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780/2018

Order or other proceedings with signature of Judge or Magistrate 

and that of parties where necessary.
I Date of 

order/
proceedings

S.No.

32I

Present. /

For appellantMr. Mubarak Zeb Khan, 
Advocate

19.3.2019
Mr. Muhammad Jan, 
Deputy District Attorney ... For respondents

!••• Vide our detailed judgment of today in Service Appeal 

No. 779/2018 (Muhammad Dawood'Vs. The Commandant FRP, 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar and one other), the appeal in 

hand is allowed and the appellant is reinstated into service from 

the date of his dismissal. The respondents may undertal<e 

departmental proceedings against the appellant afresh but only in 

accordance with law and the rules. The denovo proceedings, if 

taken, shall positively be concluded within ninety days from the 

receipt of copy of instant judgment, wherein the appellant be 

provided fair opportunity of defending himself in accordance 

with law. The issue of back benefits in favour of appellant shall

3

follow the outcome of denovo proceedings.

Parties are left to bear their respective costs. File be

consigned to the record room.

I

Chairrnan .
Member

ANNOUNCED
19.3.2019
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780/20187

Order or other proceedings with signature of Judge or Magistrate 

and that of parties where necessary.
Date of 

order/
proceedings

S.No.

.r‘v1 2 3

Present.

Mr. Mubarak Zeb Khan, 
Advocate

For appellant

19.3.2019
Mr. Muhammad Jan, 
Deputy District Attorney ... For respondents

Vide our detailed judgment of today in Service Appeal

No. 779/2018 (Muhammad Dawood Vs. The Commandant FRP,

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar and one other), the appeal in

hand is allowed and the appellant is reinstated into service from

the date of his dismissal. The respondents may undertake

departmental proceedings against the appellant afresh but only in

accordance with law and the rules. The denovo proceedings, if

taken, shall positively be concluded within ninety days from the

receipt of copy of instant judgment, wherein the appellant be

provided fair opportunity of defending himself in accordance

with law. The issue of back benefits in favour of appellant shall 

follow the outcome of denovo proceedings.

Parties are left to bear their respective costs. File be

consigned to the record room.

Chairman
Member

ANNOUNCED
19.3.2019

.vVi *•/ ,* : •
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06.12.2018 Counsel for the appellant and Addl. AG alongwith 

Ihsanullah, ASI for the respondents present.

The requisite written reply is submitted on behalf of 

the respondents. To come up for arguments before the 

D.B on 29.01.2019. The appellant may submit a 

rejoinder within a fortnight, if so advised.
.% • •
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29.01.2019 Appellant in person present. Mr. Ziaullah, DDA for 

respondents present. Appellant,seeks adjournment. Adjourned. Case 

-to'come up tor arguments on 19.03.20’l9 before D.B.
s

; I■ ;.j 1

(Ahmac Hassan) 
Member

(M. Hamid Mughal) 
Member
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Clerk to counsel for the appellant present. ..Mr. 

Kabirullah Khattak, Addl: AG for respondents present, 

written reply/comments not submitted. Case to come up 

for written reply/comments on 21.09.2018 before S.B.

16.08.2018

j

Chairman
a

/

I
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retirement of Hon’ble Chairman, the 

I’ribunal is defunct. Therefore, the case is adjourned. 

To come up on 06.12.2018.

Due to22.10.2018
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Counsel for the appellant Ibrahim Gul present. 

Preliminary arguments heard. It was contended by learned 

counsel for the appellant- that the appellant was serving in 

Frontier Reserve Police (FRP). It was further contended 

that the competent authority dismissed him from service 

vide order dated 06.04.2018 on the allegation of his 

involvement in narcotic case as well as absence from duty, 

the appellant filed departmental appeal (undated) which 

was rejected on 10.05.2018. Hence the present service 

on 05.06.2018. It was further ■ contended that the

20.06.2018

/^appeal

appellant was acquitted by the competent authority vide 

judgment dated 13.03.2018. It was further contended that 

the absence of'the appellant was due to his involvement in 

the aforesaid case and was in custody. It was further 

contended that neither proper inquiry was conducted nor 

opportunity of personal hearing was provided to the 

appellant therefore, the impugned order is illegal and liable 

to be set-aside.

i.. ;

The contention raised by the learned counsel for the 

appellant needs consideration. The appeal is admitted for 

regular hearing subject to deposit of security and process 

fee within 10 days thereafter notice be issued to the 

respondents for written reply/comments for 16.08.2018 

before S.B.

ftpoeHant Deposited 

securjw & Process Fee

(Muhammad Amin Khan Kundi) 
Member

k . ■■ 'S -r- -•
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FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Court of

72018Case No.

Date of order 
proceedings

S.No. Order or other proceedings with signature of judge

1 2 3

05/06/201^„^, The appeal of Mr. Ibrahim Gul presented^,today by Mr. 

Mubarak Zeb Advocate may be entered in the Institution Register 

and put up to the Worthy Chairman for proper order please.

\ .g-.gev . f.

REGISTRAR Jl&f

This case is entrusted to S. Bench for preliminary hearing to

be put up there on of 6 /A //J^ .
/ ‘

1-

2-

CHAIRMAN
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B^EFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE
TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Appeal No. ^9.0 72018

Ibrahim Gul Appellant

VERSUS

The Commandant Frontier & others Respondents
INDEX

S.No Description of Documents Annex Pages
1. Service Appeal

/-?
2. Affidavit (9
3. Copy of FIR dated 21.12.2017 A

4. Copy of P.A / Session Judge 

Copy-of-Ghafge-s-heelr^^^^g-l^

B
/o -/Z

5. C /3
6. Copy of inquiry report P
7. Copy of order dated 06.04.2018

8. Copy of departmental appeal and 
dismissal order

/

9. Wakalat Kama

ppellant
Through

MU
Advocate, Peshawar

i
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE
TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Kbybci* Pakfitulchwa
Service Tribunal

310tJinry No.

AppealNo. 7^^ /2018

Ibrahim Gul

Ex-Constable No 2590 FRP Peshawar Range, Peshawar

Appellant

VERSUS

1. The Commandant Frontier Reserve Police Khyber 

Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

2. Superintendent of Police FRP Peshawar Range, 
Peshawar.

Respondents

APPEAL U/S 4 OF THE KHYBER
PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT
1974 AGAINST THE IMPUGNED ORDERFiledto-day
DATED 06.04.2018 WHEREBY THE
APPELLANT HAS BEEN AWARDED THE
MAJOR PENALTY OF DISMISSAL FROM
SERVICE AGAINST THEWHICH
DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL HAS BEEN

DISMISSED ON 10.05.2018.

■ ■

' 7 t '
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Prayer in Appeal:

On acceptance of this appeal the impugned order 

dated 06.04.2018 may graciously be set aside and the 

Appellant may kindly be reinstated in service with all 

back wages & back benefits of service or any other 

relief not specifically ask for may also be granted.

Respectfully Sheweth:

l.That the Appellaint was initially appointed as 

Constable in Frontier reserve police in 07.09.2009.

2. That ever since his appointment the Appellant has 

performed his duties as assigned with Zeal and 

devotion and there was no complaints whatsoever 

regarding his performance. His performance was 

always appreciated by the high up.

3. That on dated 21.12.2017^1, along with constable 

Muhammad Dawood No 3148 FRP Peshawar 

Range, Peshawar went to Kharkhano Market for 

shopping some articles and thereafter we went to 

Jamrud Bazar for buying generator.

4. That on return from Jamrud we both sit in a local 

taxi car and travelling some ! distance another 

passenger also sit in the same taxi car.

A
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5. That when we reached to the takht Baig checkpost,

the levis/khasadar stop the car for searching and 

during searching the levis force recovered heroin 

from the personal possession of one passenger 

namely Rajwali and the levis for arrested we all i.e

two^ constable, Rajwali Passenger and driver of 

the car for the purpose of interrogation.

we

6. That on the same day dated 21.12.2017 an FIR No 

3239 was registered by the Khasadar against us and 

it is clearly mention in the FIR No 3239 

21.12.2017 that the alleged heroin was recovered 

from the personal possession of Accused Rajwali. 
(Copy of FIR dated 21.12.2017 is attached as 

Annex A)

dated

7. That 12.03,2018 the Hon’ble Political 

Agent/Sessions Judge Khyber Agency acquitted the

on

Appellant along with 2 other Accused in the said 

case and convict the Accused Rajwalil in the said 

case on the ground that the Alleged heroin 

recovered from the personal possession of Accused 

Rajwalii (Copy of P.A / Session Judge is attached 

as annex B)

was

8. That Appellant was served charge sheet and 

summary of allegation containing the same false 

and baseless allegation of having tainted reputation

and involvement in Anti social activities. That

<A
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Appellant duly reply the charge sheet and denied 

the allegation leveled against him. (Copy of charge

are attached as annex C

9. That the partial inquiiy was conducted and the 

inquiry officer without properly associating the 

Appellant with the inquiiy proceedings, he however 

while concluding the inquiry submitted his finding 

wherein the inquiry officer recommended the 

Appellant for major punishment. (Copy of inquiry 

report is attached as annex E)

10. That the competent authority without his prudent 

mind while agreeing with the inquiry 

recommendations awarded the Appellant with major 

punishment of dismissal from service vide order 

dated 6.04.2018. (Copy of order dated 06.04.2018 

attached as Annex F)

11. That aggrieved from, the order of his dismissal from 

service the Appellant submitted his departmental 

appeal before the commandant FRP Peshawar 

Range Peshawar, however the same was dismissed 

on 10.05.2018. (Copy of departmental appeal and 

dismissal order is attached as annex G & H)

■']

12. That the Appellant prays for the acceptance of the 

instant appeal inter alia on the following grounds:

1
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GROUNDS OF SERVICE APPEAL:

A. That the Appellant has not been treated in 

accordance with law, hence his right secured and 

guaranteed under the law are badly violated.

B. That no proper procedure has been followed before 

awarding the penalty to the Appellant, nor property 

impartial inquiry has been conducted, neither he
' . I ■

has been properly associated with the inquiry 

proceeding, nor any witness has been examined, the 

inquiry officer gave his finding on surmises and 

conjunctures hence the proceeding so conducted are 

violative of law aind thus not tenable.

C.That the Appellant has not been given proper 

opportunity of personal hearing thus he has been 

condeftiried'unheard. '

D.That the Appellant arrested on suspicion by the levis 

force and detained in custody for 97 days so his 

absence from service is not deliberate but to the 

above reason and later on the Appellant was 

honorably acquitted from the charged leveled 

against him.

E.That the proceedings conducted under the police 

Rules 1975 (amended 2014) are illegal and result 

miscarriage of justice therefore the proceeding so

a
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conducted are liable to be struck down on this score 

alone.

F. That the inquiry officer has not carried out the 

inquiry as per the prescribed rules and the finding 

based ,on for imposing major penalty upon the 

Appellant is defeetive having no legal support from 

record as a single iota from evidence has not been 

brought on record to fix responsibility upon the 

Appellant of the alleged charges as such the order of 

dismissal is harsh, illegal & tenable at all.

G.That the case of the Appellant does not come in the 

purview of misconduct and the inquiry offieer has 

unlawfully held him guilty of miseonduct by 

proposing major penalty just for no fault which is 

illegal, harsh and injustice.

H.That the absence from serviee is not deliberate and 

the Appellant never involved in such like practices 

like relation with drug mafia, so the awarding of 

major penalty dismissal from service is against law 

& constitution.

r. That the Appellant has at his credit a long and 

spotless service career of more than 8 years. 

However his unblemished service record has never 

been taken into consideration before imposition of 

penalty upon the Appellant.



J. That the facts and grounds taken in the replies of 

the charges sheet & Departmental appeal of the 

Appellant may also be taken as integral part of this 

appeal.

K. That the penalty imposed upon the Appellant is too 

harsh and is liable to be set aside.

L. That the Appellant is jobless since the illegal 

dismissal from service.

M.That the Appellant seeks permission of this Hon’ble 

Tribunal to rely on additional grounds at the time of 

hearing of the appeal.

It is, therefore, prayed that on acceptance 

of this appeal the impugned order dated 

06.04.2018 may please be set aside and the
■ I ' ■' i ■ - I

Appellant be re-instated in service with all back 

benefits of service.

ppellant •
Through

MUBARAK ZEB
Advocate, Peshawar
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE
TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

• 1

Appeal No. /2018

Ibrahim Gul Appellant
VERSUS

The Commandant Frontier & others Respondents

AFFIDAVIT

I, Ibrahim Gul Ex-Constable No 2590 FRP Peshawar 

Range, Peshawar, do hereby solemnly affirm and declare 

on oath that the contents of the accompanying Appeal 

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

nothing has been concealed from this Honhle Court.

are

t
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Oq\^/PT-Jamru«l

The Assistant Ag
Jamrud

f'^amrud The
2on

/ «nt,

Syfejajt^

MEh/iO:-
S^IZURF^ tpF NARCOfQ^v*-

S^y^ASaesj.
Today on 21/12/2017 it ha

Takhta Baig Check Post that on tip of irformaUon^rr"''""
Motor Car bearing No. LRG-7830 which wae Party slopped at\ Mo

purpose at Takhta Baig Check P J rT

recovered from the possession of accused Rai w ''''
The said Mn#«r . • u ^^^^sed Raj Wall mentioned below at .

ne said Motor Car aiong-with the followinn
brought to Jamrud Tehsil:- custody.

Peshawar for checking 

Heroin was

S.No. 1.

1 “
3. Ibrahim Gul s/o Gu( Razaq r/o Mardan.
4. Muhammad Dawood s/o Abdul Jalll r/o Charsadda.

/,
The above accused were placed ax \ocK-up and ihe seized 

narcotics were stored at Tehsil Malkhana after collection of 05 gram for its chemica 

examination while the Motor Car v^s parked at Tehsil backyard.

Kuki Khel r/o Jamrud.

Report submitted for information, please.

olHical Tehsild 
Jamrud.

/PT-Jamrud 

Copy forwarded
No .the Political Agent Khyber tor infonnav

/
please.

i
Polrticai Teht 

JamaidXj

ATTMaiED
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Court of tile rolitical A»ent / SessionsKiiybejiAgencv
VERSUS 1) Raj Wall s/o Faqir hlussain r/o KhazanaPayaiiBala, 

Peshawar.
2) Muhammad Riaz s/o Sharif Khan

3) Ibrahim Gul s/o GuiRazaq r/o Mardan.
Muhammad Dawood s/o Abdul Jaiil r/o Charsadda

c

in the
STATE

KukiKhetr/o Jamrud.

4)
N.

Rpr.nvoryOl kiiogram! Herom

'1QQV ipad with 11 FCR 19C'!Under section 9 (C) CNSACharge: -

OK DPR:
My this order be read in juxtaposition of an Order of Reference 

already nnade in this case and ,s avaiiable on record. The detail of the prosecution 

has been mentioned in the Order of Reference and need not be repeated.
case

The case was referred to Council of Elders and the Jirga members

in the Order of

, award on the Questions 

Question No; -I; the Jirga

asked to submit their aw-ard in the light ol Questions framed 

Reference, The Jirga members suomitteo their unanimous
were

framed in the Order of Reference. While answering 
Members unanimously held that on 21/12/2017, a spy inUrmation was,received to

aicotics would be s.muggleci in an Alto motort • JAnO' • . I
it'ie post commanderl akhtaBaig that fu

aKhtaBai Check Post, Trre, Jirga Members fuither
bears No.r!bRG-7830, via

'lilr,
supported the case of prosecution in 

bear No. LrCAsO vyas stopped by the
• -Jii :'.i', I.

Post for checKing 'purposes. The Jirga

car
answering Questioir No: 2, that the said car 

Khassadars posted'at Takhta.'Baig Check 

Members also seti In answering Que':>tion

recovered from thethat dunng personal checking, 01 Kg heroin was
Wall s./o

No: 3 r/oFaqirHussain 

Hie^irga Members also
Rajaccusedofpersonal possession

KhazanaPa7anBala.'~PeslTawarirave!l,iig in Tfie^i
confirmed each aspect of the case while answering Question NO:4 that the

Officer conducted investigation and
Political Tehsildar, Jamrud / Investigation

A- .

■ W' s
A -

•'O- qTO 'S-J.
V *

ly

[V"

t.a

ATOSTED



jcordeci statements of the prosecution witnesses as well as the accused and also 

• prepared the weigh certificate, recovery memo and separated one sample 

weighing 05 grams from the recovered contrabands for its chemical analysis. The 

Jirga members, furthermore, said in reply of Questions No: 5,6&7 that the 

Wall himself admitted his guilt before them and also refuse to

6
f\

I

accused Raj
r^BogrTtl^theTesF^The accused accompanied with him at the time of commission 

of offence. The Jirga members recorded his fresh statement as the previous 

allegedly recorded by the khasadars under influence whereby

;

I

!
(

Statement was
Wall himself pleaded guilty, before them^ in answering Question No: 

8, the Jirga members concluded that the accused Riaz, Dawood and Ibrahim are■

accused Raj Wall confessed his guilt before the Jirga Members.innocent as
^^0
I •

Keeping in view the Jirga award and the available evidence-on record.

confessional statement of ancused^aj W^i, 1 reached at thealong with the
co'iSisiorTthaTt^^ proved its case beyond any shadow of doubt ^ ■■

Wali but failed to' establish their stance' against 'the ■against the accused Raj
accused namely Muhammad Riaz s/o Sharif Khaji,^_Kuki Khel, Ibrahim Gul s/o Gul ^ 

aziq and Muhammad Daw'ood s/o Abdui-JalilsAs per, RiR, pn 

^0. LRG 7830 was stopped by'the Khassadars posted at Takhta Baig Check Post 

for checking purposes and durir^g personal checking, 01 Kg herein was tecoverdd 

personal possession of accused Raj VA/alrs/o Faqir Hussain r/o Khazana

, But during invostigalion. accused Raj

K.:|

j
} i

from the
T^nyan Bala. I^cshawar iravoiling in tlio cai

commission of offence 

before the court, accused Raj Wali
Wali also falsely implicated the rest of the accused into the

however during the proceeding of ihe 
retracted from his earlier statement and confessed his guilt at the bai, The jiiga

defence plea raised by the accused namely

case

imembers also confirmed the
Gul and Mohammad Dawood and held them innocent■i Mohammad Riaz, Ibrahim

in questions No 6 topot:the orderof^eference;g^erefoi:e, the^ccused Raj

PP undSr s&tlAVp) ■CNSAkf99Zvfiencfe:;convioted
i',

:■

iS

I
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■ ^

/■

/
,;v'ly^- ; ,/, already undergone to suffer imprisonment with a fine of Rs.20, 000/- or in

°2 months S.l. while the rest of the
,^...5cuseai;^p3^,,^^hagm^dtE||gsg|gKagfKbMKM

■ Razaq and! Muhammad Dawood^ s/o■ AbaulOali/ifglfiffliFjH^

. leveled against them by the prosecution

/
/ ■

-•A.-;

'..•^Lii

/
:
!;The fact that the motor car bears No: LRG-7830 was not used for 

carrying narcotic ,n Questions Nos.3, therefore, the said vehicle be handed 

to Its lawful owner or last possessee Mohammad Riaz against a proper receipt
over!

4

I

\
i

The case 

of 516 (A) Cr.P.C.
property (Heroin) be destroyed after the legal !requirements ji

i-
vtpTjvgv-,'';

Kecord of the case be consigned to record
I

rooim after complc'tion.i‘r
I

P

' J/:
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CHARGE SHEET U/R 6(i)(A) NWFIM'NOW KilYBKR PAKH i UNKMVVA) 
ROEICE RULES .1975.

‘

You Constable Ibrahim No.2591j poi^led ul FRP/PR; is licrcby ciuuged !br 
committing the following Oinlssion/Coirimissions.

Cuustable Ibrahiiti No.2590or FRP/Ph.: being reimiined ub.senied iVurn lawful duty 
w.c.frorn 20.12.2017 till to date without lalung any leave/perniission_lVoin the Coiuixi.e ii 
Authoritv.

i!

You are hereby called upon to submit'your written defence against the abo 
charged before the inquiry officer.

Your reply should reach to the enquiry officer within (7) day.s from dtite 
receipt of this charge Sheet, failing wdth £x-part proceeding shall be initiated against you.

/e

bf

;

SUMMERY/S l ATElVIEN’r OF Al.LECATlON

Constable Ibrahim No.2590 of l-’RP/PR: being remtiined absented lT|rri 
lawful duty w.e.from 20.12,2017 till to date without taking any leave/perrniysion from ijiK.: 
Coinpetenl Autiiorily. Your reply should reach to the incjuiry ulliccr vVithin (7) days lr|rn 
date of receipt of this charge Sheet, failing with E,\^part proceeding shall be iniiiaied against 
you. f

ri
Siipei inleiuleiiit of Police, i' Rl* 
Peshawar Range, Pesliawar:;!■

I
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!/-i/i01.01.2018.^^>>02-03/PA

4 14 '^v ^ C .>-1

*- *97/i*cLvjL^^77jL^FRPL^USPwl:>4^ff>t*T-£9^

-eLjf/

/>^ J(/*aJ(/l^ D H C iiU ) >-J ( ij/" ^ '(yj\^ iJJij^i iJij3J

UO^57/>/08.01.2018^7>>265/R/DSPk

js\p^{y f>

2^97/0*

J ^Ujb^yypTAjLT^**c/^74^7 97A^77sJ[>^<£,(J?^

- y
>ji Lf/oj/'x^CLjLy

7)J

i. 1
. 97

^>i^^J>tf'^i:21.12.2018.^>>'3239/PT Jamrud/^vy,v
\fy/iXJi^ji,j\S-‘^<L/Jz^j!i^ji\j:^.\<L^ii^J^,S.^jii\/^l/' 21.12.2017.^^j>j"bc 

l^7(>^l(^^^::-w3/t/J^/>*'l7830 12.2018.7

1 )-<i-j\yj)\ii-ji-.ijfu:fiS!i^~[t?\fjV)^}i/-tX'ifj'X‘d'^^.JvY-4.>s^La* 

i^7'Lir^iV'7j/ij7(3)ti)iv7-jjb7 ifjj}i/f^ij;\ (2)cjii^i^J^cJi:^J^jj}iJ)^ij( 

p7S*^01 -*<vjl(^./l57c7)b'l(Jj>/U_(3r!>t*U(7i^.p7>*^01

1/1/^)% J^j/c/^7

]9>t^7 s i

J/"/774/i.L^(j"yHC423.01.2018.^y>>701/R/DSP />'jl/-j>'(y-.;^l 

; »^4^UQ;X7i;Jk--<^<‘^2590 7 i..l

(^4Cpb7^^jj/JD"^^2l«L^/c(UL-47U<^1^7iU-(3 7^.13148vp/b(>

97y >U7^>^; jL^(Jf*

. ./i



• :-5

^fi4,30.012018^^>>972/R/DSP/>'bVb"j^t^//^U>^>t.l*(i>(/(tJ)yi. 

L/ Ll/^ ^^14.03.2018^7^11/R/^(i4vj»l15.02.2018>v>>04/R /^**1 'i

tJ L ^ y j ** >*^ ^( / - 4

i^/^-|(j^^J 2.03.2018> J>/ :»i/L^0^dl>^-/^iL/Lvv^^l^j>.»l3148 />/!__

cTi^/J^UCDR ^^03005721^ /l/l>-4^2590 / ^
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Ihis office order relates
to the clisjDosal of formal 

Constable Ibrabin. No.2590, of FRP Peshawar Range.

Brief facts of the

d0j.jar11nentaI 11icjliiry against

case that Constable Ibrahim No 2590
^'b-sentedhimselffromlawfnlduty

of [97} days without taki

of I'RP Peshawar Ih-mge,.
W-e.f,-on. 19.12^017 to 26.05.2010 fo 

'igany leave/permission from th
the total period

e Competent-Anthorily.
In this connection Constabl e j.hrahim No.2590, was issued

Bt/Mustaq Shah of PRp/pp
order No.534/PA dated 29.1,2.2017.

chai-ge sheet alonp-witli 

'nquiry officei-.

summary of allegation and

vide this office was nominated 

'J’he charge sheet served
as

whi^ he j-eplied, but his 

completion of inquiry tl

upuit him, to
unsatisfactory by the InquiryATCdATi^

■nqmry officer submitted his findi

reply was found

2 le
ngs.

-leiy
Baig che^h "" ‘-is/Khasadar

ri . • . -• '''•L-t4.2017, being involved in M.p
[hei oin} and wheiiein one 01 KC hf>r •

' nc 01 KG hero,n was recovered from their possession.

■ constable
at Takht

■'Uiiugglin;., Ol' Narcolic.s

—::=;:=”™.........—
dated 03.Qi.2010

, On. the ■allegation of above'a 

allegations

FRP/HQrs;^& 

office

sepa,-ate charge sheet along-will,
^^'umiTiary of

comprising of OSP/Noor Zamir, Shah of 

f^esbawar Rang

The charge sheet served

was issued and inquiry committee 
Inspector/Asad Yousaf of PRP 

order N0.I8/PA, dated 03.01.201

an

e was constituted vide 

npon him to which, he

...
|-his

replied.

,. Prope,- depai-tmentally the i
findings, wlic-ein they ,-e|,o, tcd that

party of Takht Baig check post 

was on its 

wa5;

^iiqnii-y comnjittee submitted
their 

Khasadar
nn 21.12.2017, 

was stopped an Alto Motor C
en tip of information the

BeaiingNo.LRG-78^0,ar
way from jarnrud whichtowards Peshawar lor checking purj

firive by one Muhamir.ad 

alongwith the
Tfie said Motor Car 

while Raj Wall s/o Paqeer

and Daud No.3140, of Ivrp p,,,!,

■--ose.
Riaz s/o Shareef Khan

Hussainaccused constables Ibrahim No.2590 

' in Motor C
Range were also found ride awarOui-ing thar./ from their possess 0 search 01 KG lieimin

was recovered
Hie spot for invesligaLion

inn and the hevi.s a

custody the accused
uHiorifiy ai-j-ested them 1

' purpose. During the rom

constables denied

H'le accused
accused Raj Wali who '■ugarding; to ,-elution with

-. -1 -T corisf'ahi/w. -o •. 1



1?
Ss-. were procured, vyhich shows that the accused constables 

Raj Wali

above case. The CDR

were conlacted with the accused
so many times i.e on 19.12.2017 and 20.12.2017,

report proved their closed relations with each others for the purpose I

;i before the involvement in the

orn accused iVom 

is clear contradiction between 

record liie inquiry committee Jn

Raj Wali in 

their

been found the 

involved in 

Therefore, the accused 

Major Punishment.

their statements. According to CDR report there 

statements and after going through the available

accused constable Ibrahim No.2590, being a member of ideal Police force 

moral turpitude nature offence, vis-a vis

constable Ibrahim No.2590 of PRP Peshaw

IS

IS developed links v/ith the drugs mafia.

ar Range, is awarded for

After receiving the findings of inquiry Committee 
No.2590, of FRP Peshawar Range

office No.152/PA, dated 29.03.2018 

unsatisfactory. He was called foi 
undersigned.

the accused constable Ibrahim

cause Notice vide this

reply was found 
personal hearing in orderly room but did not satisfy the

issued/served with Final Showwas

to^ which he replied but his

13ased on the appreciation of the si 
Superintendent of Police, FRP

- situation painted above, 1, Jehanzeb 

Peshawar Range, Peshawar
Klian

exercise of power vest in me
*s

Rules 1975 (amendment in 2014] award him a 

horn Service" with immediate

unaer afSj of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa PuW-jc
Major punishment of "Dismissal 

absence is hereby treated as absence from duty. effect and his period of

c

Superinleiulent of Police, FRP 
i^eshawar Range, Peshawar.

No. mzlI/PA dated Peshawar Range the

arey;d to Worthy Commandant FRP KP Pe.sl.awar loiCopy of the above is forw
* favour of information please.

1. The Accountant FRiyPR Pesh
2. The SRC/FRP/pr Peshawar

3. The LO/FRP/PR Peshawar

TheOASl/FRP/PRPeshawar

awar
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ORDER'

' This order ,will dispose of the departmental appeal preferred by E> 

constable Ibrahim Gul No. 2590 of FRP Peshawar Range against the order of dismiss^ 

from service passed by SP FRP Peshawar Range, Peshawar vide Order Endst; No, 183 

87/PA, dated 06.04.2018. The applicant was proceeded against on the allegations the 

he absented himself from law full duty with effect from 19.12.2017 to 26,03.2018 for tote 

period of (97) days, without any leave/permission of the Competent Authority.

Proper departmental enquiry was initiated against him. He was issue 

Charge Sheet alongwith Summary of Allegations and Rl Mushtaq Shah of FRP Peshawc 

Range was nominated as Enquiry Officer to conduct proper enquiry against him. Th 

Charge Sheet served upon him, to which he replied, but his reply was fount 

unsatisfactory by the Enquiry Officer. After completion of enquiry the Enquiry Office 

submitted his findings.

In the meanwhile reportedly the delinquent constable alongwith othe 

constable Daud No. 3148 of FRP Peshawar Range, have been arrested by th^ 

Levis/Khasadar at Takht Baig Check Post on 21.12.2017, being involved in the 

smuggling of Narcotics (Heroin) and wherein One Kg heroin was recovered form thei 

possession. Afterward the accused constable was suspended vide order No. 11-13/PA 

dated 03.01.2018 and closed to FRP Police Line Peshawar.

On the allegations of above a separate Charge Sheet alongwith Summary o 

Allegations was issued and an Enquiry Committee comprising of DSP/Noor Zarriin Shaf 

of FRP/HQrs; &. Inspector/Asad Yousaf of FRP Peshawar Range was constituted vide 

office order No. 18/PA, dated 03.01.2018. The Charge Sheet Served upon him to whief 
he replied.

After conducting proper departmental enquiry the Enquiry Committee 

submitted their findings, wherein they reported that on 21.12.2017, on tip of information 

the Khasadar party of Takht Baig Check Post was stopped an Alto Motor car bearing No. 

LRG-7830, which was on its way form Jamrud towards Peshawar for checking purpose.
The said Motor Car was drive by one Muhammd Raiz S/0 Shareef Khan while Raj Waii

S/0 Faqeer Hussain alongwith the accused constables Ibrahim No. 2590 and Daud No

3148, of FRP Peshawar Range were also found ride in Motor Car. During the search 01 

KG heroin was recovered from their possession and the Levis Authority arrested them 

form the spot for investigation purposes. During the custody the accused constables 

denied regarding to relation with accused Raj Wali who confessed the offence, therefore, 

the accused constables alongwith said driver Muhammad Riaz were equated from tl'ie 

criminal case by the Court of Political Agent/Session Judge, Khyber Agency, while 

accused Raj Wali was found guilty under section 9(c) CNSA, 1997, hence, convicted and 

sentenced for the period already undergone to suffer imprisonment with fine of Rs,

20,000/- or in default of payment of fine further to undergo 02 months sutfer 

imprisonment.



r

Durinn the course of depahinental Enquiry CDR report of the yccuseci 

constables wsrc' procured, whicli shows that the accused constables were de''elo!.)cd 

links with the acoused/offender Raj Wan as tliey contacted so many tirnos ' e ori 

19.12 201/ and 20.12.201 7. before the involvement in the above criminal case The 0:DR 

report proved their closed relations with each others for the purpose of the smugcjlinq oi 

Narcotics (Heroin). However, the accused constables denied form relations with accused 

Raj Wall in their Statements. According to CDR report there is clear contr.adiction has 

been found in their statements. After going through the available record the Rncuiry 

Committee has been found the accused constable Ibrahim No. 2590 guilty of thrr cha.mies 

leveled against him. He being a member of ideal Police force involved m a ntorai 

turpitude nature offence vis-a vis developed links with the drug mafia. TIvereT'ue, ii'up 

Enquiry Committee recommended him for major punishment .

After receiving the findings of Enquiry Committee he was issu0d'';-e'\nd 

l-inal Show Cause Notice vide office No 152/PA, dated 20 05.2015 to ■'.-vhir.i’, i';{i re, 

but his reply was found unsatisfactory. He was called for personal heanr-g m oa,edy 

room, but did not satisfy the Competent Authority.

Upon the findings of Enquiry Committee and other '"elevcani 'nai viiai 

available on record, he was awarded major punishment of dismissal from serv-ce v'lde 

Order Endst: No. 1S3-87/PA, dated 06.04.2018.

. f-'eeling aggrieved against the impugned order o' SP FRP Peshawar RaujKu 

Peshawar, the applicanl'preferred the instant appeal The applicant was .summoned .arid 

heard in person in Orderly Room held on 03.05,2018. Di.iring the course- of pcm-ouai 

hearing he could not present any cogent justification for his innocence

Keeping in view' the tacts mentioned above the applicant has been friund to 

be an irresponsible person, disregarded of discipline of the force. From perusal of tho 

enquiry file and the service record of the applicant, it is abundantly dear tnai ilue 

delinquent official has been found involved in a criminal case with the intent cf moral 

turpitude Such conduct on the part of a police officer is bound to tarnish the image of the 

entire force.

Ill

r.:\

. \

\
Based on the findings narrated above, 1, Capt (R) Tahir Ayub Khan PSP 

Commandant FRP Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar, being the competent authority, lias 

found no substance in the appeal, therefore, the same is rejected ana filed being 

meritless

Order Announced,
/

•o' • .!
\ n4 Ccnifwifnidfin! 

FrerOior Reserve-:V Kl'ivber r’aktliLinkC'.v;,’,
/// . dated I'-’esbawar the /2Q18. -

Copv of a;)ove is fnrwardem0r;nformation^• d necessary action to the' ■ 
i SP hRr pRstiawar Range, Peshawar hiis service record alongwiO 0 i'le veni 

herewith.
2. Ex- constalbe Ibrahim Gul No. 2590 S/0 Gul Rauf Khan, Village Poranr- Pnag 

Police Station Takhi Bahi. District Mardan.
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SERVICE APPEAL NO. 7792018 

Ex Constable IBRAHIM GUL........
Petitioner.

VERSUS

1. Addt: lOP/ComrBandant ERP Khyber 
Pakhiunkhwa Peshawar
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Respondents.r
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BEFIDRE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. 780/2018. 
lj|rahim Su\ No. 2590, FRP Peshawar Range

VERSUS

Appellant

Commandant, Frontier Reserve.Pdice1.
Khyber Pakhtuhkhwa, Peshawar 
Superintendent of Police,
FRP, Peshawar Range, Peshawar

2.
Respondents

PRELIMINARY OBJECTIONS

1. That the appeal is badly time barred.
2. That the appeal is bad for mis-joinder and non-joinder of necessary parties.
3. That the appellant has no cause of action to file the instant appeal.
4. That the appellant has not come to this Honorable Court with clean hands.
5. That the appellant.is estopped due to his own conduct to file the instant Service

Appeal.
That the appellant trying to concealed material facts from this Honorable 

Tribunal.
6.

WRITTEN REPLY ON BEHALF OF RESPONDENTS

FACTS
RESPECTED SHEWETH:-

Pertains to the appellant record needs no comments. .
Para No. 2 is admitted to the extent that the appellant was remained absent 

from duty for a long period of 97 days without any leave or prior permission from 

his seniors. (Copy of absence report attached herewith as annexure “A”). 

Incorrect and rejected, as reportedly the appellant alongwith other constable 

namely Muhammad Dawood No. 3148, of FRP Peshawar Range, have been 

arrested by the Levis Khasadar at Takht Baig check post on 21.12.2017, being 

involved in the smuggling of Narcotics (Heroin).
Incorrect and rejected. The Khasadar Party of lakht Baig Check post stepped 

Alto Motorcar Bearing No. LRG-7830, which was on its way from Jamrud 

toward Peshawar for checking purpose. The said Motorcar was driven by one 

Muhammad Riaz S/0 Sharif Khan, while Raj Wali S/0 Faqir Hussain alongwith 

the appellant and constable Muhammad Dawood No. 3148 of FRP were also 

found ride in the said motorcar. During the search one KG Heroin was recovered 

from their possession.
Incorrect and rejected. During the course of. departmental enquiry the CDR 

report of the appellant was procured, which shows that the appellant v^as 

contacted with , the accused Ra] Wali so many times i.e 19.12.2017 and 

20.12.2017, before the involvement in the above criminal case. (Copy of CDR 

attached as annexure "B'’)
Incorrect and rejected.. That a criminal c^se vide FIR No. .3239, dated 

21.12:2017 was register agairist ail of them. However, during the course of 

enquiry the appellant was found guilty of the charges leveled against hiiTi. As ts ie

1.
2.

3,

4.

an

5.

6.



closed relations between the appellant and his co. CDR report proved the
accused Raj Wali for the purpose of the smuggling of Narcotics.

admitted to the extent that court proceeding and departmentaln Para No. 7 is
proceedings are two different entities and can run 

the course of departmental enquiry the appellant was found guilty of the charges

side by side. However, during

leveled against him.
Para No. 8 is admitted to the extent that on the allegations of involvement of

8.
above criminal case the appellant was issued Charge Sheet alongwith Summary

DSP FRP HQ: andof allegations and enquiry committee comprising on
constituted to conductInspector Asad Yousaf of FRP Peshawar Range was

unearth the actual facts. The reply of Charge Sheetenquiry against him to 
submitted by the appellant was found unsatisfactory by the enquiry committee, 

incorrect and rejected. Proper departmental enquiry was initiated against the 

appellant according to law/rules and an impel opportunity for defence was also 

provided to the appellant and it is evident from the Charge Sheet and Final 

Show Cause Notice, The Enquiry Committee found him guilty of the charges

9.

recommended for majorleveled against the appellant and therefore
punishment. (Copy of Charge Sheet, Final Show Cause Notice & Enquiry report

attached as annexure “C, D E & F ”).
10. Incorrect and rejected. After receiving the findings of enquiry committee the

served with Final Show Cause Notice, to which he replied 

found unsatisfactory. Besides, he was heard in person by the 

but he failed to present any justification regarding to his 

after fulfillment the due coda! formalities the appellant was

are

but his
appellant was 

reply was
I

competent authority

innocence and
awarded the major punishment of removal from service as per law/rules.

to the extent that departmental appeal submitted by the appellant was
Correct,
thoroughly examined and rejected on sound grounds. {Copy of rejection order is

11.

attached as annexure "G”)
Incorrect and rejected. The appellant not come 

clean hands.

to this Honorable Tribunal with12.

GROUNDS:-

treated in accordance with law asIncorrect and rejected. The appellant
preview in the article No. 4 of the constitution and an other law enforce of the

wasA.

subject.
Incorrect and rejected. Proper departmental enquiry was initiated against the 

appellant, as he was issued Charge Sheet and^Surnnha'ry of Allegations to which 

he replied. After receiving the findings of 'enquiry committee

Final Show Cause Notice to which he replied, but his reply

B.

the appellant was 

was
served with
found unsatisfactory by the competent authority. Besides he was also heard sn

he failed ta any justification before theperson in orderly roorri, but
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' , competent authority regarding'.to his innocence. The plea of non participation

after thought story as it is evident\A/ith enquiry proceeding of the appeiiant ss 

^ from the Charge Sheet and^ Finai Show C^se Notice and his replies that the

appellant was solely participated with the eiiquiry proceeding.

C. Incorrect and rejected. As during the course of enquiry an ample opportunity for 

personal hearing was already provided to the appellant to which he availed too, 

but he failed to satisfy the competent authority during the course of personal

hearing.
D. Incorrect and rejected. The appellant was arrested by the Khasadar Force with 

red-handed from the spot and therefore a criminal case vide FiR No. 3239, 

dated 21.12.2017 was register against the appellant alongwith others.

E. Incorrect and rejected. As the appellant was dealt with proper departmenial 

proceedings under the relevant law i.e Police Rules 1975 (amended 2014), 

which is fully adhered to the appellant.
Incorrect and rejected. That the appellant v»/as issued Charge Sheet alongwith 

Statement of Allegations and Enquiry Committee was constituted to uneartti the 

actual facts^ During the course of enquiry The Enquiry Committee procured the 

CDR report of the appellant, which is a strong evident against him and through 

the CDR the allegations was properly proved and therefore, the appeiiant was 

held responsible for the alleged charges leveled against him. After fulfillment the 

due codal formalities the appellant was dismissed from service by the competent 

authority. The penalty awarded to the appeiiant is commensurate with the 

gravity of the appellant and in accordance to law.

G. Incorrect and rejected. That the appellant was involved in a moral turpitude 

nature criminal case being a rnerriber of disciplined force and during the course 

of enquiry the allegations leveled against him v^as proved against him and 

therefore the Enquiry Committee correctly recommended for major punishment.

H. Incorrect and rejected. That the appellant was remained absent from duty

without prior permission of the competent authority and subsequently involved in 

the above mentioned criminal case. His relation with the drug mafia was also 

proved against him during the course of enquiry and at^er fulfillment the due; 

codal formalities he was av^arded the major punishment of dismissal frorp. 

service according to law/rules, which is comrnensurate with the gravity of the 

appellant and,his grass misconduct. .............

I. Incorrect and rejected. The long service is not a cogent ground for reinstatement 

in service. Besides the ailegations leveled against the appellant was proved 

against him during the course of enquiry as the appeiiant being a member of 

ideal police force involved ;n moral turpitude offence.to which he developed links 

with the drug, mafia and Vi/hich is.a gross misconduct on his paiT,therefore

was awarded the major punishment of dismissal from service. , ,

J. Incorrect and rejected that his reply of Charge Sheet and departmental appeal 

thoroughly examined by the respondents ancTfound.unsatisfactory.

F.

were



■V k. ,, ..Incorrect and rejected. The, penalty ■awardM.to^rhe commensurate

^ , with the gross misconduct 6f the appellant-so in view of his miss conduct and

subsequent enquiry procee,dj,ngs^.the ihstanupp.ea! liable to be dismissed 

incorrect and rejected. The appellant wasTdismissed from service due to his 

misconduct and. to which has'been absolutely proved against hirn during
L.

gross

the course of enquiry.
The respondent may also be permitted to create additional grounds at the timeM:

arguments.

; « :•.
PRAYERS:-

It is therefore, most humbly prayed that in the light of aforesaid

facts/subrhission the instant service appeal may kindly be dismissed with cost.

N

FRP,
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar 

(Respondent No.1)

Superintend^! of Police, FRP,
Peshawar Range, Peshawar 

(Respondent No.2)1
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DiscriptionU/5 City
CNIC MARD^Nameobile No TAKHT BHAl1610227151947 ■Verifiedaftabahmad

1730150487049 ^,'Ma TAKHT BHAl PERANO DaXgTEHSIL TAKHT BHANIAZ MUHAMMAD3005838415 DAAK1610222979265 VerifiedGULRAZIQ3009050736 2120271551149
1730107573303
1730136824035
212026767895^
2120244239101
1610285520277
1610118036133
1730154474375
1730121355735
1730176914669_
1710211676497
1710260541173
1710128352653
3540504002781
1730177868550
1720140467255
161011284238^
1720144103631
2120219979949
1430117125914
1720127393207
161022832074¥
1720163555951
1710211622019
161021035597^
1530446497057
1610269490021
1610222638335
1610248900137

VerifiedKAMIL SHAH .
HAKEEM KHAN -_______
shahzad khan___________
HAJI MUHAMMAD______

MOHD RIAZ___________ _
new cust________________
sulaman khan___________
Gulzeb CUSTOMER 
nisarud-deen______
malik muhammad imran

3009367882
3015712996
3038421489
3055138005
3077126426
3109670701
3114820007
3129192680
3138536323

?ni4/12/03-Verified
Verified
Verified
2014/12/06-Verified
2013/05/12-Verified
2008/07/14-Verified
2009/11/10-Verified
2015/09/28-Verified
2012/06/14-Verified
2011/11/12-Verified
?nil/07/l9-Verified

3139606005
3159054562 NORSYED_________
3159398124 Muhammad Dawood

Ikhtisham Ul Hag 
MUHAMMAD USMAN 
RflMANA SADAF
SakhiGul____________
MANZOOR ALI________
AROUL RAUF KHAN 
RAMDAD KHAN

Verified
3159544939
3218351978
3219058121
3325764698’
3336671760
3338787318

Verified
4/23/2016 VERIFIED
5/8/2015 VERIFIED 
4/30/2015 VERIFIED

Verified__________■
1/27/2015 VERIFIED
'2/12/2015 VERIFIED

RA\A/AL7\KOT
FAISALABAD
SIALKOT

3339374120
^^A772627'i[sHAZIA MAJID

Dl KHAN
CHAKWAL______________ ___________ ________ ------------------------- -
tai^ht RHAl FAREED KHAN TAKHT BHAl MARD^------

MnHAI A SHEIKHAN All BAIG NOVYSHERA
AJMAL KHAN3351502182

3404884512
3409224893
3426199527

WARIS KHAN 
YASARKHAN
abduualil

TAROJABA PABBI
DHAKI TANGI OHAKI CHARSADDA-------- ---------- -

V/M AV TAKHT BHAl HAJISYED^EEI^ KULAY_M
ARIF KHAN

.p.M WARD

IRFANKHAN
nasruddin -
IBRAHIMGUL_______
Al MAS KHAN 
muhammadabbas

3433229892
3439575891
3442611148
3449101630
3449127023

TAKHT BHAl 
TAKHT BHAl 
TAKHT BHAl 2013/09/26-Verified

1710130612345
1710293224455
I6IOI53303T8I
1610295884079

TAN61 MnHAI A MIAN GAAN DHAKI CHARSADDA

GUMBAT marDAN mohala balarh I ~
______________ HABIB al RAHMAN TAKHT Bt^tSTRlCT

TAKORO JANDOL MANAZ KILLI LOWER DJR-------- ----------
COLONY KOT ROAD TAKHT BHAl

1 RASOOL KALAY MARDAN

i-iNLiggiea m an Alto motor

IMRAN ALI3459383156
MUHAMMADAZIR

5IYABAHMAD
3459868442
34599016487 MOHALA HAJI

JAAN BADSHAH3461288188 1530131255699
1610226871803[tAKHT BHAI SARHAD 
1c-|nT7fiA:t1Tn3 TAKHT BHAl TAKHT BHAl SHM

1 MARDASIRAJUDDIN
|SHAMEEM KHAN
naveed khan

3468008980
3469333769
3481081617
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( Si NOW KHYRgR PAKHTUNVCHWA
ClHARGE SH'=PT ll/R fiClUA) NWFP

pni ICE RULES 1975,

\ posted at FRP/Peshawar Range

committing the following Omission/Commissions,
Ihrahim No.2590,. You 

Peshawar is hereby charged for

Superintendent of Police HQrs;

NO.02-3/PA dated 01.01.2018 that Constable Ibrahim

No 2590 of FRP Peshawar Range has been arrested by the Levis at Ta ^9

& recovered one (01) Kilogram heroin from his possession.

office intimated by office of theThis
Peshawar vide letter

check post in narcotics

Your reply should reach to the enquiry officer within (7) days from date of 

receipt of this charge Sheet, failing with Ex-part proceeding shall be initiated agains

. you.

QHiv/ilvflPRY/STATPiwiFNT OF ALLEGAIiOM

Superintendent of Police HQrs. 

that ConstatalG Ibrahim
intimated by office of theThis ^ office
No.02-3/PA dated 01.01.2018Peshawar vide letter 

No.2590 of FRP Peshawar Range
arrested by the Levis at Takht Baig

has been
(01) Kilogram heroin from his possession.,

date of receipt of
check post in narcotics & recovered one 

■ .Your reply should reach to the inquiry officer within (7) days from

this, charge Sheet,
initiated against you.failing With Ex-part proceeding shall be

£.-\J
<:■

C. / O I
4';;

Superintendent of Police, FRP ^ 
Peshawar Range Peshawar.
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KlMAi: SHOW CAIK^K NOTICEf;.
■t \

Peshawar, as competent 

No.2590, of FRP/PR
of Police I'Rl^ Peshawar Ran{.’e

Constable Ibrahim
1. Superinterulent 
authority do hereby serve you

# • Peshawar.i'-
completion of inquiry conducted against you by 

and Inspector Asad Yousaf of PRP/PR for 

.. vvluch you were given full opportunity .gf henring. On going-through the 

-fincUng/recoinmendations of the inquiry officers the material available on record

satisfied that you have committed the following

1) 1. That consequent tipon the

DSP/Noor Zamoen Shah of PRP/HQrs
1

and other connected papers 1 
acts/omissions per police rules 1975.

am

intended of Police HQrs: Peshawar 

Constable Ibrahim No.'2590, of 

Takht Baig check post in 

ion. Your.this

This office intimated by office of the Supenn

■ vide letter No-OZ^d/RA dated 01.01.2018 that you
has been arrested by the Levis

Narcotics & recove-red one (01) Kilogram heroin from your possession

-conduct and punishable.

at
PRP Peshawar Range

act amount to gross miss

as COmpetent auihorivy

Major/Minor penalty including
tendent of ik)Ucc 1-RP/RR Reshawar2) 'rherefore, 1 Superin

tentatively decided to impose upon youhas
under the said Rules.dismissal Irom service

, therefore, required to Show Cause as to why penalty should not be
3) You are

imposed upon yovi.
is received within the fifteen days of it

Pinal Show Cause Notice is4^ If no reply to
of circumstance, it shall be presumed that you

delivered in the normal course
in and consequently ex-parte action shall be taken against

have no defense to put m

you.
/■

(j/^f ^

Superintendent of Police, PRP 
PesViawar Range, Peshawar.

1-^. a: .

fST- ypA, dated Peshawar the ^ / ^'^/20i8.
No.__:

li;

,-i
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I dispose.. of the departmental appeal preferred by Ex- 

of FRP Peshawar Range against the order of dismissal 

Peshawar vide Order Endst: No. 183- 

the allegations tisat

This order will

cj^onstable Ibrahim Gul No. 2590 

fmm service passed by SP FRP Peshawar Range 

87/PA,- dated 06.04.2018: The applicant was proceeded against
absented himself from law full duty with effect from-19.12.2017 to 26.03,2018 for total

on

he
y leave/permission of the Competent Authority,

initiated against him. He was issued
period of (97) days, without an

Proper departmental enquiry 
Shset alongwith Summary of Allegations and Rl Mushtaq Shah of FRP Peshawar

Officer to conduct proper enquiry against him. I he

was

Charge
Range was nominated as Enquiry 

Charge Sheet served upon him, to which he replied, but his reply was found 

After completion of enquiry the Enquiry Ofliceiunsatisfactory by the. Enquiry Officer

submitted his findings.
reportedly the delinquent coiistable alongwith otliei 

Peshawar Range, have been, arrested by the 

21.12,2017, being involved in

recovered fonm their

In the meanwhile

constable Daud No, 3148 .. of FRP 

Levis/Khasadar at Takht .Baig Check Post on the

smuggling of Narcotics (Heroin) and wherein One Kg heroin was
Afterward the accused constable was suspended vide order No, 11-13/PA,

dated 03.01.2018 and closed to FRP Police Line Peshawar.
On the allegations of above a separate Charge Sheet alongwith Summary ul

Allegations was issued and an Enquiry Committee comprising of DSP/Noor Zamin Shah

Yousaf of FRP Peshawar Range was constituted vide

possession.

of FRP/HQrs: & Inspector/Asad 
office order No. 18/PA, dated 03.01.2018. The Charge .Sheet Served upon him to wtiich

he replied.
the Enquiry C o cn m i 11 e 

21.12.2017, on lip oi informal.ioi; 

Alto Motor car bearing No.

After conducting proper departmental enquiry

submitted their findings, wherein they reported that on

the Khasadar party of Takht Baig Check Post was stopped an
its way form Jamrud towards Peshawar for checking purpose.

Muhammd Raiz S/0 Shareef Khan while Raj Wall
LRG-7830, which was on

The said Motor Car was drive by one
No. 2590 and Dane! No.Faqeer Hussain alongwith the accused constables Ibrahim 

Qf f^p Peshawar Range were also found ride in Motor Car. During the staroh C i 

recovered from their possession and the Levis Authority arrested them

S/0

3148

KG heroin was
form the spot for investigation purposes. During the custody the accused constables

denied regarding tp relation with accused Raj Wall who confessed the offence, therefore,

driver Muhammad Riaz were equated from ihethe accused constables alongwith said
Political Agent/Session Judge, Khyber /-\gency, while

1997 hence, convicted anr'
criminal case by the Court of 
accused Raj Wali was found guilty under section 9(c) CNSA

suffer imprisonment witli fine of 17ssentenced for the period already undergone to 

20 000/- or in default of payment of fine further to undergo 02 months suilei

imprisonment.



f
departmental Enquiry CDR report of the accused

W6re dev6lopGCl
During the course of

procured, which shews thiit the accused constables

they contacted so many times i.e on
' constables were

lini<s- with the accused/offender Raj Wali as
19,12.2017 and 20.12.2017,.before the involvement in the above criminal case 

report proved their closed relations with each others for the purpose of the smuggling
accused constables denied form relations with accused

. The CDR

of

Narcotics (Heroin). However, the
CDR report there is clear contradiction hasRa] Waii in their Statements. According to 

been found in their statements. After going through the available record the Enquiry

has been found the accused constable Ibrahim No. 2590 guilty of the charges

ideal Police force involved in a moral
Committee
leveled against him. He being a member of

is developed links with .the drug mafia. Therefore, the
turpitude nature offence vis-a
Enquiry Committee recommended him for major punishment.

After receiving the findings of Enquiry Committee he 
Final Show Cause Notice vide office No. 152/PA, dated 29.03,2018 to which he replied

called for personal, hearing in orderly

was issued/served with

but his reply was found unsatisfactory. He was 

but did not satisfy the Competent Authority.room
Committee and other relevant material

from service vide
Upon the findings of Enquiry

awarded major punishment of dismissalavailable on record, he was
Order Endst; No. 183-87/PA, dated 06.04.2018.

Feeling aggrieved against the impugned order of SP FRP Peshawar Range, 

the applicant preferred the instant appeal. The applicant was summoned and

08.05.2018. During the course of personal
Peshawar,
heard' in person in Orderly Room held on 

hearing he could not present any cogent justification for his innocence.
mentioned above the applicant has been lound to

Keeping in view the facts
of the force. From perusal of thebe an irresponsiblp person, disregarded of discipline

ice record of the applicant, it is abundantly clear that theenquiry file and the service .
delinquent official has been found involved in a criminal case
turpitude. Such*conduct on the part of a police officer is bound to tarnish the image of the

with the intent of moral

entire force.
Kiian PSE 

has
the findings narrated above, 1. Capt (R) Tahir Ayub

Peshawar, being the competent authority

is rejected and filed being

Based on

Commandant FRP Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 

found no substance in the appeal, therefore, the same

meritless. ,
Order Announced

}y.

vT-t.. 'vW
■‘'i Frontier Reserve Police

jp Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar..'y'

O
No\^\f

■ 1. SP
herewith.
Ex- constalbe Ibrahim Gul No. 2590 
Police Station Takht Bahi, District Mardan.

S/0 Gu! Rauf Khan, Village Perano Daag
2.


