PESHAWAR #
Service Appeal N0.8282/2020 -
Date of-Institution e 23.04.2020
Date of Decision -+ 26.07.2021
N

Shahid Shah Lance Head Constable N0.1996 District Bannu Police
© $/0 Akhtar Ali Shah R/O Village Sadat Madak Shah Surrani Tehsil &
District Bannu. o -
(Appellant)
VERSUS

Inspector General of Police 'Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar and

three others.

(Respondents)- - 1
Bashir Khan Wazir, | -
Advocate ‘ ... For appellant.
Kabir Ullah Khattak, |
Additional Advocate General ... For respondents. .
AHMAD SULTAN TAREEN CHAIRMAN

ROZINA REHMAN .. MEMBER (J)

JUDGMENT

ROZINA REHMAN; MEMBER (J): Appellant has filed the instant service

appeal U/S 4 of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Act, 1974
against the order dated 26.08.2019 whereby he was dismissed from

service.

2. Brief facts of the case are that appellant was enlisted as .- '

, o Constable in the Police Department. A complaint was filed by a pfivate . * {




2
person in respeﬁt of theft of his calr._.Hisl_l,report was entered in shape of
"~ Nagal Mad, which was culminated4into F.I.R No.805 dated 01.10.2018.
During investigation, statement of one Sakhi Jan was recorded who
nominated the appellant for the alleged occurrence. He was issued a
letter in this regard in respect of jnitiation of departmental proceedings
and accordingly, his services were suspended. He was served with
charge sheet and statement of allegations and lastly was dismissed from

service,

3. Learned counsel for the appellant contends that appellant was
proceeded against departmentally twice on the same set of charges and
he was not held guilty by the Inquiry Officer but even then, the
competent authority terminated the services of the appellant with a
single stroke of pen which act of the respondents is against law, facts
and contrary to the norms of justice. Learned counsel submitted that no
proper opportunity of defense was provided to the appellant and he was
condemned unheard. Lastly, he submitted that he was not charged
directly in the case F.I.R No.805 rather he was implicated by one Sakhi
Jan in his statement before Police recorded U/S 161 Cr.PC which
statement is inadmissible in evidence but even then, he was proceeded

against departmentally.

4. Conversely, learned A.A.G submitted that during the course of
investigation, complainant of case F.I.LR No.805 charged one Kamran
alongwith two other unknown accused for theft of his car. He submittéd
that statement of one Sakhi Jan was recorded u/S 161 Cr.PC and
during investigation, he charged the present appeliant for the

commission of offence. He contended that the appellant was found




.
actively involved in _ca»r.__llif‘ti:ng; crimi»ngl'_ __(u:'_as.e, therefore, he was treated
according to iéw and no ‘iIi-egality c'>-r,A irlregularity was committed by the
respondents. He submiitted that D.S.P Saddar, Bannu was appointed as
Inquiry Officer who probed the matter under the cover of specified rules
and after observing all codal formalities, proper ordelr of dismissal from

service was issued.

5. From the record it is evident that one Sakheem Ullah alias Sakhat
was arrested in case F.I.LR No.44 dated 11.0%.2017 at Police Station
Basya Khel who during interrogation nomin’éted the appellant as
accomplice. The accused further disclosed t’hat' the appellant was
involved in sale/purchase of stolen vehicles, therefore, appellant was
proceeded against departmentally. He was issued with charge sheet and
statement of allegation and D.S.P Cantt; Bannu was appointed as Inquiry
Officer to scrutinize the conduct of the official. The Inquiry Officer
submitted his report wherein, he requested for filing of the inquiry
proceédings as there was no evidence against L.H.C Shahid Shah, the
present appellant. Again, he was proceeded against departmentally when
allegedly the present appellant was found guilty and was charged in case
F.I.LR No.805 dated 01.10.2018 registered at Police Station Saddar when
during the course of investigation, co-accused nominated him for the
commission of offence. Charge sheet and statement of allegations were
issued to him once -again and D.S.P, Saddar was appointed as Inquiry
Officer to scrutinize the conduct of the official. The Inquiry Officer
submitted his report and he recommended that the inquiry may be
deferred till the outcome of the criminal case but his aspect of the issue

was not taken care of and the competent authority passed the impugned




order dated 27.08.20_;19,_..w,herebygg.i-th‘eg appellant was' awarded major

|
punishment  of dis'missal from service. Record further shows that
complete Challan in ‘ca"_‘se F.I.R N0.805 dated 01.10.2018 was submitted :
in the court of learned Judicial Magistrate, 'Bannu'and yide order dated l
14.12.2019 of the learned Magistrate in view of an application submitted
under Section 4-C(II) of the Prosecution Act, 2005, accused was
discharged from the allegations leveled against him. Similarly, Challan in
case F.I.LR No. 44 dated 11.02.2017 was also submitted in the competent
court of Law and vide order of the learned Additional Sessions Judge-II1
Bannu, application under Section 4-C(II) of the Prosecution Act, 2005
was allowed and the présent appellant was discharged U/S 265-D of .
Cr.PC. The inyolve‘ment of the appellant in case F.IR No.805 dated
01.10.2018 was the only ground on which he had been dismissed from
service and the said ground had subsequently disappeared through his

£
discharge making him whkich re-emerge as a fit and proper person

entitled to continue with his service.

6. It is established from the record that charges of involvement in the
theft of motorcar ultimately culminated in his discharge by the competent
court of Law in the above-mentioned criminal case and prosecution had
conceded before the competent court of Law regér‘ding the weakness of
the case from the evidentiary point of view as there was no probability of
the accused being convicted Qf any offence. In this respect, we have
sought guidance from 1988 PLC (C.S) 179; 2003 SCMR 215 and PLD

2010 Supreme Court 695.

7. Inview of the above discussion, instant service appeal is accepted

and impugned or_der dated 26.08.2019 is set aside alongwith other order
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on appeal of the appellant and the-appé_llant is reinstated in service with
all back benefits from the date of his dismissal from service. Parties are
left to bear their own costs: File be consigned to the record room.

ANNOUNCED.
26.07.2021

n).

‘ N
(AhmadSultan Tareé
Chairman




Serwce Appeal No. 8282/2020

.| Date of
order/

proceedings

Order or other proceedmgs wath sngnature of Judge or Magistrate
and that of parties where necessary.

2

26.07.2021

Present:

Roeeda Khan,

Advocate -For Appellant

Javid Ullah,

Assistant Advocate General For respondents

Vide our detailed judgment of today of this Tribunal placed
on file, instént service appeal is accepted' and impugned order
dated 26.08.2019 is set aside alongwitﬁ other order on appeal of
the appellant and the appellant is reinstated in service with all
back benefits from the date of his dismissal from service.. Parties
are left to bear their own costs. File be consigned to the record

room.

ANNOUNCED.

26.07.2021

(Ahma n Tareeh)
Chairman
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13.07.2021

4.

Appellant present in person.

Muhammad Adeel Butt learned Additional Advocate General for

respondents present. ,
Lawyers are on general strike, therefore, case is adjournéd to )
26.07.1021 for hearing before D.B. - ¥
\
(Rozina Rehman) L%irman o
Member (J) ]




8282/20 oo
~24.12.2020 Appellant in- person and Asstt. AG alongwrth

Farooq Khan, Inspector for the respondents present.
Respondents No: 1 to 4 ‘have furnished parawise -
comments/reply._ Place_cl ‘on record. The appeal is
‘assigned to D.VB'for.'-h'ea‘ring on 31.03.2021. The
appellant may furn_lsh"rejoinder,'within one month, if
sodesires. . . - |

]

Cha riman

~ 31.03.2021 Appellant present in person

A

Muhammad Rasheed learned Deputy Dlstnct Attorney
for respondents present

Due to general strlke on the call of Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa Bar Councal instant case is ad]ourned to

4 /_£ /2021 before D.B.
)

(Atiq ur Rehman Wazir) - (Rozina Rehman)
Member (E) . Member (J)

04.06.2021 Appellant' preSent through counsel.
o Muhammad Adeel Butt learned Additional Advocate
General for respondents present

Due to paumty of “time, arguments could not - be
heard, therefore, case is adjourned. To come up for
arguments on 13.07.2021 before D.B.

(Rozina Rehman)
- Member (J)




07.09.2020 Counsel for the appeilant present

" Coritends that the appellant was duly discharged by a
‘court of competent jurisdiction: in: criminal cases, wherein, he was
implicated. The factum of discharge was before the filing of
; » revision' petition of. the appe!lant ‘however, -.it- was neither '-
.con5|dered nor the petltlon was decrded by the competent
authorlty
/ Subject to all just exceptiorrs,-in_sfarrt appeal is admitted
| to regular hearing. - The appellant is directed to deposit security

!

fApcslipnt Denosited, o § 5nq process fee within 10 days. Thereafter, notices be issued to the
Se /Pzecess F’e@ ».

- f%w respondents for - submission of written  reply/comments on -
-r(( j

R T et LR R -—«4'2 I I 2020 belole ; B

02.11.2020 _ 'Appellaht is present ‘in person. Mr. Kabirullah Khattak, =
'Addition'al -Advocate General alongwith Mr. Muhammad Farooq,
Inspector (Legal), for the respondents are also present.
- Written reply on behalf of respondents not submltted
Representative of the department is seeking further time for
submission of written reply/comments Tlme granted File to -
come up for written reply/comments on 24.12. %\20 before S.B.

e T {ﬂ\

(Muhamrnad Jamal
Member (Judicial)




Form- A

B FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Court of '
Case No.- ' /g Zg Z’ /2020
1S.No. | Date of order Order or other proceedings with signature of judge
' proceedings
1 2 3
1 21/07/2020 The appeal of Mr Shahid Shah r_esubmltted today by Mr. Bashir
Khan Wazir Advocate may be entered in the Institution Register and put up
to the Worthy Chairman for proper order please.
pr i
REGISTRAR = * ¥
7. This case is entrusted to S. Bench for preliminary hearir;g-‘to be'“put

[2600 -

up there on 6

~

~

CHAIRMAN




The appeal of Shahid Shah received today i.e. 23.04.2020 by Mr. Bashir Khan Wazir,

Advocate is incomplete on the following score which is returned to his counsel for completion

and res,ubyiﬁon within 15 days.
~ Copy of énnexhres -C page 16, copy of page 21 and copy of order dated 29.11.2019 at page
44 are illegible which may be replaced by legible/batter one.

2- Copy of amended Writ Petition mentioned in para-7 of the facts is not attached with the
appeal which may be placed. :

@ Copy of impugned order dated 26.08.2019 is not attached with the appeal which may be
placed.

4- Copy of order of departmental appeal is neither properly flagged nor motioned in the index.
No. [O3© /57
DtAB =24 12000

“

REGISTRAR
SERVICE TRIBUNAL
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
PESHAWAR.

Mr. Bashir Khan Wazir Adv, Peshawar.

ohjeebont o L
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BEFORE THE HON’BLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA

SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR
. . ‘
Appeal No. 8/%8;/2020

Shahid SHah ..cccvverveireeeenrriiireeererrenieeeresnnns Appeliant
VERSUS
IGP, KPK & others ....c.cceviiiiiiainnninnnn, Respondents
| ~ INDEX
S.No Description of Documents Annex | Pages
1. | Service Appeal [~ U
- 2. | Affidavit g
3. | Copy of the CNIC A 13
4. |Copy of FIR # 805 dated B U1y
01.10.2018
5. |Copy of Statement of Sakhi C [6 -
Jan
6. |Copy of letter # 2256/Inv D
| dated 21.05.2019, OB # 565 I7- 23
dated 24.05.2019, charge sheet
| and statement of allegations
7. | Copy of Reply of Appellant E 2L~
8. | Copies of impugned order and F S
Writ Petition and order \ > 132
9. | Copies of the inquiry | G
proceedings and discharge 33~ ho
orders : '
10| Copy of the Departmental H he: Ca
Appeal
11| Wakalat Nama A
2
. - .
pellant |

| - Through '
Dated: 22.04.2020 g - —

BASHIR KHAN WAZIR

Advocate, High Court
Peshawar

4




BEFORE THE HON’BLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
| SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Khvbher P: akhtukhwa
Service Tribunal

: | o }é
Appeal No. %2020 Diary ™ "_L(ig'

| Dam‘?ff5 ZOZO

Shahid Shah Lance Head Constable # 1996 District
Bannu Police S/o Akhtar Ali Shah R/o Village Sadat
Madak Shah Surrani Tehsil & district Bannu

.................. Appellant
VERSUS

1. Inspector General of Police Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
Peshawar

2. Regional Police Officer, District Bannu.

-3. District Police Officer, District Bannu.

4. The Superintendent of Police Investigation Bannu.-

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

APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF THE

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE
Re-su mntted teo —dﬁy ' .

med filed. TRIBUNAL _ACT, 1974, AGAINST THE

A%mfi‘;%, IMPUGNED ORDER DATED 29.11.20109,
Qz

')

WHEREBY DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL OF




THE APPELLANT AGAINST THE ORDER

DATED 26.08.2019 OF DPO BANNU /

RESPONDENT NO 3 WHEREBY THE

APPELLANT WAS DISMISSED FROM

SERVICE AND THE DEPARTMENTAL

APPEAL HAS BEEN DISMISSED BY THE

RESPONDENT NO 2 AND THE

DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL AGAINST THE

SAID ORDER TO RESPONDENT NO 1 HAS

NOT BEEN DECIDED AFTER THE

COMPLETION OF MANDATCRY PERIOD.

Prayer‘in Appeal:

On acceptance of the instant Appeal, the
impugned order dated 26.08.2019 passed by the
Respondent No 3 may kindly be set aside and the
Respondents be directed to restore the Services of

the Appellant with all back benefits.

Respectfully Sheweth:

The Appellant humbly submits as under:-

[T L Y S,



1.That the Appellant is peaceful and law abiding

citizen of Pakistan and is entitled for all the rights

guaranteed by the Constitution of Islamic Republic

of Pakistan,1973. (Copy of the CNIC is attached

as Annex “A”)

. That the Appellant was appointed as constable in

the Police Department and presently he has served
for about 11 years and 8 months bravely and
dedicatedly. During this period the Appellant had

to face very critical situation while discharging the

. obligatory duties of the Appellant but .each time

the Appellant have preferred the interest of force /
department upon the personal interest of the

Appellant even at the risk of the life of the

.Appellant.

. That on 21.09.2018, the private person submitted

written Application to SHO Police station Saddar
Bannu that on date at night time his XLI Motorcar
# 8009-LWM was parked in Baittak adjacenf to his
house and at unknown time somebody has stolen
the same. In this respect report of Private person
was entered in shape of Nagal Mad # 39 dated
24.09.2018 at Police Station Saddar Bannu which
was culminate into FIR # 805 dated 01.10.2018
under section 381-A PPC P.S Saddar. (Copy of

FIR # 805 dated 01.10.2018 is attached

annexure B)



4.That as per record statement of one Sakhi Jan

was allegedly recorded un‘der section 161 Cr.PC
Wherein name of the Petitioner has been alleged
which' is not only inadmissible but also has no
legal sanctity and even no judicial confiscation of
said person was recorded rather he refuted the

allegations so leveled against the Petitioner and as

such pre-arrest bail Application of Petitioner was

confirmed. (Copy of Statement of Sakhi Jan is

attached as annexure C)

. That on such allegations the Respondent No 4

issued letter # 2256/Inv dated 21.05.2019 to
Respondent No 3 for initiation of Departmental
proceedings against the Petitioner and as such
vide OB# 565 dated 24.05.2019 service of the
Petitioner were suspended and he was issued
charge sheet and statement of allegations. (Copy
of letter # 2256/Inv dated 21.05.2019, OB #
565 dated 24.05.2019, charge sheet and

statement of allegations are annexure D)

. That the Appellant plausibly clarified his pdsition

in his reply and justified that he has no nexus

with the alleged motorcar, Private person or its

theft and as such he may be exonerated from.

charges leveled against him, nonetheless, no heed




was paid. (Copy of Reply of Appellant is

annexure E)

. That after the submission of reply the Appellant

was having épprehensions of being dismissal from
service in arbitrary manner, impugned the acts
and omissions of the Respondents before the
Hon’ble Peshawar High court Peshawar in Writ

Petition and during the pendency of the said writ

Petition the Respondents No 3 has been passed

the impugned order on dated 26.08.2019, whereby
the Appellant was removed from service and the

Appellant confronted the said order to the Hon’ble

Peshawar High Court Peshawar and. the Hon’ble

Court has directed to the Appellant to file
amended Writ petition and impugned the said
order. (Copies of impugned order and Writ

Petition and order are attached as annexure F)

.That it is pertinent to mention here that the

Respondent previously involved the Appellant in
another case FIR No 44 dated 11.02.2017 with
malafide intention by the concerned SHO of the
said police station, in which the Appellant was
also charge sheeted and thereafter the Appellant
has submitted a detailed reply to the inquiry
officer, the inquiry officer has exonerated the

Appellant from the said charges and the

- suspension order has been set aside, since then




the Appellant was performing his duties and the
subsequently in the above mentioned FIR No 805
has again involved with the connivance .of. SHO
concerned, in the subsequent case the inquiry
officer has submitted his detailed inquiry
proceedings before the Respondent No 3, whereby
the inquiry officer after conducting thorough probe
into the allegations, concluded that the Appellant
pre-arrest bail had been confirmed by ASJ-II on
23.05.2019 and the case was under trial, hence it
is impossible to form any opinion before the
decision of the court and in the last it was
recommended that the inquiry may be kept
pending till the decision of the coﬁrt but here

again, the competent authority acted totally in

~disregard to the finding of the Inquiry Officer and

imposed major punishment of dismissal from
service upon the Appellant vide DPO office OB No
904 dated 26.08.2019 which is against the law,
discretionary, arbitrary both in law and in fact the
allegations which were leveled against the present
Appellant in above mentioned two FIRs cases in
which the present Appellant was charge under the
supplementary statement of co-accused and later
on the Appellant had been discharged from the
chargés and even no offence is pending against the

present Appellant. (Copies of the inquiry




proceedings and discharge orders are attached

as annexure G)

S,

. That it is pertinent to mention here that once the

Appellant has been exonerated from the criminal
charges on the basis of which he was dismissed
from service, now the Appellant is entitled to be
restored on his service with all back benefit, the
Appellant submitted Departmental Appeal before
the Respondent No 1 & 2 for restoration into
service but no fruitful result Bas been came out,
now being aggrieved from the conducts of the
Respondents approaches this Hon’ble Tribunal

inter alia on the following grounds: (Copy of the

‘Departmental Appeal is attached as annexure

G)

(&ROUNDS:

A.That the Appellant is peaceful and law abiding

citizen of Islamic Republic of Pakistan and is fully
entitled to all the basic and fundamental rights as
enshrined in the fundamental law of the state,

interpreted and guaranteed by the law of the land. |

B.That the acts of the Respondents of not following

the relevant rules, regulations and well known the

~ facts of regarding the Appellant being performed




@

his duty with full devotion is entitled of the

treatment which are provided by law and rules, as

guaranteed by the fundamental rights, however

the Respondents are having been refused to treat
the Appellant as per rules and criteria, is illegal,
unlawful, unnatural, ab-initio, null and void in the

eye of law, hence liable to. be declared so.

.That the Appellant has proceeded departmentally

twice on the same set of charges but in.each
proceedings, fhe. Appellant has not been held
guilty by the inquiry officer thus without proving
the charges, the competent authority has slashed
the service of the Appellant #with a single stork of
pen and the act of the competent authority is

totally biased and contrary to the norms of justice.

D.That the story of prosecution is unbelievable and

the -same has been rebutted by independent
evidence . during the course of departmental

proceedings.

E.That according to police rules 1975, Police Rule

1934, decision of the courts and fupdamental

rights, the competent authority will prbvide a

- reasonable opportunity of personal hearing and

showing cause but no such opportunity of
personal hearing and showing cause has been

provided to the Appellant.




-Ff That according to fhe police Rule, punishment of
dismissal shall be awarded only for the gravest
acts of misconduct but in ’making such an award,
regard shall be had to the length of service of
offender and his claim to pension but the
Appellant ‘was dealt with in contrary to the said
laid down rules without looking into 11 years 8
months meritorious services for the police

Department.

G.That as per police rule, when investigation

establishes a prima facie case against a police
officer involved in criminal _case a. judicial
‘prosecution shall normally follow however, the
matter shall be disposed of departmentally only if
the District Magistrate so orders for reason to be
recorded, but the Appellant has been proceeded
departmentally without adopting the said
prescribed procedure by the authority, thus the
instant proceedings and order passed on the same
~ proceedings is against the spirit of law as well as

justice.

H.That similarly, police rules stipulates that when a
police officer has been tried and acquitted by a
criminal court, he shall not beﬂ punished
departmentally on the same charge or on a

different charge based upon the evidence cited in




the criminal case, unless the criminal charge has

been failed on technical ground etc. The purport of

this rules is that a police officer involved in a

criminal case, will be proceeded departmentally
after tl'lle ‘decision criminal court of but strange
enough, the Appellant has been proceeded
departmentally as well as dismissed from service
prior to the decision of the court which is contrary
to the essence of the police rule 16-3 which clearly
stipulate that a police officer tried and acquitted
by a court shall not be punished departmentally
on the same charge, thus the competent authority
was required to kept pending the departmental
proceeding till the decision of the court as
recommended by the inquiry officer in his finding,
Hence, the order passed by the competent
éuthority is liable to be set aside because the
court has not held the Appellant guilty of the
charges but even the learned Court has released
the Appellant on bail which somewhat tgstify the

innocence of the Appellant.

[. That in nutshell, since the Iinitiation of the

departmental proceeding till its end, the
competent authority has taken each and every
action against the Appellant on bias and thus the
order of the competent authority is liable to be set

aside. Moreover the Appellant will tell the real




. ,’ N
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facts / motive behind these one sided proceedings

during perusal hearing but something are secrets

“and the Appellant cannot bring it into black and

white because of its acute sensitivity.

. That any other ground Anot raised-'here spe’cifically

may graciously be allowed to be raised at the time

~of arguments.

It is, therefore, most humbly prayed that
On acceptance of the instant Appeal, the
impugned order dated 26.08.2019 passed .by
the Respondent No 3 may kindly be set aside

and the ReSpondents be directed to restore the

Services of the Appellant with all back benefits. -

H
—
Aprpellant

. | Through :
Dated: 22.04.2020 I~

BASHIR KHAN WAZIR
Advocate, High Court
Peshawar :




BEFORE THE HON’BLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Appeal No. | /2020

Shahid Shah ..cccccevvveiiveiiiinniiienennnnnn.. _....'..Appellant
VERSUS |

IGP, KPK & others .............. crereaererenees Respondents
AFFIDAVIT

I, Shahid Shah Lance Head Constable # 1996 District
Bannu Police S/o Akhtar Ali Shah R/o Village Sadat
Madak Shah Surrani Tehsil & district Bannu, do
hereby solemnly affirm and declare on oath that the
contents of the  accompanying Appeal are true and

correct to, the best of my knowledge and belief and -

nothing hihs been kept concealed from this Hon’ble
AT
4

"DEPONENT

22).
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..+~ BETTER COPY -~

©  OFFICE OF THE = Y
 SUPERINTENDENT OF POLICE L
INVESTIGATION BANNU

To,

- The Dlstrlct Pohce Ofﬁcer :
‘Bannu

| Subject . INITIALLY OF DEPARTMENT PROCEEDINGS AGAINST"[.' R

ACCUSED THE LHC SHAHID SHAH NO 1996 AT POLICE
POST DARAY PUL POLICE STATION GHORIWALA = -
DISTRICT BANNU - S

Memio:-

It is submltted for favour of mforrnatlon and I'urther approprlate' :
actlon that accused LHC Shahid Shah No 1996 of Operational staff
and _posted at Police Post Dairy. Police Station - Ghoriwala: d1str1ct_ T
Bannu has been charged .in case FIR No 805 dated 01.10. 2018 u/s

- 481-A PPC PS Saddar.

Apphcatlon of investigation ofﬁcer PS Saddar along with copy of
FIR and Report Zimn are submitted herewith for proper departmental

-action against the accused ofﬁmal legal arrest and recovery of theu- .

Motorcar.

Please.

o 'Supeﬁnten’déd of Police ‘
AT o Investigation Bannu.~
No. .- - JInv o o
Copy to Incharge 1nvest1gat10n PS Saddar for mformatlon W/ rto :
his Application dated 26.05.20 19

Superintended of Police -
Investigation Bannu




BETTER COPY

ORDER:

N LHC Shahid Shah No 1996 Posted to PP Daray Pul who was cha1 ged v1de in case FIR No. 805 dated Ol. 10 2018
-U/s 381-A PPC Police Statmn Saddar Therefore he 1s hereby suspended and close to Pohce Lines with 1mmed1ate

effect. .
. OB No. 565
- Dated 24.05.2019

D1str1ct Polxce Officer
Bannu

'No. 3129-33/dated 24.052019

'-‘Copy for necessary actlon to:

1 Reader Pay Officer, SRC OHC, Lmes Ofﬁcer
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| ,STATEMENT OF ALLEGATIONS

C 1, Yasir - Afrldl D1strlct Pollce Ofﬁcer Bannu, 1s competen' L
" authority, and of the opinion that LHC Shahid Shah o 1996 PP Darey .-

- . Pul (Suspended) has rendered. hlmself liable to be proceeded ageunst S

" as he has committed the followmg misconduct within the. meanmg of o
Police Rules (As amended vide ‘Khyber . Palx.h’;unkhwa Gazette +

: _Notlﬁca‘clon No 27th of August 2014)

B SUMMARY OF ALLEGATIONS

That as reported SP. Investlgatlon Bannu v1de letter No 2256 /""_.' - _'
Inv dated 21.05.2019, during the course of 1nvest1gat10n vide in -

.. case FIR No 805, dated 01.10.2018 u/s 381-A.PPC PS Saddar,
"~ LHC Shahid Shah No 1996 was found guilty and was charged in

_ the above mentioned criminal case :
> Such act on his part is agalnst serv1ce dlsmphne and. amounts _
- to gross misconduct,

1. For the purpose of scruti'ﬁizing the conduct of the said accused. »
. with reference to the above allegatlons OSP Saddar 1s appomted-' .

. as Enquiry Officer.

-32; The Enquiry Officer shall promde reasonable opportumty of

hearing. to the accused record statements etc and ﬁndmgs .
. within the targeted days after the receipt of this order. .
' 3. The accused shall join the proceedings on the date, tlme ‘and
. place fixed by the Enquiry Ofﬁcer

' (YASIR AFRIDI) PST

o Dlstnct Police Ofﬁcer - ‘_

Bannu !
No.240-41/SRL © . " Dated27.052010 *
Copies to: | o |

1. The Enqmry Officer 3 ‘
2 The accused Officer / Ofﬁc1al
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- 1- * The Inspector General of Pohce Khyber Pakhtunlchwa

BEFORE THE H ON’BLE PESHAWAR HIGH COURT

EE&IM_WAB

_,;; VERSUS--» NN 2%
. 95‘

2- " The Deputy Inspector General of Police Bannu Range, Bannu. ™ s
| 3-  The District Police Ofﬁcer, Bannu

-4~ . The Superintendent of Pohcelnvestigation Bannu.

5-  The Deputy Supermtendent of Police Rural Clrcle Bannu

. 6-"  SHO Police Statlon Saddar Bannu

-7 ~Mr., Sakhi Jan 5/c Syed Marjan R/o Vll]age Kotl Sadat Surram

' Tehsll & Dlstrlct Bannu

. WRIT PETITION UNDERARTICLE 199 QF THE CONSTITUTION OF THE B

ISLAMIC REPUB LIC OF PAKISTAN 1973

RAYER: S
" 1. ON ACCEPTANCE OF. THE INSTANT WRIT PETITION THIS

"HON'BLE COURT MAY VERY GRACIOUSLY BE PLEASED TO :

' DECLARE DEPARTMENTAL PROCEEDINGS INI'T‘IATED VIDE

. LETTER #2256 DATED 21/5/2019 OF RESPONDENT E7

AGAINST THE PETITTONER AS ARBITR.ARY lLLEGAL'

A AGAINST THE FACTS BASED ON MALAFIDE INTENTION 5

_DISCRIMINATORY AND VOID AB-INITIO

~ 2. THIS HON'BLE COURT MAY ALSO BE PLEASED TO DIRECT -

) 'THE RESPONDENTS TO FORTHWITH RESTORE SERVICES OF

wp4551 2019 shahid shah vs IGP full USB 28 PG




| THE PETITIONER  SUSPENDED VIDE OB #565 DATED -

24/5/2019.

3. THIS HON'BLE COUR’I‘ MAY ALSO BE PLEASED TO DIRECT S

THE RESPONDENTS THAT NO ENTRY REGARDING-.

ALLEGATIONS LEVELED AGAINST THE PETITIONER IN'

“S_'EATEMENT OF ALLEGA’I‘IONS #240 41/SRC DATED

- 27/5/2019 MAY BE MADE IN THE SERVICE RECORD OF .

' PETITIONER

4. ANY OTHER RELIEF DEEMED APPROPRIATE BY. THIS

| I-[ON'BLE COURT AND NOT SPECIFICALLY PRAYED FOR"

" MAY KINDLY BE ALSO GRAI\_JTED -

. INTERIM RELIEF: =

relief in shape of directions to respondents to suspend

de ental

restore servu:es of netltlonm may !qndl\Lbe granted tlll o

- the final dlsnosal ofthis writ Detitlon

- ———*c———.—_————.——“n_*.‘. --—‘ S O — — S
———— e ST E TS T

—— —_——— — —

——1-1 _—

. Notice: . Addresses of partzes gzven above are r:orrect and suﬂiclent S

. for the purpase of service.

A et S . s e ey e St

— i
— —— —_—=== -

—
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- invoke the writ jurisdiction’ of this Hon

e

petitioner and as such prelarrest bail applicaticm of petitionei{

‘was confirmed. (Copy of. statement of - accused Saldn ]an

recorded u/sec. 161 Cr PC is annexed "D")

That, on such 'allega'-tijons,ﬁ.tlhe nespondent #4 issued 'lett‘er'
#2256/Inv dated 21/5/2019 to respondent #3 for lnltlatlon of" :
departmental ploceedlngs agamst the petxtloner and as such :
vide OB #565 dated 24/5/2019 serv;ce of the petmoner were

suspended and he was issued charge sheet and statement of -

#565 . dated 24/5/2019, charge sheet and staternenL of .-

allegations are annexed "B” "F" “G" & "H"]

A and jLiStlﬁed that he has no nexus wn:h the, alleged motorcar,' .

_ respondent #8 or its theﬂ: and as such he may be e;\onerated

t(Copy of reply of pentxorxer is annexed "I")

: Feeli:ng aggrieved, the péti_tioné,r having no othei’_' r.enlédy-".bnt to B

the following'grounds; R

" GROUNDS:

. respondent #8 are false concocted baseless and agamst the‘

' facts and as-such the departrnental proceedmgs 50, mmated -'

wp4551 2019 shahid sh'éh. vs IGP full USB 28 PG

‘ble Court, inter-alia on . .

. aIlegauons (Copy of ]etter #2256/Inv dated 21/5/2019 OB L

o That the petlnoner plaus:bly clanﬁed hIS posxnon in lns reply‘_' Lo

, fl om charges leveled agamsl:lnrn nonetheless. no heed was paid o

' (1) That the alleganons agamst the petlnoner leveled by' .

war Hrgh Court Ce



| Besg‘ectfully Shewerh~ | :
- 1 This writ petltlon is subrnltted before th]S Hon'ble Court as the e
" Hon'ble Peshawar ngh Court Bannu Bench is closed due to : |
oy _-summer vacatlons and the matrer belng an. urgent one. needsv to E R

‘ he heard as early as possrble

The petlttoner is permanent res1dent of Dlsmct Bannu, educated R
| .'pelson peaceful c1tlzen and pubhc servant as LI—IC m Dlstrlct',f '
| _‘Pohce Bannu. (Copy of NlC and service card of peunoner are“‘: |

"am)exed "A_" lvBru)‘:

ATh.at on 21/9/2018 the l'espondent #8 subrmtted wntteﬂ
| j“aPPhCa'Oon to SHO Pohce Statzon Saddar Bannu that on sarne:'.,--"-',f-?'_-ff'
'.‘:date at n1ght time lns XLI motorcar #8009 LWM was parked m B
Balttak ad}acent to Ius house and at unknown tlrne somebody - e
has stolen the same ID thIS respect report of COmplalnan‘c /
.._respondent #8 was entered in shape of Naqal Mad #39 dated' I» BRI
24/9/2018 at Pohce Statlon Saddar Bannu wlnch was-" e i
- .culmmated inito FIR #aos dated 01/10/2018 u/sec 381-A ppcf‘;‘f_f{ |
-.P S Saddar. (Copy of FIR #805 dated 01/10/2018 u/sec 381-A. R

3 PPC is annexed "C”)

- That as per record statement of one.Sakha ]an was‘anegedly | L
. recorded u/sec 161 Cr PC whereln name of petltxoner has been.'aﬁ' e L
-aﬂeged wlnch is not only 1nadm1551ble but also has no Iegalf‘ o
| ‘Séncnty and even no mdlclal conﬁscatlon of sald Pmson' was‘\' o

. . recorded rather he refuted the allegatxons [s] Ieveled agamst the ' t 4

| wp4551 2019 shahid shah vs IGP full USB 28 PG




. w :_

- sanctity and -rather,".r-‘the' same are encroachment upon'the

I o ' fundamental rlghts of petmoner, hence, such act is not a

sustainable in the eye of law

o 2) That the petmoner is puhhc servant as Lance Head Constab]e' -
in Police Department’ and hlS semce record is wnthout sngma-

" and clean.

(3) That, ﬁndingAmaleﬁde,ovnl{eﬁ_or _mo"five and .f-a-ls.e il‘np-iicatioh‘ o
on the face of record; -1‘:'l1e learned lower eourt has conf'rfned
pre-arrest bail pe‘ntwn of the pentloner v1de order dated |
11/6/2019 as such the proceedmgs 50. mltlated agamst the S
petitioner are also hable to be set at naught (Copy of pre-
arrest bail petmon and order dated 11/6/2019 are’ annexed':‘ '

l.l]ll & llI{llJ.-

(4) ’lhat the petmoner l]'lS been made scapegoat in thlS case on- .. e
superﬁc1al grounds whlch act of respondents is pnma fac:e"-: g
encroachlnent upon the fundamental and conshtutlonal R -

r:ghts of petlnoner and agamst the law.

(5) That in light of above, the act of respondents is. totally S
unwarr anted and agamst the law and as such the sarne is

hable to be setat naught

(6) That the pe’nnoners counsel respectfully seeks perm1551on )

of this Hon'ble. Court to advance and rely on addmonal -

grounds at the tlme of heanng of mstant wrxt pentwn.

Wp4551 2019 shahld shahvs IGP full USB 28 PG .~ INER .
S ' - Pespawar High Court




3 CERTiFICATE

- LIST OF BOOKS

For the above merltmned reasons, it is therefore respectfully

B pr ayed that this writ pentmn may gracnously be accepted as prayed for

just to meet the ends of justice. 1, g : Q

Dated: 17/8/2019 . “i?-—"—- 4
: " . Petitioner through counsel:

. IMRAN KHAN DIRMA KHEL
- Advocate High Cpur'; Bannu

It is. to certify that no such peutlon has earlier been filed befm'e tlus , |

Hon'ble Court as per informatioen conveyed to me by my: chent

- IMRAN KHAN DIRMA KHBL
'; Advacate ngh Court Bannu

1- ’I‘he Constitution of Islarmc Republlc of Paklstan 1973
‘2- Case law accordingly. R
3- The precedents of Han' ble Supemor Courts

IMRAN KHAN DIRMA KHL‘L
AdVGcate ngh Com t Bannu

wp4551 2019 shahid shahvs IGP full USB 28 PG




- Bamnu Police S/o Akhatr Ali Shah R/o Village Sadat 7. .
‘Madak Shah Surranni Tehsﬂ & Dlstnct Bannu do hereby - .

Lo BEFORE FHE HON’BLE PESHAWAR: HIGH COURT
: PESHAWAR |

W P No /0019
Shahld Shah ceetvessanres -.a...-.'.'.';.4.....".3.';'..'.-.'..,,..'.-..Pet1t1oner | i ': RN
_ .,.‘.;T‘he 'I"GP' & c;thers ......... ‘ReSP_dllt‘.ients"' :: 4

AFFIDAVI’I‘

1, Shakid Shah Lance Head Constable #1996 Dlstlct_ s

. solemnly affirm: and declare on oath that the contents of
. ~.the accompa.nmng Writ Petition are true and correct to the .
best of ‘my knowledge and belief and nothing has been'- L
concealed frorrr this I-Ion’ble Comt s

ldentified by: . DEPONENT
RS cmc #11101- 3339042 3.
Ce]l #0332.9200416 -

BASHIR KHAN WAZIR

Advocate, Peshawar

., e . . - s ) . . . e B v e e s S e e, . RO e N .

= L R R

ﬂ‘,dfxﬂ/w\,
. Bomp -

) . :
as ourt, Peshawar

UnderArticl 7 1
; uneShahad %/(
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p IN THE PESHAWAR HIGH COURT PESHAWAR

FORM OF ORDER SHEBT QU RT p

P

Date of order
or .7,
proceedings.

"Order or other proceedmgs w:th s:gnature (s) of Jud \9
S NES ),,

- (D

05.09.2019

smm. :

| result of conclusron of mqmry conducted agamst h1rn as such

W.P.No. 455]-P/2019

Present: - Mr. Imran Khan Dxrma Khel, Advocate for the "
petltroner

T

As the learned counsel for the petmoner at 1he

| very outset of hrs arguments stated at the bar that the

‘ petmoner has already been dlsrmssed from hrs servrcc asal|

3

| respect of dismissal of the pehtloner As thls pehtron 1s ml

petmony'i;.-" "

;24 i

Mr. Rab 'Nawaz Khan, AAG for the respondents. |

‘initial stage and the ground agrtated in the petmon is genuine- |
and in order to save compllcatron in fumre the prayer rs_' :

allowed and petntroner is directed" to ﬁ]e amended thc wnt-:' '

requests for amendment m order to further ask for rehef in| - o

Shnhid AL, :Coun Secrey ry, (OWL Justiqe ll_:rnmullnh Khan and Hon'ble Mr.‘.lusﬁ,oc Sohibzads Asad Ullah‘
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This order of the qn.dersigried will dispose of the departmental prbceedings _‘

against accused LHC Shahid Shah Na 1996 PP Darey Pul (Suspended) under Police Rule .
| 1975 kAs amended vide Khyber Pakhtunkhwa gazette Notiﬁcation, No;27"" of Aug'us‘t’.ZOM)' by
Jissuing &harge sheets and statement ‘o'f-allegations to -him for corﬁrnitting the various ty[ﬁes of _'
miscqnduct/alleg{ations from time to f‘ilito anel .':up;u'nl.(:-}I}:(A.'ix'lrm.-nl.ul.pl u'c;uuu'.ng:; wore
Initlated agalnst him on each m‘isconduc;/aﬂegations. withthefol_lowjng.deta{ls& g '

. ALLEGATIONS /DEPARTMENTAL PROCEEDINGS NO.1-

~ One accused namely Sakheemullah aljas Sakhat s/o Zahair Khan r/o K::zm,f Turkhuba )
Domel was arrested in case FIR No.44 dated 11.02.2017 u/s 419/420/468'/47'1/47,2/474“

Shahid Shah. There:fore, the enquiry papers may please be filed, placed at file. C

On the 'instant enquiry, the{ then bPQ, Banﬁu‘ is%ued directjofn's to. 5p

Investigation, Banriy on dated 13.06.201 7"that “as per stateme'n't‘ of the Pn’ncipaii accuséd, )
charge/include LHC Shahig Shah as co-accuséd, arrest him and submjit challan as per law. The.
enquiry file was mirked by Sp !nvestigatipn, Bannu to 1.0 ps Bajsya _Khél for similar action on -

'+ 13.06.2017. S | ,' R o
Later on, he was released on bail vide Judicial M-agis;rate-‘Vl,.'Bahnu jtjd_ément_ .' N

dated 16.06.2017 and his enquiry was kept pending till the decision of the Court. -

ALLEGATIO_NS /DEPARTMENTAL PROCEEDINGS NO.2 i
_ ] ~ ' , C
> That as reported Sp Investigation, Bannu vide letter No. 2256/Inv: dated 2?.05.2019', ‘
during the course of Investigation vide in case FIR No. 805, dated 01.10.2018 u/s5-381-A ~

PPC PS Sadda", LHC Shahid Shah Na. 1996 was found guilty and was charged in athe -
' above mentioned criminal case, ' o

Charge sheet and statement ofallegation were issued to him once again and

uls 381/A PPC PS Sacdar accused namely Sakhi Marjan s/o Said Marjan stated that pe sold the

-stalen car to LHC Shahid for Rs. 160,000/-; Therefore, he has been, charged in this case. on. -
' dqted 23.05‘,20'1 9 the accused LHC has been released on bait by ASJ-lil, Bannu. Fuafthermore, :

/--"‘\...__

T
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 the departmental enqmry proceedmgs Statemerits of SHO; 1.0 and Accused namely Sakh1

l(eeplng in view the posiuon explnlncd abovr: Runnrd perused. ln the llght of -

o

Marjan s/0; .Said Marjan in proccedmos -2, the accused LHC Shahid Shah has been found guilty -
of the charges He is involved in 02 cnmlnal cases of theft which is gross m}scon] uct on. his -
panLand as a member of discipline.For ce hlS action is not accepLable There 1sn| phce for

Criminal in a dlsmple Force. He is a habitual accused The undersagned does not agree WIth'

the recommendations of the enguiry ofﬁcer Hence, I, YASIR AFRIDI, District Pohce Officer,
Bannu, in exercise of the power vested in me under Police Rule 1975 (As amended vide
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa gazette Nouﬁcanon, "No,27™ of August 2014), he is hereby. awarded

Majof punishment of “Dismissal from Service” with immediate effect.
. . W' ° . )

OB No. C? o % a ’

No. /‘3?&?1—56/51«: dated Bannu, the 2 7L/ & 12019,

Copy of above for necessary action to* .
1. Reader, Pay officer, SRC, OHC . e

2. - Fauji Misal Clerk along w1th enqmry file for plaang it m the Fauji ‘Missal of .the
concerned official. ) . - o
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| In the Court of ;
MUHAMMADV TARIQ KHAN, JIJI)ICIAL'MAGISTRATE-_II,

Banny;;

State Versus Kamran etc

Whereas, accused absent, - . |
| :Arguments h'eard and Reco::r?i‘ perus‘ed.- .
Perusal of record shows that Pi‘osecution‘ has conceded
in the appliéatiqn Undé_r Sgction _4-C-.f!. (ID of the Pré)secution Act,

2005, that case in hand is very much wéék from evidentiary point of

‘. VIeW against the accused and there ig no probability of conviction of

i ~ accused in the long run,
4 N In the light of
v Prosecution Act 2005, there i

and compilation,

ANNOUNCED
Q 14.12.2019
-

‘in Agency -
1‘.‘3:2! cgun Benn)




SR L : ,g mednmo 0]‘ Secnon "63 C Cr FC lodav the case was hxcd 101
ST 0 S ﬂﬂmmtr O! ch n“‘ ,ho‘.\m.“\"cr. Prosecution hag already: prayed: for
FJ' , uhschmgc .n!';_;u_'cu.\:gfif‘\"idt‘. letter-No. 1323/Dpp Bannu, available on

(hc lile,

_: 7 Pm usaJ oI lhe wcm d pu“m chC’ Icﬂecis that accused Shahzd UIIah :

lS nol ducc[fy charm d 'n tne FIR I—Ie was unj hcated by Co~

accuscd Sahhmm[ ah 1 his atf-femeut befme the pohce however he

' . h’lS not made any confcsr on befoue a competent comt of Iaw and as’

such. slatulmcnt of aAn ncédsed ILcmdcd dmmn polic'c-cuxtody IS :

Hl;ltAl'lHib\AlbfL m“c\.f”t-dlc;nwl I%c("")!‘, st‘n(‘cnicn'l‘ ol co-nccusi;‘d"'Il-lcrc is

no‘(h;nw to connec,t aécusﬂ Shahid Ullah \-vi'['h the alleged offence.

The smw duw.fopnd by the p O‘C'“LI“(,M is nuihu probable aor aoes

&w\w 11 appeen to a pJAudcnt nﬁm; The #resent-accused after his arrest has
iemamed in: pollce custofy however; ‘Illeither has'he made any

confessmn n01 anythug inc ummmlon has been 1'ecov<=rcc¥ elther

¥

ﬁom hIS possessxon or: upon his pointation, Thexe is nothing on the
dile \\hth Loufu sho\\ mvolvemen: of present L\ccused in such like
“Cases prewousJy}

S. As pu bLCthI’l 705 LJ C) P(. chzn'ge can only be framed if after -

bcrusmg Ih(, bomc ICJJOH sml(:n'ncznts' of PWs and al Ol

docunients and Statements ﬁled by the pros ecution, the Court 15 of

Q?Opxmon that 1hele ] g1 ound fm ploceedmfT W1th the lua! of accus’ed.

' Whereas\vin lhc, p'ekeni case aftm oerusing and’ taking into’

Lozmdcl ation. lhc ‘qu.s Lmd aveilable record, no charge can he
h.unuf as no subst m[m! i lcm tions are available on file against the

) dcousgd fa mg 1'1‘1'1»1] 1bi‘ Procezding further with the case in hand,




Accused Shahid Ullah on bail alongwith counsel and Mr. Latif

Khan, learned APP for the State prese'nt."
Through this order, I mtmd to dlSpOSG of '111 "Lpphcatxon ﬁlcd by thc -

prosecution u/s 4 C(’?) of KPR PLO.SCCUUOD Act’ 2005 -for thel

discharge’ of accused Shahid Kh'ln m tho msmnt case.

Arguments heard and avﬁitablé’recorcl pertis_ed.

Facts ol the case in briel necessary  lor disposal of instant
application are-that on 11.02.2017 at-about 14.00 hours, at Abshar
Chowk, the local police of PS -Basia Khe!, Ban‘nu .apprehended ‘

'lbsconchng 1ccuscd Sakhim Utl'n 'mcl 1* arman Ullah tr avclhng in- .

motorcar bearing No KS-634 Ishmabad The chassxs numbel of a |

we(/!

motorcar was found temper cd 'lnd refitted which taken into custody

vide recovery memo dated 11/02/2017. Murasila was drafted and

was transmitted to the PS. On 'the: strength. of which FIR. was-

registeied.

Absconding accuqud a\hnn Ullal -during “his * interrogation, - -

nominated present petitioner Shahid Ullah,_ as accomplice. Hence,.

the present case.

After registration” of case and completion” of investigation, the
prosecution submitted complete challan against accused facing trial.. - -

Accused vas on’ bail, he was sumnioned dnd .on his appcarance:

belore the Court,. copies were handed over to him within the -




N

10.

s just and Lmbul oh f)ldleiblL C\ Lmatlon 11

I these cireumstances, the apphmhon SlelﬂlUCd by thu plosccuuon

ence,. whlk, allowm'1

k]

apphcahon u/ qccused Sh’ll’lld

54 C 20f th(, piosecuhon Act ’?OOS

Ulllaly s hLiLb)’ dmchmﬂe u/<; 765

| -D" Cr. PC Accused lSh’lhld Ullqh

P

is on bail, therefdl his bml bonds stmd cmcclled 'md hm suxctu.s

are absolved from their imblhms (()1 (Ie/ (mnouncec/)

As proccedmos Lil’ldf)l %L.Lllon 512 (,1 PC h'w 1[1'ez_1dy bCL,n ummlcd o

aoamst clbbel’ldlllC' €O- accuscd S"lk 11mullah 'mcl 1*'11‘

‘mdel No.1§ cht(,d 03/7/0019 thexefme,;;._Pws be summane

g<lulrh
Sy

(AMJAD HUSSAIN)

ADDILIONAL SLSblONb JUD(,E-HL'- N

-~ - ¢ w'Bat“r,e, i

ATT= ,

) % Date of &
SN ‘-ﬁo of sopies i
L : A

a‘”“*”‘ rdinary Fee_. -

/’g 8- Urgent Fee. . oo __ :

G- Taizal Fee: o ,..--——- T

' 19‘/9}/995‘(&@’ ng)xsx _‘ T =

ma_nullc" 1 Vicle .
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BEFORE THE REGIONAL POLICE QF FICER, BANNU REGION, BANNU

S‘ubjégt; APBEAL OF EX-LHC SHAHID SHAH NO. 1996AGAINST THE ORDER OF

DISMISSAL VIDE OB NO904 DATED ) 26-08- ’)01 8. <

Prayer:-

set aside by reinstating the appellant with all back benefits.

Respected Sir,

On acceptance of this appeal, the impugned order of dismissal dated 26-08-2019 may kindly l)@@
),

That thc, appellam has served in police force for about 11 years and 08 months bravely and

The appellant most ;'@Specttfi;!ly and humbly submit as under:-

d;schangmg my obl;;,a;tp_;y dulles bgt gzach. time | haye pn,,fgugd !]]6 interest of

force/department upon my personal interest eyven at the risk of my life,

That during the course of service, one Sakheem Ullah alias Sakkhat S/0 Zahair Khan /o

Kam tarkhoba PS Domel was arrested in case FIR No. 44 _Llai'e_cl 11.02.2017 u/s

running ,lhc b.uS.!n?S.s .o.f stols:n. v.eh;.clf;; Aﬁ¢4= 1@fco.rdmg h!s statement, i.h.s: app.u,ll.csm was
served with charge sheet based upon summary of allegations on that very grounds vide
DPO Office endst No, 136-37/SRC dated 02,5,2019 and the inquiry papers were entrusied
to DSP/Cantt .

10.05.2017 and after 1.ec01=d1.r.1g thc st,c;temer_xts of mdependen.l ewclencst/puson lnchldmz,
SI Nasib Rehman, the then reader RPO Bannuy; the then SHOs of PS Cantt:, PS Basya
Khel and HC Zafer Khan, the then MHC PS City as well as A(]O Special Branch Bannu,
the inquiry officer concluded that nothmg, was found to suppmt the charges, level

against the appellant and further recomnmended that the inquiry may be filed vide

DSP/Cantt dy: No, 147/C dated 03.06.2017,

That the competent authority was required either to agree with the findings of thg E.O or
Denovo the same buf in confrary, he directed. SP investigation that the-appellant be
charged/included as a co-accused following arrest as well as submit challan on the basis

of statement of principle aceused.

381-A PRC PS Saddar and bi’- [nvesuganon adch-essed -DP-O Bannu, vide letter No.

2?36/1nv dated 21,05, 201) to tai\e plopel departmenta] action agalnst the dpp«,llam even

set .of C,h.arges, whercn.n, the qppcl_la.m was ,h.@ld. mnera.ts?d from thc ch.alg,es. but the

competent authority instead of adopting due course of law, apain charge sheeted the

AT
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i,r' appellant on the same set of charges as well suspended vide OB No. 565 dated
24.05.2019 and the inquiry was-entrusted- to *DSP/Saddar Circle, Bannu. The enquiry
: officer; after cond_ﬁcting through probe inta the allegations, concluded that the appellant
. pre-arrest bail had been confirmed by ASJ-iii on 23.5.2019 and the case was under wrial
hence it is impossible to form any opinion before the decision of the court and in the last it
was recommended that the inquiry may be képi pending till the decision of the court but
here again, the competent authority acted totally in disregard to the finding of the Inquiry
officer and imposed major punishment of dismissal from service upon the appellant vide
DPO Office OB No, 904 dated 26.082019 which is against the law, (liscreriona,-ry,
arbilrary both in law and in fact, therefore, not tenable in the eyes of law and that is why,
the appellant most respectfully and humbly prefcrring this appeal against the impugned

order of DRO, inter alig on the following grounds.

" GROUNDS:

0 That the appellant has proceeded departmentally twice on the same set of charges byt in

E | each proceedings, the appellant has not been held guilty by the inquiry officer thus without

proving the charges, the competent aythority has slashed the  service of the appellant
with a single stork of pen and the act of the competent authority is totally biased and

contrary (o the norms of justice.

. That the story of prosecution is unbelievable and the same has been rebutied by

independent evidence during the course of departmental proceedings.

r v That according to police rules 1975, Police rule, 1934, decision of the Courts and
;-': fundamental rights, the competent authority will provide a reasonable opportunity of
2‘ . personal hearing and showing cause but no such opportupity of personal hearing and
- showing cause has been provided to me.
; ' 1
. . That according to police rule, punishn‘geng of dismissal shall be awarded only for the
graves! acts of misconduct but in making such an award, regard shall be had to the length
of service of offender and his ¢laim to pension but the appellant was deall with in contrary
to the said laid down rules withoyt looking into my11 years & month meritorious services
for the police department.
;;',' ° That as per police rule, when investigation establishes a prima faci¢ case against a police
} . . officer involved in criminal case, a judicial pgfosec,ugion shall normally follow however,
g?-’r ‘ the matter shall be disposed of dcpartmenlaily only if the District Magistrate so orders for
3';" reason 1o be recorded, bul the appellant has been pyoggeded departmentally without
E ‘ adopting the said prescribed procedure by the authority, thus the instant proceedings and
E- ’ order passed on the same proceeding is against the spirit of law as well as juslice.
%i } . . That similarly, Police rule stipu]_ates that when a police officer has been tried and acquitied
%}‘: by a criminal court, he shall r;b,t be puniéh,ed departmentally on the same charge or on &
| PR

i T L, ot e

YN =LY



different charge based ypon the evidence cited“in the criminal case, unless the criminal
charge has been failed on technical grour’!t;ii}@t@; The purport of this rule is, that a police

officer, 1nvolved in a criminal case, will be prq,cccd‘e.d d'epa_rtmentally after the decision of

Ws?ll as dismiss.ed fy.om-. service P‘é‘m;@ to thﬁ d.eelsron Of 1!1@ court whwh. is contrary (o the
‘essence of the palice rule 16-3 which clearly stipulate that a police officer tried ;;1'1cl
competent a,uthor!.ty was :z@gu.l.r@d 10 1<.‘_ept _psndmg the d@p:c}rtm.cnl@l pnpce,edmg ull the
decision of the court as recommended by the inquiry, officer in his finding, Hence, the
order passgd by the competem' auth_orit—y is li;able 1o be set aside bggausg the court has nol

,,,,,

app@tl:om.t on b,all whigh, sommhaﬁ t@ﬁ?sfy th.e jnnocence .Of th_,e app.sfl.lant:

In nutshell since the ipitiation of the departmental procegdings till ips end, the competent
authuuly has taken each and every action agamsl the appellant on bias and thus the or du
r.ea! fa.ct.s/m,tiv@ behin,.d 111@5@ one sided proce.edm.gs durm.g nerson:al .h,earmg but
something are secrets and the appellant can not bring jt into black and white because of ils

acute sensitivity

.....

D.PO may gl:.acmusl-y be set .as;d..e and th,e- app@,llant may be 1-'ema,l.at9d into service wuh. .cxll

back bengfit please.

Appellant..

LX L.H.C C9u131a1)1¢-
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i EORPARTIENT

oRogR . .
-y this order will disposc off departmental appeal, proferred by F-f ric JF

T MOOTRSE o district police Cannu, wherein, hé has prayad for set.ins o oL

sisnnent of “dismissal from service”, IMPosed ‘upon him by DPO Banru; vic
A . .
3. 200G,

2]

-

Ve 2 0

.

service record and inguiry file of the appellant was perused. The apmuil At
Ao aiferded opporwunity of perscial hearing in orderly rocm today- oy 4

X S SRR
connection with his instant departmental appuai at hie did not substantiaio his 1t noa. L

Shar e

Therefore, |, Abdul Ghafcor Airidi, Roegional Police Otheer, o

o i el T o the powers vasted in me under Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Polic: @

< innitied 1 2014) hereby file nis appeal and endorse the punishment awardod AT
s e BDUHCED :
(ABDUL GHAZOGR aFie . oy
*Ragional Potice Uty
- . ! .
~Bannu Region, tain.
N B ) =3¢ , .
b, 44 51 JEC, dated Rannu the & e HEn9 ! :
\-‘;
S Ul CRCer, Boin cor induiaation and wraction v oty Lo
Chemnlovated 090092019 aluns with Qupartmenaal ncuiry e o) g -
Dol s which may be acknowleidged DCase.
;
(ALDUL GHATCOR 5 :
Regicaal Toiice 011
Dannu Roemon, wdare
[ '
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OLa@q; w Mfmeﬁ a«ﬂoLa»Q
3?%6&4 Ex.- LH;_M/?SAA,QJ ?M No : 1996 oﬁ
Dwﬁw_t %L,u. Bam'wb(; wﬂwu.w:, b has p CA '5“" "

rswlwl(j ardle  Thn f«mwémw,t "‘5 a&AM 6\470 dorvies,
mpace wpon bim by DPO” Bammec 5 Vide Ordet-
No | Dolzd 26.08.2019 .

SwuwWMW'DL ‘ e
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pmmaﬁ % am ﬁdaﬁ
Dalv.e(- 28.11-20 40’?)04&0&47) wb“v M MAM
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ORDER ANNDUNCED

. BOUL, GIAFOOR_4eiby 1))
No: W3] fec ,datid Bomoe 291(205  Reponsl Pluce Officssc
Dosﬁwt%hu-oﬁb%&amm Bme%m&/wmk

loL /_m. auu oS. 4 ut‘}ajm%

Aﬁwl— GUMBOR AFRID|
Resrodl Police Officch
 Pammat. Rngm Brmmes -




The Inspector ‘General of Police -
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar

Su‘bgect APPEAL AGAINST _. ORDER_ 'DATED 3

A29 11. 20 19 WHICH WAS CONVEYFD TO

AFTER. EEW DAYS OF ‘RPO BANNU

: .

THE APPELLANT ON DA’I‘ED 16.12. 2010.'"".‘
' AND PROPERTY REC‘ IVED THE ORDFR:':

WHEREBY DEPARTMEN'PAL APPEAL OF-

APPLICANT AGAINS T ORDER DA’I‘ED;_':i-"z"‘: R
26.08.2019 OF DPO BANNU WHEREBY] o
APPLICANT WAS REMOVE}J FROM SERVICE PR

espec tfally bheweth

~ Police DepartmenL and plescnlly he h’lS sew(,d fox" .

mtemst of force / department upon my Der%oned e

E\)

. That Applicant was appomred as constable i th

about 11 ycars "Ll’ld 8 months hravely and",

dedicatedly. Durmcr this penod the Appellant had:to T

obhcatory dut1es but each t1me I have preferred the

interest even at the risk of the hle of the Appell’mt .

. N A . ‘ ' \
That during the course ol service, one Sakheem .

Uliah  alias Sakkat S/c Zahir Khan R7o Kam

tarkhoba PS Domel was arr ested m case FIR No 44| '
dated 11.02,2017 u/s 419/420/468/471,'479/a/4 '

face very cr1t1ca1 snuatwn Whﬂe d1schargmg my B
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3. That in the response to the charge sheet

. PPC PS BAsya Khel and during the intérrdgation,‘.he' ‘

was compelled under a planned _scheme, .. to.

nominate the Appellant as a accomphce as well as.

running the business of- stolen Vehlcle. After -
recordmo his statement, the Appellant was served

with charge sheet based upon summary of

allegations on. that very grounds v1de DPO. OfflCC |
endst No- 136 37/SRC dated 02. 05.2019 - and

1nqu1ry papers were entrusted to DSP / Cantt

h .

!
Appellant submitted. deta1led reply on 10.05: 2017

and after reco dmg the statements of mdepcndcnt

evidence / person including SI ‘\las1b Rehman the

then reader RPO Bannu; the tnen-SHOs of PS Cantt
PS5 Basya khel and HC Zafer Khan the then MHC
PS city as well as AGO Specral Branch Bannu the

inquiry officer concluded that nothtn0 was found to. )

support the charges leveled aoramst the Appellant T
- and further: recommended that the 1nqu1ry may be T

fled vide DSP/Cantt dy: No: 147/ dated S

03.06.2017.

4. Thal the competent authority was recquired either to -

agree with the fmdlngs of the E.O or Denevo the .
same but 1n contrary, he chrected SP- 1nvest1gat10n |
that the Appellant be cnarcred /- included as a co-

accused followmg arrest as well as submit. challan o

~on the basis of statement of prmcrple accused




e =

5 That subsequently, the Appellant charged in case |
[/ FIR No 805 dated 21.05.2019 U/S 381-A PPC PS
- Saddar and SP Invcst1gat10n add1 essed DPO Bannu |

vide letter No 2256/1nv dated 21 05. 2019 to take

proper departmental actlon agamst the Appellant o

~even prior to thls departmental proceedmgs Were'

complctcd agfunst the Appellant on the same set of '

charoes Whereln the Appellant Was held exonerated '

from the charges but the - competent author1ty -

instead of adoptmg due course of law, agfunst".

charge sheeted. the Appellant: on' the ‘same set of - N

charges as. “well suspended the OB No 565 dated;.l." _‘ i

2405 2019 and ﬂ"p 1nqu1ry Was entrusted to’ DSP/ EP
Saddar circle, Bannu The enqu1ry Off1cer aftel

| conductmor through probe 1nto the allegatlons

concluded that the Appellant pre arrest ba1l hadff"‘_'-‘_"

been confirmed by ASJ-II on 23.08. 2019 and the

case was under trial, hence it is 1mposs1ble to form‘ ; L

any opinion before the de0151on of the court and 1n;_

the last it was recommended that the mqulry may:

be kept pending L the dec1s1on of the court but

here again, the competent authonty acted totally m' . BT

c_;dlsregald to the flndmcr of the Inqulry Ofﬁcer and"', L

imposed major - pumshment of drsmlssal from{.g

service upon the Appellant vide DPO Offlce OB No '

904 dated 26. 08:2019 VVthh is aoamst the laW

discretionary, arbltrary both m  law and n fact the

- allegations Wthh were leveled aoamst the present |

. Appellant in’ above mentloned two FIRS cases 1n"-~_




which the present Appellant was charge--under"the- |
supplementary statement of co—accused and later on
, the App_ellant.had been discha_rged from the Charges 3
| "and even no offence is pending -agai.nst-the pr_esent

Appellant.

6. That it is pertinent to mention here- that on'ce: the

Appellant has been exonerated frorn the crlmlnal

- charges on the bas1s of whlch he was dlsmlssed' . ‘
from serv1ce now the Appellant 1S entltled to be.u_.:

§ - : .restored on hlS service Wlth all ~back benef1t '_

| " However the Appellant aggrleved from the above;'f--.'f -
mentloned orders and -did. not restore on- SeI'VICe-::j"“‘ e

with the follovvmg grounds 1nter alla_:.k -

GROUNDS:

“A.That the Appellant has proceeded departmentally}""‘"'
twice ‘on the same set . of charoes but in . each |
proceedmgs the Appellant has not been held GLulty. -_ .
by the inquiry offlcer thus \mthout provmg the L
'charges the competent authorlty has slashed theh.
serv1ce of the Appellant W1_h a smole stork of pen f": .

" and the -act: of the competent adthorlty is totally'.. )

biased and contrary to the norms of JLISthG

B. That the story of PYOSGCUUOD is 1 nbehevable and the e

same has been rebutted by 1ndependent ev1dence

during the course of departmental proceedmgs




:C Thar ‘according" to police Rules 1975 lDolice-'Rule
1934, de01s1on of ‘the courts and - fundamental .
rlghts the competent authorlty will prowde a
" reasonable opportunity of- personal hearmg and

showmg cause but no such opportunlty of personal-

hearing and showing cause has. been. prov1ded to"‘ ‘

ERE R . me.

D That accordmg to police Rule punishrnent'- of

dismissal shall 1oe awarded only for the gravest acts

- et

of misconduct but in making such an award recard

h1s claim to pen31on but the Appellant Was dealt -

R T AR i

Wlth in contrary to the sa1d la1d down rules Wlthout '
looking into 11 years 8 rncnths merltorlous 861\71068 "'

f B _ | for the police department

involved in criminal case a JlelCIal prosecuuon shall
~norrnally follow however, the matter shall ’be' B
disposed of departmentally only Af the D1strrct :

Magistrate so orders for reason to be recorded but:- |

the Appellant has been ploceeded departmentally

‘without adoptmg the said- prescrlbed procedure by - -, .
the authorrty, thus the 1nstant proceedings - and

order passed on the same proceedmvs 1S agamst the L

spirit of law as well as justice.

~shall be had tO the length of serv1ce of offender and o o

E.That as per police rule whcn investigation. o

establishes a prima facie case- agalnst a pohce off1cer




F. That s1m11arly, Pollce Rules stlpulates that when a.

police officer has been tried and acqultted by a
criminal  court, he shall not De pumshcd

departmentally on the same charge or on a dlfferent

charge based upon the evidence . cited  in the

crzmlnal case, unless the cnmmal charge has been

falled on techmcal ground ete. The purport of th1s.

rules is that a police offlcer nvolved. in a crlmlnal_ﬁ . - |
case, will be proceeded departmentally after the o

- decision criminal court of but strange enough the_ '

Appellant has been proceeded depaltmentally as

well as dismissed from serwce pr1or to the dec1s1on

of the court Wthl’l is COIltI‘al'}l to the essence of the""l o
pollce rule 16-3. Wthh clearly stlpulate that a pohce‘. " "

: offlcer tr1ed and acqultted by a court shall not bei |
'punlshed departmentally on the same charge thusﬁ‘.v’”

the competent authonty was requzred to. kept,",}.'jfv' o

pending the departmental proceedlng tlll

decision of the court as recommended by the mqulry'?il”. -_
officer in his f1nd1ng Hence the order passed by thef_;:
competent authority is llable to be set a31de beCause S

the court has rot held the Appellant O’Ullty of the "

charges but even the learned court has released the . |

~Appellant  on . bail whlch somewhat test1fy the-‘--.

Innocence of the Appellant

G That in "nu't'sl'i'ell smce the 11’11‘r1atlon of thel' :

clepartmental proceedmcrs tll its: end the competent. |

: authorlty has taken each and every act1on aoamst o
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oK | Do the Appellant on. b1as and thuS Lhe order Of the
,.:"-'.competent authorlty is - hable to be set aSlde
o Moreover the Appellant wﬂl tell the real facts .
? o o | | motive beh_lncl1 th¢Se one_,mded_proceedﬁmgs du?mg

T . perusal heegririg but Some"chin‘g"i'é{fe‘ secrets andthe

Appellant cannot- bring it into” black -and white -

K . ‘

e because of its acute sensitivity. -
r-;é ’

4

Keeping in view the above, _it'~is,, t_he;'efpfé,
réquésted that the impugned-ordef pasged,by DPO
-and RPQ may graciously be‘:"s_et aside and ‘, the
i f‘f' ' ' Appellant may g‘raci:ously.Abe’ re:in'stat‘ed'. into ‘serVii;é,.. Y

- with all back benefit.

=Appé11_ént -'
Dated: 24.12.2019 . -

Shahld Shah T
Ex-LHC Constable RU
, Constable No.1996. -
‘ fCell #. 0332 9290416
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BEFORE THE HONGCURABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL

PESHAWAR
Appeal No.8282/2020

"\

Shahid Shah Lance Head Constable No. 11996, District Bannu Police s/o Akhtar Ali Shah r/o
Village Sadat madak Shah Surrani Tehsil & District Bannu ... ~ Appellant

The Inspector General of Police Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.

Versus

....... ... Respondents

PARA WISE COMMENTS/REPLY BYRESPONDENTS NO.1 to 4.

‘Respectfully Sheweth

Preliminary Objections

1.
2.
3.

7.

That the appeal.of the appellant is bad by law and limitation.

That the appeal is not maintainable in its present form.

That the appellant has concealed the actual facts from thisHonorable
Tribunal. |

That the appeal is bad due to mis-joineder  and non--joinder ofnecessary
parties.

That the appellant has not approached the Honourable Tribunal with clean
hands. |

That the appellant has got no cause of action and locus-standi to file the
instant appeal. ' |

That the appellant has been estopped by his own conduct.

OBJE(.TIONS ON FACTS:.

.. Pertains to personal record of appellant,hence, needs no comments.

Correct to the extent that the appellant was employee of Police Department
and during service he performed routine duty.

-Pertains to record of police station Saddar, needs no comments,

Correct to the extent that statement of Sakhi Jan was recoded u/s 161 Cr.p.C.
During course of investigation. Complainant charged accused namely Kamran
s/o Hamza Ali r/o Hai-bakDautat Khan Surani along with two other unknown
accused for the offense of car lifting. The accused Kamran did not surrender
himself before the local police and was absconding, challanu/s 512 Cr.P.C was
submitted to court. Later on, the local police of PS Faqir Abad District Peshawar

arrested the accused Kamran in other cases vide FIR No.683 dated 02.05.2019




u/s 381-A PS Fagir Abad Peshawar and FIR No.157 dated 19.02.2019 u/s 392 PPC
PS Vehari Punjab and was also arrested in Case vide FIR No0.805 dated
01.10.2018 u/s 381-A PPC PS Saddar District' Bannu u/s 54 Cr.PC.

During interrogation, the accused Kamran disclosed the facts that he sold the
case property (vehiclé in question) to Sakhi Jan s/o Syed Marjan r/o Kotki Sadat
at Rs.1,40,000/- which was further sold by Sakhi Jan to petitioner Shahid Shah
No.1496/LHC at Rs.1,60,000/-. The accused further disclosed that SakhiJan and
Shahid Shah are partners in this episode. in light of the statement of the main
accused Kamran, Shahid Shah (petitioner) and SakhiJan -were properly charged
by complainant on 17.05.2019. ’

Sakhi Jan was arrested by SHO PS Saddar, during the course of investigation he
also testified that he sold the vehicle to Shahid Shah (appellant).

5. Correct. The petitioner was found actively involved in car lifting criminal case,
therefore, he was charge sheeted and inq‘ui ry proceeding was initiated.

6. Incorrect. During the course of investigation, accused Sakhi Jan testified that he
sold the stoten vehicle to Shahid Shah.

7. Incorrect. After proper inquiry conducted by DSP Rural Circle Bannu, LHC Shahid
Shah No.1996 was found responsible for the charges and after observing all
codal formalities, legal order of removal from service was issued in accordance
with rules.

8. Pertain to record, hence needs no comments.

Incorrect. The appellant submitted appeal before the Worthy RPO Bannu Region
Bannu, (Respondent No.2). The appeal of the appellant was thoroughly checked
but no clue was found to interfere in the order of Respondent No.3. (DPO

" Bannu). Furthermore, criminal proceeding has no effects on departmental
proceeding. Both are parallel and can be decided on its own facts findings
report. The charges have been established against the appellant during
departmental probe.

OBJECTIONS ON GROUNDS

A. Pertains to record, but the abpellant has actively participated in dealing of
stolen property which is highly objectionable.

B. Incorrect. The appellant~ has been treated according to law/rules and no
illegality/ irregularity was committed by Respondents Department nor violated
any fundamental rights of appellant.

C. Incorrect. The DSP Rural CircleBannu was appointed as Inquiry Officer. He
probed the matter under the cover of specified rules i.e. Police Rules
1975wherein the charges were established and recommendedfor appropriate
punishment to the competent authority.




]

D. Incorrect. The appellant was associated in the subject criminal case by the co-
accused namely Sakhi Jan. Investigating officer declared the appellant
responsible for the charges. The said chargés were properly probed in.
departrh_ental proceedings which were established and after observing all codal
formalities, appellant was awarded punishment commensurate to the proved
charges. .

E. Incorrect. Proper opportunity of personal hearing was provided to the appellant
but he badly failed to explain the charges and substantiate hlsmnocence

F. lncorrect The petmoner was’ treatedin accordance wrth facts ‘and rules,
however, the punishment is concerned,it was awarded after establishment of,
the charges and recommendations of the inquiry officer. /

G. Incorrect.According to ESTA Code, it is established principle/law that inquiry
proceedings/ trial of the case are two different things, it can be initiated at the
same time and the proceedings/ trial make conduct parallel.

H. Pertainﬁ to record. Hence, needs no comments.

. Inco'rrect; There is no mala-fide on the part of Respondents Departme;nt. Al
actions taken by the Department are based on bona-fide, and there is nc bias
against the appellant on the part of high upns The punishment awarded to the
appellant after proper proceedings of inquiry and after establishment of the

- charges, the impugned order of dismissal was issued. ,
J. The Respondents department may kindly be allowed to advance any, other
| grounds & material as evidence in the time of arguments.
PRAYER:

In view of the above stated facts, it is most humbly prayed that the

appeal of the appellantbeing not maintainable, may kindly be dismissed with

Superifitendent of Police, District Police Officer,
estigation Bannu

: Bannu '
(Respondent No.4) : (Respondent No.3)
Regional Police Officer, Inspector{Gépéral of Police,
: - Bannu Region, Bannu . Khyber Pakhtunkifwa, Peshawar
| (Respondent No.2) (Respondent No.1)
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BEFORE THE HONOURABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL
PESHAWAR T ‘ I
Appeal N0.8282/2020 |

Shahid Shah Lance Head Constable No. 1996, District Bannu Police s/o Akhtar Ali Shah r/ o}
Village Sadat madak Shah Surrani Tehsil & District Bannu ~ .oeverreeannn, Appellant

|

Versus

The Inspector General of Police Khybér Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar. ’ |

Respondentsf |
| |
AUTHORITY LETTER.

'r

Mr. Muhammad Farooq Khan, Inspector Legal is hereby authoréizc—:d
to appear before The Service Tribunal Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawaf on

behall of the undersigned in the above cited case. ' )

‘ |
He is authorized to submit and sign all documents pertaining to

the present appdal, L l

|

Supefintendent of Police, " District Police Officer, !
nvestigation Bannu - ‘ . Bannu o L/

(Respondent No.4) - (Respondent No.3) I

Regional Police Officer, Inspector al Of Police,
Bannu Region, Bannu ' Khyber Pakhtunkhv4, Peshawar
(Respondent No.2) o (Respondent No.1) {




. . L
* .
,. poT—

KHYBERPRKMKWR All . communications should be

. addressed to the Registrar KPK-Service
SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESH_AWAR_ Tribunal and not any officialby name. |
No. | "),570 /ST . '
) Phi- 0919212281
Fax:- 091-9213262
o Dated: _°3 / "(? 2021 : 0 ¢
To
. The District Police Officer,
Sl - Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,

Bannu.

Subject:  JUDGMENT iN APPEAL NO. 8282/2020, MR. SHAHID SHAH.

| am directed to forward hereWith a certified copy of Judgement dated
26.07.2021 passed by this Tribunal on the above subject for strict compliance.

.. Encl: As ébove

REGISTRAR |
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICE TRIBUNAL
 PESHAWAR




