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30.05.2022 Mr. Asad ^ Mahmood, Advocate for the 

appellant present who submitted an application for 

withdrawal of the instant service appeal on the ground 

that grie\>ance of the appellant has been redressed 

and requested for withdrawal of the instant service 

appeal. In this regard, his signature was also obtained 

at the margin of order sheet. As such the present 

service appeal is dismissed as withdrawn. Consign.

Pronounced in open court in Peshawar and 

given under my hand and seal of the Tri_
30^'^ day of May, 2022.

03./

al this/
/

(Mian Muhammad) 
Member (E)s
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FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Court of

3-83 72022Case No.-

Order or other proceedings with signature of judgeDate of order 
proceedings

S.No.

321

The appeal of Mr. Humayun Khan resubmitted today by Mr. Asad 

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

the Worthy Chairman for proper order please.

15/03/20221-

UfREGISTRAR »»

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

hearing to be put there on \\»
2-

chairfj(an

No one is present on behalf of the appellant. Notice
/•,

be issued to the appellant and his counsel for the date 

fixed. To come up for preliminary hearing before the S.B

11.04.20:^2

on 30.05.2022.

Chairman

>
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The appeal of Mr. Humayun Khan, Sub-Inspector MR/30, R/0 Village KaluKhan, Tehsil 
Razar, District Swabi received today i.e. on 27.01.2022 is incomplete on the following score 

which is returned to the counsel for the appellant for completion and resubmission within 15 
days.

1. Index of the appeal is not attached with the appeal.
2. Memorandum of the appeal is unsigned which may be signed by the appellant.
3. Checklist is not attached with the appeal.
4. Appeal has not been flagged/marked with annexure marks.
5. Appellate order dated 29/12/2021 mentioned in the heading of appeal is not 

attached with the appeal which may be placed on it.
Annexures of the appeal may be attested.

7. Affidavit attested by the Oath Commissioner is not attached with the appeal.
8. Certificate be given to the effect that appellant has not been filed any service appeal 

earlier on the subject matter before this Tribunal.
9. Annexures of the appeal is not in sequence which may be placed in order.
10. Copies of FIR and BBA attached with the appeal are illegible which may be replaced 

by legible/better one.
11. Five more copies/sets of the appeal along with annexures i.e. complete in all respect 

may also be submitted with the appeal.
12. Wakalat Nama in favor of appellant is not attached with the appeal.

LS:k ys.T,No.

^7 A/ 72022Dt.
^ -ji /

REGISTRAR 
SERVICE TRIBUNAL 

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 
PESHAWAR.

Mr. Asad Mahmood Adv. Pesh.

2-^

11 - /V
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fjHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR
CHECK LIST

V/5CASE TITLE:

NOYESCONTENTSS#
This Appeal has been presented by:
Whether Counsel/Appellant/R'espondent/Deponents have signed the 
requisite documents? ^;' ■ '

1
✓i 2
•/Whether appeal is within time?3

Whether the enactment under which the appeal is filed mentioned?
Whether the enactment under which the appeal is filed is correct?

4
5

Whether affidavit is appended? .6-
VWhether affidavit is duly attested by competent Oath Corrimissioner?7

Whether appeal/annexures are properly paged?______________ ^
Whether certificate regarding filing any earlier appeal on the subject,
furnished? ’ • ___________^^________ •
Whether annexures are legible? 

8
X9

10
Whether annexures are attested?

12 Whether copies of annexures are readable/dear?_____ __________
13 Whether copy of appeal is delivered to AG/DAG?___________ . ■

Whether Power of Attorney of the Counsel engaged is attested and.
signed by petitioner/appellant/respondents? _______ ^_______

IT Whether numbers of referred cases given are correct?____________
16 Whether appeal contains cuttinq/overwritinq?______________ ___
17 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?._____________
20 Whether con-ipiete spare copy is-filed in separate file cover?
21 rwhether addresses of parties given are complete?. • >

■/

/14

/X

• ,/

Whether index filed? 
Whether index is correct?

22
. ^23

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 annexures has been sent 
to respondents? On' . - ■ .
Whether copies of comments/reply/rejoinder submitted? On 
Whether copies of comments/reply/rejoinder provided to opposite 
party? On________________’________ :

24

25

26

27.

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

fulfilled.

Name:

Signature: r
f Dated:

,v

L-'
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Before KPService Tribunal, Peshawar

Appeal No. .

Humayun Khan, Sub-Inspector. MR/30, R/0 Village Kalu Khan, 
Tehsil Razar, District Swabi.

/2022

Appellant

'Versus

The Inspector General of Police, KPK and others.

.Respondents

Invek
S,No Description Annexure Page No.

1. Memo of Appeal 01 - OS

Charge Sheet2. A 06-
Roznamcha 02.10.20213. 07B

Opinion of Arms Expert4. C A
5. Reply to Charge Sheet D

6. Enquiry Report E /o ^ /5/I
Original Order dated 
22^'^ Nov, 20217. F

8. Departmental Appeal G tS
Appellate Order dated 29^^^ 
December, 2021

*
9. H

11. Affidavit On Oath I 17
10. Vakalatnama a

APPELLANT
Through

AsddMahmood 

Advocate High Court
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Before KhyberPakhtunwa Service Tribunal,
Peshawar

Appeal No.

Humayun Khan, Sub-Inspector Mk/30, R/O Village Kalti Khan, Tehsil 
Razar, District Swabi.

/2022

.MVersus 2*iar> iNo

l7'-g/ -ZoP-'T-
/. The Inspector General of Police, Police lines, Opposite CM House, Khyber 

Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

2. Capital City Police Officer, Police Lines, Secretariat Road, Peshawar, 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.

3. Senior Superintendent of Police, Operations, Police Lines, Secretariat Road, 
Peshawar, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.

.Respondents

APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF KHYBER

PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT. 1974 

AGAINST ORIGINAL ORDER DATED 22^^ NOVEMBER.

2021 WHEREBY APPELLANT IS AWARDED A PENLATY

OF ^TORFEITURE OF TWO YEARS APPROVED

SER VICE^^ WITH IMMEDIA TE EFFECT AND A GAINST 

APPELLATE ORDER DATED 29^^ DECEMBER 2021

WHEREBY DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL AGAINST

IMPUGNED ORIGINAL ORDER IS REJECTED WITHOUTto -dayRc- H«
LA WFUL JUSTIFICA TION.;

^^^MaYER:r-

ON ACCEPTANCE OF THIS APPEAL. THE IMPUGNED
orders dated 22^^ NOVEMBER. 2021 AND 29™

DECEMBER 2021 MAY KINDLY BE SET ASIDE AND 

TWO YEARS forfeited SERVICE MAY KINDLY RE

RESTORED IN FAVOUR OF APPELLANT TO MEET THE

ENDS OF JUSTICE.



.' -..:i -•

Respectfully Sheweth,

Appellant humbly submits as under:

1. That appellant joined police force in the year 2009 and has 

rendered his services to the best of his ability.

2. That appellant while posted as Station House Officer (SHO) at 
Police Station, Mathra Peshawar was charge sheeted 

(Annexure-A) of the alleged charges:

• FIR was registered vide FIR No. 760 dated 29.09.2021 

under section 15AA against accused Khan Alam.

• Accused visited the Police Station without obtaining BBA 

from the court of competent jurisdiction and was not 
arrested;

• Kalashinkovo was recovered by appellant (SHO) but no 

entry was found in register No. 19.

• Similarly was not found in PS malkhana.

3. During inspection by SDPO, the case property was not found in 

Police Station Malkhana on 05.10.2021, being sent to Arms expert 
for examination and to obtain examination report. The entry of 

case property in register 19 was made at serial no. 319.

4. The appellant was charge sheeted on 8.10.2021 for the allegations 

without having any connection with the facts. Naqalmad no. 34 

Roznamcha 02.10.2021 (Annexure-B) and application for expert 
opinion of Arms expert (Annexure-C) speaks loudly of the facts 

proving innocence of appellant and malafide at respondents end.

5. All the baseless allegations, being based on out of facts, were 

vehemently denied through reply to charge sheet. (Annexure-D)

6. So-called enquiry (Annexure-E) without affording an opportunity 

of cross-examination was conducted against the appellant.

7. That despite being innocent, liability have squarely been fixed 

against appellant for all the alleged charges committed by others; 

he was awarded a penalty of 'FORFEITURE OF TWO YEARS OF 

APPROVED SERVICE” vide order dated 22"^^ November 2021, 
without any legal justification. (Annexure-F).



8. That departmental appeal (Annexure-G) was preferred against 
impugned order dated 22"'^ November 2021, hut same was also 

rejected and the penalty was upheld through order dated 

29^^ December, 2021. (Annexure-H)

9. Feeling aggrieved from impugned orders, appellant prefers this 

service appeal on the grounds inter alia:

LEGAL GROUNDS:

A. The impugned orders dated 22^‘^ November 2021 and 29‘^ 

December, 2021 against appellant are VOID AND LIABLE TO BE 

SET ASIDE BECA USE:

• Appellant is awarded penalty without conducting regular 

inquiry. No prosecution witnesses and opportunity to cross- 

examine them by appellant was ever produced;

• No final show-cause notice is served upon appellant;

• Neither proper procedure under Rule 6 of Police Rules 

1975 for conducting enquiry have been adopted nor any 

incriminating material or cogent evidence is brought on 

record to substantiate the alleged charges;

• Statement of IHC Shehzad proves that alleged charges are 

contrary to the facts.

B. Statement of Chowki In-charge IHC Shahzad Khan I/C Bara Pul 
revealing the facts that accused was arrested on 02.10.2021 at 
chowki and was brought to Police Station on the direction of 

appellant (SHO) BUT after producing copy of Arms License and 

sureties of local area, SDPO/DSP by exercising his power 

entrusted by law. Hence, appellant is penalized for the alleged 

charges are contrary to the real facts and material on record.

C. AFFIDAVIT ON OATH by accused Khan Alam (Annexure-I) 

affirms the version of appellant and proves innocence in the fact in 

dispute.

D. The accused was charged with BAILABLE OFFENCE under 

section 15AA can be released on BAIL by SHO and Police Official 
higher in rank to In-charge Police Station under the express 

provision of law. Further accused obtained BBA in the said FIR 

from the court of competent jurisdiction on the next day. Hence, the



impugned order, alleging the charges against the appellant is 

having no legal force but smacking a malafide at respondent’s end, 
liable to be set aside.

E. Despite appellant being exonerated from the alleged charges by the 

inquiry officer; liabilities have squarely been fixed against the 

appellant and the respondent for having not agreed with 

recommendations of inquiry officer, passed a NON-SPEAKING 

ORDER in violation of express provision of law.

F. The appellant was charge sheeted on 8.10.2021 for the allegations 

without having any connection with the facts. Naqalmad no. 34 

Roznamcha 02.10.2021 (Annexure-B) and application for expert 
opinion of Arms expert (Annexure-C) speaks loudly of the facts 

proving innocence of appellant and malafide at respondents end.

G. It is the Muharrar, under Police Rules, who was duty bound to 

make an entry in the register 19 for the recoveries and penalizing 

appellant for the fault committed by the Muharrar is against the 

basic principle of law. Vicarious liability can not be invoked to 

hold appellant liable for the faults committed by others unless and 

until common intention is not proved. (2015 PCrLJ 1442)

H. Penalty being a stigma to appellant’s career; hampering the 

prospects of appellant's promotion in future. Hence, the impugned 

order is liable to be set aside.

It is, therefore, most humbly prayed that this appeal may 

kindly be accepted and the impugned orders may kindly be set 
aside and two years forfeited service may kindly be restored in 

favour of appellant to bring justice to its ultimate end.

Appmant

Through

AsadMahmood 

Advocate High Court



AFFIDAVIT:

It is solemnly affirm on oath that the contents of this appeal 
true and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief and nothing 

has been concealed from this honourable court.

are

Deponent
.^1<1 *

CERTIFICATE:is
^ ^^^dfied that no other appeal having

been filed in any other court.
same cause of action has
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CHARGE SHEET•'
j'

i. Whereas'i, Haroon Rashid Khan PSP, SSP/Operations Peshawar, am satisfied that a 

I'ormal Enquiry as contemplated by Police Rules 1975 is necessary & expedient in the subject 
case apinst SI Hamayun Khan No. MR/30 then then SHO Police Station Mathra 

placed under suspension and closed to Police Lines Peshawar.
And whereas, 1 am of the view that the allegations if established would call for 

major/minor penalty, as defined in Rule 3 of the aforesaid Rules.

Now therefore, as required by Rule 6 (1) (a) & (b) of the said Rules, I, Haroon Rashid 

Khan PSP, SSP Operations, Peshawar hereby charge SI Hamayun Khan No. MR/30 then then 

SHO Police Station Mathra now placed’ under suspension and closed to Police Lines 

Peshawar under Rule 5 (4) of the Police Rules 1975 on the basis of following 

allegations/grounds:

5,
?■

now

• 2.

3.

A case was registered vide FIR No. 760 dated 29.09.2021 u/s, 15-AA PS 

Mathra aginst accused Khan Alam.
The accused without BBA visited the police station but you not arrested the 

accused.

You recovered Kalashinkove from the possession of the said accused but 
entry was found in registered No. 19.

Similarly, the same was also not found in the PS Malkhana.

1.

;11.

'111. no

IV.

of the 5^This act on your part is highly objectionable and against the 

disciplined force which renders you liable for disciplinary proceedings under

V. norms

the Police Rules 1975.

4.. I hereby direct you further under Rule 6 (I) (b) of the said Rules to put forth written 

defence within.7 days of the receipt of this Charge Sheet to the Enquiry Officer, as to why action 

should not be taken against you arid also stating at the same time whether you desire to be heard 
in person.

In case your reply is not received within the specific period to the Enquiry Officer, it 
shall be presumed that you have 

you.

5.

defence to offer and ex-parte action will be taken againstno

r
HARC»N RASHID KHAN 

Senior Superintendent of Police 
—“T^Operations) Peshawar 

/2021.

I

No. E/PA dated Peshawar the^^/

<
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OFFICE OF TKE 
SUPERINTENDENT OF POLICE, 

SADDAR, CCP, PESHAWAR 
DATE: \

m
12010NO. ^02Js-A/PA

The Senior Superintendent of Police 
Operations Peshawar.

departmental inquiry AGAINST Sl HUMAYIIN KHAN
NO. MR/30 THE THEN SHO PS MATHRA AND IHC FASIH
ULLAH NO. 5712 THE THEN MOHARRER PS MATHRA.

Kindly refer to your office Dy No. 654-6.55/E/PA-SSP (Ops) dated ; ^ ; ■

To:

Subjeet:-

Memo:- •

08.10,2020.

Brief facts.

A case was registered vide FIR No. 760 dated 29.00.2021 u/s 15-AA 

PS Malhra against accused Khan Al'am.

2. The accused without BBA visited the Police Station blit they not 

arrested the accused.
3. SHO recovered kalashinkovo from the possession of the said accused 

but no entry was found in register No. 19.
4. Similarly, the same was not found in the PS malkhana. :

1.

Proceedings.

To probe into the matter, Ihe following officials were called to the oihee 

of undersigned, they were heard in person, also submitted their wrilion staiemcni.

I
1. SI Humayun Khan the then SHO PS Sarband.

2. IHC Fasih Ullah the then Moharrer PS Sarband.

3. IHC Adnan AMHC PS Mathra.

4. IHC Shahzad 1/C Barra Pul. PS Mathra.

Statement of SI Humavun Khan.

1 /1

j

1/



' MOFFICE OF THE 
SUPERINTENDENT OF POLICE, 

SADDAR, CCP, PESHAWAR 
DATE:

v';
i

9.•/2()20 ./PANO.

(Ju> (>')/
44(X^^>^'AS1:c/1<^^I2^/02.10.202 i

^VUui/li.Li/tr('>Ar ut: 1 5-AA

• /i :•

; •

; ! ;
^

497^j(ijlW^Uyj^L/^^26./21 ((jl/!lJ>)..^t?CrPC-551

j;(/Ib/BBA ^ASJ Cit^l>^1-t?^l>/05.10.2021 4^l/Yt'b^BBA^ 4

. ^t.:^V4?/j'a?L/(J/or^llLr-i/l/^'r>L/JI«lVLf^r'l5.10.2G21

:

V.i .^l-/lj/l^-yiJ:LA 16-22/ 7-2 2»/ wUi /•
(

(L|t^l^j).^C.r/05.10.2021 

i^ci^iiJ'.^j/i^'./jiiJ.U;/e4Jb>A.^2.2_ijf

V...

A

Statement of IHC Fasih Ullah.

J^iUi;jL^l>X^lL^yCrLw^b^UwC^.^jSDPO'^i:>jb^US.HO,u^L^,c^%-'^-':"p2..,l{)-.202i ■
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OFFICE OF THE 
SUPERINTENDENT OF POLICE, 

SADDAR, CCP, PESHAWAR 
DATE: ' /2020 ■:/PANO.

i

!

{•

1

:!
j

r*
yt

Ij UIX(i
■

Statement IHC Adnan AMHC PS Mathra,

^1 (i/1/jj^f'iJ:^tj)j;yj/o2.10.2021 .^y:7’,v4‘'o'^'-*'

i5j6u^i/sho i_t;:.pLi)/,f^^!-.r^usHO^i;?/iiuAity;/ti>^^^ASi yiJ.’i>'/Li^
;

^USHO ^L:>Z^t/^7j2l^USHO o^ri?iLf'Ui^oi>v2-ipf

/l/^LOjy^yy J^yy yL^(J^02.10.2022/L-;jy34>^2l/^y^C^^/j^'u

x" i

'. ■

V̂
 4^i

^USHO

(

r*• ‘4-U-(

;

fStatement of IHC Shahzad Khan I/C Barra Pul.

;

;
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OFFICE OF THE 

SUPERINTENDENT OF POLICE, 
SADDAR, CCP, PESHAWAk 

DATE: ■ •/2()20/PANO.
; f

' ^ \
•• fi

{

not handed oVer.to Moharrer at the time ofregistratioh loifdjlR

SI Hiimayun Khan, therefore the moharrer staff wds unabK to , ; : ■ |
05.!().202l.at serial' :

:.foi-
6. The case property was

the reason best known to 
enter it in register No. 19. The entry: was made in register No. 19 OH

:
No. 319 after examination of Arms expert of Police Lines
During informal Inspection by SDRO Warsak, the case property^ was not fot ,

05.10.2021, being sdnt to Arms expert for examination., {ExLfinin^tion

:•
fblihd- 'iif PS

7.

Malkhana on

report enclosed) ■ _ i ^ f.
8. SI Humayun was unable to hand over the seized weapon to Moharrer-thr|ugh draper

05.10.2021, after lapse of 06 days shows

;

;■!

channel, and sending it to Arms expert on 

negligence on the part of SHO, whicti create doubts.

r

Recommendations. : S
f

|1

After thorough examination of circumstances/ statements, il is concluded^ tlial Sj 

Humayun Khan.the then SHO PS Mathra,is found guilty for non-handing over of the Weapomi 

Moharrer through proper channel and sending it to Arms expert aller a lapseiof 06 days. 

He is recommended for minor punishment. . i:; o

Moreover, IHC Fasih Ullah is found innocent in the matter and recommended that lu^tay Ix^ 

exonerated from the charges.

:

1.to . '5

\ ;

■ fi

a ■Submitted please.

Superintendent of Police Saddar Division 
CCP, Peshawar.
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@OFFICE OF THE 
SR; SUPERINTENDENT OF POLICE, 

(OPERATIONS) PESHAWAR 
Phone. 091-9210508[#1

ORDER

This office order will dispose-off the departmental proceedings against M 

Hamavun Khan No.MR/30 while posted as SHO PS Mathra was placed under 

suspension by the W/CCPO. On account that , he registered FIR in Police Station 

Mathra against the accused Khan Alam and the accused visited Police Station 

Mathra without BBA but he failed to arrest the accused.

Under Police Rules 1975 (amended 2014) proper charge sheet alongwith 

summary of allegation were issued against him and SP Saddar was appointed as 

Enquiry Officer who submitted is finding on dated 03.11.2021 concluded, therein 

SHO recovered 1 Kalashinkove from the possession of accused Khan Alam and the 

case property was in his possession till 05.10.2021 and recommended that he may 

be awarded minor punishment.

Keeping in view of the above, -the undersigned being a competent 

authority, do agree with the recommendation of the enquiry officer, therefore, SI 

Hamayun Khan No. MR/sd is hereby awarded the minor punishment of “Forfeiture

of 2 years approved service” with immediate effect.

{
2.

3.

HARC^N RASHID KHAN It.stpsp)
Sepoorguperintendent of Police 

'perations) Peshawar
No.
Copy for information and necessary action to:-

1. The Capital City Police Officer, Peshawar w/r to his office Endst: No. 3088-

3100/PA dated 06.10.2021 with the request that SI Hamayun No. MR/30 may 

kindly be re-instated, if approved. ^
2. EC-II, PO, AS i
3. FMC along with complete enquiry file for record ( 37)-

y '
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J/k
The Capital City
Peshawar. j9Ljm^^s:=:=^=^

To: '

APPEAL FOR SETTING ASIDE THE PUNISHMENT AWARDED BYSubject:
SSP/OPERATTONS PESHAWAR.

R/Sir:
Most respectfully, it is submitted that I was serving as SHO PS Mathra Peshawar 

and was placed under suspension on account of not arresting the accused Khan Alam without 
BBA during his visit to the Police Station as he was involved in an FIR of 15-AA.

I was Charge Sheeted and SP/Saddar Peshawar was appointed as inquiry officer. ^ 
The inquiry officer after completion of inquiry submitted his findings to the competent authority. 
The competent authority in light of the findings of the inquiry officer awarded me the 
punishment of forfeiture of 02 years approved service.

The following submission is hereby made:-
That during the course of inquiry no opportunity was given of cross examination. 
That after the inquiry no Final Show Cause Notice was issued to me.
That during my posting as SHO, I performed my duty with best of ability and 
competency.
That there was no malafied on my part and the accused was not arrested on the 
direction of my immediate officer.
The punishment awarded to me is harsh and may be set aside.

1.

II

111.

IV.

V.

It is humbly prayed that keeping in view my above submissions the punishment 
awarded to me by SSP/Operations Peshawar may be set aside, keeping I view my service carrier 
please..

1^ Khan No. MR/30SI Hamayi
>S//(

ryv''0'y\j^

•1
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L
OFFICE OF THE

CAPITAL CITY POLICE OFFICEl^, 

PESHAWAR

>•

ORDER.

This order will dispose of the departmental appeal preferred by Sub-Inspector 

Humayun Khan MR/30 who was awarded the minor punishment of *’ Forfeiture of 02 years 

approved service” under PR-1975 by SSP/Operations Peshawar vide order No.2681-86/PA, dated 

22-11-2021. ...
s

2- Shorts facts leading to the instant appeal are that the appellant while posted as SHO 

Police Station Mathra Peshawar was proceeded against departmentally on the charges that he 

registered FIR in Police Station Mathra against the accused Khan Alam and the accused visited the 

Police Station without BBA but he failed to arrest the accused.

3- He was issued proper Charge Sheet and Summary of Allegations by SSP/Operations 

; Peshawar. SP/Saddar 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 

recommended that he may be exonerated from the charges. However, the competent authority 

having not agreed with the findings of the inquiry officer awarded him the above minor
w'

punishment.

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

perused. During personal hearing the appellant failed to submit any plausible explanation in his 

■ defence. Therefore, his appeal for setting aside the punishment awarded to him by 

SSP/Operations Peshawar vide order No.2681-86/PA, dated 22.11.2021 is hereby 

rcjcctcd/filed.

(ABBAS AHSAN) PSP 
CAPITAL CITY POLICE OFFICER, 

PESHAWAR

dated Peshawar the 2fj ! /Z /2021No. /PA, .

Copies for information and necessary action to the:-

1. SSP/Operations Peshawar.
2. SP/HQrs Peshawar.
3. EC-II, PO.

1.-/4.' FMC along with Fuji Missal. 
5. Official concern.

■*v
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