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BEFORE IIIE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE;TRIBUNAL
Appeal Not 235/2018 ]
Date of Institution ... 19.02.2018 |
: Date of. Decision - ...29.05.2018 . |
o . : ' _
Mushtaq Husssain S.I CTD Mardan Region Mafl'dan.
|
Versus '|
. Inspector Géneral of Police Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.
2. D.I.G of Police CTD Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshaw'ar
l
JUDGM ENT ]
/ Ef 29.05.2018 MUE IAMMAD HAMID MUGHAL MEMBER| - Learned
' |
°¢L counscl forthe appellant and Mr. Zia Ullah learned Deputy District
>

|
Attorney on behalf of the respondents present. ‘

2. The appellant (Ex-lnspector CTD D.I Khan) has filed the'

present appcal u/s 4 of the Khybel’ Pakhtunkhwa Serv1|ce Tr1bunal

Act 1974 against the order dated 09.11.2017 vide which he was
awarded major pumshment of reversion to the post of Sub

‘ Inspector and agalnst the order dated 13. 02 20158 v‘vhereby his

departmental appeal was rejected. 1

| |
3. Learned counsel for the appellant argued that tl"lle appellant

joined the Police Force as COnstal?le and has unblemibhed record

é .

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

appellant while serving as Investigation Officer as Inspector CTD |

I

. . R

|
'

)




D.I.Khan Region was charge sheeted on the allegations that he

conducted substandard 1nvest1gatlons in case F.ILR ‘No 08 dated
' |

26.02.2017 u/s 302 34 PPC/7ATA Pohce Station Cl\“D D.I.LKhan

Region by subrmttlng untraced challan agalnst the charged accused

and that hc also recorded the statement of Muhammad Ramzan

O fathcr of deceased/v1ct1m Muhammad Jameel u/s ‘164 Cr.P.C.

Further argued that the appellant submrtted reply to the charge

sheet and after the departmental 1nqu1ry the appellant was also

served with ﬁnal show cause notlce whrch he also repllled Further
argued that the respondent department d1d not consrder the defense |
of the appellant and awarded major punishment Vide impugned
order and that the dep,artmental appeal against the same!: also failed.

Further argued that the ~impugned orders are illegal and| unjustified: |

Further argued that allegations leveled against the a!ppellant are

- baseless _and that - the appellant was condemned \Lvithout any

evidence. Further argued that the appellant conducted investigation

. . L
of the above mentioned criminal case with honesty |wrthout any

- laxity. Further argued-that the complainant/father of thi,e victim Ali

t
1

Raza charg&!hominated, the accused on suspicious grc!)unds while

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

charge any one,A as such challanwa:s submitted as untraced. Further
argued that it V»;a's the de01sronof the -M'embers of JITho send the
challan as untraced hence all the members of JIT were hollecti\rely
responsible. lurther argued that the appellant' ras made victim of

professronal Jealously and dlfferences wrth Police Officers. Further




rank of Ins‘%)ector.

argued that -the‘~.jﬁ1pugned 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
4. As agéinst that leaned Deputy District Attorney while

opposing the present service appeal argued that disciplinary action

- 'was initiated against _the appellant due to substandard

investigations in a triple murder case of sensitive nature. Further
argued that during the disciplinary proceedings all the codal

formalities were fulvﬁll—‘ed’.,v. Further -argued ' that the appellant

- willingly ‘submitted untraced challan in a tracedcase . and the

appellant unnecessarily brought father of the deceased/victim
Muhammad Jameel bqfore:_thefcopr.t‘for recording the statement u/s
164 Cr.P.C to charge unknown accused for the murder of his son.

Further argued that the appellant made no contact with the

members of JIT during the course of investigation which fact is

evident from the repoft of _the inq&iry officer. Further argued that
the ai)pel]ant was held guilty during the departmental inquiry and
was provided full ch:an_gen,to dgfgnd.himself.

S. A;gumgnté head ﬁleperused

6. There is no‘dis.pﬁte thét the appellantwas served with charge
sheet which he also replied. Regular inquiry was conducted on the
Chargies:m(-‘:.ntionéd m 1he charge .sh'ee{:énid 'statémént of allegation.
The appéllant ‘;:llSO a‘plp'eared' before“ the inquiry officer. The inquir.y

officer recorded the statements of the officials and observed that




the appellant committed mistakes/irregularities/irresponsibilities as

many as 7 in numbers, explamed in the 1nqu1ry report. The inquiry
ofﬁcet’ has held that the charges leveled against the appellant stoodl
proved and hHe wilifully carried -substandard investigation and
thereby provided benefit to the charged accused. The appellant was
ser\./e:ti w1thshow cause hetice--WhiCh he also replied.

7. In the light of above this Tribunal is of the considered view

3

that all the codal formalities were completed before the issuance of

" impugned order ahd 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-ablé,-to make out the present case in his favor. Perusal of the
inquiry teport hewever vtlouid suggest that DSP Muhammad Saeed
Khan CTD. also remained engaged in the above mentioned
erimina_t case ahd he _ihhis ‘Cas.e Dairies showed his satisfaction
over the ptocess of ihvestig-ation but astonishingly the respondent
department has not called for ahy explanation from him. The
appellant has a reasonable_length of service at his credit and as per | .
prihcipte enshnned 1n fR-29, the'authority ord’ering 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
cu‘cumstances thlS fTr‘iha‘r.l'a:lclis'Aeolnstrained to tteci.de .the present
appeal in terlhs that the punishment of reversion to the rank of sub
inspector, awarded to the appellant, shall be for a period of three

(03;)‘lye"ar‘.s.."Par;ti‘es'afe" left fo bear their own costs. File be .
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29.05.2018

ANNOUNCED

Kal
S
(Muhammad Hamid Mughal)
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09.504.2018 /\ppc]ldm in puson plcscm Ml den Ullah Khattak, Addl:

AG along,wuh Mr, Gulzar Khan, S.I for the 105pondcnts plcscm
Written reply not submitted. Requested for adjoummcnt. Adjourned. To

come up for written reply/comments on 24.04.2018 betore S.B.

V. a

Member

'24.()4.2018 Clerk of the- counsel- for ‘appetlant and Addl: AG 1101mw11h Mr. |

(Jlll Zad, S.I for lh(, 1cspondcnts present. Wultcn reply submitted. ‘T'o come

up for 1eJ01ndu and arguments on 29.05.2018 before D.B.

29.05.2018 " Learned counsel for the appellant _preseht. Learned
: Deputy District Attorney for the respondents present.

© Vide separate judgment of today on file, 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 consigned to the record room.

: Lo~ - _
(A mad Hassan) (Muhammad Hamid Mughal)

Member . . Member




08.03.2018

Learned counsel for the appellant  present.  Preliminary

arguments heard and case file perused.

Learned counsel for the appeliant argued that -‘the appellant
while serving as' [nvestigation Officer as Inspector C.T.D D.I.Khan
Region in Police Department was charge sheeted for irregularities in
case of FIR No. 08 dated 26.02.2017 u/s 302-34.PPC with 7ATA PS
C.T.D D.L.Khan Region KPK and was awarded a inajor punishment of
reversion from the rank of confirmed inspector to the rank of SI vide
impugned order dated 09.11.2017. That the punishme_nl‘ awarded is not
tenable in the eyes of law, because neither any opportunity of cross
examination of the witness has been provided to the appellant, nor any

statemerit on oath has been recorded. That the investigations in the FIR

14 ’ . . . v
- were'conducted by a Joint 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,

P '.s Yo

Pt . - : . ' 2
Points, raised-need consideration. Admitted for regular hearing

subject to all legal objections including limitation. The appcllant is also

ocess Fgg _dirccted to deposit sceurity and process fee within (10) days, whereafier

Bt ane notice be issued 10 the respondents department for written reply/comments
“on 26.03.2018 belore S.1.
- {(Gul Zct an) -
Member '
26.03.2018 Appetlantin person present. Mr. Kabir Ullah Khattak,

Addl: AG alongwith Mr. Wajid Ali, 11.C for the respondent
present. . Written reply not submitted. Requested for adjourmn;nl‘.

Adjourned. To come up for written reply/comménts on 09.04.2018

before 0.13. '
é / ‘
o~

Member




Form-A
FORMOF ORDERSHEET
Court of
Case No, 235/2018
S.No. | Date of order Order or other proceedings with signature of judge
proceedings
1 2 3
1 19/02/2018 The appeal of Mr. Mushtaq Hussain presented today by
Mr. Javed Igbal Advocate may be entered in the Institution
Register and put up to Worthy Chairman for proper order
please.
REGISTRAR;
2-

2L l)s.

This case is entrusted to S. Bench for preliminary hearing

to be put up there on _O& /0‘3/)&

MAN
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' BEFORE THE HONOURABLE CHAIRMAN SERVICE
TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTOON KHWAH PESHAWAR

SERVICE APPEAL NO _§ 35 2018

MUSHTAQ HUSSAIN SI C.T.D MARDAN REGION MARDAN |
(APPELLANT)
VS g{h)"ber Pa

Crvice

khtukhwa

T Fibunal

I. INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICF K.P.K PLSIIAWARDB - M
2. D.I.G OF POLICE C.T.D K.P.K PESHAWAR >

(RESPONDENTS) mm&liélz

APPEAL U/S 4 SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT 1974 AGAINST T IIL

ORDER OF RESPONDENT 2 DATED 09-011-2017 VIDE WHICH T HE
APPELLANT WAS AWARDED THE MAJOR PUNISHMENT OF
“REVERSION FROM THE RANK OF CONFIRMED INbPEC TORTO -
THE RANK OF SUB-INSPECTOR

PRAYER: = On acceptance of the instant petition the appellant may kindly be graiciously

ordered to be reinstated on his previous rank as inspector before the 1mpug,ned
order with back benefits. :

FACTS:

1.

That the appellant while serving as investigation officer as inspector C.T.D D.Ikhan - |
Region in Police department was charge sheeted with statement of allegatioﬁs incase
FIR No 08 dated 26-02-2017 u/s 302-34.PPC with 7ATA PS C.T.D D.I. khan b
Region K.P.K i-e made irregularities, irresponsibility i-e submission of unlraced

challan against the nominated accused, secondly recorded the statement of Mohd

against the Police disciplinary rules 1975 read with amendment, 2014 whlch speaks

’F\le &t@ ﬁasl{amz,an father of the deceased family u/s 164 c.r.p.c in the court. Thirdly the attitude

lsm“am' hlbhly adverse on the part of the applicant

f (’%),[ ‘% (Copy Annexure B attached).

That the departmental enquiry was carried out by Mr Quaid kamal khan D%P liQrs
C.T.D K.PK for which the appellant submitted his reply in defence but it was turned
down. (Copies Annexure C&D attached).

That consequent upon the departmental enquiry the appellant was served with final

show cause notice, for which the appellant relied on his previous reply submmed )
during the course of enquiry. However the same was not considered and the, applicant - -
was awarded a major punishment of reversion from the rank of confirmed mspcctor to
the rank of SI by D.1.G C.1.D KPK vide his order/letter No 1409 dated 09-04-2017.
(Copics Annexure E, F&G attached). '

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 | lhe norms
» - of justice hence the same are liable to be set aside on the following grounds:

“GROUNDS:

1.

That the allegations levelled against the appelldnt are baseless, incorrect and without
reasonable evidence. i

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.

That the investigation was carried out under the supervision of J.1.T which was
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)

That the complainant charged the nominated accused on suspicious grounds for the

murder of his son Ali Raza while the heirs of other two deceased were not mterested
to charge any one inspite of the all out efforts of the applicant.

That the challan in the subject case was submitted as untraced for the reason that there
was no other evidence except the hearsay version of the complainant Wthh ‘was
narrated initially in the FIR.

That due to that lack of evidence there was no hope of success of thc subject case and -

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

That it was a joint decision of the members of J.1.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: Wh]Ch
was authority for final report vide as Annexure K. !

That the submission of challan was the collective responsibility of all the members of -

the J.LT constituted for i investigating the subject case and the sole responslblllty
cannot be laid down on the shoulders of the applicant, : :
That recording of statement u/s 164 c.r.p.c was not in contrary to the report cll‘ld it was

* in the version given by the witness during the course of investigation. The btalement

10,

11.

12

was recorded just to avoid any mis-statement of the complainant party in future.

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 coinplaint
against the appellant. ;

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
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 whlch
is contrary to the law.

. That the allegation has been just advanced on the ¢ grounds of professional Jcalousy
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.

AT
B



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 Annexure L attached).

14. That in this record no one has raised the objection or filing a written eomplamt
' regardlng any irregularity in investigating of the subject case including the '
complainant and the prosecution Branch or any other objec’uon noted by the learned
court rather the enquiry has been conducted by the officers of C.T.D on thelr own
. discretion without any legal justification. :
- 15. That on the transfer of the appellant the investigation of the subject case hds been
~ entrusted to another i-o which remained under investigation with him for dlong span
of 09 months without obtaining fruitful progress except that which was obtamed 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.

.
LX)

!
i
!

Mushtaq Hussain/S.I C.T D Mardan Reglon Mardan
Mobile NO 0347-5512550 ;
CNIC No 16101-5495211-5

P r‘,\’\'y.f.

AFFIDAVIT i
Certified that the contents of service appeal is true and corréct to the best of my
knowledge Nothing has been zéecest or suppressed from the honourable court and
no such appeal prior to this has been earlier filed in this honourable
Appellant

Mushtaq Hussain S.1 AT.D Mardan Rtglon Mardan’
Mobile NO 0347-5512550
CNIC No 16101-5495211-5




6/2212017
i Coy
. o -
¥ . s
i Yy

PARHTUNKHNA,

|I1\')\,ul(ll Mushiag 1 lussain of ﬁn:. Unit as follows:-

(.

LH.

| |
LOWADAR ATIVIAD, S'L?i’lj‘.l{IN'i'El\ixDleT OF POLICE, HQrs: C'TD KHYBER

. | ,
i CHARGESHEET 00%jpg

' CUARGE SHEET I R

3, 1
]

|
PESHAWAR as

competent authority, h‘.rclw charge you

While you were posted as Inyestigation Ottu.er ju Casc FIR No 8
dated 26.02.2017 u/s 302-34 EP(. 7JATA PS CTD DI Khan Region
muke m o nnetakuhrrcgulanﬂcs/n1csponsxblhhee in the said case Le
su bmmnm of unlraced cha]ian against the charged accused.
Aud Al\o recorded the st.atcm at of Mr. Muhammad Ramzan father
of Muhummad Jaueel u/s 164 Cr.P.C..
Your such aftitude speak; highly adverse on your part & is against

_the Police Disciplinary Rulds 1975 read with amendrents, 2014
which speaks highly adverse ¢u your part.

|

o !
2. By reason of the abovk, you appear o be|guilty of misconduct under Police Rules,

reud wilh Amendiments 2014 and bave 1cndm|¢d yourselt hable to all or any of the |

specifed inthe [Culesi-

1975

enalties

3). Youare, therefore required to submit your writlen cleh:nce mthm 7 days of the u,(.elpt of

thm Churge Sheet Lo.the Enquiry Officer as the case may be.

4).

oporis

\'UUI written delence, if uny, should reach to the Enqguiry Otficer withinthe ypecitied
Fuling which it shall be presumed that you have no defence to put in and i that case.

CX R eLivg with be laken auainst you .

.:‘}.\.lllll HISY

6j. Stoateent ui ableganion is enciosed.

abeoat diberty

Hovau wish b be heaid in persen.
ol |

R

AHTMAD)

Superintendent Of Police, 11Qrs:
CTD, Khybeyr Palxhtunkh“a, '

(WAQAR

Pes h.\ war,
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6/22/2017
CHARGE SHEET 002pg~

i ' an

: SUMMARY OF ALLEGATIONS :
l)._‘, WAQAR AHMAD, Sl}l’l*’;R]N'i‘ENDAN'I‘ OF POLICE, HQrs: CTD, K‘l{{Yﬁs.ﬁi{. S
PARITTUNIKHWA, PESHAWAR, an. of the opinion that Inspector Mushtaq Hussmn o1 :
Jdered himsel liable to be proceeded against as he committed the following’
vithin the meaning of Police Disciplinary Rules. 1975, ' '

N .
tln.ls“. Linit has re
AUES OIMISKION: v

1

STATEMENT OF ALLEGATIONS.

“4s hwestigaﬁnn Officer in Case FIR No 08 dated
ps CTD DI Khan Region mirke wo i
untraced

Whife he was posted
2602207 wis 30234 PPC TATA
mi:ctukus/irnfeg'ulm'itics/ir:res;mnsibilities in the said case i.e submission of
chuiln against he charged a?ccused. And also recorded the ;ﬂatemen‘t. of Mr. o l

of Muhapmmad Jameel’ - ofs 164 Cr.P.C.
erse on I;:i&part & is against the Pofice
2014 which speaks highly adverse

Mubmmmad  Ramzau | lather
His such attitade speaks” highly adv
Disciphinary Rules 1975 vead with amendments

on his purt. o o .
2). For the purpose of s¢ vutinizing the conduct of the said accused with r‘el'ercnc':e (o the ubuvd
alleeaiions, M Ouuid iGumal Khan DSP, 11OQrs: CTD Pehsawar of this L;Injl are hereby

Ofticer, to conduct engiiry under the Rutes. '

appointed s Ligu iy !

3 The Eogairy Glficers, will, in accordance with the provision of the Police Diciplinary
N4 provide reasonable opportunity of hearing © the

3
fofes. 19T read with amendinents 2
15 days ol the receipt of this ardey,

decnmedd . recnnd is indings aud make within,
appropriafe actiom against the aceusedl.

..
(RN

s ctadinior g o .|.“.mi:4:h|nu-m o other
o¥ Jv s : _ . , o

Nn?é 07,' ."y:(’.'!C'l‘I) . Dated Peshawarthe aa /aé» 12017, : .

i ‘ l : s : :

Copy of abuse i forwarded to the:- ’

w
—

{), waquin Gfficer of this Unit, ave herieby diretted to initiate departmenty

proceedingy wpainst (he uecused under the Police Rales.
2). ‘tuspector Mushtaq Vlussain 1o appeat before the Enguiry Officer on the date time

and place fowed hy the Fivguiry Officer for the purpose of coguiry proceedings. -
I ' : I, N . N . '
L

o ]

| ' ! ‘ : (WAQAR AHMAD)

: ‘ - ' : Supcrini’enrllcut Of Police, HQrs:
. — ) TD, Khyher Pakhtunkhwu,,

0‘1 Nc v?é(( (leﬁ) ‘ . : - Peshawar, I .
ol 8 =207 ) ' S : | :

NSP "Mq;/,;gf N .
7Y ’yfvvm:&m and | |

~

/)

o

H | . o ) N . .
Karhart :.@9. e ) ' ! - ,
Vo - SP-- rmandan




f, | . - A\\W%i

,,v» o
A0y 0 ©
Ca\ﬁ@}oa- R LT ' -"
= TRTA T S e,
\ | - l
asls, o) -—’ﬁl\—‘—‘-'?\—?d(w/}‘ <L~ L_l A/»\‘:JT y"”
p O b a . o
Ag r\_u )\N—-—M/n E “

_,W 2

,/)\v:{;\;..'_p\b\,;\_‘ '2—\?»7\,\»(_),\_9 f"u“\_}w»
. | . ‘—'\")\?\?UAN\J oW v
= \Ls Nb)M/;Euj u\ L}\N\ .-, "“"")%:—’yd;,n Lo
_..\,UGQ) 2_\ ¢ M T

?’JMX&LWUM\L_M I -

(A (g S s Y Aap —&1 , _ "_,
, < C ! S?,,\.Q..‘-m
. ', ' 4 u\/’L/

o .'LS‘\"'-%J Q&_/ _— v

- 2_ ' } Ean
uw ANV =25 ol s i A
' .‘ o o k))\d’ ‘_/_)/,'fl -
— U,):U.«Lw




2.,(3 (}.A»L» g‘)\;/),,l,\
s\ BFN




' .
AP Ll SRR T L
1 D R AR .AJWW"M S :T R

: ; T LAR
. _,; L oo A ot

he: undcrs1gned was entrusted W1th

Inschtor Mushtaq Hussam of C’I‘D W1th the

that: | - o i N

R PR Whlle he wes poe.led s Inves

- FIR No.08 plated 26-02- 2017
CTD DI Kh?n Region made

h u-reqponmbﬂmcs in the s

e e

the charged accused

Ao T

l S
Durmg the couree of enqmry' ‘
., ‘-ofﬁcxale were got rccorded

oL DSP Mohammad Saeed Khan CTD
92, Inspector Mushtaq Hussam C’I‘D | S
B Inspector ]qbpl Khan, Qo Specw.l Branch D I, Khan
"4 SI Faiz Kahm CTD D. I Khan mcmbcr JI’I‘

HC Nazlr Ahrped Spec:al Bra.nch D 1. Khan,
'T‘he defaulter lq
C Subxmtted rcply to chaI

mcmber J IT.”

~ofﬁce of undersxgned
q ee.txons were asked
undermgned ((,opy of
Muehtaq Hussam is enclosed)

' .Smularly DSP. CTD aeed Khan wa

S a}so called upon m t;hc
: ;zﬁ ice ol undersxgned to ecord hxs statement reg'éi-diﬁg his'. cése"-""_
i

om him but he-. fanlui to- satlsfy the

an mqulry agmnst'a.; _
followmg allegatxons o

ector - Mushtaq Hussam C’IU HQrs SR
sheet ‘He. was also called upon in the ’

‘4nd  heard - m person Some unportanL._EE A

4

= Rcsp?cted S1r, T e e ;

tngatlon (Pfficer in casc vxde"i.'-}.f' e

u/s 302-34 PPC- 7ATA P8 E o
two mstakes/:.rrcgulantles/ T
aid 'case - i.e. submtssxon .of L

‘ ~‘1PROCEEDING OF ENQUIRY' S

the": sfatemeﬁts" ef , ifollb'V'l"i!‘l'g PRNRI

c,btlonb & answers gwen by Inspector...:&w o
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'A narrated that although he SIgned

.~ [totally disagreed with ‘the way ?f mvestlga.tlon carned out by: ‘

Inspector Mushtaq Hussam

. |BRIEF gACTS : - SR
A case FIR No. 08 qated 26-02!-2017 u/s 302:34 PPC- ATAPS

CTD DI Khan Region was regxstclrcd by the complainant Bashir

Hussam s/o Sahib Dacl Caste Balouch. As per his statement to

tlocal Police in emergency room of civil hospital Paroa that he was

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

- Inear Gounslar “mainer”. bomeone had made ﬁnng on his son Ali
Raza. He reached the aptt ‘and found. that motorcycle was laymg :

lover there W‘ule his son Ali Raza, his nephew Saglain-Abbas and

Mohammad -Jarml were afso laymg dead. He took -the dead bodies

'_,mtg civil hospital Paroa. uring his statement he reporled lo the

Poht,c that he is sure that his son and his nephew were murdered
by Kashl.f Ali, Moha.mma Aslam and Igbal because t.he accused

telong to rchglous terrp ist banned orgamzauon and they were : S
hreatehing to kill them, He charged the above smd accubed for the | Ry
" lcommisgsion’ of oﬁ'ence It is worth mentwmng that one Mukhuar o .

L’ Saqlam Abbag one of .the abave mentmned deceased e
((cousin of compiamant Baah.lr llussam) was also kxlled by unknown

’terrons".s Accordingly a.q FIR No.36 dated 24-06-2015 u/s 302 34-
[7ATA has been regxstere in PS (/I‘D D.1.Khan.

father

. f”'-

mxstak&rs / m'egulunln:s / lrrcsponubxhues' ,
1. He fauled to bring ewdence on case file against the charged

instant traced case. - o . o

accused in the above mentioned case

I Kashif Ahmed s/0 Altah Waeaya r/o P«n‘oa D. I Khan

f

‘ 0 es3veasesTa | - P2

c above mentloncd case Dua.nes ) ;
but the sxgnature was t.aken inar utlne official work and that he is . - h

'T‘Hc casc- wae cntru?ted for m{'cstlga‘aon to ln<zpcctor Mushtaq R
H ‘T.saip Dunng the. C(zu.rb(, of mvesuga.non Inspector Mushtaq -
‘H ssain. . - has - | - committed = the | following "

accused and astom$hmgly submitted untraced Chalan in the - : -

' . Mohammad Aslam sfo Ghulam Akbur T/0. Pdroaf_ .

2. Tﬂc complamant Ba;;h;r Huqsam dzrectly charged the fo]lowmg _ RN
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! M Mohammay Iqbal /o0 Ghulam Yasin r/o Parca D.LKhan. .
"' e is worth mentzonmg that Mohammad Ramzan father «i one of o
[ thel deceased Mohammad Jamil did not charge any accuscd in
his statement u/ s 161 CrPC before thc I/O but the I/ o .
. ;‘ | unnecessanly brought him’ agam before the court for zcwrdmg' a
his statcmcnt u/s 164 CrPC to charge unlmown accused for: the o
. murder of his son wh1ch caused a grcat damage to the traced-f"-:'-'- o
case, therefore, the arrestcd af.cused were rclcased on bml just
| within 09 days of thpu' afrest, _ S , S
3. He also “failed tq -work on the medium of Lhreats to the T

RO Limplmna.nt ie (vcrbal wntten telephomc etc) Whlch would be o
‘ € main evxdence in the case. DI D

B

;‘1"3&...-—{ Kt i

,- ;‘7:_

.

. "4 Inspector Mushtaq Hussam did not make any eﬁ'ort to recover ..

v-.‘.:m«'rh'i a
. .

W apon. of oft'cncq nor he- carned out housc scarch of the. | .
accused durlng thexr custody of the accused for thc recovery of ‘ e
weapon of offence. L , ce T BRI ': |
5.1t is pertinent to mention that complamant of FIR No. 08/2017 S
' P$ CTD D.L Khan eported to thc Pohc.c that the. chargcd -
' ac]cused belong to gi funct, orgamzatmn and the’ ga.me stance. is

+ rectified by I/0 M\} taq Hussain ‘in Dlary No}13 & 15 durmg e
N S hxfm 1nvcsugatxon b;t he failed to estabhsh l1nks and collect o

. - . . ey e T zamien
e E T derte e T T £
A T T AT T M as s s 7 B
e Tl Tt O halcae ” s
. .

evidence'in l.l'us regard. ’l‘he accused themsclves adm1tted theu' o
: atjﬁhatmn with the defunct orgamzat:on in the pust‘ o : o SRR
6. CDR was obtamed d placed on case ﬁlc w1thout carrymg out ‘:;' L
‘ any analysxs by 11‘ through CFU to Cbt&\bllsh
links/ commumcatxon/ locatmm of accuacd w1th the commlssmn -
- of oﬁbnce ' '

7. During cross examination InSpector Mﬁsh'taq"ij'éeain stated S

Hrbrma

———
v

unsclf

SR T

o

| i ‘ that all thc mcmbcf's of JIT, c?tabhshcd in the instant case, are’ .
;}t ‘ satisfied with the pyoccss of his mvcstlganon but JIT members o
- %Ja% B 1 dcmcd his sLancc in their statements and narrated that they .
’ F? S ‘ . were not even cox}sultcd during the. coursc of mvesugatmn .,

‘j - except theu' first meeting held after the rchstrahon Of the ”
g ISE : ’ instant case, E ' ] S " ©

i . : .
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i As per the sta, mcnts of the above mcrltxoned ofﬁcxals and
f | avat'able record 1t rcvealed that ‘the charges leveled agamst .
; | Inspector Mushtaq H ssain have been proved He wxllfully carnec!l'-",'i :
| | out’ sub standard e:t:xgatxonr whxch not only provxded beneﬁt t?
" Tthe charged accused the above mcnuoned case. bul a]so suffered :
“the pggneved faImth of the three deceased Thereforc 1 bemg

enqt i ofﬁcer recoi end that Inspector Mushtaq Hussmn C’I‘D g
deserves an appropr;a]te pumshment.
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., OFFICE OF THE,-

DY: INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE, @
COUNTER ITERRORISM DEPARTMENT, .

- KHTUN] {WA, PE ) :

'Ph #091-92 8093-94. Pax # 091-921803 1.

" sheet based on ‘allegations_ o ist:akes/lrregu1aritics/!rre§f>onsibﬂlty in case FIR No. 08 dated
26-02-2017 u/s 302-34 PRO 7ATA PS cTp I{i).I.Kha;n*a’nd also record the statement of Mr.

"Muhammad Ramzan fathey’ ,Muhamnﬁad Jan al Lt/s 164; Cr.P.C Issued to you and Mr., Qu_aid' .

Kamal DSP HQrs:/CTD was nominated as enquiry officer to probe into the matter:.,

2. ' WHEREAS, thj enquiry officer carried out proper departmental proceedings
against you, Opp;ortu nity of

Enquiry officer also examjr'ed your reply. submitted in response to Chérgg Sheet. The
' enqu"i ry officer found yoy guilty for the charges levejed agalnst you, made re
for award of appropriate punishment, : '

-Officer, materia) Placed on record and other co
- on file, T satisfied that you have committeq

X AND WHERE}\S, on going through the fing; "¢ and recomniendation of enquiry

8ross mis-condyct and ére guilty of charges
leveled against you us per Charge Sheet/Staten ent of allegations onveyed to you vide 7607.
08/Inv: HQ/CTD dated 22-06-2017, which stands proved and recommended to be awarded
appropriate punishment unc‘i;'er the said Rules, | |

Police Rules 1975 (armended in2014) L

You are theref@re, issued Fing| Show Cause Notice to explain
(07) days of the receipt of the notice 4 to wh

|-
upon you. If yoyr reply was, not recejved within! stipulated period than it shai

| (MUB EE) psp
Dgeputy' Inspecior General of Police,

1 » “\rﬂ\’\

N ot
r%-f(/(’ - CTD,'l{hy rPakhtunkhwén:‘,

’ . : shawar,
Inspector Mushtag Russain, < :
CTD Mardan Region :

TOTAL P o

NO-MS_%_/PA'D%?:H-" './0-/2017.. ‘ o

pfocqedinés by ommitting groé'fs miscondu.ét and negligence In duty, A charge.

lersonal hearing afmd production of defense was provided to you. '

Commendation

nnected papers including your defenge placed =

within seven -
Yy the aforesaid penalty shoyld be imposed.
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v, Dwepen g

i OFFICE OF THE, '
DY: INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE,
COUNTE}R TERRORISM DEPARTMENT,

A PE
Ph # 091-9218093-94 Fax # 091-9218031,
No.8 /b0 -2 /P Dated @ # / /2017,

DININ

This order is passed todfay on 08-11&3{17 to dispose. of departmental
proceedings initiated against Inspector Mushtaq Hussain of }his Unit. :

Inspector Mushtaq Hussain  was charge';.sheeted under the Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules 1975 (amended 2014) on the score of following altegations:-

1. While you were posted as Investigation Officer in Case FIR N'o._.,.08 dt: 26-02-2017 _’
u/s  302/34-PPC/7-ATA 1PS CTD D I Khan Rejion mal.re. two <
mistakes/frregularities / irresponsibility in the said case le submission of
untraced challan against the charged accused, -

2. And also recorded the statement of Mr. Muhammad Ramzan father of
Muhammad Jameel u/s 164 Cr.P.C ! )

3. Your such attitude speaks h;ighly adverse on your part & s against the Police
Disciptinary Rules 1975 regd with amendments 2014 which speaks highly
adverse on your part.

For conducting probe into g!he allegations leveled against lrlxspector Mushtaq
Hussain of this Unit, Mr. Quaid Kamal K an DSP/HQrs: CTD Khyber Pallkhtunkhwa, was
appointed as Enquiry Officer. The Enquiry Ofﬁcﬁer found him guilty as th|e charges leveled
against Inspector Mushtaq Hussain have been proved. He willfully carried 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.

Called again and heard in ;ﬂ?)erson. The officer was given full opportunity of
defense, His verbal explanation during Ordérly Room and given in hisg reply to the Final Show
Cause Notice were petused and found completely unsatisfactory.

The enquiry papers were also perused in detail. The Enquiry Officer has listed
all major shortcomings in the investlgatiorﬁ of case FIR No. 08 dt: 26-02-2017 u/s 302/34-
PPC/7-ATA PS CTD D I Khan, [t is evident from the findings of the enquiryi that the charges
leveled in the charge sheet have been proved. He isj gullty of the charge/gross misconduct,

In the light of findings/reco H mendations of the Enquiry Officer and avatlabie
record on file against Inspector Mushta Huss[ain, |, Mubarak Zeb, p puty Inspector
General of Police, CTD, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa being competent authority) hereby imposes
the major punishment "of Reversion to thelrank of Sub Inspector” with immediate effect,

Order announced.

Y rde . s _'&C'f'hbf(_)_/?p
y e
/g'// -—2"0,,7

I

(MUBARAK ZEB) PSp

Deputy Inspgctor General of Police,
CTD, Khyber Pa htunkhwa,

|
PeshaV\lrar. -

Eadst: No. & date even.

Copy of the above ig forwardell to the;- W
The Inspector General of Police, Khyilzer Pakhtunkhwa. /
All Add IGP/Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, ' | A
Deputy Inspector General of Police, HQrs: Khyber Pakhtunkhwa. ’
Regional Police Officer, Mardan,
Senfor Superintendent of Police/Ops CTD Central Zone,
Superintendent of Police, CTD Mardan,

Superintendent of Police/HQrs: CTD.’ ' d
Officer concerned.

PN W
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' Subgest: APPEAL mumsf THE ORDER OF won«mr .

| | ‘DEPU'I'! mspscm?a GENERAL OF PoLIOE
" . o 7.0, mc Pssmwut m'rEn 09.41. 2oa7

VIDEWHI c_n THE: mmxgmr _wAs ““"‘3‘?’?9. |
}~TH_E. mJ,d_é 'PUNTSHMENT or “RE\._IE;R:S‘IO?%‘;’ .f -

v melm Rm-or‘l srmcma_mr THE

| RANK OF sun msmcmn. |

Reapectad Siﬁ.

r { It.is. humbly submitted as uadexgi
PACTSie . -

1t'is alleged ag inst thq applieqntw .

© that. while ponted as 1nVQsﬁisation orricer as In!peeter i

C.T. D.;D I. Xhan Region -ade twe nistakeu/
irregularitie./irrespontikility luriag 1avestigation

in cqse FIR Nb. 08 dated 26 02 2017 u/l 502/34??&/

7 ATA Police Stution C T D, D.I.Khaa Regien K. P | 4% .

- b .,_|\J

1R
. e. lubmiSSion er uatraceq challan asainst the ehargada¥

‘ ; |
. | N : |

aeeused neeondly, recordeé the statenent of Mr.MuPanma‘

| Ramzan tather or deeeased Jameal u/l 16# Cr.p c. im

i
NS
it

the Court. Th}xdly, the attituée sgainst. the Police

B ! . {

dielplinary rulel 1975 read with amendment. 2044 ‘

1‘~

whieh spenk higbly adverse an the pakt of . appl&:antj

N/Pase 2
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~The applicnnt vas charge-sheeteé aaé departmentally

proeeeded againat on the atteged of nis -ceaéuet. Arter

v . : t
| departnentaLpn%uiry conéucteg by Mr.Quaid Kanal Khan

Do uty prdtx/HQrs c.T D.' .P:K the applicant vaa
‘dwafded,tho nqjor punilbwhnt ot~revprsion frog tgp'ggﬁk.of:

Gir e o . f Qub . ! N :
Inspaet6¥+to”tho'rank of Snb Inspcotbr‘wide 1qttgg- .

diary no.;1us9 c.n. n/nnn aateé 09111 201? Beputy |

[ . . S
2 'y LR

'Iaspaetnr General o) Pelice‘K.P.K Pelhavar. Henee. .
' aggrieved thi% appeal asuiast the said order.

G ROUNDS NR API EAL .

1,

jvﬂ;‘;;-Thnﬁ the erden ot-tbe lchrpidsbepuﬁy'Ihapééaar';'
! -4 - : . |

'General of Policj;iPe-hawnr is agalaat the raets
;L '»apgflav en rgcprd, 5

2. That the order 1- harfb, severe and 1! contﬁary7

T_.ﬁ l o . : CE
, in&$he,?ispenlation of Naturdl,duatieew &J'
. i p .. . . i o . R .. RS P

@h%ﬁ th%'allésatiéns',re_ﬁot”austafneﬁ'by 5&,'

. regsonable and sound
. I

4, - That th+ domplainant has ehgrgek'tbe ﬁbmiégﬁgdf

aoéqéPG on suspisisus for the murder of hig:'°n'

~  Al{'Raza while the heirs of other two deceased .
(414not ehgrge any person inspite of the best

efforts of the applicamt. S A

-
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fﬂ~“5, *~.That thl ehallun waa suhmittel ga untraoeé fﬁt

, ftha;reaﬁon that there wgl.no oﬁher evidoncp}§$qept

:fl_: - ‘,the hearsay version of the eanlainant in tre Finé;
6. That thJ ultinate result ot the Case woulé ené on #he

’_desided for cver.aa~iu$h the hpblfeénézin-ggéd'-'

i"'.

aéduittal.er gccuggq.qad thg case faté weulé.be:“ 

| raith of decoasedpparty submitted untraced ehalla{.‘--

. f ‘ . N l . 0 " J

‘ to keep the eale aliv? for avnllihility of olid
1w . : S . e

evidenei in future asaiant the aceused.seslddsf :
2 ) C e : ' iy

'thia thJ case is still under 1nvestigation by e :
I .

angtber Pollce Officer aad no progress has ﬁeen maée..

L)
Ty

. .Q - S 80, for ‘in  the case. ‘ "::' . | o ggq.

oo : et
the supervision of JLI. T. memberl which ineluéed

: eight competant Peliee Offieers. Al the J I:m,; .  L

- I S | | SRR
memberl on . a written performa agreeé wlth the views of the

= | applieant and af ter pgeper de}iberation and Lpnaultn$i;§
| SRS . : o - ' R
| signed tLe performa ro.'qubmission erfuntzach.ehallgn{:f
_which wal~subsequéﬁily sigg;g by tban Sup;ﬁLntthént‘
!  ofIPo1ic? Investig#tion{ |
'gt: E .Tham the recoréing of ghéi;futeqo§t¢uzs”1§#£¢r:§.oghf ;5'
. ?_ R "h S 1%;; gpméop'pra§ti66 and 1£‘is.usuall;'fpﬁggﬁQQZfa
o N : N N Co
’ '-fl'E L L
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9, That the applioant has

: v .'...“... A ' - | .' ‘: | R ‘- ‘ ‘

] | '
avoid U!llllilixt tbe'wrong allegationa of-

conplainant

o a' witness)'party ané’ teifacdrg hig/vgrSien;,: L
: o '4 Y R R
L N AR
in 31ne Lr the statemint'{S;Ven'u/§ 161;Cr.p@o a

during the investigatiap'

cqndugpeé~the iéygst@gpﬁieﬁ :

fairly and honéptly. haaeiii no'éanplTiﬁant:p!_éorruptiep

.or~other malafide iﬁtention‘on thé.part of_dégéaseﬁf T
B S = S CL 1 .
’ : 1 ‘:J’ )
'party asainst the appliennt.
10,

That the whole éepartmrntal enquiry has been conaugted

' against the rulel pnd regulatiena. The stateqént‘ '

. I -
recorded during the enquiry 18 neither on Oath,nonjtbq'
applican% has been provide¢ the eppertunity t

e'cTess-. ‘
v' IJ. .

these eircumsuaqce‘!

exaniae tha witneu-ea. S0 inm

. . : '; ;..'
there il ne qvidentiarﬁ value ot departmental Lo

_oqquiry ia eyes ot law.

1. Tqap;ncguklly, the-hep&zcuéﬁﬁéi'fnquiii h@ggﬁaepul B

; . R R 3

originatgd due te 8ome differince with soﬁgfwéliee |
Iorriéers who wanted to humiiiate the ap;lic;aﬁhe;‘

, hiaggool perrornanee or’ other;ise there is lé ;f¥ttén3 e
complainant about the allegdtibns 1eve11ea qg#ié;t

| thé applleant. l_, S f . o

| . f;.f | o o ..   o -:NZ?ﬁCQ ; ]




that the order ot rever

12. That last but no

» 27 years excellent and undlamished rec

his credit. The applicant has performed all tbe "f

duties threughout esreer with devotion

aafisfiction of his superier and there

|
t least the applicant

a single bad entry1ia lervice record,

In view of the above it is earneltly requestéd

charges levelled sgainst the appliéant’in 5rlatef

interest of justice. The applicent will pray:

|

success , leng life anc

1

be set aaide and the aleicanj be exonerate‘ rrom.the |

) prosperity.

Yours Qb

( -MUBHT

has got "'l' :

erd. in

of the

is not

ion dated 09.11. 2017'm.y kindlj ;

for your

ediently ':-

. CTD Mgrlan

CNIC NO. 1
Meb: NO.

AV
4)\

AQ HUSSAIN )
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 INSPECTOR GENERAT. OF POLICE . o
_ KHYBER PAKHTURKHWA -kM-\\- X 37(\.
Central Police Office, Peshawar

\ L o No. &/ éﬂ‘ ' /18, Dated Peslla\xfa'x“the/-j / %2 /2018,

'ORDER

This order is hereby passed to dis

) pose of departmental appeal uﬁder Rule 11-A of Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa Police Rule-

1975 submitted by $1 Mushtaq Hussain (the then Inspector). The appellant

Was awarded penalty of reversion from the rank of Inspector to the rank of Sub-Inspector by Deputy

. Inspector General of Police, CTD, Kh

Yber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar vide order No. 13162-69/PA. dated
09.11.2017 on the following charges:- ' -

i) He while posted as Investigation Officer in case FIR No. 08 dated 26.0
FPC/T-ATA Police Station CTD DIKhan Region make two mi
firresponsibility in the said case Le. submi

' accused. , . '

2.2017 w/s 302/34-
stake/irregularities/
ssion of untraced challan against the charged

| ) ()  And also recorded the Statement of Mr. Muhamm
. Wsl64 Cr.pc.

ad Ramzan father of Muhammad Jameel

Meeting of the Appellate Board was held on 01.02.2018, wherein the petitioner was present
and heard. S '
| Perusal of record reveals that penalty of reversion from the rank of Inspector to
Sub-InspectQ: was imposed on appellant on charges of conducting poor investigation in triple murder
sensitive nature case. He subm;itt_éd untraced challan in the case despite the fact accused were traced but
he made no efforts for collection of evidence. The Enquiry Officer has conducted detailed enquiry and the
. charges leveled against the petitioner have been reported proved.
) Appellant failed to rebut the charges and he also did not
impugned{%"fder?gésged‘ by, DIG/CTD, therefore,
hereby Uphe_lzi." T

point out any irregularity in the
the Board decided that the order of lower authority is

This order is issued with approval by the Competent Authority,

r"'"_—"--—.-ﬁ

C

(MUBAMMAD ALI BABAKHTL)
Addl: IGP/HQrs:

For Inspector General of Police,

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,

: s . Peshawar. ’
No.s/ 686~ 5% ns. S

Copy of the above is forwarded to the:

Deputy Inspector General of Police, CTD, KP, Peshawar.

PSO to IGP/Khyher Pakhtunkhwa, CPO Peshawar, .

PA to AddL: IGP/HQrs: Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

PA to DIG/HQrs: Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

PA to DIG/Training, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
PAto AlG/Establishment, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
-PA to AIG/Legal, Khyber Rakhtunkhwa, Peshawar,

Office Supdt: E-II , CPO, Peshawar.
Office Supadt: E-III, CPO, Peshawar.

R RS- NEV A YR g




o, : Ha/;INV/CTDu‘) r/,ﬂ’:

b Ha_/leV/CTDJLljSII 4 ek

‘ :?TJ,:J-’ o/ SDSB z,,;,;r 210

~;&GJ~’ Pl 3ISIEA _'_5- B

WeF M| L8 /LJX uw’wwnaz,m @ \




j mm

C/& /‘) .J’V_Jr/! db’/&/@’

,v,,o ({(41 i

. /-)." /
Wi, 5185, <
L7 ",/”?/IJ{IJN._".'J"}
4




N ‘ : z_’.uJyw_ e n il iy S wwcm,w/’/a_jwﬁ cw Ty SHO

| f;/,ﬁ)b‘)l.abu” s ko
ﬁ{gﬁ;%f,;rigbmw;wK -1 rlf )
Tl i 2 3
T,{;Cw?}r}u:’iﬂ;d%?' -3

J !duub |

R Lz}‘di'!fvga u”,f/m. ULL;.&Z_Z'] oowsyf 26.02- 2017.>Jrfu~uyf oL
TS A1 anuyw,/dwdy,md”/ur ;Jc}r;uwjﬁ,J’erv‘uwﬁ’wwf

u.u/u/yf {a‘:/Ci:’//)’du’ui/_dfuf/b/l.ad‘z_.ézl/ //f%‘cwe_té_m 20395y |

g/ayg)’c.u’ L /JJJ,Q_ML ATt :LuJ‘L»KJ!LU/J{’l//ra_;WL AL
| ‘;,u“ l)‘I/_ULuL)'f /,&¢£lfc_d’a,nwv,/uwdyuuu/»unqu{f PPUS
'J_./I/D;’c...ul.c.uluto'(ﬁlu‘é/dwc_fbrﬂ(dlut),«’/fa.«uﬂﬁxaMJ’L/FJA!

i -J/ULuL/Ld/uﬁJé_./J’:_,u"'LJ”!}Ujﬁu“Vu‘lelfw L.ud‘w/“u*f;uu%

: .(fd/u)u‘é:’(j’f:/UU/VUW/jJJJ?ﬁ:fu’)JWJ:JVJWVW Lﬂ/(}‘b"ﬁ,ﬁd‘yﬂgﬂ

-4_J c».._,LJuf.tuw},u/,u“" v;,u*c,uvf/uu“FIR;LJJ/ULUL)JJ:M&J

g.
!

- J dfu (6/://6;:&//;.«1%( 4

: mewé u"y,um 185198, mmdmtuyéu*’w/ tww,d'r/z_y,ﬂfu*‘“
) c,»wzzj_.;tL,L:@wy,z/_;/@&;ayﬂwzgw,ﬁguw;nw,,w
A /J"t,CDRJul/JWLdx;;!wVJLré:uL)u‘écﬁ/@:'u"‘f_«brl)imdlﬂigf

Jduu*ﬂ;uwd;r///,iuu,wut)c..u{}ffww

| ) :_' Mw{ﬁ/#d{fd{/l//)”a%/uwau*]f'c—cfi"U‘Cféwbw'ﬁgﬂl'“jéu%y

-c..lfu/‘/":’

& Lz.(f o le“,,m;wwfwé & 5204 e e L

[./ W:bl.o..«/a__o/)CTD.«wISHOTJbJ’bjﬁJLuL).ﬁbdudfﬂfyb/d/uuwl
Jﬂ /LCU/%JJJWMMUL),%{ Ty LSy A o i CEISAAAIBL S

'x?"‘:' .



fuufut)wvdwuu»d’d’&uu@./VL/Jwu‘f;/ﬁJLuL)/?.wa//su’a_ @ :
1‘ Saila L m/,d’dﬂm)z:/_)uwfuuu’ywvdwrww /wt/..,fijw
t s L/u*“d/u,&/uuut).m Y Lm& J’" juw*L "13? .yct/ L)m“uuu,rb U"LUL,«—uL)
1)muvf,,wu,.wmwow&f oﬁ;I.zLJW-wu,ﬁ/(&%ut)médw
o ifuw,dﬁ,b/fruﬁ)u);ijubé}"d_lfJﬂm/;JuDPOJV/i/j.lntu(wd:( : |
IR N s IR Ju..f,/JJLJ;.&"Juuf b Loty P 5 TN
| uy"f’,{;waFug_Ldju/Jmpn;gﬁ/gd")’JJLj,la.Pou“.,ngtwuw,dul o
B 2 2 IS bkl S .vﬂdwfy-wﬁ;fvu‘»wvfu’y -
Kc_lal///ut}):’:»»’)’d/ Sahirtnl JE j:JLiu‘wu“';T’Lz_rJ/p"”LuL)f Ui IF

S bc.t‘lablf Cag (ML) 1S {1 % UMJW_/J' /L)ygugu’"" 1k f:,(zﬁ"c:.,«- /)(}I{,.;,w.fi ,

-c_u'ﬂ//;’bf/u/:’/




v

‘Lz. =

s ke }

.| CLASSII
B L T
MR2ABDUR. RAUF_YQUSARZAT, DIG/GOMMANDANT FRONTTER. RESERVE BOLICE | X

' NSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE N.W.EP, ™™

B A%

. Recruit Consﬁ:I\'iu'sh_t"aq"Hus'-sAa,iﬂ No 15125 -

§ ’ ‘ N A0

g
EA

sf..__ OF FRP HQRS:PESHAWAR,

.- in Recognition of -
Tai A1) round best reecruit.

. Cash "‘Reward Rs.500/~

)
- | : :

(ABD IR RAUF YETIRATTAY)

- Deputy GhPbA HDANITOF Poljce,

.. Frontjer Beserve Police, NNWER

3 );/-} PESHAWAR, '




CERTIFICATE |

" Pakistan _

Thts is to certlfy that

INSP: MUSHTAQ HUSSAIN KHAN

le:tmpatecLand Successfully Completed
Rule of Law Training Program with Special Emphasis

~ On Communication And Supervision Skill

_ held at pollce school of public Disorder & Riot Management Merdan’
- - From_08-08-2016 to 21-08- 2016

— Deputyinspector (:eneral
. of Police Training .
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar




This is to certify that;

_ | - Mr. Mushtag HuséainTnspeCfor Di_striét Swabl

has successfully completed 11-Days trammg on

PUBLIC DISORDER & RIOT MANAGEMENT
—held-at Schoel-of- Public Diserder & &otMaﬁagement Mardaﬂ— |
From 12.1. 2015 to 23.1.2015 |

Director

Pohce School of Publlc Dlsorder

& Riot Management Mardan |
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altendedtlwreﬁuhazeoumgn@etedwn(?i@qmuhddﬁam
.at @ollc&a&na\ﬂlardan and- dedared&rwaaﬁd. |

(Date Ist:Sept:1999.,

PARTICIPATION CERTIFIPATE

YEAR199 -

0000000000

{

.@9.99. ....... £0 .. 300803990,

DT.G. ﬁcrdan Range,

| Mardon
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f . o ) . :
; . UNIVERSITY OF PESHAWAR | .
! . - - {Pakistan) :
| ' |
| N i
' | LU o :
| | © Detailed Marks Cenvificate ‘
! " Master of Arts (FINAL ) in i
! Islamiyat, Annual Examiration 2002 :
i L Piivatc Candidate from Mardan ) !
! e Ve e Parcatage - 40, Aoms P Feceage A !
i | |
. Name: Mushtaq Hussain = - . i"'~,1..'aGende‘i-:' Ma{le " . RollNo. 23533 i
! Father's Name: Saqid }[a,s",gan;,; — s Regmitratlon(No. 88-M-8174" o tase o
' -
Papers . -
Al Qura'an Tram-ataon "2nd Half"
Commertary Aiongwath Gramrna : (V{l‘)\,f'

Contempo'rary Mus!lm World’ (IX)

OR Islam and Scnence (X)

Viva Voce

M.A Previous Marks

SEY

] Errors and omlgsio;; are sub
/7 to subsequent rectification

;F'i\fi'e Hund;edal{d Forty Nine- T

The examination was passed  in Parts "In"Second division.
Erarmination ek I Theery, 01,00~ 19.08, 202; Vha Voow: 20814100 202 | ! :
Rt Declre o Fariary 24, 200 '

. . : Controller 8f Examinations
N : oo AUmversity of Peshawar
\JE

(f-'_"-_--_.

.‘.
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- POLICE DEPARTMENT

.
99 No.

ana

13:17

SWABI DISTRICT

. , co ’ |
Annual confidential report on the working of Sub [ns.pect(!)rs
inspectors for the year ending 31 December, 2015,

Name Provincial or Range No. Rank and
Grade. | ’ |

|
I i

Inspector Mushtaq Khan 88/MR S/o Said
Hassan |

.I

:‘ Rema_rks'by:-

Where and on what duties employed
past 12 months

01.07.2015'to 30.09.2015
SHO Garhi Ka?oora,an‘d Police Line

|

| Class of District Police Officer’s report,
e :

IA" Or &“® BII

Is He honest?

1." District Pollce Offlcers and

. o
(M AR "‘-;“‘ hatﬁ SP
De u;y inspacter General G Pdtcg.

mzn R‘.Igjunv'i ?ﬁ&fd&ﬂ

2. De;puty Inspector General of Police |

(GUL AFZAL KH#)
District Police Officer,
Mardan

31 10. 2015 to: 31.12.2015 |




—4 Palice No. 107, = 5
b —F()(Tm-No.'fI:f:J © -
. ede3es -
N _
~— N~W.F. P POLICE
COMMENDATION CERTIF]CATE
_____ o N ‘-Granted'tO: CONST: MUSHQ.‘.&Q HUSSAIN NO.682
- | Son of: _ . .J_-Résiﬁéht';af' _Village,

SWABL T

"Polic':e Station,

. District,

o m recogmtxorwf ', GQ@ PERFORMANC‘?‘ VIDE GASE FIR Wp.382/97.U/8 .} f

GO/'I% Aﬁw HU%SAINQ _

Dated: .l.a.. 9.8-?.9.2.: - . )
‘The: QB.NQ.2217 _ SWABI.

Nou (1) Ifa Polue ()ﬂ'uer rank and number in f nal :
T (Z)wCash reward if any. to be speaju,a
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| BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL
PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. 235/2018.

Mushtaq Hussain ST CTD Mardan Region Mardan......................... (Appellant)

Versus
1. Inspector General of Police KPK Peshawar. - ]}’]/?E

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

Peshawar.

e a e e ne e e e e e ee oo (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.

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

- W

6. That the appeal is barred by law.
7. That the appeal is badly time barred.

Facts

Respectfully Sheweth

1. Correct hence no comments.

2. 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 ﬁo 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”).

3. Incorrect appellant has no satisfactory grounds to put forward to his
high-ups régarding the allegations leveled against him. As the bereaved families

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

R R R
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kS

while appellant willingly submitted untraced challan in a trace‘ case which is in
itself an irregularity and irresponsibility on his part. Moreoyer, 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.O 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 appell:étnt 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.U Khan. As the complainant
reported to the police that he is sure that his son and nephew v&ffere murdered by
Kashif Ali, Muhammad Aslam and Igbal 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 collect evidence
regarding the position and role/status of accused in defunct organization.

4. Pertains to record hence no comments.

S. 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.

GROUNDS |

1. Incorrect all the allegations leveled against the appellant are proved

“during enquiry.

2. 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.

3. 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.

4. Incorrect as per thé 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 Igbal because they belong

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




/

5. 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.

6. Incorrect as per the prevailing law the 1.O cannot submit an untraced
challan in a traced case. .

7. Incorrect as discussed in previous paras JIT members were not
contacted during course of investigation and the 1.0 now the appellant willfully
submitted an untraced challan in a traced case just to provide béneﬁts to the
arrested accused.

8. Incorrect submitting of challan is the sole responsibility of .O and in
the case FIR No. 08/2017 PS CTD D.I Khan 1.O now the appellant never
contacted any JIT member which is evident from the finding of enquiry and
statement of JIT members.

9. 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.

10. Incorrect attitude of the then 1.0 now the appellant in case FIR No.
8/2017 PS CTD D. Khan was totally irresponsible and thus irregularity
committed was proved against him during enquiry.

11. 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.

12. Incorrect the appellant is only trying to forward lame excuses as all the
allegations were proved against him during course of enquiry.

13. Pertains to record hence no comments. |

14, Incorrect the appellant is only trying to forward lame excuses. His
irregularities & irresponsibility as I.O provided benefits to a charged accused by
releasing on bail.

15. 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. |




PRAYER:

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

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

Inspector Gen | )
Khyber Pakhtunkhwp, Peshawar, PREE
(Respondent No.1)

neral of Police, CTD
tunkhwa, Peshawar, -
ondent No. 2)

Deputy Inspecto
Khyber Pa




BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL
PESHAWAR i

Service Appeal No. 235/20 18,

Mushtaq Hussain SI CTD Mardan Region Mardan......................... (Appellant)
Versus

1. Inspector General of Police KPK Peshawar.
2. Deputy General of Police, CTD, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,

Peshawar. ....o.ooiiiiiii (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.

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawér,
(Respondent No.1)
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x i 1) i, Rt AUAR ATIMAD, \U!’LRJNTILNDLNI OF l’ULl(‘L F[Qrs. CTD KHYBER
? PAKITENKIAY '\, PESHAWAR as b competent authorlty, hereby' charfe you
Inspector Mushiag lussain of this Unit as follows:- -,

. While you were posted as In e.stlg,ntwn Officer in Case FXR No 08
dated J’h 02.2017 w/s 302.34 PPC 7ATA P$ CTD DI Khan Region
make m o mistakes/irregulanities/irresponsibilities in the said case ¢

* submissiou of uniraced challan against the charged accused.

. And also recorded the statement of Mr. Mahammad Ramzan father

ol i\'lulmmmatl Jameel u/s 164 Cr.P.C.

nr. Your mll attitude a.pe.ll\s lughh' adverse on your part & is agaiyst
lhu. Disciplinary Rul¢s 1975 read with amendments 2004’

the P
which chnlxs highly adverse on your part.

- | . -

i
2. 3y reason of the above, you appear io be|guilty of misconduct under Police Rules, 1975
veud wilh Amendiments 2014 und, have rendered yourself Hable o all-or any of the penalties
x'|'-t:cit"|c-;l in v Rules;- ' S !

3 l. You are, lh(.lk.l()lL u(imu.d to submit your written defence within 7 days of the réceipt of
this (_h.uu' Sheet o liu: Enguiry Oflicer as thi case may be. :

4). Yom written ¢delenee, i dny, should maLh to the Enquiry Officer within the gpecified
pericd Bailing which i shall be presumed that you have ne defence to put m and it that case,

I3

exprte action will be wken against you
Y G shewot ot v s o be heard 1o persn.
- b

6y, Sunanent ol alleganion is enciosed.

| (WAQAR AHIMAD)
Superintendent Of Police, HQrs: B 1

CTD, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,

Peshawar.

|

|
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| SUMMARY OF ALLEGATIC
[ OF|POLICE,

gQrs: CTD, KHYBER
Mushtaq Hussuin of

0.4, WAQAR ATIMAD, SUPERINTENDAN
tted the following
i

PAKITTUNITIWA, PESHAWAR, am of the opiniop that Inspector
this Linit has rendered himselt liable to be proceeded painst as he conunt
he meaning of Police Disciplinary Rules. 1975,
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S ATEMENT OF ALLEGATIONS:

fficer in Case FIR No 08 dated
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A proceedings wy
Officer on the date fihe,
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Resp%:cted Sll‘,

h‘he undcrs1gned was entrusted Wlth an mqurry agmnst";, |
Inspoctor Mushtaq Hussam of uTD w1th the fqllowmg alleganons -
that: - | |

I irres ] ' d" ca € submtesuon of
| untraced Challan against the charged %ccused I
et " He also recorded the statement: ofl

B ':Ra.tnzanfathcr ofMohalﬁmadJa.m_ecl'u/_

mng the cour;e ol' enqmry the statem
' "oofﬁcmh were got rccorded

1. DSP Mohammad Saeed Khan CTD
2 Inspector quhtaq Hus am C'I‘D ‘_ U
p ~.13. Inspector lqb‘,al Khan, oo‘spgeia;ﬁiarancn, D I Khan
14 SI Faiz Kahm CTD D LKhan, mcmbcr JI'I‘ _
HC Nazir AhrPed Spec1a1 Branch D. I Kh i:, member JIT N
defaulter Iq ector Mushtaq ‘Huss C’l‘D HQrs"-l':-;:
‘ ‘ubmltt d rcply to cha]- e sheet ‘He was also called upon in the
office o unders1gned d- heard 1n person Some lmporta.nl.-

§
O
-quesuon were. asked om ‘him but hc faxlt.d to sa.tlsfy the' .'-'f‘-.":’ffn?:l._i,f: T
B+
M
|

'vnderﬁ ed ((,opy of ebtwne'
_ UehtacT Hussmn is enclo ed)

‘ bmularly D%P CTD aeed Kh n Wae also caHed upon m thc
" office of.| undersxgned to ecord hi ‘stateme sardin case
'. [I’anes aTaﬂablc in the' cage file in w
over the |  process. of thc mvcshga'
During lJns .statement DSP, Sae d "
investxgat on camed auf hv 'mww*-

i
t
I
I
|




'ﬂ:?"

‘. |BRIEF. ACTS Lo e

‘lover there w‘ule h1s soq \li
h Moharnmad Jamil were

'_iatg};cml hospxtal Paroa. "Durmg

v

a

.so layi dead ‘He took 't

is statement he ;'(.ported to the
Police that he is sure tha his son|and h1s nephew were murdered

by Kashif Ali, Mohamma Aslam fand Iqbal becau{se the accused
. Belong to rehgldue ten‘9 1:.1. b

']‘i'rc casc- was entrusted for in csttgatwn to lns*.}!)ector Mashtaq

‘Hussam . . has - . - committed ©  the - o followmgl."f-"'---"--‘

xmstakés/ 1rrcgulanl1es/ 1rrceponubili£ie's. EEEI

iin tanttracedcasc S L Ty

accused m the above mentxoned case, -

Kashlf Ahmed.s/ o Allah Wa.baya r/ o Paroa. D. I Khan

n‘ated that although he mgned the above men‘uoncd case Dlanes. IR
. ¥t the sxgnaturmwas taken ina routme ofﬁclal worl’c and that he is, ;
totally dasagrccd with the way of mvestlgatlon Farned out byl;ff L
‘ Inspector Mushtaq Hussam

. J AL case F’IR No. 08 qated 26-02- 2017 u/s 302 34 PPC 7A’I‘A PS

- |CTD DI Khan Region. yas registered by the éomq»lamant Bashlr"':_'.'.' :

* H‘*SSalﬂ s/o bal'ub Dagl Caste Balouch As .per’ his statement to
~'flocal Police in- ernergenqy room of civil hospu:al Paia that he was. i
;pxjesent at|h1s housc at about 12:20° hrs, he ‘got

- near GDunslar malner” tomeone had made ﬁrmg on his son Ali .
: RaZa. He reached the qp

formatxon that -

t ‘and found that motorcycle was laymg
Raza, ms nephew Saqt:m ‘Abbas. and ‘
: dead bodles. o

) ed orgamzahon and they. were *
_ ‘khreate: hing to kxll them e charged the above sa1d accuscd for the__'f 3
' ,COrmm sion" of oﬁ'ence }t is worth mentmmng that onc Mukhiiar
. |father” of Saqlam Abbaé one of the - above mentmned deceased.ﬁ',ff."?'.z'-";'»
| : (cousin of complamant Bashlr llus mn) was also klan by unknown ) ‘
| A;terrbrls|ts Accordmgly a.q FIR:No:3 dated 24- 06 20 15 u/ s 302 34-
. [7ATA hFS becp rcglstercc! in PS C‘i‘ D.1.Khan.- '

Huesain Dunng thc cqursc of mvcstxgcmon In:;pcctor Mushtaq N
1. H% faﬂed to bring evxdencc on case file agam st the c_'hargcd'
aceused and astomshm§1y submitted untraceq Chalaa. m the; S

Q. The complamant Baghlr Huqsa.m dtrcctly charged the fo]lnwmg - L

] r[.“ Mohammad Aslam s/o Ghula_m Akﬂar - /o Pdl‘od .‘,‘-',-



M

y FIT I Mohammac; Iqbai s/ o Ghulam Yasm r/ o Pa.roa D 1 Khan.

lnsll statement u/s 161 CrP '. before thc I/O but the I/O'”
fllﬁlun‘

hlS statement u/ s 164 CrPC to charge unknow:n accuscd for. the .‘_';.'
Al griﬁrdcr of hm son wh;ch cau ed’ a great darnage to:'i'he traced‘f‘.:i
|  ca e, thcrcfore, the arrestcd a cused were rcledsed or;. beul Juel. :.f
. ~ within 09 dayg of thpu' arrcet L |

30 also fmled tq Work on the med1um of threats to the"i"

' . we hle mvcsugamon, p;t he failed to estabhsh links’ and collect.‘.‘.’»':‘;"".".,"’..'.f_'

7. Dunng crdse exzm}mauon Inspector Mushtaq[ Huqeain stated.f
Ik _d_cmcd hxs sLance {n Lhen' s tement‘s amﬂ n Y

Ry m#;tantcase R

ti wort.h mentxompg that Mohammad Ramzan father of one of
the| decea.sed Mohammad Jamil did*not charge any ‘accused in

ecessanly brought h1m a.g in bql’ore the court for rceordmg

: c mplamant i e (verbal wrltten telephomc etc] whlch would be,"'-
e mam ewdence in the case, "

4. Inspector Mushtaq Hussam did not make any effort to recover.‘f-" S
| w#apon of offcncq nor he _"arned out housc search of the‘:._'.‘:-:"_f‘{f_ﬂ i
a.qcused during the,u' c,ustody of the accused for thc rec.overy of =
‘ w*apon of offence.™ ' : e -fi‘? B
5.1t is pertinent to mdhtion that complamant of FIR No. 08 /2017 Rt
PS CTD D.IL Khan eported ito* t.hc Pollce that thc chargcd ST

N accused belong to ;1 funct orgamzatlon and the e.ame stance is
rc&tlf'ed by I/O Mu taq Hussam in Dlary No%lS & 15 dunng

- evidence:in this regard. The a}ccused themsclves admxtted then S
o aﬁ.uhatxon with the gl funct orgamzatlon in the paeb : _;_.:;. '_ o .
6 CI)R was obtamed .. d placcd on case fi]e thhout carrymg out".’
. »any analyms by unself or.- through CFU to estabhshh -

, Iiiﬁ ks/ COmmumcanonllocatxon oi‘ ac.eusc,d w1th the commxssmn
| Dfoffcnw ,!'. S , )

A tha.t all the mcmbe;vs of JIT, cstabhshcd in thc nstant case, are';_ ,
'. 1sr. txsﬁed thh the p}'ocess of his mvcstlgatxon ,ut JI'I‘ members’la
l_'a.ted that they :
J were not even co) sultcd durmg ‘the:’ coxgrsc of mveshgatwn'.

‘ .
| except their first meeting held after thy. rcglstratlon of the’
I f




20 'cx.irS_idN: =
i As per the sta. mcnts o the above mc txoned off1c1als and .- |
dble record, it revealed that ‘the char €8 leveled aga:mst o
Inspector Mushtaq H ssain have been proved He' w111fully carried: -
out sub standard u‘} stlgatlon wluch not only prowded beneﬁt to . " ‘
" the éharged aecusec! the above mcnuoned case. but. also %uffered' o S ‘
_the aggneved famxhps of the three deceased Therefore 1 bemg

enq\.in'y ofﬁcer reco-' end that Inspector Muehtaq Huseaun C’I‘D
deserves an appropriarte pumshment

1

‘éSubmltted pleage. -~ . ce
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DSP H adquarter CTD |
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= PR # 091.92 “3093-9«#‘ Pax # 091-9218031,

‘ AN'O-LQLS_?/PA; Ditet L20  12017.
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TIGE,
1. . WHEREAS,‘YLu Inspector Mui

htag i-lugéa;n of this Unit rend; red yourself for

"Muhammad Ramzan father ‘Muhaxfnmad Jai

Kamal DSP HQi‘s:-/’CTD was pominated as en
2. " wh EREAS, th

against youy, Opp:ortunity of J
Enqufn"y ‘officer also 'exam:i

al ﬁ/_s 164:Cr.P.C 1ssued to
quiry officer to probe into the

matter:.,
enquiry officer carried out proper depar
|

tmental proceedings
was ﬁfovidéd to you.
ponse to Charge Sheet. The

tersonal hearing and production of defense
r‘ed your reply. s bmitted in reg
" enquiry officer found you guilty for the charges Ie'vgled» agaln
xinls}iment. ‘ I - T i~

< A AND WHERE}_AS, 0n goi ; i
-officer, material plac ‘
S onfile, I g

for award of appropriate p

defense placed

are 'guiflty. of charges

yed to 5§rou vide 7607.

1ds proved and recommended :to 'B'e aWardec[
- p

atisficd that yqu} have cqtpmiftcd Bross mis-cond{x_ t z;pd'
Teveled against you as per Charge Shcc?/Sta,tenlle_nt of allcgé tions conve
08/Inv: HQ/CTD dated 22-06-2017, wiicy stai '
appropriate punishment under the said Ryjes, P ; :
4, Now 'l,‘HEREFiORE, I Mubarak z;'eb PSP, Deputy Inspector G
CTD, Khybe | rity have téntatiw_:ly decided to!‘impose upon
: luding the pen

alty of “appropriate Punishment” ynder
1975 (amended n 2014) v : o »

eneral of Palice,

r Pakchtunkhwa 4g competent autho
you, any one or more penalties inc
Police Rules

You are theref;)re, issued Fina] ¢

{07) days of the receipt of the notice s 1o wh

3 - ) . : . Sales .
Show Cause Notice to explain within seven -

Y the aforesajg penalty shoyl

d be impésed-'.
stipulated perjog than it shai é'presurhed
-parte actibn shal] bg taken againgt
person or not. '

Copy of enquiry report g enclosed,

upen you. If your teply was, fyot received within
that you have no defense to’;f;offer and ex

OU and afso
“intimate whether yoy Wwish td'be hearg j n T '

. I’
v - 1
: S gAY | - {MUB B) psp ‘
- X)) _Q/(//L . Deputy Inspecjor General of P?lice,
: : - . [ CTD, Khy, rPal(htunkhwq',
: . shawa,r.“ , ‘

Inspector Mushtag Hussam, s

CTD Mardan Region \

TOTAL P. g

P F )
v ‘. i ‘5%@@ E v

§ misconduct and negligence |y duty, A charge.

you and Mr. Quaid-

st you, made x‘e;commendgtion .
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N> aceorTHE,
1 R GENERAL OF POLICE,
Co RORISM DEPARTMENT,
KH NKHWA, PE ‘
Ph#tL o 13-94 Fax # 091-9218031.
. -l '?A,naécdg# (4 /2017.
No w/ > T F
e - ORDER

. .: ¥ I |
This order is passed toc_l;ay on 08-11-2417" to' dispose of departmental
proceedings initiated against Inspector Mushtaq Hussain of this Unit.

 Inspector Mushtaq Hussain was ‘chai'g'e:;'.'sheeted un'ger the Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules 1975 (amended2014) on the score of following allegations:-

1. While you were posted as In%estlgation'Oﬂicer in Case FIR No.E‘QB dt: 26-02-2017
-u/s  302/34-PPC/7-ATA 'PS CTD D ‘1 Khan Region mal.ce' two
.mistakes/frregularities / irresponsibility in the said case ie submission of
untraced chailan against the charged accused. :

2. And also recorded the statement of Mr. Muhammad Ramzan father of
- Muhammad Jameel u/s 164 Cr.P.C. ' :

3. Your such attitude speaks h‘ighly adverse on your part & is against the Police

Disciplinary Rules 1975 read with amendments 2014 which speaks highly
adverse on your part. ‘ ‘ b 4

For conducting probe into the allegations leveled against lr;:slaector Mushtagq
Hussain of this Unit, Mr. Quaid Kamal K;han DSP/HQrs: CTD Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, was
appointed as Enquiry Officer. The Enqui Officer found him guilty as the charges leveled
against Inspector Mushtaq Hussain have been proved. He willfully carried out sub
standard investigation which not only grovided benefit to the charged accused in the
above mentioned case but also suffered the aggrieved families of th_erthree deceased.
The Enquiry Officer recommended him for appropriate punishment,

Called again and heard in person. The officer was given full opportunity of
defense, His verbal explanation during Ordﬁrly 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
all major shortcomings in the investlgatioiof 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 provetii. He is guilty of the charge/gross misconduct.

In the tight of findings/recommendations of the Enquiry Officer and available
record on file against Inspector Mushtag Hussain, I, Mubarak Zeb, Deputy Inspecior
General of Police, CTD, Khyber Pakhtun (wa being competent authority, hereby iniposes
the major punishment "of Reversion to the rank of Sub Inspector” with immediate effect.

Order announced. A !

[
(MUBARAK ZEB) PSP
Deputy Inspgctor General of Police,
CTD, Khyber Pthtu nkhwa,

Peshawar.

Copy of the above is forwardod to the:- ' W
The Inspector General of Police, Khy‘:]!er Pakhtunkhwa. |

All Add] IGP/Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, | - ', R
Deputy Inspector General of Police, HQrs: Khyber Pakhtunkhwa. !

Regional Police Officer, Mardan.  : . !
Senior Superintendent of Police/Ops CTD Central Zone.
Superintendent of Police. CTD Mardan,

Superintendent of Police/HQrs: CTD. !
Officer concerned:

PNV A W




KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

No 1146 /ST | Dated 04 /06/2018

To

The Deputy Inspector General of Police C.T.D,
Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,
Peshawar. ' :
- Subject:  ORDER/JUDGEMENT IN APPEAL NO. 2352018, 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 sub]ect for strict compliance.

Encl: As above : ' ' \

| REGIST%R'

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
5’/1/ SERVICE TRIBUNAL
PESHAWAR.
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" | PoliceNo}.99" 1"

POLIC]!E DEPARTMENT i

B Inspectblrs for the year ending 31 December, 2015. . 4'

‘No. 13-17

s | SWABI DISTRICT

| I

| Annual conﬁdentlal report on the workmg of Sub Inspectors and-

- Name Provmcxal or
ge No. ank and Grade

Inspector Mushtﬁq Hussain No.88/MR
! .

.i ‘Father’s Name

Were and on what dutles employed
duﬁng the past 12 mon’rhs

~ OI 01.2015 to 12.03. 2015 Police Lines

13.03.2015 to 08.06. 2015 SHO PS Kalu Khan

109.06.2015 10 29.06. 2015 Police Lines Swabi
1 30.06.2015 Transferer to Mardan D1stnct

. l.e 'A'or'B.

Clszs of Dlstnct Pohce Ofﬁcer s report

A

: — _
7, de).d_piu\‘ o |

Is he honest?-'
[ Remarks by 01.01.20] 2015 to 29.06.2015

1. District Poiiee'-'OfﬁCer end

12. DEputy Inspector General of Police.

~

}1"&-' R [}'ya%z/)/j.ov\dve Cnew
g 50}:.\/ o

~(SAJJAD KHAN)PSP
.~ District Il’olice Officer, Swabi.




