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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICEITRIBUNAL

Appeal No. 235/2018

Date of Institution ... r9.02.2018
...29.05.2018Date of. Decision

«f

Mushtaq Husssain S.I CTD Mardan Region Mardan.

Versus
3

1. Inspector General of Police Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.
2. D.I.G of Police CTD Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.

JUDGM ENT
29.05.2018 MUITAMMAD HAMID MUGHAL. MEMBER: - Learned

9 counsel for the appellant and Mr. Zia Ullah learned Deputy District
s

Attorney on behalf of the respondents present.

The appellant (Ex-Inspector CTD D.I.Khan) lias filed the2.

present appeal u/s 4 of the Khybef Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal

Act 1974 against the order dated 09.11.2017 vide which he was

awarded major punishment of reversion to the post of Sub

Inspector and against the order dated 13.02.20158 whereby his

departmental appeal was rejected.

3. Learned counsel for the appellant argued that the appellant

joined the Police Force as Constable and has unblemished record

of long service of 27 years at his credit. Further argued that the

appellant while serving as Investigation Officer as Inspector CTD
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D.I.Khan Region was charge sheeted on the allegations that he 

conducted substandard investigations in case F.I.R No.08 dated

r

26.02.2017 u/s 302-34.PPC/7ATA Police Station CTD D.I.Khan

Region by submitting untraced challan against the charged accused

and that he also recorded the statement of Muhammad Ramzan

father of deceased/victim Muhammad Jameel u/s 164 Cr.P.C.

Further argued that the appellant submitted reply to the charge

sheet and after the departmental inquiry the appellant was also

served with final show cause notice which he also rep|lied. Further 

argued that the respondent department did not consider the defense

of the appellant and awarded major punishment vide impugned

order and that the departmental appeal against the same also failed.

Further argued that the impugned orders are illegal and unjustified.
9

Further argued that allegations leveled against the appellant are

baseless and that the appellant was condemned without any

evidence. Further argued that the appellant conducted investigation 

of the above mentioned criminal case with honesty jvithout any
i ■

laxity. Further argued that the complainant/father of thp victim Ali

charge(^hominated the accused on suspicious grounds whileRaza

the heirs of other two deceased/victims were not interested to

charge any one, as such challan was submitted as untraced. Further

argued that it was the decision of the Members of JIT to send the

challan as untraced hence all the members of JIT were collectively 

responsible. Further argued that the appellant v'.as made victim of 

professional jealously and differences with Police Officers. Further
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argued that the impugned punishment is otherwise harsh. Learned

counsel for the appellant vehemently stressed for setting aside the

impugned orders and reinstatement of the appellant in his previous

.Arank of Inspector.

As against that leaned Deputy District Attorney while4.

opposing the present service appeal argued that disciplinary action

initiated against the appellant due to substandardwas

investigations in a triple murder case of sensitive nature. Further

argued that during the disciplinary proceedings ail the codal

formalities were fulfilled.^ Further argued that the appellant
i

willingly submitted untraced challan in a traceAcase and the

appellant unnecessarily brought father of the deceased/victim

Muhammad Jameel before the court .for recording the statement u/s

164 Cr.P.C to charge unknown accused for the murder of his son.9

1 Further argued that the appellant made no contact with the

members of JIT during the course of investigation which fact is

evident from the report of the inquiry officer. Further argued that

the appellant was held guilty during the depaitmental inquiry and

was provided full chance to defend himself 

Arguments head file perused;
uThere is no dispute that the appellant as served with charge 

sheet which he also replied. Regular inquiry was conducted on the 

charges mentioned in the charge sheet and statement of allegation.
i

The appellant also appeared before the inquiry officer. The inquiry

5.

6.

officer recorded the statements of the officials and observed that
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the appellant committed mistakes/irregularities/irresponsibilities 

many as 7 in numbers, explained in the inquiry report. The inquiry 

officer has held that the charges leveled against the appellant stood 

proved and he willfully carried-substandard investigation and 

thereby provided benefit to the charged accused. The appellant was 

served with show cause notice which-he also replied.

In the light of above this Tribunal is of the considered view
j

that all the codal formalities were completed before the issuance of 

impugned order and the inquiry report also speaks against the 

appellant for his irresponsible attitude while carrying out 

investigation in a triple murder case as such the appellant has not 

been able.to make out the present case in his favor. Perusal of the 

inquiry report however would suggest that DSP Muhammad Saeed 

Khan CTD. also remained eng£^ed in the above mentioned 

criminal case and he in his Case Dairies showed his satisfaction

as

7.

Q

over the process of investigation but astonishingly the respondent 

department has not called for any explanation from him. The 

appellant has a reasonable length of service at his credit and as per 

principle enshrined in FR-29, the authority ordering reduction to a 

lower grade or post or to a lower stage in time scale shall specify

the period for which it shall be effective. In the attending

circumstances this Tribunal is constrained to decide the present

appeal in terms that the punishment of reversion to the rank of sub

inspector, awarded to the appellant, shall be for a period of three

(03) years. Parties are' left to bear their own costs. File be
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cons,\gp€3i to the record roo;

(Muhammad Hamid Mughal) 
Member

‘ad Hassan) 
[ember
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Appellant in person present. Mr. Kabir IJllah Khattak, AddI; 

AG alongwiih Mr. Gulzar Khan, S.l for the respondents present.' 

Written reply not submitted. Requested for adjournment. Adjourned. 'I'o 

eome up for written reply/comments on 24.04.2018 before S.B.

09.04.2018

A

Member

24.04.2018 Clerk of the-counsel for appellant and Addl: AG alongwith Mr. 

Gill Zad, S.l for thd respondents present. Written reply submitted, 'l o 

up for rejoinder and arguments on 29.05.2018 before D.B.
come

i

Learned counsel for the appellant present. Learned 

Deputy District Attorney for the respondents present.

Vide separate -judgment of today; on file, this Tribunal is

29.05.2018

constrained to decide the present appeal in terms that the punishment

of reversion to the rank of sub inspector, awarded to the appellant,

shall be for a period of three (03) years. Parties are left to bear their
i

own costs. File be consigned to the record room.
;

r

(Muhammad Flamid Mughal) 
Member

(Ahmad Flassan) 
Member

;

i

J

*
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08.03.20.18 Learned counsel for the appellant 

aigunients heard and case hie perused.
present. Preliminary

\

l..earncd counsel lor the appellant argued that the appellant 

serving as' Investigation Ofllccr as Inspector C.'L.D D.I.Khan 

Region in Police Department was charge sheeted for irregularities in 

case or FIR No. 08 dated 26.02.2017 u/s 302-34.PPC with

. \while

7ATA PS
C. I .D D.lKhan Region KPK and was awarded a major punisinnenl of

reversion Irom the rank of confirmed inspector to the nmk of SI vide 

impugned order dated 09.11.2017. 'Lhat the punishment awarded 

tenable in the eyes of law, because neither
is not

any opportunity ol' cross
examination of the witness has been provided to the appellant. nor any
statement on oath has been recorded. That the investigations in the FIR 

' ' were^condueted by a .loinl Investigation '[cam, but no other member has 

been charged except the appellant. ' That the appellant preferred a 

departmental appeal which was rejected on 13.02.2018.

Points,raised-need consideration Admitted for regular hearing 
subject to all legal objections including limitation, 'fhc appellant is also 

Fsi ^directed to deposit security and
Dsposffec?

process lee within (10) days, whereafter 
notice be issued to the respondents department for written reply/comments 

on 26.03.2018 before S,B.

•w

(Ciul Zclf-ffi 
Member

^rh)

26.03.2018 Appellant in person present. Mr. Kabir Uilah Khattak, 

Addl: AG alongwith Mr. Wajid All, IfC for the respondenl 

present. Written reply not submitted. Requested for adjournment. 

Adjourned, 'fo come up for written feply/eomments on 09,04.2018 

beforei^.B.

Member

•W.-T f-s
’ t
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Form-A

FORMOFORDERSHEET
Court of

235/2018Case No.

Date of order 
proceedings

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

1 2 3

19/02/2018 The appeal of Mr. Mushtaq Hussain presented today by 

Mr. Javed Iqbal Advocate may be entered in the Institution 

Register and put up to Worthy Chairman for proper order 

please.

1

1 .Q -REGISTRAR^^^

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

to be put up there on C>S .

r

.y

/j
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BEFORE THE HONOUIMBLE CHAIRMAN SERVICE 

TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTOON KHWAH PESHAWAR

SBRyiCB aPPB^L NO ^ 2018 j

MUSHTAQ HUSSAIN SI C.T.D MARDAN REGION MAROAN (APPELLANT)
VS

INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE KPK PESHAWAR etc. (RESPONDENTS)
SERVICE APPEAL

___________ INDEX ■ :

■I■)

S.NO Name of document Anncxurc
NOs

Number of Pages
From - To

1 Appeal with affidavit 1-3

2 Charge sheet with summary of allegation A 4-5

3 Reply to charge sheet B 6-7

4 Enquiry proceedings C 8-11

5 Final show cause Notice D 12-

6 Reply to final show cause Notice E i 13-14

7 Impugned order of D.I.G C.T.D K.P.K . F 15-

8 Copy of appeal to I.G.P K.P.K Peshawar G ; 16-20

9 Final order of I.G.P K.P.K Peshawar H 21-

10 Copy of J.I.T members & FIR I i 22-23

11 Copy of final report duly signed by DSP/INV 
Previous record of appellant showing his 

excellent performance

J 24-25

. 12 K : 26-33

15 Wakalat nama

16 Total i 33

Y ^----MUSHTAQ HUSSAIN SI CTD MARDAN REGION 

THROUGH

JAy^Bj^;ji^gmADypGAT E DISTRlC n MARDAN

i OcUQ4438j5/jj
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BEFORE THE HONOURABLE CHAIRMAN SERVICE 

TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTOON KHWAH PESHAWAR

SERVICE APPEAL. NO 2018

MUSHTAQ HUSSAIN SI C.T.D MARDAN REGION MARDAN |
(APPEI.LANT)

VS

I. INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE K.P.K PESIlAWAIi^ 
2. D.LG OF POLICE C.T.D K.P.K PESHAWAR SJioNo.

(RESPONDENTS)

APPEAIv U/S 4 SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT 1974 AGAINST THE 
ORDER OF RESPONDENT 2 DATED 09-011-2017 VIDE WHICH THE 
APPELLANT WAS AWARDED THE MAJOR PUNISHMENT OF 
“REVERSION FROM THE lUVNK OF CONFIRMED INSPECTOR TO 
THE RANK OF SUB-INSPECTOR

PRAYER: On acceptance of the instant petition the appellant may kindly be graciously 
ordered to be reinstated on his previous rank as inspector before the impugned 
order with back benefits.

FACTS:

1. That the appellant while serving as investigation officer as inspector C.T.D D.I.khan 
Region in Police department was charge sheeted with statement of allegations in case 
FIR No 08 dated 26-02-2017 u/s 302-34.PPC with 7ATA PS C.T.D D.I.khan 
Region K.P.K i-e made irregularities, irresponsibility i-e submission of untraced 
challan against the nominated accused, secondly recorded the statement of Mohd

father of the deceased family u/s 164 c.r.p.c in the court. Thirdly the attitude 
■ against the Police disciplinary rules 1975 read with amendment, 2014 which speaks

M.e4istr^ highly adverse on the part of the applicant 
(Copy Annexure B attached).

That the departmental enquiry was carried out by Mr Quaid kamal khan DSl’ HQrs 
C.T.D K.P.K for which the appellant submitted his reply in defence but it was turned 
down. (Copies Annexure Ci&D attached).

2.

3. That consequent upon the departmental enquiry the appellant was served with final 
show cause notice, for which the appellant relied on his previous reply subnntted 
during the course ol enquiry. However the same was not considered and the, applicant 
was awarded a

.1^

major punishment of reversion from the rank of confirmed inspector to 
the rank of SI by D.I.G C.T.D KPK vide his order/letter No 1409 dated 09-04-2017.
(Copies Annexure E, F&G attached).

4. That the appellant preferred an appeal to the inspector General of Police KPK 
Peshawar but it was also rejected vide his office order/letter No 685 dated 13-02-2018
(Copy Annexure H&I attached).



5. That the impugned orders are unjustified, illegal and ultra virus and against the norms 
of justice hence the same are liable to be set aside on the following grounds;

GROUNDS:

1. That the allegations levelled against the appellant are baseless, incorrect and without 
reasonable evidence. I

2. That the appellant has conducted the investigation of the mentioned case honestly, 
fairly and without any laxity and made best efforts for success of the case.

3. That the investigation was carried out under the supervision of J.l.T which 
consisted of the I-O(applicant) and other high level officer so there was no margin for 
error or irregularities in investigation of the case (Copy Annexure J attached),

4. That the complainant charged the nominated accused on suspicious grounds for the 
murder of his son AH Raza while the heirs of other two deceased were not interested 
to charge any one inspite of the all out efforts of the applicant.

5. That the challan in the subject case was submitted as untraced for the reasori that there 
no other evidence except the hearsay version of the complainant which

narrated initially in the FIR.
6. That due to that lack of evidence there was no hope of success of the subject case and 

the fate of the case would be decided forever in the court so that the challan jwas 
submitted as untraced in good faith of the deceased to keep the investigatiop alive and 
to review the case on availability of solid evidence in future against the accused.

7. That it was a joint decision of the members of J.l.T to send the challan as untraced.
All the members also signed the proscribed Performa and then the challan Was 
forwarded as untraced to the learned court duly signed by a gazetted officer ^which 
was authority for final report vide as Annexure K.

8. That the submission of challan was the collective responsibility of all the members of 
the J.l.T constituted for investigating the subject case and the sole responsibility 
cannot be laid down on the shoulders of the applicant.

9. That recording of statement u/s 164 c.r.p.c was not in contrary to the report and it 
in the version given by the witness during the course of investigation. The statement

recorded just to avoid any mis-statement of the complainant party in future.
10. That the behaviour /attitude of the applicant has been always remained good,

disciplinary with the general public and also with the superior officer throughout the 
entire career of the appellant and in this regard there is no oral or written complaint 
against the appellant. ;

11. That the departmental enquiry has been conducted without following the prevailing 
laws /rules and regulations, as neither the statement was recorded on oath nor the

was

was was

was

was

applicant was afforded the opportunity of cross examination of the witness as such 
there is no any evidentiary value of the departmental proceedings. Similarly no show 
cause Notice was given to the appellant. The charge sheet was given by the ;SP CTD 
HQRs Peshawar while the punishment was given by DIG CTD KPK Peshawar which 
is contrary to the law.

12. That the allegation has been just advanced on the grounds of professional jealousy 
and due to some differences with Police officers who desired to humiliate the dignity 
and respect of the applicant as he possesses good reputation in the Police Force 
through his hard work and honesty.



13. That the appellant has unblemished record of a long service of 27 years in credit, 
during which the appellant has earned 1^^ Position in every course and has also 
obtained many common commendation certificates with “A” reports in ACRs from 
the high ups through his career. (Copies Annexurc L attached).

14. lhat in this record no one has raised the objection or filing a written compla|int 
regarding any irregularity in investigating of the subject case including the | 
complainant and the prosecution Branch or any other objection noted by the learned 
court rather the enquiry has been conducted by the officers of C.T.D on their own 
discretion without any legal justification.

15. That on the transfer of the appellant the investigation of the subject case has been
entrusted to another i-o which remained under investigation with him for along span 
of 09 months without obtaining fruitlul progress except that which was obtained by 
the appellant. i
It is therefore very humbly prayed that the impugned order of D.I.G CTD KPK dated 
09-11-2017 may kindly be set aside and the applicant may be reinstated in his 
previous rank of confirmed inspector w.e. from the date of impugned order with full 
benefits in greater interest of justice.
Any other remedy deems fit to this honourable Tribunal may also be awarded to the 

appellant please. |

Mushtaq HussaiivS.I C.T.D Martian Region Mardan 
Mobile NO 0347-5512550 
CNIC No 16101-5495211-5

7hVou4h _
1

Javed qbal Advocate'Mardan
V

AFFIDAVIT
Certified that the coritents of service appeal is true and correct to the best ofmiy 
knowledge. Nothing has been or suppressed from the honourable court and
no such appeal prior to this has been earlier filed in this honourable

Appellant

Mushtaq Hussain S.l QT.D Mardan Region Mardan 
Mobile NO 0347-5512550 

CNIC No 16101-5495211-5

T/ferouish

(j Iq^^l^dydfcate Mardan 
.25^ X'r \
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CHARGESHEET OO^.jpg6/22/2017

CllARCL’SHE.ET
\

DENT OE POLICE;, HQrs: Cl'D KnYBER 
a conipetenl aufJior/L'^, hereby chaise you

!) I, vVAlL\i< AIIMAB, SUPEIUNTEN 
I'AKliriiXiCil'tv'A, I'fiSHAWAR as
inspeclor Musluac) I lusiSMin of this Unit as jbllows:-

Whilc yuii vvei't posted as luvestigation Officer i« Case FiR No OS 
dated 20.02.2017 u/s 302-34 i>PC 7ATA PS CTD DT Khan Region 

make two ini.<;take.s/irreguiaritics/ii-rcsponsibUities in the said 
subnus.sion ofunlruccd chaiian against the charged accused.
And vifso recorded the stntcmenl of Mr. Muliaiuinad Runizaii father 
{)! ■i^'lulunumad Jauicel u/s 16^ Cr.P.C.. ^

(.

case .e

IT

1,11. Your such attitude speaks highly adverse on your part & is agaii st 
. the Police DiseipJiiian' Rules 1975 read with aroeiidmentS| 2014 
which speaks highly adverse < u your part.

2, By i-eoson of ihe obox-'c, you yppear to be 
I'cud, wilh Ainc.iidincnis 2014 and liave veiidei 
S)!ccirujcl in ilic Uidc.s;-

3) . You are, ilicrclbr; required to submit your written defence within 7 days of the receipt ot
this Charge Sheet to,the Ent|uiry OlTtcer as the case, may be. '

4) . Your vvriiicii defence, if any, should reach to the Ellqair>^Officer withinilhe specified 
pcii;.,-i ti'iling which it shall be presumed tliat you have no defence to put in and hi iiat case, 
cxpnric nciiuit will be Uikcn against you .

:q.vdii ;;fu .il.- i u! iil'Ci'l;. . d' v.iLi v\isll l.u bo hcili'd ifl person.

Siaioiiioni ul allcgailoi Iscnciosed.

guilty of misconduct under Police Rules, 1975 
ed yourself liable to all or any of the penalties

hj.

I '•‘t

I

''7
(VVAQARkiriVIAD) 

Superintendent Of Police, HQrs: 
CTD, Khyber Pakhtuiikhwa, 

Pesluiwar.V

f:)

J-4J
C5'.

i
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6/22/2017 CHARGE SHEET 0CI2.ipg

\

shmmauv of :VI.IEGATIQNS

l)..l, WAQAK AIIMAO, ‘ ^ussiun of

^'l'.\TKM«‘'N'r Of a1.».K.GA'UONS.

Officer in C«se FIR No 08 dnied 
make twoNVhiie Ilf was iioslcd'as Investigation 

302-34 PPC 7.\Tr\ PS CTl) 01 I^l'an Region 
the snid case i.e submission of untraccU 

recorded the statement, of Mr.
164 Cr.P.C.

26.1)2.201? u/s
Uila.s/Ii'rcgiilnnUes/iirtsponsibtlities 

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

.uvc™

ini:<

Muliiinunad 
His sntii 
Di.scijiliiiary 
on tiis [nirl.

the Police

I

2). For lire purpose oF suutni^ nb U ^ '..co'iinrs- f'Tn Pd.sawar of this Unil are hersbj

ulUuanons, ------
apponuod us lo-up.u-y Omcer. to eouduel euql.rry uudmhU^ i

f

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

within, 1-^ days ol' the receipt ol uica- 
l)ic accuseii-

U11I0.S. iviic.1 with
•Mfscal. ii.> liridiults tind makeact ahL-i'api.n-opnafe action against•hoaii.ir as 10.punislnncni i‘i'

o.'C

5^
no7,^ 07-

{ •opy of aim . i: is I'oi-wiii-dcd to thc:- 

l). i;aii|uii >
proceeding's against (l»c a

";;;r ....noo
' \M-

/2017.Dated Pe.sliawaf“£hc

initiate department ilhereby clirebted loOtiiccr of jiiiis h'nit, are
ceased under the Police Rules.

the date timebcfoi-c* the Entiuiry OfHeer on

/•■

{WAQAR AHMyAO)
Superintendent Of .Police, HQi s: 

C.TD, Khyber PakhUmkhwa,, 
Peshawar.96<( ctc>ir0)

//Vi yt ■i

|AhO-443813\-o
i

/A
7
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? HOry; PfcSHAWAp'

;

i.TAP miSSATW, np

I Respected Sir,
. . ■' |rhe: undersigned 

Irispel:: 
that:

. r. .’

. t*
•.»: :i

•>
.* ti .•V*

, ,, . : : ;:entrusled:-with. ^ .inquiry; gainst
tor Mushtaq Hussain of CTD wifih fu / n . ■H stun 01 cro, with the following aUegations :;

rr

ir . ;•f- •- .••I; >;.*
. ^-v

tf

Untraced Cljallan against the charged accused

■ bLSuXSm ?' ?'nr u* ^ Jamecl u/s 164 Cr PC’ ‘
:2^«->’«'^tudespe^s highly adverse 

: , , ;"8^^^they.PoUce. Disciplinaiy- Rules 1975
^ndnient^.2014.Which speaics.highly adverse 01^"^"^

■ps'-x; ■ ■

?

;.! !•• •-•
iJ ■ ■ i • .'t

4I' :
I

o'
y-IrI

iI *:.4 1 i ■1

!PROCE:feDING OF EWC^mpv*
^ During the >

i
course of ehquiiy the statements 

were got recorded.
of follo\^ngi -officialswir' i-

1. DSP Moharri^^ad Saeed Khan,
'■ 2. Inspector Mushtaq Hussain

CTD: ■I , s .*
% . •.■

,CTD.
Inepeclor Iql^ Khan, QO Special^Branch.: 

4. Si Paiz Kalimj CTD D.I.Khan,
■ ■ s: ■

i'l-I
i D.I.Khan. • .1.

member JIT.
HC Nazir Ahiped, Specif Branch D-LIOian;

Th^ defaulter ir^smector IVfushtaq 'huss^ 

submitted reply to chaj-Je sheet, lie was .also caUed hi 
Office of uniiersigned heaih ; in person; Some important ^ ^
qUuons were, asked ; l-om^ him but. he . tailed ' to • satisfy the 

yn ^frsigned. (Copy of iwestions & answers; given by Inspector -
Mushtaq Hussain is enc|p|sed).

Similarly DSP CTD

, member JIT. ' 
■::;CTO ^HQrsr

*.

•!u • !r . ,*iI. upon in the ., V
t.

%

‘•r:I

=?aeed:Khan was also called-upon in the
o 'fice of . undersigned to ■ecord his., statement . regarding his ,*

J: y

ugauon 01 above .mentioned .case.

case'jt'
•7..ff.

*:
i

r ■
During His statement. ; DSP Saecd ' Khnr, /i- '

aecd Khan, disagreed with the' . :
; :

investigation carried ,, out' ?n4?v^ .4.. . « mm :

I

!/

Spri V ■'
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'Ik n^ated. that although he signed tic above mentioned case Dimes 

but the signature was t^en in a routine bfficial work and that he is , 
totally disagreed .with the way of investigation parried out by 

Inspector Mushtaq Hussain.

BRIEF^ACTS:

t-. • 
t.
W. ■

I
ftl=
i

A case FIR No, 08 (Jated 26-02-2017 u/s 302-34 PPC-7ATA PS 

CTD DI Khan Region ^as registered by the complainant Bashir 

Hussain s/o Sahib Da^ Caste B^louch. As per his statement to 

ilocal Police in .emergency room of civil hospital Parna that he 

present at his house at about 12:20 hrs, he got information that 

near Gbunslat “mainer^ feomeorie had made firing on his son AU

was ;rii

Ra^a. I]ie reached the 4pbt and found that motorcycle Was laying 
' over thtere wfiile his son. ^li Raza, his nephew Saqlain Abbas and

'y \

Mohammad Jamil were ajso laying dead. He took the dead bodies 

^intQ.civii hospital Paroa.
•?

During his statement he reported to the 

Police that he is sure that his son and his nephew were murdered 

by Kashif Ali, Mohamrrip i Aslam and Iqbal because the accused

. Delong to religious terrp: ist banned organization and they were
e charged the above said accused for the' 'Ik ;hreatehing to kill them, I| 

commission of offence. |t is worth mentioning that one Mukhtiar 

father’of Saqlain Abbap one of the above mentioned deceased 

(epusin of complainant Bashir Hussain) was also killed by unknown 

terrorists. Accordingly a4 FIR No.36 dated 24-06-2015 u/s 302-34- 

7ATA has been rcgistcrcc|
THc case was entrusted for iirtcgtigution to Inspector Mushtaq

ursc of investigation Inspector Mushtaq
following

I-i.'i
f ■

4::
i

‘•ii-
• ui: in PS CTD D.l.Khan.

• f
Hussabji. Duimg the 

Hussain has ■
%■ .

If committed
mistakcs/irrcgularilics/irresponsibilitiesi-

1. He failed to bring evidence on case file against the charged 

accused and astonishingly submitted untraced Chalan in the 

instant traced case.

. the!'• "i

1■iffIIi
f-
ILI •1 4

¥■'Sf‘

2. The complainant Baphir Hussain directly charged the following 

accused in the above mentioned case.
J. Kashif Ahmed,s/o Allah

n. Mohammad Aslam s/o Ghulam Akbar r/o Paroa

&
i:

Wasaya r/o Paroa D.l.Khan.w
t

4^ .a If { ;

^ ■

■■ I- . \
(i';.

/

/
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in, Mohammacf Iqbal s/o Ghulam Yasin r/o Paroa D.l.Khan,
U is worth mentionipg that Mohammad Ramzan father t-f one of 

the! deceased Mohajnmad Jamil did not charge any accused in 

his statement u/s 161 CrPC before, the I/O, but. the I/O 

unnecessarily brou^t him again before the court for recording 

his statement u/s 164 CrPC to charge unknown accused feir the 

■ ’murder of his son which caused a great damage to the traced 

case, therefore, the arrested accused were released on bail just 

within 09 days of thpir arrest.
3. He also "failed t<^ work on the medium of threats tb the 

■ complainant i.e (vprbal, written, telephpnic etc) which would be 

tde main evidence" in the case.

Inspector Mushtac| Hussain did not make any effort to recover 

weapon of offenc^ nor he carried out house search of the 

accused during their custody of the accused for the recovery of 

weapon of offence.
5, It is pertinent to n^ejntion that complainant of FIR No.08/2017

P^ CTD D.LKhan reported to the Police that the charged
;, . • ■ ' f ■ • ,1

ac^cused belong to p :funct organization and the'same stance is 

, rcctined by I/O htaq Hussain in Diaty: No[13 & 15 during 

. . investigation, |)Ut he failed to establish links and collect
evidence in this regard. The accused themselves admitted their , 

. atTiliation with the d* funct organization in the past..

id placed on case file without carrying out ’ 
a4y analysis by himself br through CFU .to' establish 

liTtks/communicatipn/locatipr. of accused, with the commission 

ofoffbnce. ,
7. During cross exanjination Inspector Mushtaq Hussain stated 

that all the members of JIT, established in the (nstant case, are , 
satisfied with the pfocesa of his investigation but JIT members ■ 
denied his stance jn their statements and narrated that they 

coi|sultcd during the course of investigation 

, except their first meeting held after the registration of; the 

instant case. .

V
M

i:,-.
tJ.' I
I

i-
' ■f

I
t

3
■t .
15-
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■ -I
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&
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$
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.1 6. CDR was ottained ^
■
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I
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■
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1^5 were not even
-fi:
Si.
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Arm V' 0COlicLUSlQN!r W.1,

r* .

As per the statements of the above ineritibned. ofiicials and 
. ' *. ’* 

a.vai able ^ record, it
Inspector M^shtaq H 

i ■ V
out sub standard i

1 revealed that the charges leveled ugamst 
issain have, been proved. He’.willfully.carrie.. 

ii|v};stigatioii which not only provided benefit 
Uie charged accuscc| in the above mentioned case but also' suffered 

the jaggrieved famUips of the three deceased,. Therefore, I being 

enquiry ofQcpr recop nend that inspector Mushtaq kussain CTD , 
deserves ah appropriate punishment;

»

iei - '■I

*'
to .

I
. I

.?•A
]̂ f •

1I I
i • *.
\

i Submitted please.
1/ s ■1

r.ir ■'

1.-■- ' ' ^TTlf.' ■ « 1a;
i{‘ (Qt][AID KAMALj 

bSP Headquarter CTD, . 
P^hawa&.
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I OFFICE OF THE'Sf^saiss . -9

%

D^ted. fg//
£_/2017.

UWAI< SHQ\y

^ -«p"™.'p™ririiTn-*" ■'»-■ «■« «„
- : p«^ It;::,::::;::” ■"■'

• 26-02-2017 U/S 302-34 Ppd ^ATA PS CTD i I ich «?P“n«bi]lty in case FIR No. 08 dated

•Muhammad Ramaan father^.^ Muhammad Jamai ^sutt?z

WHEREAS, th i enquiry officer ^carried 
against you. Opportunity oi^Jersona] h
Enquiry 'officer also

enquiry officer found
for award

1.
■

2. matter:-.
out proper departmental 

earing and production of defen 
examlifed your reply submitted

proceedings 
se was provided to you.

^ cha.es
Of appropriate punishment. you, made recommendation

3. AND WHEREAS, 
officer, materia] placed

leveled against

on
on of enquiry

^ — ,rossmi:r:u:r^^‘’“^'“"'’*^"^"^
pec Charge Shoct/stptenlent

HQ/CTD dated 22-06-2017,

on
on

guilty of charges 
ef allegations conveyed to you vide 7607- 

which stands proved and recommended

are
08/inv:

appropriate punish :o be awardedment under the said Rules.
'"“'^^ERERORE, I Mubarak Zeb PSP

^liybcr Paichtunkhwa as 
you, any one

4.

■Police Rules 197SCamended (0 2014)

f071 ri r ?' Show Cause

Chat you have no defense to Pffer and ex-pa,teUr 'T .
Ultimate whether you wish tu be heard in person or I" “ ^

Copy ofenquiry report is

CTD,

. mpose upon
enaitj, of "appropriate punishment" under

Notice to explain within seven •

enclosed.
{

A (MUB1^'’cTn‘^r?®uF^^STf Police
CTO,Khy^rPakhtu„kh '

Efeshawar,iMpectorMushbqfiussal
CTD Mardan Region

wa,
n, V

n .Ai
A\ lAio TOTPIL p:
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09-NDU-2017 15:22 FROM

I OFFICE OF THE,
DY: INSIf ECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE, 

COUNTERTERRORISM DEPARTMENT,
KHYBEBjPAIf^T^IUHCHWA. pRSHAWAR 

Ph # 091-92180913-94 Fax # 091-9218031
NoJA^^I^/pa Dated/?ni7
_____ ''______________''*v~ '

09379230374 P.02

l:.!

>

ORDER

1. HTjf/eypw were posted as Investigation Ojjicer in Case FIR No. 08 dt: 26-02-2017 
u/s 302 34-PPC/7.ATA \ps CTD D I Khan Region ^ake Z 
mistakes/lnegulanties / irresponsiblli^ In the said case I.e submission of 
untraced challan against the'charged accused ^

^ nT'"- speaks hphly adverse on your part & is 'against the Policessrr;;*/" "■* ~>s'"t’ss
Hiissain of this 'l"«"MTqSard™Kam"ri|Jan*DS?/HQrs!‘^D''A^hef
appointed as Enquiry Officer The Enauirl^ Offiri^r Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, was
against Inspector Mushtaq Hu/sain found him guilty as tht charges leveled
standard investigation which notonlv rirovirtAH *^®^'^***^“’*y |carried out sub
above mentioned case but also suffer^ed thp to the charged accused in theThe Eequinr Officer recommended him 1 app^rilte^“00*'

defence. HIS
cause Notice were perused and fcuJeompie^afy uZ^ifJry

S2li€ias£isssIn the lliThr nf / 1 I ® ^ ^ ^ charge/gross miscondua
record on file againsMnspector"Mush3 hS/'T M
General ofPolice, CTD, Khyber PakhShwa he ' Z®*'- P?P“ty inspector
themaiorpunis^hment-ofRoversiontothef^^^^

IJ Opportunity of 
the Final Show

P V;v?6 nils- ^Or/)^ip
2<s/'p

(MUBAraKZEB)PSP 
Deputy Inspector General of Police 

CTD, Kh/ber Pakhtunkhwa,
/ Peshavvar.£lldSfc_No.&dflfff

6. eHji Addi IGP/Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.
Inspector General ofPolice 

4. Regional Police Officer, Mardan. '
6. 5uperiiUeSfofpo“ce^a^^^^

• Superintendent of Police/HQrsi CTD. 
8. Officer concerned.

wa.

HQrs: Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.

^|bc-10-4438 *1/
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BSF0R£;!THS HcjNOURAlXiE XNSP£C3X)H. GBNSBAL . 
KHIBER PAKHirUN KHWA PSSHAWAR.

;a5i-I.

i

I■V*

AfiAINsj^ THS OBCSH OF U0K7Sr■S:.-Subjeal;; AFFEAL

INSFSCll^R GEtiESAL OF FOLIOSDEFUTI(
b.

C.T.D, APK; PSSHAWAR DATED 09:.11.20l'7 ‘

- VIDBWHICH TUB-APPLU^CANT WAS AWARDED

THE MAJOR PUN] 3HMENT OF "REVERSION:
J

fromIths rank. 1*

Of INSPECTOR THET
RANK OF SUE INSPECTOR. *■

■ ay:''';

. Reape«,te^ Sir,
;

I I

It !•» humWlj •uWnitted as underr^
> . . ;

PACTS t^ir • 4 -
)

It'is alleged against the applicant I
' y ■ j

that while poste<3 aa inyestigatipp officer as inspectorJ
I• * y;:-:O.T.D. D.Ii Khas Region aade two Bistakes/

; r': y .
irregularities/irresponsifeility dtaring iDTestigatkos

y.- •

. 0^8# FIH NO. 0« datea 26.02.2017 u/« 3b2/34FF0/
■i,--

I

i'I

;
7 ATA Police Station O.T.D, D.I.Khan Region K.P.K.

. BubBii8si|5n of uBtrneodj cballan against the onatgeij 

acsuaed seeenily, retarded the statement of MriMu

i

i.e ••

laBB ad
y:t

I.:.

Ramaan father of deceased Janeel u/a ig4 Cr
■ „

the Coert. Thirdly, the attitude againat tbe Foli.^e 

dieiplinary rules 1975 read with

P.c. :.s
■f

i

I

amendment, 2014

which Speak highly adretse on the part of' appliaaiit.

iliK/Fags 2

r
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I
The epplloiDt lira* eharge-ataeete^ ana aep«rt®entally K

(proceeded on tbe ukleged oT nla —conduct* ^ter
' 4';' ' ' - . ' ' ' ' ; '4.' : .

departBental,enquis!y conducted by .Mr*Quald KanaX Kbun
I,

Do uty Sdpdtj/HQra C.T.D.' K.PiK the applicant wan 6.

I

s rank ofawaited the najor punlabnent of reTeralon froQ the
• I

1
■ ■i Inapectit^^ to the rank of Sub Inspectbr Tide letter

I

i.

dia»7 KO. 1469 O.T.D/MftB aateS p9ji1.2017 Deputy
\

II

' Inapect^r^ Qeneral of Police ^K*P*K Peahawaor* Hencoi I

<*•;*
agsrieTed this appeal aaaiast the aaid order*

I'GROUNDS FOR API’BAL. ;
.v.: ; .1

;
• i'i'-j

Xnapec^1* That the order of the learned Deputy or

Getieral of Police, -Peahawar. la againat the ;f acts
V,;

I

and law on record*J
I

That the order ia harnb, severe and ie contrary2*
!^-4 :* ,

in;.the diapenaation of Natural justice* >■- V

V'OL\ •• mThat the alle^atlpna kre not auataine^ by atay
■ i: ■ ■ ■ ■

reeeonable and sound Material*

i-'3^. ■'<
i

. •<
r ‘ *i'-.

hI-

■ t LThat the a'omplainant4* aaa eharaee tbe hpminaied. I
•j

i-.

eooused pn auapieleua for the murder of his Ison

UJf^Hana while the heirs of other two deceased
9

4
didrnot charge any person inspite of the beit

1
i

■ . V;efforts of tbe applicant. ;
*i .*

;
N/Page 3I
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j
i



. i ■C,v>

.. J

1 .
6 .3. f r>■ • • • • • .

1;^'’ ■ ■. ' «:
I

3* That tha eballan waa ituknlttai ns untraced f03?I

•• ■

tha; raaion that there waa Qo other eTidane^ axeaptI

. I * ■

I
the; haaraay yapalon or the eh*plainant in trie FIR.

ii6. That the ultiaate result of the ease wbuial'ehd on tha
. j

«c<|uittal of accusef and the caae fate woui^

deoidea for erer as auoh the applicant in gSo'd
■ , . ' ■ ' ■■

faith of deceased party submitted untraced challan
,;' . ^ , , i

to keep the ease aliT<^ for ayailihilil^ of solid

evidence in future a^aioat the aedused.Beaid
}.'/ ‘ . * • * • .

this the ease is still under investigation by 

another,Police Officer and no progress ^as'S

be

I

J •
es !

•

f

een made
1 i

80 for in the ease..
I

That the investigation' has been7. eondupted under | 

tib?; supe^Ylaion of jLi.T. kiemhera whifth iaiLuded

.i

t

eight competent Police Officers. All the

BeBibera on a written perforina agreed with the yiews

1

N'-o of the
I

I

applicant and after pr dejliberation andl icnsultation
, ' ' )

r submission of untracjsd challan, 

signed by then" Supet

. / eper

signed the berforma fo 

■ ' ' ■ 
which Was subsequenjtly

of|p'oliGe Investigation.

ntendent
J

:
i.8.• Th«it the recording of {bhe »: > .'f

eteteBent uA 16^iCr. 

practice ahd it ie usually reo^i:«

p.C‘,

is ai common
ed to

V

R/Pagi 4: . I «
I ■■V.
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Ii.
&

■ I > . - • • • iA

avoid xgaqilKiKtKt tbe yrong/aiiogatipn. of
conplainant

a witness/*party an4 to Recurs his Tersian

the etatemSnt jiven u/s 161 , Cr.p*o 

during the inreetigatiDn

has conducjbed the iByestiffatien
y- I ■ ' ' ■■ ■ ■

fairly and hond^tly^ The,»e is no cemplainant

©r other malafide ihteition on the part of dnoease^
|. • ... . . • .

. • i • • ....

party ag*inst tbe appl:LoaBt.

10. Tbat the whole ^epartniisntal enquiry has, beeh

against libe rules ^hd regulations. The statesent

i,

.1 ■

■■I

; ■ t

■■

. I

;
i9.

of ooj?ruptieii

1:
\

oonducted

I . I

•: r.

recorded during the enquiry is neither
\ *1 * * .

proYided the

exasdnettho iitneesee, so la theae oireuBstaabe 

*|^i^«otiary Yalue of departaontal
- ' ■. .

•Inquiry in eyes ©f 

11* Tljat, actually, the departnehtal 

oyiginatedi due to

on Oatjh nor theJ- ■

opportunity t 0 eiea s*m;

A.m/.

•,:v: V
..* A s

-‘.'•A, V ?.

enquirjr has been I
: I' ' ■ ■ Yv ’’

some differdnee , with 80B;e> Police
t

i .*
,' I

offisera ybo wanted to humiliate 

hl% good performanee

the applicaa*; ont

or otherwise there is wlrtten ' '»
:

oomplainant about the yilegstions 

the applicant.

lerelled ;*^falB8t

K/Page 5
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12. That lait but not leaat the appXlcaut has go t .1I

^ years excellent and uabl'amishea 9r<i. inree
I

hi^ credit. The applicant has performeJ all the
t

.1 I
duties threughGUjt career, with devotion’ of the

I

satiefiction of his superior and there is not

a single had entry lia service record.
6

;
In view of the above it is earnestly request<&d

that the order of reversion dated 09.11.201? may kindlyI
I

be sot a«ide and the apjpllcantl he exonerated J*rom the(I

Icharges levelled against the applicant in greater

interest of, dustiee. The applicant will for ycur *pray

success , life and prosperity.
I

. I

Tours Obediently-■ -a ■ • f,
4

/

'> •• •' ■

( MukHTAQ HUSSAIN ) 
Ex. Inspector MR. 88 

CTD M«r<aB Sesion I,,Mari)
CNIG NO. 161Q1-5k952it_5 

Metej NO. 0347(»5512595

s

J n AN­N'S
r .1•V I

I
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t'OU lu iOf- rtt-MAWAK Page 01
INSPECTOR general OF POLICE » -

KHYBER PAKHTULv KHWA ^
Central Police Office, Peshawar /*Cq

--------- Dated Peshawar the'^*-5’ / ^ /2018

illm
No. S/

order

09.11.20,yonthefcUo^arg.:- -<>-rder No. ,3162.69/PA, dated

He while posted as Investigation Officer in case FIR No,
PPC/7-ATA Police Station CTD 

/irresponsibility in the said 

accused.

And also recorded the statement of Mr. Muhammad R 
u/sl64 Cr.Pc.

Meeting of the Appellate Board was held on 01.02.2018

was

i)
08 dated 26.02.2017 u/s,302/34- 

mislake/irregularities/ 
submission of untraced challan against the charged

D.I.Khan Region make two
case i.e.

(ii)
amzan father of Muhammad Jameel

wherein the petitioner was presentand heard.

he made no elforts for collectrcjev" 

charges leveled against the petitioner have been reported proved.

Appellant failed to rebut the charges and he also did 
irapugned Sfder fias^ed'by, DIG/CTD, therefore, 
hereby upheld.

conducted detailed enquiry and the

not point out any irregularity in the 
the Board decided that the order of lower authority is

' A-

This order is issued with approval by the Competent Authority.

C i y:he.j2jZj
(MUHAMMAD ALIBABAKHEL)

Addl: IGP/HQrs:
For Inspector General of Police, ' 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 
Peshawar.No. S/ 9^ /18,

Copy of the above is forwarded to the:

2 of Police, CTD, KP, Peshawar.

A PA . Khybef Pakhtunlchwa, Peshawar
s’ PA
A DA A ^^5'’’®''Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar
7 PA In ^ Kliyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
R AIG/Lega Khyber Pakhtunkhwa. Peshawar.
8. Office Supdt; E-II, CPO, Peshawar
9. Office Supdt: E-lII. CPO, Peshawar Karhel
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CERTIFICATE /

7

r. I m-' i '5^- vv. i.

BB
Pakistan

This is to certify that

INSP: MUSHTAQ HUSSAIN KHAN
Participated and Successfully Completed

Rule of Law Training Program with Special Emphasi
On Communication And Supervision Skill

held at police school of public Disorder & Riot Management Mardan
From:08-08-2016to 2fr08-2016

N

(?
I

ferhational Policing Specialist 
SRLP-

~ Deputylnspector'G^eral 
of Police Training 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar

Paul Norman.V*

Jrr:.

1' > .
A;-
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CERTIFICATE$

IP"¥"11
\

This is to certify that;

Mr. Mushtaq Hussain Inspector District Swabi

has successfully completed 11-Days training on 

PUBLIC DISORDER & RIOT MANAGEMENT 

held-at SchooTof-Public Disor^r & Riot Management, Mardan
From 12.1.2015 to 23.1.2015

* ■Director 

Police School of Public Disorder 

& Riot Management Mardan J

Deputy InspMor General of Police, 
Training^R.RK Police

II?

i¥
i /

H.

-i

i
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POLICE DEPARTMENT MARDAN RANGE.I

COURSE

'O*

%5E!#5S^‘

PARTICIPATION CERTIFICATE 

YEAR199

.%?.® ^P.. Jfp,: 6B3/W

aUentUdOu^ reireAher coaima 3n ^eUetuM Ot Qrinux kdd fmm

(djPeUee^,£in£s^Majrdjtut-andrdejelared Str&EUifiil.

^ Ll eeMfied that Swabi.Of.n)uiriet h£U,

••• • ••••••
/

n)aJUi I St; Sept: 1999.

|(b<. Range,
Mardan.

r-
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UNIVERSITY OF PESHAWAR
(Pakistan)

I

(DetaiCsdiMar^ Cert'^iite
Master of Arts (FINAL ) in ' 

Islainiyat, Annual Examination 2002
Private Candidate from I)AAa/iUm

Name: !Mtisfttaq !Hussain 

Father's Name: SaidJfossan
■ .lender: ’ Male . Roll No. 23533

I

* •'RegistratiOD'No.^ 88-M-8i-74'‘ '
- --I • ________ ' ;r ■

^ ^ k.Sv‘0.b t a I n-^'^

r-;.

i

Papers Moxitiuw 
- Mori; -in pgiro. Words. 'V^,

.^1 Qura'an Translation''2nd Half^^dt ; S -
CommeRtary Afongwith Cramniar ivi)^ 5 O

Rrindple^pf Islamic Jurisprud^Hgl^g^

IslamandOtherWorld ReligioSiiiii« 111 Hi#

I T1

;•• ;F6ity:.;Severi;•:

mmsmssmsmi
-. . "•• , i' . * s"’' -'. •• - ■'

t: 1mM■(

Kalam and Philosophy of Islam / Islaim arid ' *
I lontempo -ary Muslim World (IX) i, " ^

l^slamic tcoiiomics OR isiamif:
OR Islam and Science (X)

'MTS

-.'•sl:'.

isill 
illi

m
'r*.

;7

sMsaaBssiaiil•-.!

V,

iiiiillilll
mrnn^re^mmMM

'.-l-.v , •'^-

'iva Voce\

M.A Previous Marks
i

IPf
I. ■vr.O;

116V r'/C-ii “ Rye Hundred'arld Forty Nine
V.-'■:■.

•Total:' SI Erf^>r* ond omiuions ore subject 
/ tp subsequent rectification 549 . .1

::Li
.1 he examin^on was passed
BxntoeiM HM to TItnnr: sot via Vea: eue-UIOI, SO]
RmB Oidmd a SArarr a> ton

in Parts \n Second division.
i

I

Controller of Examinations 
o^niversity of Peshawar

II ■

09:11.42

I

i

f. W V’
'

J

i

I



d

Police No. 99 No. 13-17

PO LICE DEPARTMENT SWABI DISTRICT

Annual confidential report on the working of Sub Inspectors 

inspectors for the year ending 31"^ December, 2015.anc

Name Prov 

Grade.
incial or Range No. Rank and Inspector Mushtaq Khan 88/MR S/o Said 

Hassan

01,07,2015^0 30,09,2015 

SHO Garhi Kapooraand Police Line
Where and on what duties employed
during the 3ast 12 months

I

Cla ss of D strict Police Officer's report,
'A" or" B"i.e

i

Is h e honest?

Remarks by:-

1. District Police Officers, and
, ' I

2. Deputy Inspector General of Police

(GULAF^LKHWr^) 

District Police Officer, 
Marian

31,10.2015 to 31,12,2015 

SHO Lum^d^hwar and Police Line

I
(Faisal Shehzad) PSP 

District P|Olice Officer, 
Mardan

SP

(tordsn

(M

f
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-'—d: 0Police No. 107.
-F(trm-NoH-Sr3 (c)I

a

%
♦d
€

N.-W.F.P. POLICE.
COMMENDATION CERTIFICATE

■s CONST; MUSHTAO HUSSAIN NO,♦682Granted to:itSr .Village,^ Resident

Police Station,____

in-rWQ^^On-of oaQB-ESRFOHMANCB -V-IBB-GASE kih Nb-.-3-W-/a7-U/S

S 00/1^ fe.cy YAR HUSSAIN^
—, " ■ . . •• • ■ ^

tl?
Son of:

District.SWABI^—n

&A aDoted: 9.7.
The: .Q6..KQ^.a517

Superintendent of police 
SWAB I 1\!■«

\i3^ 0
HWfWM

rO If a Police OJficer, runk and number in final 
(•2)’^ash reward if any, to be specijiai.

.'ii,.;
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL
PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. 235/2018.

Mushtaq Hussain SI CTD Mardan Region Mardan (Appellant)

Versus

iM1. Inspector General of Police KPK Peshawar.

Deputy General of Police, CTD, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 
Peshawar.

2.

(Respondents)

PARAWISE COMMENTS BY RESPONDENTS

Preliminary Objections

1. That the appeal is not maintainable in its present form.

2. That the appellant has got no cause of action.

3. That the appellant is estopped by his own conduct to file the present appeal.

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

and has concealed material facts.

5. That the appeal is bad for misjoinder and non-joinder of necessary parties.

6. That the appeal is barred by law.

7. That the appeal is badly time barred.

Facts

Respectfully Sheweth

Correct hence no comments.

Correct to the extent that proper departmental enquiry was carried out 

and the appellant was provided full chance to defend himself but the appellant 

has no solid grounds or evidence to prove himself innocent and the enquiry 

officer proved all allegations leveled against him.(Copy of charge sheet, final 

show cause notice, replies, findings of enquiry and statements of JIT members 

are enclosed as Annex “A”, “B”, “C”, “D”, “E” and “F”).

Incorrect appellant has no satisfactory grounds to put forward to his 

high-ups regarding the allegations leveled against him. As the bereaved families 

suffered in D.I Khan Region by target killing of their innocent family members

1.

2.

3.



while appellant willingly submitted untraced challan in a trace case which is in 

itself an irregularity and irresponsibility on his part. Moreojver, Muhammad 

Ramzan father of one of the deceased Muhammad Jamil did not charge any 

accused in his statement u/s 161 Cr.P.C before the 1.0 but the appellant 

unnecessarily brought him again before the court for recording of his statement 

u/s 164 Cr.P.C to charge unknown accused for the murder of his son which 

caused a great damage to a traced case and therefore the arrested accused were 

released on bail just within 9 days of their arrest. The appellant also failed to 

work on the medium of threats to the complainant of FIR No. 08 dated 

26.02.2017 u/s 302-34PPC-7ATA PS CTD D.I Khan. As the complainant 

reported to the police that he is sure that his son and nephew were murdered by 

Kashif Ali, Muhammad Aslam and Iqbal because the accused belong to 

religious terrorist banned organization and they were threatening to kill them. 

Moreover, the appellant also failed to establish links and pollect evidence 

regarding the position and role/status of accused in defunct organization. 

Pertains to record hence no comments.

Incorrect the order passed against the appellant are legal, convincing 

and as per the law and norms of justice and needs to stand as it is.

4.

5.

GROUNDS
i. Incorrect all the allegations leveled against the appellant are proved

during enquiry.

Incorrect no efforts have been made by the appellant for the success of 

the case rather he tried to provide benefits to the charged accused by submitting 

untraced challan in a traced case.

Incorrect during the course of inquiry JIT members statement were 

recorded. As per their statement they denied the appellant stance and narrated 

that they were not even consulted during investigation except their first meeting 

held after registration of FIR.

Incorrect as per the complainant of FIR No.8/2017 PS CTD D.I Khan 

he reported to police in hospital that he is sure that his son and his nephew were 

murdered by the Kashif Ali, Muhammad Aslam and Iqbal because they belong 

to religious terrorist banned organization and they were threatening to kill them.

2.

3.

4.



Incorrect submitting of untraced challan in a traced case is in itself an 

irregularity and irresponsibility on the part of the appellant which directly suffer 

the traced case and therefore all the three accused were released on bail.

Incorrect as per the prevailing law the I.O cannot submit an untraced 

challan in a traced case.

Incorrect as discussed in previous paras JIT members were not 

contacted during course of investigation and the I.O now the appellant willfully 

submitted an untraced challan in a traced case just to provide benefits to the 

arrested accused.

5.

6.

7.

Incorrect submitting of challan is the sole responsibility of 1.0 and in 

the case FIR No. 08/2017 PS CTD D.I Khan I.O now the appellant never 

contacted any JIT member which is evident from the finding of enquiry and 

statement of JIT members.

Incorrect there was no need to record statement u/s 164 Cr.P.C when 

complainant of FIR already charged three accused for the murder.

Incorrect attitude of the then I.O now the appellant in case FIR No. 

8/2017 PS CTD D.I Khan was totally irresponsible and thus irregularity 

committed was proved against him during enquiry.

Incorrect proper departmental enquiry was carried. The appellant was 

provided full chance to defend himself All the formalities required for 

departmental enquiry were fulfilled but the appellant have no solid grounds to 

defend himself.

8.

9.

10.

11.

Incorrect the appellant is only tiying to forward lame excuses as all the 

allegations were proved against him during course of enquiry.

Pertains to record hence no comments.

Incorrect the appellant is only trying to forward lame excuses. His 

irregularities & irresponsibility as 1.0 provided benefits to a charged accused by 

releasing on bail.

12.

13.

14.

Incorrect the appellant not only provided benefit to a charged accused 

by his weak investigation and submitting untraced challan in a traced case but 

also suffer the bereaved three families of those deceased who were killed by the 

terrorists and charged by the complainant directly in FIR No.8/2017 PS CTD 

D.I Khan.

15.



PRAYER:

In view of the above, it is submitted that the appeal is devoid of merit, 

law/rules and prayed that the appeal may kindly be dismissed.

Inspector GeiTeralmf Police, 
Khyber Pakhtunkh^la, Peshawar, 

(Respondent No.l)
.'j. '

Deputy Inspector-6^eral of Police, CTD 

Khyber Pal^tunkhwa, Peshawar, 
(Respondent No. 2)



)

BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL
PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. 235/2018.

Mushtaq Hussain SI CTD Mardan Region Mardan (Appellant)

Versus

Inspector General of Police KPK Peshawar.

Deputy General of Police, CTD, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 

Peshawar.........................................................................

1.

2.

(Respondents)

AFFIDAVIT

We the deponents in the above titled service appeal, do here by 

solemnly affirm and declare on oath that the contents of Para wise comments/reply 

are correct and true to the best of our knowledge and belief and nothing have been 

kept concealed from this honorable tribunal.

Inspector General o Police, 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa/Peshawar, 

(Respondent No.l)

Deputy Inspector
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar, 

(Respondent No. 2)

fal of Police, CTD
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CHARGE SHEET 001.jpg.JI22I20M i

ciiARc;:!!: ^hekt• / • \/
;) i, S' At^Ak A(IMAL), SUPliiUN'rKNDENT OK HQrs: C\ D Ki VKKU
(VAkin i';VR'iJUk\, KRSHAWAR as b coinperenl authorRy, hereby charie you
hispecKM'N'fusiuacj I lussaio of this Unit ss :’ollows;- • , , |

pf

'estigation Oflicer in Case FIR No ^)S 
*PC TATA PS Cl'D DI Khan Region

While you were posted as lu 
dated i6.(l2.2017 u/s 302-34
make two inistakes/irrcgulaiTilics/irrcsponsibiUties in the said ease U-

gainst the charged accused.
Bill of Mr. Mtihaiuinad Ramzan father

1.

suInniSKiou ortmlniccd ehaJlan a 
11. ,\nd also recorded the statem

of bTuhaimuad Jauicel u/s 164 Cr.P.C.

Your swell altitude speaks highk' adverse on your part & is agaii st 
the Pdice Discipkiiaiy Rules 1975 read with aroendmenls 2014 
which Kpeaks highly advei-se l u your pari. . |

2. Hy reason of rhe tibvivo, you appear to be 
read vvi!h Aiiic.ndnicnis 2014 ar5d,.liave reuder 
spccilicd in the Rulcs;-

•3).’ You are, ihcrcfor.' ivcjitircd to submit you 
this Charge Sheet to ibe Eiitiuiry Oflicer as thb case may be.

4). Your written dofonec, if any, should reach lo the Enquiry' OlTtcer within the .-jpeeirled 
peiii'-.i fairing Ayhich il shult be presunied that y''oti have no defence to put in and in that case, 
expiiiic aciii'h will be liiken agains! you ,

.'•l.'i iii‘ ;IU' ;.I lii'Ci'l.'. , if'voLi wish In bo l.W-iirJ in |.X-rs(.‘ii.

6). Siiiioincii! ul aMegai.icn is cnciosed.

1,11.

guilty of misconduct under Police Ruins, 1975 
ed youi-self liable to all or any oflhe Penalties

: written defence within 7 days of the riceipt of

^ .I
O''

(WAQAR'AITMAD) 
Superintendent Of Police, liQrs: 

CTD, Khyber Pnkhtunklnvii, 
Peshawar.

\'rVh

I

A
.'3' /

I

i ■ i.

'r-' •
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CHARGE 002.jpg-mi
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c. IM M A ItY ov %

V Rules. 1975.
acrs?oiiiisstons

S' I' A^rtr.MKAr Of‘J\Uj£^ ONS.
omccr iu Case FIR No 08 dated 

make iw<».r'
M„l,,um.r.ul . U»ini..u ^ ag„i„st the Pohee,

,,Kh .t.ilmle spe»U “* ^,4 which spet.kt
nisei,.liu.rv Uul» 1975i«.<l w.th amendments 

Ids piirt. id acciisttd with relerence-lo the abavtj 
of this llml are I’.erebv

t)ti

rscruLiiiiziivg ibc oond<ict ol the

klucleoq-iiry underihc Rules. _

SfU
1). Kor llie purpose, o 
alU-L-uiions, Mr. Qauuj 
;.,ppt,iiiHL-d iis l--vu|uir.v CHTtcer, to

Police DiotplitUAi-vof the

..“““'"“’IlSeZ...-..''-.. .
1

^:d:::;;7r;ir®^hix":i,ts2o,4pn.v,de 
,.,i iis lindinlts uud make within

iihei- upprupnidc viciu.m

15 days of the receipt of this oixUu 
against the accusedilSCvf IXCi'

.-noniini- as'.o pnnelm-iem.m t
;icc

Dated Pe.sl)!i'vai"the /2017.

is lorsviirdcd to Ihc:-

OlTicci-
initiate department tl(■•ttjiy of aim-, e ts

hereby directed to 
eased under the Police Rules.

of this Unit, are1); hauiiiny 
proceedings against (Ueacj the date timebefore the Kntiuiry Offic

ol ciKiuh^ proceedings.
er on

InsptJcL...'MusUtiUi Hussain to appear 
■ fixed hy the FoMoiry OtT.ccr for the purpose2)

and phu-.e

(WAQAR AHMAD)
Superihtendent Of Police

CrU, Khyber Pakhtunlchwa 
Peshawar.

HQrs:
1

^u. S’S/( cioiM 

' 7
)

/mfiHud^

m N.

y'.k,/

r- iX'XX ■H- -fP-.1
i
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Respected Sir
■ The : Undersigned

Inspe|=tor Mushtaq Hussain of
that:

. I„ .

I
: \

was eritrusLed with 

CTD

I

inquiry against 

with the R|llowing allegations
an

t

™ No'’o8T.St6-W-ST7‘^f
CTD DT vv* ri • 302-34 PPC-7ATA P^

untraced Challan aRainst the^ rh ^ ' submission of 
■ II ^ charged socusetj.

1

\y

I,
:■;*«

t

i ami

; part. ,
»!1 \ : i

PROCttBPING OF ENQinpy.
•■■■.■'^ • ;l; • ;

During the
were got recorded

■-V

:cpurge of enquiry the StStatements of followingofficials ». ••.

1. DSP Mohammad Saeed Kh:
2. Inspector Mqshtaq Hussain, CTD.: 

Inspector lq%Khan,: ob SpeciaTBranch
U P<^i«Kalim| CTD p.l;Khan, member JIT 

I, o. HC Nazir Ahi|,ed, Special Branch DJ.Kh '
i The defaulter ir^j 

submitted reply to chap 

Office oJ^

an, CTD,

3. . ;<

> DJ.Khan.•c.

I

c'hj^n, member^ JIT.
CTO HQrs: V ^

'• i '■ ■
upon in the

■i

Mushtaq Huss 

was also called

ector
e sheet. He

^nder^gned !j}nd heard ;•'
: m person. Some important
but he failed

Iquestions were asked ^-om him 

pdersigned. (Copy of to /satisfy the
B8.„< ■ . “O'*" eiv* by l„,p.,k.,
Hussain 13 enclosed). i

Similarly DSP CTD paced IChLn
ice of

U \*
W ushtaq

I ■:>.

vwas also caljed-upon in the

infh > his ca^^
ovpr tile ptucess of

;•
s'*;o undersigned to 

aj'ies available iDi

tdentionedDnring l^is statenient 

investigation carried
case, , • 

agj-eed with the ::
DSP Sae^d Khan disae) •

. Ol.^t S'"!? « wI

■f *•

/ : 
o\-. '

•<-,/<3AI

\j^
'*'* •V'



/rated that although he signed the above mentioned case Diaries 

yut the signaturei was taken in a routine official work and that he 

^totally disagreed , with the way of investigation (carried out by 

Inspector Mushtaq Hussain

BRIEF FACTS!

IS ,

A case FTR No. OS ^ated 26-02-2017 u/s 3p2“3fl PPC-7ATA PS
Ctlp D Khan Region |vas registered by tiie i:omf]>lainant Bashir 

Htissain s/o Sahib Da^ Caste Balouch. As per his statemerit tp 

local P<»lice in .emergen^ room of civil hospital Par:ia that he 

present
was

at I his house' at about 12:20 hrs, he got iAfonnation that
' •

near GlDunslaf; “mainerT feomeohe had made firing on his ^on Ali
I

Raxa. He reached the ^pbt and found that motorcycle was laying 
bver th5re wfiile his Ali Raza, his nephew Saqiain Abbas and
Mohammad Jamil were elso laying dead. He took tKe dead bodies

During his statement he Reported to the 

son and his pephew were murdered

intQ .civil hospital Paroa, 
Police that he is sure tHal his
by Kas lif Ali, Mohammpd Aslam and Iqbal becau^ the accused 

to religidps terrp: ist banried organization and they were
e charged the. above said accused for the 

commission of offence. |t'is worth mentioning that one Mukhtiar 

father’ of Saqlain Abbap one of

celong
:hreatehing to kill them.;I1

the above mentioned deceased 

(epusin of complainant Bashir Hussain) was also killed by unknown
terrorists. Accordin^y ap FIR;No;3(3f dated 24-06-2015 u/s 302-34-
7ATA has beep registered in PS CTI) D.l.Khan.

■ . ■ 'll' ■
c case was entrusted for investigation to Inspector Mushtaq 

Hussain, buring the ccjUrsc of investigation Inspector Mushtaq
• 'V'- ' .

committed
mistak^s/irrcgalaritics/irrcsponsibilities:- 

1. He failed to bring evidence on case 

accused and astonishingly 

in stant traced case.
2., The complainant Bapto Hussain directly charged the following

• accused in the above mentioned case.
■ • . . ' • ' ■

KashifAhmed,s/o Allah Wasayar/oParopD.LKhan. ,
Mohammad 4slam s/o Ghulam Aktjar r/p, Parok

Th

Hussain has following 

file agair st the ebarged

the

submitted untracec Chalan in the

r:.I

I

I

"nI’--/ .v'. •*
.-0

I

'^5

I
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in. I Mohammac} Iqbal s/o Ghulam Yasin r/p Paroa D.i.Kban
-J :,t in worth mentipnipg that Mohammad Ramzan father of one of 

the deceased . Mohainmad Jamil did not chaxge any accused in 

his statement- u/s? CrPC: before/the I/(),; buLVt^^ 

Unnecessarily brou^t him agtin before the' court for recording

A

■ ■

;

his statement u/s 164 CrPC to eharf^ unlaiow^ accused for title 

rdcr of his son which caused a great dam^c to traced 

5, therefpre, the ;ah’ested a<:cused'were released bn bail just 

09 jay4 of thpir arrest.
3, l<e also “failed

f

\ I mu
i

cas
within

t<|: work on the medium of threats to the v:
implainant i.e (vprbal, written, telephonic etc) which would bec

s •
the main evidence in the case 

4. Inspector Mushtaq Hussain did not make any effort to recover 

weapon of offeneq nor he carried out house search of the: 
aqcused during thpir, custody of the accused for the recovery’ of

•■•'/:/■-

weapon of offence.
5. It is pertinent to meation that complainant of FIR No,08/2017

PS CTD D.LKhan reported 'to' the Police thaf the charged
• f ■ •.

accused belong to fi funct organization and the same stance is
rcj;;tified by I/O Mm htaq Hussain in Diary No 13 & 15 during

--hi^ investigation, ^Ut hp failej to estabUsh links and collect^ /
evidence in this regard. The apeused themselves admitted tiieir

, afjlliation with the fund organization in the past.*
6. CDR was obtained b id placed on, case filb without carrying out 

ary 'analysis by limself or : through . CfIj .to' establish : 
lir ks/communicatipn/locatipn of accused, with the commission 

ofoffcncc. j '
During erbss exan^ination Inspector Mushtaq 

tha.t all the members of JIT, established in the nstant case, are . > ;
,sa dsfied with the ppccss of his investigation t

hied his stance in; their statements anb nokrated that they 

coi^sultcd during the coxfirsc of investigation 

,, exbept their first ineeting held after thej fbgistradon ; of the 
Li instant case

I

. ’i

•' ..7, Hussain stated / /

ut JIT members - # ;
dc

Iwtire not even

5*;
I,

.1

N.

X....
'4'

i.vy//

./.1/L^ ^ i
yy.
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^OI^CLUSIQN!

As per the st^^mcnts o 

aval .able ^record, it 

Inspector Mushtaq H
ouL sub standard itj-vjistigatioi] which not onljy provided benefit 
llie (bharged accusccj in the above mentioned case but also suffered 

the aggrieved familipn of the |three deceased. Therefore, I being 

enqiiiry officer recopa nend that Inspector Mushtaq Hussain CTD 

deserves an appropriate punishment.

• • i
K

■ the above mentioned officials and
revealed that the charges leveled against 

issain hfive been proved. He'willfully.carried
to \

\ • /'
!/ »

;
1

Submitted please. I

i

•l7i

(QlJiUD KAMAL)
DSP keadquarter CTD, i 

Peshawar.I

;
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B. POiQ^

- pSiF^sa91-923 8093-94 P^x # 091-9218031.

,/,ni-7

\I %\
i

J^ f

iJNAh SHOW f/^n^R MnTi^^p
1. WHEREAS, Ybu Inspector Mui

htaq}Iu5sa|n of this Unitrend 
committing gross misconduct and 

niistakes/Irregu

dfsdplinaiy ^proceedings by 

sheet based on allegations of
26-02-2017 u/s 302-34

5red yourself for '
negligence duty. A charge 

"IR No, 08 dated
ai^itics/lrreyponsibillty in case

against you. OppUunity of, ersonallarln h ^ proceedings

• Officer foundyougiLfor the h CharLe Sheet. The

for award of appropriate PMnishment. T recommendation

PRO
w statement of Mr. 

: and Mr. Quaid
2. atter:-.

3.

fiJe, I satisfied that youi have 
leveled againstyou

end recommendation of enquiry
Paphrs Including your ^efense placed 

guilty of charges
' 22-06.2017, Which atandsprlv'lTll'rrL”""'"'' ^

ment under the said Rules ! '""'oodod to be awarded
«OWrHEREFORE,,MubantkZebPSP

hhyBcr Palchtunichwa as

committed Jfoss mis-conduct and areas per Charge Shcct/Staten
, 08/lnv; HQ/CTD dated'22

appropriate punish
4.

'a competent authorltv H P°"de.
one or more penalties inclurii ^ ®''‘; fodfatively decided to i

■P-ce Rules (ameLeS^r"^"^«

issued
(07] days of the receipt of the

CTD, 

you, any
nipose upon 

went^' under
Vou arr’

Pinal Show Cause Notice to
upon you. If your ceply was not rTcT ^ ^ aforesaid penalty shoulc
-f you have no de::::^^--

'----fyouwisht.behei;r:::;r"'"‘^^
Copy of enquiry report is enclosed.

explain .within seven ■

be imposed 

5e presumed . 
^ou and also®n against

I

1

i (MXIBAMKmi PSP
General gf Police,

CTO,Khy^rPaIditunkhw4. 
^siiawar. '

inspector MushtaqHussal
CTD Merdan Region n, V

Z//r
\ TDTOL P.PII

i'

V^vw
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'3i. \<> nCE OF THE,
R GENERAL OF POLICE, 
RORISM DEPARTMENT, 
TUNKHWA. PESHAWAR

Ph#L,_______ *3-94 Fax#091-9218031.
No.f.V4jlj^/i>A Datcd<pfy/^

•s •,. •

4D^.f> c.i
CO
m

/2017.

■ . •

This order is passed today on 08-11-2017 to dispose of departmental 
proceedings initiated against Inspector Mu|Htaq Hussain b|this Unit.

Inspector Mushtaq Hussain was charge, sheeted under the Khyber 
Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules 1975 (amended 2014) on the sc'ore’of following jillegations:-

1. While you were posted as Investigation Officer in Case FIR No. 08 dt: 26-02-2017 
u/s 302/34-PPC/7-ATA PS CTD D I Khan Region make two 
.mistakes/irregularities / irresponsibiUty in the said case i.e submission of 
untra'cedchallan against tbe^^charged accused.

2. And also recorded the statement of Mr; Muhammad Flamwn father of
MuhammadJameeJ u/s 164 tr.P.C. '

3. Your such attitude speaks lijghly adverse on your part &. is a^amst the Police
Discipiinary Rules 197S read with amendments 2014 which speaks highly 
adverse on your part | | .
For conducting probe into ^he allegations leveled against Inspector Mushtaq 

Hussain of this Unit, Mr. Quaid Kamal I^ian DSP/HQrs; CTD Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, was 
appointed as Enquiry Officer. The Enquiry Officer found him guilty as tht charges leveled 
against Inspector Mushtaq Hussain have been proved. He willfully rarried out sub 
standard investigation which not only provided benefit to the charged accused in the 
above mentioned case but also suffered the aggrieved families of the three deceased. 
The Enquiry Officer recommended him for appropriate punishment.

ORDER

!

t

Called again and heard in person. The officer was given full opportunity of 
defense. His verbal explanation during Orderly Room and given in his reply to the Final Show 
Cause Notice were perused and found completely unsatisfactory.

The enquiry papers were also perused in detail. The Enquiry Officer has listed 
ail major shortcomings In the investlgatioi” of case FIR No. 08 dt: 26-02-2017 u/s 302/34- 
PPC/7-ATA PS CTD D I Khan. It is evident from the findings of the enquiry! that the charges 
leveled in the charge sheet have been proved. He is guilty of the charge/gross misconduct.

In the light of findings/recommendations of the Enquiry Officer and available 
record on file against Inspector MushtaeJ Hussain, I. Mubarak Zeb, Deputy Inspector 
General of Police, CTD, Khyber Pakhtunl|hwa being competent authority! hereby imposes 
the major punishment of Reversion to theirankof Sub Inspector" with immediate effect. 

Order announced.

(MUBARAK ZEB) PSP
Deputy Inspector Genera! of Police, 

CTD, Klyber Pal^htunkhwa,

Endst; No. & date ftven.
Copy of the above is forwarded to the:-

1. The Inspector General of Police, Khytjer Pakhtunkhwa.
2. All Addl IGP/Khyber Pakhtunkhwa. !
3. Deputy Inspector General of Police, UQrs: Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
4. Regional Police Officer, Mardan. j
5. .Senior Superintendent of Pollce/Ops bcD Central Zone *
6. Superintendent Of Police. CTD Mardan.
7. Superintendent of PoIice/HQrs: CTD. ii
8. Officer concerned.

-f h
■■

i.'
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KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

No 1146 /ST Dated 04 /Q6/2018

To

The Deputy Inspector General of Police C.T.D , 
Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 
Peshawar.

Subject: ORDER/TUDGEMENT IN APPEAL NO. 235/2018, MR. MUSHTAQ
HUSSAIN.

I am directed to forward herewith a certified copy of Judgment/Order dated 
29/05/2018 passed by this Tribunal on the above subject for strict compliance.

Enel: As above

V-
REGIST

^ KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 
b'll/ SERVICE TRIBUNAL 

PESHAWAR.

R»
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Police No 99 .

No. 13-17POLIC department SWABLDISTRICT
Annual confidential report on the working of Sub Inspectors and 
Inspectdrs for the year ending 31'‘ December, 2015.

Name Provincial or 
Ran|ge No. R^k and Grade. 
Fatlier’s Name ^

Inspector Mushtaq Hussain N0.88/MR

.1

01.01.2015 to 12.03.2015 Police Lines 
13.03.2015 to 08.06.^015 SHO PS Kalu Khan 
09.06.2015 to 29.06.2015 Police Lines Swabi 
30.06.2015 Transferred to Mardan District

Where and on what duties employed 
during the past 12 months.

i

CIelss of Dishict Police (Officer's report, 
' 'A’or'B’.

>• ■

4i.e.

A/4)Ishehonest*?

Remafks by 01.6l.2Qi5 to 29.06.2Q15

Di shict police Officer and 
Deputy Inspector General of Police.

1.
2.

I

I; 1

■v (SAJJ^ ICHA^PSP 
District Police Officer, Swabi.

1

P, 'SAE, \ PSPir/{ /
f Police.

/ lardan Region'l fi/mrdan.

!

I


