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2 31

The appeal of Mr. Ahsan Ullah resubmitted today by Mr. Taimur Ali 

Khan Advocate may be entered in the Institution Register and put up to the 

Worthy Chairman for proper order please.

04/02/20221-
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This case is entrusted to S. Bench at Peshawar for preliminary 

hearing to be put there on ^ V
2-

CHAIRMAN

01.04.2022 Clerk of learned counsel for the appellant present.

Former requests for adjournment on the ground that learned 

counsel is not available today. Adjourned] To come up for 

preliminary hearing on 23.06.2022 before S.B^

(MIAN MUHAMMAD) 
MEMBER(E)
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Learned counsel for the appellant present.23’^‘ June, 2022 i

2. Learned counsel for the appellant produced copy of order 

dated 31.03.2022 bearing endorsement No. 1065-71/PA wherein 

grievance of the appellant has been redressed and he wants to 

withdraw the instant appeal. As a token of admission of his 
submi^on he signed the margin of the order sheet. Dismissed as 

withdrawn. Consign.
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A

Pronounced in open court in Peshawar and given under 

my hand and seal of the Tribunal on this 23''^ day of June, 2022.
3.
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alim Arshad Khan) 
Chairman
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The appeal of Mr. Ahsanullah Ex-Constable no. 3746 Capital City Police Peshawar 
received today i.e. on 31.01.2022 is incomplete on the following score which is returned to the 

counsel for the appellant for completion and resubmission within 15 days.

1- Check list is not attached with the appeal.
2- Appeal has not been flagged/marked with annexures marks. i
3- Annexures of the a^^eal may be attested.
4- Affidavit may be got attested by the Oath Commissioner.
5- Five more copes/sets of the appeal along with annexures i.e. complete in all respect 

may also be submitted with the appeal.

0A JS.J,No.

/2022Dt.

REGISTRAR/^ 
SERVICE TRIBUNAL 

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 
PESHAWAR.

Mr. Talmur Ali Khan Adv. Pesh.
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BEFORE KHYBER PKHTUNKHW^^ERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR
CHECKLIST 'r-**

: P(i^A^ iJjMd- ' vsCase Title:
-r

NoYesiContents
-1. This appeal has been presented by; _

Whether Counsel / Appellant / Respondent / Deponent have signed the
______ requisite documents?________ j________ ______________l!_____ _
-3.. . I Whether Appeal is within time? , ■- . •__________
4. Whether the enactment under which the appeal is filed mentioned?

Whether the enactment under which the appeal is filed is correct? '
6. - Whether affidavit is appended? ________^^_________

Whether affidavit is duly attested by competent oath commissioner?
8. • Whether appeal/annexures are properly paged?- • ______ '

Whether certificate regarding filing any earlier appeal on the 
subject, furnished?________ ________________ __________________

10. I Whether annexures are legible? ______ "" ________ i_________
11. Whether annexures rare attested?_________^^_______
12. ' . Whether copies of annexures are readable/clear?__________ _________

Whether copy of appeal is delivered to A.G/D. A.G?_____ __________
Whether Power of Attorney of the Counsel engaged is attested and 
signed by petitioner/appellant/respondents?_______ ___________ ____1

15. I Whether numbers of referred cases given are correct?______________
16. Whether appeal contains cuttings/overwhting?_____ ^________;______

■Whether list of books has been provided at the end of the appeal?_____
18. Whether case relate to this Court?__________________;_______
19. Whether requisite number of spare copies attached? _________ ^____

Whether complete spare copy is filed in separate file cover?______ ___
21. 1 Whether addresses of parties given are complete?' ' __________
22. Whether index filed?______________ :_______ ______ ______ ^----
23. Whether index is correct?____________ _______________________ -
24. Whether Security and Process Fee deposited? on___________ ,, _

Whether in view of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Rules 1974 
Rule 11, notice along with copy of appeal and ^exures has been-sent
to respondents? oh _________ • -
'^Vhether copies of comments/reply/rejoinder submitted?

Whether copies of comments/reply/rejoinder provided to opposite ^ 
party? on _____ _____________-—;— ------- — ^—

It is certified that formalities/documentation as required in the above table have been fulfilled.

2.

5.
I

1.

9.

.1^

14.

17.

20.
U'

/V

25.

on
26.

27.

Name:

/
/Signature;

Dated:I /
»

•V.
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL

PESHAWAR

SERVICE APPEAL NO. /2022

Ahsan Ullah V/S Police Deptt:

INDEX

S. No. Documents 
Memo of appeal 
Affidavit ,
Copies of FIRs ~
Copies of order dated 06.10.20iX 
Naqal mad, order dated 14.10.2015, 
stamp papers and inquiry report 
Copy of order dated 20,04.2016 ^ 
Copies of statement of allegation 
dated 20.10.2015 and 
order dated 21.10.2015 

Copies of charge sheet and reply to 
charge sheet
Copy of CMnquiry report
Copy of 2*^ inquiry report
Copies of show ckuse notice and reply
to show cause notice
Copies of order dated 04.10.2021 and
departmental appeal
VakalatNama

Annexure P. No.
01. 01-05
02. 06
03. A 07-10
04. - B,C,D,E&F 11-23

05. G 24-27
06. H&l 28-29

suspension

07. J&K 30-31

08. L 32
M 33-34

N&O 35-36

P&Q 37-39

09. 40

APPELLAN

THROUGH:

(TAlMtfR ALI KHAN) 
ADVOCATE HIGH COURT

Room No. FR 8, 4"" Flour, 
Bilour plaza, Peshawar cantt: 

Cell# 0333-9390916
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL,
PESHAWAR.

161SERVICE APPEAL NO. /2022

13 ^
r^/

Ahsan Ullah, Ex-Constable, No.3746, 
Capital City Police, Peshawar.

(APPELLANT)

VERSUS

1. The Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

2. The Capital City Police Officer, Peshawar.

3. The Superintendent of Police Headquarters, Peshawar.

(RESPONDENTS)

APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF THE KHYBER 

PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNALS ACT, 1974 

AGAINST THE ORDER DATED 04.10.2021, WHEREBY THE 

APPELLANT WAS DISMISSED FROM SERVICE AND 

AGAINST NOT TAKING ACTION ON THE DEPARTMENTAL 

APPEAL OF THE APPELLANT WITHIN THE STATUTORY 

PERIOD OF NINETY DAYS.

I /'^’^S^raYER:
-Ufj

THAT ON ACCEPTANCE OF THIS APPEAL, THE ORDER 

DATED 04.10.2021 MAY KINDLY BE SET ASIDE AND THE 

APPELLANT MAY BE REINSTATED INTO HIS SERVICE 

WITH ALL BACK AND CONSEQUENTIAL BENEFITS. ANY 

OTHER REMEDY WHICH THIS AUGUST TRIBUNAL 

DEEMS FIT AND APPROPRIATE THAT MAY ALSO BE 

AWARDED IN FAVOUR OF APPELLANT.

e-s u b sr: i t tc d
OESfJ

to -clay

- -



I
RESPECTFULLY SHEWTH:
FACTS:

1. That the appellant joined the respondent department in the year 1987 

and since his appointment, the appellant has performed his duty with 

great devotion and honesty, whatsoever, assigned to him and no 

complaint has been filed against him regarding his performance,

2. That the appellant was falsely implicated in criminal case vide FIR 

No.460 dated 17.07.2015 u/s 324/34 PPC Police 

District Peshawar. It is pertinent to mention here that cross FIR 

lodged by the parties against each other, who are relative of each other 

and the appellant being the uncle of Hamid Nawaz was falsely 

implicated in FIR. (Copies of FIRs is attached as Annexure-A)

3. That the appellant got BBA in the above mentioned criminal 
however his BBA was not confirmed on 06.10.2015 and 

on the spot which is evident from the Naqal mad No.47 dated 

06.10.2015. The appellant then applied for bail which 

rejected on 14.10.2015. It is pertinent to mention here that the 

appellant after obtaining BBA field an application to look into the 

matter as he was innocent and was falsely implicated in the above 

mentioned criminal case on which inquiry was conducted by DSP Inv: 
Rural, Division Peshawar in he mentioned in the finding of inquiry 

leport that SI/I.O Muhammad Nawaz inspected the spot wherein the 

statements of different people of the locality were recorded as they 

stated on oath at stamp paper that it is correct that the incident took 

place between the accused parties i.e Muhammad Nawaz and Hamid 

Nawaz but actually the charged applicants accused (Tehsinullah and 

Ihsanullah) were not present at that time. (Copies of order dated 

06.10.2015, Naqal mad, order dated 14.10.2015, 
inquiry report are attached as Annexure-B,C,D,E&F)

4. That the appellant applied for bail to the Honourable Peshawar High 

Court, which also rejected on 30.11.2015. The appellant then applied
was allowed on 20.04.2016. (Copy of 

as Annexure-G)

station Urmar
was

case, 
was arrested

was also

stamp paper and

to Apex Court for bail, which
order dated 20.04.2016 is attached

5. That after grating bail to the appellant by Supreme Court of Pakistan 

statement of allegation dated 20.10.2015 was issued to the appellant’ 
which was properly replied by the appellant, however no further 

action has been taken by the respondent department on that charge
sheet and statement of allegation. It is pertinent to mention here that 
the appellant was suspended on 21.10.2015 by the department after 

m criminal case. (Copies of statement of allegationimplicating him



dated 20.10.2015 and 

attached as Annexure-H«&I)
suspension order dated 21.10.2015 are

6. That the appellant was kept suspended by the department and after
lapse of about 6 years, charge sheet was again issued to the appellant 
on the same FIR. 
sheet in

The appellant submitted detail reply to the charge 

which he denied the allegations and clearly mentioned that he 

was innocent and was not involved in the criminal case. (Copies of
charge sheet and reply to charge sheet are attached as Annexure- 

J&K)

7. That inquiry was conducted against the appellant in which the inquiry 

officer mentioned that as the case against the appellant is under trial 
and the inquiry may be kept pending till the final decision of the court.
(Copy of C* inquiry report is attached as Annexure-L)

8. That another inquiry was conducted against the appellant in which no 

opportunity of defence was provided to the appellant 
statements were recorded i the presence of the appellant nor gave him 

opportunity of cross examination, but despite that inquiry officer gave 

his finding that the appellant is involved in criminal

as neither

case which is
misconduct, therefore he is guilty. (Copy of 2"“ inquiry report is 

attached as annexure-M)

9. That show cause notice was issued to the appellant which was replied
^ y him and mentioned in his reply that statements/reply given to the 

inquiry officer may be considered as the reply of show
(Copies of show cause notice and reply to show 

attached as Annexure-N&O)

cause notice.
cause notice are

lO.That after lapse of about 6 years and without waiting to conclusion 

pending trail against the appellant, he was dismissed from service vide 

order dated 04.10.2021, The appellant filed departmental appeal 
11.10.2021, which was not

of

on
responded within the stipulated period of 

ninety days. (Copies of order dated 04.10.2021 and 

appeal are attached
departmental

Annexure-P&Q)as

11.That the appellant has other remedy except to file the instant 
the following grounds

no
service appeal in this Honourable Tribunal on
amongst others.

GROUNDS:
A. That the impugned dismissal order dated 04.10.2021 and 

action on not taking
the departmental appeal of the appellant within the statuterv



period of ninety days are against the law, facts, norms of justice and 

material on record, therefore, not tenable and liable to be set aside.

B. That the appellant was falsely implicated in FIR No. 460 dated 

17.07.2015 u/s 324/34 PPC Police Station Urmar District Peshawar 

and in this respect statement of allegation was also served to the^ 

appellant on 20.10.2015 and also suspended him on 21.10.2015 on 
that criminal case, however no action has been taken by the 

statement of allegation and charge sheet 
and kept him suspended and after lapse of about 6 years the appellant 
was dismissed from service on same FIR although the trail against the 

appellant in that FIR is still pending, which shows that the appellant 
has not been treated in accordance with law and rules.

respondent department on

C. That after lapse of about 6 years of the filling of criminal case against
the appellant, inquiry was conducted against him in which the inquiry 

gave his report that as the case is under trial against the appellant 
inquiry may be kept pending till the final decision of the court, but 
without agreeing with recommendation of inquiry officer the appellant 
was dismissed from service which is against the law and rules and as 

such the impugned dismissal order dated 04.10.2021 is liable to be set 
aside.

D. That 2"^^ inquii7 was conducted against the appellant in which no 

opportunity of defence was provided to the appellant as neither 

statement was recorded in the presence of the appellant nor gave him 

opportunity of cross examination and the inquiry officer hold him 

guilty on the basis of involvement in criminal case despite the fact the 

that is case under trial and be punished merely filling ofno one can 

FIR as per Supreme Court judgment.

E. That the appellant was falsely implicated in criminal case and as per 

Civil Service Regulations-194, the appellant should be suspended till 
the conclusion of criminal pending against him, but the appellant 
was dismissed from service without waiting to conclusion of criminal 
case pending against him, which is violation of CSR, 194.

case

F. That the appellant already suspended on 21.102.2015 andwas as per
Police Rules 1934, he should be kept suspended till the conclusion of 

criminal case pending against him and action should be taken 

according against him according to police Rules 1934 

decision of criminal
after the

case pending against him, but without waiting to 
the decision of the criminal case he was dismissed from service after



lapse of about 6 years merely on filling of FIR, which is violation of 

Police Rules 1934.

G. That as per superior court judgment that mere allegation of 
commission of an offence and registration of FIR against a person 

would not ispo facto made him guilty rather he would be presumed to 

be innocent until convicted by a competent court, but the appellant 
was dismissed from service merely on the basis of FIR, which is 

violation of superior court Judgment.

H. That the appellant was not present on the spot at the time of 

and this respect the people of the locality also gave their
statements on the stamp paper and inquiry was also conducted against 
the appellant on hi^supplication in which the inquiry officer also 

admitted that the appellant was not present on the spot at the time of 

occurrence at the time, which shows the innocence of the appellant 
but despite that the appellant was dismissed from service on the basis 

of falsely implicated criminal case.

I. That the appellant has not been treated according to law and rules and 

has been punished for no fault on his part.

J. That the appellant seeks permission of this Honourable Tribunal to 

advance others grounds and proofs at the time of hearing.

occurrence

It is, therefore most humbly prayed that the appeal of the 

appellant may be accepted as prayed for. /

\ (JU/
APPELLA^ 

Ahsan Vim.
THROUGH:

(TAIMUR MTl KHAN) 

ADVOCATE HIGH COURT

CERTIFICATE!
It is certified that no other similar 

been filed earlier.
service appeal between the parties has

odJ i U u/
DEPONENT
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL
PESHAWAR

SERVICE APPEAL NO. /2021

Ahsan Ullah V/S . Police Deptt:

AFFIDAVIT

I, Ahsan Ullah, Ex-Constable, No.3746, Capital City Police, Peshawar, 
(Appellant) do hereby affirm and declare that the contents of this service
appeal are true and correct and nothing has been concealed from this
Honourable Tribunal.

1A"

DEPONENT

Ahsan Ullah 

(APPELLANT)
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IN THE COURT OF KHALID KHAN 
ADDITIONAL SESSIONS JUDGE-IX, PESHAWAR

1

4'.-. '.I.

Tehsin UU'ah and another...VS:
' , - BBA N6..371 of2015

1 The state.
I

. PRO E R
•06.10.2015 ..

■ AccLised/petitioners Tehsin .Ullah and Ihsan ullah 

ai'o present on ad interim pre arrest bail along with counsel. 

Sahihzada Muhammad Shoaib SPP. for the State assisted by 

counsel for com'plainani is .also present. Record, already • 

received. Arguments heard and record peimsed.

...Accused/petitioners have filed the instant petition 

■ seeking confirmation of pre amest bail in case FIR No. 460 

dated; I7:07.'2015' U/S 324/34 PPC registered at Police 

. Station Urmar, District Peshawar. |

Brief facts of the case ;as per FIR are that 

complainant Muhammad Nawaz Khan reported to local ■ 

police in injured condition at casualty of LRH, Peshawar to

I

the effect that he along with his son were going to mosque 

• and , when reached the place of occurrence. Hamid Nawaz, 

Ahmad Ali Shah.'Tehsin ullah and 'Ihsan ullah were.present 
. , over thei'e and they attemptedon, their lives by.'firing at 

them with fire arms as a result of which he got hit and.

. sustained serious fire arm injuries while his. son Afla.b 

luckily .■^escaped unhurt. After the occurrence accused 

•decamped from the spot ahdnnotive,behind the o.ccurrence 

was. altercation between' children of the. .parties; ' 

. C.'omplainant charged the accused for the commission of, 

olfence and his report was reduced into murasila'which
i

rcsu!led into registration of present FI R.
' Learned

I
I

I

I

representing
accused/petitioners submitted that cross case has been

counsel the
• •I

I

lodged by co-accused Hamid Nawaz against complainant 
party wherein the said co-accused Hamid Nawaz has also 

received injuries and it is yet to tie determined that' who, is 

aggressor and who has been, aggressed upon. He pointed .' 

mil that present accused/petitioners are innocent and falsely 

■ charged in the present case for. ulterior motives and he also 

referred to the affidavits:furnished by different persons.and

.•I

V .

ta
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an, 'Inquiry, '.report : regarding 'innocence of the. 
. nccused./petitioners. He argued that on the basis of available

' record case- against accused/petitioners is one of further 

inquiry and they deserve':BBA.. ,

, ' On the other hand, learned SPP assisted by private

.' counsel fdr complainant opposed the application in- hand 

.and argued that accused/petiti.oners stand directly charged 

' .in the' FIR for the commission of an offence punishment of 

which falls under the prohibitory clause of section 497 

.Cr..PC’..'He-submitted that multiple 'fire arm injuries have 

-. been received by complainant.on vital part of his body i.e 

chest and no matafide could be pointed out on the part of 

cither injured/complainant or local police and as such 

. acc'used/petitioners are not entitled to BBA.

• In the present case, accused/petitioners stand 

charged for attempting on the life of complainant and his .. . 

son with,effective tiring.: As per.medical report available on 

file.complainant has received multiple fire arm injuries on 

. vital, part of his body i.e chest. No malafide on the pari of 

police or coniplainant could ; be pointed out by 

'.accused./petitioners- for their.false implication in the instant 

' ca.se.. In. the' absence , of malafide and false implication 

. accused/petitioners- do', not desei^e ex.tra ordinary • 

concession of pre arrest'.bail., • '

' For the reasons discussed above, the. application in 

hand stands rejected and ad interim bail already, granted, to , ' 

the accused/petitioners is hereby'recailed.
.. Record be sent back alongwith copy of this order

while the instant petition be consigned to record room after
. necessary conipletion and. compilation.

.Announced 
00.10.2015

.1

I

.1

I

I

:

I
'I ■:
r.' ■

!

I

I

K.^i™Khan,
. AddI: Ses^otTS .ludge-IX. 

Pejshawar
j.I

I

I
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IN I'inrcouKr ov kmalio ki-un,
,\\mr\ONAL SESSIONS J UDGE-[X, EESMAWAl^

Ahniacl Ali cU:...\'S............... The stale.
EA No, 4.^7 oi'^Ols

... li?-*.' ruvi.*,v

( ) i< J) r: i<
■ i-i4(i:7ois

.

;. 4*'',t'ouiiscl liir ilie acciisecl/pciiiloiicrs AhiiiaJ Ali 

Shall. U'hsin Ihlah aiul Ihsan l.Mhih is pivscni. SPI^ loi' ihe 

Slate assisled by counsel Ibr complainant is also presunl. 

Keeoi'J already received, Argunienls heard . and reeorrl 

perused. 7',

.Aceu.scd/pcliiioners named above, have Hied the 

inslanl pelilion seeking post arrest bail in case FIR No.-46(.l 

dated 17.07.20] oU.AS 324/34 PPG registered at Police 

Siaiioii I trmar. District.Peshawar.

ih'iel I'acls of ihc case as per idK ai'c lhal 

complaiiiaiii Muharmnael Nawaz. Khan ivporled lo Ukail 

poiiee in injured condition at casually oT LRM. Pesha\var to 

llic clleci iliai he along with his son were going lo mosque 

and when reached the place of occurrence l lamid Nawaz. 

.'■\luuacl ,'\li Stu'ilu I'ehsin iillnh and llisan ullah were present 

o\er there .;iiid they tillcmpled on their lives by firing at 

.il'icin with Hrc arms as a result of which he got hit and 

wisiained serious lire arm injuries witile his son Aliah 

luckily escaped unhurt. Af'ter the occurrence accused 

dcctimpcd Ijrom the spot and motive behind the 

'cas altercation between children of (lie parlies, 

t oinplaiiiani cliarged the ticcuscrl for (he commission of 

olTcncc and his I'cport was reduced into murasila which

.■

AA:-:.,

;;

occurrence

\

resulted into registration of present FIR. 

I earned counsel representing

accused/pclilibner.s stibmitted that cross case vide FIR No.'

the
•S'.-

401 has been lodged by co-accused Hamid Nawaz against 

complainant parly on the same dale regarding the same 

occurrence wherein the .said co-accuscd Hamid Nawaz has 

also received injuries and it. is yet lo be determined that 

\\ho is aggressor and who has been aggressed upon. Me 

iui'ihcr pointed out lhal accused of iliai case have already 

idanitted lo iviil. He argued that neitlier an\’ reco\'ei'\-

.'..llA;
; ••

i'CCii ;

> ■s,

r9.



1

A
'o\ iiiciiiniiKiiing' nriicle.s have been, elfected IVom Ihe 

aceiised/peliliuners nor have they eonfessed their guill. Me 

suhiiiitied'ihal.'in the given-circumstances case against the 

. accLised/pelilioners is'one of further inquiry and they

* |i;ii I,

On the Oliver hand learned SPP assisted'h)', privnie

cnimsel lor eoniplainaiil opposed llie applieiilion in liaiul 

and argued ihai aceused/petitioners stand directly charged 

Ihe l•■|!^ lor ihe commission ol'an orience punishmenl of 

hich lalls. under the prohibitory clause of seclion 497 

Or.l’C;, i le submitted that nuiltipie lire arm injuries have 

received by complainant on vital part of his body i.e 

ehesi and as such accused/petilioners are not entitled to

V\

'een

In the present case, all the accused/petilioners stand 

ehai'ged foi- altempting'on the life of complainant and his 

Allah hv liring iil them with (Ire arms. As per medical 

repori complainant has received multiple fire arm injuries 

<m vil;il p;ir(s of his body. Recovery of empdes of AO bore 

has been efjected from Ihe place of Occurrence. Co-accuscd 

I l.'imid Nawaz Is still al iari.re ami iiwe.sligation in ihc ease 

is yel (o he completed, Injured complainant and his 

Al'iah fully support version of prosecution and on the basis 

ol available record-strong prima facie case exists against 

ihc aeeused/pelitioners which connect them with the 

eommission ol non-haiiabic ollence. punishmenl of whieh 

lalls under,the prohibitory clause ofscclion 497 Cr.PC.

r.i III

.■■Nv

son /

:L-'

for the reasons di.scusscd above, the application in 

hand stands reiecled.
f

Ivceoi'd be seal back alongwilh copy ol'this ordei'

while file of this court be consigned to record room after

iieeessnry eomplctiun and compiialion.

Aiiiiouneed 
14.10.201.5

-

. 'ii

Khalid Khan,
Addl: Sessions .ludge-lX. 

Peshawar

■ .

■ a
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1 CAPn-.\L CITY POJ..)CK 1 A\\.y
. ■..TVM.'i’i;KiNT'.:.\Df':NTorrci..!c;ii i;.w^;rnc.vvuri''.

'1
»

i

’l.i -iKlv-iil 0\' Potico.To I

;! •l!•r n • ar. : ; ii

Invc.sli-.i:Uio:\ P.ao Div; PcsriLivviir.’
[•'roni <.

. ! • i:
1.•
!•I//^6 ;■

//•C I"'.;'''huv n ihc.No. i

(! \
APIM.KWI \()1\ >0)K -rKUShNUl.^An vN- illS.vMr-: i,AJA . '
SON'S Or RAH aNWAA IT-'.Sl i>KN TS Ol-" UKMAU 

II i\ i.-iino.N PKsnANV.MTI i

« *A .^.-loo;
oiTu;c i)v: No,602/l\c:Klcr. d:iu;(i TI s.'I'Olvl’ Ul

i: (ixOiii'iicd ii! orio.iiKiiA on .!.*• s il>„ .ol noicd above. 

<'()M‘KN'!'S OT AdP!.K A iT )N.

aluiehcd ;!pp!ie:uion tndvcd''by vhe apT'be.i.'.t*
I ■ ■ ’ it

\h u \-lt iKiounad N;uva/. (a) IMG s/o I ,:il Klu;n a;'.:!;uiusl .̂
1 •! -XS-

rc'ide.vi.-: im'Urmar Payan arc close rclalives vsjUh v.oe.^ 

--.cw i.s il'cv have made several quarrel lo c.i'.;;'!

■* i
ne: joaiaivs •)

k'

;'.a'ili;s iriet'.U’va'!e».': c ;

N s/o Oil Na^va.' 

rc!:i‘.i''u.shin ol' i aclc <.:

•N'

% Y

T. •,:a.ie O'- ea:.. ;-iv qeny.’b-.: cii
s'/; i.iki:u ii.c >d .luniiua

.’.a .-..-i! '.he ! '-.'inid Nauav or. ll'.v wa.} '' ioie'

Kosuh.an'dv .\ iuhauuuad
{

lv.'.;un kU'1 iaiuix! K:i\va/ e.k»l .'ei:o'.i.->’..' io.ju-. j ‘

•.•av;-> Ollier. ’1 lie apoliearu

is iiepbeu (So or Soul Muhammad Nauav Ins ails-

for u.e eommission of erimc.The apjihcani

’\iliee deparimeiil siocc lone, and a\'oid::je. i;

■' aiKi lime orocCLiiTcneo are preseiv: m ’my h-

v-.'iii a .Ns-

r-e.sem ‘-r. lli..' sp.,n are v. ilue.sse.-i ihai liie a.h--'-. > '

.'.id e.rreiive am! has iaisel) iveo imph-.'

T-
V.

. l' Id .1- l.-l-riiar»1 u' i

. ;/. e.loiU, ::;s 1-: .va 1. .
/./

' k\U'k'l, 1' .a'v‘ i' 'U' s'''H lA’ur-eiv

. "ol tmared wIiia’ c:uO i

/ / I( / 'OS’'
i I .

sum-., s-u( , * .1 .amsi mll.v 1.1.lie.'. V’.eie Ha.v.ev
\
Ii

1 l.,.n:d )\a\v:i'/. is 

eliara.cd die appileai : pai-:\ 

Slated dial die> are ei'iisi-oi :n

1 •
l

111 \‘-.i

1 ...cse.eh like crimes vriiia- oi'i d'.. d 

;.s ineideiU U'o.; liace iVoir \hc house of die applieanl parues

u!' iiic kiloioeier.s. I'l i

.■r: s!ei:'..k’S ire iu>l :u:.1

the •oim'aaaaai 'h: i'.siam ^vi:e.
; ies iVkiuesu-vl liial ihe inveslie.aiion .•lih' - a 

.uma.i I'aeo o'' tad me .leeue \sidi mir-- 

. r. ih.'

la- :-i.0,eel appliemikU;

:
; ..i ; re[ils- i:.e i'»e' '..aveUM [•,.

ili.UllU'. '■

was maike-J h;. i • d -'i i1 I . 1 III .11 • 1 k

ii iiei.e..-: . ■ 1MMiiV. Itural, i'd'. isioa. 

i!:;.- -.:b|.:'. i ra.i-.c.

' ii

f
ta



X.
fjcttcr Copy

CAPil'AL CITY POLICIZ OFFICER

DEPUTY SUPERlN'l'ENDENT OF POLICE INVESTIGATION

Tu
, Thp Scniar yEPoligc
investigation Peshawar

rom

'['he Deputy Superintendent ofl^olicc 

Investigation Rural Division Peshawar 

No. 196/12 dated Peshawar the 14/09/2015 

Subj cct: APPLICATION OF rEllSlNULLAH & IHSANULLAH SONS OF
RAB NAWAZ RESIDENTS OK URMAR PAY AN MOHALLAH 
MOHSIN KJIEL PESHAWAR.

.Memo

Please refer to your office Dy: No. 602/Reader, dated 23/07/2015 returned in originals 

the subject noted above.

CO.N J ENI S OF APPLICA riON

As per contents of attached application moved as per contents of attached 

application moved by the applcant parties mentioned above that Miuhammad Nawaz @ 

DIG S/o L,al Khan and Kamifd Nawaz S/o Dil Nawaz Residents of Urmar Payan 

close relatives with the relationship of Uncle and nephew as they have made several 
quarrel to each other on the dispute over land property.

On the day of Eid U1 Fitar at the time of Jumma Muhammad Nawaz alongwilh his 

sons was beaten the Hamid Nawaz on the way while also firing was took place between 

themselves. Resultantly Muhammad Nawaz was and got injured while due to beaten of 

Hamid Nawaz got seriously injured that the parties were lodged FIRs against to each 

other, 'fhe applicant started the charged that Hamid Nawaz is his Nephew (Sister Son) 
while Muhammad'Nawaz has also been charged the applicant party for the 

of crime. The applicant accused stated that they are enlisted in Police Department since 

long and avoiding from such like crimes while on the day and time of occurrence and 

present in his house as the incident took place from the house of the applicant parties with 

■ ' a distance of one kilometers. 'I'he present locals on the spot are witnesses that the

applicant parties arc not alfricaicd with the said offence and has falsely been implicated 

the complainant of the instant case.

'i;he applicant parties requested that the investigation officer may please 

be to directed the actual facts of crime scene with impartially manner by the visiting of 

the spot.

on

are

commission

>-■ -1.

In the connection the subject application was marked by the SP/Rural;, 
Davison, Peshawar to 01/PS Hrmai; Peshawar for detail report in the subject

# - . - —im&fS
case.

H
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i

C/\PIT.-U. CITY POLICE PESPLYW; .11. ,
DHTre SL'l’i:Sl.NTE.SDE-VrOtpOLlCli (INVLS-. ll.VflOXl. ^

2<&
r

:■

I\-V{l.STIGAT?()NS. - i1
/

Acc^-dni^^io ihc report of Sl/1.0 Muhammad Nawa/. l;.h:m oi". 

inycsligalion ?S; Urmar that complainant MuliammacLNawaz

charged Utc accuscil .inplicants (’1 clisiniiliah & Ihsanullah) sons ol 

residents ol' lirmar i'ayar. lor the commission of olTcncc.in this ivpiuhtlic 

;i|,n'ic HU licensed iiave move I .ui iinnlicaiion bcldrc vour ijood sell' n:i-.a:diiu;. 

incir ii'.noccncc in llic subject c:- >:

'hriiTis con-cc.ii-' he l.C) of the instant ease Sl/Miihamnvi N:i\\a/.

K

I
■y*

KabKhan was ;
-Y

Nawa/

I
Khan inspected tlie s-pul whe e.i ■ the statements of S>ed Ahmed ^I'.ah.. Ammnl

<S: viha/.i Ja.i.LjSi'ah were rceordea 

: ; ihat it is correct that the incidcni .obf. plae^' 
..uhammad Nawa/ Hamid Nawa/ bullactuaily

9
:i:- i!ic\ll.ista'.al. Adil -Jaas. Nowsl.e 

sialcu on oatii at s.anin pa;

PcA.cn the a.Aic-vd parlies i.a 
the chm-P.ed .mplicanis aecu-c. ('1 IhsaiiidlajO were not iiresc U m'thal

Umc.TlKir slaAinenis in uriiitna.s are appended licrcwiihjorjx-ady

sail 1 ;

t
I

i.clercnee 1

\ . f
‘

please.
: 0 iias aiso stated in his attached rcpoji t!:ai lieI'urllren.'.oua i tv 

has also been ineuirevi re.aaid.r 

the lime oToeeanvuee 1 ut ad die oe 

■v'l-l A ixsv>;wii,.t ot a /eetaoie 
rdx.ivcs U. olhaM-lu: I .) dai.J ll«l Ihc un^r '

of oceurtencc-bul..ihe_eoiiiplt .maet.ii.as

»
die .a e.. .ii: the presence <»l accused t.pplieanl in

uls liave staled activities oi'aeeused. bm 

dl '. : Iv'wev er. UvUti ilte ■' ’’ cs^ av

a:
j .1 a

•r

rIai\
I

not present on lhy.,-''i?y.^ bte__umc.were I
I

as tltc complainant Ionly charged llte accused'aitpncan^ 

nephew (Sister son) oClltc applieaat uccii 

'i'hc detail c-uiuiry repent

sed (TchsinuHalt & lhsanu'l-'hV

?^with .the. urdu report qC 

Kl'.iii of 11. c'.iimfmm slniV Police Slatiem Wnn.ir/I\

the l.t»

‘slinwnr !. .
Muhamnuul Nawa/ 
allaehcd herewiihjopv oimii id^fierusal please. 

Submili.'a ale i.-'c.

I

V\ I Dcpnly .'p^i^ntcndfnl oV Shdme. 

t| Inw Jvural> Division. Ihsimwa.-.

1 ^
.V-

f

u !
i;

V
t ‘ X

• w
(■

: \ t.O'-
/

:'i Hr. y-: yI



Better Copy

CAPITAL Cri'Y POLICE OFFICER

DEPUTY SUPERIN'i'ENDENl' OF POLICE INVESTIGATION

INVESTIGA'ITON

According to the report ol' SI/I.O Muhammad Nawaz Khan of 

investigation PS: Urmar that complainant Muhammad Nawaz @ DIG s/o Lai Khan 

charged the accused applieants (TYhsinullah & Ihsanullah) son of Rab Nawaz Residents 

of Urmar Payan for the commission of offence. In this regard the applieant accused have 

moved an application before your good self regarding their innocence in the subject

was

case.

In this connection the TO of the instant ease SI/Muhammad Nawaz 

Khan inspected the spot wherein the statements of Syed Ahmad Shah Aminul Hasanat, 

Adil Khan Nowsher Khan & Ghazi Jan Shah were recorded as they stated on oath at 

stamp paper that it is correct that the incident took place between the accused parties i.e 

Muhammad Nawaz and Hamid Nawaz but actually the charged applicants accused 

(T'ehsinullah & Ihsanullah) were not present at that time. Their statements in originals 

appended herewith for ready reference please.

are

Furthermore, the 1.0 has also stated in his attached report that he has 

also been inquired regarding the presence of accused applicant in the area at the 

time of occurrence but all the locals have stated activities of accused applicant 

good and belonging of a respectable family . however both the parties are relatives 

to each other . the I.O slated that the under charged accused applicant were not 

present on the spot at the time of occurrence but the complainant has only charged 

the accused applicant as the complainant Hamid Nawaz is the real nephew (Sister 

son) of the applicant accused (Tehsinultah & Ihsanullah).

are

The detail enquiry report with the Urdu report of the TO Muhammad 

Nawaz Khan of investigation staff Police Station Urmar Peshawar as attached 

herewith for your kind perusal please.

Submitted please.

Deputy Superintendent of Police 

Inv: Rural, Division, Peshawar
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Better Copy

CAPITAL CITY POLICE OFFICER
IDEPUTY SUPERTN't'ENDENT OF POLICE INVESTIGATION

CONTEST OF CASE FIR NO. 460 DT: 17/07/2015, U/S 324/34/PPC POLICE
STATION URMAR PESHAWAR

'I'he contents of the FIR lodged by the injured complainant Muhammad Nawaz 

Khan S/o Lai Khan ICo Urmar Payan Mohallah Mishion Khel was reported to on duty SI 

/Waqar Shah of casualty LRFI/Peshawar to the effect that on the time of occurrence he 

alongwith with his son from house to mosque and when reached near the place of 

occurrence. In the mean while due to ex-quarrel of children’s accused Flamid Nawaz S/o 

Oil Nawaz Ahmad AH Shah S/o Muhammad Ali Shah , Tehsinullah & Ihsanullah sons of 

Rab Nawaz resident of Urmar Payan suddenly appeared duty are areas and started firing 

bn complainant with the intention of death as the result of which complainant got injured 

while his son save luckily. The accused mentioned above decamped from the spot after 

the commission of offence . The complainant was stated his son Muhammad Aftab the 

eye witness of the seen. The complainant charged the accused cited above for the 

commission offence on the report of complainant a proper case under the relevant law as 

registered in Police Station Urmar Peshawar accordingly.

CONTENTS OF CASE FIR NO. 460 DATED 17/07/2015 , U/S 337/50/34 PPC

POLICE STATION URMAR, PESHAWAR.

On the receipt of written murasila by the ASI/Raj Wali Shah revealed that 

the injured complainant Hamid Nawaz S/o Oil Nawaz R/o urmar Peshawar was 

reported in casualty KTFI/Peshawar to the effect on the day of Eid U1 Filar he 

gone on his aunt house in contention for congratulations of Eid U1 Filar and when 

he going for pray of Jumma/mosque and when reached near the place of 

occurrence hence accused Hamid Nawaz @ DIG S/o Lai Khan, Aftab Khan, 

Niqab, Faisal Sons of Muhammad Nawaz R/o Urmar Payan caught him and 

beaten as well as will as he attacked with knife and bux paw and resultantly the 

complainant got injured on his head with other parts of body on the spot the 

accused party decamped from the spot after the commission of offence the 

complainant was stated the motive behind the offence in Ex-enmity. The 

complainant was charged the accused mentioned above for the commission of 

oEence. On the receipt of written murasila a proper case under the relevant law 

was registered n Police Station Urmar Payan Peshawar accordingly.
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(Appellate jjrisdiction)

\
PRESENT:
MR. JUSTICE MUSHIR ALAM 
MR. JUSTICE DOST MUHAMMAD KHAN

p:imin^^tition No,i26/?nifi
Court, Peshawar in cl!^MBA.1924-P/2oTs)^^'^°^^ Passed by the Peshawar High

\
1. Ahmad All Shah

2. Tehsin Ullah '
3. Ihsan Ullah Sons of Rab Nawaz

son of Muhammad All Shah

\.

-...PetitionersVERSUS i;

. 1. The State

2. Muhammad Nawaz Khan son of Ua! Khan

-...Respondents

For the petitioners; Muhammad Munir Peracha 
Mr. Mehmood A. Sheikh, AOR '
Mr.

ASC

For the State; Mr. Muhammad Aslam Ghuman, ASC forAG-KPK 
- Muhammad Nawaz, S.I.

('-•iv
Date of hearing: 20.4.2016

judgment

Dost Muhammad y This petition is barred 

an application has been 

reasons and being petition for bail relating 

the delay in filing the petition is condoned.

by 26 days and for condonation of delay 

filed containing sound 

to liberty of citizen.

;.

.’t..

hxmwwD
Senior Cow AosocuTe 
Sopjeine of

•'ffO'.
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p/acihg additional 

•disposed of. ’

^^S=548^2^.

documents

« • has also been 

^cord wit- is

f fil&d fcrr
i ■ 1! on

- end

Ahmad All Shah
(Petitioner No.l), Tehsin Uliah, 

(Petition

against the i

Court,

dated

son of P^uhamn-ad

*■'^'‘^■2) nd Ihsan

All Shah, 

Ullah 

appeal 

High 

PIR No.460 

R^ar, district

(petitioner 

Nawaz are
er No.3) spns of Rab

A seekjog leave 

of the
judgment dated 30J1.201'^ 

Peshawar dismissing their bail peti 

^7.7.2015

Peshawa r

" case 

station f;r
roistered by police

OP crimes,USs.324/34 ppc.Peshawar f

2. The co/nplainant Piohammad 

Lady Reading Hospital
Nawaz Khanreporting the crime in 

Stated that

while

(LRH), Peshawa 

he alongwith his 

they reached

• i'

'I
I

0on 17.7.2015 at about 13.30 hours.son was proceeding to the village-
Piosque and when

near the 

’ Pihhammad All

Mosque, petitioner Wo.l, Ahmad Ali

Shah alongwith
1,-z

Shah son of 

son of Oil Nawaz,

y armed with 

sustained injuries while his 

Motive for the 

over children between the

Hamid Nawaz aI
k

Tehsin Ullah arid Ihsan Ullah 

arms fired at them
sons of Rab Nawaz dul

fire
9s a result'he

son Muhammad Aftab 

shown to b
itescaped unhurt. f'iiili

crime was6 a quarrel aparties. ^•1
have , heard 

for the petitioners

'wned ASC tor as-kpk 

I record.

Mr. Muhammad 

and Mr.
Munir Peracha, 

Muhammad Aslam 

Muhammad Nawaz,

learned ASC 

Ghuman, , 

S-I. alongwith
I
'.i
'ft
y:f-

3. Ln this case the injured

multiple entry and exit

Icomplainant has sustained all 

wounds on the back of

-'..1
the injuries shown

f
I

■v

A r
•/i m

S c.’ i
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Chest while
wound w/tfi’^exit 

lower part. '

one single entry wound

on posterior . ^esi and t Te

on upper chest arid^'■ ■/ S)ne eKtiniy 

■ i j/'t thiyh

f

.e:. i

?• t
1 ;•\4. I.'

While on the other .h.::n6 two reol >rotl; * und two 

" '^n :harged, all

others (one 

belong to one and the
cousin of two real brothers) h i. re

r same family.I

5. The site: plan 

complainant- from 

description of

would Lho V that firin 

3 close distance
r /as Tiade at the 

pistol, 

used

caitridge of 30 bore

' hl/e JO bore 

h s been
which

crime Empties 

pistol was secured frpm the

was not given in the 

and one live
because five

crime spot
30 bore pistol, is -i s6.

, Semiautomatic 

quick succession

thigh all the

weapon, severalshots can be 

person. Except the c

made from it with
even by a single 

rest of the
Pne injury on the 

on one and the same

!
injuries ere located

place hardly in 

creating reasonable doubts
area ofdiameter of 5-6

fired from different 

Site plan, it

inches
that he

points indicated

was
angles and different . j

in thewouid be 

prudent mind that all the fou 

place.

a fantastic coincidence 

r accused targeted

not appealing to 

one and the same

i7. The investigating Officer 

petitioners 

and the police is

present in the 

have been declared I
court statedthat present 

Investigation

tried. This fact, 

caused to the 

noose was thrown 

two real brothers of the

'I'V:

innocent during re- 

recommending themnot :«to be k-reinforces the 

complainant ccjld be 

much wider

view that at the pimost the injuries
;

0 job of single person but 

Tiplicating four persons including

it has become a

ii-

’.I

same family and when I S'
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case of two versions as ;in the second investigation

innocent, then benefit of such

present
petitioners have been declared

doubt is to be extended to the 

petitioners are behind the bars almost for the

petitioners, more so, when the 

last one year and i'f
no progress has been made in the trial of the accused.

I;
Accordingly, this petition is converted into appeal and the 

same is allowed. The above observations
i

These are the detailed reasons for 

reproduced herein below:- 

"For detail

are tentative.
i‘it:

our short order, which is

i

I
V

*■

reasons ■ :o follow,, this petition is 

converted into appeal and allowed. IThe
petitioners ore admitted on bail, subject to their 

furnishing bail bonds- in the sum of Rs, 100,000/- 
with two sureties each in the like amount to the

■•r

;
satisfaction of learned trial Court."

Sd/- Mushir Alam,J
Sd/- Dost Muhammad KlianJ
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' :'I Superintendent; of Police, Headquarters, Capital City ; 
Police Peshawar as a competent authority, am of the opinion that , 
rnn^mhte Ahsanullah No37iLG^has rendered him-self liable to^ b^e 

' '"^lEE^cdcd ngninsi: under the provision of. Police Disciplinary iMilc.

1975

:

i
1'

Ik

STATEMENT OF ALLEGAIION. i ■
'i

*V
"That rnnstable Ahsantiliah_Jdp.3746..while posted at PS 

Badaber, Peshawar has been involved in a criminal case vide P ■ 
NO.460 dated 17.07.2015 U/S 324/34-PPC PS Urmar. This ^.nn^unts to 

misconduct on their part and is against the discipline of the

:

i;gross
force."

. 1

M: ■
!■

i;
For the purpose of scrutinizing the conduct of said accused with :! , 

to the above allegations an .enquiry is ordered and ■.
is- appointed as Enquiry

Ii f
t ’

reference f

: I
'.Officer.

■!1 ili o,«:rJTrS'sssr ■:
laction against the accused.

Tl'iO accused sl-.all
^ ’and place fixed by the Enquiry Officer.

:
i’0.

li
1

I i
1 i3

join tlie procoocling cin the date time • Iff:
.1^ ■

(i' ‘t ;
i

I

HEADQu(^RTERS, PESHAWAR

is directed to

kOLICE, ,1 iSUPEBW^!
If

72015a*9 a /E/PA, dated Peshawar the

v n p/^ pLLhnAl-----------
finaliiPTTllorementioned departmental procee^^^^^
stipulated period under the provision or Police Rules 

Official concerned P

1
'1 .5 No.!,

1 I :.1
1 :

[t

>•'
l-\\\ r
K

)*,
I

l;

t
t-

t-r• A'r .

■ s ^

msfi 'T
. A-
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O'iR D E R >,
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Constable Ahsanullah
■r

Peshawar while posted

■■■;■•

No.3746 of Capital City

is hereby placed

f Police•J

i i at , PS Badaber, Peshawar 

under suspension & closed to' Police Lines

! ;
!\

>
with immediate effect due to;

involvement i!n|a criminal case vide FIR No.460'rlated
:i7.07-;20is u/sl

324/34-PPC PS IJrmar./

Charge sheet's. summary of allegations is being issued toi ■

him separately.;J:
*

;

'* * {

i s u p E
head(^uArter.pesh

\7' T OF POLICE ■
AR.

Dated .^_u^2015 

No. -/^6S~ - Vk

\i 5

7‘ :
/PA/SP/H.Qrs: dated Peshawar, the^'^ / / ^ /2ni F

i
I;L-

Copy to:iiii
■H!

I

1. The Capital C,il:y Policoj orficer, Peshawar 
7. ! he; SSI- 0}:'CiMt:ions 
3. I-T:;!' l-I.Ofi 'P.O'^haw.ni*. ^
■L OKC L.OASI. 6. Pay Officer. 
/. FMC/I/C Computer Cell f 
8. Official concerned.

f!1.
i/T
i ;

;

i:1 .
HI.! •
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\•IS r
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i'i

;1
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-Carjstable .Ahs,anullah Mb kJc „f r- 'p'^pooy, charge that
foiiow^l7P^uaS^^°^ PP=hawar with
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h
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: theI

I

/''That !
...acirtbuf,, Pejdiavvac wore involved in 
dated i7.07.20lS U/5 3:-'.-.i/34 
niiVconduct on y

i
while posted at PS 

a criminal case vide FIR;'no.4S0 
r.;,..Urmar. This amounts to gross 

<- IV againsi the discipline of the force.k

ii

i;.

i■)

You are, therefore,
O'tvr'n riny

coiTirniUce, as

required to submit your written defence
‘i|.i!: A tfiii;

within
choi-Qo Sheet to the Enquiry Officer

of Uv;
7 ■

the Cdse may be. ■ 1

(.
• ■! d:l! V.

'lOLir written defence 
Officer/Committce within

?

if 9’’^’/, should reach the Enquiry'^ 
th.o specified period, failing which it shall be; 

p.-esumed that have no defence to put in and in that case expartU 

action shall follow against you.
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. • • i-iii\; I.Mi ■HIV

kIntimat'c: whether /ou desire to be heard in person. i,!■ ;
a
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PESHAWARSUB DIVISIONAL

■' SUBURB CIRCLE>IL
A 4 ■ I'- /St: Dated Pesh: the

"41 -'/^.<1
NO

V

f|0%
The Superintendent of Police, 

Headquarters, PeshawarTo

^HSA^ ULLi^,!
AaAINSTLEC

Subject:-

, dated 20.10.2015, on theMemo: office No- 229/E/PA
please refer to your

subject noted above. Ahsan UUah gotd Constable
460 dated 17.07.2015 u/s

- 06.10.2015, due to
- 20.04.2016, tite accused

Court of Pakistan. The case is 
is fixed on

accuseof OH PS Urmar
vide FIE No .

324/34As per report
. s

in case 

his HE A cai
.BBA ft'om the Hon’ble couit 

PS Urmar. Later on 

which he was - 
Constable has con 

under trial in the ' 
21-08-2021.

iccllcd by the court on
day custody. On

arrested and obtainedhis one
the Supreme 

, ASJ an
firmed his BBA from 

court of Mr. Tayyab Jan
d next date of hearing IS

ll
I

liaccused Constable 

of the court.
•!iry against the. requested that enquiry _

'be kept pending tUl the final decisionIt is, therefore 

UhahNo. 3746 ma

!

,\hsan
54 ■.1

SUED
SUBURB CIRCLE,

!

t...

'tc7 12.42-C. P i
C^XQjlO rcUY■ir 1 li hu'd( S ( C'OO<^{ L c/\_^ Al^ loJ--

J'-'.
■ '* *v.

Ltf.
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OFFICE OF THE
“ DIVISIONAL POLICE OFFICER, 
SUBURB circle; PESHAWAR

St: Dated Pesh; the ^ —g

^ ■

SUBft. ^ is: .. / '
i-

t /2021
NO..

!

The Superintendent of Police, 
Headquarters, Peshawar

To, , * >• .•
il-:

■ ^

aTTSAN TJT LAH NO.3746 OFnFT‘iPTMFN'T'^t . against PC
PS BAnURFR fVFAlt 2ni jT

Subjcct:-
!;

IMeiMo;
. 229/!'/PA. doled 20.10.2015. on iho .subjocl

ol’I’icc Nu i:’-I'lcasc rclci u> your r-• • Hnoted above.
i,1 Allegations: T.

1 Supermtendent of Police, Headquarters, Capital CUy police Peshawar, us a
Constable Ahsanullah No. 3746 while posted at PS; 

iminal case vide FIR No. 460 dated 17.07.2015 u/s , ' 

their part and is!against the

:

1

competent authority, with the opinion‘That 

Badliber, Peshawar has been involved in a cn 

324/34PPC PS Urmar". This amounts to gross
i.i ■ t'-

. 'tmisconduct on

i
discipline of the force’’.I

duct of afore said police official m the ;

said ^pisode with telbtence to the aliegations an enqu.ry was ordered by the Sup^intendent of;. 

Rule 5 (4) of Police Rules 1^7o.

•!
For the purpose of scrutinizing the con

1
.\!

■u

I

l.lhDIiNClS.
were summoned and;To determine thl real facts, the following concerned

1 their statements were recorded.

FC .Ashan Ullan No. 3746 (accused)

2. SIAmanUllait(lOPSl'rmar)-

!ni
1

1

OF FC AHSANTJPLAH (ACCUSEHj<;tatfMENT
He stated that in those days I was posted at PS Badhher and as usual. I was on 

. F the incid»nt but being an uncle took his nephew Hamid Nawaz to ,
S,.bu.h, - u . ...
„,1., B — . p., 4» 4.,.J

know about the case, instead 

. l;iolh ‘llic parlies are close

I

\
local police wereemployed a.s

as he came tom4/34 PPC PS 1 h'lnar. ,As soon17.07.2015 u/s
l-lccing and hiding, he went m the Court a

under trail in Court.

We have nothing to '

id got BRA fi'oiu Court
Being uncles has designated us in lalse FIR by 

do with the fact that the other party made false claims 

hal and taking care of us.' We have nothing to do 

have been accused of is

relatives and the cases arc

falsely accusing us.
against us as uncles and for taking us to the hosp

false claims ha^'C been made against us

:■

. What \N'C 

innocent and blameless. 1 request you
with the fact that 
baseless-and based on lies. I am 

keeping in view the above facts.

to do justice to me
I,

1

i



r
y

ii
'1

>•
STATEMENT OF ST AIV?AN UT LAH (1.0 PS UF^MAR)

A5
He stated that FIR,No, 460 date 17.07.2015 u/s 324/34 PRC PS Urmar was 

rcgi.slercd against accused Ahsan Ullah s/o Rabnawa/. r/o Urmar Payan and on 27.07.2015 

confirmed his BBA from the Court of ASJ Shahid Ullah Khan. On 06.10.2015 his BBA was 

cancelled and two days custody was granted and sends to Peshawar Central Jail on 08:10.2015.. ■ 

Supreme Court Islamabad confinns bail on 20.04.20,16 and now the case is under trail in the
» j ■ ■

Court of AS.I rayyeb Jan. nc.\l hearing date is llxedioh 07.09.2021. DFC Sajjacl No. 1296 was

•II

4

4
J. ffmsent to the Court o! AS.I Tayycb Jan to handover the case file but the case file could'not be

1 , i| I . ' ' • . ■

handed over to the Police Officials as it was under trail in the Court. Upon receipt of the case, ■ • 

file, the senior officer should be informed about the fact of the accused. •

. J

A* , dIf
: V

. 1 •. ^
-i-

FINDINGS: \

• The undersigned has perused the enquiry conducted by Superintehdent of

Police Headquarters, Peshawar including the statements of accused Ahsan Ullah & SI Aman 

Uliah (10 PS Urmar) and came to the conclusion that FC Ahsan Ullah No.3746 was charged, in 

case FIR No. 460 dated ! 7.07.2015 u/s .'624/34 PPC PS Urmar.

■ -'J

; ;
;■«

5;
1 I1

The defaulter constable Ahsan Ullalt No. 3746 was released on bail-.by the -f;:; , 

August Supreme Court of Pakistan on 20.04.2016.
'1 :;■

•i.
A ■!

I
hi comj'.liancc of observation bv the competent authority. It is worth'iuention

'i
that being a member ol discipline force, his involvement in criminal case is misconduct. 

Therefore he is guilty. All relevant documents are attached herewith for your kind perusal please.

s A C-ii-;■ ■.

■r.

; h:-’.

i
Submitted please.

V
■| s- s

rEncl.se: ;■

i

I I

(ALAMZE1H)-.__^| 
Sub-Divisional Police Officer, 

Suburb Circle, Peshawar.i
;

It
%

5 c - ;

■%I
5 sJSW; is?•! ;

j.T
CVT; ■ ■1
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P. Superintendent of Police, Headquarters, Capital City
competent authority, under the provision of Police ^ 

1975 do hereby serve ■ _ upon you, 
Uilah No.3746 the final show cause notice,!

Police Peshawar, as 
Disciplinary 
rnn?;table Ahsa_n

Rules 1

criminal case.

(

decided to impose upon you the 
under Police Disciplinary RulesAnd as competent authority, has 

penalty of minor/major punishment 
1975. !1''l

whether you desire to be'heard in person.
2. „ no reply to this notice is received *J„^=’j£“oThTv;

*TenLTo?ut1nTdvn S c;=e as eCparte action shall he taPeh

against you.

•t
• ■!

’

no

/'

superintAd'e’nt of police,
HEADQUARTERS, PESHAWAR

72021.

L

r

/PA, SP/HQrs: dated Peshawar the 

Copy to official concerned

No.

/

!
;!
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This office order relates to the disposal of. formal 
! departmental enquiry against Constable Ahsanullah No.3746 of Capita'; 
[ City Police Peshawar on the allegations that he involved in' crimina! 
i case vide FIR No.460 dated 17.07.2015 u/s 324/34-PPC PS Urmaf.

j

In this regard; he was placed under suspension & issued 
charge sheet & summary of allegation. SDPO Suburb was appointed as 
E.O. He conducted the enquiry & submitted his report/findings that the 
alleged official found guilty.

i Upon which DSP Legal opinion was obtained. He opineo
i th.at "if the accused official is found guilty in departmental enquiry then 

there is no need to keep it pending till the decision of the courv 
..ompetent authority is at liberty to award punishment or otherwise".

Upon the finding of E.O, he was issued final show causic 
notice to which he received & replied. He was also called heard if: 
person. His explanation found un-satisfactory. ,

From perusal of enquiry papers &. other material: availably 
on record, the undersigned came to conclusion that the alleged 
oTicials found guilty being involved in criminal case.. Therefor-^o 
Constable Ahsanullah No.3746 is hereby dismissed.from service unco! 
'Splice Rules-1975 with immediate effect.

SUPERir<rTENDENT OF POLiet 
HEADQUARTERS, PESHAWAR

C n 7 0/Dated ■ C / /f9 /2021 . ' :
1-‘ /

.1 y'2^8^33 /PA/SP/dated Peshawar the /2021

Copy of above is forwarded for information n/action to;

1. The Capital City Police Officer, Peshawar.
2. DSP/HQrs, Peshawar.
3. Pay Office, OAST,
4. CRC & FMC along-with complete departmental file.

05. NO.

immfC w
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VAKALAT NAMA

NO. 72021

.■f

IN THE COURT OF k'P
AMI

(Appellant)
(Petitioner)
(Plaintiff)

VERSUS

(Respondent)
(Defendant)

/

(j/6yWe,
Do hereby appoint and constitute Taimur AH Khan, Advocate Hiah Court 
Peshawar, to appear, plead, act,, compromise, withdraw or refer to arbitration for 
me/us as my/our Counsel/Advocate in the above noted matter without anv iah n^ fZ

on

^'thdraw and receive on my/our behaif ali 

proceedings, if his any fee left unpaid or is outstanding against me/us.

0
V

Wcj iyfDated /2021
(CUENT)

ACCEPTED

taimur All KHAN
Advocate High Court 

BC-10-4240
CNIC: 17101-7395544-5 
Cell No. 0333-9390916

OFFICE:
Room # FR-8, 4*^ Floor, 
Bilour Plaza, Peshawar, 
Cantt: Peshawar

I;
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OFFICE OF THE
- CAPITAL CITY POLICE OFFICER^ 

PESHAWAR

ORDER.

This order will dispose of the departmental appeal preferred by Ex-Constable Ihsan Ullah 

No.3746 who was awarded the major punishment of‘’Dismissal from service” under PR-1975 by . 

SP/HQrs: Peshawar vide OB No.2579, dated 04-10-2021.

Short facts leading to the instant appeal are that the appellant while posted at Police Station 

Badaber Peshawar was proceeded against departmentally on the charges of his involvement in 

criminal case vide FIR No.460, dated 17.07.2015 u/s 324/34-PPC, Police Station Urmar Peshawar.

2-

He was issued proper Charge Sheet and Summary of Allegations by SP/HQrs: Peshawar. 

SDPO/Suburb Peshawar was appointed as inquiry officer to scrutinize the conduct of the accused 

official. The inquiry officer after conducting proper inquiry submitted his findings and found him 

guilty. The competent authority in light of the findings of the inquiry officer issued him Final Show 

Cause Notice to which he replied but the same was found unsatisfactory. Hence he was awarded the 

above major punishment. ^

3-

He was heard in person in O.R and the relevant record along with his explanation perused. 

During personal hearing the appellant categorically denied the allegations and stated that he has 

been charged in the FIR only due to Police service and pleaded that he is innocent in the instant 

case.' Keeping in view his plea, and other documentary proof, his appeal for reinstatement in service 

is hereby accepted. The punishment order of SP/HQrs: Peshawar issued vide OB No.2579, !'dated 

04-10-2021 is hereby set aside. He iis hereby reinstated in service with effect from the date of 

dismissal.

4-

I

/I

/

(MUHAMMAD I'JAZ.KHAN) PSP
CAPITAL CITY POLICE OFFICER, 

PESHAWAR ■
if

31 ! 03 /2022-// /PA dated Peshawar the 
Copies fo/information and necessary action to the :-

1. SP/HQrs: Peshawar
2. AD/IT CCP Peshawar.

No. /r

3. OASI, CRC Pay Officer,
4. FMC along with Fouji Missal. 

. Jif Official Concern.


