
Service Appeal No. 15906/2020t
Learned counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Muhammad 

Riaz Khan Paindakhel, Assistant Advocate General for the 

respondents present. Arguments heard and record perused.

Vide our detailed judgment of today, placed on file of 

Service Appeal bearing No. 15901/2020 titled "Naeem Khan 

Versus District Police Officer, Nowshera and three others", the 

appeal in hand is allowed by setting-aside the impugned orders 

and the appellant is reinstated in service with all back benefits. 

Parties are left to bear their own cost. File be consigned to the 

record room.

ANNOUNCED
25.07.2022

ORDER
25.07.2022

\J
(SALAH-UD-DIN) 

MEMBER (JUDICIAL)
(KALIM ARSHAD KHAN) 

CHAIRMAN
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Junior to counsel for the appellant and 

Kabirullah Khattak, Addl. AG for the respondents present.

Respondents have not submitted reply/comments. 

Learned AAG seeks further time to contact the respondents.

Mr.21.06.2021

Learned AAG is required to contact the respondents for 

submission of reply/comments in office \within 10 days,

written reply/comments are notpositively. If the 

submitted within the stipulated time, the office shall submit

the file with a report of non-compliance. File to come up for 

arguments on 08.11.2021 before the D.B.

CfwTnM

Clerk of counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Asif Masood 

Ali Shah, Deputy District Attorney for the respondents present.
08.11.2021

Written reply/comments on behalf of respondents have 

been submitted through office, which is placed on file.

Clerk of counsel for the appellant stated that learned 

counsel for the appellant is unable to attend the Tribunal today 

due to strike of Lawyers. Adjourned To come up for arguments 

before the D.B. on 00.02.2022.
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(SALAH-UD-DIN) 
MEMBER (JUDICIAL)

(ATIQ-UR-REHMAN WAZIR) 
MEMBER (EXECUTIVE)
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Counsel for the appellant present.01.02.2021

Learned counsel referred to the impugned order dated 

02.10.2020 and contended that the major penalty was awarded to 

the appellant on the basis of an enquiry/report dated 23.09.2020. 
He also referred in the context to the enquiry report wherein the 

contents were almost verbatim to the cases of other co-accused. In 

his view, the enquiry conducted as such was devoid of substance 

while no efforts for recording the statement of witnesses, who 

witnessed the occurrence, were made. The findings contained in 

, the report did not mention the source of collection of information 

regarding the event. Learned counsel added that the other 
procedure mandatory for proceedings against the appellant was not 
adopted as per applicable rules.

In view of the available record and arguments df learned 

counsel, instant appeal is admitted to regular hearing subject to allDeposited
S^rity & Process Fed ‘-just exceptions. Appellant is required to deposit security and 

' . ^^^rocess fee within 10 days. Thereafter, notices be issued to the 

respondents for submission of written reply/comments on
^....

28.04.2021 before S.B.

Chairman

. 28.04.2021 Due to demise of the Worthy Chairman, the Tribunal is 

non-functional, therefore, case is adjourned to 

21.06.2021 for the same as before.

Reader



Form- A

FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Court of

QM. N •72020Case No.-

Order or other proceedings with signature of judgeDate of order 
proceedings

S.No.

321

The appeal of Mr. Amir Khan resubmitted today by Mr. Muhammad 

Arif Jan Advocate may be entered in the Institution Register and put up to 

the Worthy Chairman for proper order please.

17/12/20201-

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

up there on

f\
UK.

CHAIRMAN
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The appeal of Mr. Amir Khan Ex-Constable no. 394 District Police Nowshera received today 

i.e. on 14.12.2020 is incomplete on the following score which is returned to the counsel for the 

appellant for completion and resubmission within 15 days.

Copy of enquiry report against the appellant mentioned in para-6 of the memo of appeal is 

not attached with the appeal which may be placed on it.
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE
TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. 
Amir Khan Ex-Constable..... .

/2020

Appellant

VERSUS
DPO and others Respondents

INDEX
S.No. Description of documents. Annexure Dated
1. Service Appeal

Off2.

3. Addresses of parties 1
Copy of Mad report No-174. A to

5. Copy of Mad Report No-28 B
6. Copies of FIR'S C&D
7. Copy of inquiry report dated 

10-09-2020
E

8. Copy of reply to show cause F
9. Copies of final show cause 

notice and its reply
G & H

/S’./?
10. Copy of order dated 2-10-2020 I '2^
11. Copies of memo of appeal and 

order dated 20-11-2020
J & K

2-/-

12. Wakalatnama

Dated: 09-12-2020

Appellant
Through /7

Muhamma
Advocate High Court

Jan
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE

TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR

/fChybcr Fakblukhwa 
Scf>'icc Tril»m*al

2-Service Appeal No. 72020 Diao

t4iDated

Amir Khan Ex-Constable No-394 District Police 

Nowshera presently at S/o Ajmal Khan R/o Aza khel 
Bala District, Nowshera.

Appellant

VERSUS

1) District Police Officer, Nowshera.

2) Regional Police Officer, Mardan.

3) Provincial Police Officer Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 
Peshawar.

4) Assistant Superintendent of Police (Inquiry officer) 
circle Cantt, Nowshera.

Respondents

SERVICE APPEAL U/S 4 OF THE 

-day KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE

ACT, 1974 AGAINST THE 

ORDER DATED 02-10-2020 PASSED BY 

RESPONDENT NO-1, AGAINST WHICH 

DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL 

PREFERRED AND THE SAME WAS TOO 

REJECTED BY THE RESPONDENT NO-2 

MAINTAINING THE DISMISSAL ORDER 

OF THE APPELLANT.

THE
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Respectfully Sheweth:-

1) That the appellant was appointed as Constable in 

the Police Department and had served the 

department with his full devotion & determination 

with unblemished record of throughout his service.

2) That initially vide daily dairy No-17 dated 10-09- 

2020, the Lady Constable Safia of District Police, 
Nowshera along with her sister namely Neelam 

reported the matter to SHO (brief mentioned 

therein) for implementation of the order/judgment 

of the Hon'ble Peshawar High Court, Peshawar in 

addition with her personal security.(Copy of Mad 

Report dated 10-09-2020 is attached as ANNEX-

A).

3) That the appellant while posted in Police Station 

Akbar Pura, Nowshera was allegedly been involved 

for his negligence and misconduct on account of 

an scuffle/firing took place between one Nazar 

Muhammad (Police Constable of Peshawar) with 

Lady Constable Safia of District Police, Nowshera 

where resultantly the latter expired and her sister 

namely Neelam sustained injured.

4) That the then SHO falsely reported the matter in 

shape of Daily Dairy No-28 of the same date to 

Muhharar of the Police Station (brief mentioned 

therein) regarding the occurrence took place by 

way of concealing the real facts just to save his 

skin and held responsible the innocent lower scale
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Police constables including the appellant for all. 

(Copy of Mad Report No-28 dated 10-09-2020 is 

attached as ANNEX-B).

5) That resultantly FIR No-278 dated 10-09-2020 

was registered against the appellant including 

some other officials by the then SHO and on the 

same date another FIR No-276 was also registered 

regarding the occurrence took place where after 

the appellant was allowed his post arrest bail on 

14-09-2020 by the concerned learned Judicial 
Magistrate (MOD). (Copies of both FIR's are 

- attached as ANNEX-C & D respectively).

6) That respondent No-1 started disciplinary 

proceedings against the appellant and appointed 

respondent No-4 as inquiry Officer who without 

going to the real facts and circumstance of the 

case submitted his one sided inquiry report in a 

hasty manner just to show his efficiency to high 

ups on 23-09-2020 .(Copy of inquiry report dated 

10-09-2020 is attached as ANNEX-E).

7) That the appellant was issued with a show cause 

notice who submitted his reply on 17-09-2020 by 

negating the allegations leveled against him and 

also brought the real facts on the surface. (Copy 

of reply dated 17-09-2020 is attached as ANNEX-

F).

8) That final show cause notice was also issued on 

23-09-2020 which was too replied by negating the 

allegations on 28-09-2020. (Copies of final show



c
cause notice and reply are attached as ANNEX-G & 

H respectively).

9) That respondent No-1 issued the impugned order 

of dismissal from service vide letter/drder dated 

02-10-2020 against the appellant. (Copy of 

letter/order dated 02-10-2020 is attached as 

ANNEX-I).

10) That the appellant filed departmental appeal 
against the impugned ietter/order dated 12-10- 

2020 before respondent No-2 which was rejected 

on 20-11-2020. (Copies of memo of appeal and 

order dated 20-11-2020 are attached as ANNEX-J 

& K respectively).

11) That appellant now approaches this Hon'ble 

Tribunal on the following grounds:-

GROUNDS

A. Because the act, commission and omission of the 

respondents by way of depriving the appellant 

from his vested right of his service and further the 

orders dated 02-10-2020 and 20-11-2020 passed 

by respondents No-1 & 2 respectively (hereinafter 

impugned) are patently illegal, unlawful, without 

lawful authority, against the law, rules and 

regulation governing the subject matter, thus the 

impugned orders are liable to be set-aside and the 

appellant may kindly be re-instated in his service 

with all back benefits.



r''k:*
B. Because, it is worth mentionirig here that, neither 

the then SHO assigned the duties to appeiiant 
along with others officials nor deployed properly 

despite the facts of early information's and held 

responsible the appellant being of his subordinate 

and lower scale employees consequently the 

impugned order passed 

norms of justice.
which is against the

C. Because the inquiry officer (Respondent No-4) 

badly failed to collect/gathered the real facts into 

the guilt of the appellant. Neither the appellant. 

fled away from the scene of occurrence nor did 

made any misconduct/negligence but in fact the 

appellant was present along with the then SHO, it 

is worth mentioning here that, in fact the SHO fled 

away by securing himself.

D. Because no suspension order has been issued 

against the appellant moreover the respondents 

also badly failed to considered the written reply of 

the appellant moreover the respondent No-4 could 

not bother to record the statements of 

inhabitants/eye witnesses of the occurrence, 
hence the whole proceedings initiated against the 

appellant based on mala-fide which is against the 

law rules and regulations governing the subject 

matter.

E. Because the mala-fide of the respondents in even 

established from the so called inquiry wherein the 

then SHO was held responsible for his misconduct



r
but he has been sphere without any reason and 

justification or the reason best known to the 

respondents.

F. Because the appellant is innocent and had served 

the department with unblemished record 

throughout of his service and there is/was no any 

inquiry or complaint pending, hence the impugned 

order is nothing, but just to deprive the appellant 

from his service and service benefits etc.

G. Because the appellant is jobless and the only 

bread winner of his whole family.

H. Because the impugned order passed without 

adopting proper criteria and codal requirements by 

the respondents which is against the ruling of the 

Hon'ble Superior Courts of Pakistan and therefore, 

the same is illegal practice and such practice 

adversely effects efficiency of incumbents and also 

reduces their confidence and faith in public, hence 

the impugned order referred above is liable to be 

set aside.

I. Because the impugned order has been passed 

without applying proper law and rules over the 

subject.

J. Because the Respondents erroneously exercised 

their powers against judicial principle, and have 

passed the impugned order and opened a new 

Pandora box in clear violation of Service law, 

hence, the said impugned order is liable to be set 

aside, and the appellant may kindly be allowed to



c
keep and continue his duties by re-instating him 

with all service benefits.

K. Because it is highly condemnable that the 

respondents are adopting the policy of "MIGHT IS 

RIGHT", which is evident from the impugned order 

passed against the appellant, thus the act, 

commission and omission of the respondents is in 

violation of law and rules, hence invites 

consideration of this hon'ble Tribunal.

L. Because only show cause notice has been issued 

to the appellant moreover no statement of 

allegation, no charge sheet and even no 

opportunity of personal hearing etc been provided 

to the appellant.

M. That any other ground which has not been 

specifically mentioned will be agitated at the time 

of arguments with kind permission of this hon'ble 

Tribunal.

It is, therefore, humbly prayed that, on 

acceptance of the instant appeal, this Hon'ble 

Tribunal may be pleased to;

i. Declare the impugned order dated 

02-10-2020 & 20-11-2020 passed by 

respondents No-1 & 2 respectively as 

illegal, unlawful, without lawful authority 

and void ab-initio and to be set-aside.



ii. Direct the respondents to re-instate the 

appeilant into his service with all back 

. benefits.

iii. Any other relief may also kindly be granted 

in the cin appellant's
case.

Appellant
Through

Muhamma
Advocate High Court

AFFIDAVIT

I, Amir Khan Ex-Constable No-394 District Police 

Nowshera presently at S/o Ajmal Khan R/o Aza khel 
Bala District, Nowshera (Appellant), do hereby affirm 

and declare on oath that the contents of accompanying 

Appeal are true and correctKto the best of my 
knowledge and belief and nothing has been concealed 

from this Hon'ble court.

eponent
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE

TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. /2020

Amir Khan Ex-Constable Appellant

VERSUS
DPO and others Respondents

-:pr*
ADDRESSES OF PARTIES i

APPELLANT

Amir Khan Ex-Constable No-394 District Police 

Nowshera presently at S/o Ajmal Khan R/o Aza khel 
Bala District, Nowshera.

RESPONDENTS

1. District Police Officer, Nowshera.

2. Regional Police Officer, Mardan.

3. Provincial Police Officer Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 
Peshawar.

4. Assistant Superintendent of Police (Inquiry officer) 
circle Cantt, Nowshera.

Appellan^;^
Through

Muhamfnaa'Arif Jan
Advocate High Court
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ENQUIRY REPORT FC MUHAMMAD NAEEM M0.276 PS AKBARPURA.
ALLEGATION; ^>*tv Cf'

Whereas, Constable Muhammad r~ ~ i'; No. '-.5 while
posted at PS Akbarpura, now under suspension at police Line, showed 

negligence as he left SHO PS Akbarpura alone and ran away from the 

spot during scuffle / firing that took place between Nazar Muhammad 

(police constable at District Peshawar) and lady Constable Safia No,

2802/EF residents of AN Shah, District Nowshera. Resultantly, Ll-C Safia ' 
expired and her sister namely Neelarn sustained bullet injuries, which, 

amounts to grave misconduct on his part and rendered him liable for 

Minor/Major punishment under Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules 1975.

PROCEEDINGS:
The delinquent police official was heard in person by the undersigned. 
He submitted his statement of defence which is just a pack of lies. 
(Statement attached).
FINDINGS:
The truth of the matter is: On the fateful day (10^^ Sep), SHO Abdul 

Baseer called PP Wapda Co(ony 1/C A5I Abdul Latif to reach AN Shah for 

the implementation of an order of High Court. ASI Latif reached the' spot 

and to his surprise, accused party and its other family members 

including women were already present there. The accused party led by 

Nazar Muhammad accompanied with other relatives warned ASI Latif to 

stay out of this as it is their private matter and they have plans to take 

LFC Safia to task, else get ready for dire consequences. ASi Latif stepped . 
back and. told SHO on phone about nefarious designs of the accused ' 
party. At this point, SHO was at fault as he shouldn't have reached the ! 
spot alongwith Safia and Neeiam at the first place, keeping in mind the 

state of aggression of the accused party. However, SHO reached the ■ 
spot without any extra force. A Mazda (to transport luggage) and HIACE 

(seating Safia and Neeiam) entered the spot along with SHO.
The following constables and PASI accompanied SHO on the spot: Tariq 

459, Saeed. UMah 2002, Kamran 1789, Amir 384, Naeem 276, Kamran 

749, Amir .1180, PASI Safi Ullah, ASI Latif. SHO Abdul Baseer along, with ■ 
this limited strength of personnel entered the narrow street, locating ' 
house of the accused party as well as that of LFC Safia and Neeiam. 
Ladies from the accused party started heated argumentation with LFC 

Safia and Neeiam, sitting in the HIACE. Meanwhile, the accused party led 

by Nazar Muhammad and his brother and their other relatives including ’ 

women started chanting slogans to kill Safia and even all police officers 

present there. They had weapon (Pistol and AK-47) in hands and women ‘ 
had daggers, knives and wooden sticks. On this call, all afore-mentioned 

constables and PASI fled the scene and took refuge in nearby houses 

and in the fields.
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Whereas, SHO was left alone and he hid himself between HIACE ana 

Mazda Truck. In the course of events, the accused party surrounded the 

HIACE in which Safia and Neelam were seated. LFC Safia tried to get hold 

of her weapon from her purse and seeing this, accused party opened a 

burst of Kalashnikov. Neelam got bullets on her feet. Both sisters got 
injured. Meanwhile, SHO asked Neelam (from behind the windows of 
HIACE) to take his pistol and fire at the accused party. In the blink of an 

, the accused party fled the scene leaving behind both sisters in
iota of effort to apprehend the

eye
injured condition. SHO didn't put in an 

accused party, rather waited for 8-10 minutes 

shifted the injured to another vehicle and then ran 
did some aerial firing, on doors and houses in the path way (just to

behind the vehicle, then 

after the accused,'

register his response).
The undersigned has gathered information from eye witnesses of the, 
spot as weli as from Neelam (Safia's sister). In the opinion -of the 

undersigned, the delinquent police official is found guilty of misconduct
withdrew himself from the duty assigned to hirnand cowardice. He 

withoui: permission. He fled the scene as the situation was getting out of 
control and didn't fire on the accused party in return. He. doesnt

Hence, he, may bedeserve; to be part of police service any 

dismissed from service.

more.

M^eSdSit of Police, 
Circle Cantt Ni»\wshera.

Assistant Su

/StNo.
Dated aT/0^/2020.
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FINAL SHOW r.&USE NOTICE

r'.n.t.hle Aamir iaan^lo^. while posted at PE

118 .(B) Police Act 2017 P- 
alone and ran awa

Whereas, you
. 278 dated 10.09^2020 u I scharged in case FIR No

»»»» «« »HO PS A»„»
.•■' Akbarpura

' ”:::d:;scu.e,«dn..dattoo.p,aoede—t

Constable Safia No. 2802/tF 
Safia expired and her, sister namely Neelanr.

residents of Ali Shah, Distri- : ;
sustained bull-District Peshawar) and lady 

■ Nowshera. Resuitantiy, LFC .
at

injuries.
■ suspended, closed to. Police Lin. 

Mr. Bilal Ahmad',. ASP Cai
account of which you were 

nroceeded against departmentally, through
^ ■ lities submitted his report to undersigned, whe ■ ^

recommended ' j

On

M Nowshera. and 
Nowshera who after fulfillment of legal forma 

the allegations leveled again'st you have

1mi been proved and you wene

til" • awarding major punishment
I Major/Minor penalty includi 

PaRhtunkhwa Police Rules 197i
it is proposed to imposeTherefore

envisaged under Rules'4(b) of the Khyber

, capf (R) Najmul Hushain Liauqat, PSP District Police Offic
p,eunderRules.5(3)(a)S(b.)ofthe,Khy

Cause finally as to why the prqpo-.

dismissal as

Hence,m
vested in■ Nowshera. in exercise of the powers

Police Rules 1975, call upon you to Showiii PaRhtunkhwa 
punishment should not be awarded to you

reach this office within 07 days of the receipt of

defense to offer.

for personal hearing before the undersigr |. ^

I
Your reply shall 

notice, failing which, it will be presumed that you have no

^ You are at liberty to appeari

6Tice Offi 
owshera

Distric

I:.
■

I'r?? /PA,
Dated 2A/^/2020.
No.I-I

V .I';i;')I.-'
W '■

U- ■’and wooden sticks. On this call,
_j /4's/TfTcirc Rnlvhs__u
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0, the.departmental enquiry initiated udder 

that he vJhi'e posteThis order will dispose'•V

l?l- Pakhtunkhwa Police Ru!es-.!975, against ^ / s 118 (B) Police Act 2017 PS A

™»: 7.-“ "r:: - - -> »«
Shah, District Nowshera. Resultantiy

17-
as he
scLitfle / firing that took place

lady Constable Safia No, 
expired and her sister namely Neelam

tttllirl
Mm

,2802 /EF residents of All Shi
•sustained bullet injuries-.-

; . Onaccou.ot.h,ch,hewaspi^^~-^^^

■ proceeded against ^ vide his office Endst; No, 37

■; lSJo"H™iegaticns leveled againpt him

' ■ punishment of dismissal

■ m
-■-k! ■-

!

re'proved and was recommend<. :we

Notice-, to which, he subpnitU
served with Final Show CauseHe was

perused by.the undersigned andjound unsatisfactory

ll"t^ .
i«| ■ ^
m ■

heard,in orderly room on 29:09.2020, whereinTe fai^^t ^ 

awarded mapr punishment of dismissal front
■ d „e under Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police R'

He was
undersigned,, therefore, he is hereby

exercise of powers vested, in O'irnmediate effect, in
OB No,,^<SS.^------
Dated

I
■ \K

District Police 
MQWStill; .

W' 0^//0 ■ /2020.*•
No.

1. ' Pay Officer.
Establishment Clerk.
OHC.
FMC w
l/C Cloth Godown.
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ORDER.
dispose-off the departmental appeal preferred by 

Nowshera District Police against the

Orte, of Oi.tria Mic, omo.., flowoKr,, wO.r.b, 0.
oro—f .,00, .Ofio. .Id. OB: No. »80 0... 0B1B "2 ^ 

proceeded against departmentally on the allegations that
District Nowshera was charged in 

2017 Police Station

This order will
Ex-Constable Amir Khan No. 394 of

The appellant was
he while posted at Police Station Akbarpura

10.09.2020 u/s 113(B) Police ActFIR No. 278 datedcase SHO Police Station Akbarpura,displaying cowardice by leavingAkbarpura
alone and running away from the spot during firing

No. 2802/EF and bullet injury

resulting in the murder of 
to her sister namely

Ladyf Constable Safia
Neelam residents of Ali Shah, District Nowshera.

departmental enquiry proceedings
Sheet alongwith Statement of Allegations

nominated as 

submitted

initiated againstwere
Proper

him. He was issued Charge 

Assistant Superintendent
Enquiry Officer. The Enquiry Officer after fulfilling codal formalities

findings stating therein that the allegations leveled against him had en 

recommended the delinquent Officer for major punishment

and

of Police Cantt. Nowshera was

his
proved. He 

dismissal from service.
1

issued Final Show Cause Notice to which his reply
also provided opportunity of self

was
He was

received and found Di3tnct Police Officer,

but he failed to advance any cogent reason in his 

hment of dismissal from Service

deiense by summoning
Nowshera on 29.09.2020 
defense. Hence, he was awarded major punis

vide OB; No. 880 dated 02.10.2020.
order of District Police Officer, 

He was sunimoned and
. Feeling aggrieved from the 

Nowshera, the appellant preferred the instant appeal
Orderly Room held in this office on 17.11.2020.

of the enquiry file and service record of the
heard in person in

From the perusal
appellant, it has been found that allegations leveled against the appellant have 

been proved beyond any shadow of doubt. Owing to the cowardice and-

negligent attitude of the appellant, accused succeeded in murdering the Laoy
bullet injury to her sister namely

Constable Safia No. 2802/EF and causing
they had been iett at the mercy 

whatsoever, to deter them from .

of the accused who faced no 

the commission of their intended
Neelam as
resistance
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Force with such en

. Besides, during the course of persona

designs. The- 
attitude will '

. well. Moreover
^ conduct of other members of the force

,ld not present any cogent justification 

parsed by the competent ^ 3 3^ Regional

being devoid of merit,

to warrant interference in
! hearing, he cou 

the order ■.

r

Police Officer, Mardan
same is rejected and filed

appeal, therefore, the
OrderAnnounc^ V

Regional Police Officer, 
Mardan.

.0.0—// n 12020.
Nowshera for

Dated Mardan the

foi-warded to

information and necessary w/r to 
26.10.2020. His service record is returned herewith

District Police Officer, 
his office Memo: No. 2845/PA dated. Copy

*****
I
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IN The

hrMAAS'i /Ci

(Petitioner) 
(Plaintiff) 
(Applicant) 
(Complainant) 
(Decree Holder)

VERSUS

r
(Respondent) 
(Defendant) 
(Accused) 
(Judgment Debtor)

I

fI.

Case

do hereby appoint and constitute 

MukcunmaH Arif Jan Advocate High Court, Peshawar, to appear. 
Plead, act, compromise, withdraw or refer to arbitration to me/ us 

as my/ our Counsel in the above noted matter, without any liability 

for their default and with the authority to engage/ appoint any 

other Advocate/ Counsel at my/ our matter.

1/

CLIENT/SAttested & Accepted

nf Jan
Court, Peshawar.

Muhamm
Advocate 
Office No. 6, Floor 
Pabbi Medical Centre, G.T. Road
Peshawar.
Mobile: 0333-2212213 /

'I
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Service Appeal No. 15906/2020

Amir Khan Ex-Constable No. 394 s/o Ajmal Khan r/o Aakhel Bala District Nowshera.
.................... .....Appellant

.'4>

V E R S U S

The District Police Oficer, Nowshera and others.

..... Respondents
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BEFORE THE HONOURABLE, KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA, SERVICE
TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. 15906/2020

Amir Khan Ex-Constable No. 394 s/o Ajmal Khan r/o Aakhel Bala District Nowshera.
.T.-^A|)pellant

V ERSUS

1. The District Police Oficer, Nowshera.

The Regional Police Officer, Mardan.

Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhlunkhwa, Peshawar.\

Assistant Superintendent of Police (Inquiry Officer) Circle CanttsMS.vvsliefa.

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

2.

4.

REPLY ON BEHALF OF RESPONDENTS

Respectfully Sheweth: -

PRELIMINARY OB.TEC I IONS

1. That the appellant has got no cause of action and locus standi to file the appeal. 

That the appeal is badly barred by law and limitation.

That the appellant has been estopped by his own conduct to file the instant appeal. 
That the appeal is not maintainable in its present form.

That the appellant has not come to the Honourable Tribunal with clean hands. 

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

2.

3.
4.

5.

6.

On Facts

1. Para to the extent of appointment of appellant as Constable is correct while rest of 

the para is incorrect as service record of the appellant is tainted with bad entries. 

(Copy of bad entries is annexed as annexure ‘‘A”).

Correct to the extent that vide daily diary No. 17 dated 10-09-2020, lady Constable 

Safia Naz (Late) alongwith her sister Nelam approached SHO Police Station, 

Akbarpura, for provision of securily/protection in light of order of the Honourable 

Peshawar High Court, Peshawar in writ petition No. 3271-P/2020, so that she may 

shift her house hold items from her house to another place. (Copy of court order is 

annexed as annexure “B”).

Incorrect. Appellant while posted at Police Station, Akbarpura, showed negligence 

as he left SHO Police Station, Akbarpura alone and ran away from the spot during 

scuffle/firing that took place between Nazar Muhammad and lady Constable Safia 

Naz. Resultantly, lady Constable Safia Naz expired while her sister Nelam 

sustained injuries.

Incorrect. As on, the fateful day the then SHO Police Station, Akbarpura, in order to 

provide security to lady Constable Safia Naz and her sister during shifting of house 

hold items, accompanied them alongwith other Police party including appellant. 

However, as the accused party opened fire on the aforementioned lady constable

2.

4.

rlh—. -



and her sister, Police Officials including appellant by displaying cowardice fled 

away from the spot and left the SHO all alone. To this effect a report was entered 

vide daily diary No. 28 dated 10-09-2020 Police Station, Akbarpura by the then 

SHO Inspector Abdul Baseer.

Correct to the extent that an FIR vide No. 278 dated 10-09-2020 u/s 118-B Police 

Act, 2017 was registered against those officials, including appellant who displayed 

cowardice by running away from the spot at a very critical movement, which 

resulted in the death of lady constable Safia Naz. (Copy of FIR is annexure “C”). 

Incorrect. In order to probe into the matter enquiry was entrusted to the then ASP 

Nowshera Cantt: who after going through all evidence and collecting information 

as well as fulfilling all codal formalities held the appellant responsible of cowardice 

and recommended him for dismissal from service. (Enquiry report is annexed as 

annexure “D”).

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

allegation on 10-09-2020 to which he submitted his reply but was found 

unsatisfactory. (Copy of charge sheet and statement of allegation is annexed as 

annexure “E”).

Correct to the extent that on 23-09-2020, appellant was issued final show cause 

notice to which he submitted his reply but the same was found unsatisfactory. 

(Copy of Final Show Cause Notice is annexed as annexure “F”).

Correct to the extent that respondent No. 01 vide order dated 02-10-2020, 

dismissed appellant from service on cogent grounds after observing all codal 

formalities under the rules. (Copy of order is annexed as annexure “G”).

Correct to the extent that appellant filed departmental appeal before the appellate 

authority but the same was also rejected vide No. 7249/ES, dated 20-11-2020, 

being devoid of merit. (Copy of order is annexed as annexure ‘TI”).

That the appeal of the appellant is liable to be dismissed on the following grounds:

5.

6.

7.

8.

9.

10.

11.

GROUNDS

A. Incorrect. Appellant has not be deprived any of his rights. Moreover, orders passed, 

by the respondents No. 01 & 02 respectively on 02-10-2020 and 20-11-2020 are in 

accordance with law and rules, hence, liable to be maintained.

Incorrect. Appellant was well aware of this fact that security had been sought by 

lady constable Safia Naz and he alongwith other Police Officials had been deployed 

for the said purpose, but as the accused party opened fire on her and her sister, 

appellant fled away from the spot leaving the then SFIO alone.

Incorrect. As explained in the preceding paras that in order to probe into the matter 

enquiry was entrusted to a PSP officer i.e the then ASP Nowshera Cantt: who after 

going through all evidence and collecting information as well as fulfilling all and

B.

C.



3
codal formalities held the appellant responsible of cowardice and recommended 

him for dismissal from service.

D. Para already explained hence; needs no comments.

Incorrect. Proper enquiry against the then SHO Police Station, Akbarpura was 

conducted through Noor Jamal Khan the then Superintendent of Police, 

Investigation, Nowshera. On the recommendation of the enquiry officer, the then 

SHO was awarded major punishment of reduction in pay by 02 stage for a period of 

02 years. (Copy of enquiry is annexure “I” and copy of order annexure “J”). 

Incorrect. Service record of the appellant is tainted with bad entries.

Para not related hence; needs no comments.

Incorrect. The orders of respondents are based on facts, justice and in accordance 

with law/rules.

Para already explained, hence, needs no comments.

Incorrect. Appellant has been dealt in accordance with facts findings of charges and 

rules.

Para already explained, hence, needs no comments.

Incorrect. Charge sheet and statement of allegation had been issued to the appellant 
which is evident from annexure “F” of the appeal wherein reply to the charge sheet 

has been annexed by the appellant. Similarly, before issuing of major punishment, 

Final Show Cause Notice was also issued to the appellant.

The respondents also seek permission of this Honourable Tribunal to advance 

additional grounds at the time of arguments.

E.

F.

G.

H.

I.

J.

K.

L.

M.

It is, therefore, most humbly prayed that on acceptance of above submissions the 

appeal of the appellant may very kindly be dismissed with cost, please.

Provincial PoHce Officer, 
Khyber PakhtunUdiw^ Peshawar. 

ResponoiBiit 03

Regional Police (Ifllcer, 
Mardan Rcgion-I, Mardan. 

Respondent No. 02 f

District Police Officer, 
Nowshera. 

Respondent No.Ol

Assistant SupeJn^endent of Police, 

Nowshera Gantt: 
Respondent No. 04



BEFORE THE HONOUl^BLE, KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA. SERVICE
TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No: 15906/2020

Amir Khan Ex-Constable No. 394 s/o Ajmal Khan r/o Aakhel Bala District Nowshera.
................... ....... Appellant

V ERSUS

The District Police OPicer, Nowshera.

The Regional Police Officer, Mardan.

3. Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

Assistant Superintendent of Police (Inquiry Officer) Circle Cantt: Nowshera.

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

1.
2.

4.

AFFTDAVTT

We the respondents No. 1,2,3&4 do hereby solemnly'affirm aiid declare on Oath 

that the contents of reply to the appeal are true and correct to the best of our knowledge 

and belief and nothing has been concealed from the Honourable tribunal.

Provincial PoHm Officer, 
Khyber Pakhtunkpw^Peshawar. 

Respondent Nj). 03

------
Regional Po U c Officer, 

Mardan Regional, Mardan. 
Respondent No. 02

District Police Officer, 
Nowshera. 

Respondent No.Ol

Assistant Sunenntendent of Police, 
Nowshera Cantt: 
Respondent No. 04
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DETAIL OF BAD ENTRIES QF EX-CONSTABLE AMIR KHAN NO. 394
j

1. 02 days leave without pay vide OB No. 52 dated 04-05-2018.

2. 03 days leave without pay vide OB No .642 dated 18-06-2019.
i

3. 02 days leave without pay vide OB No .659 dated 21-06-2019.

4. , 01 day leave without pay vide OB No. 1243 dated 01-11-2019.

02 days leave without pay vide OB No. 1305 dated 15-11-2019.

6. 02 days leave without pay vide OB No. 1425 dated 12-12-2019,

7. 05 days leave without pay vide OB No. 1435 dated 12-12-2019.

02 days leave without pay vide OB No. 616 dated 10-06-2019.

9. 02 days leave without pay and 02 days extra drill vide OB No .1347 dated 

22-11-2019.

10. Awarded censure and leave without pay for 03 days absence vide OB No. 

1270 dated 16-09-2016.

11. Awarded censure and leave without pay vide OB No. 1427 dated 24-10- 

2020.

5.

8.

* * ' * * *******
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iN Xm PESHAWAR HIGH CQIJRT^ 
PESHAWAR.

X'

[JudiciaJ Dcparui^ent].
;

Wr No.327I-IV2()20

Mst. Neelam Farced wire ofLiaqat Ali, 
r/o All Shah District No^vsllcra,

K'
i-

Petitioner (s)
VKRSUS

The State etc !

Respondent (s)

For Petitioner 
For State 
Date of hearing;

Mr. Nohi^ v\ Hag Kakakhel. Advocate 
Mr. Muhammad Ria.-;i Khan. AAG.
09.09.2Q20 i

JUDGMENT

RQQH-UL-AMIN KHAN. J;-Bv invoking the 

constitutional jurisdiction'of thisiCourt under Article 199

of the Constitution of Islatnic Republic of Pakistan, 1973.
! . i '

Msl. Neelani Farced, the p'difipner, seeks issuance of a writ 

to the effect the District Police Officer, Nowshera and SHO
* I • ' I ’

' ' IPolice Slnlion .Akbarpura '(respondents No.2 and 3 

respective), may be directed to provide her security for the
I !

purpose of shifting her house hold articles from her house

I

y .

situated in village AH Shah Tehsil and District Nowshera.

2. In essence grievance of the petitioner is that her

- brothers are charged in case FIR No.112 dated 11.04.2020, 

I registered under sections 302/324/34 PPG, at Police Station 

Akbar Pura, Nowshera, therefore, she apprehends her

.0
'V

V humiliation and risk to her life at the htuids of the opposite

\ party. She has abandoned residence from her village and
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has siiiliccl io some other place: livsupootl of her 

she lias anne>;evi-'eopy hr’he ciied-FiR along with petition.

The worthy AAG wheii confronted with !)ie 

grievance of the petitioner, He sought time to consult the 

SHO Police Station Akbarpura, jAPer a while, he came to 

the rostnim and stated that'if the petitioner visited Police
' I ■

Station Akbarpiir, her grievance shall be redressed by the 

SHO of the said Police Station. I ■ .

vcrsiosi

2.

{ '

3. in view of the above, llie petilinner is directed to

visit Police Station Akbarpura’ tomorrow at 1,00 

where the SMO shall provide' her fully security for the
i '

purpose of shilling her house hold articles from the house

a, in.

*
\

I, situated in Mohallah Afghan village Ali Shah District I

t

i Nowshcra. This petition is disposed of accordingly,r

I

A nnounced:
09.09.2020;

. \ >Affi.il r.S'

\I

; :

: y; *
JUDGE

I
9

‘ I i

I

.RIDGE
I

nn of MonMiit,* Mr. .hretire F^noh nl Amlp g
Mon^blf Mr Ju5Ji£cjyNadr Mghfoor.

t
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ENQUIRY REPORT FC AAMIR KHAN N0.394 PS AKBARPURA.
ALLEGATION:

WhereaS; Constable Aamir Khan No. 394 while posted at 
PS Akbarpura, now under suspension at police Line, showed negligence , 
as he left SHO PS Akbarpura alone and ran away from the spot during 

scuffle / firing that took place between Nazar Muhammad (police 

constable at District Peshawar) and lady Constable Safia No. 2802/EF 

residents of Ali Shah, District Nbwshera. Resultantly, LFC Safia expired 

and her sister namely Neelam sustained bullet injuries, which amounts 

to grave misconduct on hisf part and rendered him liable for 

Minor/Major punishment under'Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules 1975. 
PROCEEDINGS: i 1

1^ ^ . I

The delinquent police official was heard in person by the undersigned. 
He submitted his statement of defence which is just a pack of lies. ■
(Statement attached).
FINDINGS:
The truth of the matter is:idn the fateful day (10^^ Sep), SHO Abdul 
Baseer called PP Wapda Colony! I/C ASI Abdul Latif to reach Ali Shah for 

the implementation of an orderlof High Court. ASI Latif reached the spot 
and to his surprise, accused . party and its other family members . 
including women were already present there. The accused party led by 

Nazar Muhammad accompanied with other relatives warned ASI Latif to 

stay out of this as it is their private matter and they have plans to take 

LFC Safia to task, else get ready for dire consequences. AS| Latif stepped 

back and told SHO on phone about nefarious designs of the accused 

party. At this point, SHO was at fault as he shouldn't have reached the 

spot alongwith Safia and Neelam at the first place, keeping in mind the 

state of aggression of the accused party. However, SHO reached the 

spot without any extra forcq. A Mazda (to transport luggage) and HIACE 

(seating Safia and Neelam) entered the spot along with SHO.
The following constables and PASI accompanied SHO on the spot: Tariq 

459, Saeed Ullah 2002, Kamran 1789, Amir 384, Naeem 276, Kamran 

749, Amir 1180, PASI Safi Ullah, ASI Abdul Latif. SHO Abdul Baseer along 

with this limited strength of personnel entered the narrow street, > 
locating house of the accused party as well as that of LFC Safia and , 

'Neelam. Ladles from the accused party started heated argumentation ' 
with LFC Safia and Neelam, sitting in the HIACE. Meanwhile, the accused ! 
party led by Nazar Muhammad and his brother and their other relatives
including women started chanting slogans to kill Safia and even all police ■ 
officers present there. They had weapon (Pistol and Ak-#?*) in hands 

women had daggers, knives and wooden sticks. On this call, all afore
mentioned constables and PASI fled the scene and took refuge in nearby 

hniicPQ and in thp fiplHs.

f

/
/ ,
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Whereas, SHO was left alone and he hid himself between HIACE and , 
Mazda Truck. In the course of events, the accused party surrounded the 

■ HIACE In which Safia and NeeJam; were seated. LFC Safia tried to get hold
; . ; . i

of her weapon from her purse and seeing this, accused party opened a 

burst of Kalashnikov. Neelam got bullets on her feet. Both sisters got 
injured. Meanwhile, SHO asked'Neelam (from behind the windows of 
HIACE) to take his pistol and'fire at the accused party. In the blink of an

I .
eye, the accused party .fled'the scene leaving behind both sisters in 

injured condition. SHO didn't pOt in an iota of effort to apprehend the 

accused party, rather waited for 8-10 minutes behind the vehicle, then 

shifted the injured to another Vehicle and then ran after the accused, 
did some aerial firing, on doors and houses in the path way (just to 

register his response).
The undersigned has gathered information from eye witnesses of the 

spot as well as from Neelam (Safia's sister). In the opinion of the 

undersigned, the delinquent police official is found guilty of misconduct 
and cowardice. He withdrew himself from the duty assigned to him 

without permission. He fled theiscene as the situation was getting out of 
control and didn't fire 6n| the accused party in return. He doesn't 
deserve to be part of police [service any more. Hence, he may be 

dismissed from service. ' I

; V- % V

■ ■

7

/
//

;

i

1

i

[

I
.i

\: !1 infiendent of Police, 
Circle CanttJMowshera.

Assistani

1
I

!!
I

I

23__/st
• Dated_22/^2020.

No.
;

s

'i

H.,

. \
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CHARGE SHEET
\
\

■ 1. I' Capt: (R) Najmul Hasnain Liaquat PSP District Police Officer, Nowshera, as 

f compelent authority, hereby charge Constable Aamir Khan No.394 as per Statement of Allegations ' 
' ehclosed.

si.

' ■■ '•!• .

By reasons of above, you appear to'bd guilty of misconduct under Police Rules, 1975 ■ 
and have rendered yourself liable to all or any of the penalties specified in Police Rules, 1975.

2,

3,.- You are, therefore, required to submit your written defense within 07 days of the 

receipt of this Charge Sheet to the Enquiry Officer, as the case may be.
:

• • ■4. Your written defense, if any should reach the Enquiry Officer within the specified 

period, failing which it shall be presumed that you have no defense to put in and in that case ex- 
i . ■ ■ parte action shall follow against you.

0 *1

;
5 Intimate whether you desire to be heard in person, I

.0
t

^ •i

District Police Officer, 
No vshera

>3

)
;

i.
;

9 ■

I

/*

; i

(
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DISCIPLINARY ACTION

l._Capt: (R) Naimui Hasnain Liaauat PSP. District Police Officer, Nowshera 

, ,jf'as conipeten.t authority am of the opinion that Constable Aamir Khan No.394 has rendered himself ' 

liable to be proceeded against as he committed the loliowing acts/om'issions within the meaning of 
Police Rules; 1975. : ; ' .

; . :r
■ M'.'.

■w

STATEMENT OF ALLEGATIONS
W\

Whereas, Constable Aamir Khan No.394 while posted at PS, Akbarpura, ' 
now under suspension at Police Lines, showed negligence'as he left SHO PS Akbarpura alone and

. ■' I • ■ '

away from the spot during scuffle / firing that took place between Nazar Muhammad (police

constable at District Peshawar) and lady Constable Safia No. 2802/EF residents of Ali Shah District
• ' ! ' i . ■

Nowshera. Resultantly, LFC Safia expired and her sister nameiy Neelam sustained bullet injuries, 

which amounts to grave misconduct on his' paii and rendered him .liable for punishment under 

. Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules, 1975. ' i I ■

ran
ft'.; .■

For the purpose of scrutinizing the conduct of the said accused official with

Is hereby nominated as Enquiry; reference to above allegations. 
Officer.

The Enquiry Officer shall | in accordance with the provision of Police Rules, 

1975, provide reasonable opportunity of hearirjg tp the defaulter official, record his findings and 

make immediate recommendations as to punish;or other appropriate action against the defaulter 
■' official. I : ' ; I

I ;

Constable Aamir Khan 'No.394 is directed to appear before the Enquiry
Officer on the date, time and place fixed by the Enquiry Officer.

DistrtcTPolice Officer, 
Nowshera)3lNo. /PA.

Dated /z^ /^-y /2Q2Q.



PiM&l SHOW CAUSE NOTICE

r»n..f.hlo Aamir Khan No.m. '"hile posted at PS^,

charged irr case FIR No. 278 dated 10.09.2020 u / s 118 (B) Police Act 2017 PS

displayed cowardice'by leaving SHO PS Akbarpura alone and ran awa^

Nazar Muhammad (police constabu

Whereas, you
■t

' /
Akbarpura/

f
• /. Akbarpura, as you

spot during scuffle/firing that took place between , ai, Shah Distric
Peshawar) and lady Constable S^a No, 2802/EF residents of Ah Shah, , 

LFC Safia expired and her sister

from the 

at District 
Nowshera. Resultantiy

.7
■ /.

namely Neelam sustained bulk

injuries
suspended, closed to Police Un'E 

Bilal Ahmad. ASP Cat-
On account of Which you were

proceeded against debartmentally through Mr
gal formalities submitted his report to undersigned, where

recommended i

Nowshera, and
Nowshera who after fulfillment of !e 

the allegations leveled against you have!been proved and you were

av^arding major punishment
■ Major/Minor penalty includi 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules 197o.
Therefore, it is proposed to impose 

dismissal as envisaged under Rules fib) .oj the

Capf (Rt Najmul Husnain Liauqat, PSP District Police Offi<

under Rules 5(3) (a) & (b) of the Khy
Hence

I
of the powers vested in me

calluporj you. to Show Cause finally as to why the propo
Nowshera, in.exercise 

Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules 1975

hment.should not be awarded to youpLinis

reply shall telch this office within 07 days of the receipt of

have'no defense to offer.
Your

failing which, it will be presumed ttiat younotice

fsona! hearing before the undersig
You are at liberty to appear for per

District^Tice Off 
Nowshera

^ (s 7 ■_/PA. '
Dated

\ No,

ana in nandS a
had daggers, knives and wooden sticks. On this call, at! afo 

mentioned constables'and PASi fled the scene and took refuge in near 

hou-ses and in the fields. -

vvssa^w/ii

women
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ORDER
will dispose of ttiie I departmental enquiry initiated under Khyber 

■Rules-1975, against ConstablJ Amir No.'394 that he while posted at PS ^ .

27B dated lO.O&iZOaO u / s 118 (B) Police Act 2017 PS Akbarpura,

SHO f'S: Akbarpura alone and ran away from the spot during 

Muhararnad '{ Police Constable at District'Peshawar) and

this order .

Pakhtunkhwa Police 

Akbarpura, charged in case FIR No.

■as he displayed cowardice by leaving

scuffle / firing that took place between Nazar „ „ , pr Oofio
:,ady constable Safia No.2802./EF residents of Atr Shah, District Nowshera. Resultantly,

' dxpired and her sister namely Neelam sustained bulle) injuries.

closed to Police Lines andOn account of which, he was placed under suspension
Bilal Ahmad, ASP Cantt Nowshera, who after fulfillment !proceeded against departmenfally through Mr

submitted his report to undersigned 

wherein the allegations leveled against hirri

ri
vide his office Endst: No. 37 /St. dated 

were proved and was recommended for major '
• of legal formalities 

. ■23.09.2020 

; punishment of dismissal.
• I Notice, to which, he submitted'his reply

served with F’inal Show. CauseHe was
perused by the undersigned and found unsatisfactory

I
He was heard,in .orderly roorn.op 

undersignea, therefore, he is hereby awarded .rpajor punishment
immediate effect, in exercise'of powers vested in,m4 under Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Po_hce Rules-1975.

: OR No. SSO ____

Dated C}'S^ j /7~^.^/2020

29.09.2020, wherein he failed to satisfy the 

of dismissal from service with

o
m
‘olice Officer, 
owshera

Distri

y OpA, dated Nowshera, the
Copy for information and necessary action to the., No.,

Pay Officer. 
Establishment Clerk.

1
2,
3. OHC.

FMC with its enclosures (15 pag^es). 
l/C Cloth Godown. i
Official concerned.

4,
'5.
6,

"da 

^ «3nc/ /
:COi

n t
I

\
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OR D E R.;
off'the departmental appeal p

1 This order will dispose-
of: Nowshera District Police ac^

awarde*.Amir Khan No. '39.4Ex-Constable
of District Police Officer Nowshera, whereby he was

'order ,
; . punishment of. dismissal from service | vide OBr No.

proceeded against; departmentally
District Nowshera was charged 

2017 Police Statioi

880 dated 02.10
the allegationson

I ■ . -Hie appellant was
! '■' ' ■ he while posted at Police Station Akbarpura,. ^

278 dated 10.09.2020 u/s 118(B) Police Act
z78 aateo . , _ Akbarpura,

cowardice by leaving SHO Police
from the:spot during firing, resulting in the murder o 

28d2/EF’and bullet injury to

case FIR No 
Akbarpura, displaying
alone and running away

Constable Safia No

Sheetlalongwith Statement of Allegations a
nominated as

her sister namely
Lady 

Neelam

issued Chargehim-. He was 
Assistant Superintendent of; Police Cantt, Nowshera was

codal formalities, subrnitledOfficer i after fulfilling
Allegations leveled against him had been

punishment of

Enquiry Offiter, The Enquiry 

‘ his findings' Stating therein that the
delinquenh Officer for majorproved. He' recommended the

dismissal frpm sewice 

• I He was
Notice to which his reply was

of self
issued:Final Show Cause

received-and found unsatisfactory- He was,
H.fen-by summ.oning him ^in the prderly Room by the

■ 29 09 2020 but be failed to advance any cogent reason
■ awarded major punishment of dismissal from Semice ,

.'also provided opportunity
District Police Officer

in his
Nowshera on 

■ 'defense. Hence, he was
vide OB: No. 880 dated 02,q.2020.

Feeling aggrieved from the- order of
(erred the instant appeal. He was summonec and

,17.11.2020-
and service record of tnc ^

District Police Otficer, ,,

Nowshera, the appellant pre
Orderly Room held in this office on 

perusal of the enquiry file -
heard in person in

; From the leveled against the appellant h-ave 

the cowardice and
been found that allegations

shadow of . doubt. Owing .to
accused succeeded in murdering the Laay ■

to her-sister namely ■

appellant, it has
been proved beyond any
-negligent attitude of the appellant

2802/FF and causing bullet injury
t

Constable!Safia No

Neelam as they had been
accused who faced no. , 

of their intended' ■
left at the* mercy , of the 

deter them from the commissionwhatsoever, toresistance

■'!

■f
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in the Police Force with such an 

incidents to the general public as

i

The retention of the app.eilaritdesigns.
aUitude will lead to the repetition of'such like

Moreover, this type of conducths also bound to affect the discipline and 

conduct of other members of the force. teJsides, during the course of personal 

he huld not present any dogfent justifioation to warrant interference ,n

the order passed by the competent authority. •
! Keeping in vi^w thefab^e, 1, Sher AKbar, PSP S.St Regional 

Po'ice Officer, Wlardan, being the ap'pellate authority, find no substance in the 

appeal, therkore, the same is rejected land Aled;^ devoid of merit

well.

u
hearing

L

c
1

Order Announced,:
yVI

Regional Police Officer, 
Mardan.

12020.IBS. Dated Wlardan the14'y-./No. J

Officer, Nowshera for 

■w/rTo-'his office -Memo; No, 2845/PA dated
forwarded th ' District PoliceCopy

information: and necessary 
26.10 2020. His service record is ireturne d herewith

I

i

1

t
[

i;

f'^O ■
I I

1'
i'

it

i
6V'

:

;

\;

c.
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DEPARTMENTAL liNOUlRY AGAINST INSPRCTOR ARniH, RASKKR

THE THEN SHO POLICE STATION AKRARPtlRA

Brief of Allfepatinn^
\

: - Inspector Abdul Baeeer while posted as SHO P.S Akbarura;-now undert' , 1

■ V'! , ■
suspension,Police Lines, failed.to handle the situation by not taking the .requisite^' 

during sCuffle/firing-that took' place'.between Nazar Muhamafhd ,[police■- 
constable at District Peshawar) and lady! Constable .Safia No.' 280'2yEF_.residents 'of AliV 

Shah, Distriet Nowahera. Resultantly, LFC Safia expired and her sister namely 

sustained bullet injuries. Besides, lie

measures
■p

Neelam:'.:-
also directed by SDPO Pabbi- to' include, the;': 

as accused,in case FIR No. 278 dated 10.09.2020 u/s 1:180)',
Police Act:2017 lodged against police officials, as he was also found negligent towards*i- : d 

his duties but he turned a deaf ear to the^same, which amounts 

his part, and-rendered, him- liable;, for punishment under 

Rules, 1975. A

1- .:
was

name of PASI Abdul Latif

.i
to grave misconduct .on 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police

■ Proceedings: --• •
,Charge Sheet and Summary qf allegations were issued to and served upon thei"' 

delinquent Officer and the undersigned was tasked.to act as fact finder.

• -‘Inspector Abdul' Bmseeri

.was, .summoned, heard in person, and' his'A' 
statement ^^srecoyed. He stated that hfhas executed the court order.aS: well as Bmely.: s ■ ,
infornmdhisMghups-frGnnthesituatiomHedidndtadmittheallegationsandclaimedhimselftobef I'

• A

I,-. •'
• L- innocent. .i ' •; .

' -.Similarly statement of injured Neejam Farid (complainant in case-FiR No. 276' 
tlated 10.09.2020 u/s 302/3:24/148Aflf PPG Police Station AkbarpuraJ was also! 

_ ‘"'A'" statement she held responsible police party for the'incident'' ,
I hprstatement, she was shotitjng and askinghelp froLsHoTnd police pAty '

but no one turned dp exceptl two^ojice ;officers who helped her while taking to the ! 

hospiUll.

.'I '•
•»

■■'.I-.1 i

a

j

t. : Statement of Mustamir Ijhgn, Mazda driver was also recorded wher 

slated that as; he alongwith other (abdurs.e.staped from the spot 
also made their.escape good

.yiead Constable AfkarAli.No. 1065, Muharrir Police Stat 
also summoned who stated that on: 'the' directions of the Honourable 

SliO/lnspeetoi- Abdul Baseer, alongwith police strength of P.S Akbarpura departed 

•. order to shift^ouse hold agtieles of Neelam Farid from her house to some other place.; > ■ 

PASlAbduFLatif teleplioriically ipformed that a scuffle/firing took place and V ■ 

lesiiltantly Lady Constable Safia and her sister Neelam Farid liave 

who wore taken to Pabbi Hospital for treaLent.. In this connection

ein he ..v

similarly.police party' t

i ■

ion Akbarpura was c•t

■

Court, .A-'I
. ''fin

t •-
luiter on

i-
received bullet injur 

--- a case.vide FIR No; : ■

ura was registered on the. •• •

es.

V

■ 1

I
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if

^ report of Neelam Farid. Also a Murassiia written by SHO Abdui Baseer 

Pabbi Hospital and a case vide-EIR No. 

against the.delinquent police officials.

, -'. Similarly drivers constable Adnan.No. 1317 and constable Shah 

No. 512 of P.S Akbarpura submitted their written 

the version of_SHO, ■'

wasreceivedfrorn. •' 
2.28 dated 10.09.2G2.0 u/s .118-B' Wa’s registered' ■ *.f

it: //

Hussaiil..^
statements wherein they supported;-.

.t

•'!
/-

t I

i ' -
.Other police officials also subnaitted their written statements'wherein they’

■showed themselves as innoctnts and held the SHO responsible for the incident.

Finding/Recommendation*;; -

. -After,-illuminating all aspects of the rhatter, perusal of FlRs, 
statements of all concerned, the enquiry, officer has arrived 

SHO failed.to :

SHO not only resulted in

Daily Diaries^;

at the conclusion that the#
.•r

make, a proper-planning while handling the situation. Such failure of thei'

the death of Lady Constable Safia No. 2802 of Elite Force and' 
injurie.s:of heir.sister Neelam Farid-but also reflects his

;, •

poor professional skills, • 
Baseer is recommended forc Therefore, SHO/lnspector- Abdul

majors.. .
punishment: •'

4 > A-
c /I

a< ■,1
Superintendent of Police, 
Investigation, Nowshera.

\: .
■. W/DPO Novvshpra

v

I

\ : ::

f
i

0

:i.

-.1: ■
; ■

f; I'
I

• 'i' t j'
1

.t

!
f

■I '•'I '.'fi
•I

1/!•
i•. ‘J

• *.•
i

i: -
I

j;/
• t



;*

■ 4/ - (7^if ■; 
/ - «1

4

;^a:., police DEPARTiVIEMT
DISTRICT NOWSHFRA

I

ORDER \

This order will dispose of the departmental enquiry initiated under Khyber 
Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules- i975, against Inspector Abdul Baseer, under the allegations that he while 

posted as SHO PS Akbarpura. failed to handle the situation by not taking the requisite measures during 

scuffle / firing that took place between Nazar Muhammad and lady Constable Safia No. 2802 / EF 
residents of Ali Shah, District Nowshera. Resultantly, LFC Safia expired and her sister namely Neelam

sustained bullet injuries. Besides, he was also directed by SDPO Pabbi to charge PASI Abdul Latif in 

case FIR No.278 dated 10,09.2020 u / s 118 (B) Police Act 2017 lodged against police official 

was also found negligent towards his duties but he turned a deaf ear to the same.
as he

On account of which, he was suspended, closed to Police Lines and proceeded 

against departmentally through Mr. Noor Jamal Khan SP Investigation Nowshera, who after fulfillment 
of legal formalities submitted his report to undersigned vide his office Memo. No. 4412/PA dated 

29.10.2020, wherein the'allegations leveled

1

against him have been proved and was recommended tor
awarding major punishment.

He was served with Final Show Cause Notice, to which, he submitted his reply
which was perused by the undersigned and found unsatisfactory.

i

He was heard in orderly rconi by the und4rsigneVwhereih he failed to
produce'

any cogent reason in his defense, therefore, he is'he^by awarded major purlishrhent of reddctbn in 

pay by 02 stages for a period of 02

1

Reinstated in service from the date of susperisibri. in
exercise of powers vested in me under Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules-1975 
OB No. 10^7 - ■ 2

A o.Dated j L /2020‘

Dtsmct F olice Officer,
_/PA, dated Nowshera, the /-^ /// /2020
Copy forjnformation and necessary action to the;

1. Regional Police Officer, Mardan.
Pay Officer.

Establishment Clerk.

FMC with enquiry papers (46 pages). 
6fficiar concerned.

I

2.
3.

i

<*
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