
n

Appellant alongwith counsel present. Mr. Kabirullah Khattak, 

Additional Advocate General for the respondents present and requested 

for time to contact the respondents. Request is accepted. To come up for 

written reply/comments on 28.11.2022 before S.B.

30.09.2022

(Mian Muhammad) 
Member (E)



#

r.06.2022 Miss Rabia Muzafar, Advocate for the appellant present. Preliminary 

aruLiments heard.
• >

Learned counsel for the appellant contended that the appellant was 

cnlisled as Constable in the department on 19.06.1993 and by virtue of promotion 

reached to the rank of Head Constable and then ASl in 2016. He was proceeded 

against departmentally and dismis.sed from service on allegations of mis­

appropriation. The appellant, in the first round of litigation, was reinstated in 

.service and the case was reiTuinded back to the authority for de-novo enquiry to be 

contplcted within a period of one month and the issue of back benefts was to 

follow the outcome of de-novo enquiry. As a result of de-novo enquiry, the 

appellant was again dismissed from service vide impugned order dated 

LS.02.2022. His departmental appeal submitted against the impugned order was 

wot responded within the stipulated statutory period hence the instant service 

appeal fled on 30.05.2022. It was further argued that de-novo enquiry has not 

been conducted within 30 days as per direction/judgement of the Service Tribunal 

dated 23.06.2021. Moreover, the appellant has not been provided an opportunity 

of personal hearing and cross examination which is a blatant violation of the 

cordinal principle of natui'al justice.

Points raised need consideration. The appeal is admitted to regular 

hearing, subject to all just and legal objections. The appellant is directed to 

deposit security and process lee within 10 days. Thereafer. notices be issued to 

the respondents ibr submission of written reply/comments. To come up for 

reply/comments before the S.B on 09.08.2022.

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

873/2022Case No.-

Order or other proceedings with signature of judgeDate of order 
proceedings

S.No.

321

The appeal of Mr. Bashir Muhammad resubmitted today by Mr. 

Fazal Shah Mohmand Advocate may be entered in the Institution Register 

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

02/06/20221-

REGISTRAl^^

This case is entrusted to Single Bench at Peshawar for preliminary 

hearing to be put there on ^ ^ .Notices be issued to appellant 

and his counsel for the date fixed.

1-

CH^MANlio^A
C(6 Rioil

OcMW' .

T



The appeal of Mr. Bashir Muhammad Ex-Assistant Sub Inspector no. 840/MR District 
Police Mardan received today i.e. on 30.05.2022 is incomplete on the following score which is 

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

Copy of reply to final show cause notice mentioned in the memo of appeal is not 
attached with the appeal which may be placed on file. Annexure-G attached with the 
appeal is reply to the charge sheet but not a reply of the final show cause notice.

■f

ys.T,No.

/2022Dt.

REGISTRAR 
SERVICE TRIBUNAL 

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 
PESHAWAR.

Mr. Fazal Shah Mohmand Adv.

/
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Through
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1&
Rabia Muzaffar
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office:- cantonment Plaza Flat 3/B Khyber Bazar Peshawar Cell# 0301 8804841
Email:- fazalshahmohmand@gmail.com
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rfforE the service tribunal KPK PESHAWAR

72022Service Appeal No.

Bashir Muhammad, Ex-Assistant Sub Inspector No 840/MR, 
Mardan........ .................. ........................................................

4S.

VERSUS

1. District Police Officer, Mardan.
2. Regional Police Officer Mardan Region Mardan. 
s'. Commandant Police Training College, Hangu. 
4. Provincial Police Officer KPK Peshawar.

Respondents

appfal U/S 4 OF THE KPR SERVICE
a/^atmct thf order DATED15-02-2022—PASS^—BY

v».s;y.
responded
OF NINTY DAYS,

PRAYER:-

kindly be ordered to be reinstated in service with all back benefits.

Respectfully Submitted:-

1 That the appellant was enlisted as Constable in the ijespondent 
deoartment on 19-06-1993, was promoted as Head Constable, then ''''7oled'as ASI in the year 2016. The appellant was 

transferred to Police Training Coiiege Hangu in the ye^ 2017 and 
after some time the appeiiant was posted as Naib Incharge 
Ammunition Kot and iater on was posted as InnhafO® ^"imunition 

where he performed his duties with honesty and fuii devotion.

was

Kot,

2. That the appellant along with others was dismissed from service on 
the allegations of misappropriation, the appellant after availing 
depaStai remedy, fiied Service Appeai No 745/2019 which was 

accepted vide judgment dated 23-06-2021, the appellant was 
reinstated in service and the case was remanded back to me 
authority for denovo enquiry proceedings to be compieted w'toin a 
period of one month and the issue of back benefits was to follow the 
outcome of denovo inquiry. (Copy of Judgment dated 23-06- 

2021 is enclosed as Annexure A).

3. That the appellant was reinstated in s ervice and denovo inquiry was 
' ordered. Charge Sheet with statemert of allegations was issued to

the appellant on 02-08-2021 in \iolation of Honble Tribunal 
Judgment which the appellant reDlied in detail refuting the



allegations.(Copy of Order, Charge Sheet and Reply are 

enclosed as Annexure B, C & D).

4 That the appellant also filed implementation Petition before this 
' Honorable Tribunal and thereafter an illegal inquiry was conducted 

wherein no one was examined in presence of the appellant nor any 
evidence was collected in support of allegations.(Copy of Inquiry 

Report is enclosed as Annexure E).

5 That there after Show Cause Notice was issued to the appellant 
also replied by the appellant refuting the allegations.

Cause Notice and reply is enclosed as
which was
(Copy of Show 
Annexure F & G).

6. That nnally the appellant was dismissed from
No 1 vide order dated 15-02-2022. (Copy of order dated 15-02-
2022 is enclosed as Annexure H).

the statutory [
appeal is enclosed as Annexure I).

1 is8. That the impugned order dated 15-02-2022 of respondent No 
against the law, facts and principles of justice on grounds inter alia

as follows:-

G ROU N DSl^

A. That the impugned order is illegal, unlawful, without lawful 
authority and void.

B That mandatory provisions of law and rules have badly been 
vyated by the respondents and the appellant has not been

and rules which being his 
Article 4 and 25 of the Constitution

treated according to law 
fundamental right as per 
and law of the land.

conducted to find out the true 
was examined in presence ofC. That no proper inquiry was 

facts and circumstances, no one 
the appellant nor was the appellant ever provided opportunity
of cross examination.

D. That during denovo inquiry no proceedings were conducted 
^ available record only and theand the same was based on 

impugned order is as such liable to be struck down.

E That the denovo inquiry was not completed within the 
' stipulated period as per judgment of this honorable Tribunal.

F. That no evidence what so ever was collected during the so 
called inquiry regarding the involvement of the appellant in 
^^rallegVmisappropriation the appellant wa^s^d ^ 

Incharge Kot hence the impugned order is liable to be set



^3'c#‘

malafide as evident fromG. That the impugned order is based
or"c::,d

punished for fault of others.

on

a.
H That strangely the’ appellant was subjected to cross 

' examination® in'^vioiation and totai disregard of aii norms of 

justice.

I. That the impugned order is not speaking order and thus not 
tenable in the eyes of law.

not afforded opportunity of meaningful3. That the appellant was 
personal hearing.

K That the appellant has about 28 years of service with 

' unblemished service record at his credit and is jobless since 

his illegal dismissal from service.

L. That the appellant seeks the permission of
further/additional grounds at the time ortribunal for 

arguments.

It is therefore prayed ‘^at "^3®" eal
accepted as prayed for in the heading of the app

Any other relief deemed appropriate
for, may also be granted in favor of the appellant.

Appellant'

Fazal Shah Mohmand
Advocate Supreme Court.

2022
Through

«S-«-

&
Rabia Muzaffar
Advocate, High Court.

IIST OF BOOKS:
1. Constitution 1973.
2. other books as per need

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

concurrently before this honorable Tribunal. v^?A T E

solemnly aSm Td^decL'cn oaZhTthe'coiJer^'of tpg^aXe 

and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief and nothing has been 

concealed from this honorable Tribunal.
nifpnWENT
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PESHAWAR' the khybfr pakhtunkhwa services tribunal..

Service Appeal No. 745/2019

19.06.2019 

...' 23.06.2021

<;•
Date of Institutiorf 

Date of Decision
V’'. \

;\
V*! ;>•

Bashir Muhammad, Ex-A5I No, 840/MR District Police Mardan.

(Appellant)

VERSUS

Commandant Police School Training Hangu and another.

■ (Respondents)

Mr. FAZAL SHAH MOHMAND, 
Advocate For appellant.

MR. USMAN GHANI, 
District Attorney

For respondents.

MEMBER (JUDICIAL) 
MEMBER (EXECUTIVE)

MR. SALAH-UD-DIN
MR. ATIQ-UR-REHMAN WAZIR -

JUDGEMENT:

Through this single judgment, 

well as Service
SALAH-UD-PIN. MEMBER;-

' we intend to dispose of the instant Service Appeal as
"Sohail Ahmad Versus ProvincialAppeal bearing No. 931/2019 titled 

Police Officer and two others" as well as Service Appeal bearing

"Matiullah Versus 'inspector General of PoliceNo. 1000/2019 titled
Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar and two otliers", as comrhon questionsKhyber

of law and facts are involved therein.

Precise facts of the instant appeal as well as connected service 

appeals bearing No. 931/2019 and 1000/2019 are that during posting 

of the appellants namely Bashir Muhamrnad as In-charge ammunition 

Kot, Sohail Ahmad as Naib in SMG Kot and Matiullah as Reader to DSP 

Security, in Police Training College Hangu, 76285 live rounds of SMG

2.

\ ^ I ! ■: » >

*' iv Si < n i,
1 \ <ii-1,* • I . f .

K t* \ itK-r y
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not properly11084 rounds waswhile entry offound missing action was takenwere 

made in the
therefore, discipHnafy

Muhammad Akram No
relevant record , 1193/133.

H.Cand oneagainst the appellants 
^ . a 14 03 2019, the appellants vyerc

Vide order dated 15.03.201
dismissed from

from the charges, 

-responded,

filing of the

H.C Muhammad Akram
service, while

departmental appeals
went tin 

is Tribunal through
of the appellants

The
approached this

therefore, they have now 

instant Service Appeals.
the appellant

Mohmand, Advocate,, representing

CommandantMr. Fazal Shah 

Muhammad, has 

was an

Police Training 

General of
3. contended that
Bashir

College Hangu
of Deputy Inspector

andstatement of allegations
the wholeissued charge sheet as 

of dismissal l 

as nullity in the eye

Police, who 

also passed order
of the ap'pellant, rendering

of law’ because as per ^ 

General of Police

Schedule-I

.../ inquiry proceedings

,■ . of Police Rules .

being Appellate
1975, Deputy Inspector to proceedunder the lawcompetentthe Authority whole of the inquirywas notAuthority

himself against the appellant ^

proceedings were ^ ^of ihe witnesses

appellant an opportunity of cross exam

during

was issued to

further argued that. He thewithout providing
, examined

show-cause notice

was
argued that neither any

opportunity of personal heann.g
admittedly

the inquiry. He also

the appellant nor any
W3Sthe appellantcontended that

College Hangu on
afforded to him. He next 

transferred to

basis.deputation
Police Training

of Rule-9 (lii) of police .Rules
1975, Coromandant

punishmenttherefore, in view 
police Training College Hangu was 

the appellant. In the last i

condemned

not competent to impose
that the appellant is quite 

the impugned
he contended

upon
innocent and- has been

unheard, therefore
-.instated into service

and the appellant may be re 

all back benefits. He .relied upon 

court 114, PLD 2015 Peshawar ^

be set-aside 1996 SCMFl 856, 

27EI, PLD 2008

order may 

by extending him

PLD 2018 Supreme
663 and 2021 SCMR 673.CourtSupreme

Khattak, Advocate, representing appellant 

the arguments of learned counsel

further argued that ammunition
.NaibinSMG

Mr. Shahid Qayum
Sohail Ahmad, while placing reliance on

llant Bashir Muhammad, has
while the appellant was posted as

therefore, the appellant was

4.

for the appe
is kept in ammunition Kot

meant for stocking only of SMG Rifles
Kot

'AtfrTirsTiC!>

KU
o

^ I.-i
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of live rounds of 

is liable
with the alleged mis-appropriation

order of disnnjssal of the appellant
having no concern 

SMG, therefore, the impugned
8,

to be set-aside.
theAdvocate, representing

not issued any 

issued to the 

-3 of summery of 

He further argued that the 

1975, has not been 

-examination of witnesses

S Muhammad Kh^ttak,Mr. NPor5
appellant Matiullah, has argued that the appellant was 

charge sheet and 

appellant, , however it 

allegations that the 

procedure as laid down in

complied with and even

only statement of allegations was

has been mentioned jn para

same was a charge sheet

Rule-6 of Police Rules

no opportunity of cross
0, persona, hearing was afforded; to the appellant, therefore the 

,„pugned order of dismissal of the appellant Is void "

„ pe set-aside. Reliance was placed on 2003 PLC (C.S) 365, 588 C

1989 PLC (C.S) 336; . PU 2017
SCMR 681 and 1988 PLC

2011 SCMR 1618
2008 SCMR 1369, 2003

(C.S) , 179,

Tr.C,(Services) 198 

(C.S) 379,
for the respondents haslearned District AttorneyConversely6. found involved m mis-appropriation of

was taken
argued that the appellants were 

huge quantity of ammunition, - 

against the appellants ^

therefore, disciplinary action
from service. Heand they were rightly dismissed

■ conducted in a legal manner by
also argued that the inquiry was
providing opportunity of hearing to the appellants. He next contende - 

that after conducting of proper inquiry against the appellants 

cona,nittee came to the condusioh that the charges against t e 

proyed, therefore, the competent Authority has rightly

the inquiry

appellants were 
dismissed them from service.

heard the arguments of learned counsel for the

for the respondents and
We have

appellants as well as 

have perused the record.

7.
learned District Attorney

that the show-cause notice, 

issued to the
A perusal of record would show8.

statement of allegations were

Police .Training College Hangu and upon
charge sheet as well as

appellants by Commandant 
receipt of the inquiry report, the order of dismissal Of the appellants was 

passed .by Commandant Police Training College Hangu, who was an
also
officer of the rank of Deputy Inspector General of Police. In light of

" vL

r
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rank of DPO/SSP/SP, being
-?chedule-I of Police Rules 1975, officer of the 

Authority competent to 

legally taken 

Police 

Inspector 

Police

to the appellants, could have 

Commandant
award punishment

against the appellants 

officer of the
disciplinary action

rank of Deputy 

Schedule-I of
was anTraining College Hangu

General of Police, therefore; keeping

not at all

in view

Rules 1975
and void ab-initio. Moreover

were, the? appellants
jurisdiction 

provided any
during the inquiry, which has

of dismissal of the appellant

examinedopportunity of cross-examination of the witnesses

caused them prejudice
is thus not sustainable in

The impugned

the eye of
order 

law and is liable to be set-aside.
hand as well asT rf the above discussion, the appeal in

,n view of the above

Service Appeal bearing No Service Appeal bearing 

r Police
others" as well asProvincial Police Officer and

1000/2019 titled "Matiullah Versus

two
the Inspector General or . -

allowed by setting-No.
and two other^ are

Khyber" Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar
of dismissal of the appellants. The appellants

remanded back to the | 

appellants strictly in
proceed ingl^shaH^

date,of receipt of 

of the appellants shall 

left to‘bear their own

aside the impugned order
ore re-instated into service and the matter is 

for de-novo inquiry against the
, The de-novo inquiry

department
accordance with relevant law/rules 

be completed within a period of one month from the 

of back benefits 

Parties are
of this judgment. The issuecopy 

follow
costs. File be consigned

the result,of de-novo inquiry
to the record room.

announced
23.06.2021

(SATA'fl'^D'^lN) 
MEMBER (.JUDICIAL)

(ATIQ-UR-REHMAN WAZIR) 
member (EXECUTIVE)
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OFFICE OF 
THE DSP/ADMIN:

POLICE TRAINING COLLEGE, HANGU 
orfice Phone U 0925-621886. Pax U 0925-620886 

tmail: kpptchanuu@gmail.com

-1 'B"tB'il
s

1935

ORDER

In compliance with the direction of W/IGP, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa vide AIG/Legal, 

CPO Peshawar office letters No. 6465/Legal, 6467/Legal, & 6469/Legal, dated 15.07.2021, the 

following Ex. Police Employees of PTC, Hangu are hereby re-instated into service with 

immediate effect for the purpose of de-novo enquiry:

i. ASI Bashir Muhammad,

ii. IHCMatiullah,

iii. FC Sohail Ahmad

(FASIHUDDIN) PSP
-* k .

Commandant
Police Training College, Hangu

ISTLO.B.
Date: /_^07/2021.

No. 6^1 /EC, dated Hangu, the.^^07/2021.

Copy sent to all concerned for inform§tion/necessary action.

mailto:kpptchanuu@gmail.com
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1935 CHARGE_SHEEI

contemplated bysatisfied that a'de-novo enquiry as

,, service Appeal NO. 745/2019, deeded

Commandant, PTC, Hangu, communicaled to

. 1984/CPO/IAB, dated 

on 30'.07.2021. is necessary and expedient.

Whereas, I am 

ice Tribunal Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
on

the Service 
23.06.202'i titled Bashir Muhammad vs

this office vide AIG; Inquires, CPO, - 

26.07.202'.l received to this office l

a Peshavt/ar office Memo; No

if establishedof the vievv/ that the allegations

as delined in rbles-4(b)(iv) ol the
and whereas, I arn

inviolate the major penalty awarded to you

Police Ruies -1975 .(amended-2014)
would 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

cequired.bv Police Rules l5(l) of the aforesord
and therefore, as

. Fasihuddin, PSP, COMMANDANT, Police Training College, Hangu

ammunition Kot, foi
rules, I Dr 

charge you ASI Bashir 

your misconduct on

Muhammad, No. 840/MR, Ex. Incharge

attached to this Charge Sheet.the basis of summary of allegatio.ns

under rules 6(i)(b) of the said

as to why

taken against you and also state at the same time

AND, I, hereby direct you further

defence within 07-days of receipt of this Charge Sheet
rules to put in written 

the proposed action should not be 

whether you desire to be.heard in person or otherwise

received within the prescribed 

have no defence to

AND, in case, your reply is not 

period, without sufficient cause, it would be presumed that you 

offer and that ex-parte proceeding will be initiated against you.

PSP(fasihuddin)
C;om rnandant

Police Training College, Hangu
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niSriPLINARY ACTION

Whereas I, Dr. Fasihuddin,' PSP,'COMMANDANT, Police Training College 

that ASl Bashir Muhammad, No. 840 of District Mardan has
Hangu, is of the opinion 
rendered himself liable to be proceeded departtnentally specified in Section-S of Khyber

committed the followingRules-1975, as he hasPakhtunkhwa Police Disciplinary

act/omission;
<;UMMARY OF ALLEGATIONS

posted as inchargeOn 09.01.2019 ASI/LI Abid Ullah of Bannu Region was

Bashir Muhammad of Mardan Region. On 14.01.2019 while
1.

ammunition Kot in-place of ASl 

taking the charge, he observed that a number of 87369 rounds of SMG v,/ere short/rnissmg. 

of high-ups and therefore to unearth the facts, a
The matter was brought into the notice 
prelim,nary enquiry conducted by Mr. Abdul Snttar, DSP (leeall and Mr. Shah Mum,at,

DSP/CLI, PTC, Hangu. During enquiry accused officer ASl Baslnr Muhammad, Ek Incharge

me Mati Ullah, District Hangu, HC Muhammadammunition Kot and his co-accused officials i.e
District D.l Khan and FC Sohail Ahmad produced the embezzled rounds

Akram, No. 1193/133, 

numbering 76285 before the enquiry committee which deposited in the SMG rounds Kotwere

officers submitted their initial enquiry 

officers/officials named above with their mu to.;;!
PTC, Hangu. After preliminary enquiry the enquiry 

and held responsible accusedI'C'porl
understandmg and their common cnminal intention for embezzling a huge quantity of Gout: 

SMG rounds numbering 76285 probabiy with the help of other accomplices uytiiie the enquiry

reueaied that SMG rounds numbering 11084 were no, properly entered in the

the accused officers/officials named
committee

relevant record. In response to the preliminary enquiry.
served upbn them. Accused officer andabove were buspended and show cause notices were

submitted their written replies, but found unsatisfactory, hence properco-accused officials
initiated under the supervision of DSP/CLI Shah Mumtaz, assisted bydepartmental enquiry was

Baroz Khan and Inspector Said Noor Shah ns enquiry officers/committee. 1 he enquiryInspector
committee conducted proper departmental enquiry. They recorded the statements of the

of the accused officers/officials. During enquiry, the enquiryrelevant witnesses and also
recounted the SMG rounds produced by the accused officer/officials. They alsocommittee

collected and perused the relevant record i.e stock/issue register and Daily Diary of Model 

Police Station PTC Hangu. During enquiry, the enquiry committee held responsible accused

840/MR the then mcharge ammunition Kot and hisofficer ASl Bashir Muhammad No. 

accomplices namely IHC Mati Ullah, No. 255 and fC Sohail Ahmad, No. 44 for embezzling Govt
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W

Rule5-19751,0 follow PoliceTherefore,

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

Ahmad, No. 44 were awarded major punishment of "dismissal from service', while accused 

HC Muhammad Akram, No. 1193/133 was exonerated and reinstated in service from the date 

of suspension owing to non-availability of any tangible evidence against him vide PIC, Hangu

with mutual connivance.SMG rounds

order Endst: No. 119-34/PA, dated 15.03.2019.

The delinquent officer ASI Bashir Muhammad filed'departmental appeal against

the said order of dismissal, but it was filed. Subsequently, then he approached the Khyber
2.

Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal, Peshawar vide service appeal No. 745/2019, which was allowed

mentioned in'the aforesaid appeal.by the Honourable Tribunal on 23.06.2021 in the

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

terms

3.
relevant law/rules with reference to the above allegations, Mr. Arsl3a.1l Mehmog^

sp/invpstieation fnNtrict Complaint OfficerLJiM&u is appointed as Enquiry Officer vide

Memo: No. 1984/CPO/IAB, datedAIG: Inqur.-es, lAB Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar office

26.07.2021.
The enquiry officer/committee shall in accordance with the provisions of the Pofce 

1975 (amended-2014), provide reasonable opportunity of hearing and defense

findings within prescribed period after the receipt ol this 

recommendations, about the guilt or innocence of the accused

4.
to the

Rules-

defaulter, record his 

charge sheet and put up 

officer.

in time andThe enquiry officer/committee should complete the requisite enquiry 
submit his linal findings report direct to the quarter concerned before 11.08.2021 with 

intimation to this office.

5.

%

(FASIHUDOItV) eSP
CommandotTr

•police? I rairufVB MhJ'Ulu

-ff^i^'^'^/PA, dated Hangu thfcl^./08/2021No.

Copy to the;
Mr. Arshad Mehmood. SP/Investigation (Distrirt Complaint Officer). Hangu for

of Police
1.

initiating de-novo inquiry against the defaulter :.:nder the provision 
Disciplinary Rules-1975 (amended-2014). Enquiry file containing 408 papers are 
enclosed.
ASI Bashir Muhammad, No. 840, Ex. Incharge amimunition Kot, PTC Hangu.2.

,—•
(FASIHUDOIN) PSP 

Com rnandant
\*uUcii Traifiirui College, Hartyu
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finding pfpdfT of DE^OVO ENQUIRYj
~~ mT^W

; ^k0‘;;
The Hon-ble AIG Enquiries, l|§nal AccountabUity Khyber 

Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar lire undersigned was |ibniinated as enquiry o ica o 
no™ enquu.y against ASI BasMr MuK|rnad “/m 

Anununidon Kot, IHC MatiuUah No, 255 Ex-Rea^ ^ D® Secu^
Ahmad ol Police Training College HangAde 

_1983/CPO/IAB, dated 26.07.2021 received by thisj^ffice on 02.08.2021.

Enquiry papers of previous enquiry ^yere
Training College Hangu on 04.08.2021 vide his^gipe _ ,
02.0tt)21- in which the final outcome was require AIG Enquiries P^hawar

12 08.2021 and the previous enquiry fijb.lwas thorougMy perused by the

also received from Police
Memo; No. 605/P.A dated

on

or before
undersigned.

BRIEF OF PREVIOUS ENOW^:
Wk- 'W-

it was found that onAfter^„ perusal of the pr^ous enqa^ papers.
as Law Instructor in PTC09.01.2019 ASI Abid Ullah of Bannu Region wa^^|sted 

Hangu and was entrusted as Incharge Arms &^|^nunition (Kot PTC) in-place of 
ASI Bashir Muhammad of Mardan Region. On|^|.2019 while taking the charge 

of PTC Ammunition Kot, he observed that a l^Jpuimber of rounds of 7.62 MM 

(genuine) were shorf/missing from PTC, Kot a^pstock register. The matter 
.brought into the notice of high-ups of PTC Haii^uTor taking proper departmental

was

y'-action against the defaulters.

On the directionis of the then Coinhi^andant PTC Hangu a committee 
wasi^stkuted to conduct preliminary enquir^|gpmittee.
", ■ . ' ■

Ppring enquiry, the enquiry coiM||ttee checked the record of PTC
Kot to verify the complaint of newly posted Imi|ige Kot ASI Abid Ullah, it was 
found that 87369 (Eighty seven thousand thr^^midred & sixty nine) rounds of 

7.62 MM shoi;t/missing. Later on accused 'p|^icer ASI. Bashir Muhmmad Ex- 
Incharge Ammunition Kot and Ms co-accuse4lpificial i.e IHC Mati Ullah District 
Hangu, HC Muhammad Akram No. 1193/l»^|ltrict D.I. Khan and FC Sohail 
Ahmad produced the embezzled rounds nn^^iing 76285 before die enquiry 
committee which were deposited in the SM^^tends Kot PTC Hangu. In 76285 

round (70000 or above are local made), as ^^^^eport of Arms & Ammunition 

export. Except this 11084 rounds of 7,62 are still missing. ASI Bahsir 
Muhammad I/C Kot and Sohail Ahmad ai^Ulct custodian of Kot while HC 

'"MatiuUah Security Incharge of PTC was a faci^^^ of other co-accused.

completion of pyejiminary enquiry 
were suspended and propi^^^artmental enquiry was initiated 

undeKilae supervision of Mr. Shah Mumtaz'^^^pflie then CLI PTC Hangu assisted 
by Inspector Baroz Klian and Inspector Syed ]^^:Shah as enquiry

• .,••• - •

On the the accused
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^:^e^dy been cancelled on the 

Jm Establishment upon which 
'*%' defaulter officials. '

' '•A-

-pending, the above
414/ 420/ 424 PPC in PS City, District Hangu hg 
legal opinion and the case file, sent to Anti Corn 
no taken neither punishment awarded'

e

The order/judgment passed by the^fe Court of Service Tribuml , 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar regarding rein|j|nent of defaulter ^ ^
criminat case/act was not mentioned in order^g^ny Service
Corruption Establishment neither brought in|||^ie notice of Hon 

Tribunal by representative of department i.e LeMpanch, in this regard.

CONCLUSION:
Keeping in view of above ^^federsigned has come to the 
conclusion that that enquiry^^^ proved against the accused 

officers/officials as they wer^pibd involved in embezzlement of 
Govt property i.e 7.62 Ml^ 

caused to huge loss of GoVI

1.

^5^ihe rounds of PTC Kot which 
^•|l7^'quer. They have provided full 
iK'^uring enquiry but they failed 

Ihbs’s/innocence and grant loss to 
p.^rnbers of Police Force thejr 

plfid their act are not apologize.

As they are not permanent'employees of PTC Hangu therefore, 
their home district may be communicated for giving major

opportunity of cross exarnj 
to prove/show their blarii! 
the Govt exchequer. They 
professionalism is condem

.4- •

ieM®

punishment as per rules.

The case registered against them have been cancelled from district 
sent to Anti Corruption Establishment in the

2.
Hangu ^d
year'2019, which is not properly pursue by District Police nor the 

complainant party i.e PTC Hangu staff and neither ACE made any 
espondence with local Police the fresh up date of the case, up 

till now on that way no punishment given to the defaulter official

were

corr

in the criminal act..

Submitted please..‘rffes;?.. .
■y-

'.v:

(ARSHAD MEHMOOp)
District Compliant Officer/ 

Superintendent of Police Investigation 
Hangu
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OFFICE OF THE 

DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER
/

fOMARDAfSg
Tel No, 0937-9230109 & Fax No, 09.37-9230111 

Email; .dpomdri(aiQmail.com

3SA / f/202lNo. /PA Dated

FINAL SHOW CAUSE NOTirF.

AS! Bashir Mtiliammad No.8]4/]\TO of this District Police, now PTC 

Hangu on deputation b-i.-.is was held responsible of gross misconduct & recommended for Maior

enquiry conducted by Mr. Arshid Mehmood 
SP/Investigation Hangu on the allegations of embezzlement of Government Properties 

MM genuine rounds of PTC Hangu’s Kot, which caused huge loss to Government Exxheq

Punishment during the course of De-novo

i-e 7,62

tier.

In this connection, the delinquent officer was heard at length in OR 

30-09-2021, but failed to satisfy the undersigned, therefore, from his personal hearing & perusal 

of enquiry papers, he is being issued this Final Show Cause Notice.

on

V
n

■ . .fherefore, it is proposed to impose Major/Minor penally as envi.saged
under Rules 4 (b) of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules 1975.-

Hence, I Dr. Zahid Ui}ah‘(PSP).District Police Officer Mardan, in exerci.se 

under Rules 5 (3) (a) & (b) of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police Rule.s 
1975 call upon you to Show Cause Finally as to why the proposed punishment should not be • 

■ awarded to you.

of the power vested m me

■ I. Your reply shall reach this office within 07 days of receipt of this Notice,

failing which; it will be presumed that you have no explanation to offer.

I
t' You are liberty to appear for personal hearing before the undersigned.
I.

)

(Dr, ^4id Ullah) PSP 
District PoH.ce Officer 

Mardan

Received by_. 

Dated: - /
)
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