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04.10.2022 - Clerk of counsel for the appellant present. =~ Mr. Muhammad

Adeel Butt, Addl. AG alongwith Muhammad Raziq, H.C for the

respondents present.

_ Reply/comments have not been submitted. Learned AAG
L . ' requested for further time. Last opportunity is granted. To come up for

written reply/comments 25.11.2022 before S.B.

(Mian Muhammad)
Member (E)
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15.08.2022

23" June, 2022 Counsel for the appellant present and submits that vide

order dated 24.09.2021 regarding removal from service, the
appellant filed departmental appeal on 28.09.2021 which was
partially accepted vide impugned order dated 05.01.2022 and
“removal from service” was converted into “forfeiture of
approved service of two years”. The appellant then filed this
service appeal on 03.02.2022 which appears to be within time
and is admitted to full hearing subject to all just and legal
objections by the other side. The appellant is directed to deposit
security and process fee and security within 10 days.
Thereafter, notices be issued to the respondents. To come up

for written reply/comments on 15.08.2022 before S.B.

Q

(Kalim Arshad Khan)
Chairman

Clerk of learned counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Kabirullah
Khattak, Additional Advocate General for the respondents present.

Reply/comments on behalf of respondents not submitted. Learned
Additional Advocate General seeks time to contact the respondents; for
submission of reply/comments. Adjourned. To me up for
reply/comments on 04.10.2022 before S.B. |

A

(Mian Muhammad)
Member (E)
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FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Court of
Case No.- 159 1022
S.No. Date of order Order or other proceedings with sighature of judge
proceedings
1 2 3

1- 03/02/2022 The appeal of Syed Sajid Ali Shah presented today by Mr. Fazal Shah

Mohmand Advocate may be entered in the Institution Régister and put up to

the Worthy Chairman for proper order please. \ ;
REGISTRAR -~—

2. ~ This case is entrusted to S. Bench at Peshawar for preliminary

hearing to be put there on ©f — OY . Jp22- : )

CHAIRMAN

01.04.2022 Clerk of learned counsel for the appellant present.

Former requests for adjournment on the ground that learned
counsel is busy before the Peshawar High Court, Peshawar.
Adjourned. To come up for preliminary hearing on 23.06.2022
before S.B.

(MIAN MUHAMMAD)
MEMBER(E)




)
- BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KPK PESHAWAR

Service Appeal NoO [ ',} _?5 /2022

Syed Sajid Ali Shah...................................................Appellant

VERSUS
CCPO and OtherS.cmmssessmssasmssassassssmssnssaseasaseasmasasess Respondents
INDEX

S. No | Description of Documents Annexure | Pages

1. | Service Appeal with affidavit \‘-q

2. Copy of Charge Sheet & Reply A&B <. b

3. Copy of Inquiry Report dated 16-06-2021 C 7

4. Copy of de-novo Inquiry Report dated 02-07-2021 D 8

5. Copy of Final Show Cause Notice & Reply E&F 9-/¢

6. Copy of order dated 24-09-2021 G /-

7. Copy of departmental appeal & order dated 05-01- H&I

2022 j2-13

112, | Copy of Addendum dated 29-08-2017 ' J 1y
[13. | Vakalat Nama /¢

Dated:-31-01-2022 gp/el’}én/t

Through

FazAL SHAH MOHMAND

ADVOCATE,
SuUPREME COURT OF PAKISTAN.

OFFICE:-

Cantonment Plaza Flat# 3/B
Khyber Bazar Peshawar.
Cell# 0301 8804841

Email:- fazalshahmohmand@gmail.com
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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KPK PESHAWAR
Service Appeal No__ /2022

Syed Sajid Ali Shah, Junior Scale Stenographer, Capital City Police
Office, Peshawar. ........................... Appellant
VERSUS

:‘1. Capital City Police Officer, Peshawar.
2. Senior Superintendent of Police Co-Ordination, Peshawar.

3. District Police Officer, Khyber.

4. Provincial Police Officer; Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
Respondents

APPEAL U/S 4 OF THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE
TRIBUNAL ACT 1974 AGAINST THE ORDER DATED 05-01-
2022 OF RESPONDENT NO 1 TO THE EXTENT OF
FORFEITURE OF APPROVED SERVICE OF TWO YEARS OF
THE_APPELLANT AND NOT GRANTING BENEFITS OF

INTERVENING PERIOD.

PRAYER:-

On acceptance of this appeal the impugned Order dated 05-01-
2022 to the extent of the appellant may kindly be

« varied/modified to the extent thereby reinstating the appellant
in service with all back benefits.

Respectfully Submitted:-

1. That the appellant was appointed as Junior Scale Stenographer
in Police Department Peshawar in the year 2016 who during his
service performed his duties with honesty and full devotion and
to the entire satisfaction of his high ups.

2. That the appellant is at the strength of Capital City Police and
in the year 2018 was transferred to the office of respondent No
3 and after serving there for about 4/5 month was transferred
back to Capital City Police, Peshawar however things went
changed with the transfer of District Police Officer as there
were some grouping who were catering vested interests.

3. That during the posting of the appellant at the office of
respondent No 3, a complaint against Constable Adnan Zulfigar
No 42 on citizen portal that despite being transferred to CPC,
he is not complying with such orders, which complaint the
appellant put up to his high ups who sent the same to
respondent No 1, upon which the SSP Co-Ordination suspend
the said Constable however on the next very day he was again
reinstated. Stranaelv iust after two days, the appellant along
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with one Sibghat Ullah, Senior Clerk, were subjected to
departmental action for no fault.

4. That Charge Sheet was issued to the appellant by respondent
No 2 which the appellant replied on 26-04-2021 in detail
refuting the allegations and bringing the true facts and
circumstances on record accordingly. (Copy of Charge Sheet &
reply therein is enclosed as Annexure A & B).

5. That there after inquiry was conducted wherein the statement
of the appellant was recorded while Constable Adnan did not
bother to join the inquiry proceedings and the inquiry officer
keeping in view the facts and circumstances of the case
recommended for filing the inquiry without further proceedings.
(Copy of Enquiry Report dated 16-06-2021 is enclosed as

Annexure C).

6. That respondent No 2 did not agreed with the inquiry report
and requested the SSP Investigation, CCP, Peshawar for
denovo inquiry vide Letter dated 25-06-2021 who without going
into the facts and circumstances of the matter, submitted that
either the inquiry file may be returned to the inquiry officer for
its completion and revisiting of his recommendations or the
competent authority may go against the recommendations of
the inquiry officer and may award major of minor punishment
vide Letter dated 02-07-2021. (Copy of de-novo inquiry
report dated 02-07-2021 is enclosed as Annexure E).

7. That Final Show Cause Notice was issued to the appellant
which the appellant replied in detail again refuting the
allegations. (Copy of Final Show cause Notice & reply
therein is enclosed as Annexure F & G).

8. That without considering the reply, record facts and
circumstances & even recommendations of the inquiry officer,
the appellant was awarded the major penalty of Removal from
service by respondent No 2 vide Order dated 24-09-2021.
(Copy of Order dated 24-09-2021 is enclosed as Annexure
H).

9. That the appellant filed departmental appeal before respondent
No 1 on 28-09-2021 who called comments of respondent No 3
and finally the appellant was reinstated in service and his
punishment was converted into forfeiture of approved service
of two years and no benefits were granted for the intervening
period vide Order dated 05-01-2022. ({Copy of Departmental
az;-)lc,eal, & Order dated 05-01-2022 is enclosed as Annexure
I .

10. That the impugned Order dated 05-01-2022 to the extent of
nat reinstatina the abpellant in service with all back benefits, is
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against the law, facts and principles of justice on grounds inter-
alia as follows:-

GROUND S:-

A. That the impugned Order is illegal, unlawful, without
lawful authority and hence void ab-initio.

B. That mandatory provisions of law and rules have been
badly violated by the respondents and the appellant has
not been treated according to law and rules in violation of -
Article 4 and 25 of the Constitution.

C. That the appellant was punished by an officer who is not
competent in law to award penalty to the appellant as
evident from Addendum dated 29-08-2017, the order is
thus void and corum non judice. {Copy of Addendum
dated 29-08-2017 is enclosed as Annexure K).

D. That strangely Final Show Cause Notice was issued to the
| appellant under Police Rules 1975 while the appellant was
awarded punishment under E & D Rules 2011, thus the
impugned order is liable to be modified as requested on

this score alone.

E. That during so called de-novo inquiry, no evidence was
collected against the appellant in support of allegations
nor the allegations were ever substantiated but even then
adverse recommendations were made for reasons other

than fair and bonafide.

F. That during so called de-novo inquiry no one was
examined in presence of the appellant nor was ever the
appellant provided with opportunity of cross examination.

G. That the note sheet speaks of anything but not fair and
bonafide.

H.That even the authority has disagreed with the
recommendations of the inquiry officer and that too
without assigning any reason, thus on this score alone
the impugned order is liable to be modified.

I. That in fact all the allegations were leveled by Constable
Adnan Zulfigar who is posted in the office of respondent
No 3 and who is the hand in affairs there and who
despite summons, did not bother to appear before the
inquiry officer, thus the impugned order is liable to be
varied/modified.
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J. That the appellant was not afforded opportunity of
personal hearing.

K. That the appellant has about 6 years of service with
unblemished service record.

L. That the appellant seeks the permission of this honorable
tribunal for further/additional grounds at the time of

arguments.

It is therefore prayed that appeal of the appellant may kindly be
accepted as prayed for in the heading of the appeal.

(3

Any other relief deemed appropriate and not specifically asked
for, may also be granted in favor of the appeliant.

Dated:-31-01-2022 ppellant

{ Through m

{
\ FAazAL SHAH MOHMAND
ADVOCATE,

H
: SUPREME COURT OF PAKISTAN.

LIST OF BOOKS

1. Constitution 1973.
“2. other books as per need

CERTIFICATE:

Certified that as per instructions of my client, no other Service Appeal
on the same subject and between the same parties has been filed
previously or concurrently before this honorable Tribunal.

s

ADVOCATE

AFFIDAVIT

I, Syed Sajid Ali Shah, Junior Scale Stenographer, Capital City Police
Office, Peshawar, do hereby solemnly affirm and declare on oath that
the contents of this Appeal are true and correct to the best of my
knowledge and belief and nothing has been concealed from this:

honorable Tribunal.
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1,S5r: Superintendent of Police, Coordination, Capital ¢
police Peshawar, as a competent authority, hereby, charge
Steno Typist Sajid _for the following irregularities.

DPO Khyber reported vide his office letter No. 1050/PSO
dated 02.04.2021 that you while posted in the office of DPO Khyber (now
in CPC), was found indulged in grouping with the convenience of SC
Sibghatullah, making interference in the affairs of everyone to extort
gratification/money. You also filed anonymous complaints against the
staff of DPO/Khyber in order to obtain desired posting. Due to your
. : malicious practice staff of DPO & official work has badly suffered and
' : the complaints filed through PMDU brought bad name for police.

This amounts to gross misconduct on your part and is against
the discipline of the force.”

You are, thefefore, required to submit your written defence
within seven days of the receipt of this charge sheet to the Enquiry
Officer committee, as the case may be. ' '

Your written defence, if any, should reach the Enquiry

_ Officer/Committee within the specified period, failing -which it shall
be presumed that have no defence to put in and in that case ex-
parte action shall follow against you. -« e

Intimate whether you desire to be heard in person.

A statement of allegation is enclosed.

SENIOR SURERMTENDED OF POLICE,
» COORDINATION, PESHAWAR

SHUNRE wudNw praishsnen [olier/Chorges sheet new



Reply to Chia'rge Sheet
Respected Sir,

f | \\’
- | 6'- '\B

With reference to charge sheet bearing No.128/PA/Coord. Dated 19.04.2021, | humbly

submit the following facts'in my defense.

a)

5,

b)

T o
eV

B

R

* in any such practices,
" long and that too when a complaint lodged agains

for seeking desired posting but in fact, | have not

According to letter of DPO Khyber, it is alleged that i, in ¢onnivance with SC Sibghat Utlah

interfered in the affairs of everyone for the purpo
worth to mention here that there was a competent officer then serving as DPO Khyber
under whose command | served as PA and if there was anything wrong or I was involved
the then DPO should have taken action againét me. Why it took so
t Constable Adnan on PCP.

it is further alleged that | made anonymous complaints against the_staff of DPO/Khyber
hing to do with it. tam falsely dragged in

d to this humiliation and disgrace on mere

this self-made story. | may not be subjecte
ged any complaint against anyone. Factusl

accusations without any proof. | never lod
position is that when | was serving in CPC, a complaint against FC Adnan received on

Pakistan Citizen Portal. | being PA to Commandant/CPC took print and brought it into the
notice of my immediate officer who sought a report from DSP/CPC. The DSP/CPC reported
that Constable Adnan of District Khyber has been repatriated to his parent unit CPC but
he is not complying with the lawful orders. The DSP further reported that the complaint
may be forwarded to concerned authority for further necessary action. Accardingly, the
complaint was fprwarded to CCPO Peshawar for further appropriate action.
Consequently, Constable Adnan was placed under suspension and formal proceedings
initiated against him. However, he was re-instated the other day while the proceedings
were also waived of for reasons not known to me. Nevertheless, processing a complaint
was my duty and | did it without any malice or ill-will otherwise the complaint would
escalate and then the Commandant/CPC would have to explain for the delay.

There is another allegation levelled against me that | have allegedly Iodge'd complaint in
order to get the desired posting in District Khyber. Actually, this allegation is beyond any
logic. | don’t need to struggle for desired posting. | am a competent official recruited

. through Provincial Public Service Commission and wherever | am posted, | will always be

1

f
The Enquiry Officer

at a prominent position so it is unwise to suggest that | lodged complaint or conspired
against someone to get desired posting.

2. in view of the above explained position, it is requested that the allegations fevelled

against me may be dropped.

3. I may also be heard in person, if the competent authority desires so.

4. Submitted please.
A L
AR
C//é’
SYED SAJID ALl SHAH
Ir. Scale Stenographer-

CCP Peshawar
.')/é - [‘f ’)’(

se of extorting money. It is however,

PR



T e e i T T \ . e w7

. C - o JLe2 st WE ”

A _
5’; I _ Dated 16.06.2021.
3;%7*?‘"”" C ‘ - A - ra . Enclosures ( § )-
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ENQUIRY REPORT ON COMPLAINT AGAINST STENO SAJID ALI SHAIL
Picasc reler to your Office No. 129 /PA/Coord: ddlcd 19.04.2021.
‘The instant enquiry has been initiated against Stcno Typist Sajid Ali Shah on the
ypist Sapd A% 2 ———
allegation that he while posted at the office of DPO Khyber committed the [ollowing
misconducts':-
« That he was found indulged in gxoupmg "with the convenience of S/Clerk
Yo _ ' Sibghatullah.

o [lc makes interference in the affairs of cveryone to cxtoxl gratification.

e e filed anonymous complaints against the staff of DPO Khyber in order
to desired posting. A

e lle bought a bad name to Police for Gling complaint apainst the statl of

DPO Khyber through PMDU.

For completion of departmental enquiry, the defaulter was called to the office

and his statement has becn recorded (1F/A):-

The dd"aultcr Steno Typist spurned the allegations in lns statemcnt He further
A deposcd that actually all the allegations have been fixed by Constable Adnan who is posted at
i the office of DPO Khyber, running all the office affairs of DPO Khyber. He miss- -leaded the
DPO Khyber to continue his duty as Incharge. Morcover, the allcbauons leveled against him

duc Lo professional jealousy and there is no fact in the allegations.

1

p To scrutinize the statement of alleged Steno Typist (Sajid Ali Shah), I'C Adnan
1 was called time and again but he did not bother to attend the enquiry proceedings. Thercfore.
" {he DPO Khyber was approached but with no result.

Il

f

‘ Keeping in view the above, star witness Adnan (PSO) to DPO Khyber
deliberately avoiding to appear before the undersigned to record his statement.

Furthermore, both the officials have alrcady been closed to Police Lines upon the

be filed without

“under discussion complaint. ‘Therefore, if agreed the inquiry in hand muy

p/.}/ Dy: Supcri;ltcndm;t ol Police
/ HQrs: CCP Peshawar.
W / SSP Coordination: HD'f aﬂf@z}(

L 1), fr'ake [)xa NoVe
sy

[urther proceedings.

-
~
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OFTFICE OF THE
JR SUPERINTENDENT OF POLICE,

Phone No. 091-9213757

_____.__—————————__—-———/—-

FINAL SHOW CAUSE NOTICE
(Under. Police Disciplinary ‘Rules, 1975)
1. L Waseem Ahmad Khalil, Senior Superintendent of Police (Coordination) Peshawar as

competent authority, under the Police Disciplinary Rules 1975, do hereby serve you Stenotypist

* Sajid-Ali Shah Estate as follows:-

2.(i) .That consequent upon completion of the departmental enquiry conducted against you by $5P

Investigation, Peshawar who found you guilty of the charges for which you were given

opportunity of personal hearing; .

(if)y Ongoing through the findings and recommendations of the inquiry officer, the material on record

and other connected papers including your defense before the said officer; T am satisfied that you

have committed the following misconducts;

2).  “It has been reported by DPO Khyber vide his letter No. 1050/PSO dated 02.04.2021 that

you (Stenotypist) while posted in the office of DPO Khyber, was found induiged in grouping with

- the convenience of SC Sibghat Uliah, making interference in the affairs of everyone to extort

gratification/money. You also filed anonymous complaints against the staff of DPO Khyber in
order to obtain desired posting. Due to your malicious practice, staff of DPO Khyber & official
work has badly suffered and the complaints filed through PMDU brought bad name for police.”

3 Asa result thereof 1, Waseem Ahmad Khalil, Senior Superintendent of Police (Courdination)
Peshawar as Competent Authority decided to impose upon you major/minor penalty mcluding

-

dismissal from service under the said Rules.

4. You are, therefore, require to Show Cause as to why the aforesaid penalty should not be imposed
upon you. '
5. If no reply to this notice is received within 7-days of its delivery, it shall be presumed that you

have no defense to put in and in that case an ex-parte action shall be taken against you.

6. You are at liberty to be heard in person, if so wished.

-

‘;I\mAD KHALIL)

Senior SYperintendent of Police,
Coorllination, Peshawar

No /é‘é /PA dated Peshawar the ;' / 7 12021

-

nE”

YORDINATION, CCP/PESHAWAR q
/v

e oo Sl e



W=+«
F Jo-

R/Sir,

Kindly refer to the Show Cause Notice vide No‘.v 166/]71&..} dated 07.07.2021. -

. a o e . - . . ) . . . - .‘ 3 ré l
It is submitted that-consider my:reply submitted already to the enquiry officer same as my r€ply

to the Final Show Cause Notice, please. -

You're sincerely

é{u/
A , colnri g
; : : ‘Syed Sajid'Ali Shah

Jr. Scale Stenographer CCP Peshawar.
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This is a formal departmental proceeding against
Syed Sajid Al Shah Steno-typist on the allegations/char‘ges that he
while posted at DPO Khyber office was found indulged in grouping with
convenience with Senior Clerk Sibghatuliah, making interference in the
affairs of everyone to -extort gratification/money. He -also filed
anonymous complaints against the staff of DPO Khyber in order to
obtain desired posting. Due to his malicious practice, staff of DPO
Khyber and official work has badly suffered and complaints filed
through PMDU brought bad name for Police as per report of DPO
Khyber vide letter No.1050/PSO dated 02.04.2021. ,

: In this regard, he was issued charge sheet & summary of
allegations. DSP H.Qrs: pPeshawar was appointed as E.O. He conducted
the enquiry proceedings & submitted his report/findings that alleged
official has already been closed to the office CCP (Police Lines)
peshawar and the inquiry papers in hand may be filed vide Enquiry:

Report No.1402/ST dated 16.06.2021.

The competent authority was not agreed with
recommendations of £.0. Therefore, enquiry was re-marked to sSSP
Investigation. He conducted re-enquiry and submitted finding that
keeping in view the failure of defense by the delinquent official may
award major/minor punishment vide Enquiry Report No.2030/PA dated
02.07.2021 ' '

On receiving the finding of E.O, he was issued final show
cause notice to which he received and replied. His explanation is un-
plausible.

In view of the above discussion; findings of E.O and other
material available on record it has been proved beyond any shadow of
doubt that Syed Saijid Ali Shah Steno-typist is held responsible for this
misconduct. Therefore, in exercise of the poOWer vested to me under
the Efficiency & Discipline_Rules 2011 he is hereby removed_from
service with immediate effect.

SR: SUPE ‘FENDENT OF POLICE

COORDINATION PESHAWAR

r

2

" No.172588~9 & /pA/SSP/Coord: dated peshawar the 2 4 /9 /2021

Copy of above is forwarded for‘information & n/action to:

The Capital City Police Officer, Peshawar.

The SSP Operation, Peshawar. :

The DPO Khyber.. (
DSP/HQrs, Peshawar. \ﬂ\ {: Y
pay Officer, ' o ‘&d ﬁ E W“Q f
Assistant Secret. :

EC-II along with enquiry file.
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PA to SSP

_ ;; ’%%7____@“%{5 subn 3ajid Ali Shah, Junior Scale Stenographer while serving as . ”
y gainst departmentally on account of charges leveled against me ”

Operations Peshawar was proceeded a
1050/PSO dated 02.04.2021. At the conclusion of
=ndst: No. 17588-94/PA/SSP/Coord:

departmental inquiry, I was removed from service vide order I

i

w

by DPO Khyber vide: his office memo No.

dated 24.09.2021(Copy enclosed).
That after issuance of Charge Sheet, I submitted my reply to the EO (DSP HQs CCP

o appeared before him for personal hearing. It is worth to mention here the EO,

Peshawar) and als
mitted: the same to SSP Coordination Peshawar wherein he mentioned

recorded his findings and sub

¥ _ o .
that the actused officials have been closed to CCP HQrs and further recommended that the enquiry

D W " may bé?ﬁle’d. : ' . _
, -‘,Tha?'t after perusal of the finding report of DSP/HQs, the SSP Coordination Peshawar disagreed
with his findings and initiated de-novo proceedings against me through SSP/Investigation Peshawar on
. the saime charges. 4
o That the SSP/Investigation Peshawar, instead of conducting the entire departmental proceedings

afresh as per spirit of the de-novo proceedings, submitted a one-page opinion wherein he opined that

the competent authority may like to go against the recommendations of the Enquiry Officer (which is

otherwise not a binding factor) and may awarded minor/major punishment to the accused officials.

That on receipt of report from SSP/Investigation Peéhawar,f was removed [rom service vide
order endst: No. 17588-94/PA/SSP/Coord: dated 24.09.2021

Grounds of Appeal v
It is worth to mention here that the entire departmental proceedings including de-novo

proceedings were held against me in sheer violation of the amended Notification No. 4740-4830/12-V
dated 27.08.2017 vide which powers of disciplinary action against ministerial stafl of Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa Police were delegated to officers as mentioned in tl}e said notification. (copy enclosed)

According to the said notiﬁcation, Addl. IGP/DIG or Head of Unit of Police is competent 10
proceed against a steno typist in BPS 14 but the proﬁsions contained in the said notification were
brushed aside and I was removed from service on flawed and partial proceedings having no legal basis
and that too by an officer who is not competent to initiate or held departmental proceedings against
steno typists. - ' ' '
Praver

Keeping in view the above explained positions, it is requestgd that the entire procecdings done
against me may be declared null and void ab-initio and | may ki'ndly be re-instated into service.

Submitted please.

e~ - :
bep_ L > s A
SN e \/j, ? [
E‘V (A ENL [S f/// Syed Saﬁici Al Shah
: Ex-Ir. Scale Stenograpaer,
: ] : ' CCP Peshawar, —;
IV 4 I N j}‘éé/(.?j / f;'_

. /(_0
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" intervening period.

\%7
OFFICE OF THE

CAPITAL CITY POLICE OFF FICER
PDSHAWAR

ORDER.

This order will dispose of the departmental appeal preferred by Ex-Steno-typist

"Syed Sa]ld Ali Shah who was awarded the major punishment of * Removal from Service’’ under

. ~'E&D Rules 2011, by SSP/Coordination Peshawar vide No.17588-94/PA-SSP/Coord: dated

$24.09.2021.

Shorts facts leading to the instant appeal are that the appellant while posted in the

office of DPO Khyber was found indulged in grouping with connivance of Senior Clerk

_Sibghatullah, making interference in the affairs of everyone to extort gratification/money. He also

filed anonymous complaints against the staff of DPO Khyber in order to obtain desired posting.

~3- He was issued proper Charge Sheet and Summary of Allegations and DSP/HQrs
Peshawar was appointed to conduct proper mqmry in order to unearth the real facts. The inquiry
otﬁcer submltted in his findings that the staff of DPO Khyber office is deliberately avoiding to
appear before him therefore, the inquiry may be filed. The competent authority after perusal of the
findings of the inquiry officer ordered for De-novo inquiry being not agreed with the inquiry
ofticer, and marked the inquiry to SSP/Investigation for proper inquiry.bThe SSP/Investigation after
proper inquiry submitted his findings in yvhich the accused ofﬁcial was found guilty. The

competent authority in light of the findings of the inquiry officer issued him Final Show Cause

Notice. He submitted his reply to the Final Show Cause Notice which was perused and found

unsatisfactory. Hence was awarded the above major punishment.

4- He was heard in person in O.R and the relevant record along with his explanation
perused. He contended.that he is innocent in the instance case and requested for setting :a§ide the
punishment awarded to him by the SSP/Coordination. He also pleaded that he will not repeat the
mistake and may be pardoned. Therefore, his appeal for reinstatement in service is hereby accepted.
The punishment order of SSP/Coordmatxon Peshawar issued vide No.17588-94/PA-SSP/Coord:

ated 24-09-2021 is hereby set a51de He is hereby remstated in service. His punishment is

i’converted into “forfeiture of approved service of two years”. No benefit is granted for the

f

/ /
[y
(ABBAS AHSAN) PSP
 CAPITAL CITY POLICE OFFICER,
PESHAWAR

> l .
Il =37 kA dated Peshawarthe  O5 / O 12022

Copies for information and necessary action to the:-

SSP/Coord: Peshawar.

District Police Officer Khyber.

SP/HQrs: Peshawar.

AD/IT, CCP Peshawar.

PO, ECT, 11, alongwith complete 1nqu1ry file.
Ofﬁ01al concerned
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; "’qqﬁ' MISCIFLANARY! ACTION, Pawors of Siseiplinary ection; mmu

. ‘,A.".Mmmwmm:mwmum A of Article 31 of Polies
WW (Now Incorporated in Section 44(d) of Khyber MILMAR wa Potice Aut, 1(#!7) vids
s ofict Notification No RSUEV, dated. 28-12:2015, Pollod Pulicy toant hmmd
sclegation of the pavwers of disciplinary scivm aginst 1he Miiateriel
head of unit 8l Police and SSaP. ¢ Dy: Cominandants: ol the- unit 6F Police
notification tbid. Thercfore an addendum ls- gsued I mﬁmkm ol nulll\wltm lbh! ml
powers of disciplimary actions against the Minksterial Stall ore atwo Mcwal t0-the mmhhmr

m!nfmunpumum

i - .
: nfsmmou " 1’ AC ""N‘l‘s‘m' mq' TAKEN miﬁ‘ftﬁ?"‘ﬁﬂ
. TAsaL Kb ¢ Dix, huddmilukat “Tofficd Sapeit: (B ; )
At mz’g..an:;‘ ..nqumt i;mo:,m'rw
(0 14 i Cletap
T KE2F/DY: Commandants Sunior Clerks nrs-u ) %G’i)nﬁm"ﬁ';'
! , viorsied)
. {m-.u.....a mnmm:m'
Addli uwmcm,
Par Inspoctor Qenc of Polive.
mm&ammm. .
Eatno, & datn eves M
me w the: -

= Alt Adull: lnmﬁlm General of Police of K“)‘F'Mlﬂmkm .
o AllRPOS of Kiiyber Pakhfunkwe. .
o Cophal City Police Officer, Peshawar. .
o AlLDIsO of Khyber Pakhiunkhwa.
o Commandants, FRP and PTC, Hangt.
‘= All DFO3 of Khyber Pakhumkhwa.
o All AliG of Khyber Pakbtunkhive.
¢ Disector LT, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Poshawear,
0 Dﬁwlor PSL. Khyw Pakitunkhwa Peshawar.
: CPC University Cwll«]’aham
o Doputy mmclnr Audit, cm Muwlr
o Reglsirat! CPO Pestawar.
w Hisdoet Officer, CPO Peshawar.




FOR PUBLICATION IN THE HYB ‘
L POLICE GAZETTE PART-IE ORDERS BY THE
. INSPECTOR: GENERAL:OF POLlCE

‘ MAWAR

KWYDER RAKHTUNKHWA‘-

Dated 9/08/2017 o

g SCIPLINARY ACTOIN Powers of d1sc1plmary actlon' .
: gamst Ministerial Staff were “delegated to. PROs/DPOs within the meaning of

rticle: 31 of. Pohce Order 2002 (Now. mcorporated in Section. 44(4) of Khyber .. -
' lice Act,. 2017) 'vide; this:office. Nouﬁcadon No: 8511 /F—V dated .- 7 o
~‘,Pol1cy' 5 Board approved ' elegatLon .of .the POWETS ° of - :

LY ion". _gamst the: ‘Ministerial taff,.Adm o Addl.. RPo:/DPO head
'liceiand S&P?"/-r Dy Commandants of the ufit.of Pohce in line with: -

'the notlﬁcatlon Tbid. Therefore an.: dddendum” 1s ‘issued- in.: conunuatmn of i
. " notification ibid: and’ powers of: .disciplinary: action: agamst the Ministerial -Staff R
are also: delegated to the autho t1es of units of Pohce as per detailed below.; __° . ‘

.Desxgnatmn TACTION: 1S TO BE- TAKEN AGAI;\;sT

Not 4740-4850 /E-V DI

’. -‘THE NHNISTERIAL STAFF - ; :
icer. | Offices ‘Supdt;. (BPS- 17), Stenograp €18
Co L (BPS- 16); A551stant Grade Clerks'(B
16)..Steno Typist (B BPS-14) and Semor P
Clerks BPS 14 K
Junior: Clerks (BPS- 11) and “Naib| .

g Qas1d/Class-IV (BPS 1 to 4) |

'.{‘(Muhammad Ashraf No‘or‘) 'PSP '

‘Addi: IGPFHQrs!

--'.For lnspector General of: Police™ '~

o Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, . 7
" Peshawar. ~

oy e
U

;All Addl. Inspectors General of Police: or
‘All'RPOs of Khyber pakhtunkhwa' T .
Capital’ City Police Officer, Peshawar. =" *~ L

All DG of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa ,

*% commandants, FRP and PTC; Hangu. L

All DPOs of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa. - ROV

' All AlGs'of Khyber: pakhtunkhwa. =~ it ,

: 1rectorIT Khyber ‘pakhtunkhwa Peshawar L T ORI
ector'FSL, ‘Khyber:] Pakhtunkhwa] Peshawar Lo e St
:Commandant:CPC University- Campus, Peshawa1 ‘ ‘
;,Deputy Director Audit, CPO. Peshawar :

- - CPO. Peshawar
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