17.06.2022
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Learned counsel for the appellant present. Mr.
Muhammad Adeel Butt, Additional Advocate General
present. ' "

- Security and process fee not deposited. Learned
counset"f'or_ the appellant submitted an application for

extension of time to deposit security and process fee;

allowed with the direction to deposit the same within 3
working days. Whereafter, notices be issued to

respondents for reply/comments. To come up for written

' reply/commen.té on 19.08.2022 before S.B at Camp Court
- Abbottabad. '

(Fareehé P.aul)
Member (E) -
Camp Court A/Abad
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07.04.2022 . Counsel for the appellant pfesent.

. The instant appeal pertains to the territorial jurisdiction of
Hazara Division, therefore, it is appropriate to post the appeal at
Camp Court Abbottabad. Adjourned. To come up for preliminary
hearing on 20.04.2022 before S.B at Camp Court Abbottabad.

(MIAN'MUHAMMAD) |
‘MEMBER(E)

20.04.2022 Appellant present through counsel. Preliminary arguments

heard. Record perused.

Points raised need Consideratioh.'The appeal is admitted

. fqr regular hearing subject to all I_égal objections. The appeliant
-i.ézdirected to deposit security and brocess fee within 10 days.
Thereafter, notices be issued to the respondents for submission
of reply/comments. To come up for reply/comments on
17.06.2022 before S.B at Camp Court, Abbottabad. '

1
T
l



The appea[ of Mr. Shahzeb*S/@ ‘Alamzeb Khanj; "Ex- Constable No. 885, District Police
Haripur received today i.e. on 11.03.2022 is mcomplete on the foliowmg score which is
returned to the counsel for the appellant for completion and resubmission within 15 days.

1- Copy of departmental appeal against the first impugned order dated 04-01-2022 is
attached with the appeal which may be placed onit.

2- Copy of departmental appeal against the impugned order dated 11-02-2022 is not
attached with the appeal which may be placed on it.

_
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BEFORE KHYBER PKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

- 22 Whether index filed?
23, Whether index is correct? : : .
24. | Whether Security and Process Fee deposned? on - R
Whether in view of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Rules 1974 N
25. | Rale t1, notice aleng with copy of app=al and annexures | has been xent VAN
10 rmnondent@ on ' ‘

CHECK LIST
Case Title: g«WJ’) M 'ﬁ%f / 4/ 4 /lhé
SH#H Contents Yes | No
I. | This appeal has been plesented by: M. qu Tondl Mm«ﬂb v
5 Whether Counsel / Appellant / Rcspondent / Deponent have q1gned thie v
- requisite documents? .
3. Whether Appeal is within time? N
4. Whether the enactiment under which the appeal is filed mentioned? N 3
S. Whether the enactment under which the appeal is filed is correct? Y
£ 6. ‘Wheéther.affidavit is appended? ' v
7. Whether affidavit is duly attested by competent oath commissioner? -~
8. Whether appeal/annexures are properly paged? - I
‘ a. Whether certificate regarding filing any earlier appeal on the R
B subject, furnished? . o P
10. | Whether annexures are- lemble‘? ' v,
{1. | Whether annexures are attested? 17
12. .| Whether copies of annexures are readable/clear? -
13. | Whether copy of appeal is delivered to A.G/D.A.G? i v
14 Whether Power of Attorney of the Counsel engaged 18 attested and ' /
o signed by petitioner/ appellant/respoadents" ' : Y,
15. | Whether numbers of referred cases given are corr ecx" P o
16. | Whether appeal contains cuttings/overwriting? - - 1
- 17. Whether list of books has been provided at the end of the appeal? Bar)
18. Whether case relate to this Court? L
19, Whether requisite number of spare copies attached? A
20. | Whether complete spare copy is filed in separate file cover? v
2]. Whether addresses of parties given are complete? v L
v
X

1 - a . [}

'\72 6 | Whether copies of comments/reply/rejomder subm1tted’7 on
[

7 Whether copi'cs of cothents/reply/rejoindcr provided to opposite H
© | party? on : ' '

" tis certified that formalities/documentation as required in the above table have been fulfilled.

Name: A ML‘L\P"‘”“‘Q Mng:T
Sign.ature:- | M W

Dated: 1) ...0 3 — 299’)’
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BEFORE HONOURABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE

TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Appeol NoO.. SSQ/Q&ZZ—I

Shahzeb S/O Alamzeb Khan (Ex-Constable No 885,
' KTS Haripur.

Appeliant

Police Haripur) R/O Sector No.1, Street-7,

VERSUS -

1 Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Paktunkhwa, Peshawar.
2. Regional Police Officer, Hazara Region, Abbottabad.

(Respondents)

3. District Police Officer, Haripur.

District

SERVICE APPEAL
INDEX

'$/No | Description of Document Ann- Page

' exure | No.
1. | Appeal. 01-0%|
2. - | Statements of witnesses & affidavit. “AB.C, 109-17%

) ‘ D&E" |-

3. | Charge Sheet & its reply. “r&G" |5 \7
4. Show Cause Notice & its reply. “H&I" rgfj 9
5. Order of RPO dated 11-02-2022 “J" 199~
6. Order of DPO & application. “K&L" By~
/. Wakalatnama /

Through

‘(Mohammad Aslam Tanoli)

Dated: | |-03-2022

Advocate High Court

at Haripur
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BEFORE HONOURABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE

e TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

| Aplpeal [\ [o TN

shahzeb $/O Alamzeb Khan (Ex-Constable No. 885, District
Police Haripur) R/O Sector No.1, Street-7, KIS Haripur.
i | (Appellant
l .
* VERSUS

i

1. Provincidl Pohce Officer, Khyber Paktunkhwa, Peshawar.
2. Reglonol Police Officer, Hazara Region, Abbottabad.

3. ‘DIS’rrIC\‘ Police Officer, Haripur. (Respondents)

'

SEiRV|CE APPEAL UNDER SECTION-4 OF KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL
ACT 1974 AGAINST ORDER DATED 04-01-2022 OF THE DISTRICT
POLICE OFFICER HARIPUR WHEREBY APPELLANT HAS BEEN
AWARDED MINOR PENALTY OF STOPPAGE OF TWO YEAR
INCREMENT WITH CUMULATIVE EFFECT AND ORDER DATED 11-02-
2022 OF REGIONAL POLICE OFFICER HAZARA REGION

ABBOTIABAD WHEREBY APPELLANT HAS BEEN DISMISSED FROM
SERVICE"

PRAYER: ON ACCEPTANCE OF INSTANT SERVICE APPEAL BOTH
IMPUGNED ORDERS DATED 04-01-2022 AND 11-02-2022 OF
RESPONDENTS MAY KINDLY BE SET ASIDE AND APPELLANT BE RE-
INSTATED IN HIS SERVICE FROM THE DATE OF DISMISSAL WITH ALL
CONSEQUENTIAL SERVICE BACK BENEFITS.

Respectfully Sheweth:

1. That on 19-06-2021 at 17:35 hours appellant along with -
SHO while performing his duties on Berage Check Post
Ghazi and FC Qasim Chandio No. 732 and Rashid HC
were also already there checking vehicles. Meanwhile
a man bearing white béord placing hand on belly
came from Topi side being suspected he was stopped
and checked by SHO and on search “Charas” was
recovered from him. On weighing it was found 986

grams. The accused disclosed his name as Taria S/O
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Fazal Ghani R/O Chcrséadd. Recovery parcels were
prepared in his presence. Murasila was handed over fo
appellant  which he delivered 10 Moharir in PS
Appellant neither arrested accused Tarig nor searched
his body nor involved him in narcotic case. Appellant
has performe‘d.his duty with honesty and there is
nothing wrong on his part. As the accused Tarig
belongs to “Charsadda” neither police officers nor
appellant knew him nor had any enmity or ill-WiH
against him, then as to how they could wrongly involve'
him in a folse case. Hence question of his wrong
involvement in norcohcs case at the hand of police
does not arise. Accused Wwds rightly drrested and

charged for his involvement in narcofics case.

That the following spot witnesses in corroboration fo the
stance of appellant have also submitted their

statements before the inquiry officer:-

i) Zaheer Ahmed No.4792/FRP

ii) Rashid Khan IHC

iif) FC Qasim Chandio No. 732

iv) Nisar Ahmed (Private witness).
v) Affidavit by Complainant Tariq.

(Statements are attached as “A, B, C, D & E").

That narcotics case is still pending cdjudicaﬁoh before the

competent Learned Trial Court. The accused Tariq is an

influential person and after about 5/6 months of his orreSt

“when he feh‘ circumstances in his favour he approached

to the polnce high-up, filed a baseless, false and
fabricated complom’r before the Regional Police Offlcer
Hazara Region Abbottabad to settled his old.score with ‘

police officidls.
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That the District Police Officer Haripur issued a Charge
Sheet dated 09-12-2021 to the appellant and appointed
Fida Muhammad Khan SDPO Circle Headquarters Horipur
as his Enquiry Officer. Appeﬂoni submitted his reply and
expressed all facts denying the ollego"rions being false
and baseless. (Copies of charge sheet and its reply are

attached “F & G").

That no proper departmental inquiry wcé cohduc’réd.
Neither any evidence of a witness was recorded in his
presence 'nor was he afforded with a chance of cross-
examination. Copy of complaint and enquiry report if dny
was also not given to the appellant. No Show Cause
Notice was issued to him. Even opportunity of personal

hearing was not given and he was condemned unheard.

That as the accused Tarig had approached the Reg‘iohoil
Police Officer Hazara Region Abbottabad through his
complaint and the RPO being interested keeping aside all
norms. of justice, equity and law and without waiting for
issuance df Show Cause Nofice & punishment ordér by
the DPO Haripur and filing of any depor’rmenfcl appeal or
its decision took cognizance and issued the Show Cause
Notice dated 27-01-2022 which was duly replied by the
appellant on 31-01-2022 denying allegations straightaway.
(Copies of Show Cause Nqiice' & its reply are attached as
“H&1").

That the accused Tarig is very astute & cunning as he has
filed instant false & baseless complaint before the RPO

Hazara Region Abbottabad just 1o destroy the sanctity of




evidence qf prosecution witnesses. As he knows that
private withesses do not come forward to give evidence

in narcotics cases. On the other hand police high-ups

without waiting the decision from Learned Trial Court has

passed punishment orders against prosecution witnesses
(police officers) and have spoiled their evidence in
negation of plethora of Honorable Supreme Court's
judgments wherein it has been held that “nolice dfﬁce(s
are as good witnesses as private”. If copies of
departmental impugned orders are placed be_fore the
Trial Court by the accused he will be ocqujﬁed of the
noréoﬂcs charge and prosecution case will be destroyed

on the basis of impugned orders of the police officers.

That after receibf of rely to the Show Cause Notiée, the
Regiohol Police officer, Hazard Region, Abbolﬂobod
straightaway dismissed the appellant vide order dated 11-
02-2022 without giving any head to his reply. Copy of
‘order was issued to him on 14-02-2022. (Copy of the RPO
order dated 11-02-2022 is attached as “J"). |

That on obtaining dismissal order dated 11-02-2022 from
the Regiondl Police Officer Hazara Region Abbottabad it
disclosed to appellant that earlier the DPO Haripur vide his
order dated 0401-2022 had awarded him the minor

penalty of “Stoppage of two increment. With cumuldative

effect”. Thereafter, appellant applied vide his application
dated 15-02-2022 to the DPO Haripur for issuance order
dated 04-01-2022 which was delivered fo him on 16-02-
2622. (Copies of application and the DPO Haripur' érder
dated 04-01-2022 are aftached as "K & L"). |
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GROUNDS:

o

That orders dated 04-01-2022 and 11-02-2022 of
respondents are illegal, unlawful, against the facts,
departmental rules & regulation, inquiry procedu-re qnd
passed in a cursory, whimsical and drbitrory manner;

hence are liable to be set aside.

That proper departmental enquiry was not conducted.
Copy of'complain‘f and enquiry findings, if any, was also

not issued to the appellant before serving final show

 cause notice. Even opportunity of personal hearing was

0

not provided to appellant and he was condemned
unheard thus principle of natural justice was seriously

violated in his case.

That neither appellant arrested the accused Tarig nor
searched his .bddy nor inVoWe’d him in narcotic case.
Appellant was handed over murasila which he took to
Police Station. Appellant has perforrhed his duty with
honesty and there is nothing wrong on his part. The‘
allegations leveled against him are incorrect. Appellant is
with out any job to earn livelihood and facing ﬁnon;ioi

hardships since his dismissal from service.

That the oppello’ré authority has also failed to abide by
the law and ev'en did not fake into consideration the
stance taken by him in reply to the Show Cause N@ﬁce |
which was issued by the appellate cxu’rhvori’ry and
awarded punishment of dismissal from service. Thus the

impugned order of appellate authority is contrary to the




. law as laid down in Police E&D Rules 1975 read with
| section 24-A of Generdl Clause Act 1897 and Arficle 10A

of the Constitution of Islamic Republic of Pakistan 1973.

F) . That instant service appeal is well within ’rime- and this

honorable Service Tribunal has got every jurisdicﬁon 1;5 '

entertain & adjudicate upon the lis.

PRAYER:

It |s therefore, humbly prayed that on acceptance of instant

| Sefrvice appeal order dated 04-01-2022 and 11-02-2Q22 of

re:sponden’fs may graciously be set aside and the Oppelldrﬁ'be

re}ﬁstoted in his service from the date of dismissal with all

' cénsequenﬁol service back benefits. Any o_’rhér relief- which this

Hé)norable Tribunal deems fit and proper in circumstances of

the case may also be granted.

Appeliant )
Through: N W .

(Mohammad Aslam Tanoli)

. Advocate High Court
Dated |} -03-2022 At Haripur

VERIFICATION

Iﬁ is verified that the contents of insfon’r Service Appeal are frue
cmd correct to the best of my knowledge ond belief and

no’rhlng has been concealed thereof.

Dated |} -03-2022 | - Ai:%nni -
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BEFORE HONOURABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE
‘ TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Shahzeb S/O Alamzeb Khan (Ex-Constable No. 885, - District
Pohce Haripur) R/O Sector No.1, Street-7, KTS Haripur.

. (Appellant
VERSUS

1. iDrovmanl Police Officer, Khyber Paktunkhwa, Peshawar.
2. Regionol Police Officer, Hazara Region, Abbottabad.

3. DISTI’ICT Police Officer, Haripur. : (Respondents)
SERVICE APPEAL
AFFIDAVIT:

.1, Shahzeb, éppellonj_ db hereby solemnly declare and affirm
on oath that the contents of the instant Service Appeal are
,;’rrue and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief -
“and nothing has been suppressed from fthis Honorable

Service Tribunal.

| | Depone,nf/AppeIIan’r'
" Dated: {l -03-2022 |

. 1den’nﬁed By: W

Mohomm 1d Aslam Tanoli
Advocate High Court
- At Haripur

Appelggnt




BEFORE HONOURABL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA. -
SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR '

Shchzeb S/O Alamzeb Khan (Ex—ConsToble No. 885, District

Pollce Honpur) R/O Sec’ror No.1, Street-7, KTS Haripur.
(Appellant

VERSUS

!
1

1. Erovinciol Police Offib,er, Khyber Paktunkhwa, Peshawar.
2. Regional-Police Officer, Hazara Region, Abbottabad.
3. District Police Officer,Haripur. (Respondents)

SERVICE APPEAL

CERTIFICATE

It.is certified that no such Appealon the subject has ever been
ﬂIed in this Honorable Service Tribunal or any o’rher courf prlor ’ro

InSTOﬂTOHG | ' | o

APPELLANT

1

Dated: [} 03-2022
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. L Kashir, Zulf qar, PSP, District Police Officer, Haripur as *
‘ compelent authorily, hcuby ctmrge yLu I‘C Shahzeb No. 885 as enclosed statement of
: allcmtlmm Ii!
M

. You appe.n‘ 0 i‘jc ;,mlty of nnsconducl under Police Elt‘ iciency & - A
Discipline Rules 1975 and:have rendcred voursclf habie to all or any of the pemhm

L specilied in the said Rules. ;
I

iI

) S You are, ﬂ1ercforc lcquxrcd o submu your written defense within o
07 days of the recelpt of this ch'arge sheet and statement of aliegation to the

: CommmeeIEnqmry Offi cer as the casé may be.

® o Your written - "defcnsc it any, _should reach the Enquiry

.~Oﬂ1ce1/Commmee within. the speclf bd period, failing which it shall be presumcd tha
. you have no dcfense 1o put inand in th i case cx-parle action shalt follow against you.

{4) ' o L lntlmmc wealhe{- you de31re to be hedrd in person or othcmse
5) ’ A statement of %llegauons is enclosed

| | B t
S o T e
- o 1
| - o I '
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praceeded. against as you commited the foltdwin, issi ;
. p A me a . .
Efficiency & Discipline Rulos 1975, g :t‘-lsfomlssmns. within the‘meanmg of Police

"Nod58 dated 03.12.2021, on

DISCIPLINARY ACTION
T ’

. I, Kashif Zull‘lq;lr, Péi" Disﬁ'{ct Polic;: Otﬁcet “Hari T , "
T, T ! 1 tiicer, pur-as compelent
authority of the opinion il you FC Shalizoh No.885 have rendered yourself liable to be

-3
b

STATEMENT OF ALLEGATION I

)

. te ° ) B ) ‘ :
T NA prclinﬁnnri,l_\' caquiry was cond_li'ctul By PSP Circle Ghazi vide ixis office Nli:mﬁ

: the complniu‘l of a citizen namecly Mohammaad Tarig. You
while posted at PS Ghazi you picked op ar![ innocent citizen namely M ubammad-Toriq sio

Fuzal Glmni‘é rfo Charsadda at Haripur Bﬁf-pnss near Panian, implicated in a heinous case

.vide FIR No. 304 datcd 19.06-2021 u/s 9~d{CNSA, PS Ghnazi. '.l‘hesc acts énrned bad name

for Police department in general puhlic. fmn; this act is a gross misconduet in terms of

KPK Police E&D Rules 1975" henco, churgh shootca,

) < ‘For the p'urpose ol"scruf’}nizing the conduct of the said accused :;mc.e_r w‘xt.h'
reference to the above allegations, an Lnguiry Comumitiec consisting of the foliowing is

constituted. )
' S I »
Mr. FidaM uhammadiSDPO Circle HOrs:, Haripur
: t3) : - The Enquiry Officer/C I%nmittee shall in accordance with the provision of

"_ this Ordinance, provide reasunable opporiupjty of hearing 10 the accused, record finding angd

make within 25 days of the receipt of thisorder, recommendation as to punishment or the
Hppropriate action against the accused. ('i( - :

) " The accused and @ well conversant representative of deparlmenial shall in
the proceedings on the date, time and placc Tiked by (he Enquiry Officer/Committee.

Yol

No: 975~ 76 IPA dated Haripur tie ~ OF /j.itzozl.
_ Copy of above is submitied to the: - . .
1) Enquiry Officer for tnitiating | rocsedings against the said accused under Police
Efficiency & Discipline Rules [975. = o _
2} EC Shahzeb No.885 with the difection to'submit his defense within 7 days of the
receipt of this statement of allegations and also 10 appear before the Enquiry
Ofiicer on the date, time ai'?l place fixed- for ‘the purpose of _departmental

procecdings, . .

district olice{Offider
\ Haripuy

. , ‘ AN AN

~

: z}ashif'" uiﬁq'[ﬁr, rsp

[ ' . ovile gy
H - e A
. 1.0 g




i oty
2.}_2 L’/(//_) ’_{//x}; z_,@ﬁ;’/;u..,&'/ﬂ/}7 ;::;;;
O e o7t
%M;L ﬁ//f/&bw@/u; s s i 4
w_.}”_'UJ”/(/V///t//Jﬂ_:A/&/?/;YM ‘..-// é’/
- Q’ﬂj’#”/‘?g/‘{' ’g/”ﬁ)‘/;ﬁ/’i}/(/ﬁ//f/fyﬁ"
““”"/4’”/7“’“/&20)’0‘ S Bl 5,50
(//»') f/ 744 /U/J%//{/[f/{"/’/ Lroz/ O iz /j;
v
//'/“"’a”(U// V&f// Sipt et s M
U/#/@ Tl 7./755 1 30 57 | 7z e
0}/}@/ &(/,L[:( 2./)/"/&? &é‘//'a/&}/ﬁf/(/'/} f’?

C,»;gz,&w 2 &)545#% /Zf/c/é'ﬂ//// L2 ”/ e |
o |




. OFFICI" OF THE RFGIONAL POLICE OFI"IC ER

> 099 -9310021-22
23 0992-9310023

0345-9560687

L T

~'SHOW CAUSE NOTICE
(Under Rule 5 (3) of ¥PX Police Rule.s, 1975

1. WH EREAS You Mr, ¥C Shahreb Nn 885 Haripur were accused of havmz conmuucd

* HAZARA REGION, ABBOTTABAD

B crpehaza m@gmall.com »

L Nos ’7-31'_ [PA DATEDZ 7/ [ foa2

the “following acts which constitutc misconduct under Rule 5. (3) of the Khyber ~

Pabbiankhwa “0. o R-"N ‘Q'lﬁ for fellowing act of misco.iduat. -

“You while posted at PS Gha’zi picked up an innocent citizen namely Muhammad

Farig-s/o Fazal Ghani r/o Charsadda fram - Haripur bypass ncar Panian and implicated *

him in-a heinous case vide FIR Nn. 304 dated 19-06-2021 w/s 9C CNSA PS Ghazi. Your
this act defamed the image of l"ohce dcparhuent”

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

has been deudcd to proceed apainst you in General Police Proceedings and issue this Show
Cause Natice.

3. Whereas; Distrizt Police Officer, Haripur after necessary departmental proceedings. held you
Lu;ltv of miscenduct and awarded minor "umshment of “stappage of two years increments

. with commutative effect™ vide OB No. 10 dated 04-01-2022. However the tadersigned in not

satisfied by the minor punishment awarded by the competent authority as misconduct

‘perpetrated by you is gross one and pumshment needs to be enhanced as prowded in Rule 1 1-A

. of Police Rull,s 1975 {with amendments 2014 )

,
'

Tha( bv tal\ing cognizance of the matter. the undersigned as competem ant farity onder the
said rules, has ‘decided o take aclion aaam':t vou by zmardmﬁ one or more (\f the kind

, pt-m':.lmcms as pr ovided in the ml-.s

4. Now, ’\ou arc, 1hete(orc callt:d - upon to skow cause as to why vou should not be ti;,alt strictly

in accordance with Rule 11- A of the Khyber Pakhtunklma Police Rules. 1975 for lht.

mwcnnduci reldreéd above C -

failing whu:h an ex-pm {{d ac.hou shall be taken agamst you.

6. You arc furlher directed to inform the m\demgncd whether you would lakc to be heard in

person or not. : f g\ j
| . 5

o Mlnalé ’\ha
P REGIONATPOLICE, OFI‘HCER

No: S PA, dated Abbnnabad the »? 7 P !
A Cop\l of abovc (m duplacafc) is mrward~ dto the DPO Haripur with the ercchon to serve the

original copy upon the official and duplicate ciopy of the same after nbtamme proper signature may
be rctumed to this office as a token of recevpt.

Lo g s
I

5. You shou ld submit reply to tlns Show Cau‘c Notice within §7 d‘d] s of the Teceipt of the natice -

o . HAZARA BEGION, ABROTTABAD -
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OFFICE OF TIIE REGIONAL POI.ICE OFFICER' :
HAZARARECION ABBOTTABAD

_ , s 0992931002122

o S evsrsstongs

H _ o . B r.rpohamra@gmall.com :

. T, - 0345-9560687 © ..
. NO: U/éb_: IPA DATED //102 22 poxz

e

- - 'Hns order. Telatcs tn dlscuplmary proceedmgs mmaied vnde thls ofﬁce Memo No -
few 1731 3"/PA dated 27-01—2022 against Constable Slmzeb I\'o

885 of Dmmct Hanpur under Rule- :
11-A of Kh)ber Pakhttmkhwa Polxcc Rules 1975. Brief of allegatxons lsas under.

‘ '. - “He wlule posted at PS Ghazi picked up an mnocent cmzcn namcly Muhammad I‘anq )
slo Fazal Gham rlo Charsadda from Hanpur bypass near Paman and lmp]lcahed him in a
" heinous case vule FIR No. 304 dated 19—06-2021 uw/s 9C CNSA PS Ghaz; H)«:
the'i nnage of Pohce department.” :

In ordcr to scnmmm the aliegatmm and conduct of the delmqueut oﬂicer a charge sheet B

ﬂgks ag defam_ed'.

concluded vide Memo No. 1977 dated 30-]2—202lihat the offici

1a} rcmamed mvolved in the \xhole )
eplsode along w1th his fellow Polxce officials. Conscquenﬂy,

District Pohce 0fﬁcer Hanpur awarded
him mmor pumshment of * stoppage of two years increm
10 dated 04—0 1-2022,

-Neverthelcss io undexszgued nnsconduet perpetrated by the oﬂ' cial Secmed gross one and -

minor pumsliment awarded by the compctent authority did not commensurate the gtawty of oﬁmce .
' Hence fakmg cognizance of the mlsconduct the undersxgned issued show ¢
. under Rule 11-A Jof Xp Pohce Rules; 1975 vnde Jetter No. 1731

-Tesponse be submitted his wnttcn Teply however it was not unsahsfactoxy He wias called i in, oxderly

room on 09»02—2.. and heard in person and pmvn:led reasonable opportunity howc\ver,
ady; ‘ance any cogent reason in hxs defense..It is therefore,

nenss - wzth cumrdam'e qﬁecz ” v;de OB No

cause notice to the: oﬂiczal
-32/PA dated 27-01-2022. 1n -

he failed to
concluded that he wﬂlfuily and mth mala

fide mtenuon implicated an mnocent person | m a heinous offence for ulterior motwes Such achons .
if left unnotmed tarnish thc image of Police department and are unacceptable m a dlsclplmcd forcc :

'I'hel'cfore, keepmg in view the findings of enqulry officer and in exercise of the powers confemred
upon the underslgned under Rule 11-A of Khybcr Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules 1975 the lmdersxgned

15 cons(mmt 1o enhance the pums}unent of the dehnquent oﬁiclal 10 major pumshment of dismissal
\ A from service 'with tmmedlatc effect :

I
I
i
e
t
b

: ‘ No. 9/6/ T A, dated Abbotiabad the / o2
‘ CC '

l o Lo
Dnsinct Pnlace Officer; H,arrpnr for mformatlon and necessary acfion. -
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ORDER.

" FC Shahzeb No.885, “A preliminarily enquiry was conducted by DSP Circle -

: Ghazi vide his office Memo No'.4$8 dated 03.12.2021, on the complaint of a citizen’

namely Muhammad Tarig. He while posied at PS Ghazi he picked up an innocent citizen
namely Muhammad Tariq s/o Fazal Ghani, /o Charsadda at Haripur By-pass bear

- Panian, implicated in a heinous case vide FIR No. 304 dated 19.06-2021 /s 9-C/CNSA,

PS Ghazi. His act is a severe violation of discipline, a professional dishonesty and a gross
misconduct in terms Police E&D Rules 1975. Therefore, he was served with charge sheet

and stalement of allegations vides this office Endst No.275-76/PA, dated 09-12-2021.

To probe the allegations- Deputy Superintendent of Police, HQrs:, was
appointed as Enquiry Officer, who conducted proper enquiry and submitted his findings,
vide his office Memo No. 977 dated 30-12-2021. The cnquiry officer held the charges of
miscoriduct against the defaulter officer proved and recommended him for minor
punishment “Sioppage of two year increment”. .On receiving the enquify papers and
recommendations of the enquity officer the defaulter police official was called in Orderly

" Room and was heard in person.

. *. ./ing perused the finding of the enquiry officer, relevant record, and personal
hearing of the above mentioned officer, I, am fully satisfied that the charges of
misconduct are proved against the defaulter . police*'_ officer.  Therefore,
I, Kashif Zuliqar (PSP), District Police Officer, Haripur:being competent authority
under the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Police Efficiency and Discipline Rule 1975, awarded

‘minor punishment of “Stoppage of two ear increment with cumulative effect”, with
immediate effect. . '

Qrder announced in his presence.

)

_ Order Book No. __10

Dated. =4 —01—022

]
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