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KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL,

PESHAWAR.

... CHAIRMAN 
MEMBER(E)

BEFORE: MR. KAEIM ARSHAD KHAN^
MR. MIAN MUHAMMAD,

Service Appeal No.3425/2021

Imdad Khan(Ex-Constable Belt No.5I0 MI, Police Station Urmar) son 
of Haji Muqadar Shah, resident of Gulab Abad, ZaiKohind PO Akbar 
Pura, District Nowshera {Appellant)

Versus

1. Inspector General of Police/PPOKhyberPakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
2. Capital City Police Officer, Peshawar.
3. Regional Police Officer, Peshawar.
4. Senior Superintendent of Police (Investigation)

{Respondents)Peshawar

Present:

Mr. Muhammad Saeed Khan, Advocate ...For appellant.

Mr. Muhammad Adeel Butt, Addl. Advocate General...For respondents.

Date of Institution 
Date of Hearing... 
Date of Decision..

04.03.2021
05.04.2022
11.04.2022

.'X

JUDGEMENT

KALIM ARSHAD KHAN CHAIRMAN. This appeal is against the

order No.2-07E/PA dated 13.01.2021, whereby the appellant was

awarded major punishment of dismissal from service. It is also against

the appellate order No.489-96/PA dated 24.02.2021 whereby appeal

filed against the dismissal order, was turned down.

It is averred in the appeal that the appellant served the2.

department for 30 years, at the time when major penalty was imposed
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Upon him; that on involvement of the appellant in a murder case vide FIR

No.246 dated 19.08.2020 under Sections 302/324/148/149 PPC

registered at Police Station Akbarpura, Peshawar; that at the time of

occurrence, the appellant was on his duty at Police Station Urmar; that

the appellant was proceeded against departmentally and was charge

sheeted on 26.08.2020 to which he replied; vide order dated 25.09.2020,

while agreeing with the enquiry officer, ordered to keep the enquiry

pending till the decision by the court. That statement of allegations was

served on the appellant and finally on 31.12.2020 respondent No.4 issued

final show cause notice wherein it was stated that reply of the appellant

was not satisfactory ; that departmental enquiry was initiated in which, the

appellant was recommended for major punishment; that the appellant got

his statement recorded regarding his innocence in the light of enquiry

proceedings; that the appellant, being aggrieved from the impugned order

dated 13.01.2021 preferred departmental appeal before respondent No.2

wherein he refuted all the allegations and awaiting 90 days when he

received no response, he filed the service appeal.

3. On receipt of appeal and its admission after preliminary

hearing, the respondents were put on notice, who put appearance and 

submitted reply and contended that on involvement of the appellant in\

criminal case, he was suspended and issued charge sheet with statement

of allegations and departmental enquiry was initiated; that the enquiry

officer conducted the enquiry proceedings and recommended for major

punishment; that a final show cause notice was issued to the appellant to

which he replied and thereafter he was awarded major punishment of
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dismissal from service; that proper departmental enquiry was conducted 

against the appellant and the appellant failed to rebut the charges; that the 

enquiry officer conducted thorough probe into the matter and found the 

appellant guilty of the charges; that the departmental appeal filed by the 

appellant was thoroughly processed and ample opportunity of hearing 

provided to the appellant but he failed to defend himself, therefore, his 

appeal was rejected/filed.

We have heard the learned counsel for the appellant and learned4.

Additional Advocate General for the respondents and have gone through

the file with their assistance.

Learned counsel for the appellant reiterated the grounds urged5.

in the appeal and submitted that the appellant was wrongly awarded

punishment. He prayed for acceptance of this appeal and reinstatement of

the appellant in service with all back benefits.

The learned Additional Advocate General for the respondents6.

negated the stance taken by the learned counsel for the appellant and

prayed for dismissal of the appeal.

The appellant has faced disciplinary proceedings for his alleged 

V involvement in a criminal case. The charge sheet served upon the

7.

Vu\
appellant states that he was involved in FIR No.246 dated 19.08.2020A
under Sections 302/324/148/149 PPG Police Station Akbarpura District

Nowshera and thus his act was considered to highly objectionable and

gross misconduct on his part. Statement of allegations also contains the

same charge. In the proceedings statement of the appellant was recorded.

The gist of his statement is that while posted at Police Station Urmar, a
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dispute of landed property was going on between his brother Bakhtiar Ali

and sister Mst. Chaman Bibi; that on 18.08.2020, he received 12 hours

leave from his senior Shakkar Ghayas Khan Oil and proceeded to his

house to resolve the matter between them; that he made departure from

Police Station Urmar vide DD No. 12 dated 18.08.2002 at about 1915

hours and vide DD No.21 dated 19.08.2020 at 0715 hours he made

arrival in the Police Station Urmar; that in the meanwhile his son Imad-

ul-lslam informed him regarding the cross firing between his brother and

brother in law Rabnawaz due to which Arshad Ali from his brother’s side

and Said Nawaz and Zahid Nawaz from the side of his brother in law

were hit and expired; that on the report of his brother in law and his

sister, he was charged for commission of the offence and proper case was

registered vide the above referred FIR No.246 at Police Station

Akbarpura District Nowshera; that due to his leave the Oil Shakkar

Ghayas marked him absent vide DD No.27 dated 19.08.2020 at about

0855 hours. It is in the enquiry report that being a Police Officer he

managed BBA and also struggled to prove himself innocent; that he

played vital role to solve the issue and control further devastation of

human in future. Statement of Oil Shakar Ghayas Khan was recorded

wherein he narrated the story of enmity between his brother and sister on

some land and also told about 12 hours leave and return of the appellant.

He, however, added that after arrival of the appellant, he was directed at

about 0845 hours for challan duty but he was found absent at 0855 hours,

which absence was recorded in the DD No.27 dated 19.08.2020. the

enquiry officer also recorded the statement of MASI Miraj Gul, who
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stated that the appellant was posted at Police Station Urmar as MI

Investigation and being MI he used to himself make entry regarding

arrival/departure but on 19.08.2020 the appellant was marked absent at

about 0855 hours. The enquiry officer concluded that the appellant was

directly charged by his brother in law in the criminal case for the murder

of his sons, who were also sons in law of the appellant; that in the

incident one nephew of the appellant had also died. It was recommended

that in the light of available material the allegation mentioned in the

charge sheet and summary of allegations were proved against the

appellant and thus he was recommended for major penalty. It was then he

was awarded major penalty of dismissal from service.

Copy of the FIR is also annexed with the appeal. The FIR8.

shows that the occurrence had allegedly taken place at about 0630 hours

i.e. at the time when the appellant was on 12 hours leave. It is in the

statement of MASI Miraj Gul, recorded during the enquiry proceedings,

that the appellant himself used to make entries in the DDs so it was quite

easier for him to make entries, according to his own wishes, choice and

J benefit, regarding his departure and arrival especially when he was 

charged in a murder case of his own nephews by none else but his own 

brother in law, the husband of his sister. The appellant has not been able

to rebut the allegations leveled against him by concrete evidence, at least

regarding his absence from duty at the time of occurrence and/or

presence on the place of occurrence especially during the time when.the

12 hours leave was obtained by him only on the pretext that he was going

to resolve the dispute, which fact, disclosed by the appellant himself, not
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only establishes his presence at the spot at the time of occurrence but also

proves his guilt. In the grounds of appeal, the appellant has not alleged

any enmity with the witnesses of enquiry, who deposed against his

absence from duty at the relevant point of time.

For the foregoing reasons, we do not find any force in this9.

appeal and, therefore, it is dismissed. Consign.

Pronounced in open court at Peshawar and given under our10.

hands and seal of the Tribunal this 11'^ day of April, 2022.

(KALIM ARSHAD KHAN) 
Chairman / \

(MIAN MUHAMMAD) 
Member (E)

A
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3425/2021

Learned counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Muhammad 

Adeel Butt, Addl. AG for the respondents present. Arguments were 

heard and record perused.

ir'^ April, 2022

Vide our detailed judgment of today, containing 06 pages, 

do not find any force in this appeal iand, therefore, it is 

dismissed. Consign.

we

Pronounced in open court in Peshawar and given under our 

hands and seal of the Tribunal this 1 day of April, 2022.
3.

<1
(KALIM ARSHAD KHAN) 

Chairman^.^

(MIAN MUHAMMAD) 

Member (E)

S.
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Late diary

05^''April, 2022 Mr. Ahmad Jan, S.I (Legal) turned up and submitted 

written repiy/comments.

Arguments Jieard. To come up for order on 11.04.2022 

before this D.B.

Chairman(Mian Muhammad 
Member(E)

M •
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Counsel for the appellant and Mr. Muhammad Adeel 
Butt, Addl. AG alongwith Muhammad Raziq, H.C for the 

respondents present.

22.12.2021

The respondents have not furnished reply/ 
comments and seek further time. Let the respondents 

be afforded with last opportunity with the warning that in 

case they fail to submit the written reply/comments on or 
before next date, their right for reply/comments shall 
be deemed as struck off by virtue of this order. Case to 

come up for arguments on 05.04.022 before the D.B.

5

V
\

0ifb4.2022 Counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Kabirullah 

Khattak, Addl. AG alongwith Mr. Ahmad Jan, SI (Legal) for 
the respondents present.

Written reply not submitted. Representative of the 

respondents . requests for short adjournment as 

reply/comments are in process of completion, 
opportunity is granted to the respondents, 
for written n

Last
To come up 

/comments on 0^.0$2022 before the S.B.

Chairman ^(Mian Muhami 
Member(E)5/'

r

: ‘
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Imdad Khan 3425/2021
Counsel for the appellant present. Preliminary arguments heard.
Learned counsel for the appellant started his arguments with the

•
plea that the appellant was nominated in FIR No. 246 dated 19.08.2020 

under Section-302/324/148/149 Police Station Akbarpura District 
Nowshera. He was departmentally proceeded against without waiting for 

final decision of the criminal case against him by the competent court of 
jurisdiction despite the fact that the enquiry officer had recommended to 

keep the proceedings pending till the decision of court in criminal case. He 

was dismissed from service vide impugned order dated 13.01.2020 

against vj/hich he preferred departmental appeal on 25.01.2021. The 

J ' appellate' authority set aside the departmental appeal of appellant on 

24.02.2021. The appellant approached thereafter, the Service Tribunal 
through the instant service appeal on 01.03.2021. It was further argued 

that the appellant is on bail in the criminal case and trials are still under 
way before the competent court of law, therefore, he should have been 

placed under suspension rather than dismissal from service. It was further 

contended that no fair departmental proceedings have been held and no 

opportunity of personal hearing afforded to the appellant thus 

condemning him unheard. He therefore, requested that the service appeal 
may be allowed and he may be reinstated in service with all arrears and 

consequential back benefits.
Points raised need consideration. The appeal is admitted to regular 

hearing, subject to all just and legal objections including limitation. The 

appellant is directed to deposit security and process fee within 10 days. 
Thereafter, notices be issued to the respondents for submission of written 

reply/comments in office within 10 days after receipt of notices, positively. 
If the written reply/comments are not submitted within the stipulated time 

' 'or extension of time is not sought, the office shall submit the file with a 

report of non-compliance. File to come up for arguments on 22.12.2021 

before the D.B.

02.09.2021

I

A

(Mian Muhammad) 
Member(E)
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FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Court Of

72021Case No.-

Order or other proceedings with signature of judgeDate of order 
proceedings

S.No.

321

The appeal of Mr. Imdad Khan resubmitted today by Mr. 

Muhammad Saeed Khan Advocate may be entered in the Institution Register 

and put up to the Worthy Chairman for proper or^r please.

04/03/2021 ■1-

eu/REGISTRAR
This case is entrusted to S. Bench for preliminary hearing to be put2- up there on '>//0S|^

CHAIRMAN

Due to demise of the Worthy Chairman the Tribunal is 

defunct, therefore, case is adjourned to 02.09.2021 for the sarre 

as be fore.

21.05.2021

Reader

i
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The appeal of Mr. Imdad Khan Constable no. 510 Ml P.S Urmar Peshawar received today i.e. 

on 01/03/2021 is incornplete on the following score which is returned to the counsel for the 

appellant for completion and resubmission within 15 days.

-•

, 1-, Copy of impugned order is not attached with the appeal which may be placed on it.
2- Copies of charge sheet, statement of allegations, show cause notice, enquiry report and 

replies thereto are not attached with the appeal which may be placed on it.
3- Appeal has not been flagged/marked annexures' marks.
4- Annexures of the appeal may be attested,
5- Annexure-C of the appeal is illegible which may be replaced by legible/better one.

j-r

ys.T,No.

/2021Dt; a

REGlfr^^'^ 
SERVICE TRIBUNAL 

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 
PESHAWAR.

I

Mr. Muhammad Saeed Khan Adv. Pesh.

Ar

'^v

>



BEFORE THE PROVINCIAL SERVICE TRIBUNAL. KPK. PF<^HAWAQ

Service Appeal No. 72021

Imdad Khan Appellant
Versus

Inspector General of Police/ PPO, Peshawar & others
Respondents

INDEX
S.No. Description of documents. 

Grounds of appeal.
Annexure Pages.

1. 1-5
2. Affidavit. 6
3. Addresses of the parties.
4. Copy ofCNiC A
5. Copy of impugned order dated 

J3.Q1 .'.J2021
Copy of FIR_______________
Copies of naqal mads__________
Copy report of I.Q.______________
Copy of order dated 20.08.2020 
Copies of charge sheet and reply 
Copy of order dated 25.09.2020 
Copy of statement of allegations 
Copy of final show cause notice 
Copies of departmental enquiry 
dated 22.09.2020 and 29.12.2020 
^pies of statements of appellanF^
Copy of departmental appeal_____
Copy of order dated 24.02.2021

B

6. C
7. D f2-f3
8. E IH
9. F if
10. G-H
11. I /e
12. /?J
13. K 2o
14. L-L/1

15. M
16. 27N
17. O zz
18. Wakalatnama. 2?

Appellant
Through

7
MuhammadfSaeed Khan
Advocate Hiih Court 
Cell: 0300-9020797Dated: 27.02.2021
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BEFORE THE PROVINCIAL SERVICE TRIBUNAL. KPK. PFSHAWAR

ICl»yhcr Pald»tukhw« 
Service Tribunal

oj / c>3]'2^2‘^
Service Appeal No. /2021 Diary Nt>.<

Dated

Imdad Khan son of Haji Muqadar Shah 

Constable Belt No.510 Ml, P.S. Urmar 

R/0 Gulab Abad, Zai Kohind P.O. Akbar Pura 

Tehsil and District Nowshera..... ................ Appellant
Versus

1) Inspector General of Police/ PPO, Peshawar.
Capital City Police Officer, Peshawar.
Regional Police Officer, Peshawar.

Senior Superintendent of Police (Investigation), Peshawar.

........... Respondents

2)
3)
4)

Appeal u/s 4 of the N.W.F.P Service 

Tribunal Act, 1974 against the impugned 

order No.2-07-E/PA dated 13.oi.20^> 

against which departmental appeal dated 

25.01.2021 has been dismissed vide 

order No.489-96/PA dated 24.02.2021 

by the respondent No.2.1^3 J>aWc?i

Prayer:

On acceptance of this appeal, the 

impugned order dated 13.01.2021^ may 

kindly be set aside and the appellant 
may please be reinstated in service with 

all arrears and consequential back 

benefits.

toHe-:

-------Mt

I:
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Respectfully Sheweth;
Brief facts giving rise to the instant appeal are as under:-

1) That the appellant was appointed as Constable on 04.08.1991 

in police department after the due process of the law. 

Moreover the appellant has good repute at his credit from the 

last more than 30 years of his service at the time of imposition 

of major penalty vide order No.2-07-E/PA dated 13.01.202j!!; 

(Copy of CNIC, and impugned order are attached as Annex: 
‘A and B”).

That the appellant was from his sen/ice vide order
No.2807-10/PA dated 20.08.2020 due to charging in a murder 

case vide FIR No.246 dated 19.08.2020 u/s 302/324/148/149 

PPC P.S. Akbarpura. The 1.0. submitted his report dated 

19.08.2020 regarding arrival and departure of the appellant. 

(Copy of FIR, naqal mads, report of 1.0. and order dated 

20.08.2020 are attached as Annex: “C, D, E and F”).

2)

3) That the appellant is charged in the instant case being close 

relative, while at the time of occurrence the appellant was on 

his duty in P.S. Urmar.

4) That the appellant was charged sheeted vide charge sheet 

dated 26.08.2020, which was replied by the appellant. (Copies 

of charge sheet and reply are attached as annexure “G and
H”).

5) That respondent No.4 vide order dated 25.09.2020 agreed 

with the recommendations of Inquiry Officer and ordered to 

keep pending the inquiry papers of the appellant till decision of 

the court. In this respect statement of allegations was issued 

by the respondent No.4. (Copies of order dated 25.09.2020 

and statement of allegations are attached as Annexure “I and
J”).
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6) That finally on 31.12.2020 respondent No.4 issued final show 

cause notice stating therein that reply of the appellant is not 
found satisfactory. (Copy of final show cause notice is 

attached as annexure “K”).;

7) That departmental inquiry against the appellant was initiated in 

which he was recommended for major punishment. (Copies of 

departmental enquiry dated 22.09.2020 and 29.12.2020 are 

attached as Annexure “L and L/l”).

8) That appellant recorded statement regarding his innocence in 

the light of inquiry proceedings. (Copies of statements 

attached as Annexure “M”).
are

9) That the appellant being aggrieved and dissatisfied from the 

impugned order dated 13.01.202|; preferred his departmental 

appeal filed on dated 25.01.2021 before the respondent No.2 

by refuting all the allegations contained in the impugned order, 

but the same has not been responded despite the lapse of 

statutory period of 90 days till date now. (Copy of 

departmental appeal is attached as Annex: “N” and order 

dated 24.02.2021 is Annex: “O”).

GROUNDS OF APPEAL:

That the appellant being aggrieved and dissatisfied from the 

impugned order dated 13.01.2022i'referred above, prefers the instant 
service appeal on the following amongst other grounds for 

reinstatement in service with all consequential back benefits.

a) That the impugned order is against the law, facts and material 
available on record.

b) That the competent authority/ inquiry officer failed to 

mandatory "show cause notice' upon the appellant before 

imposition of major penalty, which is violative of the principles

serve
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of natural justice and also offends the established norms of 
justice. The word “show cause” means to make clear or 

apparent, as by evidence, testimony, or reasoning to prove. 
Even on merit no credible evidence was brought on record to 

sustain the impugned order dated 13.01.202!<i.) against the 

appellant. The competent authority failed to make out/ 

establish the alleged charges leveled in the impugned order, 
hence it is settled and mandatory provision and principle of 
law that show cause notice cannot be bartered away or
contracted out. Section 5(4) Efficiency and Disciplinary Rules.

It is also pertinent to mention that even no opportunity of 

personal hearing was afforded to the appellant before 

imposition of major penalty.

c) That the competent authority also failed to act in a judicial 

spirit and manner in conformity to well recognized principles of 
natural justice.

d) That the competent authority was required to conduct a proper 

inquiry to provide an opportunity of hearing, cross examination 

and defense to the appellant before imposition of the major 

penalty.

e) That the impugned order dated 13.01.2022 is also violative of 
section 24-A of General Clauses Act as the competent 

authority failed to pass a speaking order with sound reasoning 

and to substantiate allegation in the light of admissible 

evidence on record, there is no discussion at all to this effect.

0 That the appellant has been falsely charged in the FIR 

mentioned above wherein the appellant is not convicted and 

the above mentioned case is still pending.

g) That the appellant having a young official career and to 

discharge him in such a fashion alien to law would deprive him
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to built on his official career which would also adversely 

affects his family.

Keeping in view, what has been stated above, it is, 
therefore, humbly prayed that the impugned order dated 

13.01.202f'may kindly be set aside and the appellant may 

please be reinstated in service with all arrears and 

consequential back benefits.

Any other relief, which has not been specifically 

asked for and to whom the appellant found entitled may 

also be granted. ■ ,

Appellant 
Imdad Khan 
Constable 
Belt No-510 Ml 
P.S. Urmar

Dated: 27.02.2021

through

1
Muhammad Saeed Khan 
Advocate High Court
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BEFORE THE PROVINCIAL SERVICE TRIBUNAL. KPK. PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No. /2021

Imdad Khan Appellant
Versus

Inspector General of Police/ PPO, Peshawar & others
Respondents

AFFIDAVIT
I, Imdad Khan son of Haji Muqadar Shah Constable Belt 

No.510 Ml, P.S. Urmar R/0 Gula.b Abad, Zai Kohind P.O. Akbar 

Pura, Tehsil and District Nowshera do hereby affirm and declare 

on oath that the contents of the application are true and correct 
to the best of my knowledge and belief and nothing has been 

concealed from this Hon'ble Tribunal. ,

Deponent 
CNIC No.17201-2178207-1

Q 1 mar 2021
ATTHSTE’Oi-.. . ’
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BEFORE THE PROVINCIAL SERVICE TRIBUNAL. KPK. PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No. /2021

Imdad Khan Appellant
Versus

Inspector General of Police/ PPO, Peshawar & others
Respondents

ADDRESSES OF THE PARTIES

APPELLANT: . .
Imdad Khan son of Haji Muqadar Shah

Constable Belt No.510 Ml, P.S. Urmar 

R/0 Gulab Abad, Zai Kohind P.O. Akbar Pura 

Tehsil and District Nowshera

RESPONDENTS:
1) Inspector General of Police/PPO, Peshawar.
2) Capital City Police Officer, Peshawar.

3) Regional Police Officer, Peshawar.
4) Senior Superintendent of Police (Investigation), Peshawar.

Appellant
. Through :

MuhamrnMSaeed Khan 
Advocate Hftgh Court

Dated: 27.02.2021
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CAPITAL CITY POLICE PESHAWAR 
OFFICE OF THE

SENIOR sia>ERINTENl)ENT QF rOLTCE tNVESTIGATIONPE; 
:«V No■ S .'T<C> y^flVK Dated Peshawar the /3 / /2020

f

order wiir;^j“sf)6se off the departmental Enquiry against FC Imdad No. 

r ‘̂ i>S Urrnaywbichtwas initiated by the undersigned on the grounds that he has been chare 

HR iya,:246 'dated 19.08.2020 u/s 302/324/148/149 PS Akbar Pura Disti

510 the then
;

in casem
Nowshehra,N N '

He was placed/under suspension and issued Charge Sheet/Sumrnary of Allegatic 

and inquiry-was marked to Mr. Faza! Rehman DSP Inv: City Peshawar. He called 

delinquent official and heard in person. The E.O after completion of departmental enqi 

found the delinquent official guilty and recommended him for Major punishment.

The alleged official was served with final Show Cause but his reply to the final Show Ca 

Notice was found unsatisfactory ■

Therefore h hfreby as competent authority agree with recommendation of Inquiry offi'

. Hence, FC Imdad No. 510 is hereby awarded major punishment of dismissal from
—------------

as defined in Police Disciplinary Rules 1975 amended 2014.

j/

i
ser

jeri n t^^enCof Police, 
liwestigation 

Capital City Police, Peshawar.

Sen!

'■C,

OB. Nq.^3> dated /3 l^f /2021

Copy ptabove is forwarded for favor of information to:-

> W/CGp©, Peshawar
> SSP .Operation, Peshawar
> SP Head Quarters, Peshawar
> DSP Iny: City
> OSI,-TMC, SRC,
> e-c/E'e-c/i

A

r.

01i
AV •

■:A;■

. ?

■> ■

iI Fax. 091-9211362Mauk MUHAMMAD Saao Shaheed Police Lines, Peshawar - Tel. 091-9210642
’ “ ■ ■ ■ ■ ................... ...................■-I" V- •. i:---!:. ■'
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h'Win:li CAPITAL CITY POLICE PESHAWAK 
OFFICE OF THE

SENIOR SUPERINTFrymENT OF FOUrE JNVESTlGAyjQmm^:^
Dated Peshawar thea^/j^/2020

ftL'l- Ii'i
iillilK
ik

No)^6^ -\0 /PA

j q|u|er
; ! ; HCIImdad No. 510 MI PS Urmar is hereby placed under suspension and closed to
: PBT/HQrs with immediate effect, in the wai^ of'his involvement in criminal case HR No. 2 

: , dated 19.dg.2020 u/s 302/324/148/H9 PPG PS Akbar Pura. Charge Sheet and Summary , 

ailegation's vyill be'issued separately. |
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SENIOR SUPERINTEWI^ OF POLICE 
INVESTIGATION

CAPITAL CITY POLICE PESHAWAR.I

OB No T/>)/

. Copy of the above Is foi'warded to W/CCPO Peshawar, for favor of information, please.
if''' ’1

•I I - ■ I , SSP pp’erabons GCP, Peshawar,
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1:1 ■ 2„ ■SPHQrs; RBI Peshawar.
I L ; v3. pSP investigation Saddar Circle Peshawar: 
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CAPITAL CITY POLICE PESHAWAR
oT^x, OFFICE OF THE
SENIOR SUPKRINTENDFNT OF POLICr, TNVESTir.ATTnN PESHAW

f o PA Dated Peshawar the ^/^^/2020/
--------

3'y/ ^ il
i
•VCHARGE SHEgt f

I, Nausher Khan ^enior Superintendent of Police, Investigation, Peshawa^l Smidetent 

hereby charge you HC Imdad Khan No. 510 MI of PS Urmar Peshawar as follow: -

It has been noted with great concern that you have been involved in a
case vide FIR No. 246 dated 19.08.2020 u/s 302/324/148/149 PPC I

highly objectionable and gross misconduct on your
This amo^rts to gross misconduct, negligence and mala-fide r
are liable^r punishment as defined in Police Disciplinary Rules, 1975.

By the regions of the above,
f

Pura. Your this act is

on your part for v

you appeared to be guilty of misconduct uncV-
Disciplinai^ Rules, 1975 and have rendered yourself liable

to all or any of the
specified In, the said Rules.

2. You are tl||refore, required to submit your written defense within seven day 

receipt of this charge sheet to the Inquiry Officer/Committee.

Intimate as' to whether you desire to be heard in person?

A Statementof allegation is enclosed.

i: 3.
]■

I
4.

r

Senior Superintendent of Poli<
Investigation!■

Capital City Police, Peshawar
I

t

M ;

■
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CAPITAL CITY POLICE PESHAWAR 
OFFICE OF THE

SXJPERINTENOENT OF POLICE INVESTIGATIONPESHAWA
Dated Peshawar thegij—/q7 /2020 ■

SENIOR
No:7^Pv>9 /PA.

ORDER
HC Imdad Ndi; 510 the then MI PS Urmar is under suspension on the grounds that 
been charged:: in case FIR No. 246 dated 19.08.2020 u/s 302/324/148/149 PS Ak

served with Charge Sheet and Summery of allegatiiDistrict Nowshehra, he was
inquiry waslharked to Mr. Fazai Rehman DSP Inv;City Peshawar. E.O recommenc 

the said Inquiry may be keep pending the decision of the Court.

I, hereby as competent authority agree with recommendation of Inquiry officer. He 

inquiry papers of aforesaid official is hereby kept pending tinthe decision, oftheCo'

SeniorSui^eniTteml -oiice,en
^^Tnvesti^affbn ( 

CapitSTOty Police, Peshawar,
L

'cl' ijVi/
t Wdated lol /2020

'V'
Cofy of above is sent to DSP Inv: City Peshawar for information .
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CAPITAL CITY POLICE PESHAWAR
OFFICE OF THE 

SENIOR SUPERINTENDENT OF POLICE INVESTIGATION PESHAWAR.
; ■\•r

NO: /PA Dated Peshawar the / /2020

/
/ DISCIPLINARY ACTION AGAINST HC IMDAD NO. 510 _ PESHAWAI

. I, Nausher Khan Senior Superintendent of Police, (Investigation), Peshawar, as competent a 
am of the opinion thiet HC Imdad Khan No. 510 MI of PS Urmar Peshawar has rendered hims 
to be proceeded against as he has committed the following acts/omissions within the me

/ ■

t

Police Disciplinary Rules, 1975.
STATEMENT OF ALLEGATIONS.

It has been noted with great concern that you have been involved in a c

/

I.
case vide FIR No. 246 dated 19.08.2020 u/s 302/324/148/149 PPC PJ 

Pura. Your this act is highly objectionable and gross misconduct on your \
This amounts to gross misconduct, negligence and mala-fide on your part for wl 

are liable for punishment as defined in Police Disciplinary Rules, 1975.

That all the'above acts amount to gross misconduct, negligence, in-efficiency and n 

on his part;Tor which he is liable for punishment as defined in Police Disciplinar 

1975.

II.

1.

2. For scrutinizing the conduct of said accused with reference to the above alle

fW^is deputed as the Inquiry Officer.

The Inquir^f Shall be conducted in accordance with the, provision of the Rules to 

reasonable/ppportunity of hearing to the accused officer, record its finding within 

of the receipt of this order, & make recommendations as to punishment < 

appropriate;;action against the accused.

The accused shall join the proceeding on the date and time and place fixed by th( 

Officer.

!

j>sp
5 aw

3.
i
■I

i
1

4.i

1
‘n:)

Senior Superintendent of Poll* 
Investigation 

Capital City Police, Peshawat

7)(£'•
(

I?
. ;v

-U'

; '

>■ i
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5(3) of the Khyber

1971PoycERUki^
^UNEilRRUki§-5ii ,rself liable 

Rules for fo''^
have rendered you 

PoliceY\n imriad the

ceeded ||ler 

misconduct??'

1. That you
Rule

pro FIR No.246 

were i 

directly char

videthat in case■3^ with great concernsobserved
302/324/148/149

Peshawar, you
>8^ It has been 

19.08.20210 u/s 
Charge Sheet, but your reply

d FIR and you

PPC, PS Urmar,
,„und »«>•=>«"'■ “j;“ , ^

the above mentione 

your innocence
on your part being a re

riminal act is highly obje
. Your this cWBmmla

p
m

sponsible police officer.

eral Police proceeainyood order of discipline in the
in efficient and unbe(

dersigned; there

as sufficie2. That by reason of the above
decided tgiSroceedag

3, That the rp|conduct on your

fetention in the

police F'ainst you in gen
part is preiudicial to g

nt to encourage
Police Force will amou

^ That your
good Pdiiie Officer

^therefore, called upon to

should not be dealt 
misconduct

to why youshow cause as
police Rules

r1975 for theYou are5. Pakhtunkhwa
with the Khyberaccordance w 

above.

6. You
failing which an

re further directed to inform...

of the receipt ofwithin 07 dayscause notice 

taken against you.
to this showshould submit reply

ex-parte action shall be u wish to be heard in person
undersigned that yo

7. You a

il0t 0^->

capital City Police, Peshif
a':' '■ r1^-E.
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DSp^Investigation, City 
Division, Peshawar 
s^p investigation, CCP, Peshawar ^

, dated Peshawar the 2> /Sep, 2020

■ ■TRY agaiNSUHIMB&B

; N0.256-E/PA
d 16.09.2020 on the subiect cited above.

From:

To.
/St • >'No. i: p<; Urmar
PPP^iitmfnTAL Eli

Subject: SSP Inv; dated
office memoPlfedpe refer to your 

; No. 5052/PA, date26.08.2020 foilow bfgy

fli I fgations

; i-’
T*. ■

inst HC imdad Khan No. 510 with the

involved in aThis is a departmentai enquiry agains.
posted at PS Urmar as

246 dated 19.08.2020 u/s
high objectionable and gross

as defined in Police Disciplinary

Ml/Investigation
302/324/148/149 PPC PS Akbar 

misconduct on your

he wasallegations that while 

criminal case vide EIR No 

Pura District Nowshera
which yo(i make him

. Your act is
liable for punishment

part. For 

Rules, 1975. ; conduct of the said allegations the SSP 

finalize the enquiry and report.
For the purpose to scrutinize the 

nominated the undersigned toInvestigation

^proceeding
examined; heard in

of enquiry the following were
During the process

recorded are as under.-person and theinstatements
Ml/Investigation of PS Urmar

tie Imdad Khan the then
Ghaya Khan SI/OII PS Urmar

>

> ^SHakkar
> jqirai Gul MASI PS Urmar (Opt:)

c;tatfmfnt of posted as Ml 

his brother
statement that when he was

was going between
received 12-hours leave

HQ imdad stated in his

SI/OII and proceeded to 

. He made his departure from
DD No.21 dated 19.08.2020 e

Bakhtiar All ahjifsister
seniflshakkar Ghayas 

sol^ the. matter between them
^ a 18.08.2020 at about 19:15 hrs;& vide

in Police Station Urmar

his house for the 

PS Urmar vidiKhan•/ from his
purpose to soi

. Meanwhile his son Imad-u 

his brother and his brother-ii 

side Arshad Ali whi

DD No. 12 date/• f
; he' made his arrivalN 07:15 hrs

Islam informil/him regarding the 

law Rabnawdk; Resultantly due to

brother-in-lavy' side Said Nawaz 

charged his sister and brother-in 

wiHp fir Nor 246 dated 19.08.2020 u/s

cross firing between
their firing from Bakhtiar

and expired. He wwere hit 
ion of offence and a proper ca

and Zahid Nawaz

in-law for the commission
302/324/148/149 PPC PS Akbar

Police Station and (

Pura distr

«- —
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It is pertinent to mentioned here that deceased Said Nawaz and Zah 

Nawaz his maternal nephew and also his son-in-laws, due to this incident his hA
i ■ t»5

daughters made widow.
p;.
Being a Police officer he managed BBA and also in struggle to prov 

himself innocepce in the matter, and also played vital rote to solve the issue ar 
control furtheriidevastation of human. Further case is under process in the court ar

he is in bettei^.position to produce cogent witnesses regarding his innocence.
S' ISTATEMENlidF SI/OII SHAKAR GHAYAS/

Shakar Ghayas Khan SI/OII PS Urmar stated in his statement whic 

revealed that on 18.08.2020 MI Imdad meet with him in his office and disclosed th; 

he need 12- hours leave because a dispute of land property has been raised betwee 

his brother Miikhtiar and sister Chaman Bibi, while he try his beast to solve the issi 

peace fully. After this he allowed him 12-hours leave. He made his departure vide D 

No.12 dated ffi;08.2020 at about 19:15 hrs; and arrival DD No. 21 dated 19.08.202
'i-r ■

at 07:15 AMyt>According to Oil after arrival at about 08:45 am he directed him fi 
chalian duty,iut at about 08: 55 hrs; he found MI Imdad absent, and a proper repo

vide DD No.27. dated 19.08.2020 has been lodged in the daily dairy of PS Urmar.
* a-:"

STATEMENT^dF MASI MIRAJ GUL' '*
MASI Miraj Gul statement in his statement that HC Imdad No. 510 Wc

ij.
posted at PS Urmar as MI Investigation, being as MI entry regarding arrival/departur 

etc made by self, and according to daily dairy record after the permission of his seni( 

Shakar Ghayas Khan SI /Oil he made his departure vide DD No. 12 dated 18.8.202 

and arrival vi'da DD No. 21 dated 19.08.2020 at about 07:15 AM, but at about 08:5: 

SI Shakar Ghayas khan was marked him absent vide DD No. 27 dated 19.08.2020 

CONCLUSION

I:
I!
I
1I
1
>

;;

!
i

From the perusal of enquiry paper as well as recorded statemei 

mentioned above the undersigned reached to the conclusion that no positive roll w; 

noted regarding' the involvement of HC Imdad in the crime, however from this incidei 

he faced great lass in shape two younger's daughter became widow.

RECOMMENDATION
In light of above that the above mentioned case against him is undi 

process at the Court of Additional Session Judge, Nowshera, according to views of ft 

undersigned that Court in better position to decide the case on merit, it is therefor 

requested th'aftftnquiry in hand may please be kept pending till the decision of ft
.■py--;

court, if approved.
“I

kDEPUTY SUPERINTENDENT OF POLICE,



/ ®
>!?■ ■ DSP Investigation, City 

Division, Peshawar
SSP Investigation, CCP, Peshawar 

, /St, dated Peshawar the 29 /Dec, 2020

nFPARTMFNTAL ENQUIRY AGAINST Ml IMDAD OF P$ URMAR

From:

To.

No. 3066

Subject;
■Please refer to your office menno: N0.256-E/PA SSP Inv: dated 

26.08.2020 follow by Dy: No. 5052/PA, dated 16.09.2020 on the subject cited above.

ALLEGATIONS
No. 510 with theThis is a departmental enquiry against HC Imdad Khan 

allegations that while he was posted at PS Urmar as Ml/Investigation involved in a 

criminal case videfpIR No. 246 dated 19.08.2020 u/s 302/324/148/149 PPC PS Akbar 

Pura District Now/sfi'era. Your act is high objectionable and gross misconduct on your 

part. For which ySl make him liable for punishment as defined in Police Disciplinary

Rules, 1975.
FbrThe purpose to scrutinize the conduct of the said allegations the SSP 

Investigation noiminated the undersigned to finalize the enquiry and report.

PROCEEDING ^
1

! If
examined; heard inDuring the process- of enquiry the following were 

and thein statements recorded are as under:-

HC Imdad Khan the then Ml/Investigation of PS Urmar

i. personI

>
i > ^-5_hakkar Ghaya Khan SI/OII PS Urmar

> -4lraj Gul MASI PS Urmar (Opt:)

STATEMENT OF HC IMDAD KHAN

his statement that when he was posted as MlHGa Imdad stated in
dispute of land property was going between his brotherInvestigation aJ:;iPS Urmar a

and sister Mst Chaman Babi. On 18.08.2020 he received 12-hours leaveBakhtiar Ali
Shakkar Ghayas'Khan SI/OII and proceeded to his house for thefrom his senior

purpose to solve the matter between them. He made his departure from PS Urmar vide 

. 12 dated 18.08.2020 at about 19:15 hrs: & vide DD No.21 dated 19.08.2020 atDD No
Police Station Urmar. Meanwhile his son Imad-ul-, *

07:15 hrs: he-made his arrival in 

Islam informetfffim regarding the cross firing between his brother and his brother-m*I

Rabnawazft^esultantly due to their firing from Bakhtiar side Arshad Ali whilelaw
brother-in-lawisfde Said Nawaz and Zahid Nawaz were hit and expired. On the repor 

of his brother-in-law & his sister he was charged for the commission of offence and ; 
proper case vidi FIR No. 246 dated 19.08.2020 u/s 302/324/148/149 PPC PS Akba 

Pura district Nowshera was registered against him. Due to this he leave the Polio 

Station and OH Shakkar Ghayas Khan marked him absent vide DD No. 27 data



'Ms I
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i® tR

It is pertinent to mentioned here that deceased Said Nawaz and Z^ 

Nawaz his rti.aternal nephew and also his son-in-laws, due to this incident his 

daughters rhade widow.

*
1^1
m ■Being a Police officer he managed BBA and also in struggle To pn 

himself innocence in the matter, and also played vital role to solve the

■f

issue i
control further devastation of human in future. Further case is under process in!ip /'
court and h^>is in better position to produce cogent witnesses regarding his innocen

STATEMElffiOF SI/OII SHAKAR GHAYA<;

OS

■rli
■ :i

ifiTi
■i

.iShakar Ghayas Khan SI/OII PS Urmar stated in his statement wh 

revealed that jon 18.08.2020 MI Imdad meet with him in his office and disclosed t

he need 12r;;hburs leave because a dispute of land property has been raised betw€
«*

his brother Mukhtiar and sister Chaman Bibi, while he try his best to solve the is; 

peace fully. After this he allowed him 12-hours leave. He made his departure vide I 

No.12 dated 18.08.2020 at about 19:15 hrs; and arrival DD No.

]■'

I ■

21 dated 19.08.20
at 07:15 AM; According to Oil after arrival at about 08:45 am he directed him 

challan duty;>6ut at about 08: 55 hrs; he found MI Imdad absent, and a proper repi 
. vide DD No.i7^;dated 19.08.2020 has been lodged in the daily dairy of PS Urmar.

STATEMEr^i&F MAS! MTRA1 GUL

m '

1
tMASI Miraj Gul statement in his statement that HC Imdad No. 

posted at PS^tjrmar as MI Investigation, being as MI entry regarding arrival/departu 

etc made by/self, and according to daily dairy record after the permission of his seni 

Shakar Ghayasj Khan SI /Oil he made his departure vide DD No. 12 dated 18.8.20: 
and arrival vfe DD No. 21 dated. 19.08.2020 at about 07:15 AM, but at about 08:5 

SI Shakar Ghayas khan was marked him absent vide DD No. 27 dated 19.08.2020. 

CONCLUSION

510 w
i
I ■
i

|rpm the perusal of enquiry paper, recorded statements mentioned abo' 
as well as enclosed copy of FIR the undersigned reached to the conclusion that he w. 

directly charged in the above cited case by his brother in-law for the murder of f 
sons, who's Igalso the sons in-law of the alleged officer HC Imdad. In the incident, 

a result of cross fire one nephew of the alleged officer HC Imdad was also died and tl 
FIR was registered against both the parties. Motive behind

I \
the incident was lar

dispute

recommendation

Ip light of above discussion and other available material the allegatic 

mentioned in the charged sheet and summary of allegations has been found 

against the alleged official. Therefore alleged officer is
PROVE!

recommended for ^majc
punishment. -
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OFFICE OF THE 
CAPITAL CITY POLICE OFFICER 

PESHAWAR
Phone No. 091-9210989 
Fax No. 091-9212597u

ORDER

This order will dispose of departmental appeal preferred by Ex-Constable Imdad Khan 

No.510 who was awarded the major punishment of “Dismissal from Service” under PR-1975 by 

SSP/lnvestigation Peshawar vide OB No.03, dated 13-01-2021.

He while posted in Investigation Wing CCP Peshawar as Moharrer Investigation Police 

Station Urmar was proceeded against departmentally for involvement in a criminal case FIR No.246, 

dated 19-08-2020 u/s 302/324/148/149/PPC PS Akbarpura District Nowshera.

2-

He was isstidd proper Charge Sheet and Summary of Allegations by SSP/lnvestigation 

Peshawar and DSP Investigation City Peshawar was appointed as enquiry officer to scrutinize the 

conduct of the accused official. The enquiry officer after conducting proper enquiry submitted that the 

alleged official is found guiify of the charges mentioned in the charge sheet and recommended hinr for 

major punishment. The qdmpetent authority in light of the findings of the enquiry officer issued him
;;T '•

Final Show Cause to which, his reply was also found unsatisfactory. Hence he was awarded the above 

major punishment.

3-

/•

V-'

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

perused. 10 of the case was also summoned to the office alongwith case file. The 10 has stated that the 

accused has been directly charged in the FIR and been challaned to the court. Moreover, there aie no 

evidence or eye witnesses to show his innocense in the case. Therefore his appeal for setting aside the 

punishment awarded to him by SSP/lnvestigation Peshawar vide OB No.03, dated 13-01-2021 is hereby 

rcjectcd/filed.

4-

V
(ABBAS AHSAN) PSP 

CAPITAL CITY POLICE OFFICER, 
PESHAWAR

/PA dated Peshawar the^^^~»/^ — 

Copies for information and n/a to the:-
1. SSP/lnvestigatioifPeshawar
2. DSP/Investigation City Peshawar
3. OSI/Pay OfficerA CRC 

FMC along withTouji Missal.
5. Official concerned.-.

2021No.

V -■
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No.3425 /2021.

Ex- Constable Imdad Khan No.510 of CCP Peshawar Appellant.

VERSUS

Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar and others. Respondents.

REPLY BY RESPONDENTS NO. 1. 2. &3.

Respectfully Sheweth:-

PRELIMINARY OBJECTIONS:-

1. That the appeal is badly barred by law & limitation.

2. That the appeal is bad for mis-joinder and non-joinder of necessary parties.

3. That the appellant has not come to Hon’able Tribunal with clean hands.

4. That the appellant has no cause of action and locus standi to file instant appeal.

5. That the appellant is estopped by his own conduct to file the instant appeal.

6. That the appellant has concealed the material facts from Honorable Tribunal.

7. That the appeal is not maintainable being devoid of any merit.

REPLY ON FACTS:-

1. Incorrect. The appellant was appointed as constable in the year 1991 in the respondent 

department. The appellant has not a clean service record and contains 04 bad entries and 

01 minor punishment on different occasions in his service, (copy of list as annexure A)

2. Incorrect. In fact the appellant was suspended and issued charge sheet with statement of 

allegations and initiated departmental enquiry on the grounds of involvement in a 

criminal case vide FIR No.246 dated 19.08.2020 u/s 302/324/148/149/PPC PS Akbarpura 

District Nowshera. The enquiry officer after conducting enquiry proceedings

. recommended for major punishment. After completion of the enquiry proceedings, the 

appellant was issued final show cause notice to which he replied. After observing all 

codal formalities, he was awarded major punishment of dismissal from service, (copy of 

charge sheet, statement of allegations, enquiry report, Final Show Cause Notice 

annexure as B,C,D,E)

3. Incorrect. Proper departmental enquiry was conducted against him. During the course of 

enquiry, the appellant failed to rebut the charges and the enquiry officer conducted 

thorough probe into the matter and found the appellant guilty of the charges.

4. Correct to the extent that the appellant was issued charge sheet with statement of 

allegation which he replied but his reply was found unsatisfactory.

5. Incorrect. Proper departmental enquiry was conducted against him. During the coursC'Of 

enquiry, the appellant failed to rebut the charges and the enquiry officer conducted ' 

thorough probe into the matter and found the appellant guilty of the charges. The whole

• • K

' i

are



enquiry was conducted purely on merit. The appellant was provided full opportunity of 

defense, but the appellant failed to defend himself 

formalities he was awarded the major punishrrient.

6. Incorrect. After completion of the enquiry proceedings he was issued final show cause 

notice, which he replied but his explanation was found unsatisfactory.

7. Correct to the extent that proper departmental enquiry was conducted against him. During 

the course of enquiry, the appellant failed to rebut the charges and the enquiry officer 

conducted thorough probe into the matter and found the appellant guilty of the charges. 

After fulfilling of all codal formalities, he was awarded major punishment of dismissal 
from service by the competent authority.

8. Incorrect. The . whole enquiry proceedings were initiated purely on merit and in 

accordance with law/rules. The appellant availed the opportunities of defense, but he 

failed to defend himself nor produced in cogent evidence.

9. Incorrect. The appellant filed departmental appeal on 25.01.2021, which was thoroughly 

processed and an ample opportunity of hearing was provided to appellant by appellate 

authority but appellant failed to defend himself with plausible/justifiable grounds, hence 

his appeal was rejected/filed on 24.02.2021.

REPLY ON GROUNDS:

a) Incorrect. The punishment order passed by the competent authority is in accordance with 

law/rules and liable to be upheld.

b) Incorrect. After completion of the enquiry proceedings, the appellant was issued final 

show cause notice to which he replied, but his reply was also found unsatisfactory.

c) Incorrect. The appellant was treated as per the law/rules. No injustice was done to him.

d) Incorrect. The appellant was associated with the enquiry proceedings and proper 

opportunity of defense was provided to appellant. He failed to defend the charges leveled 

against him. The enquiry officer after detail probe reported that the charges were proved. 

Proper opportunity of defense was provided to the appellant, but he failed to defend 

himself

e) Incorrect. The appellant was issued charge sheet with summary of allegations, proper 

departmental enquiry was conducted against him. He was provided full opportunity of 

defense, but he failed to defend himself After ftilfilling of all codal formalities, he 

found guilty, hence awarded major punishment of dismissal from

f) Incorrect. The charges levelled against him were stood proved. The appellant being a 

member of a disciplined force, committed gross misconduct. Court proceedings and 

departmental proceedings are two different entities and can run side by side.

g) Incorrect. The appellant himself is responsible for the situation by committing 

misconduct.

After fulfilling all the codal

was
service.

gross
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PRAYER.

It is therefore most humbly prayed that in light of above facts and submissions, the 

appeal of the appellant being devoid of merits and legal footing, may kindly be dismissed 

with costs please.

Provincial Police Officer, 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

(K
\jCCapital City Police Officer, 

Peshawar.

Senior Sif fent of Police, 
Investigation Peshawar.



BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No.3425 72021.

Ex- Constable Imdad Khan No.510 of CCP Peshawar Appellant.

VERSUS

Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar and others. Respondents.

We respondents No. 1 , 2 & 3 do hereby solemnly affirm and declare Ithat the 

contents of the written reply are true and correct to the best of our knowledge and belief 

and nothing has concealed/kept secret from this Honorable Tribunal.

AFFIDAVIT

L

Provincial Police Officer, 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

z'

Capital CityVPolice Officer, 
Peshawar.i * u > 6 r / I r

/

Senior indent of Police, 
Investigation Peshawar.
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No.3425 /2021. \

Ex- Constable Imdad Khan No.510 of CCP Peshawar Appellant.

VERSUS
I

Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar and others. Respondents.
/

AUTHORITY.

I Capital City Police Officer, Peshawar, hereby authorize Mr.Ahmad Jan SI legal

of Capital City Police, Peshawar to attend the Hon’ble Court and submit written reply,

statement and affidavit required for the defense of above servicp^ appeal on behalf of 
»

respondent department.
\

Capital Ci^ Officer, 
Pe^ia^rA -

\

i

f



A
IMP AD KHAr* MUQADAR SHAH

Zakhai Kohrona Nowshera PS.Akbar pura Distt: Nowshera
Name of Official*

-i.:

RIO
/',n7.Q4-19732. Date of Birth

3. Date Of enlistment
4. Education 

Courses Passed 

Total qualifying service
7. Good Entries

Rad Entries fL.W.O Pav. E/Drill & Warningl
1. 02 days leave without Pay vide OB No 1872.dt; 27-10-2020
2. 03 days E/drill vide OB No.02 dt: 01.01.1995 ^ _
3. Warning be carful in future vide OB No.5257dt; 30^12_1998
4. 15 days leave without pay vide OB No.2539 dt;28-06-2012

Minor Punishment
1. Censured vide OB No.43 dated 02.01.2015

Major Punishment

Q4-Q8-1991

10th
I

Recruit
99 years. 04 Months & 03 days^

5.
6.

Nil

Nil
08. Punishment (Current)

Awarded major p'
73/PA, dated 28.12.2020 by SSP/Operation Peshawar.

09. Leave Account

unishment of dismissed from sewice vide order Endst; No.2969-

BalanceAvailed leavesTotal leave at his credit
1408 DaysNil1408 days

CRC ^\ov\ .

0^\

W/CCPO Oy. Supdt:'Police
•: >



-3

•dr-"'V.'
CAPITAL CITY POLICE PESHAWAR

OFFICE OF THE i
SENIOR SUPERINTENDENT OF POLICE INVESTTGATlhN PF.SHA wi

No.

■'■HSffS/'if-
i m- ■#m' i km I?•i

Dated Peshawar the ^/^g'^/2020z
C-'

l, Naustter Khan Senior Superintendent of Poiice, Investigation, Peshawai*^^m[iitent a 

hereby charge you HC Imdad Khan No. 510 MI of PS Urrnar Peshawar as follow: -

f' CHARGE SHCgT

I. It has been noted with great concern that you have been involved in a < 

case vide FIR No. 246 dated 19.08.2020 u/s 302/324/148/149 PPC PS
Pura. Your this act is highly objectionable and gross misconduct on your \

II. This amounts to gross misconduct, negligence and mala-fide

are liable for punishment as defined in Police Disciplinary Rules, 1975.

By the reasons of the above, you appeared to be guilty of misconduct unde 

Disciplinary Rules, 1975 and have rendered yourself liable to all 

specified in the said Rules.

You are th|refore, required to submit your written defense within seven days 

receipt of this charge sheet to the Inquiry Officer/Committee.

Intimate as to whether you desire to be heard in person?

A Statement of allegation is enclosed.

on your part for wl

1.

or any of the p

2.

3.

4.

Senior Superintendent of Polict 

Investigation 
Capital City Police, Peshawari

%*

....
i

I!:

Dy, Supct: Police1-5;
feti

V!
',N
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r- OFFICE OF THE
JFi ■ SENIOR SUPERINTENDENT OF POLICE INVESTIGATION PESHAXVAR,

Dat^ Peshawar the / ^'y202b

i

¥
n I

5
/PANo.-:

'■I.

I ' DISCIPLINARY ACTTOW ASMNST HCIMPAD WO. 5tO PS■ PESHAWABr
/ i;<Natisher:KHari' Seni6r;Supa-ihtenaerit :pf Police, (Iriv^gatidri), Peshawar, as :cprnpetent authonty;
' anixf the opiniortittwCTGflmdadil&IvNo; 510 MI of PSiUmiar/Peshawar fiaSi^rendered^himselfjliable

fpllpWifig'dcte/omissi^s wfthin of

■ /STOTEMEftffe6F^fcLEGATK)NS^A;^;^-^-y: ^
i: that vpu haiye^l^n iwolyedjii a criminal

vide FIR No. 246 dated 19.08.2020 u/s 302/324/148/149 PPC PS Akbar

.V

tY.‘

•<* .
t case

f ' Pura. Your this act is highly objectionable and grow misconduct pn your part.,

r^sK .a /•
I ^ iiif , „

I . -• - .'V -. -a---tv.vv-.v

•»r.

t
i':

;• V ;■
L 2. For scrutinizing, the conduct , of said accused-witii ; reference to the above allegatibns>;

/*^Y^ls deputed as the Inquiry Officer.

3. The IriqTiif^' shall' tfe' conducted in accordance with the- provision of the Rules- to- provide 

reasonable„pppo.ltunitY of hearing to the accused officer, record its finding withli\.^^
. .Qf>the,:rei:^pt%; this,; prdeT>;,& make,;reptimendattoi|^

4. The accused shall join the proceeding on the date and time and plac^ fixed by toe Inquiiy

r

.

TSf P.. V

Officer.

• •- ■ ;•?Setiior Superintendent of Poltc:e> 
Investigation

Capital City Police, Peshawa
• A

m
■ t

V ’

Dy. Supdy: Police , ,
.;V-

<•i.

t
I

f

\

I
i

' *^rDecemDer, iU-*^

\ i -



D/

DSP Investigation, City 
Division, Peshawar
SSP Investigation, CCP, Peshawar 

/St, dated Peshawar the 29 /Dec, 2020

From:

To.

No. 3066
..c.otmpntal enoutry AQAINSmi TMPAH OF PS

: M0.256-E/PA SSP Inv; dated
Subject:

Please refer to your office memo
26.08.2020 follow b, D,i No. 5052;PA, dated 16.09.2020 on «te subject cited above. 

allegations
ainst HG Imdad Khan No. 510 with the 

ellcabons that while he was posted at P5 Unnar as
oltelna, case RR No. 2« dated 19.08.2020 u,s 302,824,198,149 PS 

Pu,a Dlstelc. Nowsbete. You, act ,s higb objecOonable and gnass n.scond,« on ,our
make him iiable for punishment as defined in Poiice Discipiinary

This is a departmental enquiry ag

part. For which you 

Rules, 1975. purpose to scrutinize the conduct of the said aiiegations the SSP
For the

nominated the undersigned to finaiize the enquirv and report.
Investigation 

«
proceeding

examined; heard inof enquiry the foilowing wereDuring the process 

and their statements recorded are as under:-

HC Imdad Khan the then Ml/Investigation of PS Urmar 

Shakkar Ghaya Khan SI/OII PS Urmar

person

>

>
Miraj Gul MASI PS Urmar (Opt:)>.

qtatFMENT Hf* TMDAD KHAN
that when he was posted as MI

investigation at PS Urmar a dispute of land property was going between his brother 

Bakhtiar Aii and sister Mst Chaman Babi. On 18.08.2020 he received 12-hours leave

from his senior Shakkar Ghayas Khan SI/OII and proceeded to his house for t e

He made his departure from PS Urmar vide

HC Imdad stated in his statement

OliCCpurpose to solve the matter between them.
DD No. 12 dated 18.08.2020 at about 19:15 hrs

CCP;Vc.ha V;-;‘ : &vide DD No.21 dated 19.08.2020 at 

Meanwhile his son Imad-ul-07:15 hrs; he made his arrival in Police Station Urmar.
firing between his brother and his brother-in-

Bakhtiar side Arshad All while
Islam informed him regarding the cross 

law Rabnawaz. Resultantly due to their firing from
hit and expired. On the reportbrother-in-law side Said Nawaz and Zahid Nawaz were

charged for the commission of offence and a 

19.08.2020 u/s 302/324/148/149 PPG PS Akbar
of his brother in-law & his sister he was 

vide FIR No. 246 datedproper case

Pura district Nowshera was 

Station and Oil Shakkar Ghayas Khan marked him

registered against him. Due to this he leave the Police

absent vide DD No. 27 dated

io OR 9090 about 08:55 AM.



mentioned here that deceased Said Nawaz and Zahid 

Nawaz his maternal nephew and also his son-in-laws, due to this incident his two

daughters made widow. • . ..___

It is pertinent to

Police officer he managed BBA and also in struggle to proveBeing a
himseir innocence in the matter, and also played vital role to solve the issue and

is under process in thecontrol further devastation of human in future. Further case 

court and he is in better position to produce cogent witnesses regarding his innocence.

STATEMENT OF SI/OH SHAKAR GHAYAS

his statement whichShakar Ghayas Khan SI/OII PS Urmar stated in
18.08.2020 MI Imdad meet with him in his office and disclosed that

revealed that on
he need 12- hours leave because a dispute of land property has been raised between 

brother Mukhtiar and sister Chaman Bibi, while he try his best to solve the issue 

peace fully. After this he allowed him 12-hours leave. He made his departure vide DD

.12 dated 18.08.2020 at about 19:15 hrs; and arrival DD No. 21 dated 19.08.2020
he directed him for

his

No
at 07:15 AM. According to Oil after arrival at about 08:45 am 

challan duty, but at about 08: 55 hrs; he found MI Imdad absent, and a proper report 

.vide DD No.27 dated 19.08.2020 has been lodged in the daily dairy of PS Urmar.

STATEMENT OF MASI MIRA3 GUL
MASI Miraj Gul statement in his statement that HC Imdad

MI entry regarding arrival/depattufp

No. 510 was

posted at PS Urmar as MI Investigation, being as 
etc made by self, and according to daily dairy record after the permission of his senior

Shakar Ghayas Khan SI /Oil he made his departure vide DD No
. 21 dated 19.08.2020 at about 07:15 AM, but at about 08:55

. 12 dated 18.8.2020

and arrival vide DD No 

SI Shakar Ghayas khan was marked him absent vide DD No

CONCLUSION

. 27 dated 19.08.2020.

From the perusal of enquiry paper, recorded statements mentioned abovf 

enclosed copy of FIR the undersigned reached to the conclusion that he wa;

by his brother in-law for. the murder of hia as well as
directly charged In the above cited case 
sons, who's are also the sons in-law of the alleged officer HC Imdad. In the incident a 

result of cross fire one nephew of the alleged officer HC Imdad was also died and th.
Dy. Sti?clt:'Police^

was registered against both the parties. Motive behind the incident was lan^

dispute

recommendation
In light of above discussion and other available material the allegatio 

mentioned in the charged sheet and summary of allegations has been found PROVEI 
against the alleged official. Therefore alleged officer is recommended for ^ 

punishment.

NDEr^T OF POLICE,DEPUTY SUPE
/-‘T'TV necuAlAfAD



CE PESHAWAR 
CEOFTHE

SENIOR SUPERlNTENDkivi Of ruiLlCE INVESTIGATION PESHAWAR.

CAPITAL /

No. 0//:/e / PA Dated Peshawar the31jfi§_/2020

FINAL SHOW CAUSE NOTICE

(UNDER RULES 5(31 KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA, POLICE RULES. 1975)

1. That you HC Imdad the then Ml PS Urmar. Peshawar have rendered yourself liable tc

proceeded under Rule 5(3) of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Police Rules for follow 

misconduct:-

It has been observed with great concerns that in case vide FIR No.246 da 

19.08.2020 u/s 302/324/148/149 PPC, PS Urmar, Peshawar, you were issi 
Charge Sheet, but your reply is not found satisfactory, as your directly chargee 

the above mentioned FIR and you failed to provide any kind of evidence regard 

your innocence . Your this criminal act is highly objectionable and gross miscond 

on your part being a responsible police officer,

2. That by reason of the above, as sufficient material is placed before the undersigned; therefore

decided to proceed against you in general Police proceedings without aid of Inquiry officer.
3. That the misconduct on your part is prejudicial to good order of discipline in the Police Force. 
A. That your retention in the Police Force will amount to encourage in efficient and unbecominj

good Police Officer. ^

5. You are, therefore, called upon to show cause as to whyj you should not be dealt strictlj 
accordance with the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules. 1975 for the misconduct referrec 
above.

6. You should submit reply to this show cause notice within 07 days of the receipt of the 

failing which an ex-parte action shall be taken against you.
7. You are further directed to inform the undersigned that you wish to be heard in person or not.

no

--V.

SejiiQLSupertfitendenfof Police, 
Investigation

Capital City Police, Peshawar.
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No.3425 /2021.

Ex- Constable Imdad Khan No.510 of CCP Peshawar Appellant.

VERSUS

Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar and others. Respondents. 

REPLY BY RESPONDENTS NO. 1. 2. &3,

Respectfully Sheweth:-

PRELIMINARY OBJECTIONS:-

1. That the appeal is badly barred by law & limitation.

2. That the appeal is bad for mis-joinder and non-joinder of necessary parties.

3. That the appellant has not come to Plon’able Tribunal with clean hands.

4. That the appellant has no cause of action and locus standi to file instant appeal.

5. That the appellant is estopped by his own conduct to file the instant appeal.

6. That the appellant has concealed the material facts from Honorable Tribunal.
7. That the appeal is not maintainable being devoid of any merit.

REPLY ON FACTS:-

1. Incorrect. The appellant was appointed as constable in the year 1991 in the respondent 

department. The appellant has not a clean service record and contains 04 bad entries and 

01 minor punishment on different occasions in his service, (copy of list as annexure A)
2. Incorrect. In fact the appellant was suspended and issued charge sheet with statement of

in a 

rpura

allegations and initiated departmental enquiry on. the grounds of involvement i 

criminal case vide FIR No.246 dated 19.08.2020 u/s 302/324/148/149/PPC PS Akba 

District Nowshera. The enquiry officer after conducting enquiry proceedings
recommended for major punishment. After completion of the enquiry proceedings, the 

appellant was issued final show cause,notice to which he replied. After observing all 
codal formalities, he was awarded major punishment of dismissal from service, (copy of 

charge sheet, statement of allegations, enquiry report. Final Show Cause Notice are
annexure as B,C,D,E)

3. Incorrect. Proper departmental enquiry conducted against him. During the course of 

enquiry, the appellant failed to rebut the charges and the enquiry officer conducted
was

thorough probe into the matter and found the appellant guilty of the charges.

4. Correct to the extent that the appellant was issued charge sheet with statement of

allegation which he replied but his reply was found unsatisfactory. 
5. Incorrect. Proper departmental enquiry conducted against him. During the course of 

enquiry, the appellant failed to rebut the charges and the enquiry officer conducted
was

thorough probe into the matter and found the appellant guilty of the charges. The whole
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enquiry was conducted purely on merit. The appellant was provided full opportunity of 

defense, but the appellant failed to defend himself. After fulfilling all the codal 

formalities he was awarded the major punishment.

6. Incorrect. After completion of the enquiry proceedings he was issued final show cause 

notice, which he replied but his explanation was found unsatisfactory.

7. Correct to the extent that proper departmental enquiry was conducted against him. During 

the course of . enquiry, the appellant failed to rebut the charges and the enquiry officer 

conducted thorough probe into the matter and found the appellant guilty of the charges. 

After fulfilling of all codal formalities, he was awarded major punishment of dismissal 

from service by the competent authority.

8. Incorrect. The whole enquiry proceedings were initiated purely on merit and in 

accordance with law/rules. The appellant availed the opportunities of defense, but he 

failed to defend himself nor produced in cogent evidence. /

9. Incorrect. The appellant filed departmental appeal on 25.01.2021, which was thoroughly 

processed and an ample opportunity of hearing was provided to appellant by appellate 

authority but appellant failed to defend himself with plausible/justifiable grounds, hence 

his appeal was rejected/filed on 24.02.2021.
REPLY ON GROUNDS:

a) Incorrect. The punishment order passed by the competent authority is in accordance with 

law/rules and liable to be upheld.

b) Incorrect. After completion of the enquiry proceedings, the appellant was issued final 
show cause notice to which he replied, but his reply was also found unsatisfactory.

c) Incorrect. The appellaint was treated as per the law/rules. .No injustice was done to him.

d) Incorrect. The appellant was associated with the enquiry proceedings and proper 

opportunity of defense was provided to appellant.. He failed to defend the charges leveled 

against him. The enquiry officer after detail probe reported that the charges were proved. 

Proper opportunity of defense was provided to the appellant, but he failed to defend 

himself.

e) Incorrect. The appellant was issued charge sheet with summary of allegations, proper 

departmental enquiry was conducted against him. He was provided full opportunity of 

defense, but he failed to defend himself After fulfilling of all codal formalities, he 

found guilty, hence awarded major punishment of dismissal from
f) Incorrect. The charges levelled against him

was
service.

were stood proved. The appellant being a 

member of a disciplined force, committed gross misconduct. Court proceedings and
departmental proceedings are two different entities and can run side by side, 

g) Incorrect. The appellant himself is responsible for the situation by committing 

misconduct. '
gross
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PRAYER. ■'41
'i

It is therefore most humbly prayed that in light of above facts and submissions, the 

appeal of the appellant being devoid of merits and legal footing, may kindly be dismissed 

with costs please.

Provincial Pffnce Officer, 
Khyber Pakhtu^khwa, Peshawar.

/

(fCapital City Police Officer, 
Peshawar.

Senior Sul :nt of Police, 
Investigation Peshawar.

j

I
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No.3425 /2021.

- Ex- Constable Imdad Khan No.510 of CCP Peshawar. . Appellant.

VERSUS

Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar and others. Respondents.

AFFIDAVIT

We respondents No. 1 , 2 & 3 do hereby solemnly affirm and declare that the 

contents of the written reply are true and correct to the best of our knowledge and belief

and nothing has concealed/kept secret from this Honorable Tribunal.

t

Provincial Hplice Officer, 
Khyber Palduimkhwa, Peshawar.

V

Capital City\Police Officer, 
Peshawar.

<1.if-:

SeniorS«p«3St€ndent of Police, 
Investigation Peshawar.

A

/

I

I



"BEFQRE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR
•V,

Service Appeal No.3425 /2021.

Appellant.Ex- Constable ImdadKhan No.510 of CCP Peshawar

VERSUS
1

Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar and others. Respondents.

AUTHORITY.

I Capital City Police Officer, Peshawar, hereby authorize Mr.Ahmad Jan SI legal 

of Capital City Police, Peshawar to attend the Hon’ble Court and submit written reply, 

statement and affidavit required for the defense of above servicev appeal on behalf of 

respondent department. /\\\ '
\

Capital Citj Officer,
PeshawarA -

i-



A1^'
IMDAD Kh^AN NO.510 S/O MUQADAR SHAH*. . € Name of Official ’

Zakhai Kohrona Nowshera PS.Akbarpura Distt: NowsheraR/0

Q7-Q4-19732. Date of Birth
3. Date df enlistment
4. Education
5. Courses Passed

Q4-Q8-1991

10th 

Recruit
79 years. 04 Months & 03 days.6. Total qualifying semce

7. Good Entries 

Bad Entries fL.W.O Pay. E/Drill & Warning)
Nil

1. 02 days leave without Pay vide OB No 1872.dt; 27-10-2020
2. 03 days E/drill vide OB No.02 dt: 01.01.1995
3. Warning be carful in future vide OB No.5257 dt: 30.12.1998
4. 15 days leave without pay vide OB No.2539 dt;28-06-2012

Minor Punishment
1. Censured vide OB No.43 dated 02.01.2015

Major Punishment

Nil
08. Punishment (Current)

Awarded major punishment of dismissed from service vide order Endst: No.2969-
73/PA, dated 28.12.2020 by SSP/Operation Peshawar.

09. Leave Account

BalanceAvailed leavesTotal leave at his credit
1408 DaysNil1408 days

CRC

<i'
; w/ccpo Supdth’olice

c;-'

r/

k:ML:-



wer-' JKf Br
CAPITAL CITY POLICE PESHAWAR

Dated Peshawar the ^/^/2020

N^sh^ Khan Senior Superintendent of Police, Investigation, Peshawa^i Wpete 

ereby charge you HC Imdad Khan No. 510 MI of PS Urmar Peshawar as follow: -

L
/I!''

charge SHgPT

I,

I. It has been noted with great 

case vide FIR No.
concern that you have been involved in

246 dated 19.08.2020 u/s 302/324/148/149 PPC 

Pura. Your this act is highiy objectionabie
II- This amounts to gross misconduct, 

are liable for punishment

and gross misconduct on yo
negligence and mala-fide on your part foi

as defined in Police Disciplinary Rules, 1975.
1. By the reasons of the above, 

Disciplinary Rules,
you appeared to be guilty of misconduct u 

1975 and have rendered yourself liable to
all or any of tt

specified in the said Rules.

2. You are th|refore, required to submit
your written defense within 

receipt of this charge sheet to the Inquiry Officer/Committee.
seven d

3. Intimate as to whether you desire to be heard in person? 

A Statement of allegation is enclosed.4.

Senior Superintend^t of Pol 
Investigation

Capital City Police, Peshawc

nie>

■

i’i Dy. Sriof t: Polic;;



i-xr-w» --Tfr

SENIOR SUPERINTENDENT OF POLICE INVESTIGATIQMPESHAWAB, 
/PA J* nated Peshawar the / *1^020

r^U.' -V-'

A ''mx1 J i'

& ‘ t V v:
■■ "^0.

^ ■

DISCIPilNftRY acnoW AGAINST HC IMDAP NO.-Sltt Ps//SM<^Rt ■ PtSWMMAB-
/ . Jli'<Nausher;KhiffKnidf|SUpie#^ (iHv^gatidn), Peshay^rv:^::odmpaent.aythori
'^‘ ai^iof the.ppipSMHp^ail§idnvNo. 510 MI qf .P5<Unp?r,:P^avwgia^,rend^,!lim^|l!^ 

■ : '.’td bSifiSc^?lgai»‘hK;had^eodimitted.^tt^ foildwidg'acts/omissions within the meaning

STJmMENT^g^LliEGATlONS^A : -
that^pu h^ell^n Mwolyedjn a criml.

vide FIR No. 246 dated 19.08.2020 u/s 302/324/148/149 PPC PS Akk

>
r

:•;•
■-"• :.

■(■ •. •
V-

case
Pura. Your this act is highly objectionable and gross misconduct qn ypur

•t.li;

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

'''\ .• ■■ V-• - -• . ;vv:..v V:'

■ <••

I!

.--■ '

d.X.f1 •ii"
f For scrutinizing:.the..condurt said accusedi with .reference to the above allegatic 

!D6P /^v^is deputed as the Inquiry Officer.

3. Twe Ihg'difi/' shall'm conduaed In accordance- with the- provision of the Rules- to- pro- 
rea^rgblpjOppo^nitY of hiring tp the accused officer, record its finding 

or^aieireceipt^df ;ttiiS: :Cwder);^& mate^reepmmet^aUqns^as or- o

2..y

v

••u

fcr.'

4. The accused shall join the proceeding on the date and time and place fixed by 6he fnc

Officer.

j^)\

Senior $U|>ei1ine:^dent of PoH^> 
Investigation

Capital City Police, P^aWai

I
■ t

, / . :Py..Supcft: Police

y . . * • ..V

:;^v'V

i v-

' **orDecemDer.

^3' ^



F ■ D/

DSP Investigation, City 
Division, Peshawar 
SSP Investigation, CCP, Peshawar
/St, dated Peshawar the 29 /Dec, 2020

office memo

^ From:
/■

I To.

No. 3066■fc*

OF PS
SSP Inv: datedSubject;

; N0.256-E/PA
d 16.09.2020 on the subject cited above.

Please refer to your 
: No. 5052/PA, date26.08.2020 follow by Dy

. AII FC?AT10WS . 510 with the 

involved in a
entalenquiiY against HCImdad Khan NO

Ml/Investigation
302/324/148/149 PPC PS Akbar

This is a departm
aiiegations that whiie he was posted at PS Urmar as

criminai case vide FIR No. 246 ^oss i-'isconduct on yout
Pura District Nowshera. Your act is high o ]e lo Disciplinary

him liable for punishment as detineo m
part. For which you make 

Rules, 1975. R, p„rpo«, ^
me undg^lgned » tellz. me en,uW .»i -P« ■

«
proceeding

examined; heardDuring the process of enquiry the following were 

and their statements recorded are as under;-
> HC imdad Khan the then Ml/Investigation of PS Urmar

> Shakkar Ghaya Khan SI/OII PS Urmar
> Miraj Gul MASI PS Urmar (Opt:)

person

rr1 ctatpment of ^mdad khan

HC Imdad
when he was posted as 

his bro^
stated in his statement that

dispute of land property was going between
18.08.2020 he received 12-hours 1« 

and proceeded to his house for

Investigation at PS Urmar a
Babi. OnBakhtiar All and sister Mst Chaman

Shakkar Ghayas Khan SI/OII. .. from his senior . He made his departure from PS Urmar 
; & vide DD No.21 dated 19.08.20:

^,^:;;;'purpose to solve the matter between them
. 12 dated 18.08.2020 at about 19:15 hrs

made his arrival in Police Station Urmar.
DD No Meanwhile his son Ima 

brother and his broth*07:15 hrs: he
Islam informed him regarding the cross firing

Resultantly due to their firing from Bakhtiar side Arshad All
law Rabnawaz,
brother-in-law side Said Nawaz and Zahid Nawaz were
of his brother in-law & his sister he was charged for the

19.08.2020 u/s 302/324/148/149 PPC PS
registered against him. Due to this he leave the

him absent vide DD No. 27

hit and expired. On the i 
commission of offence

vide FIR No. 246 datedproper case
Pura district Nowshera was

Oil Shakkar Ghayas Khan markedStation and 

1Q nQ on^n at about 08:55 AM.



that deceased Said Nawaz and Zahid
It^ is pertinent to mentioned here 

his maternal nephew and also his son-in-laws, due to this incident his two
Nawaz
daughters made widow.

Being a Police

himself innocence in the matter 
control further devastation of human in future, 
court and he is in better position to produce cogent witnesses regarding his innocence.

CT&TEMF^^T SI/OII SH^ItAR GHAYAS

Officer he managed BBA and aiso in struggie to prove 

, and also played vital role to solve the issue and 

Further case is under process in the

his statement whict 

in his office and disclosed tha
Khan SI/OII PS Urmar stated inShakar Ghayas

18.08.2020 MI Imdad meet with himrevealed that on
he need 12- hours leave because a 
his brother Mukhtiar and sister Chaman Bibi, while he try his besr: to solve the issu
peace fully. After this he allowed him 12-hours leave. He made his departure vide Di 

No 12 dated 18.08.2020 at about 19:15 hrs; and arrival DD No. 21 dated 19.08.202 

at 07-15 AM. According to Oil after arrival at about 08:45 am he directed him f( 

challan duty, but at about 08: 55 hrs; he found MI Imdad absent, and a proper repo 

,27 dated 19.08.2020 has been lodged in the daily dairy of PS Urmar.

dispute of land property iSas been raised betweei

.vide DD No
ctatpmfnt of MASI M1RA3 GUL

i Gul statement in his statement that HG Imdad No. 510 w
MI entry regarding arfiv9(/dep^rtu

MASI Miraj
posted at PS Urmar as MI Investigation, being as 

etc made by self, and according to daily dairy record after 
Shakar Ghayas Khan SI /Oil he made his departure vide DD No.

dated 19.08.2020 at about 07:15 /\M, but at about 08:1

the permission of his sen

. 12 dated 18.8.20

and arrival vide DD No. 21 

SI Shakar Ghayas khan

rONCLUSlON

marked him absent vide DD No. 27 dated 19.08.2020.was

recorded statements mentioned ab'From the perusal of enquiry paper, 
as well as enclosed copy of FIR the undersigned reached to the conclusion that he i 

^ directly charged in the above cited case by his brother in-law for the murder of 

sons, who's are also the sons in-law of the alleged officer HG Imdad. In the inciden 

result of cross fire one nephew of the alleged officer HC Imdad was also died and 

registered against both the parties. Motive behind the incident was

(1

Dv. Supdt:¥olice^

dispute

RgCQMMENDATION
In light of above discussion and other available material the allege 

mentioned in the charged sheet and summary of allegations has been found PRO 

against the alleged official. Therefore alleged officer is recommended for ^ 

punishment. ^

NDEf<iT OF POLICE,DEPUTY SUPE
«i necuAiAfAD*



CE PESHAWAR 
CEOFTHE

, .Kor.iCF mVESTIGATypN PESHAW 
Dated Peshawar the3it:idS—(^020

CAPITAL ‘

SF.NTOR SITPERINTENDkiA
No. O^/efYK

PINAL SHOW CAUSE NOTICE

/UNDER RULFS KHYBgR PAKHTUNKHWA POLICR PU|-^S, 1975}

Hr imdad the then Ml PS Urmar. Peshawa^have rendered yourself 1

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Police Rules for
1. That you

proceeded under Rule 5(3) of th©

mlsconduct:-
It has been observed with great concerns 
19.08.2020 u/s 302/324/148/149 PPC, PS Urmar, Peshawar, you w« 

Charge Sheet, but your reply is not foutid satisfactory, as your directly i 

the above mentioned FIR and you failed to provide any kind of evidence 

. Your this criminal act is highly objectionable and gross r

that in case vide FIR No.:

your innocence 
on your part being a responsible police officer.

sufficient material is placed befo'^d the undersigned; tl2. That by reason of the above, as
decided to proceed against you in general Police proceedings without aid of Inquiry o

3. That the misconduct on your part is prejudicial to good order of discipline in the Polio 

retention in the Police Force will amount to encourage in efficient and un
A. That your

good Police Officer.

5. You are,
accordance with the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules, 1975 for the misconduc

/

therefore, called upon to show cause as to why: you should not be de

above.
6. You should submit reply to this show cause 

failing which an ex-parte action shall be taken against you.
7. You are further directed to inform the undersigned that you wish to be heard in pers(

notice within 07 days of the receipt

9-
SaniotSupertnterictentof 

Investigation 

Capital City Police, Pesh

PoVi'-'"-SriCdf. -
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No.3425 72021.

Ex- Constable Imdad Khan No. 510 of CGP Peshawar Appellant.

VERSUS

Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar and others. Respondents. 

REPLY BY RESPONDENTS NO. 1. 2. &3.

Respectfully Sheweth;-

PRELIMINARY OBJECTIONS;-

1. That the appeal is badly barred by law & limitation.
2. That the appeal is bad for mis-joinder and non-joinder of necessary parties.

3. That the appellant has not come to Hon’able Tribunal with clean hands.

4. That the appellant has no cause of action and locus standi to file instant appeal.

5. That the appellant is estopped by his own conduct to file the instant appeal.

6. That the appellant has concealed the material facts from Honorable tribunal.
7. That the appeal is not maintainable being devoid of any merit.

REPLY ON FACTS:-

1. Incorrect. The appellant was appointed as constable in the year 1991 in the respondent 

department. The appellant has not a clean service record and contains 04 bad entries and 

01 minor punishment on different occasions in his service, (copy of list as annexure A)
2. Incorrect. In fact the appellant was suspended and issued charge sheet with statement of 

allegations and initiated departmental enquiry on the grounds of involvement in a
criminal case vide FIR No.246 dated 19.08.2020 u/s 302/324/148/149/PPC PS Akbarp 

District Nowshera; The
ura

enquiry officer after conducting enquiry proceedings 

recommended for major punishment. After completion of the enquiry proceedings, the 

appellant was issued final show cause notice to which he replied. After observing all 
coda! formalities, he was awarded major punishment of dismissal from service, (copy of 

charge sheet, statement of allegations, enquiry report, Final Show Cause Notice 

annexure as B,C,D,E)

3. Incorrect. Proper departmental enquiry

are

conducted against him. During the course of 

enquiry, the appellant Iniled to rebut the charges and the enquiry officer conducted

was

thorough probe into the matter and found the appellant guilty of the charges.

4. Correct to the extent that the appellant was issued charge sheet with statement of
allegation which he replied but his repl)' was found unsatisfactory. 

5. Incorrect. Proper departmental enquiry conducted against him. During the course of 

enquiry, the appellant tailed to rebut the charges and the enquiry officer conducted
was

thorough probe into the matter and found the appellant guilty of the charges. The whole



enquiry was conducted purely on merit. The appellant was provided full opportunity of 

defense, but the appellant failed to defend himself. After fulfilling all the codal 

formalities he was awarded the major punishment.

6. Incorrect. After completion of the enquiry proceedings he was issued final show cause 

notice, which he replied but his explanation was found unsatisfactory.

7. Correct to the extent that proper departmental enquiry was conducted against him. During 

the course of enquiry, the appellant failed to rebut the charges and the enquiry officer 

conducted thorough probe into the matter and found the appellant guilty of the charges. 

After fulfilling of all codal formalities, he was awarded major punishment of dismissal 

from service by the competent authority.

8. Incorrect. The whole enquiry proceedings were initiated purely on merit and in 

accordance with law/rules. The appellant availed the opportunities of defense, but he 

failed to defend himself nor produced in cogent evidence.
9. Incorrect. The appellant filed departmental appeal on 25.01.2021, which was thoroughly 

processed and an ample opportunity of hearing was provided to appellant by appellate 

authority but appellant failed to defend himself with plausible/justifiable grounds, hence 

his appeal was rejected/filed on 24.02.2021.

REPLY ON GROUNDS:

a) Incorrect. The punishment order passed by the competent authority is in accordance with 

law/rules and liable to be upheld.

b) Incorrect. After completion of the enquiry proceedings, the appellant was issued final 

show cause notice to which he replied, but his reply was also found unsatisfactory.
c) Incorrect. The appellant was treated as per the law/rules. No injustice was done to him.

djllncorrect. The appellant was associated with the enquiry proceedings and proper

opportunity of defense was'provided to appellant. He failed to defend the charges leveled 

against him. The enquiry officer after detail probe reported that the charges were proved. 

, Proper opportunity of defense was provided to the appellant, but he failed to defend 

himself. C
e) Incorrect. The appellant was issued charge sheet with summary of allegations, proper 

departmental enquiry was conducted against him. He was provided full opportunity of 

defense, but he failed to defend himself After fulfilling of all codal formalities, he was
found guilty, hence awarded major punishment of dismissal from service, 

f) Incorrect. The charges levelled against him were stood proved. The appellant being a 

member of a disciplined force, committed gross misconduct. Court proceedings and
departmental proceedings are two different entities and can run side by side, 

g) Incorrect. The appellant himself is responsible for the situation by committing 

misconduct.
gross



' 't-'.
PRAYER.

It is therefore most humbly prayed that in light.of above facts and submissions, the 

appeal of the appellant being devoid of merits and legal footing, may kindly be dismissed 

with costs please.

I

Provincial P^ice Officer, 
Khyber Pakh^i^khwa, Peshawar.

\
'I

t

Capital City Police Officer, 
Peshawar.

Senior Stf
Investigation Peshawar.

int of Police,

\ /
\

»
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PKSHAWAR

Service Appeal No.3425 /2021.

Ex- Constable Imdad Khan No.510 of CCP Peshawar Appellant.

VERSUS

Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar and others. Respondents.

AFFIDAVIT

We respondents No. 1 , 2 & 3 do hereby solemnly affirm and declare that the 

contents of the written reply are true and correct to the best of our knowledge and belief 

and nothing has concealed/kept secret from this Honorable Tribunal.

yProvincial mlice Officer, 
Khyber Pakluunkhwa, Peshawar.

Capital CityVPolice Officer, 
Peshawar.

Senior ndent of Police, 
Investigation Peshawar.
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EFQRE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR
IS'?'

Service Appeal No.3425 /2021.

Appellant.Ex- Constable Imdad Khan No.510 of CCP Peshawar. ;

VERSUS

Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar and others. Respondents.
'

AUTHORITY.

I Capital City Police Officer, Peshawar, hereby authorize Mr,Ahmad Jan SI legal 

of Capital City Police, Peshawar to attend the Hon’ble Court and submit written reply, 

statement and affidavit required for the defense of above servicp^ appeal on behalf of 

respondent department.
■

/
\

ice Officer,Capital Ci
Peshawar.'

i-

1-

\



S*J'- A
IMP AD kMaN NO.510 S/O MUQADAR SHAH

Zakhai Kohrona Nowshera PS.Akbar pura Disti: Nowshera
Name of Official'

i:.

RIO■4i

07-04-19732. Date of Birth
3. Date Of enlistment
4. Education
5. Courses Passed

Total qualifying service 29 years. 04 Months & 03 days.

04-08-1991

10th
Recruit

f" .

6.
I: Nit7. Good Entries

Bad Entries (LAA/.O Pav. E/Drill & Warning)
1 02 days leave without Pay vide OB No 1872.dt; 27-10-2020
2. 03 days E/drill vide OB No.02 dt: 01.01.1995
3. Warning be carful in future vide OB No.5257 dt: 30.12.1998
4. 15 days leave without pay vide OB No.2539 dt;28-06-2012

Minor Punishment
1. Censured vide OB No.43 dated 02.01.2015

Major Punishment

Nil
08. Punishment (Current)

Awarded major punishment of dismissed from service vide order Endst; No.2969- 

73/PA, dated 28.12.2020 by SSP/Operation Peshawar.

09. Leave Account
BalanceAvailed-leavesTotal leave at his credit
1408 DaysNil1408 days

CRC S\0V

d-
, W/CCPO

m



B
CAPITAL CITY POLICE PESHAWAR 

OFFICE OF THE 
POLICE TNVESTKwATinN

Dated Peshawar the I202(\

■■0

SENIOR SUPERINTFiyPENT OF
No._AS^^/PA

/

3)1
CHARGE SHFFT to.r7^ '

I, Nausher-Khan Senior Superintendent of Police, 
hereby charge you HC Imdad Khan No.

It has been noted with great

IInvestigation, Peshaw^^ll^compete
510 MI of PS Urmar Peshawar as follow: -

I.
concern that you have been involved in

246 dated 19.08.2020 u/s 302/324/148/149 PPC
Your this act is highly objectionable

This amounts to gross misconduct, i
are liablefor punishment as defined! ^

By the reasons of the above.
Disciplinary Rules, 1975 and

case vide FIR No. 
Pura.

and gross misconduct on yo
negligence and mala-fide

II.
on your part foi

in Police Disciplinary Rules, 1975. 
you appeared to be guilty of misconduct u 

have rendered yourself liable to all

1.

or any of tfspecified in the said Rules.

2. You are therefore, required to submit your written defense within 

receipt of this charge sheet to the Inquiry Officer/Committee.

Intimate as to whether you desire to be heard in person?

A Statement of allegation is enclosed.

seven d

3.

4.

_________,
Senior Superintend^ of Pol

Investigation
Capitai City Poiice, Peshawc

tale?

; :•

Ml
. s
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SENIOR superintendent OF POtlCE INVESTIGATION PESHAWAIt ft
'Npi/PA Oat^ Peshawar the / ^72026

X

- •*' ' ■x.-.y

£ 3*v "••^.
’tt.
K •- .V :

. PtSClPtlUfARY ACTION AipjaNST HC IMDAO NO: SIQ ■ PKSHMtfAfr

,'■ that^palww^l^n i^plyed,lp.a.erlml,
case vide FIR No. 246 dated 19.08.2020 u/s 302/324/148/149 PPC PS AM

-•>

f*..' .'
■■ ■

Pura. Your this act is highly objectionable and groM misconduct qn your pa^
* ^ j ' • V • .• 's ' ^*V * *' ••,»•-•%•'■***••.••*•*••* ’ * **' ’* * ^

Pbl^^pisdpllnary Ru

................."'

^v■

•i-

mr
■.>^k

■£
tv- ..*.
k

I, 2. For scrutinlzlng;.-t|ie,;Condurt .0 said accus^i Witti ; reference to the above alli^aht
deputed as the Inquiry Officer.

3. Th^ Ihqtilr^' shall’ bfe' conducted in' accordance’ with the- provision of the Rules- to pro
rea^rmbfe^ppix^ni^ of hiring record its findlng i^iy^jx

»

S --■

•w'
\i-. 1 - 4. The accused shall join the proceeding on the date and time and place fixed by the Inc 

Officer.

Senior Superintendent of Fotice, 
Investigation

Capitai City Pollcer P^^aWa
■ A

:l h.
■ t

Dy..Si.:pd\: Police

i

C- ;v‘- '

' '*5T^ecember7l®

L' .



D/

DSP Investigation, City 
Division, Peshawar 
SSP Investigation, CCP, Peshawar
/St, dated Peshawar the 29 /Dec, 2020

SSP Inv: dated

^ From ;

%
To.

No. 3066

Subject:
refer to your office memo; N0.256-E/PA

d 16.09.2020 on the subject cited above.Please
26.08.2020 follow by Dy; No. 5052/PA, date

Al I FGATIONS inst HC imdad Khan No. 510 with the

involved in a
This is a departmental enquiry agains 

anegations ^

ZIZ Nowshera. Vour act is high

part. For which you make him liable for punishment as defined

Rules, 1975. conduct of the said allegations the SSI
For the purpose to scrutinize the

nomlnaKI tha undersigned »(inalize the enguir, and regrat.

pRQCEEDINS
examined; heardof enquiry the following were

person and their statements recorded are as under:-

> HC Imdad Khan the then Ml/Investigation of PS L

> Shakkar Ghaya Khan SI/OII PS Urmar

> Miraj Gul MASI PS Urmar (Opt;)

During the process

.mar

qt&TEMENT of HC IMpAD KHAti

C* when he was posted as 

his brol
stated in his statement that

dispute of land property was going between
18.08.2020 he received 12-hours le

HC Imdad

Investigation at PS Urmar a 

Bakhtiar Ali and sister Mst Chaman Babi. On 

Shakkar Ghayas Khan SI/OII and proceeded to his house for
from his senior
purpose to solve the matter between them.

12 dated 18.08.2020 at about 19:15 hrs
Police Station Urmar. Meat, vhile his son Ima

firing between his brother and his' brothe

Bakhtiar side Arshad Ali

He made his departure from PS Urmar 
: 8i vide DD No.21 dated 19.08.201

:■ OiiC

DD No
07:15 hrs: he made his arrival in

Islam informed him regarding the
law Rabnawaz. Resultantly due to their firing from

brother-in-law side Said Nawaz and Zahid Nawaz were
charged for the commission of offence i

19.08.2020 u/s 302/324/148/149 PPC PS

. Due to this he leave the

cross

hit and expired. On the r

of his brother in-law & his sister he 

vide FIR No. 246 dated

was

proper case
Pura district Nowshera was registered against him

marked him absent vide DD No. 27
and on Shakkar Ghayas KhanStation

1 o HQ 9070 at about 08:55 AM.



M Ill 11 ■■ I liirTgrif III
4' '

!>'•
rC deceased Said Nawaz and ZahidIt is pertinent to mentioned here that 

his maternal nephew and also his son-in-laws, due to this incident his twoM i-,.
■ 4 Nawazji;'-

L'y
daughters made widow.w.

officer he managed BBA and also in struggle to prove
Being a Police

in the matter, and also played vital role to solve the issue an
Further case is under process in the

himself innocence in
control further devastation of human in future, 
court and he is in better position to produce cogent witnesses regarding his innocence.E- 'iu.'h-'

ctatemfnt of si/on ghayas

his statement whicf 

in his office and disclosed tha'
Shakar Ghayas Khan SI/OII PS Urmar stated in

18.08.2020 MI Imdad meet with himW' revealed that on
dispute of land property fias been raised betweei

he need 12- hours leave because a 
his brother Mukhfiar and sister Chaman Bibi, while he tiy his best to solve the issu,

. He made his departure vide DIpeace fully. ARer this he allowed him 12-hours leave
No.12 dated 18.08.2020 at about 19:15 hrs; and arrival DD No. 2i dated 19.08.202

he directed him fc. According to Oil after arrival at about 08:45 amat 07:15 AM
challan duty, but at about 08: 55 hrs; he found MI Imdad absent, and a proper repo 

27 dated 19.08.2020 has been lodged In the dally dairy of PS Urmar.
,vide DD No.
CTATEMENT OF MASI MIRA3 GUL

i Gul statement in his statement that HC Imdad No. 510 w.
MI entry regarding arrivai/d^parju

MASI Mira]
posted at PS Urmar as MI Investigation, being as 
etc made by self, and according to daily dairy record after the permission of his seni

. 12 dated 18.8.20Shakar Ghayas Khan SI /Oil he made his departure vide DD No
. 21 dated 19.08.2020 at about 07:15 AM, but at about 08:1 

marked him absent vide DD No. 27 dated 19.08.2020.
and arrival vide DD No 

SI Shakar Ghayas khan wasjA
CONCLUSIOJi

recorded statements mentioned ab(From the perusal of enquiry paper,
as well as enclosed copy of FIR the undersigned reached to the conclusion that he 

directly charged in the above cited case by his brother in-law for the murder of 

also the sons in-law of the alleged officer HC Imdad. In the inciden

\1
sons, who's are

result of cross fire one nephew of the alleged officer HC Imdad was also died and 

registered against both the parties. Motive behind the incident was IDv. Sivpdt: :Police^
, ..ib^ vv -iFIR was 

dispute

recommendation

'xf A/ '

In light of above discussion and other available material the allege 

mentioned in the charged sheet and summary of allegations hae been found PRO’ 

against the alleged official. Therefore alleged officer is recommended for ^ 

punishment.

V

NDE?4T OF POLICE,DEPUTY SUPE
fti nwSGUAXMAOA
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CE PESHAWAR 
CE OF THE

STTPFRTNT^vn^--------- »■ ■(:£ INVESEGATIQN PggHjW/
Dated Peshawar the31j/'lS_/2020

CAPITAL ‘
*

No. Oa^/^/?A'5-a

II

FINAL SHOW CAUSE NOTICE* rjm 1^' iiiKinPR RMI FS S(3> KHYBFR PAKHTUNKHWA. POLICE RMLpS, IgTSl
r Hn Imdad the then Ml PS Urmaf- Peshawar have rendered yourself I

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa. Police Rules for

Ei”-
. 1. That you

proceeded under Rule 5(3) of the?■1

C-

misconduct:-
It has been observed with great concerns 
19.08.2020 o/s 302/324/148/149 PPC, PS Urmar, Peshawar, you w« 

Charge Sheet, but your reply is not found satisfactory, as your directly « 
the above mentioned FIR and you failed to provide any kind of evidence 

. Your this criminal act is highly objectionable and gross r

that in case vide FIR No.:
it

.i

your innocence 
on your part being a responsible police officer.

sufficient materiai is placed before the undersigned; tl2. That by reason of the above, as
decided to proceed against you in general Police proceedings without aid of Inquiry c

3. That the misconduct on your part is prejudicial to good order of discipline in the Polio 

retention in the Police Force will amount to encourage in efficient and

I!

un
A. That your

good Police Officer.
You are, therefore, called upon to show cause as to why you should not be de 

with the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules, 1975 for the misconduc

I

5.
accordance 

above.
6. You should submit reply to this show cause notice within 07 days of the receipt 

failing which an ex-parte action shall be taken against you.
7. You are further directed to inform the undersigned that you wisiv to be heard in pers'

I

e

Semot-Supefmtenderirol 
Investigation 

Capital City Police, Pesh


