the purpose of' scrutinizind the conduct: of the said iccused with
to the above allegation JL^^________ ________ ___ "oc'IsmaU
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• t
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L .................. Deia Ismail f ban. The cnq.iiTy officer
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____pages are enclosed.
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proceeding.
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ORDER:• •
%■

. This order is aimed to dispose off the departmehta! proceeding 

against ASi Tariq Saleem No. 22/b on the charges of corruption, ili-reputation • 

and inefficiency.'.i - .1
. The defaulter Asstt: Sub Inspector was served with the charge 

sheet and statement of allegation and an enquiry was conducted into the 

matter through Mr. Salahuddin Khan DSP DSB DiKhan. The enquiry officer 

. submitted his finding, in which he stated that the-defauiter Asstt; Sub Inspector 

is found guilty of the charges leveled against him and recommended him for 

major punishment. Jhe defaulter Asstt: Sub Inspector, was summoned in 

Orderly R'oom^ on 09.12.2013 and heard in person by giving opportunity of 

defence but he could not satisfy the undersigned-about his misconduct, the 

enquiry file/available record was perused and the undersigned came to the 

conclusion that the charges leveled against him are stand proved.'-

:■

l-'i

i:

1,

. - 4
hi
i) (

M !■

Therefore, in the light of above, I Muhammad Nisar All (PSP) 

District Police-Officer DlKhan in exercised of powers conferred upon me under 

the Police Rules-1975, hereby, award him major punishment of removal from 

servite with immediate effect.

I

T :
i;

J
f.

:■
t

V.

I ^^JOfs-tiTcrp^ce Officer, 

■ Dera Ism.ail Khan
•i• \

ORDER ANNOUNCED
. Dated 09.12.2013

%
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To, Deputy Inspector General (^.Police, 

Dera Ismail Khan Range,

Dera Ismail Khan, |

Subject: DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL/REPRESFMTATinN 
09.12.2013. BY DISTRICT POLICE OFFirFR,
WHILE AWARDING MAJOR PUNISHMENT THE APPFII ANT 
FROM SERVICE.

AGAINST THE ORDER DATED
DERA ISMAIL KHAN. VIDE WHICHI

HAS BEEN REMOVED
i

Respectfully stated,

1. That the appellant Joined the Police Department as probationer ASI 

passing public service commission

4

I

on 10-10-2006 after
I,

exam, started performing his duties, \A/herein so many 

times I was assigned different difficuit duties, which were performed by the appeiiant 

successfully and later on in the year 2011, I

i.

) ;•
: :■

promoted to the rank of SI and postedwas
!I\ ,

as SHO at PS Yarik and Sadder Dera Ismail Khan.
t

That the appellant received charge sheet along with statement of allegations dated

28.10.2013 from the District Police Officer, Dera Ismail Khan, wherein without 

reference to the date, time and

2.

I
any

person three allegations were leveled against the 

appeiiant of i). Corruption ii),|lil reputation iii). inefficiency, therefore, the appeiiant 

requested the DPO that as he has been served with statement of aiiegations, for which 

he has to submit his repiy but aiiegations are not specified regarding gross misconduct.
t

therefore, he may be provided the complete allegations to enable the appellant to 

furnish detailed reply but the appellant was refused, thereW, he along with 

other Police officials filed

some
f

a Writ Petition seeking therein direction to the DPO, Dera 

Ismail Khan That he should act in accordance with Law and should provide the detail of

-

:■
;■

V.-
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p:'allegation, which writ Petition was dismissed being not maintainable, as barred by

•> t

Article 212 of the constitution of Islamic Republic of Pakistan, however the Honorable i.

!
High Court provided a guided line that such like d(?(i(;i(?n(;i(*s c.in !)»• .ig.il.iled ln‘(ore .•1'

i
i

Service Tribunal, the proper forum.
1

3. That thereafter the DPO office provided some documents regarding previous inquires ■Tv!'

against the appellant, which were already completed after due process.

4. That the appellant then submitted his detailed reply to the inquiry officer and as no I-
;

detail of any of the charges were provided either in the statement of allegations or
r-. )

subsequently provided documents so the appellant on his own prepare the reply and
1

.Tnegated the allegation rather mentioned therein his achievement during the service in ' «,
i

t ■detail, ns no specific allegation were alleged in the charge sheet.
■Ti
1:t5. That the inquiry officer Mr.|Salahudin Khan , DSP/DSB, Dera Ismail Khan then submitted

his inquiry report , wherein while recommendation the major punishment he mainly

stressed upon the filing of Writ Petition before Peshawar High Court Bench by group of (

Police Officials and termed it to be also misconduct on the part of the appellant was

khaving the proper forum of approaching your good self in appeal in appeal and then thet

Service tribunal and thereby recommended major punishment, however the appellant
i

was never provided the opportunity of hearing.

6. That after the receipt of inquiry report the District Police Officer, Dera Ismail Khan on;•

: I 09.12.2013 passed the order vide which while awarding major punishment the

i

appellant was removed fromiservice.

:
;
1 !

1

' i I
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7. That it is pertinent to mention hej:e that the requirement of services laws

complied with, as no Final show cause notice was served nor any opportunities of 

personal hearing was provided and the inquiry officer did not ever bother of furnish any 

sort of recommendation regarding the allegation leveled against the appellant, 

therefore, the entire process, being in total conflict with the law is liable to be set aside.

were never
/

;

8. That although the appellant ihas furnished his reply to an ambiguous statement of

allegation but that reply was also not considered by the inquiry officer and that Is why 

there Is no mentioned In the Inquiry report regarding proo! ol allegation leveled against

the appellant.

9. That there is nothing on record in support of general allegations leveled against the

appellant and these general allegation are also not based on any complaint, service

record or oral evidence against the appellant.3

In view of the above made submission , it is very humbly requested that on gracious 
acceptance of the instant departmental appeal / representation, the order dated 
09.12.2013 passed by DPO, Dera Ismail Khan may very kindly be set aside and the 
appellant may be reinstated; in service with all back benefits. It is future requested 
that appellant may he heard In person.

I

i

Your humble appellant,

t

Tari^aleem
S/o Malik Muhammad Amir 
R/o Village Jatta, D.I.Khan.

Dated: ^^^,12.2013

1

. :
I.

/:i.!
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//ORDER: /'

This order is meant to dispose off the appeal preferred by Ex-ASI Tariq 

Saleem No.22/D of DIKhan District against the order of major punishment i.e. removal

■'r

from service, awarded to him by OPO DIKhan vide order dated 09.12.2013. He was 

proceeded against on the allegations o^ ill-reputation, corruption and inefficiency. A 

proper departmental enquiry was initiated, and Mr. Salah-ud-Din, DSP DSB DIKhan was 

appointed as Enquiry Officer to conduct proper departmental enquiry against him. On 

the recommendation of Enquiry Oificer, DPO DIKhan awarded him major punishment of 
removal from service. :: ;

*

The appellant/ Ex-ASI preferred the instant appeal against the order of 

^DPO DIKhan. ! have gone through the enquiry file as well as'service record of the 

appellant and also heard him in person on 02.01.2014.

Therefore in exercise of power conferred upon me I Abdul Ghafoor 

Afridi Dy: Inspector General of Police DIKhan, in exercise of the powers conferred 

upon me and being a competent authority find no substance in appeal and hold that 
DPO has correctly passed this order, therefore, this appeal is dismissi and filed./

(ABl^BLjOt^FOOR AFRlt5t|—

PSP, PPM
Deputy Inspector Genera! of Police 

Dera Ismail Khan Region
No. : /ES >

I '

Copy to the District Police Officer, DIKhan for information with 

reference to his office memo: No.31897 dated 31.12.2013. His Service Record'is 

returned herewith. //
i
I

^7
(ABQUl^jiiAFOOR fPRIDI)

PSP, PPM
Deputy Inspector General of Police 

Dera Ismail Khan Region

1/
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POWER OF ATTORNEY

In Re iflAg

IN THE

of2014

[Plaintiff
[Appellant
[Petitioner
[Complainant

/yrT^

Versus

Q > \ '■ Cn- Pa Ltk-C Ogl kUil—• [Defendant 
[Respondent 
[Accused 
[Judgment Debtor

I/We TkyiA SaLtJQ^ E'^ M\ 1&kS(L __ Of'^fT?6f \ - l<d^
* above named hereby appoint Imtiaz Ali and Ishtiaq Ahmad,

Advocates in the above mentioned case, to do all or any of the following acts, deeds and things.
the

To appear, act, and plead for me/us in the above mentioned case in this Court/Tribunal or any 
other court/tribunal in which the same may be tried or heard, and any other proceedings arising 
out of or connected therewith.

To sign, verify and file or withdraw all proceedings, petitions, appeals, affidavits, and 
applications for compromise or withdrawal, or for submission to arbitration of the said case, or 
any other documents, as may be deemed necessary or advisable by them for the conduct, 
prosecution or defence of the said case at all its stages.

To receive payment of, and'issue receipts for, all money that may be or become due and payable 
to us during the course or on the conclusion of the proceedings.

To do all other acts and things which may be deemed necessary or advisable during the course 
of the proceedings.

1.

5

2.
■!:

A

ri!-
':•>;

r/y

AND HEREBY AGREE:
l'

to ratify whatever the said Advocate may do in the proceedings.

not to hold the Advocate responsible if the said case be proceeded ex-parte or dismissed in 
default in consequence of their absence from the Court/Tribunal when it is called for hearing.

a.

sfb.

that the Advocate shall be entitled to withdraw from the prosecution of the said case if the 
whole or any part of the agreed fees remains unpaid.

In witness whereof 1 / We have signed this Power of Attorney / Vakalatnama hereunder, the contents of 
which have been read / explained to me/us and fully understood by me / us this

c.

■i:

-.f,day of
at

"■li

SignaSeJ) -;j

f executant/s

Accepted subject to the term regarding payment of fee. 
Imtiaz Ali, Advocate and Ishtiaq Ahmad, Advocate,., 
High Court, Peshawar.
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BEFORE THE HONOURABLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL, 

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA. PESHAWAR.r

Service Appeal No. 163/2014

Tariq Saleem, Ex-ASI
S/o Malik Muhammad Amir
R/o Vilalge PO Jatta Tehsil Prova District DIKhan (Appellant)

Versus

The Deputy Inspector General of Police, D.I.Khan Range. 
District Police Officer, DIKhan,

I.
(Respondents 1 & 2)2.

WRITTEN REPLY ON BEHALF OF RESPONDENTS.

Respectfully Sheweth, 
PRELIMINARY OBJECTIONS

1. That the appellant has got no cause of action & locus standi.
2. That the appeal is bad for misjoinder/non-joinder of necessary parties.
3. That the appeal is time barred.
4. That the appellant has not come with clean hands. :
5. That the appellant is estopped due to his own conduct.
6. That the appellant has concealed the material facts from this Honourable 

Tribunal.
7. That appeal is not maintainable & incompetent.

BRIEF FACTS

Pertains to record.1.

Correct to the extent the appellant was awarded major punishment of reduction in 

Rank from SI to ASI vide order dated 23.09.2013. The remaining portion of the 

para is incorrect. Infact on the report of learned District Public Prosecutor 

DIKhan the appellant was given show cause notices on the charges of misuse of 

official powers i.e. return of case properties recovered in case FIR No. 08 dated 

12.1.13 u/s 382 PPC, FIR No. 30 dated 31.1.2013 u/s 279/320/337G/427 PPC & 

FIR No. 39 dated 14.9.2013 u/s 279/320/337G/427 PPC PS Saddar to the owner 

without lawful authority. Show cause notices were served upon him on 

21.03.2013 and 24.04.2013 respectively but after sufficient period even after the

2.

j



lapse of given period under the rules, he did not submit replies. Therefore, charge 

sheet and statement of allegations on the above misconduct were issued and a 

senior officer the then DSP HQrs was appointed Enquiry Officer but as per 

previous practice the appellant has not submitted reply to the Enquiry Officer nor 

joined the enquiry proceedings despite repeated message. In due course of time 

the Enquiry Officer was transferred to other District then his substitute was 

deputed, who called the appellant through messages with the directions to join the 

enquiry proceedings but even then he did not bother to join enquiry proceeding 

which clearly reveals that he had no defence to offer in his favour and did not 

want to join enquiry intentionally. Therefore, on the recommendation of Enquiry 

Officer the departmental punishment was awarded.

/i

Incorrect. Infact the appellant was placed under suspension by the competent 

authority on the chronic and serious allegations of Ill-reputation, Corruption & 

Inefficiency besides some other colleagues of having aforesaid charges.

3.

Incorrect. Infact appellant besides his colleagues challenged the lawful authority 

of superiors by filing a Writ Petition in an improper forum before awarding 

departmental punishment because under the rules suspension is no punishment 

especially when a proper charge sheet and statement of allegations were issued 

and a proper departmental proceedings were started.

4.

Incorrect. Infact a proper charge sheet and statement of allegations were issued to 

the appellant just after his suspension and a proper enquiry through a senior 

officer the rank of DSP was started under the existing law & rules.

5.

6. Pertains to record.

Incorrect. Infact a proper charge sheet and statements of allegations containing 

the details of charges were served upon him.

7.

Incorrect. Infact a proper departmental enquiry was initiated on merits by giving 

lawful opportunities of defence to the appellant and he was held guilty.

8.

9. Incorrect. The appellant was also heard in person by the competent authority 

before passing the orders. The order was passed under the law & rules.



10. Correct to the extent that the appellant preferred departmental appeal which has 

been rejected by the competent authority Respondent No.l. So far as the 

remaining portion of para is concerned it may be treated as per law and rules.

11. The appellant has got no cause of action to file appeal and instant appeal is liable 

to be dismissed on the following grounds.

GROUNDS

A. Incorrect. The order was passed under the law and rules after proper departmental 

proceedings.

Incorrect. Infact a proper charge sheet and statement of allegations in accordance 

with law and rules was served upon the appellant. He was also given lawful 

opportunity of defence including personal hearing.

B.

Incorrect. Infact a proper departmental proceedings were initiated on merit under 

the law and rules and the appellant was found guilty.

C.

/Incorrect. All the departmental proceedings were initiated against the appellant 

under the existing law & rules on merits and neither fundamental rights, nor due 

process under the constitution of Pakistan have been violated, nor unfair trial has 

been made.

D.

E. Incorrect. Infact the charges levelled against him were proved beyond any 

shadow doubt in a proper departmental proceedings conducted by the Enquiry 

Officer purely on merits.

F. Incorrect. Infact the competent authority has initiated departmental proceedings 

against the appellant after observing all the legal formalities and no violation of 

laws has been made. The appellant was dealt strictly in accordance with law and 

no injustice has been done.

G. Incorrect. An enquiry was initiated on serious and chronic allegations of 111- 

reputation, Corruption & Inefficiency which have been proved against him.

It is worth to mention that he was awarded major punishment of reduction in rank 

on the similar nature of charges and rnpre than one minor punishment to 

previously. (Enclosed as Annexure “A”).



■

That other grounds/pleas may be raised at the time of hearing, with the 

permission of Honourable Tribunal.

H.KI

PRAYER
It is, therefore, most humbly prayed that on acceptance of instant parawise 

comments, the Appeal of the Appellant is devoid of legal footing and merit may 

graciously be dismissed.

jispector general of Police
DIKh^ Range 

(Respondent No. 1)

Dep

Di^trictJ5®®icjp {Officer, 
Dera Ismail ®ian 
(Respondent No.2)

V



BEFORE THE HONOURABLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL, 

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA, PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No. 163/2014

Tariq Saleeiii, Ex-ASI
S/o Malik Muhammad Amir
R/o Vilalge PO Jatta Tehsil Prova District DIKhan (Appellant)

Versus

The Deputy Inspector General of Police, D.I.Khan Range. 
District Police Officer, DIKhan,

1.

2. (Respondents 1 & 2)

AUTHORITY

We, the respondents do hereby authorised DSP/Legal, DIKhan to appear 

before the Service Tribunal Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar, on our behalf, He is also 

authorised to produce/ withdraw any application or documents in the interest of 

Respondents and the Police Department.

eral of Police
DIKhan Range 

(Respondent No.l)

Distrl ice icer,
ail'eri an

(RespondentVfo.2)
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BEFORE THE HONOURABLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL, 

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA. PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No. 163/2014

Tariq Saleem, Ex-ASI
S/o Malik Muhammad Amir
R/o Vilalge PO Jatta Tehsil Prova District DIKhan (Appellant)

Versus

The Deputy Inspector General of Police, D.I.Khan Range. 
District Police Officer, DIKhan,

1.
2. (Respondents 1 & 2)

COUNTER AFFIDAVIT ON BEHALF OF RESPONDENTS

We, the respondents do hereby solemnly affirm and declare on oath 

that the contents, of CommentsAVritten reply to Appeal are true & correct to 

the best of our knowledge and nothing has been concealed from this 

Honourable Tribunal.

*uty In^ecto^Qfeneral of Police
DIKh^jHlange 

(Respondent No. 1)

Rcer,Districj^i^^^
IMs Ismail l^an 
(Kespt»raent Wo.2)



■6 ~ ORDER

This order iIS aimed to dispose off the departmental

the charges of corruption, ill-reputation
proceeding

against A_SI Taria Saleem Nn 77/n on
and inefficiency.

The defaulter Asstt: Sub Inspector 

sheet and statement of allegation 

matter through Mr. Salahuririin ich.n

was served with the .charge

and an enquiry was conducted into the

DSB DIKhan The enquiry officer
submitted his finding, in which he stated that the defaulter 

is found guilty of the charges leveled
Asstt: Sub inspector

against him and recommended him for
n^ajor punishment. The defaulter Asstt: Sub Inspector 

Orderly Room on 09.12.2013 and heard in
was summoned in

person by giving opportunity of 

misconduct. The 

came to the

defence but he could not satisfy the undersigned -about his

enquiry file/available record was perused and the undersigned 

are stand proved.
conclusion that the charges leveled against him

Jherefore, in the light of above, I MuhammaH 

District Police Officer DIKhan
Nisar Aii (PSP)

exercised of powers conferredin
upon me under

.h. Police Rul„-1975, heceb, owed bio, pd„|cb„.,„,

service with immediate effect.

PistricTPolice Officer,
Dera Ismail Khan

ORDERANNOUNCFn
Dated,09.12.2013

17(^3
/AP
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ORDER;^ . /'•N.

This order is meant to dispose off the appeal preferred by Ex-ASi Tariq 

Saleem No.22/D of DIKhan District against the order of major punishment i.e. removal 

from service, awarded to him by DPO DIKhan vide order dated 09.12.2013. He

!L

was
proceeded against on the allegations of ill-reputation, corruption and inefficiency. A 

proper departmental enquiry was initiated and Mr. Salah-ud-Din, DSP DSB DIKhan was
appointed as Enquiry Officer to conduct proper departmental enquiry against him. On 

the recommendation of Enquiry Officer, DPO DIKhan awarded him major punishment of

removal from service.

'The appellant/ Ex-ASI preferred the instant appeal against the order of 

DPO DIKhan. t have gone through the enquiry file as well as service record of the 

appellant and also heard him in person on 02.01.2014. t

Therefore in exercise of power conferred upon me 1 Abdul Ghafoor 

Afridi Dy: Inspector General of Police DIKhan, in exercise of the powers conferred 

upon me and being a competent authority find no substance in appeal and hold that 

DPO has correctly passed this order, therefore, this appeal is disrpiss' and filed.-.

AFOOR AFRitJt)—-
PSP, PPM ■ 

Deputy inspector General of Police, 
Dera Ismail Khan Region

(AB

No. /ES )

Copy to the District Police Officer, D'lKhan for information with 

reference to his office memo: No.31897 dated 31.12.2013. His Service Recorgh is 

returned herewith. 1 y

1

^7 (ABQj^L C^FOOR ^RIDI)
' PSP, PPM

Deputy Inspector General of Police, 
Dera Ismail Khan Region

;.y

!
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This order is meant to dispose off the a>(fp;aT;;;gr§JeRe£|;-’'^ ASI Tariq 

Saleem No.22/D of DIKhan District against the order of major punishment i.e. reduction
4

from the rank of Sub Inspector to ASI vide order dated 23.09.2013. He was proceeded 

against on the allegations that he while posted as SHO at Police Station Saddar DIkhan 

case vide FIR No.8 dated 12.01.2013 u/s 382 PPG PS Saddar was regi.siered. 

■According to the report of DPP he returned the Pistol and License copy to the 

which Is not under the law. Similarly he handed over possessed motorcar No.LP ;- 'C 

alongwith registration copy and driving license vide FIR No.30 dated 31.Q1.20'i3 !,■ 

279/320/337-G/427 PPG PS Saddar to Muhammad Nisar s/o Fazal Reti 

"Superdari Nama” which is .against the law & rules. In another case vide .F'R No..;:v 

eateo 04.09,2013 u/s 2/9/33/'-G.M2/ PI^G PS Saddar waS'registered, accordirii.) le ir^e 

report of DPP he released the motorcycle on Superdari on his owner whicti is against 

the law & Rules. ■ A proper departmental enquiry was initiated and on ihe 

recommendation of Enquiry Officer the DPO DIKhan awarded him major punishrnervi of 

[•eduction from the rank of Sub Inspector to ASI.
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1 he appellant/ Ex-ASi preferred the instant appeal againsl Im 

LdKiian i liave gone through tne enquiry file ar; well as service rr;cor:,' /d ihC' 

appellant and also found ttiat the appellant has already oeen removed from 

the charges of iii-reputation, cpnup-'iion and inefficiency.
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Therefore in exercise of power conferred upon me I Abdul Ghalcor 

/■.r-idi Oy: Inspector General of Police DlKhan, the competenPauifiorily in e.’iercise o' 

the powers conferred upon me find no substance in appeal and hold that bPO DlKfiar. 

has correctly passed this order, therefore, this appeal is dismissed and filed. >

o’i I

(Af AFO AFRIDI)
PSP, PPf'/

Deputy Inspector General of P-njice 
t^Jera ismia;! Kfian Reg

>7r

\on7^7/3 /ES /V - tWo.
Gopy to the District Police Officer, D'Khar' for information wii 

reference to his office memo: No.23879 dated 23.10.2013.
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PSP ^''Pivi

Deputy Inspector General of Police. 
IfVjara Ismaii Khan Region t
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 

SERVICE TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No.163/2014.

i

Tariq Saleem, Ex-ASI . APPELLANT

Versus

DIG of Police, D.I.Khan & others RESPONDENTS

REJOINDER

Respectfully Sheweth:

PRELIMINARY OBJECTIONS' \

Preliminary objections 1 to 7 are wrong, misconceived, and objections for the 

sake of objections, requiring no serious consideration. Appellant has ample 

cause of action, appeal is competent and within time and does not suffer from 

any legal / technical defect.
1

BRIEF FACTS

1. Needs no comments as none have been offered in the reply.

2. Needs no comments as the issue is subject matter of separate appeal 

pending before this Hon’ble Tribunal.)

The contents of para 3 of the appeal are supported by annexure "A" 

thereof, hence the reply offered is wrong and contrary to record.

3.

The contents of para 4 of reply are also baseless and frivolous. 

Approaching High Court against an illegal order of the authority could 

not be termed as ^'challenge to the lawful authority of superiors '.

4. !
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Needs no comments, so far as issuing of charge sheets and statement of 

allegation are concern. However, it is reiterated that same is based on 

vague and stereotyped allegations.

5.
r ■

6. No comments.

7. Incorrect, as the very perusal of so called charge sheet / statement of 

allegations reveal that the same do not contain any specific instances of 

corruption etc.

8. Incorrect. The so-called departmental inquiry was a ruse and by no 

stretch of imagination could be termed as ''proper departmental 
inquiry\

9. incorrect. The impugned order was passed mechanically without 
application of mind.

10. No comments.

11. The appellant has got cause of action on the ground raised in the appeal.

GROUNDS

A. Contents of grounds (a) of the appeal are correct and, are hereby 

reiterated, while reply thereof is vague and unsustainable.

B. Incorrect. Contents of ground (b) remain un-rebutted.

C. Incorrect. Contents of corresponding para of appeal are reiterated.

D. As above.

E. Incorrect. Bare perusal of so-called final report supports the instance of 

appellant.

Incorrect. Contents of corresponding para of reply are re-butted and that 

of appeal are hereby reiterated.

F.

G. As above.

H. Same as above.
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PRAYER
r

The reply offered by the respondents is vague, unsubstantiated and 

frivolous. The same merits outright rejection and the subject appeal may kindly 

be allowed as prayed for.

through

Imtiaz Ali
Advocate Supreme Court of PakistanDated: 26.09.2014
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 

SERVICE TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR.f'

Service Appeal No.163/2014.

Tariq Saleem APPELLANT

Versus

DIG of Police, D.LKhan & others RESPONDENTS

AFFIDAVIT

I, Mr.Tariq Saleem, Ex-ASI, S/o Malik Muhammad Amir, R/o Village & 

P.O. Jatta, Tehsil Parova District D.I Khan do hereby solemnly declare and 

state that the accompanying rejoinder has been drafted under my instructions 

and that T am personally conversant with the facts and circumstances of the 

case. The facts and circumstances mentioned in the accompanying rejoinder 

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

Deponent.
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 

SERVICE TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR

'
Service Appeal No. 163/2014.

Tariq Saleem, Ex-ASl APPELLANT

Versus

DIG of Police^ D.I.Khan & others RESPONDENTS

REJOINDER

Respectfully Sheweth:

PRELIMINARY OBJECTIONS

Preliminary objections 1 to 7 are wrong, misconceived, and objections for the 

sake of objections, requiring serious consideration. Appellant has ample 

cause of action, appeal is'competenL and within time and does not suffer from

no^

any legal / technical defect.

BRIEF FACTS

Needs no comments as none have been offered in the reply.

2. ,, Needs .no comments as the issue is subject matter of separate appeal 

pending before this Hoifble Tribunal.

1.

3. The contents of para 3 of the appeal are supported by anhexure '"A" 

thereof, hence the reply offered is wrong and contrary to record.

4. the contents , of para 4 of reply are also baseless and frivolous. 

Approaching High Court against an illegal order of the authority could ,■ 

not be termed as "'challenge (a (he lawful author l(y of superiors'.
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t 5. • , Needs no eomments, so tar as issuing of charge sheets' and 

allegation are concern. Ho^vcver, it i 

vague and stereotyped allegations.

Statement of
is leiterated that same is basedu on

6. No comments.

. 7. Incorrect, as the very perusal of 

allegations reveal that the 

corruption etc.

?l so called charge sheet / statement 
same do not contain

of
any specific instances of

8. Incorrec. The so-c.lkd

slietch of imagination could be termed as 

inquiry'.

no
'proper departmental

9. Incorrect. The impugned order 

application of mind.
was passed mechanically without

10. No comments:

11. 1 he appellant has got cause of acti
action on the ground raised in the appeal

grounds

A.' . Contents of grounds (a) of the appeal 

reiterated, while reply thereof is vague and

Incorrect. Contents of ground (b)

Contents of corresponding para of appeal are

are correct and are hereby 

unsustainable.

B.
I'cmain un-rebutted.

C. Incorrect.

As above.

incorrect. Bare perusal of so-called final 
appellant. ■ ;

LTCorrect.; Contents of corresponding para of reply are 

of appeal are hereby reiterated.

reiterated.
D.

E.
report supports the instance of

F.
re-butted and that

G. As above.

, H. Same as above.
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' /
Ihe reply offered by the-respondents i 

frivolous. The same merits 

be allowed as prayed for.

IS vague, unsubstantiated and 

outrighi rejection and the subject appeal inay kindly
' >
i „

V /itill

1

-ppellant■I

through
!

Iiiitiaz Ali
Advocate Supreme Gourt of PakislanDated: 26.09.2014
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 

SERVICE TRIBUNAE. PESHAWAPf

Service Appeal No.163/2014.

Tariq Saleem APPELLANT

Versus

DIG of Police, D.I.Khan & .others RESPONDENTS

AFFIDAVIT

I, Mr.Tariq Saleem, Ex-AST, S/o Malik Muhammad Amir, R/o Vilkme & 

P.O. Jatta, lehsil Parova District D.f TChan do hereby solemnly declare and 

state that the accompanying rejoinder has been drafted under my instructions 

and-that I am personally conversant with the facts and circumstances of the, 

case. The facts and circumstances mentioned in the accompanying rejoinder 

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

Deponent.
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