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KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL.
PESHAWAR.

APPEAL NO. 1069/2014
(Muhammad Sohail-vs- Inspector General of Police Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

Peshawar and others). ;

06.09.2016 JUDGMENT

PIR BAKHSH SHAH . MEMBER:

Counsel for the appellant (Mr. Akbar Khan, Advocate) and Mr. Sattar, S.I

alongwith Mr. Muhammad Jan, GP for respondents present.

2. Recruited as Constable in the police department, the appellant was

dismissed from service vide impugned order dated 03.04.2014 on the ground of

absence from duty w.e.f 29.05.2013. The charged against the appellant given in 

/the charge sheet reproduced below w&ith is as follows:

“That you were posted in the office of DSP/Legal CPO, to

work as Computer Operator wherefrom you absented

yourself without seeking any permission w.e.f 29.05.2013

and hence DSP/Legal CPO reported the matter

accordingly”.
Oaa-

His departmental appeal seems to have been rejected by undated order of the
o

authority, after institution of this service appeal, instituted under Section-4 of the

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Act, 1974.

3. Arguments heard and record perused.
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KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL^

PESHAWAR.

APPEAL NO. 1069/2014
(Muhammad Sohail-vs- Inspector General of Police Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

Peshawar and others). ' V

06.09.2016
JUDGMENT

PIR BAKHSH SHAH . MEMBER:

Counsel for the appellant (Mr. Akbar Khan, Advocate) and Mr. Sattar, S.I

alongwith Mr. Muhammad Jan, GP for respondents present.

2. Recruited as Constable in the police department, the appellant was

dismissed from service vide impugned order dated 03.04.2014 on the ground of

/n absence from duty w.e.f 29.05.2013. The charged against the appellant given in 
(he charge sheet reproduced below wB^th is as follows::vr

“That you were posted in the office of DSP/Legal CPO, to

work as Computer Operator wherefrom you absented

yourself without seeking any permission w.e.f 29.05.2013

and hence DSP/Legal CPO reported ; the matter

accordingly”.

His departmental appeal seems to have been rejected byj 

authority, after institution of this service appeal, instituted under Section-4 of the

undated order of the

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Act, 1974.

3. Arguments heard and record perused.
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4. Learned counsel for the appellant submitted that charge against the

appellant is that of absence but absence of the appellant was not willful. That the

absence reason was a false involvement of the appellant in a baseless and

concocted case in which the appellant was behind the Barat the relevant time. He

further submitted that the same criminal case has not yet been decided and it is

evident that without giving of any opportunity of being heard and defended the

appellant has been unlawfully dismissed from service' He stated that the penalty

is too harsh and the dismissal order is not is not' a lawful order, hence on

acceptance of this appeal, original dismissal order as well as the appellate order,

both may be set aside

5. This appeal was resisted by learned GP on the ground that the appellant

was involved in a criminal case of the stolen car which car was recovered from

his possession. He also submitted that proper enquiry was conducted by a

committee and in the light of that report the appellant was dismissed from

service. He stated that the appeal may be dismissed having no merits in it.

We have carefully perused the record andi have heard pro & contra 

Arguments. A careful perusal of the enquiry report would show that the subject of 

/inquiry is not in conformity with the allegations of the charge leveled against the 

appellant which charge is about absence from duty. To this charge reply of the 

appellant is that he was maliciously involved in a criminal case and has plea is 

that he was behind the barj^ that case. The enquiry report does not show that the 

appellant was summoned from the judicial lockup to participate in the inquiry 

proceedings. It is thus clear that no chance of the defense has been given to the
i

appellant. This is also worth mentioning that the criminal case against the
I

appellant has not yet been decided. ^When the subject of enquiry is not in 

conformity with the charge of absence leveled against the appellant nor it was the

6.
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4‘■j charge that the appellant was involved in the offence of having possession of the 

stolen car which is the subject of inquiry, it is thus obvious that the proceedings 

against the appellant are not in accordance with rules and further that full 

opportunity of defense was not available to the appellant. In such a situation, the 

Tribunal is constrained to set aside the impugned orders. The same are set aside. 

The respondents are directed to put appellant to fac|e proceedings de-novo in 

which full opportunity of defense be provided to the appellant. For the purpose of 

fresh proceedings, the appellant is reinstated into service. The proceedings shall 

be completed within a period of one month after receipt of this judgment. The 

matter of back benefits will be subject to the outcome of the de-novo proceedings. 

The appeal is disposed of in the above terms. Parties are left to bear their own 

cost. File be consigned to the record room.

- ^

)

(IfIR BAKHSH SHAH 
MEMBER

(MUtmMMAD AAMIR NAZIR) 
' MEMBER

ANNOUNCED
06.09.2016
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17.05.2016
Counsel for the appellant and Mr. Usman Ghani, Sr. GP 

for respondents present. Counsel for the appejlant submitted fresh 

Wakalat Nama. To come up for arguments on 6.9.2016.

Member

i

I

\
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Appellant in person and Mr. Rizwanullah, Junior Clerk 

alongwith Asstt: AG for the respondents present. Representative 

of the respondents requested for further time for submission of 

written reply/comments. To come up for written reply/comments - . 

on 01.07.2015 before S.B.

25.05.2015

^7

:ACi
■A:

, Member .•• f A / !;
Counsel for the appellant and Mr. Muhaninriad Ayaz, S.l 

alongwith AddI: A.G for respondents present. Comments submitted.

01.07.2015

The appeal'1s assigned to D.B for rejoinder and final hearing 'for 

24.11.2015.%

\
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24.11.2015 Counsel for the appellant and Mr. Rizwanullah, .lunior

Clerk, and Mr. Ameer Hamza, SI alongwith Mr. Muhammad Jan, 

GP for respondents present. Rejoinder submilled on behalf of the
A

appellant which is placed on file. To come up Ibr 'iargumenis on
A?

(A
Member

• ■'if.

t'
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31.03.2016 Junior to counsel for the appellant alongwith appellant and 

Mr. Ziaullah, GP for respondents present. Junior to counsel for 

the appellant requested' for adjournment. To come ..up for

A

arguments on 17.05,2016.

r:

MEMBER
A.

.. ..



!

Counsel for the appellant and Asst: AG for the respondents 

present. Preliminary arguments heard and case file perused.
25.02.2015

Through the instant appeal under Section-4 of the Khyber 

Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Act 1974, the appellant has 

impugned order dated 03.04.2014, vide which the major penalty of 

dismissal from service has been imposed upon the appellant. Against 

the above referred impugned order appellant filed departmental 

appeal on 30.04.2014 which was not responded within the statutory 

period of 90 days, hence the instant appeal on 22.08.2014.

The learned AAG while assisting the Court was of the view 

that the instant appeal in not maintainable. All the codal formalities 

have been adopted and the appellant has been dismissed from service 

in accordance with law. He requested that the instant appeal may be 

dismissed in limine.

Points raised at the Bar need consideration. The appeal is 

admitted to regular hearing subject to all legal objections. The 

appellant is directed to deposit the security amount and process fee 

within 10 days. Thereafter, Notices be issued to the respondents. To 

corrie up.for written reply/comments on 21.04.2015.
V‘'

— ■

Member

7 ■

Appellant in person and Mr. Sayar Khan, Inspector with 

Asstt: AG for the respondents present. Representative of the

21.04.2015

respondents needs time to submit written reply/comments. To 

P foB'pS^;^|^Slt25.05.2015 before S.B.come u

er

(
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Appellant in person present. Preliminary arguments partly

1
Heard. The matter required further elucidation, therefore, pre­

admission notice be issued to the learned AAG/GP to assist the

22.09.2014

I'l

Tribunal. To come up for preliminary hearing on 10.11.2014. ■I'i

,1

!!■

Member
■;

if

j

!i'

Reader Note: j

:

Clerk of counsel for the appellant and Mr. Kabirullah10.11.2014

Khattak, Asst: AG for the respondents present. Since the Tribunal
* ' i

,1

is incomplete, therefore, case is adjourned to 15.12.2014, for 

preliminary hearing.

i

l;

I
'i

;V

Reader Note:2- I
I.

f

Appellant in person and Mr. Kabirullah Khattak, Asst15.12.2014

Advocate General for the respondents. Since the ITibunal is 

incomplete, therefore, case is adjourned to 25.02.2015 for the

same.

f

;
■;
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Form-A

FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Court of

1069/2014Case No..

Order or other proceedings with signature of judge or MagistrateDate of order 
Proceedings

S.No.

321

The appeal of Mr. Muhammad Sohail resubmitted today 

by Mr. Akbar Khan Advocate may be entered in the Institution 

register and put up to the Worthy Chairman for preliminary 

hearing.

22/08/2014. 1

>
This case is entrusted to Primary Bench for prelirninary 

fiearing to be put up there on

2
f
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This is an appeal filed by Mr. Muhammad Sohail today on 24/07/2014 against the order
«. >

dated 03.04.2014 against which he preferred/made a departmental appeal, on 30.04.2014 the 

period of ninety days is not yet lapsed as per section 4 of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service 

Tribunal Act 1974, which is premature as laid down in an authority reported as 2005-SCMR- 

890.

As such the instant appeal is returned in original to the appellant/counsel. The appellant 

would be at liberty to resubmit fresh appeal after maturity of cause of action and also reihoving 

the following deficiencies.

1- Annexures of the appeal may be attested.

2- Appeal may be page marked according to the index.
3- Wakalat Nama is unsigned which may be got signed.

No. /ST,

Dt.ar /2014
R

SERVICE TMBUKAL 
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 

PESHAWAR.
Mr. Akbar Khan Adv. Pesh.

tJoTe.:

V

\
. X
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BEFORE Tl-ffi KI-IYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL
PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No. /2014.

Muhammad Sohail ex-Constable No. 87/Computer Operator Investigation Wing 

Central Police office, Peshawar ... Appellant.

Versus

Inspector General of Police Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.

Deputy Inspector General of Police Headquarters (Investigation) Khyber 

Palditunkhwa Central Police Office Peshawar.

Senior Superintendent of Police Investigation Wing Central Police Office

Respondents.

1.

2.

3.

Peshawar.

INDEX.
S.No. Description of Documents Annexure Pages

. ■;• ••-

Service Appeal 1 -51.

Affidavit 62.
c

Memo of Addresses3. 7

8-9Stay Application4.

Impugned order5. A
6. FIR B

Charge Sheet7. c /S'
tiDisciplinary Action8. D

Reply to show cause notice9. E /7
Application for joining the duty10. FV

11. Final Show cause notice IfG
Reply final show cause notice12. H ;/'o
.Departmental appeal13. I 3-'2-

Appellant
i

Through:

Advocate High Court.
Peshawar.

1?..V-'.
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBIJNAI
PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No. /2014.

Muhammad Sohail ex-Constable No, 87/Computer Operator Investigation 

Wing Central Police office, Peshawar Appellant.

Versus

1. Inspector General of Police Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.

2. Deputy Inspector General of Police Headquarters (Investigation) 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Central Police Office Peshawar.:

3. Senior Superintendent of Police Investigation Wing Central Police

Respondents.Office Peshawar.

APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF THE NWFP (KHYBER 

PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT, 1974 AGAINST THE 

ORDER OF RESPONDENT NO. 3 DATED 03.04.2014 VIDE WHICH 

APPELLANT WAS DISMISSED FROM SERVICE: AND RESPONDENT 

NO. 2 TO WHOME APPEAL WAS PREFERRED BUT NO REPLY SO 

FAR.

!

i

fi
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Prayer: - On acceptance of this Service Appeal the impugned order 

be set aside and appellant maybe re-instalteed in service with 

all back benefits.

may

RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH:

Facts leading to the instant service Appeal are as follows: -

4. That appellant was recruited as constable (Computer Operator) in 

the then Crime Branch now Investigation Wing Central Police Office 

Peshawar.

2. That in year 2010, appellant was posted as Computer operator in the 

office of Deputy Superintendent of Police Legal Central Police office 

Peshawar. The appellant has rendered services for 13/14 years to the 

entire satisfaction of Senior’s & Superiors and there is no adverse 

entry in his record.

1

3. That the same Police officers eventually implicated the appellant in 

false, concocted and fabricated criminal case vide FIR No. 463 dated 

03.0€2013 under section 411 PPG Police Station Chamkani 

Peshawar. Copy of FIR is enclosed as Annexure-B.

\

4. That the appellant was marked absent from duty and charge sheet 

and statement of allegation only based on charges' of absence from 

duties was issued to appellant. Copy of charge sheet and statement of 

allegation are enclosed as Annexure-C & D respectively.

. 5. That appellant submitted reply in response to the charge sheet to the 

effect that appellant was not absent from duty but was confined in 

judicial lock in the above mentioned criminal case. Copy of reply is 

enclosed as Annexure-E.

6. That appellant succeeded in getting bail in the above mentioned 

criminal case and Joined duty soon after release from the lock-up.
I

Copy of application is enclosed as Annexure-F.

V . t-
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That departmental enquiry against appellant was entrusted to Mirza 

Ali Inspector and appellant noticed that the enquiry officer was not 

conducting enquiry impartially therefore appellant submitted 

application for transfer of enquiry which annoyed the authority.

7. .

an

That another officer conducted ex-parte sorcalled 

proceedings against appellant. Final show cause notice and finding of 

enquiry officer was issued to appellant. Appellant * submitted reply 

and raised objections against the enquiry proceedings. Copy of final 

show cause notice and reply of appellant are enclosed as Annexure-G 

and H respectively.

8. enquiry

9. That Respondent No. 3 issued dismissal order from service against 

appellant. Copy already enclosed as Annexure-A.

10. That appellant submitted departmental appeal before Respondent 

No. 2 but the same was not responded within statutory period of 

Ninety (90) days. Copy of departmental appeal is enclosed as 

Annexure-I.

11. That appellant submits the instant service appeal; on the following 

grounds.

GROUNDS: -

^ A). That the impugned order of the Respondent No. 3 is against Law and facts 

on record. Copy of the order is enclosed as Annexure-A.

That the Respondent No. 3 has not properly appreciated the evidence 

brought on record.

That the Respondent No. 3 misread and non read the evidence which 

placed on record.
was

D). That Respondent No. 3 has passed the impugned order without evaluating 

facts and evidence on record. Appellant was charge sheeted only on score of 

allegations of absence from duty while the impugned order has been based 

on charges alien to the charge sheet. Under the law and rules the authority 

will not travel beyond the charges leveled in the charge sheet and as such 

the order is not maintainable in the eyes of law.
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E). That the alleged absence of appellant from duty was not wilfull and 

deliberate rather inevitable. Appellant explained in reply to the charge 

sheet that he was behind the bar in judicial lock-up and joining duty was 

beyond his control. The authority instead of accepting tlie genuine defense 

offered by appellant but did not take it into consideration.

That the impugned order has been based on involvement of appellant in 

criminal case which is still pending institution with police due to lack of 

evidence. Therefore the observations of the authority amount to pre­

empting and prejudicing the merit of criminal trial if instituted.

G). That enquiry officer has allegedly made recommendations for adjourning 

the departmental proceeding till disposed of the criminal case but the 

authority brushed aside the opinion of enquiry officer without advancing 

any reasons. '

H). That neither any witness was examined in support of the charges nor 

opportunity of cross-examining the witness and defense was provided to 

appellant. Therefore the entire departmental proceedings is conducted in 

violation of law and rules.

!)■ That appellant was not treated in accordance with law and rules. The 

criminal case is still pending trial and the authority iwrongly based the 

impugned order on criminal charge against appellant.

J). That the defense of appellant was neither considered nor enquire into and 

the impugned order was passed at the back of appellant.

K). That appellant was implicated in false criminal case. The authority without 

waiting for the fact of criminal case as recommended by enquiry officer 

passed the impugned order in deviation of well settled principles of law. 

That it is natural justice that the accused must be presumed innocent prior 

to his conviction by a competent court. Thus the Respondent No. 3 has 

violated the principal of natural justice. ,

L).

M). That it is a rule that the salary of accused must be paid to the accused in 

jail or to the hire of the accused but he cannot be deprived of the salary till 

conviction by the competent court.

. N). That the order of Respondent Ho. 3 without jurisdiction because there is no 

provision of law which the proceeding has taken place.,
1

i
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O). That the Respondent No. 3 has violated the mandator}' provision of law.

That the appellant will also raise others grounds at the time of hearing of
I

case.
n

It is therefore, prayed that by accepting of this appeal the impugned order 

of the Respondent No. 3 may very kindly be set aside and service of the appellant 

may kindly be restored. Any other relief though not mentioned specifically as for 

the court deem it proper in the circumstance of the case may also be granted. The 

impugned order may please be set aside with costs also.

Appellanl

IMuJ^m^ad Sohail, 

Ex-Constable/Computer Operator, 
DSP/Legal CPO, Peshawar.

Through:

I
(Akber Khan) 

Advocate High Court, 
Peshawar.

(Ahma^ai- Khan)
Advocate Peshawar.

CERTIFICATE:

Certified that as per instructions of my client, no such Service Appeal 
on behalf of the appellant has earlier been filed in this Honorable Tribunal 
on the subject matter.

Advocate High Court, 
Peshawar.

j,



BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVrCE TRIBUNAL
PESHAWAR,

Service Appeal No. /20I4.

AFFIDAVIT.

I, jVluhammad Sohail ex-Constable No. 87/Com|puter Operator 

Investigation Wing Central Police office, Peshawar, resident of Mohallah 

Bahar Gari Village Maryamzai Tehsil & District Peshawar, do hereby 

solemnly affirm and declare that the contents of the accompanying Service 

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

nothing has been concealed from this Honorable Court.

nt

IDENTIFIED BY:

(Akber 
Advocate High Court, 
Peshawar.

an

s ★
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL
PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No. /2014.

Muhamma'd Sohail ex-Constable No. 87/Computer Operator Investigation Wing 

Central Police office, Peshawar Appellant.

Versus

4. Inspector General of Police Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.

5. Deputy Inspector General of Police Headquarters (Investigation) Khyber 

Pakhtunkhwa Central Police Office Peshawar.

6. Senior Superintendent of Police Investigation Wing Central Police Office

Respondents.Peshawar.

MEMO OF ADDRESSES

Muhammad Sohail ex-Constable No. 87/Computcr Operator Investigation Wing 

Central Police office, Peshawar Appellant.

Versus

• 7. Inspector General of Police Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.

8. Deputy Inspector General of Police Headquarters (Investigation) Khyber 

Pakhtunkhwa Central Police Office Peshawar.

Senior Superintendent of Police Investigation Wing Central Police Office

Respondents.

9.

Peshawar.

Appellant

Through:
'Ml.

(AkberTvhun) 
Advocate High Court, 

Peshawar.

'V:.



BEFORJE THE KEFTBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL
PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No. /2014.

Muhammad Sohail ex-Constable No. 87/Computer Operator Investigation Wing 

Central Police office, Peshawar ... Appellant.

s

Versus

Inspector General of Police Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.

Deputy Inspector General of Police Headquarters (Investigation) Khyber 

Pakhtunkhwa Central Police Office Peshawar.

2.

Senior Superintendent of Police Investigation Wing Central Police Office

Respondents.
3.

Peshawar.

APPLICATION FOR THE GRANT OF TEMPORARY IN.TECTION fO THE 

EFFECT TFIAT THE DISMISSAL ORDER DATED 03.04.2014 OF THE 

SSP/INVES'HGATION WING CENTRAL POLICE OFFICE, PESHAWAR 

MAY KINDLY BE SUSPENDED AND THE APPLICANT BE DIRECTED 

TO RESUME/ PERFORM DUTIES WITH IMMEDIATE EFFECT.

RESPECIFUL.LY SHEWITH: -

fhat the applicant has filed the accompanying appeal in this Flonorable 

Tribunal today in which no date of hearing has yet been fixed, 

fhat the grounds taken in the main appeal may also be considered as part 

and parcel of this application.

That appeal of the appellant is prima Ihcie and there is every hope of its 

success.

2.

3.
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That the balance of convenience is in favour of the applicant because the 

criminal case against the applicant is still to be decided by the competent 

court.

That if temporary injections was not granted there will be irreparable loss 

to the applicant.

It is, therefore prayed that on acceptance of this application, the dismissal 

order dated 03.04.2014 of SSP/lnvestigation wing CPO may kindly be 

suspended and the applicant may be directed to perform/resume his 

duties.

4.

5.

Appellant

Through:

(Akber Khan) 
Advocate High Court, 

Peshawar.

AFFIDAVIT.

I, Muhammad Sohail ex-Constable No. 87/Computer Operator 

Investigation Wing Central Police office, Peshawar, resident of Mohallah Bahar 

Gari Village Maryamzai Tehsil & District Peshawar, do hereby solemnly affirm 

and declare that the contents of this application are true and correct to the best of 

my knowledge and belief and nothing has been concealed from this Honorable 

Court.

t

IDENTIFIED BY:

(Akber Khan) 
Advocate ITigh Court, 
Peshawar.'



oB- A/o-
(SBM9o' ORDER

— --
' ^^iis order will disposed off the departmental enquiry against Constable/Computer

^^^^^^^c^^ejator Muhammad Sohail No. 87 of Computer Section Investigation Unit CPO 

Peshawar.

2. ■ The defaulter Constable/Computer Operator Muhammad Sohaii No. 87 of Computer 

^ Section Investigation Unit CPO Peshawar while posted in the office of DSP Legal 
CPO remained absent &om dut^.-without seeking any permission w.e. horn 29.05.2013 

and hence the DSP/Legal CPO reported the matter accordingly. Subsequently it was 

^ lemt that the above named official had been charged in a criminal case vide FIR No.

; 463 dated 03.06.2013 U/S 411-PPC PS Chamkani Peshawar, allegedly being in 

, possession of stolen, vehicle and subsequently on his pointation two more vehicles 

: were also recovered. All the three recovered vehicles from the possession of accused 

official were allegedly stolen away from Punjab and Sindh (Provinces).
A departmental enquiry was initiated against the accused/official. He was served with . 
charge sheet and summary of allegations. The Enquiry Officer i.e. Muhammad Ajmal 
Yousafzai DSP Investigation in his findings held the accused ofiBcial guilty of the 

charges keeping in view the available substantial evidence against him but the Enquiry 

officer also suggested that the case is subjudice in the competent court which 

is yet to be decided therefore the present enquiry may be kepi pending till the 

decision by the court**

DSP Legal was consulted who submitted his opinion that it depends upon the 

competent authority after keeping in view the nature of crime to keep the enquiry 

pending till adjudication of criminal case from the trial court. As far as merits of the 

enquiry in hand are concerned, substantial evidence against Muhammad Sohail . 
Constable exists on record.

f/

\

.3.

4.

The defaulter official was heard in person and cross examined as well, but he failed to 

provehis innocence. Even in reply^to the Final Show Cause Notice, he did not advance 

any plausible reply, which depicts guilty on his part.

5.

6. In the light of above, the undersigned has reached to the conclusion that charges on the 

part of defaulter official i.e. Constable Muhammad Sohail No. 87 are serious in nature.
He: is a sti^a on the forehead of Police department. His further retention in Police 

department would be tantamount to detrimental and will tarnish the image of 
. (hsciplined force, hence jl, the undersigned being competent authority hereby dismiss 

him from the service under Police Rules 1975 with immediate effect.
7. Order announced.

/

(JAVElrZAMI

-r

D-DINFAROOQI) . .
Sr: Superiifiendent of Police

Investig^on CPO
/EC, dated Peshawar, the 03 

Copies are forwarded to the;-
1. DI(j/Hqrs;/investigation CPO Peshawar.
2. Director I.T CPO Peshawar,

^nvestiption Unit C.po
i PA to AddhlSP/irlvestigatien KPK Peshawar.
S. Accountant Investigation.

/04/2bl4:

' j
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Zamir-ud-Din Farooqi SSP/Investigation,
hereby charge

I \
•'i CPOt

I, Javed 

being
i • youauthority,

Muhammad Sohail No. 87 of Computer
competent/Peshawar

Constable/Computer Operator 

. Section Investigation Unit CPO as follows;-

i
I
■I
li
1

posted in the office of DSP/Legal CPO, to work
absented yourself 

. from 29.05,2013 and

.1
"/ ^ '■ ' That you were

as Computer Operator wherefrom you 

without seeking any permission 

hence DSP/Ltcgal CPO reported the matter accordingly.

1

w.e
a';I

!
to be guilty ofof the above, you appear.1 By reasons

misconduct under Police Rules 1975 and have rendered yourself liable to 

all or any of the penalties specified in

-j

the above mentioned Rules.

written defencetherefore, required to submit your 

of the receipt of this Charge Sheet to the Enquiry
You are 

> with in seven days 

'Officer (s)/Committee, as the case may be.

]

OfficerYour written defence if any should reach the Enquiry
specified period, failing which it shall be 

defence to put in and in that case exparte
(s)/Committee within the 

presumed that you have 

; action shaU be taken against you.

no
■ i

4
Intimate whether you desire to be heard in person or otherwise. 

A statement of allegations is enclosea.id

N FAROOQI )ZAMIR-U



Ai.wiiD , b
\ V

DISCIPLINARY Ar/rjQjg■ ./r /

/ I Javed Zamir-ud-Din
'! Peshawar being Farooqi SSP/Investigation,

Constab] /r authority am of the opinion that
Constable/Computer Operator Muhammad 

Section Investigation Unit

CPO
/ you
/

Sohail No. 87 of Computer 

CPO have rendered yourself liable to be ' 

committed the following
proceeded against, 

omissions/commissions
3-S you have

under Police Rules 1975.
/ acts of

■■ /

. ./
-7.

STATEMENT OF ALLEGATTm\r,s.!

t That you were posted in the 

as Computer Operator 

without seeking
hence DSP/Legal CPO reported the 

The above

office of DSP/Legal CPO, 
wherefrom you absented

to work 

yourself 

and
any peimiission w.e. from 29.05,2013

matter a.ccordingly.it act depicts 

indiscipline attitude
your inefficiency, disobedience, 

and lack of interest in the official duty 

to grave misconductwhich is tantamount 

warranting stem disciplinary
on your part

action.

For the purpose of scrutinizing the conduct of the 
with reference to above allegations,

hereby nominated

said officer
4^ is

as Enquiry Officer in the
matter under Rule-5 of the .said Rules.

The Enquiry Officer shall, i 
of said Rules, provide reasonable 

officer, record and submit i 
order and his

in accordance witli the provisions
opportunity of hearing to the accused 

its finding within 10-days of the receipt of this 

appropriate
recommendations 

action against the accused official.
as to punishment or other

(JatoBzamih^Uik farooqii
y Senior SupeNntei^ent Police, 

Investigation clo KPK, 
Peshawaa

■%

t

i
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Mii';
The SSP
Investigation CPO 
Peshawar

•r.

I, ■hi; t

IfW

Subject; SHOW CAUSE NOTICE, ?

p^^ocjo3ic^'
i

Respected Sir,

Kindly refer to show cause notice No. 4312-13 dated 17.06.2013.

My reply to show cause notice is submitted as under
I

■/

That I have falsely been implicated in a -:concocted criminal case vide FIR 

No. 463, dated 03.06.2013 U/s 411 PPC by Police Station Chamkani (Copy 

attached) and presently confined in Central Jail Peshawar and i am trying 

for bail. There is no evidence or other circumstances which could

-•'i

ensure
my conviction. There is every likelihood of my Honourable acquittal and 

bail At present i am confined to Jail and therefore unable to make’

, i
!

my
proper defense.

Yours Obediently,■■

: ,

.
■I:

y..
MuhamVnad Sohall

Constable
(Computer Operator No. 87)!

;

.r

(

•-tr?'
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7/
FINAL SHOW CAUSE NOTICirO>Sl>«w%Vi^^

r/
Wy- ?/

WHEREAS, you, Constable/Computer Operator Muhammad Sohail No. 87 

posted in the office of DSP Legal CPO, committed gross misconduct, as 

defined in Rule of 3 Police Rules 1975 that you absented yourself 

without seeking any permission w.e. from 29.05.2013 and 

hence DSP/Legal CPO reported the maUer accordingly and 

subsequently you were also learnt to have been charged in a 

criminal case vide FIR No. 463 dated 03.05.2013 U/S 411-PPC 

PS Chamkani Peshawar. Resultantly you were issued charge sheet 

with summary of allegations. Enquiry Committee consisting of Inspector 

Mirza Ali of was constituted to enquire into the matter.

WHEREAS, the Enquiry Officer finalized the enquiry proceeding by giving 

you full opportunity of defence as well as cross examination and the 

statements of all PWs have been recorded in your presence. Consequent 

upon completion of enquiry proceedings, the Enquiry Committee held you 

guilty of the charges levelled against you. A copy of the Enquiry 

Committee’s report is enclosed herewith.
AND WHEREAS, on going tiirough the Findings and recommendation of 

the Enquiry Committee, material placed on record and other connected
i

papers including your defence before the Enquiry Committee, I am satisfied 

that you have committed the misconduct and are guilty of the charges 

levelled against you as per statement of allegations already conveyed to you 

which stands proved and render you liable to be awarded punishment under 

the said Rules.

1.

2.

3.

NOW THEREFORE, I, Javed Zamir-ud-Din Farooqi SSP/Investigation 

CPO Peshawar competent authority have tentatively decided to impose 

upon you, any one or more penalties including tlie penalty ot '‘Dismissal 

from Service as defined in the said Rule.
You, are, therefore, required to submit reply to this Show Cause Notice 

within Seven days of the receipt of this notice, as to why the aforesaid 

penalty should not be imposed upon you, failing which it shall be presumed 

that you have no defence to offer and an exparte action shall be taken 

against you. In the meantime also intimate as to whether you desire to be 

heard in person or otherwise.

4.

(JAVED ZAMIR-UDipiN FAROOQI) 
Senior Superintcn^nt of Police, 

Investigation CPO Khyber Pakhtunkhwa



If
Reply to Show Cause Notice No. 5848/EC dated 22,07.2013

ATTESTED ,
■ Respected Sir,

. ‘it is most humbly submitted that I was charged in a concocted case and went 

■'. ■• ■to jaii as per law vide FIR mentioned in the final show cause notice, it is 

pertinent to note that while a person is charged in a criminal'case wrongly 

rightly he will have to face the process of-law. As mentioned^above the 

case against me is false, concocted and absolutely without any evidence. The 

registered against me by.a police officer on personal grudge which I 

will explain before your honour verbally. ■

on

case was

That this final show cause notice has been served upon me without 

the enquiry committee report and in absence of that report 1 would be 

unable to defend myself properly in accordance with law..

That the enquiry has conducted in my absence. Neither any notice as 

required under the law has been issued to me by the Enquiry Officer 

nor any opportunity of cross examination was given' to me. It is 

wrongly mentioned in the enquiry report and final show cause notice 

that I was given opportunity of defense and cross examination. If the 

enquiry committee has given this impression in its finding, that is 

totally incorrect and wrong and not binding upon me because 1 was in 

jail for some time and through that 1 can prove that the enquiry report 

sided biased and this portion of the enquiry .is absolutely 

incorrect, wrong and having no footing to stand upon in the eyes of 

law.

is one

• ♦:.

That the enquiry is one sided and therefore any finding derived on the 

basis of its evidence cannot be acted upon.



^ ,/ //

■i'-'-4 j'
That the balance of evidence in the criminal case registered'against

i

' me is in my favour as' there is no evidence at all in.the said'.case and • I
-.1

'therefore there is every likely hood of my acquittal and.in such case 

will be the most important defense. That- withoutthe -, acquittal

- ^';conclusion or;disposal-of that criminal case my trial in

double jeopardy which is .against the law and practice. Police 

- Rules 16-2 and 16-3 is clears in this regard and can be construed in this

.'i: ■ ■ ■

this case would»;• *

be. a\

%

.regard.V

' \

t

That the enquiry officer has conducted the enquiry in my absence and 

,has given wrong impression that I was present during the course of 

enquiry which speaks volumes of his impartiality and bias towards 

I therefore have no confidence on him and-request the authority that

*:

me,

the enquiry may please-be conducted by an impartial official of the

accordance' with the-

!

• I, . , department so that I may be-provided justice in 

law and' rules.

• ■

Submitted please for svmpathetic consideration,
■V

1 •N .

Yours obediently1

•!

'M
Muhanirhad Sohail

. No. 87 Constable / Computer Operator 
Investigation CPO-.

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar
!

-i

Ij
T-

Dated: 29.07.2013

c/Y\

pJ<\}0cjJe^-
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1/
■u

^ BEFORE THE DEPUTY INSPETTOR GENERAL OF POLICE HORS/
INVESTIGATION, KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR.

5,

‘ Appeal against the order of Senior Superintendent of Police Investigation, CPO,
, fi. •

dated 03.04.2014 vide which the appellant was dismissed from Service an flimsy 

grounds::
I ■ -•>- -

' :

: Respected Sir,

The appellant most respectfully submitted the, following few lines in 

support of the appeal.

That the appellant was implicated in a false case of recovery of stolen 

vehicle u/s 411 PPG vide FIR No. 463 dated 03.06.2013, Police Station 

Chamkani.

That the case of the appellant is under trial in the Court of competent 

Jurisdiction and has to be decided in near future.

That the case is false, frivolous and concocted which is made an the 

advice of Mr. Shukat DSP Police Station Chamkani who is annoyed with 

me on having some information for the arrest of a dangerous criminal of 

Police Station Badabeera of which I was unable to provide.

That I have not been provided the copies of relevant record for may 

defence.

■ That I have not been provided the opportunity of final hearing and the 

order has been announced in my absence.

That the provision of Police Rules 16.3 has been violated which provide 

punishment to official of Police after the decision of the case by the Court 

ofLaw.
That there is no evidence in the case against me and there is likely hood 

of my acquittal but due to the departmental punishment I will bear double 

jeopardy which is against the norms and constitution.

2.

3.

4.

5.

6.

; 7.
i

;

; PRAYER:
i

Keeping in view the above reasons, it is most humbly prayed that the 

order of SSP/Investigation CPO may please be set aside and the appellant be re 

^! instated in service with back benefit.

'/)
!/

y Dated: 30.04.2014.
ni

iie Muharnm^ Sohail,
Ex: Constabie/Computer Operator, 

CPO, Peshawar. 
(Appellant)

•i -

r-
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICR TRTBTTTVTAt.1^'
PESHAWAR

Service appeal No. 1069/2014

Muhammad Sohail (Appellant)

VERSUS

Inspector General of Police 

and two others............ (Respondents)

WRITTEN REPLY TO THE COMMENT.*;
OF RESPONDENTS ON BEHALF OF 

appellant MUHAMMAD SOHATT.

Respectfully Sheweth;

Preliminary Obiectinns;-

Para No. “a” is incorrect. 

Paxa No. “b” is

a.

b. incorrect formality only.
■I

Para No. “c”c. is absolutely incorrect and based 

imagination and quoted without
on

calculation
consideration of period provided for appeal by law.

and

d. Para No. “d” is incorrect. P.P.O and 

and S.S.P investigation , 

have been made party accordingly.

D.LG investigation
are necessaiy parties and they



-

4

.1 Para No. 
from the

e. incorrect. Nothing has been concealed
.'f.i , •

august tribunal and the appeal is supported by 

an affidavit which is self-explanatoiy for clean hands

e IS

Facts;

1. Para No. 1 is correct. 
Para No.2 is2. incorrect. The appellant lias a long seryice of 

13 years in which the appellant has not availed any
earned leave and absence of 31 days be easily
adjusted from earned leave of 13 months. The allegation 

of dealmg in stolen vehicles is totally incorrect as 

because the local poHce is unable to forward the challan 

of case to court due to

can

non-availability of evidence. What 

cars. Where are tliese
recovery which is still

happened to the recovered cars
and what is the fate of that
shrouded in mystery.

3. Para No.3 incorrect. The appellant has expressly
mentioned and explained in his statement to the show 

cause notice that the then D.S.P chamkani 

compelling the appellant for becoming 

one Irfan and this fact has been admitted by the inquiry 

officer in his inquiry report which is annexed to the 

comments of respondents. Furthermore the local poUce is 

unable to forward challan 

deficiency of evidence. The fate 

vehicles is also not known.

was
witness against

against the appellant due to 

of the three recovered

4. Para No. 4 of the appeal has been 

respondents. In fact charge sheet
admitted by the 

was given to the



• *.

appellant underl- one heajii and he was punished under 

another head, thus the ^appellant was deprived of his
right of defence which is x^niversally recognized right and 

its denial vitiate the inquiry or trial ab-initip. No 

punishment can be passed on defective charge and the
punishment awarded to the appellant deserves to be set 

aside on this clear admission of the department.

5. Para No. 5 is absolutely incorrect. Police rules 1934 is 

clear on the question of concealment or otherwise which 

is Section 13 chapter No. 26provides the provision of

arrest of government servant. Under these rules it is the 

responsibility of the 1.0. to inform the department 

concerned before or after the arrest of the government
servant. This rule has been violated by the 10 which
indicate the malafide of police for false involvement of the 

appellant in the instant case.

6. Para No. 6 has been admitted by the respondents which 

substantiate the entire contents of the appeal 

strengthen the case of the appellant.
and

I
7. Para No. 7 is an adrnission of the respondents which 

clearly indicate that the authorities were on one pitch for 

the dismissal of the-^appellant and change of 

officer provides no justice to him due to the D.S.P
enquiry

Chamkani who was with malice to the appellant.

8. Para No. 8 is incorrect. The inquiiy officer failed to follow
T

the rules of inquiiy as laid down in 1975 police rules. Ex- 

parte proceeding has been carried out but no warning or



>■

notice has been served upon the appellant before opting 

for ex-parte proceeding. Thej inquiry and its final report is 

full of flaws. The enquiry has been conducted by two 

officers whereas there is no permission for enquiry by two 

officers in 1975 police rules. It clearly shows that the 

inquiry has been conducted under an abrogated law of 

Removal From Services (Special Powers) Ordinance 2000. 

The enquiry report is clear on the facts of the case U/S 

411 PPG. Which admitted the doubt about signature 

recovery memos and says that it might have been done 

by the accused. If the accused is allowed to do so, what is 

the job of I.Os and court staff, what will be the fate of 

cases of heinous nature and why the accused 

languishing in jails. These are lame excuses advanced by 

the enquiry officer. The enquiiy officer has also referred 

to the finding of the officer who was changed 

application of the appellant. He based their finding on the 

enquiry of that biased officers which is not relevant 

under the law. In short the enquiiy officers have criticize 

the case U/S 411 PPG to the extent that there is no case 

and that is why the local police is unable to challan the

on

are

on

case to court till now. The absence of the appellant 

not intentional but
was

under compulsion and the 

involvement of the appellant in criminal case has been

proved due to malice of someone by the report of the 

enquiry officers as they have pointed many flaws in the
I

case which render it to a case of deficient evidence and

when there is deficient ^eyidence the accused becomes
;; **

entitle to be released U/S 169 CrPC.

9. Para No. 9 is correct to the extent of issuing of dismissal 

order but the order is neither legal nor speaking.



;■

10. Para No. 10 is incorrect. Annexxire (B)does not bear any 

O.B number or date. The date under the signature is also 

reflects some cutting. ■ No ; order for information to the
appellant or others is ^ere in the footi which shows that 

the order has not been communicated to the 

nor
appellant

to the office of the: respondent no. 3 which seems a 

latest action at the time of submission of reply.

11. Para No. 11 is incorrect. Plausible grounds have been
[

advanced in the appeal which are supported by cogent 

evidence and reasons. I

GROUNDS:

A. Para No. (a) is incorrect. The order has not been passed 

in accordance with the law. Enquiry order has been 

passed under the Removal From Services (Special 

Powers) Ordinance 2000 an abrogated law as there is no
provision of two officers for inquiiy under, 1975 police 

rules and the punishment was awarded under 1975 

police rules which action is quite illegal.

B. Pai'a (b) IS incorrect. The respondent No.3 has passed 

order of dismissal against the findings of the 

committee. The

an
enquiiy

enquiiy committee has proposed that the
decision on the inquiiy may be postponed till the decision 

of the case by the competent court of law but respondent 

upon the legal opinion of an irrelevantNo.3 acted 

employee because after promulgation of N.W.F.P



■ #

prosecution act 2005, D.S.P legal stands nowhere to give 

legal opinion.

$
C. Para (c) is absolutely incQirect. The authority has badly 

failed to go through the inquiry report which says there is 

doubt in the signatures on the recovery memo, the 

chokidar of the place from where recovery is made do not 

wish to bear evidence. The appellant had challenged the 

integrity of the previous inquiry officer on -which 

application he was changed but still his finding 

accepted by the inquiry committee but the authority did 

not take any notice of this irregularity.

was

D. Para (d) is incorrect. The authority would have framed a 

charge other charges and sumrnary of allegation b of 

intended punishment but nothing 

regularized the proceedings. The final charge sheet is 

given on the conclusion of enquiry and therefore 

opportunity of defense was given and on this score alone 

the proceedings becomes viated.

was done to

no

E. Para (e) is incorrect. Under the law as provided in the 

Punjab Police Rules 1934 which governs the police 

department, the police officer who is arresting the 

government employee is. responsible to inform senior
officers of the arrested employee before his arrest or if it

ii:

is impossible the senior bfficer be inform after the arrest 

by the same police officer. Police rules chapter 2b-13 is 

clear on the subject.



/ F. Para (f) is incorrect no one can be blamed for an offence 

unless he is proved guilty or that offence in the Court of 

law is proved mere allegations in the F.I.R or otherwise 

cannot make a person guilty of the offence Alleged 

against him. In the instant case the appellant has proved 

his innocence before the police during investigation and 

that is why the police is unable to forward challan
against him. This is a matter of consideration that the 

local police has failed to submit challan against the
appellant of a simple case in a long period of 2 years and 

6 months.

G. Para (g) is incorrect. The authority has not agreed with 

the opinion of the inquiry committee. In that case the 

authority would have referred the case to another inquiry 

officer, but he was not authorize to pass order contrary to 

the findings of the inquiry Committee.

H. Para (h) of the reply is incorrect. The appeal has been 

given a severe punishment for absence of lesser period 

than of the earned leave of the appellant which 13 moths 

on the leave account of the appellant.

I. Para (i) is incorrect. There is no weight in the evidence of 

the prosecution and section 169 Cr.PCp is there which 

comes to rescue the innocent persons. When prosecution 

has no evidence why they are not releasing the appellant 

u/s 169 Cr.PC. The mala|die of the police is thal they 

have kept pending investigation for a long perio4 of 2 

years and 6 moths. The mandatory provision of the Pr.PC 

a/s 173 is that tire case shall be forwarded to Court 

within 15 days or at least within 18 days, after seeking



permission of the Court. The police is unable to explain 

as to 

law.
why they have defeated this mandatory provision of

J. Para (j) is incorrect. The appellant was ready to lead 

defence but
r.

no opportunity was given to the appellant. 

Even watchman Saiful ^alook S/o Ziarat Gul \yho has 

given a clear statement ip sufficient for the defence of the 

appellant. ^

K. Para (k) and (1) has already been replied vide paras (i) and ;

(j).

L. Para (m), (n), and (o) incorrect. Proper procedure of 

inquiry against the appellant has not been adopted 

suspension order of the appellant has been passed

are

as no
'-i

during confinement , irf jail then the iinquiiy was 

suspension order till the 

dismissal order the appellant performed duties
single penny has not been paid for the whole period.

..t
.V*

conducted in the abserice of
;

but a
■J-r',

M. The appellant will raise other grounds during the hearing 

of the appeal.
'.'5

Appellant
Muhammad Sohaid 
Ex- Constable 

K.P.O. D.S.P. Legal 
C.P.O. Peshawar.

Through

Dated: 23/11/2015 Akbar Khan
Advocate High Court, 
Peshawar.
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL

PESHAWAR^•a

Service appeal No. 1069/2014
■ ?■ (App)ellant)Muhammad Sohail

VERSUS

Inspector General of Police and two other__

Subject: COMMENTS/REPLY ON BEHALF OF RESPONDENTS.

Preliminary objections:- i

(Respondents)

a) The appeal has not been based on facts. ,

The appeal is not maintainable in the present form.

The appeal is barred by law and limitation. .

The appeal is bad for mis-joinder and non-joinder of necessary 

parties. '

The appellant has not come to the tribunal with clean hands.

b)

c)

d)

e)

Respectfully Sheweth!

FACTS:-

Needs no comment as it pertains to the service record of appellant. 

Correct to the extent of appointment of appellant. The remaining 

Para is denied because appellant not only absented himself for long 

period but was also found involved in dealing stolen property. Three 

stolen vehicles were recovered from the possession of appellant and 

he is still facing trial on the above charges; therefore his further
I

retention in police department was not justified..
Incorrect, appellant has not pointed any malice \on the part of Police 

in registration of criminal case against him. Furthermore, the guilty 

conscious of appellant led to registration of the case and according to 

investigation of the case three stolen vehicles y^ere recovered from 

his possession. '

Correct to the extent that appellant was found,absent from duty for 

long time therefore charge sheet based on allegation of absence from 

duty was issued to him.

Incorrect, appellant concealed his involvement land arrest in criminal
I

case and remained absent and he pointed such facts in his reply. The 

reply of appellant was found unsatisfactory therefore departmental 

proceedings were conducted into the charges leveled against 

appellant.

Correct to the extent of grant of bail to appellant.

1.

2.

3.

4.

5.

6.



Correct to the extent that the enquiry officer was changed on the7.

application of appellant which establishes the bona fide of 

respondents.

Incorrect, enquiry officer provided chance of defence to appellant 

but appellant failed to advance plausible explanation in response to 

his absence from duty and involvement in dealing stolen vehicles. 

He failed to rebut the charges leveled against him. Copy of enquiry 

report is enclosed as Annexure “A” which is explanatory on the 

matter.

Correct to the extent that respondent No. 3 issued dismissal from 

service order of appellant vide speaking order.

In correct, the departmental appeal of appellant has been rejected by 

the DIG, HQrs: Investigation copy of order is enclosed as Annexure

8.

9.

10.

“B”.

In correct, the appeal of appellant is not sustainable on the grounds 

advanced in the appeal.

11.

GROUNDS

A. Incorrect, the impugned order is just, legal and was passed in 

accordance with law after thorough evaluation of facts and 

evidence on record.

Incorrect, proper speaking order has been passed on the 

departmental proceedings initiated against appellant.

Incorrect, the impugned order was passed after thorough 

examination of the record, facts and evidence placed on file. 

Incorrect, appellant was charge sheeted on the score of 

allegation of will-full and deliberate absence from duty and 

he himself pointed out his involvement in criminal case. Such 

facts were converged to appellant in final show cause notice 

and he failed to rebut the charges.

Incorrect, appellant concealed his involvement in criminal
I

case and absented himself willfully and deliberately from 

duty.

Incorrect, criminal proceedings and departmental proceedings 

are distinct in nature and can go side by side. Appellant being 

member of Police was involved in dealing in stolen vehicles 

therefore; his retention in Police was not justified.

Incorrect, enquiry officer found appellant guilty of the 

charges and suggested that the departmental proceedings may 

be kept pending till final decision of the criminal case.

B.

C.

D.

E.

F.

G.



However, the authority did not agree with the suggestion of

the enquiry officer and issued final show cause notice to the
'?•

appellant. Appellant was also heard in' person however, 

appellant failed to submit plausible explanation and defence 

in rebuttal of the Charges leveled against him.

Incorrect, appellant was unable to establish his long absence 

from duty and involvement in dealing in stolen vehicles. 

Incorrect, appellant himself has admitted that he was initially 

charge sheeted on the score of allegations of absence from 

duty. During departmental proceedings it came to light that he 

was also involved in criminal charges. Therefore, there was 

no justification in keeping the departi^ental proceedings 

pending till final decision of the criminal case.

Incorrect appellant failed to advance any plausible defence. 

Incorrect this Para is mere repetition of Para (1) of the ground 

of appeal.

Incorrect the impugned order was passed in departmental 

proceedings initiated against appellant. The criminal court 

will hold its own opinion on conclusion of trial.

Incorrect, appellant salary was properly 'paid to appellant for 

the period he performed duties

Incorrect the impugned order was passed by the competent 

authority.

Incorrect the impugned order was passed after adopting all 

the legal and procedural formalities. ,

The respondent may also be allowed to raise other grounds 

during hearing of the case. , j

It is therefore, prayed that the appeal niay be (^smissed with 

costs. / /

H.

I.

J.

K.

L.

M.

N.

O.

P.

Deputy Inspector General of Police 
Inv: HQrs: Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 

Peshawar.
(Respondent No. 2-'^^—■------

PROVINCJt^teTOLICE OFFICER, 
lyber Pakhtunkhwa,

^ Peshawar.
'Respondent No.l) r\

\ )\

Senior Superintendent of Police,\
Investigation wings^PO, 

Peshawar.
(Respondent No.3)
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ORDER
•-■

This order is passed on departmental appeal of Muhammad Sohail 

Ex-Constable wherein he has challenged the order of Senior Superintendent 

of Police investigation CPO vide which he was dismissed fonp service.

The relevant record gone through which revealed that all legal and 

codal formalities were adopted before passing the impugned order. Proper 

chance of defense was provided to appellant but he failed to rebut the 

serious charges of dealing in stolen property. No infirmity and legal lacuna 

has been pointed out in the impugned order and no fresh ground has been 

brought on record.

In view of the above the appeal as rejected being without any force

i

and substance.

/
f TDeputy Inspector General 

Of Police Headquarters - 
Investigation CPO

I
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KlI YJ^ER VAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIHUNAI. PESHAWAR

Dated 9/9 / 2016 :1481 /STNo.

To

'I'he Senior Superinlendenl of Police, 
Investigation Wing Central Police Peshawar.

Subjeci; - ,iui)Gmi:ni

I am directed to forward herewitlh a certified copy of .liidgement dated 
06 .09.2016 passed by this Tribunal on the above subject for strict compliance.

h.nel: As above

irfeOISTRAlV
KHYBER PAKHTUNICHWA 

SERVICE 'fRIBUNAL 
PESl-lAWAR.

ft:

I
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