
29.09.2022 Appellant present through counsel.

Muhammad Jan, learned District Attorney for 
respondents present.

Former made a request for adjournment as he has not 

prepared the brief. Adjourned. To come up for arguments on 

01.12.2022 before D.B.

t

(Rozina Rehman) 

Member (J)
(Fareeha Paul) 

Member (E)

!
i

t
*

I
J
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Learned counsel for the appellant present. Mr. 

Muhammad Adeel Butt, Addl. AG for the respondents present.

17.05.2022

Learned AAG seeks time to submit written 

reply/comments. Granted. To come 

reply/comments on 23.06.2022 before S.B.

written

(MIAN MUHAMMAD) 
MEMBER (E)

Appellant alongwith his counsel present. Mr. Muhammad 

• Adeel Butt, Additional A.G for respondents present.

Respondents have submitted written reply/comments which 

is placed on file. To come up for arguments on 06.09.2022 before 

D.B.

23'^Tune, 2022

(Kalim Arshad Khan) 
Chairman

06.09.2022 Appellant present through counsel.

Kabir Ullah Khattak, learned Additional Advocate General for 

respondents present.

' Request for adjournment was made on behalf of learned A.AG 

in order to prepare the brief. Adjourned. To come up for arguments 

on 29.09.2022 before D.B.

(Fareeha Paul) 
Member(E)

(Rozina Rehman) 
Member(J)
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Form- A

FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Court of

/2022Case No.-

Order or other proceedings with signature of judgeDate of order 
proceedings

S.No.

31 2

The appeal of Mr. Matiullah presented today by Mr. Mir Zaman Safi 

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

Worthy Chairman for proper order please.

23/02/20221-

am/
REGISTRAR

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

hearing to be put there on^
2-

CHAIRMAN

26.04.2022 Counsel for the appellant present and heard.

The appeal is admitted for 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 

17.05.2022 before S.B.

Aprfi
Stci

Chairman
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^ BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAI^
PESHAWAR

/2022APPEAL NO.

Mr. Mati Ullah, IHC No.255,
Reader to DSP Security, Police Training College, Hangu.

APPELLANT

■'VERSUS ■

1- The Inspector General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunldiwa, Peshawar.
2- The Regional Police Officer, Kohat Region.
3- The Commandant Police Training College, Hangu.
4- The District Police Officer, District Hangu.

RESPONDENTS

APPEAL UNDER SECTION-4 OF THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 

SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT. 1974 AGAINST THE IMPUGNED 

ORDER DATED 12.11.2021 WHEREBY MAJOR PENALTY 0_F 

REMOVAL FROM SERVICE HAS BEEN IMPOSED UPON THE 

APPELLANT AND AGAINST THE APPELLATE ORDER DATED 

__________ WTTPttEBY DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL OF THE
APPELLANT HAS BEEN RE.TECTED ON NO GOOD GROUNDS.,
08.02.2022

PRAYER;
That on acceptance of this appeal the impugned orders dated 12.11.2021 

and 08.02.2022 may very kindly be set aside and the appellant be re­
instated into service with all back benefits. Any other remedy which this 

august Tribunal deems fit that may also be awarded in favor of the 

appellant.

R/SHEWETH;
ON FACTS:

Brief facts giving rise to the present appeal are as under:-

That the appellant was the employee of the respondent department. and 

has served the department as IHC No. 255 for more than eighteen (18) 

years quite efficiently and upto the entire satisfaction of his superiors.

2- That the appellant while performing his duty as.reader to DSP Security, 
Police Training Centre, Hangu, an allegation of missing 87369/- SMG 

rounds from the ammunition Kot was leveled against the three officials 

and later on the appellant was also charged with the said allegation on the

1-



statement of one alleged official (Sohail Ahmad). That on the basis of 

said allegation all the four officials were suspended.
That in the said matter preliminary inquiry was conducted by the 

department in which one alleged official Mr. Muhammad Akiain 

exonerated from the allegations leveled against him while the appellant 
and other 2 officials were dismissed from service vide dated 15.03.2019. 
Copy of the dismissal order is attached as annexure

4- That feeling aggrieved from the order dated 15.03.2019 the appellant 
preferred departmental appeal followed by service appeal No. 1000/2019 

before this august Service Tribunal, Peshawar which was allowed vide 

judgment dated 23.06.2021 and this august Tribunal set aside the 

impugned order dated 15.03.2019. That the respondent Department 
further directed by this august Tribunal to conduct de-novo inquiry 

strictly in accordance with law and rules and the same shall be concluded 

within a period of one month. Copy of the judgment is attached as 

annexure...

3-
was

A.

B.

5- That after obtaining attested copy of the judgment dated 23.06.2021 of 

this august Tribunal the appellant submitted the same before the 

respondents but the respondents have not <beefr conducted de-novo 

inquiry as per directions of the august Service Tribunal.

That later on the department conducted de-novo inquiiy and issued 

charge sheet and statement of allegation to the appellant. That appellant 
submitted detail reply of the charge sheet and statement of allegation 

along with documentary proofs but the. same has not been considered by 

the inquiry committee. Copies of the. charge sheet/statement of allegation
C & D.

6-

& reply are attached as annexure..... .

7- That vide dated 09.09.2021 final show cause notice has been issued to the 

appellant which has also been replied by the appellant and denied all the 

allegations leveled against him. Copies of the show cause notice and 

reply are attached as annexure E&F.

That it is pertinent to mention that in the de-novo inquiry the respondents 

totally relied upon the previous inquiry and no fresh findings have been 

arisen in the de-novo proceedings. That despite of having no solid proof 

the respondent department issued the impugned order dated 12.11.2021 

whereby major penalty of removal from service has been imposed upon 

the appellant. Copies of the de-novo inquiry and impugned order are 

attached as annexure

8-

G.

That appellant feeling aggrieved from the impugned order dated 

12.11.2021 preferred departmental appeal but the same has been rejected
9-



■ -ir ,

good grounds. Copies of the 

attached as
........H & I.

vide appellate order dated 08.02.2022 

departmental appeal and appellate order
on no

are

....................................................................................................

That appellant feeling aggrieved and having 
the instant appeal on the following grounds amongst the others.

other remedy but to fileno10-

GROUNDS;

A-That the impugned orders dated 12.11.2021 and 08.02.2022 are against the
of natural justice and materials on the record, hence notlaw, facts, norms 

tenable and liable, to be set aside.

That the appellant has not been treated in accordance with law and rules by 

the respondent on the subject noted above and as such violated Article-4 and 

25 of the Constitution of Islamic Republic of Pakistan, 1973,

C- That the respondent department acted in arbitrary and malafide manner 

while issuing the impugned orders dated 12.11.2021 and 08.02.2022 which 

are not tenable in eye of law and liable to be set aside.

of witnesses have not been recorded by the authorities 

before issuing the impugned order dated 12.11.2021 which is necessary as 

per rule and law ibid.

E- That no chance of cross of examination has been provided by the respondent 
department to the appellant before issuing the impugned order dated 

12.11.2021 AA^hich is mandatory as per judgment of the superior Court.

B-

D- That statements

F- That the de-novo inquiry has not been properly conducted by the authorities 

as per directions of this august Tribunal, therefore, the impugned order dated 

12.11.2021 is void in the eye of law and the same is liable to be set aside.

G- That the inquiry officer totally relied upon on the previous inquiry which has 

already been declared by this august Service Tribunal as null and void.

H- That the appellant had no concern with the ammunition kot but despite that 
the allegations of missing SMG rounds were leveled against him on the basis 

of statement one Mr. Sohail Ahmad.

I- That the inquiry officer has not proved the charges leveled against the 

appellant, therefore, the impugned order dated 12.11.2021 has no legal force, 
therefore the same is liable to be set aside.



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

very kindly be accepted as prayed for.

Dated: 16.02.2022.

APPIfeL.

AHMATI^LLAH,
/

THROUGH: y [Fy
Mm ZAMANSAFI 

ADVOCATE

CERTIFICATE;

It is certified that no other earlier appeal was filedibetween the parties.

DEPONENT

LIST OF BOOKS:

1 - CONSTITUTION OF PAKISTAN, 1973.
2- SERVICES LAWS BOOKS.
3- ANY OTHER CASE LAW AS PER NEED..



’Ki. TtFFOPF THE KHYBEP PAKHTTOKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL
PESHAWAR

/2022APPEAL NO,

POLICE DEPTT:• VSMATIULLAH

AFFIDAVIT

I Mir Zaman Safi, Advocate High Court, Peshawar on the instructions 

and on behalf of my client do hereby solemnly affirm and declare that the 

contents of this service appeal are . true and correct to the best of my 

knowledge and belief and nothing has been concealed from this Honorable
Court.

iHl J
MIRZAMAPTSAFI,

Advocate
High Court, Peshawar
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ORDERy
the followingthe deparlmsnlal proceedings against

police Rules, 1975 (Amended 2014);-
Ths order is passed on

office rs'offipals under the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

ASI BosMr Muha«w.d. No. 840/MR. BIstt. Mordm
I.

IHC Moti Ulloh. No. 255, Distt: Hangu.
HC Muhommod Akrom. No. U93/133. Diott; OJ kh«. 

iv. FC Sohoil Ahmod, No. 1334/44, CCP Peshowor,

1hai' on
of ASI Bashir Muhammad. On 14.01.2019 while 

number of B7369 alive SMS rounds were

ii.s.*

09.0L2019 ASI/LI Abld Ullah wasBrief facts .of the case are

posted as in-cherge ammunition Kot in-place

taking the charge, he observed that a 
short/missing. The matter was brought into the notice. To unearth the facts, a preliminary

of Mr. Abdul Sattor DSP (LegaO and Mr. Shah Mumtazenguir)' committee consisting 

DSP/CU, PTC, Hongu was constituted.'
Duping enquiry physical checking of 5MG ommunition kot was carried out and 

q!I the SM& rounds lying in SMS ommuni+ion kot were counted by the committee ond

pored wirh stock/ issue regfster as well as with doify dlai^ of Model Police Station PTC 

Hangu. It was found by the enquiry committee that SMS Rounds numbering 11084 were not 

entered in the relevant record properly while factually 76285 rounds were missing.

were

com

The concerned officer Bashir Khan ASX was thoroughly interrogated and 

examined by the Preliimlnary committee who disclosed that he had sold the some through 

Sohail FC No. 44. When Sohail FC was interrogated and examined who disclosed -^hat 

he hod given the missing rounds to one IHC Moti Ulloh PTC Hangu. Similarly Muhammad 

Akram HC assistant in-charge ammunilion kot was also examined and mterrogoted.

During enquiry the accused officers/ officials having no altepnate option but 

to deposit missing/ embezzled rounds in SM6 ammunition kot PTC Hangu. The enquiry 

; committee submitted the preliminary enquii'y with the observation that accused officers 

, namely: ASX Bashir,.Muhammad, IHC Mati Ullah and FC Sohail Na. 44 with their m.utual 

^ understohding and with their common crirriina! intension embezzled the scid emmunitien.

one

Probably v.^lth the Help of their ac comp I ice.

Agreeing, with the report of preliminary enquiry committee oil the four 

above named officiols were suspended and .show cause notices were given on the scrr.e dry

12.02.2019 and proper .departmental i

Shah Mumtaz Khan assisted by Inspector Khan end Inspector Said Moor Shah 

nominatedvtd! coHductftKe

, re enquiry v;qs initiated against them. DSP/ CLI
I

were

enquiry.
\
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The deparimenfal chquiry committee thoroughly examined the mat ^coWe-cfed
■'.

the relevant record from-SMS ammunWon kot^nd doily diary of model police stotion m 

s^nectiqn with the matfer. They examined and recorded the statements of relevant 

witnesses and also of aicised officers/ officials and submitted their final finding on 

12.03.201$ ond held respdhllble A5I Bashir Muhammad No. 840yMR, IHC Matf Ullah - 255
I

and FC 5.ohail Ahmad NQj'li34/44 involved in the embezzlement of huge quantity of Oovt:

authentic evidence was found5M<? rounds with their c^moh crimM ihtension. While no 

ogoinst HC Muhammad Akram No. 1193/13-3.
[ I

After perusing the whole record of the enquiry and observations of the 

departmental enquiry committee it has been established that accused officers namely A SI 

Sashir Muhammad No. 84b/MR, IHC Mati Ullah No. 255 and FC Sohail Ahmad No. 1334/44 

have committed the crnbkzzlement of SM'C rounds mentioned above. The accused 

offiGers/offlcials were d'fsi!) found undisciplined, misconduct and show irresponsibility on 

their part. Hence to follow the Police Rules’ 1975 .amended 2014 the accused officers 

namely ASI Bashir Muhomnlidd No. a46/MR:. IfiC Mati Ullah No. 255 and FC Sohail Ahmad
.t , .

No. 1334/44 are dismissed] from service while HC Muhammad Akram is exonerated from

i
i

t

f

f

the charges leveled against Ibim and reinstated into service from the date of suspension.

Order announced on
No. " '

Ontech iil7e3/2015. -- t
I

(Dr: Mo^cT^alcem). PSP 

Commandant,
Police Thdiniiig College, Hangu

\
1 ,

/PA, dQted’Pianau. the / fToS /20;i9.

Copy forwarded for inlormatfoh dt necessary action to;-

No.5!

The Inspector! general of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar with 

reference to this office Memo: No. 88/PA, doted ’21.02.2019.

The Capital; City Police Officer, Peshawar,

The Regional Police Officers. Mdrdon and Kohat.
The Districif Police Officers, Morddn and Hangu..
Ex-ASr Muhammad, No. 840/MR. Oistt: Mardan 

Ex-IHC Mati Ullah, No. 255. Oistt; Hqngu,.
Fx-fC Sohpf Ahmad, No. 13/34/44, CCP Peshqwar 
HC Muhemmad Akram, No. 1193/133,
All concerned!'

It.

Ill

tv.
V. , '■

VII,

vili
Distt; D.I Khan.f IX.

f - .
i,

\
\ ' 'I -A.

I r
f

\I i y
t

I
i
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Jbefore THE

Service Appeal No. 745/2019

19;06.2019Date of Institution 

■ Date of Decisio.n ■... 23.06.2021

f

Bashir Muhammad, Ex-ASI No. 840/MR District Police Mardan.

(Appellant)
f
ir
ii
I

VERSUS'^

Commandant Police School Training Hangu and another.
ii

(Respondents)

?

VMr. FAZAL SHAH MOHMAND, 

Advocate

MR. USMAN.GHANI,
District Attorney .

For appellant. t

i:
I

For respondents. f

MEMBER (3UDIGIAL)
member (EXECUTIVE)

i-

MR. SALAH-UD-DIN
ATIQ-UR-REHMAN wazir 1:

MR.
t

E
IlUDGEMENXl S
}

Through this single judgment, 

well as Service 

Provincial

i:AH-gn-niN. MEMBER:’
instant Service Appeal'asintend to dispose of the

No. 931/2019
we

titled. "Sohall -Ahmad. Versus
Appeal bearing

Officer and two others as well as

"Matiullah Versus Inspector

Service Appeal bearing 1-!.
-Police General of Police 

.common questions

V

10.00/2019, titled
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa'

of law and facts are involved therein.

IMo. ;
and two others", asPeshawar

i
i

connected service 

that during posting 

In-charge ammunition

instant appeal :as’well as 

931/2019 and 1000/2019 are
Precise facts of the2.

1

appeals bearing- No
of the appellants namely Bashir Muhammad as ^

;ohail Ahmad as Naib In S'MG Kot and Matiullah as Reader to DSP 

sec^ity in Police Training College Hangu, 76185 live rounds of1<

\
AllTEST

I-4ER
•.tukhWIPK '" be.

'i . 'TO iaB 
Feshii .V ai-

,• i'
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2 li!■

wer^found .missing, while' entry of .11084 rounds was not 

made in the relevant record,, therefore, disciplinary action was
H.C Muhammad Akram No. 1193/133. 

the appellants were dismissed from

ti
?:against the appellants and one

Vide order dated 15.03.2019 
service, while HX Muhammad Akram was exonerated from the charges. 

The departmental appeals of' the' appellants went ■ un-responded, 

therefore, they have now approached this Tribunal through filing of t

I

i

i;

Iinstant Service Appeals.

. Fazal Shah Mohmand, Advocate, representing the appellant

Commandant Police Training
Mr3.

Bashir Muhammad; has contended that
officer of the rank of Deputy Inspector General of

statement of allegations
11College Hangu was an

Police, who issued charge sheet, as well as , .
dismissal of the appellant, rendering -the whole

Schedule-I

and 11e
V
!■

I
also oassed order of

under the law to proceed

as per
,1
i:■ of Police 

"■ Authority was not
11

the Authority competent t
ued that whole of the inquiry. He further arghimself against the appellant without providing ■ the 

examined
conducted in slipshod manner,

examination of the witnesses
wereproceedings

appellant an opportunity of cross
also argued that neither any

opportunity of personal hearing
admittedly

1.show-cause notice
the inquiry.sHeduring was

issued to the appellant nor any
contended that the appellant

Iwas
afforded to him. He next 

transferred to Police

Iwas s
on deputation basis

Training College Hangu
R„e-9 (ill) of' Police Rules, 1975, Commandent 

■ police Training College Hangu was -.s quite

“ T„... u—, n*
re-instatqd into service

therefore, in view of

upon
innocent and has been
order may be set-aside and the appellant 356,

- by extending p.^.^war 273, PLD 2008

i
!

PLD 2018 Supreme
Court 663 and 2021 SCMR 67u

Supreme
representing- appellant

ned counsel
Khattak, Advocate 

reliance on the arguments of lear

has further argued that ammunition
Naib in SMG

Mr.-: Shahid Qayum4.
Sohail Ahmad, while placing

appellant-BashirMuhammad
for the 

is kept in ammunition K'ot

meant for

, while the appellant was posted as
therefore,'the-appellant was

stocking only of SMG Rifles
i

AT r

Vi 
'll. 

* *'•
PR

•■'chw®
HII, .

s', ■
•u >»
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.navino^no concern with the alleged mis-approprlation of live rounds of 

SMG, therefore, the impugned order of dismissal of the appellant is liable

to be.'set-aside:

m
ItheNoor Muhammad Khattak, Advocate, representing

not issued any

issued tO: the

-3 of summery of

‘

5.
appellant Matiullah, has argued that the appellant 

charge -sheet 'and only statement of allegations was 

appellant, however it has be

was

j;
been mentioned in para

charge sheet. He further argued that the

1975, has not beenallegations that the same was a

' the appellant, therefore, the

is void ab-lnitio, hence liable

(G.S) 365, 1983 PLC
PLC (C.S) 336, PU 2017

and' 1-988' PLC

i:
I

complied with and even
afforded toor personal hearing, was

pugned order of dismissal of the appellant

to be set-aside. Reliance, was placed on _
2011 5CMR 1618, 1989

, 2008 SCMR 1369, 2003 SCMR 681

im 2003 PLC It
i:

(C.S) 179
Tr.C.(Services)

1;
i198

(C.S) 379. hasthe respondents

in',mi5-apP''OP''’®^'°'^
was' taken 

a service. He 

manner by,

contended

forconversely, learned District Attorney
found involved.

of
■ 6.

vi/ereargued that the appellants
of Ammunition

and they

action 

dismissed from
therefore, disciplinary

rightly

was conducted in, a legal

. He next

huge quantity 

against 

also argued

I
werethe appellants

that the inquiry

providing opportunity of hearing to 

that after conducting of proper inquiry
conclusion that

the appellants

against the appellants 

the . charges 

competent Authority

, the inquiry

against

has rightly

I
the

f,

to thecame.
appellants were proved, therefore, the 

from service.

committee

dismissed them counsel for the

respondents and
of learned 

t Attorney for the

;;
heard, the arguments 

learned. District . -
IWe have

appellants as well as 

have perused the record.

. 7. I
5

h

notice, 

issued to the 

and upon , 

was

that the show-cause 

were i-
record would show

statement of allegations 

a,nt police Training- College Hangu
-"tort the order of dismissal of the appelients

receipt of the inquiry r . ^ v.'as an

A perusal of 

sheet as well as
8.

charge

appellants by

also
^Vcer of the

.ATTfeST/V i

"uNKW ■

wa«'

ex.* 
jctA r
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s'rhPdttle-I of Police Rules 1975, officer of the rank of DPO/SSP/SP, being 

Authority competent to award punishment to the appellants, could have 

disciplinary action against the appellants. Commandant
Officer of the rank of Deputy 

Scheclule-I- of

legally taken
Police Training College Hangu was an 
inspector General of Police, therefore, keeping In- view

taken by him was illegal-,, without 
not at all 
examined

Rules 1975, the action
jurisdiction and void ab-initio.- Moreover, the appellants were 

provided any opportunity of cross-examination of the witnesses
ring the inguiry, which has caused them prejudice. The impugned 

oLr Of dismissal of the appellant is. thus not sustainable in the eye of

Police'

i;

law and is liable to be set-aside.
ihand as well.as■ In view of the above discussion, the appeal in

^0- 931/2019, titled' "Sohail Ahimad Versus 

" as well as. Service Appeal bearing

9.
Service Appeal - bearing No 

Provincial Police Officer and two others 

1000/2019 ■ titled "MatiuHah Versus
Peshawar and two.others", are

of'dismissal of the appellants. The appellants
remanded back to the

the Inspector. General of Police 

allowed by setting-No. I
iKhyber Pakhtunkhwa 

aside the .impugned order
arp re-instated into service and the matter is
de'partment for de‘-noyo Inguiry against ^

with relevant law/rules. The de-novo inquiry proceeding sha^
month fro.m the date of receipt - 

benefits of the appellants shall

accordance
be completed within a period of one 

copy of this judgment- The issue of back
result of de-novo inquiry. Parties are

Iof 5

e-left to bear their own ■
.follow the 

costs File be consigned to the record room.

announced
23.06.2021

s(S/U_AM-UI>T5IN) 
member (3UDICIAL)

• ^ 1

I

P/
\_y\i ____

(ATIQ'UR-REHMAN WAZIR)
/Member (EXEGUtivE)

/

Hate of 'Prese«tattoB ofAppikatlor. , 3/^

W-.'i'fT.sti —,_____________ ............................................

CopiViili-

Drip-'i.' • ....

■ Trt ...

$^i4cTnbunaL 
Fc»b»war

EX:

......

tA..,,

Jl 'I0.!' Copy,
©ate oi Detivery of Copy:___
D;>



= SMG rounds with mutual connivance. ThereforG, to follow Police Rule5-1975.

.. ,^irn ended
4hi^ad, No. 44 were awarded major punishment of "dismissal from service", while accused HC ^ 

h/^uiiammad Akram, No. 1193/133 was exonerated and reinstated in ser^'ice from the date of 

suspension owing to non-awoilabilitv of arty tangible evidence against him vide PTC, Hangu ' 

order Er\dst; No. 119-34/PA, dated 15.03,2019.

The delinquent officer IHC Mati Ullah filed departmental appeal against the said 

order of dismissal, but it was filed. Subsequently, then he, approached the Khyber 

Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal, Peshawar vide service appeal No. 1000/2019, which was 

allowed by the Honourable Tribunal on 23.06.2021 in the terms mentioned in the aforesaid 

appeal.

2014), ASI Bashir Muhammad, No. 840/MR, IHC Mati Ullah No. 255'and FC Sohail

2.

For the purpose of de-novo inquiry against the appellant strictly in accordance with 

relevant law/riiles with reference to the above allegations, Mr. Arshad Mehmood, 

SP/Investigatlon fPlstrict Complaint Offlcerh Hangu is appointed as Enquin/ Officer vide 

AIG: inquires, lAB Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar,office Memo; No. 1984/CPO/lAB, dated 

26.07.2021.

3.

The enquiry officer/committee shall in accordance with the provisions of the Police 

Rules-1975 (3mended-20i4), provide reasonable opportunity of hearing and defense to the
I

defaulter, record his findings within prescribed period after the ireceipt of this 

charge sheet and put up- rGGommendations about the guilt or innocence of the accused

officer,

A/'

The enquiry offcer/committee should complete the requisite enquiry in time and 

submit his final findings report direct to the quarter concerned before .11.08.2021 with 

Intimation to this office..

5.

(FAilWUOOlN) PSP 
Com m ji n c) a nt

Police Tramine College, Hangu
No. ^C\ ■ 0 ^/PA, dated Hangu the ° 2^08/2021.

. Copy to the:
Mr. Arshad Mehmood, SP/Investieatlon (District Complaint Officer). Haneu fo
initiating de-novo inquiry against the defaulter under the provision of Polici 
Oisciplinary Ruies-1975 (amended'2014). Enquin/, file containing 408 papers ar 
enclosed.
IHC Mati Ullah, No. 255, ATS Instructor/Ex. Reader to DSP/Security, PTC Haiigu.

1.

2.

tFASiHUDOlN) PSP 
Commandant 

Police TralnlnK Coitegn, Ha.

<» .
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No "N/.

j ,y<sh..'»CommandaiiL
l\)licc M'raininji College.
11cingu.
^iruVICK APPEALJWS

TheTo: s f
I. >V ^;

. 7a^/7,(n>j:93'/'>h^ ' U^'.l)()/2(ll V/Oj!,
{■Siibjcei;

Memo:-••

' olTiee Icuei- No,25.15/lnY: doledPlease relei- to SP Invesiigalioh llangu.

12.OK,2021, on ihe subjeel eilecl above.
Your uoud ,oll bcinsoompo.c,.,.t,.,.hofi.y ,n Ac nu.Ucr nu.y proceed

A

unefcr iiilimalion ui lli,l<« ollicc. 
mailerThe proceedings.imiy be eompleiecl wuhin ibe

2.
l oriher in ihc lighl of enquiry report 

Being a couri 

.siipulalecl lime to ax'oid lurlher legal eomplicalions ■
3.

Enclrs: (30 pages)
.31
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OFFICEOJF
THE COmiANpANT

POLICE TRAlNlNQICOIiLEGE, PIANGU 
Office Phone# 0925-621886, Pax# 0925-620886 

Email: b,f>pt-chahgu@g:mail,£om-■

1935

(1) The Capital City Police Officer, :
Peshawar.

(2) 1^ The District Police Officer,
Mardan.

The District Police Officer,
Hangu.

/PA, D'ated Hangu the, _ii.August, 2021.'

QFRVirP APPEAL NOS. 745/2019, q3l/201^' & H^bO/ZOjJ

To:

(3).

No.

Subject:
• '.v-Memo:

Please refer to the'subject cited above.

intimated the following police officers of your Districts while serving in 

Hangu on deputation basis were found involved in misappfopriatidh of a massive number
it is

PTC,

of ammunition from PTC; Kot: s ,

ASl Bashir Muhammad No. 840/MRdf Mardan District;i.
FC Sohall Ahmed s/o Khan Sahib, of CCP, Peshawar,.ii.
. IHC Matl Ullah of District Hangu,iii.

After conducting- departmental enquiry as per ' Police Rules, 1975

■proved against them, d)Jd they were awarded major(amended-2014), the allegations were 
punishment of dismissal from service vide PTC, Hangu!ordere.^st;l><o. 119-34/PA, dated

15.03.2019.
the punishment awarded to |;the defaulteji officers/official, theyTo review

Khyber Pakhtunkhvya Service Tribunal, PdShav^&r vide rabove quoted service 

decided by the honorable Tribunal in their faypr with the following
approach to 

appeals, which were 

directions:
"A perusal of record would show that the.;show-cause rtotice, charge sheet as 

statement of allegations were issued to the appellants by Commandant Police Trainingwell as
College Hangu and upon receipt of the inquiry report, the^brderof dismissal was also passed by 

Commandant Police Training College Hangu, who was an, officer of the rank of Deputy inspector 

General of Police, in light of Scheduled Of Police Rules 1975, officer of the rank of DPO/ SSP/ SP,

being Authority Competent to award punishment tp the appellants, could have legally taken

was an' disciplinary action against the appellants. Commandant Police Training College Hangu 

' officer of the rank of Deputy inspector General of Police, therefore, keeping in view Schedule-I 

of Police Rules 1975, the action taken by him was illegal, v\iithout jutlsdiction and void ab-imtio.

■j .Moreover, the appellants were not at all provided any opportunity of cipss-examination of the 

^ witnesses examined during the inquiry, which has caused ^Hem prejudice, The impugned order
/\

XJ
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iiFticer/ coinniittL'i' bv the order of Commandant ri'C Hanj!,u. During enquiry the
properly eN.amined. and their statements werevcc’iisod officers/officials 

recorded as well as the statements of witnessed also Recorded. After completion ot 
enquiry the enquiry committee submitted finding, report In which the <->C':use., 
olficers/officials are found guilty. As a Result all the aboee named olhcers/ott.yls 

were dismissed by Commandant PTC Hangu.

wei'e

Tho Dyi ComiMndiint, Police M'laining, Oillega. 1-hingu letter 
No ftit/PA/FTr dated 04.09.2019 to DPO tteogji % o' tigainsl.
,1,0 .,l.ovo named officers/official on their criminal, act. A. case ti-as res.sleret 
against accused ASI Bashir Mithammad, IHC Maitullah and-vhC h. ,.nl khan vide 
r-' w,. ItlK No 107B dated 05.09.2019 U/S 408/ -109/ 414/ 420.' 4.4 1 1 C m I ,S C, v, 
DistricWititSTirdiT^;^^ investigation ■I clun (111) 
supervision of Mr. Zain Khan SP Investigation Hangt,. v.do It tter No .4411.at /I .\ 
dated ri 09.2019 was constituted by the then District Police Ofl.cer, 1 langu a.nd 
Inspector Abdur Rehman Officer Incharge Investigation Pohee St.iooo City lanip. 
rv/s .tppointed as Investigation Officer. The accused .,;;case iVere escaped to thea 

pa ent Districts, for their early arre»t proper letters wore .ssuod to-the 

Disfric. after then they approach to fhe, Hon'ble ,Coyts U.r 
Similarly HC Mati ullah has al^-jiaaigisUn Honorab.ic Court r.l District 6c. 
Session J-tldSTtogu for obtaining BBA upon which the Hnn ble Co.nt ordeied 

vide order sheet No.tR dated 08.10.2019 present placed on eoc|un v HI.-

' During the course of investigation .of above nieijlioned case, District ' 
Put,lie P,-os,.cutm (lipPi opined thal the case is trial able by AnliJ^oou^.C^ 
and Cur. dlrec;;TTt,torm Anti-Corruption Rs.ablishment he m.enee unde,

seciionAiNPPCMIs the domain of .Anti-CoriufWon kstabhshmcni.

In compliance with the direction otUI'I'r the the/rSP Invosligalton ol 
District ll.mgn nrade correspondence with-Anti. Corruption list.,birshmen. 
IVKhawar. Af'ter due correspondence with Anti Corruption Establishment case a 
been cancelled as per rules 25-7 of Police Rules 1954 vide DPO Ifinnifn o'*,; 
n(,’5-25/GC dated.22Jl.2m9 the,original case file r.e Judicial file -,D age., 

PKSfirTase file C,8 Pages were sent .0 Director Anti Corruption 
IVshawat vide SP investigation Hangu letter .NO.y afi’a/l, -■ dalce - . .. .

which is still pcMuling with ACE. ft i

■ I'ho dumultur officials subqvtted departmui^l uppual to the W/ICP, _ 
. Khybor Pakhutnkhwa against, the order of Commandant IM'C ITingu lor their 

' dismis.sal which was filed. Furthermore', the said delaulters apprevKhed to khvbe,
■ PakhtLinkbwa Seryice Tribunal Peshaw.ar yide seryice appeals Nos. quoted aboye 

vyhich were decided by the honorable ^Service, Tribunal vide judgments dated 
/A-: I 2;V,0n.20l9 and reinstated .the appellaptkmto .seryice...The matter is remanded by

the August Tribunal back to the departnaent birdebovo inquiry. In compliance 
^ with the directions of worthy'Inspector Cenerahjo! Police, Knyber Ikikhlunklnva 

Peshawar the Commandant, PTC Hangu conclitionally .vinstaled llie aboye 
< ^ mentioned officials for thd purpose of jDeniwo/enquiry vide order Lndst; No.
J bSI/l'.C d.iled' 26.07,2021 . and i.ssued ChargeSheet along-wiili Surnintiry ul
^ '. Allegations U'all three delaulters, , ' i.

Q

/\
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• ■,DENOVO ENQUIRY:.
*

. i

in tho liL’lU ot' Donuvi) onijuiry tin* nvyiiscd i'‘!'l'iciiils/witnosses Wfiv 
-.iniinoiK’d bv the undcrsignt’cl through the Admin P'l'C i h'-ngu in order to join the' 
eiH|uirv proceedings. It has comg to the ,nodce ot undersigned that all the 
witne.sses/complainant and enquiry coinmitteenfficer are.jiot proper employe bt 
ITC strength, they have been transferred to their parent L istrict aftey-.completion 
of their tenure, some of them are engaged in Special duties of Muharram-ul- 
1 larram 2021 aixl due to short time^in enquiry they could be approached fo appear 
belore eiuiuir)’ officer in these days but the defaulters officials have attended this 
office on 1)9.08.21)21 and submitted their replies. Their rc^ilies were perused by the 
undersignedwhich were found unsatisfied. During.perviouvS enquiry the rlefaulter ; 
officials have given chance for their .self defense, they were cr(.)ss e.xnmined but 
they faileii to do so. Similarly witnesses of the ca.se/enquinv were also examined 
and recordei.1 the statements about the case. All. the relovairi papers are placed on 
file for perusal. •;

The undersigned poru.sed the previous departmental enquiry of ■ 
above mentioned officer.s/official.s, the previous ehquirv conducted bv the'then 
fikpiiry Committee are up to tho mark. As there special d 'ties' ol Muharram-ul- 
I larram-2t)2'l e\'erv official were engaged Muharram-ul-l iiirrarn tied schedule 
duties and the time given for the completion of Denovo.enquiry is too short. 
I'herefore on the available record my recommendation /Conrlusion is as under: .

RECOMMENDATION;

4*

■After perusal of the®previous eiuiuiry papers hnd ).',une tfirough the 
available record, it was found that accusji.'d Officer.s/officials

D
were

found involved in embey^/.lement of huge number of ammunition
7.h2 MM rounds i.e 87369 (Eighty seven thousand three I'lundred 
&: sixty nine) original ofPTC K-ot, fhei ■ embe/.zled rounds 
nuntbering, 76285 before the .enquiry coirtmittee .wliich 
deposited in the SMG rounds Kot PTC 1kmgu, In 76285 round 
(7l)t)()t) or above are k>cal mhde) as per- report of .Anns & 
Ammunition export of FSL

were •

:
' 2) . 1 he act ol defaulter officials of tvvo v'er.sion i.c 

(i) . Being a member discipline force , conducted net of 
negligence & (.lishojiest. : V

:

(ii) Being a, custodian they carried: out breacli of trust being a 
public servant., ;This' is;.ah act of crime which \Vere 
committed intentionally.;

i-

15 • •I
‘I

■ It is wtn-th motioning that the disiqis.sal' orller )Af defaulter officials ■ 
i.s.sued by Commandant P TC l l.angu fall''under'the preview of i'irst version alter the 
departmental enquiry "Power of Com'mWla'nt" Rule .No. 13 'tC Manual 1982 is

• :: clear
■ ! •

-r .
Ii ;;



finding PF.PORT of nF.NOVO ENOUIRV;

1 hi' l-Um'blo AIG Eiuiuitifs, Intomal. AcciiiiHability Kbybar 

MahhUinkhwa, lA'Shawa.' .ho u,uW.sisncJ was nomiha.od
conduct Dcnovo cni,uirv against ASl Bashit Muhammad No. hntl/Mk, l.N'o.-.h. g 
Amnutnition Kot, 1,HC MatiullaIvNo. 255 Es-Rcadcr to DSPScCHn.y a.K I C boha.l ■ 

'Ahntad of l>olicc Tt-aining College Hangu vide 
1085/CEO/IAB, dated 26.117,21121 received by tins ottice.o^ 02.lfc.-U-l.

: Ni).

nnuuirv pnporjs of previous enc|uirv iverp^^lso received irum Police 
Training Collej^e l-longu on 04,08.2021 vide his office Memo;fNo, (iOd/PA dated 

CP OS ^0^1 in which the final outcome was required, to AlG l.mq.uines Peshawar 
D^'before ■l2,0S.202rand the previous enquiry file;was thoroughlv perused by the

on

under.sijpied.

RRIEF OF PPF.VIOUS ENQUIRY:
• f

After perusal of the previous enquiry papers, itAvas found that on
.laVw Instructor in Pt'C.00,01.2010 ASl Abid Ullah of Bannu Region was posted as

Incharge Arms. & Ammunition (Kot PTC) in-place ol1-langu and was entrusted 
Abl Bashir Muhammad uf Mardan Region. On 14.01.2019 while taking the,charge 
uf RI'C Ammunition Kot. he observed that a large number ol rounds ol 7,h2 MM 

(venuine) were short/nrissing from RFC Kot as per strrek register. The matter was 
U'ought into the notice of high-ups of PTC Hangu for taking proper departmental

action against the defaulters. . ' .

as

On the directions of tOe'^then Commandai;^ PTC i-langu a coipmittce
instituted to conduct preliminary enquiry committee.^v\’as Cl

During enquirv, the enquiry committee ..checked: the record ol INC. 
kol lo veritv the complaint of newly posted Inohnrge Kot AS! Abid Ullah,.il was 
found that 873(19 (Highty seven thousand three hundred & sixty nine), rounds ot

accused officer ASl Bashir Muhmmad Ex-7.()2 MM short/missing. Later on
Incharge Ammunition Kof and his co-accvscd officiar.d.o IHG. Mati Ullah District 
I fangu, 1-lC Muhammad Akram No. •1193/133 Pifria D.l. Khan and EG Sohail 
Ahniad produced the embe//led rounds numbering; 7f)285 Miefoiv the enquirv 

committee wliicli were deposited,in the SMC.i rounds Kot P-i.C. I lanjpi. In /(i2a5 
. round {7tH)00 or above are local made)'as per; report of A.i;ms Ok Ammunition 

' e.xport. Except this 11084 rounds of: 7.62 ,.Mpl :are still ipi.ssing. ASl Babsir • 
K4.uhammad. I/C Kot and Sohail Ahniad are direct custodian of Kot while'HC 
Matiullah Security hicharge of .PTC: vvas.a faci.litatp.r of qther co.-.aceu.sed.

•xC>- the nccLi.seklcompletion ,bf preliminary eiujuiry 
ofticers/officialswere suspended;and proper departmental enquii’v was initiated 

' under the supervision of Mr. Shah Mumta/; DSP,.the tl^n C:LI PTC Manguyissisted 
y bN' Inspector Bare/ Khan and Inspector Syed Nqor Shah as enquii)-

Cln the
A

/



Siniikirly according to second version tlie act of de :au.Jter officials still 
pending, the above mentioned Case FIR No. 1073 dated 05.09.2r'l9 U/S 408/ 409/ 
■■•'14/ 420/ 424 PPC in PS City, District Hangu has already been cancelled on the. 
legal opinion and the case file sent to Anti Corruption Estabiisi;;ment upon which/ 
no action yet taken neither punishment awarded tb.the'defaulter.pfficials.

The order/Judgment passed by the Hon'ble Court of Ser\'ice Tribunal 
KhN'ber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar regarding reinstatement of dedulteii official, the

* . ■ .v-.

criniinnhcnse/act vvns not mentioned in order nor.anYjdiixxniOns issued to Anti 
Corruption Establishment neither brought into the notice o. Non'ble Service 

fribunal bv representative of department i.e Legal Branch, in thiy regard.

CONCLUSION:

Keeping in view of above the undersignei.1 has come to the 
conclusion that that enquiry already .pri/vev.! aj ciinsl die accused 

officers/officials as thev were ftuind involve.^ iiv.,embe/./.lement ()f-’ 
Govt property i.e 7.62 MM genuine rounds c;' PTC Kot which 

caused to huge loss of Govt exchequer. They I'.ive pro\'ided full 
opportunity of cross examination during enqui/v but tluiy lailod 

to prove/.show their blamelessnesS/innocence and graiit loss to 

the Govt exchequer. They being members of .folice ['orce their 
prtife.ssionalism is condemnable and their act aVe nut apologi/.i.'. 
As they are not permanent employees of P’l'C .iiangu theiefore, 
their home district naay be cummunicated '.‘ur 
punishment as per rules.

1.

go'ing major
!

The ca.se registered against them have,been cahchlled from ilislrict 
blangu and were seht to .Anti .GOrruplion Ivsieblislirneni in the 
year 21)19,which is not properly pufsiie.by 1 )isl id Police nor the 

complainant party i.c PTC .Hangu .staff and neith .-r ACL moPe anv 

correspondence with local Police the fresh up dr te of the case, up 
till now on that way no* punishment giveato tlu Llefaulli-r official 
in the criminal act. . .

1

! :
Submitted please. ,

L. fV
■

(ARSfjXUMtiHMOOD)
; ' : :. j District CoiLpli.ml t.)fficcr/
^ Superinlyhi-lenl o; Iiu'e.slij'aliun

ITLiguI i
.t . ■



OFFICE OF THE
DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER., 

HAr-JCU
Te(: 0925-623878 Fax 0925-6:’0L^^

m
Q R D ER

IHCthis order is passed on the denovo departmental enquiry against 
Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules 1975 (Amentiment 2014).

Matiullah No. 255 under the lOiyber
Brief facts of the case are as under:-

rounds of SMG were short/missing, ^h^atter was^ro^^^^^

SSSThreibSi"di^^^^

—fo'^prS

and Inspector Said Noor Shah as enquiry officers/committee. 
committee conducied ■ proper departmental enquiry,
Statements of the relevant witnesses and also of tne accused Orticet.s/ottiaais. 
During enquiry, the enquiry committee recounted the SMG rounds produced 
by the accused officer/officials. They also collected and perused

. record i.e stock/issued register and Daily Diary of Model 1 ^ f ion PTC
Hangu During enquiry, the enquiry committee held responsible accused 
Sficlr ASI Bashir Muhammad No. 840/MR the then 
Kot and his accomplices namely IHC Mati Ullah N0.255 and FC Sohail ^mad 
N0.44 for embezzling Govt. SMG rounds with mutual connivance. Theiefoic 
to follow Police Rules-1975 (amended 20'4), ASI Bashir Muhammad 
N0.840/MR, IHC Mati Ullah N0.255 and FC Sohail Alimad N0.44 were 
awarded major punishment of “Dismissal from Sei-vice , while acc^d 1-lC 
Muhammad Altram No.U93/i33 was exonerated and
from- the date of suspension owing to non-availabihty of any tangible evidence 
against him vide PTC, Hangu Order Endst: 119-34/PA, dated 15.03.2019.

The delinquent officers filed departmental appeal against the said order of 
dismissal, but it, was filed. Subsequently, then he approached to the Khyber Palditunldiwa Service 

i allowed by the Hon’ble Service Tribunal with the remarks that the order of 
passed by the Commandant, PTC Hangu, who was an officer of the rank ol Deputy

Inspector General. In light of schedule-I of Police RuleS-1975. officer of the rank of DPO/SSP/SP
tlie appellant, the action taken by the

Tribunal, which was 

• dismissal was

being authority competent to award punishment to 
Commandant was illegal, which may be regularized and for the purpose of denovo enquiry against 
the appellant strictly in accordance with relevant law/rules w/r to the above allegations. Mr. Arshad 

Mehmood, SP Investigation (District Complaint OfficeiO, Hangu is appointed as enquiry officer while 

Khyber Paklitunkhwa Peshawar officer Memo.: No. ,1984/CPO/IAB, datedAIG, Inquiries, lAB 

26.07.2021.



conducted a d<

but heand heard in person,
Final Show Cause Notice.

He was called in orderly room on 30.09.2021
- in his defence hence, he was issued a

Reply .0 the show cause notice «sX^11 Wo^nity to explain his position

again called in orderly room on 10.11. .. ,i,„ heard but he did not produce any
he filed. In this connection, FC Sohail Alima 0.44 was ^ ^
ewdence in self defence of IHC Mati Ullah No. agS-The ,,,he,uer.
police department, andhis further retention in police department is a

„d available record, I. Ikram Ullah, tPSP), District Police

with immediate effeet. Tlie intej-venifent

failed to submit any plausible reply in found unsatisfactory. He was
, but

In view of above a

finding of enquiiy officer and
the IHC Mati Ullah No. 255imposed upon 

period i.e unautliorized leave is hereby treated as lea ve without pay. I3‘13OB No. . 
npted: LZ 11112021

DISTRICT POLICE OFFICE 
HANGU

f^-- / n /2021lofifei- 6'>- /EC, dated Hangu the „
Copy of above is submitted to

College. Hangu for favour of information w/r to his office Memo: No

the Commandant, Police Training
.628/PA, dated 27.opo9i,

please.
Accused official.■ 2.

ER,district POLICE OFFI 
HANGU

■jx



A')
The iRcgionai Police Officer, 
Kohat Region.

. DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL AGAINST THiC IMFOONOlf 
ORDER DATED tLI 1.2021 ''WHEREBY THE APFELLAMT

Subject;

HAS BEEN REMOVED FROM SERVICE.

ResDected Sir.
Brk’ffacts are as unrler:-

1- That the appellknt was the employee of your grod seM'-dcrarimorii and 

serving as IHC No. 255 quite efficiently and upto the cnii.c saiisfrictum n.j 
his superiors. ■

2- That the appellant while performing his duty as reader to DST Security, 
Police 'Praining Centre, Hang’.;, an .allegation missiiig of S /ehPh SNKj 

rounds fi'om the ammunition Kot was leveled against the liirco officiciis and 

iaiei. on iiio ai'iric!lanl was also , nargc iiVthc.said alleoaiioiv-; rni nv,- simemc^M
, o;' oni: otj.'iciai f'Soiiaii Alimrcl). Thai or: die basis ol h'ud 

' fmr (cneiaN were suspended.
a; iCi,;;!' sai N'

5- Tlral in the.said matter preliminary inquiry was conducted by the departrncivi 
in which one alleged official Mr. MuhatAinad Akram wa,s exonerated from 

■ the allegations leveled again,st him while the other o.lTiciak induding the ■ 
appellant was dismissed from service vide dated 15.03 20! 9.

4- That feeling aggrieved from the impugned order dated I5.0.T2019 liiC 

appellant preferred departmental appeal followed by service appeal No. 
■ 1000/2019 before the ■ august Khyber ' Pakhtunkhv s; TribunaL

Peshawar which was allowed in favor of the appeiiant and two (mIici s vide
ocrvicc

consolidated j.. tlgment dated..23.06.20.21 by settin.g aside liic impugned (vder 

with'the directions to the department to conduct .de-novo Inquiry strictly in 

accordance with law and r.ules'and the-same shall,be concluded within a 

period of one month.

'5- That after obtaining attested cony of the judgment damd 23.ft6.202! .-3' Pne • 
august Sendee Tribunal the appeliairt submitted lire ,s.amc he lore the 

authority concerned but the j ahorily concerned' has ikM. been prc'p-cr'y 

conducted the dc-novo' inquiry as per •.jirecr.ions of the augn.si; .Service 

Tribunal.

6- Tliat later on the department, conducted de-novo inquiry and issued fire 

charge sheet and .statement of allegation has been issued to ti'ic appeiiant. 
That appellant submitted detail reply of ti;.’;' said charge srii.'oi and staicmcni 
of altegatio.q along wdth doc.umenta.ry pToofs but the same h.as not been 

considered by the inquin'coir.mitiee.'



, J.A.,;,:, .

7- That it is pertmehrtp.fe^ the appellant was performing his duty as
security read:ef"; :;With:v . security and has no concerned with the 

. ammunitipn Kot bUt;^ the appellant was charged for missing of
. . ammunition SMG rounds; ■■

t
8- That astonishingly the concerned authority issued'the impugned order dated 

12.11.2021 whereby once again major penalty of removal from, service has 

been imposed upon the appellant without fulfilling the codal formalities.

9- That the appellant feefing aggrieved from the impugned order dated 

12111.2021 preferred the instant Departmental appeal before your good self 

on the following grounds.

.5

ivi

5

1 GROUNDS:

A-That the impugned order dated 12.11.2021 issued by the authorities is 

against the law, facts, norms of natural justice and materials- on the record, 
hence not tenable and liable to be set aside-.

3

B- That the appellant has not been treated in accordance with law and rules by 

the respondent on the subject noted above and as sucia violated Arlicle-d and 

25 of the. Constitution of Islamic Republic of Pakistcvn, 1973.

C- That the concerned authority acted in arbitrary and malafide manner while 

issuing the impugned order dated 12.11.2021 which is not tenable in eye of 

law and same is liable to,be set aside.

D- That .statement of witnesses has not been recorded by the authorities before 

issuing the impugned order dated 12.11.2021 which is necessary as per rule 
and law ibid.

B-' That the de-novo inquiry has not been properly conducted by the authorities 

as per directions, therefore, the same is void in the eye of law.

F- That the inquiry officer totally, relied upon onthe previous inquiry which has 
already been declared by .the august Service Tribunal as null and void.

G- That the appellant had no' concern with the ammunition kot but despite that 
the allegations of missing'SMGr rounds were leveled, against him on the basis 

of statement one Mr. Sohail Ahmad.

H-. That the inquiry officer-has not been proved the charges leveled against the 

appellant, therefore, the impugned order dated 12.1 i.2021 has no legal force, 
therefore the same is liable to be Set aside.



. .r-f

[] :
■■ ■ :i-W ’

m/.mn. ••••;
M c«:

V'■ -X- ■•V
-N

■’•v

most humbly prayed on' acceptance of thisIt is therefore,
Departmental appea| the. impugned order dated ,12.11.2021 may ver}' kindly 
be set a.side and be: re-instated into service with all back
benefits. Any other .remedy ,which yopr good :self deems fit that may also be 

awarded in favor of the appellant. ' ...; ■ ., i ■,

/' /
M

■i

Dated; 23.11.2021;

YOU’RE OBEDIENTIY:

MATIUIXAH SHAM, EX-11 IC 

PTC, Hangii

j
i ■ >i|

1
i
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/
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KOHAT REGIONs-ORDER.

This orc ' r will dispose of a departmental appeal, moved by Ex-IHC

Mati Ullah No. 225 of Hangu i isteict, who was serving at PTG Hangu, against the punishment
. 393, dated 12.11.2021 whereby he was awarded 

tlie allegations of misappropriate /
order, passed by DPO Hangu vide OB No 

minor punishment of RenJoval from service on 

embezzlement of Govt; property i.e. SMG Rbunds,

He pi'^ferred an appeal to the;undersigned, upon which comments were 

DPO Hangu-and his service record was perused. The appellant was also called 

person n Orderly Room on 01.02.2022. During hearing the appellant did not
obtained from
and heard in
advance any plausible explanation in his defense to prove.his innocence.

I have gone through the available record which indicates that the 

allegations leveled against the appellant are provedbeyond any shadow of doubt and the same 

has also been established by the Enquiry Officer in his findings. Therefore, m exercise of the 

powers conferred upon the undersigned, his appeal being devoid of merits is hereby filed.

Order Announced 
01.02.2022

(TAfflfr^YlJB)PSP 
egion Police Officer, 
I Kohat Region.

§^4^/2022.jj U /EC, dated Kohat the___
(■

Copy for information and necessary action to the District Police 
w/r to his office Memo: No. 11629/LB, dated 30.12.2021. His Service

No.

Officer, Hangu 
documents are returned herewith. ;V

y

)PSP 
egion Police Officer, 

Kohat Region.

(T

I

I
\

/

nV I
!■



VAKALATNAMA

BEFORE THE

OF 202^

(APPELLANT)
(PLAINTIFF)

"(PETITIONER)
Mair

VERSUS

(RESPONDENT)
^DEFENDANT)'a- u

MaiI/fe
Do hereby appoint and constitute MIR ZAMAN SAFI^ 

Advocate^ Peshawar to appear, piead, act, compromise, 

withdraw or refer to arbitration for me/us as my/our 

Counsei/Advocate in the above noted matter, without any 

iiabiiity for his defauit and with the authority to 

engage/appoint any other Advocate Counsei on my/our cost 

I/we authorize the said Advocate to deposit, withdraw and 

receive on my/our behaif aii sums and amounts payabie or 

deposited on my/our account in the above noted matter.

/____ /202^Dated.

CLIENT

ACCEPTED
MIR ZAMAN SAFI

&

SAID REHMAN , 
ADVOCATES

OFFICE:
Room N0.6-E, Fioor,
Rahim Medicai Centre, G. T Road, 
Hashtnagri, Peshawar.
Mobiie No.0323-9295295



GS&PD-444/1-RST-12,000 Foriiis-22,09.21/PHC Jobs/Fonn A&B Scr. Tnbunal/P2

i

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR.
JUDICIAL COMPLEX (OLD), KHYBER ROAD,

PESHAWAR.

No.

Mudml......
t. y. ' Ve/SUS'

Respondent No....

/ '

of 20^^AppecU No.

Appellant/Petitioner

Kr Respondent

7C-fNotice to:
i

imEREAS an appeal/petition under the provision of the Khyher Pakhtunkhwa 
Province Service Tribunal Act, 1974, has been presented/registered for consideration, in 
the above case by the petitioner in this Court and notice has been ordered to issue. You am
kereby informed^^/the said appeal/petition is fixed for hearing before the fribunal
on...................... ................................... at 8.00 A.IVI. If you wish to urge anything against the

appellant/petitioner you are at liberty to do so on the date fixed, or any other day to which 
the case may be postponed either in person or by authorised repr(!sentative or by any 
Advocate, dulysupportedbyyourpowcrofAttorney. You are, therefore, required to file in 
this Court at least seven days before the date of hearing 4 copies of written statement 
alongwith any other dociunents upon which you rely. Please also take notice that in 
default of your appearance on the date fixed and in the manner aforementioned, the 
appeal/petition vidll be heard and decided in your absence.

Notice of any alteration in the date fixed for hearing of this appeal/petition will be 
^ven to you by registered post. You should inform the Registrar of any change in your 
address. If you fail to furnish such t ddress your address contained in this notice which the 
address ^ven in the appeal/petition will be deemed to be your correct address, and further 
notice posted to this address by registered post will be deemed sufficient for the purpose ol 
this appeal/petition.

Copy of appeal is attached. Cepy-of appcal'1raS'‘5giS5aa^Remr^^^ it) yotrriilc this

offi. MB Notice No dated

Civen under my hp-nd and the seal of this Coimt, at Peshawar this

20Dayo£.,...„.

V

o
©

c/-
Registrar,'

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal, 
Peshawar.

hours of attendance in the court are the same thit of the High Court except Sunday and Gazetted Holidays.
2. Always quote Case No. While making any correspondence.

«ote:



I*'

GS&PD-444/1-RST-12,000 Fonns-22.09.21/PHC Jotis/Forrn A&H Sor. Tribunnl/P2

y “B”

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAI., PESHAWAR.
JUDICIAL COMPLEX (OLD), KHYBER ROAD,

PESHAWAR.
5^No.

Appeal No. 0/2(11 2 r

..U.kl. Appellant/Petitioner

Versus, -..... '/I /
............. liespondent

(
Respondent No......

jjiciy'^i l''okt ‘I (/iily'cLh^L-Notice to:

WHEREAS an appeal/petition under the provision of the Khybcr Pakhtunkhwa 
Province Service Tribunal Act, 1974, has been prcsented/rcgistcrcd for consideration, in 
the above case by the petitioner in this Court and notice has been ordered to issue. You arc 
hereby infyn^d that the said appeal/petition is fixed for hearinj^ before the fribunal

...............................................................at 8.00 A.M. If you wish to urge anything against the
appellant/petitioner you are at liberty to do so on the date fixed, or any other day to wh ich 
the case may be postponed either in person or by authorised representative or by any 
Advocate, duly supported by your power of Attorney. You are, therefore, required to file in 
this Co^t at least seven days before the date of hearing 4 copies of written statement 
alongwith any other documents upon which you rely. Please also take notice that in 
default of your appearance on the date fixed and in the manner aforementioned, the 
appeal/petition will be heard and decided in yoiu" absence.

Notice of any alteration in the date fixed for hearing of this appeal/petition will be 
given to you by registered post. You should inform the Registrar of any change in your 
address. If you fail to furnish such t ddress your address contained in this notice which the 
address given in the appeal/petition will be deemed to be your correct address, and further 
notice posted to this address by registered post will be deemed sufficient for the purpose of 
this appeal/petition.

Copy of appeal is attached. Copy of appeal has already been sent to you vide this 

offi. e Notice No dated

ft.4Given under my hf*nd and the seal of this Court, at Peshawar this t

MLDay of. 2(9-

Registrar,
Khybcr Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal, 

Peshawar.
The hours of attendance in the court are the same thit of the High Court except Sunday and Gazetted Holidays.

2. Always quote Case No. While making any correspondi nee.
Note: 1.

'—rr



GS&PD-444/1-RST-12,000 Forms-22.09.21/PtlC Jobs/Fonn A&B Ser. Tnbunnl/P2

“B”

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESIIVWAR.
JUDiCIAL COMPLEX (OLD). KHYBER ROAD,

PESHAWAR.

No.
2//

Appeal No. of 20
fy^aV (jicih

f 7
Appellant/Petitioner

Versi/s

t ;
liespondenl
Ci,)

............................................... .

; jUhaL
Respondent No..^ff<T"”

/U-Notice to:

WHEREAS an appeal/petition under the provision of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwii 
Province Service Tribunal Act, 1974, has been prescntcd/rcfjistercd for consideration in 
the above case by the petitioner in this Court and notice has been ordered to issue. You L c 
hereby said appeal/petition is fixed for hearing before the tribunal

..{.f....../.............................at 8,00 A.M. If you wish to urge anything against the
^ipe]]anl//|»etitioner you are at liberty to do so on the date fixed, or any other day to which 
theesasemay be postponed either in person or by authorised representative or by any 
Advocate, duly supported byyourpowcr of Attorney. You are, therefore, required to iile in 
this Court at least seven days before the date of hearing 4 copies of written statement 
alongudth any other documents upon which you rely. Please also take notice that in 
default of your appearance on the date fixed and in the manner aforementioned, the 
^ipeali^petition will be heard and decided in your absence.

*on.

Motice of any alteration in the date fixed for hearing of this appeal/petition wi II be 
given to you by registered post. You should inform the Registrar of any change in your 
address. If you fail to furnish such address your address contained in this notice which the 
address given in the appeal/petition will be deemed to be your correct address, and further- 
notice posted to this address by registered post will be deemed sufficient for the purpose ol 
this ^^leal^etition.

Copy of appeal is attached. C'opybf ap^pcal has already been sent to you vide this 

ofh, e Motice No, dated
itt/Givoi under my h{*nd and the seal of this Court, at Peshawar thisfL...... ..„ «D^oC.

Registrar, ^
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal, 

Peshawar.
Mote: 1, Tte hours of attendance in the court are the same thit of the High Court except Sunday and Gazetted Holidays.

2. Always quote Case No. While making any correspondt nee.

If is '
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GS&PD-444/1-RST-1'2,000 ForMis-22.09.21/PHC Jobs/Form A&B Ser. Ttibunal/P2

“B”

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAI., PESHAWAR.
JUDICIAL COMPLEX (OLD), KHYBER ROAD.

PESHAWAR.

No. }

Appeal No. of 20^-2^

fYcij uh'd
Appellant/Petitioner

Versus /KfV......) QJiVti/
Respondent

C 3^Respondent No.

k.errrfiny,
/'lu-Notice to:

WHEREAS an appeal/petition under the provision of the Khyber I’akhtunkhwa 
Province Service Tribunal Act, 1974, has been presented/registcred for consideration, in 
the aboveease by the petitioner in this Court and notice has been ordered to issue. You arc 
]terel^infornjed.r^t ^e said appeal/petition is fixed for hcarinjF before the 4'ribunal
*on.-------- l^.LUf..L4:QA..................... at 8.00 A.M. If you wish to urge anything against the
appellanlZ/^titioner you are at liberty to do so on the date fixed, or any other day to which 
the case may be postponed either in person or by authorised representative or by any 
Ac^ocate, duly supported byyour power of Attorney. You are, therefore, required to file in 
this Conrt at least seven days before the date of hearing 4 copies of written statement 
alonglvith any other documents upon which you rely. Please also take notice that in 

of your appearance on the date fixed and in the manner aforementioned, the 
appeal4>elition will be heard and decided in your absence.

Noth^ of any alteration in the date fixed lor hearing of this appeal/petition will be 
given to you by registered post. You should inform the Registrar of any change in your 
address. Ifyou fail to furnish such t ddress your address contained in this notice which the 
addiessgiven in the appeal/petition will be deemed to be your correct address, and further 
notice posted to this address by registered post will be deemed sufficient for the purpose of 
this a|^»ealfpctition.

Copy of appeal is attached. *^*^py"^^‘ippt*nl hiiiii ^nen

ofl^^ e Notice No,

Civen under my hf*nd and the seal of this Court, at Peshawar this

20 ^

to you vfde tins

dated

//i
Ai»;/fDay of.------

C

_________ pj,
Registrar,^^

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal,
_________________________ Peshawar.
1 The hours of attendance in the court are the same th it of the High Court except Sunday and Gazetted Holidays.
2. Uma\/s quote Case No. While making any correspondi nee.

Hole:
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Service Appeal No. 217/2022
wiati Ullah Ex-IHC No. 255, District Hangu Appellant
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BEFORE THE HONORABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICE TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. 217/2022 
Mati Ullah
IHC No. 255, district Hangu

Appellant

Versus

Inspector General of Police, 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa & others Respondents

PARAWISE COMMENTS BY RESPONDENTS 1 TO 4.

Respectfully Sheweth;- 
Preliminarv Objections:-

That the appellant has got no cause of action to file the instant appeal.

The appellant has got no locus standi to file the instant appeal.

That the appeal is bad for misjoinder and nonjoinder of necessary parties and 

proper parties. •

That the appellant is estopped to file the instant appeal for his own act.

That the appeal is bad in eyes of law and not maintainable.

That the appellant has not approached the honorable Tribunal with clean hands. 

That the appeal of the'appellant is badly time barred.

i.

ii.

iv.

V.

Vi.

vii.

On Facts:-

Employment of appellant in Police department, pertains to record however his 

performance during was not upto the mark.

During posting of appellant as Reader to DSP Security, ASi Basheer 

Muhammad Incharge Ammunition Kot and FC Sohail Ahmed as Naib / Assistant 

Kot, in Police Training College, Hangu 76285 live rounds of SMG were found 

missing in the Kot. An.inquiry was conducted by the competent authority and the 

appellant alongwith other officials concerned were held responsible for 
embezzlement of official property / rounds Ammunition from Kot of PTC Hangu 

and legal proceedings were initiated against them by respondent No. 3.

In order to probe the matter, a preliminary inquiry was initiated by respondent 

No. 3 (Commandant, Police Training College Hangu), wherein the appellant and 

others were held responsible of the said embezzlement. Thus the inquiry report 

is self-explanatory Copy is anne.xure A.

The appellant availed legal forum for his redressal against the impugned orders, 

however, in compliance with the judgment of this Honorable Tribunal dated 

23.06.2021 passed in service appeal No. 1000/2019, a de-novo departmental 

proceedings were initiated against the appellant by respondent No, 4 under the 

relevant rules.

1.

2.

3.

4.



M. Incorrect on receipt of judgment mentioned in para No. 4, a . de-novo
• }

initiated against the appellant as per direction ofdepartmental proceedings were
the Honorable Tribunal/

6. The appellant was served charge sheet alongwith statement of allegations in de­

inquiry to which the appellant filed reply which was not satisfactory and the

inquiry was processed accordingly.
7. In order to fulfill the legal requirements, the appellant was served with final

novo

show
cause notice .to which he filed reply wherein he did not submit any plausible 

explanation to the charges / allegations and the same was found unsatisfactory. 
Copies of final show cause notice and reply is annexed as B & B-1.

(

8. Incorrect, the de-novo inquiry was conducted and reported by inquiry officer 

based on facts, record and other material which connected the appellant with 
commission of embezzlement, loss to public exchequer and gross professional 

misconduct. On conclusion of proceedings, the charges / allegations 

against the appellant were established during the course of de-novo inquiry 

Hence, on completion of all codal formalities particularly issues of final show

leveled

cause notice, personal hearing of appellant by the'competent authority 

(respondent No. 4) major punishment of removal from service was imposed on
the appellant.

The departmental appeal of the appellant. 9. was processed by respondent No. 2, 
the appellant was afforded opportunity of personal hearing. The departmental

appeal being devoid of merits legally filed with speaking order by respondent 

No. 2 (departmental appellate authority).

The appellant is estopped to file the instant appeal due to his 

the appeal is not maintainable on following grounds

On Grounds:-

10. own conduct and

A. Incorrect, the impugned orders passed by respondent No. 2 & 4 

justified, speaking and based on record, facts / material collected during the 

course of departmental inquiry. '

Incorrect, the departmental inquiry was conducted against the appellant by 

respondent No. 4 in accordance with the relevant rules, the appellant

are legal,

B.

was
afforded opportunity of defense and personal hearing. All the codal formalities

provided under the relevant rules were fulfilled by respondents No. 2 & 4. 

Hence, the appellant was treated in accordance with the relevant rules.
C. Incorrect, detail reply is submitted in para No. B.

Incorrect, the inquiry officer has examined the relevant witnesses which he 

found necessary according to nature of offence / misconduct conducted by the 

appellant.

D.



■A* ■

■ E. Incorrect, the. respondent No. 4 had initiated a de-novo inquiry proceedings 

against the appellant in accordance with the relevant rules and as directed by 

the Honorable Tribunal vide judgment passed in service.appeal No. 1000/2019. 

Incorrect, the appellant was associated with inquiry proceedings, but the inquiry 

officer an afforded opportunity of cross examination. It is added that the 

appellant was also afforded opportunity of personal hearing by respondent No. 2 

& 4 but he failed to submit any plausible explanations / reply to the charges. 

Incorrect, the de-novo inquiry was conducted by respondent No. 4 in 

accordance with the relevant rules and the inquiry officer has collected the 

relevant evidence which he needs appropriate. /
Incorrect, the appellant alongwith . other officials were directly charged in 

commission of embezzlement of huge quantity of Ammunitions mentioned 

above,'and loss to the public exchequer, which amounted to professional 

misconduct and a criminal act as well for which the appellant and others were 

booked in case FIR No. 1073 dated 05.09.2019 u/ss 408, 409, 414, 420, 424 

PPC PS City district Hangu and subsequently transferred to Anti-Corruption 

Establishment Khyber Pakhtunkhwa. Copy of FIR is annexure C,

Incorrect, the allegations / charges leveled against the appellant have been 

established by the inquiry officer and in this regard the inquiry report annexed 

with the memorandum of appeal is self-explanatory and worth perusal. In view 

of available record, the appellant was held guilty of the charges which resulted 

into his removal from service as ordered by respondent No. 4 under the reverent 

rules. . '

Prayer-

F.

G.

H,

1.

In view of the above, it is prayed that the appeal contrary to facts, law & rules, 

devoid of merits and not maintainable may graciously be dismissed with costs.

RegitJRal^aliCe Officer, 
Kohat

(Respondent No. 2) .
Regional -Police OfRcei 

Kohai Region Jlohat

Inspector Genera ^f^fice, 
Kwbej^khti 
/Ke^onden//lo. 1)

iwa

1

District Police Wicer, 
Hangu

(Respondent No.4)

' Commandant,
Police Training College, Hangu

(Respondent No.3)



BEFORE THE HONORABLE,
S|<:BVICE THIIIUIVAL KIIYBEH PAKin ¥TTVKIfW/l PESIIAW/IH

Service Appeal No. 217/2022
Mati Ullah, Ex-IHC No. 255, District Hangu Appellant

VERSUS

/• .

Inspector General of Police, 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa & others Respondents

COUNTIER AFFIDAVn'.

We, the below mentioned respondents do hereby'solemnly 

affirm and declare on oath that contents of parawise comments are correct and true to 

the best of our knowledge and belief. Nothing has been concealed from this Hon: 

Tribunal.

n
Regional Ice Officer, Inspector Geilje 

l^j^r PaM
/ J^f^spondan

Kohat
(Respondent No.2) 

R egion #.csb*i

' Commandant,
Police Training College, Hangu

(Respondent No, 3)

VA/ '

District Polic^fficer, 
Hangu'

(Respondent No.4)

!



Ph #092S-69n7^fi 
■ ' -Fax # 092.S-fi2n««/; ■
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i;V.

HANGU
■.V V7 .■.pij-.'-t?: . ■,.

VM-is’r.
,. . . .

. ■ ; lI'Si.;-: ,
Mki-fts0_R DER ' V

This order p,,sed on the|ppartme„tal against the fcllowing

lyber Pakhtunkhy^i^ppiice Rules. 197^J^mended 2014)
I '

ASI Bashir Muhammad,jt?46. 840/MR, Oisttl^riMardan. ^i|J 
-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- -'■ ■■

“. HC Mkhammad Akram, I^o. 1193/133, DisM bli Khan ,
■ i ' ■ - ■• ••! i; fy-,'- ' ■

officers/officials under the K

Aati Ullah, No. 25|,. 6istt: Hangy. IIHCI.

V. FC Sc hail Ahmad, No. l3f34/44, CCP Peshflyii'dH,r .....

of the case are'dhat on; 09.01r2||^|ASI/l,I /\bld''Ullah 

ition Kot in-place of ASI Bashir Mi^ljigmmgd; Oh 14.01.2019 while 
taking the charge, he ojbserved that a number of 8736^f^ve
short/missing. The matter was brought into the notice. To une^|iJthe facts, a preliminary

irHiiiJi
enquiry committee consis' ing of Mr. Abdul ..Sattar DSP.,(Lp|glij:and Mr. Shah Mumtaz 

DSP/CLI, PTC, Hangu was Constituted.

Brief facts 

posted as in-charge ammur
was

SAAS rounds were

y physical chec|^:pf SMS ammuni^p^kot was carried out and 

all the SMS rounds lying ir SMS ammunit||fi<ot were counte(l||)^He committee and were 

compared with stock/ issu^; register as welllSs'with daily diary of. Model Police Station PTC 

Hangu. It was found by the enquiry committi|C that SMS Roupd? humberingJ1084 i^ere not
ord‘properly whl(^factually 76285-rounds were missingr^

The concerned officer BashirfIfian ASI was thproiughly interrogated and

„P,uring enqui

entered in the relevant rec

examined by the Prelimina y committee wH^disclosed. that he jiad .sold the same through 

one Sohail FC No. 44. Wh m Sohail FC was?|iterrpgqted,:and.^|am)ned who disclosed that

he had given the missing tounds to one IHC Mati Ullah PTC; Hg.r|gu. Similarly Muhammad 

Akram HC assistant in-charge ammunition kof was.also examinee!; and interrogated.
! ■ “ ■ ’ :"'■' • ’ 'I

During enquiry the'accused officers/ officials haying no alternate option but
■ i

zied rounds in SMS ammunition .kg,T PTC Hangu. The enquiry

)reliminary enquiry with the observation', that accused officers
■ ■■■" ii'sT'A-

namely ASI Bashir Muhanjmad, IHC Mati Ullah ond FC Sohail .Ng. .44 with their mutual 

understanding and with th 

Probably with the help of t leir accomplice. !^.

Agreeing wilh the report
suspended an<|f|||

to deposit missing/ embe: 

committee submitted the

eir*common criminal intension embezzled the said ammunition.

eliminary cnqu|r||y^;^ommittee all the four 

noticeij^||d given On the same dayabove named officials .were
i.e on 12.02.2019 and proper departmentdlli|quiry was;initidt^efiggdinst them. DSP/ CLI,

■■ kM' ' " . ' II ■
Shah Mumtaz Khan assiste J by Inspector B|pz Khan and Insipecfdr Said Noor Shah were 

nominated to conduct the e iquiry.

w cause
11

Jl-VI'
it-.:.



5
enquiry commlttg|,orou9hly exanjlnSjthe mctfer, collected 

SMS ammunitiojljlf and daily diaryi of■ model police station in 

^nection with the maljfer. They examin||md recorded tlg^atements of relevant 

witnesses and also of accused officers/ cj^jciols and submitted>heir fine! finding 

1003.2010 »d held respcnsible ASI Boshir /|phammad No. IHC Moti Ullah - 255
ond FC Sohoil Ahmad No. 1334/44 involved i^lhe embeszlementjof huge quontity of Sovt:

mmon criminal in'" '
against HC Muhammad Akf-qm No. 1193/133.

The departmenta 

the relevant record fron

on

SMS rounds with their c< te^ion. While no authentic evidence was found
iV'i '.M'iV''.'
’ I'rids'i's

After peru: 
departmental enquiry com

iing the whole recopd, of the enquiry .and observations of the 

nittee it has been established that accu^^d officers ndmely ASI
Bashir Muhammad No. 84(j)/MR, IHC Mati Ullah No. 255 and FC §:6ltail Ahmcid No. 1334/44
, n ■ ■ ■;■ ' ' ■

have committed the enbezzlement of SMS rounds ment|o|ed::, above. The accused 

officers/officials were a so found undisciplined, misconduct cjrtd 'ilhow irresponsibility on
the Police Rules .1975 amended ,2|l4'the accused officerstheir part. Hence to folhw 

namely ASI Bashir Muhan mad ,No. 840/MR, IHC Mati Ullah NqJ;:2:55. and FC Sohail Ahmad
;■' i

No. 1334/44 are dismissejd from service wHiJi HC Muhammadl Akriam Is exonerated from
the charges leveled agains t him and reinsta|ii^hto service from'fhejdate of suspension.

15703/^9.\ Order announced on
O.B No.

Dated: /5/03/2019. If■ill

W :m). PSP(5^r.,Maso(
/ CommofTclant, 

Policeiilraining College, Hangu_5''jS
// ^date! Hangu, the / oi/2019

Copy forwar Jed for information <& necessary actionito:-
No.

■ii
The Inspectjar General of Police,'Khyber Pakhtunkhvy.q, Peshawar with 
reference t< this office Memoi^No. 88/PA, dated 21.02.2019.'.. '
The Capital ;ity Poliie Officer, Peshawar.
The Regiona Police Officers, Mardan and Kohat.
The District Police Officers, Mardan and Hangu. ;
Ex-ASI Bashir Muhammad, No. 84o/MR, Distt: Mardan.
Ex-IHC Mat Ullah, No. 255, Distt: Hangu,.
Ex-FC Sohai Ahmad, No. 13/34/44, CCP Peshawar.- :i-;;

viii. HC Muhdmm id Akram, No. 119^33, Distt: D.I Kh^.'
ix. All concernefci. Jl,' ’ ^ ^ "

f if'

I.

Ml

IV.

V.

VI.

VII.

■ S (tjikd M
i4:|:ommand^p<'

Police training College, Hangu

•SP/iiS

■ ■
■

7'/
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OFFICE OF THE 

DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER, 
HANGU

_ Tel: 0925-623878 Fax 0925-620135 
0 /EC dated Hangu the ^ f / K-Tlo - /2021

FINAL SHOW CAUSE NOTICE

Ikram Ullah, PSP, District Police Officer. Hanmi as
competent aiithority, under the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules. 1975, 
(amended 20: 4) is hereby serve you, IHC MatiuHah No. 255 as fallow:-

1. I
b

T. lat consequent upon the completion of inquiry conducted against you 
b; ^ the inquiry officer for which you were given opportunity of hearing..
O 1 going, through the finding and recommendations of the inquiry 
oficer, the material on record and other connected papers including 
yc ur defense before the inquiry officer.

1. r:-
I-11.

I im. satisfied that you have committed the following acts/omissions, 
sp ecified in section 3 of the said ordinance.

1. On 09.01.2019, ASI Abid Ullah of Bannu Region was posted as Law Instructor in 
' PTG Hangu anc was entrusted as Inch.arge Arms & Ammunition (17ot PTC) in-place of 

ammad of Mardan Region, on 14.01.2019 while hiking the charge of 
PTC ammUnitiori Kot, he observed that a large number of rounds of 7.62 MM 
(genuine) were

ASI Bashir Mul

short/missing from PTC, Kot as .per stock register. The matter 
brought into thje notice of high-ups of PTC Hangu for taking proper departmental 
action against t le defaulters

was

2. On the ( irections of the then Commandant PTC Hangu a committee was
constituted to conduct preliminary enquiry committee.1

3. After per 
record, . it was

isal of the previous enquiry papers and gone through the available- 
found that accused officers/officials were found ■ involved in 

embezzlement of huge number of ammunition 7.62 
Seven thousanc

mm rounds i.e 87369 (gighty 
three hundred & sixty nine) original of PTC Kot, the embezzled 

rounds numberihg 76285 before the enquiry committee which were deposited in the 
SMG rounds Kol

!,

PTC Hangu. In 76285 round (70000 or above 
Amm.unition export of FSL.

are local made) as per
oreport of Arms &

4. The act of defaulter officials of two versions i.e

Yoik being a member of discipline force conducted 
ne^ ligence 85 dishonest.
You being a custodian they carried out breach of trust being a 
pulilic servant. This is an act of crime which were committed 
inh ntionally.

i) act pf^'

ii)

2. As a result thereof, I, as competent authority, have tentatively 
se upon you major penalty provided under the Rules ibid, 

are, therefore, required to show cause as to why the' 
aforesaid penali y should not be imposed upon you also intimate whether you 
desire to be hea "d in person.

decided to impo 
Yor3.

4. If n 3 reply to this notice is received vhthin 07 da\'s of its delivery ■ 
in the normal course of circumstances, it shall be presumed that you h-
defence to put :n and in that case as ex-parte action shall be take 
you.

ave no 
:gainst

5. copy of the finding of inquiry ( fficer is enclosed henThe h.
9}

/

OJ i DISTRICT POLICE oi5i=i«t:eR,y HANGU
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OFFICE OF THE ^ 
district police officer

HANGU
Fmaii. Fax No. 0925-620135
Email. dpohangu8@gmail.

. Dated:

Tel No.
com

/L.B,

jffiSf -if*-

> ■* «

- V ' " “ that-Sl Ugal Fazal Muhammad
hereby deputed to submit the-comments of Service

‘‘I “f -

y™'- Hon'ble Court, please. - . ,
'^IHiUCSa’i f" His three spc^^imen signatures are as under:-

—®06/2022.
■A

- before THE HONORABLE
gH^lgiPAKHTUNKHWA SERVICF. TPTRTTTvry^y

iiPESHAWAR
1

Subject;- authority letterv/

Kindly refer to the subject cited above.

of

Dllah Ex-I-HC No. '255

/

■cBKRi -
2. y

3.

DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER, 
HANGU '

«

1.

i^pBI
‘Wt*

-

i-1


