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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL.
PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No. 5185/2021

BEFORE: SALAH UD DIN 
MIAN MUHAMMAD

MEMBER{.1)
MEMBER(E)

IVIuliammad Zahid S/O IHiihammad Ishaq, (Ex-Constable Beit 
No.4668) R/O IVlofiallah Achar Deh Bahader, Tehsil & District 
Peshawar.

{Appellant)

VERSUS
1. Govt: of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, through Chief Secretary, Khyber 

Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
2. Inspector General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
3. Superintendent of Police, Headquarter, Peshawar.

{Respondents)

Present:
ASIF ALT SHAH, 
Advocate For Appellant.

SYED NASEER UD DIN SHAH, 
Assistant Advocate General For official respondents.

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

21.04.2021
,28.04.2022
.29.04.2022

JUDGEMENT.

MIAN MUHAMMAD. MEMBER(E):- The service appeal in

hand has been filed under Section-4 of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

Service Tribunal Act, 1974 against the impugned order of respondent

No.4 dated 08.02.202.1 whereby the appellant was dismissed from

service and appellate order of respondent No.3 dated 06.04.2021

whereby his departmental appeal was rejected. Both the orders have

been impugned and are under scrutiny belbie this bench lor

adjudication.

02. Briel tacts leading to institution of the service appeal, as arrayed 

in the memorandum of appeal, are that the appellant was serving as

constable in respondent-department. It was on 11.11.2020 that he was
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nominated in FIR No,482 registered at Police Station Rehman Baba 

Peshawar under Section 324 PPC, later on altered to Section-302/15-

AA. He managed BBA from the competent court of law and

jurisdiction on 14.01.2021 which was confirmed on 18.01.2021. Based

on the said FIR, the appellant was proceeded against departmentally 

and oifculmination of the proceedings, he was awarded major penalty 

of dismissal from service vide impugned order dated 08.02.2021

against which departmental appeal was preferred on 12.02.2021.

Flowever, his departmental appeal was rejected/filed vide appellate 

order dated 06.04.2021 where-after the instant service appeal was

instituted on 21.04.2021.
/

03. On admission of the service appeal tor regular hearing, 

respondents were put on notice to submit their defense through 

reply/parawise, comments with connected documents in the case.

Respondent-department submitted the requisite reply/parawise

comments. We have heard learned counsel for the appellant as well as 

learned AAG on behalf of the respondents and gone through the

details with their assistance.

04. Learned counsel for the appellant while opening to address 

his arguments contended that the appellant had been serving as

Constable in the respondent-department since 2007. Fie was

nominated in FIR No. 482 dated 11.11.2020 under Section-324 PPC

but converted into Section-302 PPC after the death of deceased who

happened to have been his real sister. Fie obtained BBA from the

competent court of law on 14.01.2021 which was confirmed on

i 8.01.2021. The appellant was also acquitted by the court on the basis

of a genuine compromise vide order of AS.l-X-111 Peshawar dated

14.06.2021. It was further argued that departmental proceedings were
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held in a haphazard.manner and no proper enquiry proceedings were 

held in the prescribed manner. Neither his reply to the charge sheet/ 

statement of allegations., lipr reply to show cause notice or

departmental appeal was ever considered before passing the impugned

order dated 08.02.2021. The appellant was acquitted by the court on

the basis of compromise of the parents of deceased who did not want

to further prosecute the case against the appellant. According to

plethora of judgements of superior courts, every acquittal by the court

of law is Honorable acquittal and as such after acquittal of the

appellant he was innocent and departmental proceedings were liable to 

have been set aside. However, the legal obligation incumbent upon the 

respondents was deviated from. The impugned order dated 08.02.2021

and appellate order dated 06.04.2021 are therefore illegal, unlawful, 

issued with malafide intention and harsh in nature, may graciously be

set aside and the appellant be reinstated in service with all back

benelits, he concluded.

05. Learned Asst: AG conversely contended that the

respondent-department initiated proceedings against the appellant for

gross misconduct as he was involved in FIR No. 482 under Section-

302 and Section-15-AA PPG. He was provided ample opportunity of 

self defense to prove his innocence and awarded him the major

penalty of dismissal from service after completion of all codal

formalities. The impugned orders have been issued in accordance with

law/rules are therefore, valid and legal. He requested that the appeal 

being devoid of merit may kindly be dismissed.

06. It is evident from record that the appellant himself lodged 

ITR No. 482 under Section-324 PPG on 11.11.2020 against unknown

accused for the commission of offence when the deceased Mst. Rema
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(Sister of the appellant) sustained fire arm injury and who succumbed

to injuries after 26 days. FIR No. 482 was then converted into Section-

302 and 15-AA PPC. He was placed under suspension and charge

sheet/statement of allegations dated 29.12.2020 was issued to him for

gross misconduct”. The appellant was granted interim pre-arrest bail

by competent court of jurisdiction on 14.01.2021 which was

confirmed on 18.01.2021. It is not disputed that the appellant

associated himself with the enquiry proceedings and appeared before

the enquiry officer, negating the charge as baseless because he had

never been involved in the murder of his deceased sister. The

appellant himself registered FIR No. 482 and took her injured sister to

the hospital and looked after her in I.CU till she died of injuries after

26 days of the un-fortunate incident. Since the appellant was innocent,

therefore, father and mother of the deceased patched up the matter

with the appellant facing trial and pardoned him unconditionally. The

enquiry officer recommended '‘suitable punishmenf’ and not major

punishment of “dismissal from service” to be awarded to the

appellant. Moreover, the show cause notice dated 28.01.2021 issued

under Rule 5 (5) of the Rhyber Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules, 1975 did

not specifically indicate the kind of penalty tentatively decided to be

awarded to the appellant.

07. We are therefore of the considered view that statement of

the appellant submitted on 25.01.2021 to the enquiry officer as well as

statement dated 26.01.2021 in response to charge sheet/statement of

allegations and reply to show cause notice dated 28.01.2021, have not

been taken into account which speaks volume of his innocence who

seems to have been grilled on the sole ground of being a personnel of

disciplined force. It is an established fact that the appellant was neither
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arrested nor he remained behind the bar, rather he made himself

available to the enquiry officer and was associated with the

disciplinary proceedings under taken against him. On acceptance of

compromise statement of the parents of deceased by the court and his

acquittal by the court of law is nothing but an honourable acquittal, 

which quashed away the vary and basic charge he was proceeded

against departmentally.

08. As a sequel to the above, the instaiit service appeal is 

allowed by setting aside the impugned orders and the appellant is

reinstated into service with all back benefits. Costs shall follow the

event. Consign.

09. Pronounced in open court in Peshawar and given under our 

hands and seal of the Tribunal this 29''’ day of April, 2022.

TZ?
(SALAH UD DIN) 

MEMBER^

(MTAN MUHAMMAD) 
MEMBER(E)

i
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Joint statement of

1. Muhammad Ishaq S/O Muhammad Ismail (father of deceased).
2. Mst: Saeeda W/O Muhammad Ishaq (mother of deceased)

Both R/O Mohailah Achar Deh Bahadar, Peshawar on oath.

Stated on oath that we are parents as well as legal heirs of deceased Mst: 

Reema Bibi who was murdered and in this regard case FIR No.482 dated

11.11.2020 U/S 302 PPC was registered at PS Rehman Baba, Peshawar, 

have patched up the matter with the accused facing trial and have pardoned him i 

the name of Allah Almighty and also waived off our rights of Qisas and Diyat. We 

have got no objection if this Honorable Court acquit the accused facing trial in the 

instant case on the basis of compromise. In this respect copies of our CNIC

Ex.PA & Ex.PB. It is pertinent to mention here that the deceased was unmarried.

RO&AC 
14/06/2021

Now we

m

’s are

tiim iii

Mst: Saeeda (momer M^eceased) 
CNIC No.17301-3182885-4

Muhammad Ishaq(father of deceased) 
CNIC No.l 7301-7572470-9

Muhammra Sajid, 
ASJ- Ji, Peshawar

f
9^
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FORM “A”
■>;

FORM OF ORDER SHEET

IN THE COURT OF MUHAMMAD SA.Tm. ASJ-XTIT.

PESHAWAR

'ihmi.

Sessions Case #14/SC

The State - r- Vs — Zahid

Serial No. 
of Order or 
Proceeding

Date of 
Order or 
Proceeding

Order or other Proceedings with Signature of Judge or Magistrate 
and that of parties or counsel where necessary

1 .2 3
OR...-03 14/06/2021

Mr. Jamshaid Khan PP for the State present. Accused 

Zahid on bail present. Today Muhammad Ishaq and Mst: Saeeda 

appeared before the court and recorded their joint statement to 

the effect that they being parents as well as legal heirs of the 

deceased have pyched up the matter with the accused facing trial 

and have pardon him in the name of Almighty Allah by waving of 

their rights of Qisas and Diyat and have got no objection over the 

acquittal of the accused facing trial in the instant case.

Allegations against the accused acing trial are that he has 

committed the qatai-i-amd of Mst: Reema by firing at her. Hence the 

instant case.

•v

gd/lK

(S:;

• t

A, ^
' j

r. /
.1. In view of the above discussed facts, since the parents 

who are sole LRs of the deceased have effected a genuine 

compromise with the accused facing trial and they while recording 

their joint statement shown their no objection over the acquittal of 

the accused facing trial from the charges leveled against him in this 

case. The LRs of the deceased also mentioned in their joint

i

::a ^w'-
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■Serial No. 
of Order or

Date of 
Order or Order or other Proceedings with Signature of Judge or l^gistrate 

and that of parties or counsel where necessaryProceeding Proceeding
Contd...3 14/06/2021 compromise statement that the deceased was unmarried. The

compromise appears to be genuine and without any duress and 

coercion, I, therefore, while accepting the compromise acquit the 

accused facing trial namely Zahid from the charges leveled against

him in the case in hand. Accused facing trial is on bail, his sureties

are relieved from the liabilities of their bail bonds.

Case property if any be kept in fact till the expiry of 

period of appeal/revision and thereafter be disposed off according 

to law. File of this Court be consigned to the record room after 

completion and compilation. 7
Announced

(Muhamn]^ Saiid) 
ASJ-Xni, PESHAWAR.

14/06/2021
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ORDER

29.05.2022 Counsel, for the appellant present. Mr. Naseer-ud-Din Shah, 

Assistant Advocate General for respondents present.

02. Vide our detailed judgement of today placed on file

(containing 05 pages), the instant service appeal is allowed by

setting aside the impugned orders and the appellant is reinstated

into service with all back benefits. Costs shall follow the event

Consign.

03. Pronounced in open- court at Peshawar and: given under 

our hands and seal of the Tribunal this 29"^^ day of May, 2022.

T
(SALAH-UD-DIN) 

MEMBER (J)

(MIAN MUHAMMAD) 
MEMBER (E)



Proper D.B is not available, therefore, case is adjourned 

to J_/ J- /
23.1i.?.021

for the same as before.

Reader
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28.04.2022 Learned counsel for the appellant present. Syed Naseer- 

ud-Din Shah, Assistant Advocate General for the respondents 

present.

Arguments of both the parties heard. To come up for 

order on 29.04<^2 before D.B.

-Cvj-

(Mian Muhammad) 
Member (E)

(Salah-Ud-pin) 
Member (J)
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Learned AddI, A.G be reminded about the omission 

and for submission of reply/comments within extended 

time of 10 days.

16.08.2021
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PreliminaryCounsel for the appellant present.02.07.2021

arguments heard. ■ •

Points raised need consideration. The appeal is 

admitted to regular hearing. The appellant is directed to 

deposit security and process fee within 10 days.

Thereafter, notices be issued to the respondents for

/ submission of written reply/comments in office within 10 

days after receipt of notices, positively. If the written 

reply/comments are not submitted within the^'stipulated 

office'shall submit the file with a report of non- 

"c'ompliance. File to come up for arguments on

!
I

f
'«.* /1
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23.11.2021 before the D.B.

* ^

Chairman



1\ 'Form- A

FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Court of

/2021Case No.-

Date of order 
proceedings

Order or other proceedings with signature of judgeS.No.

1 2 3

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

Haseenullah Gamaryani Advocate may be entered in the Institution Register 

and put up to the Worthy Chairman for proper orderlplease.

07/05/20211-

vJJ
REGISTRAR '

This case is entrusted to S. Bench for preliminary hearing to be put2-

saMjoA V'up there on

1♦

r



The appeal oj’ Muhammad Zahid Ex-Constable No. 4668 Peshawar received today i.e. on 

21.04.2021 is incomplete on the following score which is returned to counsel for the appellant 

for completion and resubmission within 15 days:-

1, Copies ol‘ finquiry Report and Final Show Cause Notice are not attached with the appeal 

which may be placed on file.

No. /ST,

Dt. <3 3/gS /2021 CUL*
REGISTRAR 

SERVICE TRIRUNAL 
KllYBER PAKH rUNKHWA

PESHAWAR.
Mr. Hascen IJllah Gamaryan, Advocate
Peshawar.

/C
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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL K.P.K.
•S' "

PESHAWAR
Service Appeal No. £2021

Muhammad Zahid
Appellant

Versus

Government of KPK,.& Others
Respondents

INDEX

S.NO. I PARTICULARS I ANNEXURES | P/NO.
1 Memo of Appeal

/ - S“

2 Affidavit 6
3 Copy of FIR, Bail Application & Order 7 - IBA,B&C
4 Charge Sheet & Reply D&E 17 - '2.)
5 Dismissal Order dt:08.02.2021 F 2-2-
6 Departmental appeal & order G&H ^5 '
7 Wakalathnama

Petitioner
Through

HASEEN ULLAH GAMARYANI

•
&
ASIF ALI SHAH
Advocates, High Court 
Chamber:
3-A, Haroon Mansion, 
Khyber Bazzar, Peshawar. 
Cell:0333-9006806 

0300-9597866

Dated: 21.04.2021
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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL K.P.K.

PESHAWAR 0.. 1 ^

ii98i ,Service Appeal No., /2021
\

Muhammad Zahid S/O Muhammad Ishaq, (Ex-Constable Belt 
No.4668)
R/ O Mohallah Achar Deh Bahader, Tehsil & District Peshawar.

Appellant

S'

Versus

1. Government of KPK, through. Chief Secretary KPK, 

Peshawar.

2. Inspector General of Police, KPK, Peshawar.

3. Capital City Police Officer, Peshawar City.

4. Superintendent of Police, Headquarter, Peshawar.
'•Respondents

APPEAL U/S 4 KP SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT 1974

AGAINST THE ORDER OF RESPONDENT NO. 3

DATED:06.04.2Q21 WHEREBY THE APPEAL OF THE

APPELLANT AGAINST THE IMPUGNED ORDER
Mile^tp-day

RETECTED AND DISMISSAL ORDER OF

OF RESPONDENT N0.4 DATED: 08.02.2021. HAS

APPELLANT ISSUED BY RESPONDENT N0.4

DATED: 08.02.2021 WAS MAINTAINED.
e 53
3 ft0, I

. V»
PRAYER IN APPEAL:

ON ACCEPTANCE OF THIS APPEAL THE ORDER

OF RESPONDENT NO. 3 DATED: 06.04.2021

WHEREBY THE APPEAL OF THE APPELLANT



/.

AGAINST THE IMPUGNED ORDER OF

RESPONDENT N0.4 DATED: 08.0Z2021. HAS BEEN

REIECTED AGAINST DISMISSAL FROM SERVICE,

MAY KINDLY BE REVERSED AND RESULTANTLY

THE DISMISSAL ORDER OF APPELLANT ISSUED

BY RESPONDENT N0.4 DATED: 08.02.2021 MAY

KINDLY BE SET ASIDE AND THE APPELLANT

MAY BE REINSTATED IN SERVICE WITH ALL

BACK BENEFITS.

Respectfully Sheweth:

1. That the appellant was serving in Police Department as 

Constable Belt No.4668 in District Police, Peshawar.

2. That the appellant was performing his duties to the 

satisfaction of his high ups but on 11.11.2020 the appellant's 

younger sister got fire arms injury and the appellant has been 

involved by the local police on the suspicion in case FIR 

No.482 U/S-302 PPC & 15AA of Police Station Rehman Baba,

of District Peshawar. (Copy of fir is attached as annexure-A)

3. That the appellant due to harassment by the hands of the local 

police, surrendered and got bail before arrest from the 

competent court of law which was confirmed by Hon'ble

Additional Sessions Judge-VII, Peshawar. (Copy of Bail Applicati::. 
and confirmation order are attached as annexure-B&C)

ion

4. That the respondents started proceedings against the 

appellant, the appellant joined the proceedings and submitted 

the required replies and documents as per requirement of the

inquiry committee. (Copies of charge sheet & others are attached as 

Annexure-D&E)



5. That when the appellant appeared before respondents and 

submitted the true facts but Respondent No.4 without 

touching the real of affaires of the case passed the dismissal 

order of the appellant vide impugned Order dated: 08.02.2021.
(Copy of dismissal order is attached as Annexure-F)

6. That the appellant approached to respondent No.3 after 

getting knowledge of the above illegal dismissal, and filed a 

departmental appeal against the above impugned order which 

. was entertained and decided vide impugned Order

06.04.2021. (Departmental Appeal & impugned Order dated:06.04.2021 

attached as Annexure-G&H).

on

are

7. That the appellant now approaches this Honourable Tribunal 

against the above said order on the following grounds 

amongst the others.

Grounds:

a) That the aforementioned orders of dismissal of the 

appellant are illegal unlawful without authority / 

jurisdiction and being based on the malafide intention 

is liable to be set-aside.

b) That in inquiry proceedings as prescribed under the 

prevailing laws was never ever conducted, still in the 

findings of the punishment was awarded the major 

penalty of dismissal from service without mentioning 

any reasons and passed the impugned orders illegally.

c) That the punishment awarded to the appellant was not 

proportionate with his fault / negligence and he 

awarded the maximum punishment and the punishing 

authority did not fulfilled the legal requirement and

was



passed the impugned order, which have no value in the 

eyes of law.

d) That no process/procedure as prescribed in the service 

laws were ever adopted by the respondent department, 

which is the basic requirement under the prevailing 

service laws/rules.

e) That no legal requirement has ever been fulfilled in the 

appellant case and this factum is clear from the 

impugned orders, hence, the orders were passed in 

haphazard manner and liable to be set aside

f) That the dismissal order of the appellant was not in 

accordance/in-proportionate with the allegations 

leveled against the appellant and it was a harsh 

punishment as against the negligence whatsoever 

mentioned in the proceedings.

g) That the appellant would be acquitted from the charges 

leveled against him and every acquittal in the eye of 

law is honorable acquittal, hence the impugned order 

of dismissal from service on this ground is nullity in 

the eye of law.

IT IS, THEREFORE, HUMBLY PRAYED THAT ON 

ACCEPTANCE OF THIS APPEAL THE ORDER OF

RESPONDENT NO. 3 DATED: 06.04.2021 WHEREBY

THE APPEAL OF THE APPELLANT AGAINST THE 

IMPUGNED ORDER OF RESPONDENT N0.4

DATED: 08.02.2021, HAS BEEN REIECTED

AGAINST DISMISSAL FROM SERVICE^ MAY

KINDLY BE REVERSED AND RESULTANTLY THE



DISMISSAL ORDER OF APPELLANT ISSUED BY

RESPONDENT N0.4 DATED: 08.02.2021 MAY

KINDLY BE SET ASIDE AND THE APPELLANT

MAY BE REINSTATED IN SERVICE WITH ALL

BACK BENEFITS.

ANY OTHER RELIEF WHICH THIS HON'BLE 
TRIBUNAL DEEMS PROPERLY AND HAS NOT 
BEEN ASKED PROPERLY MAY ALSO BE 
GRANTED.

Appellant 
Through:
Haseen Ullah Gamaryan

&

Advocate High Court, Peshawar
Asif Ali Shah

Dated:21.04.2021

VERIFICATION;
It is verified that (as per information given me by my client) all the contents of 
the instant appeal are true and correct and nothing has been concealed 
intentionally from this Hon ble Tribunal.

Advocate
Note:
That no such like petition / Appeal on this subject matter has earlier been filed 
before this Hon'ble Tribunal.

Advocate



BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL K.P.K.
PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No., 72020

Muhammad Zahid
Appellant

Versus

Government of KPK,.& Others
Respondents

Affidavit

It is hereby solemnly affirm and declare on oath that all 

the contents of the instant appeal are true and correct to the 

best of my Knowledge and belief and nothing has been 

concealed intentionally from this Honourable Court.

Depcment ^

02> I
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Y PETORE THE HQH^BLE sessions judge. PESHAWAR

I!
! institution Branch (Sessions), 

New Judicial Complex, 
Peshawar

: ?
Cr.Misc(aBA)_ N.o, ,/202U: .

■ f
j !

• «_Muhammad Zahid S/o Muhammad ishaq R/o Mohallah 

Achar, P,0 Deha Bahada.r, Tehhl & District Peshawar.

1 ...... Accused/Petitioner

S
\ ■•; i

Versus rl
f. l.'I'ic State Respondent 1

ICase FIR No.482, Dated 11.11.2020
Charged u/s boa P.P.C,

Police Station Rehman Baba, Peshawar.

•j

'j
K

ASi ■ i!;
!•: 'I
j)|

PETITION UNDER SECTION 498 3
i; ■MlCr.P.C FOR THE CONCESSION OF 

PRE-ARREST BAIL TO
I

THE
ACCUSED/ PETITIONER TILL FINAL

:h

DECISION OF THE CASE.

0
E_?.?P.?ctfujly^he weth:

1. 'that the above captioned case has been rehstered

ihe report; of petitioner being complainant.. (Copv of FIR
!

is annexed).

on
I

1
2. That cuTerwards during investigation Uie petitioner has 

subrnihed his written statement w]-ieroin he disclosed 

tha.t on the day of oecurrehcc, he was in severe shock

T

>11 zo'.’o.i'o.iM\

At rh!
.,r

'■ r

(K- ^

!■



1 •

2 '
■■-'■a

' 'i
and icnsion due Lo the sudden incident, therefore, he

could noi. Lniderstnnd the, actual bjk:1 real facts and
i ■

reported':Lhe matter to the police as described'in the 

I'lR inadvertently.

1

;
1f

I.

;
I i\

1 1

That in the subsequent sta.ternent, the petitioner 

narrated the actual facts of the incidents.

•53.

I

fhat instead of conducting invesugation on the line as

described in the afterwards slatemenh the local police

of tlie concerned Police Station during investigation
.a.

suspected the petitioner as accused and going lo arrbst 

him, maiafidely and unjustifiably.

4.i

i
i

X

,);

i. IJ

It

vb. , 1'hat initially the case was registered u/s 324 P.P.C but 

latci' on altered to section 302 P.P.C, after the death of 

the deceased the.n injured.

1
•i
I

t
That the petitioner is absolutely innocent iiv the case 

and his mother also supports the version by submitting 

wriitcn statement during investigation.

6. t

■! . ■

s

■iThai, as the petitioner apprehends his arrest by the
i

local police as lime and again they teiephonically asked 

the petitioner to join the investigation as accused.

V

t

That section of law leveled in the case is absolutely not 

applicable against the petitioner.

, 8. I

A ■>
■['hai the petitioner is pea’ccful and law abiding citizen 

and government servant, hence there is no 

ap[>rchension of his abscondance, if released cn bail.

j9.
I

3
1
i

JiJ] Cj r ■.
i•tiv; jail, A-y.x

f

2 5 .f.6(vbn;i ;■:

1
I
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3

I

5r 10. ihal. ihe puliiioner will join the invosligation when
• ' a •

- rcqui-red-.ancl wl)S fully cooperate with the investigation 

■ agency.

1 j.'. 'That the peti.tioner .is rea.dy t6;tumish reliable sureties 

■■ .0- for the satisiaction of this Hon’ble Court.

'si 1
I

1
■I
I
i

§
!t is, therefore, humbly pj-ayed that on acceptance 

of the instant petition, the pre-arrest bail .may kiri'dly be 

. granted as prayed for.

1

'

&
T
I

Accused / Petitioner
Through

. ,1 -------
Muhammad Safdar Khan
Advocate Supreme CourtDated: •24,12.2020 II

C E R T I F I C A T E:

1No such like Pre-Arrest Bail petition has earlier been filed by 

the accused/'petitioner before this Honhie Court.
ii

1
f,

AD VOC AT.E4
: A F FJ DAVIT

I, Muhammad Zahid S/o ivluharnmad Isha.c[ R/o Mohaliah 

Achar, P.O Deha Bahadar, Tchsil & District Peshawar, do 

• hereby solcmniy affirm and declare on oa.th that the

-il
f

I

i-contents of the Application are! U'ue and correct to the best 
*^01' n:\y k.nowledge a.nd belief a.nd nothing has been, kept

concealed from this {•I'o.ir’ble Court.
. 1

ATTo^'' '-T

5
.■■I
I

D'E- P ON E N T
A

V,

■v^

02: i
//

1 •

n'V'iiwn’ Sarliiir .\Uii!.iini;i:ul 'liiiud tii IKK' !?.i; .'b'^U Jni < fTTiSESi1
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Joim SiaiemeiU of . . • u i'
. Mst Saeeda w/o Muhammad Ishaq aged about d2 years imoiher ol

• i
ft/

1
V (ieccascd) \

2 Muhammad Ishaq s/o Muhaiumad Ismail aged about 6! years {lather 
of deceased)' both c/o Mohaliah Acliar Deh Bahadar Peshawar:

>
on

□alh;

f• i
Staled that we arc legal hcirs/parenis of deceased Msi. Rcma who was

:.. \
sustained' injuries 'and in this respect the accuscd/'compiainant 

Muhammad Zahid (brother Of deceased) lodged a report vide case hlii 

No. 482 dated ll/M/2020 u/s 324 PPC of Police Station Rehman.

registered 'wherein unknown accused were charged for the1* Peshawar was
commission of offence. Later on Mst Rema succumbed to her injuries

and died and section, of law was converted to section .302 PPC and 

complainant of the instant, case was cliargcd in the instant case as 

accused. Now we being parents of the deceased don't want to further 

against accused (Muhammad Zahid) as he is

1;

I
i

i

!•
i

prosecute the instant case 
• innocent and falsely been charged by the police paiiy. Since, the accused

iiV

■ •; !
t

is innocent, therefore, we all the legal heirs (being sole legal heirs/parcnis 

of the deceased) have patched up die matter vviili the accused facing trial 

and have pardoned him unconditionally in the name of Allah Almigiiiy, 

The deceased was unmarried. The compromise is genuine and effected

without force, and coercion. Now we have got no objection if the BBA ot
I y

the accused'petilioner is coniinned or later on acquitted ot the charges 

leveled against him. The compromise deed affidavit are Ex.PA & PB 

while Copies of our CNlCs tire Hx. P-1 and P.x.P-2.

(
;

i
i

I

i

)

RO & AC 
14/1/2021

!
•/

Shajtld Menmood 
AddI: Sessions.ludge-Vjl, 

Peshawar.

1

;

Mst Saeeda w/o Muhammad Ishaq
(Mother of deceased) CKlC NO 17301-3182885.4

Mulr^mad Ishaq s/o Muhammad Ismail 
Father of deceased CNlfc No 17301-7572470-9

. ,.h;
) A •'ft

QZy

■l!

TiSTlB
2 5

\
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J' I 4 •I f
'b



■i-

«• *
f-

‘ IN THE COURT OF SI'SAHID [VIEHMQQP,
ABOmONALSESSIONS JUDGE-VII, PESHAWAR 

^ ' FORM “A”.
■ FORM OF ORDER SHEET.
Muhammad Zahid Vs state & others

Y;< *
I V

■ • "v.

Case No.-i *!v Order or other proceedings with Signature of Judge Or
• • Magistrate and that'of parties or counsel, where necessary

■,! Dale of. 
Order or 

proceedings

Serial No. 
Of Order or 
ProceedingsI

32I
Order....# 18.01.2021

i'i
ii- Mr. Muhammad Khalid, Sr. PP for the state present. 

.4ccused/pelilibner on ad interim pre-arresl bail present.
i'
ti

.1

!
The accused/petitioner namely Muhammad Zahid s/o 

Muhammad Ishaq seeks his ad-interim pre-arrest bail in 

FIR No: 482 dated 11/11/2020, U/S 302 PPC, 

registered at Police Slaiion Rehraan Baba Peshawar.

[i
j

i
1

case
i

'1

I
1

On 14/l/2021,:MsLSaeedaw/o Muhammad hshaq (mother.b!

I 1
■i of deceased) ! and Muhammad Ishaq s/o Muhammad 

Ismail {fathe^ of the deceased) alongw'ith counsel

'A
i ^

\ vll .1
t

appeared and j informed the court about thiP factum of 

compromise affected between the parties, in this respect,
V N; ?

\

their joint statement was also recorded wherein they

affirmed that they have slated that since the accused is
■ i

innocent, they have patched up the matter with the 

accused/'petitioner and have pardoned him in the name of

.4
1.

. T
5

I

I

Almighty Allah, and that they have got no objection, ifA

the BBA of the accused/pciitioner is continued or later on

acquitted from the charges leveled against him, as they

arc no more interested in the fuitlier prosecution of case.
i

They lurlher stated that deceased was unmanned.
t

if
1

I

2 5 lAfi
1

"I?

r\'. S.



1-! ' . •
A5 poi- record.,licctpcd/pclilioncr is ciiargcd u/s 302 PPC

i
• /

and the sections of iaw is conipoundable hence, sendiiia 

ticcused/pctidoncr behind the bar would ser\'e no useful
f ^ 1
iV. .,

I! i

■iV;
purpose,; if lie, is to be subsequently released, on bail. 

Moi-eover, the cqinplaimint party is also not iiiterested in 

further prosecution of instant

't
I

i sT 91

case. Above all, 

accused/petilioner has already joined investigation and 

sending him behind the bar will be useless-rather having

1

.I

1

negative impact!f

■ ■' Ai.
'A1!

I.i For the above given reasons, accused/petilioner deserves 

concession of graiit of ad-interim relief of release
I * , -

arrest bail, hence, petition is allowed, ,ad-interim

on pre.j

.1

;! ‘

pre-

arrest bail already granted to the accused/petitioner is\

hereby confirmed on existing bail bonds. Record be
I '

returned. File jbe consigned to record room after 

compilation and completion.

Pi
i

‘i 1
ii i

:

Announced:.
/y

18/01/2021 r;

Shahid .Mehmood, 
AD&SJ-VII, Peshawar,t

' *4
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CHARGE SHFFTi

I' *v
•ii■ i I; SuperintencJent of Police; Headquarters,; Capital City Police 

■ Peshawar, as "
I

i a competent authority, hereby, charge that 
Constable Zahid Khan No.4668 of Capital City Police Peshawar with the 
following irregularities.

1

t
"That you Constable Zahid 'Khan No.466R while posted 

Shah Qabool, Peshawar were involved in a criminal 
No.482 dated' li;i:1.2020 u/s 3,02/15-AA PS Rahman
amounts to gross misconduct on your part and is against the discipiine 
of the force."

at PS : 
case vide FIR 

Baba. This i

;
0 '

You are, therefore, required to submit your written defence within 

seven days of the receipt of thiS'Charge sheet to the Enquiry Officer ■ * 

committee, as the case may be.

Your written defence. if any, should reach the Enquiry 

Officer/Committee .wiiithin the specified period, failing which it shall be
i

presumed that have no defence to put in and in that case ex-parte 

action shall follow against you.
i

Intimate whether you desire to be>teard in person.
",

A statement 'of allegation is enclosed.

!•

SUPERINTENDENT 0 

HEADQUATORS, PESHAWAR



' ( I, Superintendent of Police, Headquarters, Capital City Police 
Peshawar as a competent authority, am of the opinion that 
Constable Zahid Khan No.4668 has rendered him-self liable to be 
proceeded against under the provision of Police Disciplinary Rules- 
1975

V

STATEMENT OF ALLEGATION

'That Constable Zahid Khan No.4668 while posted at PS Shah 
Qabool, Peshawar was involved in a criminal case vide FIR No.482 
dated 11.11.2020 u/s 302/15-AA PS Rahman Baba, This amounts to 

gross misconduct on his part and is against the discipline of the force."

For the purpose of scrutinizing the conduct of said accused with 
reference to the ^ above allegations an enquiry is ordered and 
----------^____ is appoint&u as Enquiry
Officer.

%

2. The Enquiry Officer shall, in accordance with the provisions 
of the Police Disciplinary Rules, 1975, provide reasonable opportunity 

of hearing to the accused officer, record his finding within 30 days of 
the receipt of this order, make recommendations as to punishment or 

other appropriate action against th^^ab^sed.

3. The accused shall joih.^he proc^ing on the date tirn/ and 

place fixed by the,Enquiry Officer.
I

SUPERINTENDENT OF POLICE, 
HEADQUARTERS, PESHAWAR

/E/PA, dated Peshawar the_^

----------- j—;------------y ' is directed to
finalize the aforementioned departmental proceeding within^ 

stipulated period under the provision of Police Rules-1975. 
Official concerned

No. /2^ 72020

Pif1

2.
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case vide FTP tne dllegati^s th?»t- —^»^o58 of CapitalB„ta. ■'ated lI.i;,.202o'i;'

i

'(s.
i

?

I

charge sheet Tn'd ’'''^s placed

appointed as e O allegations,
report/finding that action and
force. The E.O further recoi mfw ^SainstX
alleged officiai vide Enquiry ReXt h)?^

under ■ i
and issued DSP CiviKjecretariat

was
submitted 

. cllscipllned 
1^7/p w ^ P'^^'shment, for
137/R dated 26.01 2021

it

the I

1
I

notice to whXhe" 

satisfactory.

i

received A
t

Show cause
explanation found

■ !:

un- ;I :
1

From ■;

on record/the undXgnef 
No''.4fil« Involved ..

Ru]pgTa7FT-~!7®^^^-disiT!issed

enquiry papers & other 
ca^iie j: 
in crirfi

r1 I

Q.^conclusion that thlf^ir'^'

“SESfcregAg® ,
(•!

1 •IfroI ;

'I
# *

i' i) 0■••I :1
'* ♦!
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f .HEADQU^R¥ERs,\gP°^^«

72021

f

P 4
OB.

No.
^~~r~T‘----------------- -

.} ■ 1

T-—/ Datdd ■/? ,.i!:
■;r\ I

J;,i

/PA/SP/dated Pesha 

Copy of above is forwarded for i -

Pay Office, OASI
CRC & FMC along-with

i 4

war the.d?^ /_j£^2021
;

information & n/action\ V' to: i
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BEFORE THj. CHIEF CAPITAL CITY POLICE
OFFICER, PESHAWAR.

9

jV 'c
1

'i
•1 )

Oc'i-.;'! I incill- ni.)|-.icMl Ih

Offio^ Order dated: 08.02.',2021 of Hon'ble 

SP l-lf::ad Quarter vide which the 

of the appellant were terminated with out 

cons'uering the actual / factual position 

of th/..:: case.

imi'M i j-'.i'K M i('
'
i

1

services
1

_Respected Sir!
f. 1
■ I I•5' IThe appellant: rios'i humbly submits as under:

1. That due to a ;..i.rushap the appellant’s sister got fire 
arm injury on 11.11.2020 and the ■ matter iwas
reported by the .appellant to. the police and in this 

regard FIR Nc.482 dated: 11/11/2020 has been 
registered. ! ^ ■ , .' ■

i[

I
! ;< I

;

2. That the appellant was in stressed condition and 

bus3^ in hospitC ofhis.sister- medication because his 

sister was admitted in ICU and later o:n sne died to 
the sad injuiy.

3. That d,ue to that ncident the appellant’s family 

in great stress cud the locaT police''increased their 
miseries and o;u ihe direction of i'O theyrppeliant got 

BBA from the cou|rt of law and by this 'way the 

appellant was invoh/ed in tiie instant case.
4. That the BBA iyas confirmed by the coj;!.ccrned'courL 

of law but cuj’ing this time the ' departmental 

proceedings hen been initiated. The appellant joined 

the departmental jiroceedings and the reality has 

been . given t!i rough written replies that I 
innocent and i ;ain tiof involved in the murder of my 

younger siste:r'jm.t j:he local police and,the enquiry 

officer did nor consider my submission and passed
■ the inrpugned t/rder, by awarding major penalty-i.e 

dismissal from sei'vice. ' ' A '
o; That the appe lamt is the only source of bread 

butter of his fa':nily and how'being the elder son of 

the fanuily wou.u murdered the 3^oungcr sister, the
iutjufiy d/iicti i iespeCtcj^i SP Ncadqharter did no!'
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;;•a
consider this thing an|d passed the dismissal order

I

from service besides the fact that the appellant have 

served for long 12 year's.
6. That there is no complaint in the whole service nor 

from the Officers / officials neither from the public 
at large against the appellant. ' - ■

7. That the apperianhs ' family (old age parents & 

tender age siblings) firstly suffered mentally by the 

sudden death of the fairy of tlieir family and 

secondly due to the attitude of the local police and 
thirdly due to the hnlawful / unconshtutionai 

departmental proceedings.
8. That dismissal order dated:08.02.2021 is against 

the law and reality, and merits reversal,
9. That the dismi'iisal order is passed in hast and

jumbled manner and the iota of evidence available
1

on record is not considered, hence, the impugned 
order may be set-asid^e and the appellant, may be 

reinstated in ser\ice frcjm the date of dismissal.
That the there is no legal embargo in allowing in the 
instant appeal. ,
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It is, therelore, ihost humbly prayed that on
■ I ■

acceptance ol this appeal the impugned order 

of dismisstd order dated: 08.02.2021 may 

kindly be set-aside. and the appellant ma}^ 

kindly be reinstated in service with all back 

benefits,. . • . 7 ' ■ !.
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•iGratitude 
fx-. Cc.)ns(;il)l(' 
Zahid KJiai^ 

■No.4668

O',

i. .i-<:•. :
t !

i ■

■ -i
Dated;12.02.2021

i

f'- :■: s.v '.J!
! ■?-i. r 1

(Copies of relevant docuiTKmts are attached)
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I.I CAPITAL CITY POLICt U»-riC£:K
PESHAWAR

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

iV

I©
n

ORDER

departmental appeal preferred by . Ex- Constable j 

awarded the major punishment of “Dismissal from,Service’
This order will dispose of the 

Muhammad Zahid No.4668 who was 
under PR-1975 by SP/HQrs Peshawar vide OB No.469, dated 08-02-2021.

t

vide FIRHe was proceeded againsi dep’artmentally for involvement in criminal case 

No.482, dated 11-11-2020 u/s 302/15 AA Police Station Rahman Baba Peshawar.
2-

aed proper Charge Sheet and Summary of Allegations by SP/HQrs Peshawar 

appointed as enquiry officer to scrutinize the conduct of the 

officer after conducting proper enquiry submitted his findings

rHe was issi3-
and DSP/Civi! Secretariat Peshawar was

accused official. The enquiry 
reco,amended the accused official for suitable punishment. The competent authority in light of the

him Final Show Cause Notice but his reply to the Final Show

I

•1 1

findings of the enquiry officer, issued
also found unsatisfactory. Hence, the competent authority in light of the findings ofCause Notice was 

the enquiry officer awarded him the above major punishment.

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

perused. 10 of the case was also summoned tb this office alongwiih case file. The iO has stated that the 

accused-official has been bail out from the court that his parents do not wants to prosecute him lurther. 

Moreover, tirere are no evidence or eye witnesses to show his innocence in the case

4-
;

t

. ThereforCi his'
!

appeal for reinstatement in'service is hereby rejected/filed. .
I i’.

1'V

(A^AS AHSAN) PSP 
CAPITAL CITY POLICE OFFICER, 

PESHAWAR

)•
I

i

A/pa dated Peshawar the 

Copies for information and n/a to the;-

1. SP/l-lQs Peshawar* ,
2. . CSi/Pay Officer/CliC.:
3. FMC along with Fouji .Missal,
4. Official-concerned. . -

-2021 /■
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Subject: INQUIRY AGAINST CONSTABLE ZAHID KHAN N0.4668 WHILE POSTED AT PS
SHAHOABOOL.

1 Memo:

Please refer to your office Endst; , No,308/E/PA, dated 29,12.2020 on the

subject cited above.

Alleaations:-

That Constable Zahid Khan No.4668 while posted at PS Shahqabool, Peshawar"' 

was involved in a criminal case vide FIR No.482 dated 11.11.2020 u/s 302/15-AA PS 

Rahman Baba. This amounts to gross misconduct on his part and is against the discipline of

the force. •

Proceedinast-

To dig out the real fact the alleged official contact by his mobile phone 

No.0312-5683030 he appears before the undersigned and recorded his statement. He stated 

in his statement that all the allegation are baseless and he is innocent and he has a video 

recording which shows his innocence after the FIR he surrender himself and confirm the BBA 

from honorable court on 18.01.2021 (copy enclosed). He further stated that he is not 

involved in any crime case and he performed his duty from since 13/14 years very honestly 

and requested file his inquiry and re-instate in service. Furthermore Inspector Shaheen Shah 

on Rehman Baba also summoned he appear before the undersigned and stated his 

statement (Copy enclosed).

FINDING:-

Keeping in the view the alleged official BBA is confirm in the view of the 

statement of the deceased father and mother which is given by his parent in the honorable 

court and the parents of the deceased do not want to further prosecute the instant case 

against accused (Muhammad Zahid) as he is innocent and falsely been charged by the Police

party. Since the accused is innocent therefore, we all the legal heirs (being sole legaT
y

heirs/parents of the deceased) have patched up the matter with the accused facing trial and 

have pardoned him unconditionally in the name of Allah almighty. Police is a discipline force 

in the alleged official is involved FIR No.482, dated 11.11.202 u/s 324 after the death of 

decease it is converted in 302 his this action is against the discipline force, it is therefore in 

light of the above discussion that the alleged official is recommended for suitable^^ 

punishment.

f>VK

(Gul Arif Khan)
Deputy Superintendent of Police 

(Security), Civil Secretariat, 
Peshawar.

^37 ^6 / / 72021No. /R, Dated,

oy Pty7
W/SP/Hors
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FINAL SHOW CAUSE NQTICF

D I- n u ^ Superintendent of Police, Headquarters, Capitai City 

Constable Zahid Khan i\in the final show
serve upon 

cause notice.
you,

punishment for the charges/aSlegations leveled 
charge sheet/statement of allegations.

you for suitable
against you in the

■j

V whereas, the undersigned is satisfied that you Constahie
Zahid Khan No.4668 deserve the punishment in the light of the above 
said enquiry report.

And as competent authority, has decided to impose upon you the 
penalty of minor/major punishment under Police Disciplinary Rules

-Jl^ f Ot

1. You are, therefore, required to show cause as to why the 
aforesaid penalty should not be imposed upon you and also intimate 
whether you desire to be heard in person.
2. If no reply to this notice is receliy^within 7 days of its receipt 
in norma! course of circumstances, it siall,,^ 
no defence to put in and in that case 4s ex-p 
against you.

presumed that you have 
rte action shall be taken.-':

•f'.

.^ERINTENDBNT OF POLrCE; 
HEADQUARTER^ PESHAWAR

Peshawar the QK^j_[_72021.No. yPA, SP/HQrs: dated 

Copy to official concerned
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BEFORE riiE KIIYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR,

Service Anneal No.5185 /2Q21.

Ex- Constable Muhammad Zahid No.4668 of CCP Peshawar Appellant.

VERSUS

Chief Secretary Govt: of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar and others Respondents.

REPLY BY RESPONDENTS NO. 1.2.3&4.

Respectfully Sheweth:-

PRELIMINARY OBJECTIONS;-

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

1^PI.Y ON FACTS:-

1. Incorrect, d’he appellant was appointed as constable in the year 2007 in the respondent
% -

department. The appellant has not a clean service record and contains 20 bad entries on different 

occasions in his service, (copy of list as annexure A)

2. Incorrect. In fact the appellant was involved himself in a criminal case vide FIR No.482 dated 

11.1.1.2020 Li/s 302/15-AA PS Rehman Baba Peshawar. In this regard, he was issued Charge 

Sheet with Statement of Allegations. DSP Civil Secretariat was appointed as Enquiry Officer. 

Upon the findings of enquiry officer he was issued final show cause notice, which he received 

but his reply was found unsatisfactory. After fulfilling all of codal formalities, he was awarded

major punishment of dismissal from service by SP/HQrs: Peshawar. (Copy of charge sheet, 
statement of allegations and enquiry report, are annexed as annexure “B C” “D”).

3. Incorrect. Para not related to answering respondents record. Furthermore, the appellant involved
himself in a criminal case.

4. Incorrect. Proper departmental enquiry was conducted against the appellant. During the course of 

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

probe into the matter and recommended for suitable punishment.

5. Incorrect. The appellant was provided full opportunity of defense, but he failed to defend 

himself After fulfilling of all the codal formalities, he was awarded the appropriate punishment 
under the ibid Rules.

6. Incorrect. In fact the appellant filed departmental appeal which was properly processed and 

ample opportunity of hearing was provided to appellant by appellate authority but appellant 

failed to defend himself with plausible/justifiable grounds, hence his appeal was rejected /filed.

7. That appeal of the appellant being devoid of merits and limitation may be dismissed on the 

following grounds.

an
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REPLY ON GROUNDS:

a) Incorrect. The competent authority before imposing the major punishment had completed all 

codal formalities and an ample opportunity of self defense was provided, but he failed to defend

himself The appellant was rightly awarded the major punishment under the rules.
I

b) Incorrect. 1 he whole enquiry was conducted purely on merit and in accordance with law/rules. 

Furthermore, the appellant being a member of a disciplined force, committed gross misconduct, 

hence the punishment orders are just legal and have been passed in accordance with law/rules.

c) Incorrect. Charge sheet with statement of allegations was served upon him. Regular inquiry was 

conducted and thereafter he was issued a final show cause notice hence after fulfilling of all the 

codal formalities he was awarded the major punishment of dismissal from service as per 

law/rules and liable to be upheld.

d) Incorrect, After observing all the coda! formalities, appellant was awarded major punishment of 

dismissal from.service as per law/rules.

e) Incorrect. The competent authority before imposing the major punishment had completed all

codal formalities, hence he was awarded major punishment as per law/rules and liable to be 

upheld. .

f) Incorrect. The appellant being a member of a disciplined force, committed gross misconduct. 

The appellant involved himself in the criminal case. Therefore, he was awarded the major 

punishment under the rules.

g) Incorrect. Acquittal in a criminal case v/ould not lead to exoneration of a civil servant in 

departmental proceedings. The punishment order passed by the competent authority is in 

accordance with law/rules.

r

PRAYER.

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

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

costs please.

/
»vV/

Chief Secretary,
Govt: of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 

Peshawar.

Provincial police Officer, 
Khyber Pakhtun^wa, Peshawar.

Capita City Police Officer, 
Peshawar. ,

Superintead^mw Police, 
HQrs, Peshawar.
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.
y

Service Appeal No.5185 /2021.

Ex- Constable Muhammad Zahid No.4668 of CCP Peshawar .. Appellant

VERSUS

. Chief Secretary Govt: of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar and others Respondents.

AFFIDAVIT.

We respondents 1, 2, 3 and 4 do hereby solemnly affirm and declare that the contents 

of the written reply are true and correct to the best of our knowledge and belief and nothing has 

concealed/kept secret from this Honorable Tribunal.

Chief Secretary,
Govt: of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 

Peshawar.
N.

1

Provincial Erofiiee Officer, 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

/ w ^
Capitm City Police Officer, 

Peshawar.

SuperinJ^dent of Police, 
HQrs, Peshawar.

/

1 / ««
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Name of Official Muhammad zahid No.4668 S/0 Muhammad Ishaa

R/6 Moh: Acher-Deh Bahadar PS Banamari Distt: Peshawar

2. Date of Birth
3. Date of enlistment 25-07-2007

A. Education
5. Courses Passed
6. Total qualifying service
7. Good Entries 

Bad Entries fL.W.Q Pav. E/Drill & Waminal

25-02-1987

th10
Recruit
13 years. 05 Months & 14 davs.
Nil

01.05 days leave without pay vide OB No.3793 dt; 12-11r2013 
02. 01 day leave without pay.vide OB Np.81 dt: 25-.3-2016 
03. 01 day leave without pay vide OB No. 88 dt: 04-04-2016 
04. 01 day leave without pay vide OB No. 97 dt: 15-04-2016 
05. 02 days leave vyithout pay vide OB No. 116 dt: 04-05-2016 

' 06. 01 day leave without pay vide OB No.126 dt: 17-05-2016
07. 01 day leave without pay vide OB No.142 dt; 09-06-2016
08. 01 day leave without pay vide OB N0.I79 dt: 02^08-2016
09. 02 days leave without pay: vide OB No. 181 dt: 03-08-2016 
10. 01 day ledve without pay vide OB No. 211 dt: 31-08-2016'
11.01 day leave without pay vide OB No. 228 dt: 22-09-2016 
12. 01 day leave without pay vide OB No. 240 dt: 14-10-2016 
13.01 day.leave without pay vide OB No. 246 dt: 20-10-2016
14. 04 days leave without pay vide OB No. 251 dt: 21-10-2016
15. 02 days leave without pay vide OB, No. 266 dt: 11-11 -2016
16. 01 day leave without pay vide OB No. 288 dt: 13-12-2016
17. 01 day leave withput pay.vide QB No..27 dt: 31-01-2017 

... ,18. 01, day leave without pay vide 6b Nb. 30 dt: 03-01-2017 ,
19. 01 day leave without pay vide OB No.43 dt: 17-02-2017
20. 01 day leave without pay vide OB No.57 dt: 07-03-2017

Minor Punishment

Major Punishment
Nil

8. Punishment (previous)
Nil

09. Punishment (Current)

• Awarded punishment of dismissal from service on the charges of 
involvement in a criminal case vide FIR No.482 dated 11.it.2020 U/S 302/15- 
AA PS Rahman Baba vide OB No.469 dt: 08-02-2021 by DSP/HQrs Peshawar. 

Leave Account

Total leave at his credit

10.

Availed leaves Balance
644 days Nil. 644 Days

BA

W/CCPO
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CHARGE SHEET

I, Superintendent of Police, Headquarters, Capital City Police 
Peshawar, as a competent authority, hereby, charge that 
Constable Zahid Khan No.4668 of Capital City Police Peshawar with the 

following irregularities.

'•

"That you Constable Zahid Khan No.4668 while posted at PS 

Shah Qabool, Peshawar were involved in a criminal case vide FIR 
No.482 dated 11.11.2020 u/s 302/15-AA PS Rahman Baba. This 
amounts to gross misconduct on your part and is against the discipline 
of the force."

You are, therefore, required to submit your written defence within 

seven days of the receipt of this charge sheet to the Enquiry Officer 

committee, as the case may be.

Your written defence, if any, should reach the Enquiry 

Officer/Committee within the specified period, failing which it shall be 

presumed that have no defence to put in and in that case ex-parte 

action shall follow against you.

Intimate whether you desire to be/heard In person.

A statement of allegation is enclosed.

/]

SUPERINTENDENT OI^LICE, 
HEADQUAF^TERS, PESHAWAR

/' z"
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DISCIPLINARY ACTION ■■,1

k

I I, Superintendent of Police, Headquarters, Capital City Police 

a competent authority, am of the opinion that 
Constable Zahid Khan No.4668 has rendered him-self liable to be 

proceeded against under the provision of Police Disciplinary Rules- 
1975

Peshawar as

I

STATEMENT OF ALLEGATION

"l^hat Constable Zahid Khan No.4668 while posted at PS Shah 
Qabool, Peshawar was involved in a criminal case vide FIR No.482 
dated 11.11.2020 u/s 302/15-AA PS Rahman Baba. This amounts to 

gross misconduct on his part and is against the discipline of the force."

For the purpose of scrutinizing the conduct of said accused with 
reference to the ^ above allegations an enquiry is ordered and

____ is appointed as Enquiry
Officer.

2. The Enquiry Officer shall, in accordance with the provisions 
of the Police Disciplinary Rules, 1975, provide reasonable opportunity 
of hearing to the accused officer, record his finding within 30 days of 
the receipt of this order, make recommendations as to punishment or 
other appropriate action against th^^abc^jsed.

3. The accused shall join t|he preceding on the date tim^and 

place fixed by the Enquiry Officer.
I

SUPERINTENDENT OF POLICE, 
HEADQUARTERS, PESHAWAR

No. /EIPA, dated Peshawar the /2020

—-7--------------- ' is directed to
finalize the aforementioned departmentai proceeding within 

stipulated period under the provision of Police Rules-1975. 
Official concerned

1

2.

J>

J/ ’
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Subject: inquiry AGATMyr
SHAMOABOQL. ■CONSTABLE ZAHTn KHAN N0.4668 WHTLL POsypp at pc

Memo; •

Please refer to your office Endst; No.308/E/PA
;v v-i - dated 29.12.2020 on thesubject cited above.

Alieqations?-

vt
That Constable Zahid Khan No.4668 while posted 

was involved in a criminal case vide FIR No.482 dated
Rai^a^^a, This amounts to gross misconduct 

the force.

at PS Shahqabool, Peshav^ 

11.11.2020 u/s 302/15-A^S 

on his part and is against the discipline of

Proceedinos;-

To dig out the reai fact the aiieged official contact by his mobile phoneNo.0312- 5683030 he appears before the-undersigned 
in his statement that all the allegation

and recorded his statehient. He stated 
are baseless and he is innocent and he has a video

FIR he surrender himself and confirm the BBA
-on 18.01.2021 (copy enclosed). He further stated that he is 
case

recording which shows his innocence after the 

from honorable couf'
notinvolved in any crime 

and
and he performed his duty from since 

requested file his inquiry and re-instate in service, 
on Rehman Baba also

13/14 years very honestly 
Furthermore Inspector Shaheen Shah

summoned he appear before the undersigned and stated his
statement (Copy enclosed).

FINDING;-

Keeping in the view the alleged official 
statement of the deceased father

BBA is confirm in the view of the 
parent in the honorable

and mother which is given by his 

J do not want to furthercourt and the parents of the deceased 

against accused (Muhammad Zahid) as 

party. Since the accused is innocent 
heirs/parents of the deceased) have patched 

have pardoned him

prosecute the instant 
he is innocent and falsely been charged by the Police 

therefore,

case

we all the legal heirs (being sole legal 
up the matter with the accused facing trial and

decease it is converted in 302 his this action 

light of the above discussion

after the death of 
IS against the discipline force, it is therefore in 

that the alleged official is recommended for suitablepunishment.

(Gul Arif Khan)
Deputy Superintendent of Police 

(Security), Civil Sacretariat, 
Peshawar.

\

1^7 JK Dated / O /No.
72021

SiUperlntendor:^ ofraiice
<4/: a war. •■jiW/SP/Hcii-^
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FINAL SI J ^ E NOTICE

I Superintendent of Police, Headquarters, Capital City 
Police Peshawar, as competent authority, under the provision of Police 
Disciplinary Rules 1975 do hereby serve upon you, 
Constable Zahid Khan No.4668 the final show cause notice.

The Enquiry Officer, DSP Civil Secretariat, after completion of 
departmental proceedings, has recommended you for suitable 
punishment for the charges/allegations leveled against you in the 
charge sheet/statement of allegations.

And whereas, the undersigned is satisfied that you Constable 
Zahid Khan No.4668 deserve the punishment in the light of the above 
said enquiry report.

And as competent authority, has decided to impose upon you the 
penalty of minor/major punishment under Police Disciplinary Rules 
1975.

You are, therefore, required to show cause as to why the 
aforesaid penalty should not be imposed upon you ^nd also intimate 
whether you desire to be heard in person.

If no reply to this notice is rece^v^ 
in normal course of circumstances, it siall, 
no defence to put in and in that case c s ex-p 
against you.

1.

within 7 days of its receipt, 
presumed that you have 

:e action shall be taken

2.

SUPERINTENDENT OF POLICE, 
HEADQUARTER^ PESHAWAR

/PA, SP/HQrs: dated Peshawar the ^__ /2021.
■No

Copy to official concerned


