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FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Court of

1698/2022Case No.-

( Order or other proceedings with signature of judgeDate of order 
proceedings

S.No.

31 2

The appeal of Mr. Rehmat Ullah resubmitted today 

by Mr.KliaJed Rehman Advocate. It is fixed for preliminary

hearing before Single Bench at Peshawar on______

Notices be issued to appellant and his counsel for the date 

fixed.

i 1- 29/11/2022

By the dfe-der of Chairman
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The appeal of Mr. Rehmatullah Ex-IHC No.3995 Police Station Hashtnagri Peshawar 

received today i.e. on 25.11.2022 is incomplete on the following score which is returned to the
I

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

1- Appeal has not been flagged/marked with annexures marks.
2- Check list is not attached'with the appeal.
3- Annexures of the appeal may be attested.
4- Affidavit may be got attested by the Oath Commissoner.
5- Memorandum of appeal may be got signed by the appellant.
6- Wakalat nama in favour of appellant may also be placed on file.
7- Five more copies/sets of the appeal along with annexures i.e. complete in all respect 

may also be submitted with the appeal.

•tNo.

Dt._S£l 72022

REGISTRAR - 
SERVICE TRIBUNAL 

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 
PESHAWAR.

Mr.Khaled Rehman Adv.
High Court Peshawar
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BEFORE THE lOIYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR
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/2022Service Appeal No

Rehmatullah Appellant

Versus

RespondentsThe PPO and others
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Description of Documents I Dale I Annex j Paleia; 

Memo of Service Appeal with Affidavit1. I-'S
2. Suspension order 17.05.2022 A

Charge Sheet and Statement of 
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Through
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR
■>

. (Ms1 Service Appeal No /2022
I

Rehmatullah 
Ex- IHC No.3995
Police Station Hashtnagri, Peshawar

,1

Appellant

VERSUS

1. The Provincial Police Officer.
t.JJar,',.- iN,v.\ Khyber Palditunkliwa, Peshawar.
R>at«ei.

2. The Capital City Police Officer
Peshawar.

3. The Senior Superintendent of Police
Peshawar Respondents

SERVICE APPEAL UNDER SECTION-4 OF THE KHYBER
PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNALS ACT, 1974 AGAINST THE 

ORIGINAL IMPUGNED ORDER DATED 16.06.2022 WHEREBY 

APPELLANT WAS AWARDED MAJOR PUNISHMENT OF REDUCTION TO

LOWER RANK AGAINST WHICH HE FILED DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL 

BUT THE SAME WAS DECIDED BY ENHANCING THE PUNISHMENT TO 

THAT OF DISMISSAL FROM SERVICE VIDE IMPUGNED APPELLATE
ORDER DATED 27.10.2022.

irS--------------------
M^ss^tirgj^YER: !'■

On acceptance of the instant appeal, the impugned original order dated 

16.06.2022 passed by Respondent No.3 and the impugned appellate order dated 

27.10.2022 passed by Respondent No.2, may graciously be set aside and 

appellant be re-instated into service with all back benefits.

jt.
■ 'I

i.
■i:

Respectfully Sheweth, !t

4l'-

Facts giving rise to the present appeal are as under:- i;.

i''
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i*
That appellant hails from respectable family of District Peshawar. Fie joined

the Police Force as a Constable way back in the year 2000. It is apprised that
was never ever

1.Jj?

during that period he performe^„4xili duties elegantly and 

proceeded against departmentally. As a result he was promoted to the rank of 

Head Constable in the year 2010 while as Inter Head Constable (IHC) in the

year 2017.

That while discharging his duties against the subject post at PS Shaheed Gultat 

Hussain (Hashtnagri), all of sudden appellant was suspended from service vide 

order dated 17.05.2022 {Annex:-A) on the basis of Charge Sheet and Statement 

of Allegations {Annex:-B) wherein baseless allegations upon the appellant were 

inflected. Since the charges were baseless and ill-founded, appellant submitted a 

detailed Reply (Annex:-C) wherein he explained his position and each and 

every aspect of the matter but the same was not taken into consideration.

2.

That under the law, Respondent were supposed to comply with the 

requirements as embodied in Rule-6 of the Khyber Pakhtunldiwa Police Rules- 

1975 by conducting a regular inquiry but at the back of the appellant a Fact 

Finding Inquiry (Annex:-\i) was conducted. The Committee jumped to the 

wrong conclusion and appellant was illegally found to be guilty of the charges 

and recommended for major punishment of reduction to lower rank vide 

impugned original order dated 16.06.2022 (Annexx-E). It is further elucidated 

that the Fact Finding Inquiry Report was not provided to appellant rather 

appellant got tire same from the concerned quarter.

3.

That it is submitted that under the law Respondents were supposed to issue the 

Final Show Cause Notice to the appellant but the same was not issued to 

appellant. Appellant being aggrieved of the impugned original order dated 

16.06.2022 preferred Departmental Appeal {Annexx-E) but instead of deciding 

the appeal on merit, the appellate authority without any legal justification 

enhanced the punishment to dismissal from service vide impugned appellate 

order dated 27.10.2022 {Annexx-G) that too without giving any Notice to 

appellant.

4.

!
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" ^ 5.
That appellant being aggrieved of the impugned original order dated 

16.06.2022 and impugned appellate order dated 27.10.2022, files the instant 

Service Appeal inter-alia on the following grounds:-

Grounds:
That Respondents have not treated appellant in accordance with law, rules and 

policy on subject and acted in violation of Article 4 & lOA of the Constitution 

of Islamic Republic of Pakistan, 1973 and unlawfully issued the impugned 

orders, which are unjust, unfair and hence not sustainable in the eye of law.

A.

B. That it is steadfast scheme of service law that whenever an accused is subjected 

to departmental proceedings, a charge is framed in the shape of Charge Sheet 

and Statement of Allegations. The basic aim of the same is to inform the 

delinquent civil servant of the charges without any ambiguity and he has to be 

informed that what kind of misconduct has been committed by him. The 

charges as inflected upon the appellant are very serious in nature, therefore, the 

Respondents were supposed to clearly mention the charges without any doubt 

because mentioning mere relation with the criminals and taking gratification 

from them does not exempt the authority from his legal duties. Thus the charges 

are not covered under Rule-3 of the Khyber Pakhtunlchwa Police Rules-1975 

and thereon the impugned orders are liable to be set aside.

That the edifice of the departmental proceedings against the appellant is of the 

relation and taking bribe from different smugglers. Now the question is that 

whether any kind of complaint has ever been submitted against the appellant or 

whether the statements of the incumbents were recorded by the Inquiry Officer 

as under the law it was the primary duty of the Inquiry Officer to ascertain the 

truth behind the charges as leveled against delinquent civil servant but the so 

called inquiry as conducted by the Respondents will reveal that the mandatory 

requirements as has been enunciated in Article-lOA of the Constitution of 

Islamic Republic of Pakistan, 1973 have not been complied with, therefore, it 

would not be wrong to add here that on the basis of surmises and conjunctures" 

appellant has been inflected upon major punishment of dismissal from service, 

which is liable to be set aside.

C.
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i r set procedure under Rule-6 of the Police Rules-1975 has been catered 

for but this important aspect of the matte was outright overlooked by the 

Respondent Department and conducted a Fact Finding Inquiry under Rule-5 of 

the Rules ibid. It is further contended that whenever the Competent Authority is 

satisfied with the recommendations of the Fact Finding Inquiry and he 

opinion that there is no need to conduct, regular inquiry against the delinquent

civil servant then reasons are 

but this important aspect of the matter was also ignored by the competent 

authority as neither reasons for dispensing with the regular inquiry not final 

Show Cause Notice was served to the appellant, which is not tenable in the eye- 

of law, therefore, the basic order against tlie appellant is without any lawful 

authority and it is an established principle of law that whenever the initiation of 

a departmental inquiry is based upon unlawful order then the superstructuie 

built thereon would fall to the ground automatically.

That aD.

is of the i

mentioned and regular inquiry is dispensed with

That the impugned appellate order dated 27.10.2022 has been issued by the 

appellate authority in utter disregard of the set procedure as has been enacted in 

the Khyber Palditunlchwa Police Rules-1975. It has been submitted that Final 

Show Cause Notice was not issued to appellant but in addition to the same 

whenever the appellant authority deems appropriate that the punishment as 

awarded does not commensurate with the guilt/charges of the accused civil 

servant then two procedures have been provided to. the appellate authority, 

firstly to remit back the matter for denovo inquiry and secondly issue a Show 

Cause Notice to the delinquent civil servant that why the punishment should not 

be enhanced. Therefore, mandatory requirement of law has been ignored by the 

appellate authority. In Writ Petition No.2314-P/2021, the operation of the 

impugned removal order was suspended by the Hon'ble Peshawar High Court, 

Peshawar vide Order dated 01.07.2021 (Anfiex:-H) wherein without giving 

notice to the referred Petitioner, the minor punishment was enhanced to removal 

from service. Further, reliance is placed on 2021 SCMR 1162 and PLJ 2018 

TrC 7:-

E.

“—H. 4(l)(a)—Negligence in maintaining official record—Penalty 
of reduction in pay scale by four steps for five years reduced to 
minor penalty of 'censure'—Inquiry Officer had not found any 
documentary evidence to prove the allegation against the respondent 
of making double payments— Further, it was found that the alleged
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misconduct and negligence was not fully establislied---Incjuiiy 
Officer observed that although the respondent was negligent and 
showed lack of interest, there was no element of intentional omission 
or deliberate mishandling of records or overpayment to two 
individuals- -On said basis, the Inquiry Officer had recommended 
issuance of a severe warning to the respondent— However the 
competent authority disagreeing with the findings of the Inquiry 
Officer imposed major penalty of reduction in pay scale by one step 
for two years without recording any valid or cogent reasons— 
Further, the Appellate Authority also did not record any valid 

lawful justification for further enhancing the penalty 
imposed upon the respondent—Service Tribunal re-examined the 
entire record and came to the correct conclusion that there was 
insufficient evidence against the respondent to establish charges of 
fraudulent double payments and negligence in handling official 
records and in discharge of his duties—Tribunal rightly came to the 
conclusion that the penalty imposed by the competent authority and 
further enhancement of the same by the Appellate Authority was 
disproportionately harsh to the allegations levelled and not fully 
proved against the respondent, particularly so where no 
documentary evidence was available to substantiate the charges 
against hint— Furthermore record did not show if any mandatory 
show cause notice was issued by the Appellate Authority to the 
respondent or he was given an opportunity to defend his position and 
to plead his case against further enhancement of the penalty 
imposed upon him—Such material error/ defect in the procedure 
adopted by the Appellate Authority had violated the due process 
rights of the respondent— Service Tribunal was justified in reducing 
the major penalty of reduction in pay scale by four steps for five 
years to minor penalty of 'censure'—Petition for leave to appeal was 
dismissed and leave was refused. ”

reasons or

That Section-16 of the Khyber Pakhtunlchwa Civil Servant Act, 1973 read with 

Rule-3 of the Khyber Palditunkliwa Police Rules, 1974 necessitate that civil 

servant has to be treated in accordance with law and rules. Therefore^ 

Respondents adopted summary procedure rather the gravity of the charges 

leveled against the appellant required strict compliance with said rules and it 

was the basic duty to conduct a regular inquiry. Moreover, the whole 

proceedings have been carried out in violation, of Article-lOA of the 

Constitution of the Islamic Republic of Pakistan, 1973.

F.

<3. That it is a settled legal principle that where major penalty is proposed then 

only a regular enquiry is to be conducted wherein the accused must be 

associated with all stages of the enquiry including the collecting of oral and 

documentary evidence in his presence and he must be confronted to the same 

and must be afforded an opportunity of cross-examining the witnesses. Thus the

i
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impugned orders are nullity in the eye of law and hence liable to be set aside. ^

afforded to the appellant neitherThat no opportunity of personal hearing 

by the competent authority, nor by the Enquiry Officer nor even by the

appellate authority while enhancing penalty to dismissal from service which aie
2003 SCMR 1126

wasH.

the mandatory requirements of law. Reliance is placed on

which states that:-

“where the civil servant was not afforded a chance of personal 
hearing before passing of termination order, such order would be 
void ab-initio. ”

Further reliance is placed on PLD 2008 SC 412 which states as under.-

“Natural Justice, principles of— Opportunity of hearing — Scope - 
- order adverse to interest of a person cannot be passed without 
providing him an opportunity of hearing — Departure from such 
rule may render such order illegal. ”

Thus appellant was condemned unheard as the action has been taken at the back 

of the appellant which is against the principle of natural justice.

That the requirements of Rule-5 of the Khyber Palditunldiwa Civil Servants 

(Appeal) Rules, 1986 have not been fulfilled and rejected the Departmental 

Appeal of the appellant without applying judicial mind.

I.

That the appellant has served the Department for about than 22 years and has 

consumed his precious life in the service and keeping in view his unblemished 

service the imposition of the major penalty in peculiar facts and circumstances 

of the case is harsh, excessive and does not commensurate with the guilt of the 

appellant.

J.

That appellant would like to offer some other additional grounds during the 

course of arguments when the stance of the Respondents is known to the 

appellant.

K.

It is, therefore, humbly prayed that the instant appeal may gi-aciously be 

accepted as prayed for above.

- \.
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Any other relief as deemed appropriate in the circumstances of case not 

specifically asked for, may also be granted to appellant.
I

I

Appej
Through

Khal^
Advoci 
Supretne Court of pakistan

&

'4''
Muhammad Amin lAyub

I

&

iC
Muhammad Ghazpnfar Ali
Advocates, High C^urt

Dated: /10/2022
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR
i

/2022Service Appeal No.

AppellantRehmatullah
Versus

RespondentsThe IGP and others

Affidavit

Rehmatullah, Ex-IHC No.3995, Police Station Hashtnagri, Peshawar, do 

hereby solemnly affinn and declare on oath that the contents of this Appeal are true 

and coiTect to the best of my Icnowledge, and nothing has been concealed from this 

Hon’ble Tribunal.

I,

Deponent

Identified by

'(L
Muhammad AmivtA.yub 
Advocate, Peshawar

f

I



'-np’KP Police Human Resource rylanagement System

OFFICE OF THE
SR: SUPERINTENDENT OF POLICE 

OPERATIONS. PESHAWAR
7601-2769

'A''9
SUSPENSION ORDER
The below mentioned Mohan-ar of PS SGH is hereby placed under suspension and closed with 
immediate effect.

Subsequently, proper charge and summary of allegations will be issued to him seperately.
Sr. Closed

District
Closed
Wing

Closed
Station

Suspension
RemarksNo Name Number & Rank Recommepded By

1 HEAD CONSTABLE: Rehmat ullah 
,3995

Peshawar OPERATION SSP/Operations,
Peshawar

POLICE LINES, Negligence

f

....
lAROON RASHID KHAN (T.ST PSP) 
SENIOR SUPERINTENDENT OF POLICE 

OPERATION PESHAWAR

...

No. /PA
Copy forwarded to the:

1. Capital City Police Officer Peshawar.
2. SsP Security & HQrs Peshawar.
3. AD IT CCP Peshawar.
4. CC, PO, AS, EC-II, OASI
5. I/C Emergency Control Peshawar.

/ 7/05/2022Dated Peshawar the

I

C



D /fonwAWfiE SHEET
satisfiedRashid Khan PSP, SSP/Operations Peshawar,

Rules 1975 is necessary &
Rehmat Ullah Wo. 3995

am
S Whereas I, Haroon

a Formal Enquiry as contemplated by Police 

against Head Constable
expedient in the subject case

Moharrar PS tablished would call forwhUe posted as
And whereas, I am of the view that the allegations if es

2.major/minor penalty, aa defmedin Rufc 3 of the aforesmd Rule ^

Now therefore, as requued by Rule 6 (1) (a) M 1

Khan PSP. SSP Operations. e« ^
3.
Rashid
Rehmat Ullah No. 3995 while posted

“■"“r." .. — -e-.. - -■ " “ T . „
^ „d.. .«.»e

different smugglers of the area and

and criminal elements and was

found

i)

getting bribe fromyou are
developed contacts with anti-social

receiving illegal gratification from them.
It has also been reported that you did not
lockup and releasing the accused in Ueu of hug bribe/amount and 

getting hefty sums running of Rupees for encouraging such Idte

confining the accused in the
ii) are

elements.
criminal elements youBeing hand in glove with smugglers as well as 

have brought bad name to Police in general and SGH Police in particular.

persistent reputation of being corrupt and haveThat you have a 
maintained a standard of living beyond your known sources of income. 
All this comes within the purview of 'corruption’ under Police (E8»D)

ill)

iv)
Rules, 1975.

I hereby direct you further under Rule 6 (1| (b) of the said Rules to put forth
of the receipt of this Charge Sheet to the Enquiry 

be taken against you and also stating at the

4.
written defence within 7 days
Officer, as to why action should not

time whether you desire to be heard in person.same
received within the specific period to the EnquiryIn case your reply is not 

Officer, it shall be presumed that you have
5.

defence to offer and ex-parte action wHlno

be taken against you.

(T.ST PSP! 
^^perintendent of Police 
"(derations) Peshawar

iHIDHARC
Sexii



/-// \STATEMTKNY of .A1f-T I4-

I
Peshawar as ^ competent

Rehmat UUah No. 399S while

I. r^-
'%y:‘ I, Haroon Rashid Khan PSP. SSP/Operations

of the opinion that Head Constable 
Moharrax PS - has rendered himseif .iab.e to be proceeded

as he has committed the following acts/omission within the 

Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules, 1975.

authority, am

posted as I
against departmentally 
meaning of section 03 of the Khyber

according to the eonrce report, it has been observed that he was^und

assigned duty. The fact is evident thathe
and have developed 

receiving illegal

i)
taking undue advantage of his

is getting bribe from 
contacts with anti-social and criminal elements and

different smugglers of the area
was

gratification from them.
It has also been reported that he
lockup and releasing the accused in lieu of hug bribe/amount and 

getting hefty sums running Rupees for encouraging such like elements.
criminal elements you

did not confining the accused in the
ii) are

iii. Being hand in glove with smugglers as well as
have brought bad name to Police in general and SGH Police in particular.

persistent reputation of being corrupt and haveThat he has a 
maintained a standard of living beyond his known sources of income.

iv)

within the purview of ‘corruption’ under Police {E85D)vii) All this comes 
Rules, 1975.

2. For the purpose of scrutinizing the conduct of afore said police 

said episode with reference to the above allegations —j— 

is appointed as Enquiry Officer under Rule 5 (4) of Police Rules 1975.

3. The Enquiry Officer shall in-accordance with the provision of the Police Rules 

(1975), provide reasonable opportunity of hearing to the accused Official and make 

recommendations as to punish or other action to be taken against the accused

official in the

t

official. e

lAipON RASHID KHAN (t.stpsp» 
Ssii^Superintendent of Police 

fbtoerations) Peshawar 
f^2022No. T/ E/PA, dated Peshawar the 3o /I

I
Copy to:-

1. The Inquiry Officer.
2. The Delinquent official through PA to the EO officer.

i

y
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OFFICE OF THE

su..™d|ntofpouce,
0!-H“922.5333/spcitvpeshawar@vahoOc

iMn. ,'S"PiR~%A. dated Peshawar the ^.S7il^a_/2022.

/t/

,com

The Senior Superintendent of Police,
• Operations, Peshawar.
rkgular df.partmewtal enquiry report.

To:

Subject;

Memo:
•I

.1

Kindly refer to your office Diary No. 71/E/PA, dated 30-05-2022

attached in original.

It is submitted that Regular Departmental Enquiry of accused 

Head Constable Rehmat Ullah No. 3995, while posted as Muharrar PS SGH, 
Peshawai', was entrusted to the undersigned which was proceeded under 

the law.

SUMMARY OF CHARGE SHEET fORIGINAL ATTACHEDl:-

Head Constable Rehmat Ullah No. 3995, while posted as 

Muharrar, PS SGH, Peshawar, was charged for gross misconduct on the 

following grounds:-

According to the source report, it has been observed that he was 

found taking undue advantage of your assigned duty. The fact is 

evident that he is getting bribe from different smugglers of the 

area and has developed contacts with anti-social and criminal 

elements and was receiving illegal gratification from them.

It has also been reported that he did not confining the accused 

in the loclmp and releasing the accused in lieu of hug 

bribe/amount and are getting hefty sums running Rupees for 

encouraging such like elements.

Being hand in glove with smugglers as well as criminal elements 

he has brought bad name to Police in general and SGH Police in 

particular.



l^f
That he has a persistent reputation of being corrupt and has 

maintained a standard of living beyond his known source of 

income.
P

All this comes within the purview of “corruption” under Police 

(E85D). Rules, 1975.

That the situation prime facie suggests/implies unprofessional 
attitude and disinterest in service, thus making him 

liable/accountable under the relevant rules.

ENQUIRY PROCEEDINGS;-

a) Charge Sheet was served upon HC Rehmat Ullah as per 

directions (copy of Charge Sheet is attached).

HC Rehmat Ullah was called to office of the undersigned, heard 

in detail and his statement was recorded (statement is 

attached).

b)

FlNDING/RECOMMENDATTQWr-

I have perused all the relevant papers and the accused Head 

Constable was heard in person, but he failed to defend himself against the 

allegations leveled against him. Therefore, I came to the conclusion that 

Head Constable Rehmat Ullah No. 3995 is guilty of all accusations leveled 

against him.

^EI^DENTOF^OLICE, 
CITY, PESHAWAR.

SUi



OFFICE OF THE
SR: SUPERINTENDENT OF POLICE, 

(OPERATIONS) PESHAWAR 
Phone. 091-9210508

This office order will dispose-off the departmental proceedings against 
TTIIah No. 3995 while posted as Moharrar SGH CCP

this office vide No. 71/E/PA
Head Constable
Peshawar, was proceeded against departmentally vide 
dated 30.05.2022. According to the source report, it has been observed that he was 

taking undue advantage of his assigned duty. The fact is evident that he isfound
getting bribe from different smugglers of the area and have developed contacts with 

anti-social and criminal elements and was receiving illegal gratification from them. It

has also been reported that he did not confining the accused in the lockup and 

releasing the accused in lieu of hug bribe/amount and are getting hefty sums 

running Rupees for encouraging such like elements. Being hand in glove with 

smugglers as well as criminal elements you have brought bad name to Police in 

general and SGH Police in particular. That he has a persistent reputation of being 

corrupt and have maintained a standard of living beyond his known sources oty

income.

Under Police Rules 1975 (amended 2014) proper charge sheet alongwith 

summary of allegation was issued against him and SP City was appointed as Enquiry 

Officer who submitted his finding wherein he concluded that he failed to defend 

himself against the allegations leveled against him. The E.O recommended that he 

found guilty of the above charges.

Keeping in view of the above, the undersigned being a competent 

authority, do agree with the recommendation of the enquiry officer, therefore, HC 

Rehmat Ullah is awarded Major punishment “Reverted to the rank of Head 

Constable to Constable with immediate effect. He is reinstated into service 

from the date of suspension vide Endst No. 1512-18/PA dated 17.05.2022. .

2.

3.

lA ICON RASHID KHAN (t.stpsp( 
^e’ederBuperiiltendent of Police 

perations) Peshawar
j 1 9?-~//PA dated Peshawar, the//) /26'22.

Copy for information and necessary action to:-
1. The Capital City Police Officer, Peshawar
2. EC-II/OASI/AS/CRC/FMC along with complete enquiry file for record ( / ).

No..
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Ok^FICE OF THE 
CAPrrAL CITY POLICE OFFICER 

PESHAWAR

nuBKit.

Tilts order will dbjiosc of the dcpartmciilal appeal jircfcncd by CoiiSinlik Rclimat 
Ulluli No. 3995 who was awarded the major punishment of‘'reversion from the rank of HC to 

Conslablc” under KP PR-1975 (amended 2014) by SSP/Operatioris Peshawar vide order No. 
1797.-99/PA. dated 16.06.2022.

1
IShort facts leading to tlie instant appeal are2*^ Uiat tile appellant while posted as 

JifuliaiTitr PS SGH Peshawar was proceeded against dcparlmentally on the following charges:,

i. As per classified source report, the defaulter constable wa.«! involved in getting 
gratification from different smuggler.? of the area and had developed contacts with anti
social and criminal elements and was favotiring them in their illegal activities,

” releasing accused from the lock up in lieu of hefty monefary^

Hi. Rial he has a persistent reputation of being corrupt and iiave maintained a .standard of 
living beyond his unknown sources of income.

He Vfas issMedp^opw Charge Slieel and Suminury of Allegations by SSJVOjjeratio 
Peshawar. SP/City Pesliawbi%i appiiiUsd as inquiry ofOcer to scrallnize the , 
acensed oBidai. Tlte inqnhy „f&er after conducting proper in,dry submifted his finding in which 
he »as lonnd giiiity. The competent mhority in light of the findings oftltc h„„io, officer awarded
die above major puni.shment.

3-
ns

conduct of the

4- Hc was heard in person in 0,R and the. relevant record along with Jus explanation
1^' ““ ■“ ““ “f Pl-hlc espiunation in 1*
d new The cOtcer mtder Inqnity cmrics estendy had Ion fc ccr,option and connivance
nth entmnd elements. He Ims been sncccssmUy managing his posting as Muha™ finoughon. ids

onsiable. Hence, keeping in view the aforesaid allcgalians, 
hy .S'SrvOpet-afioiis Peshawar

the puiiishment awaided to him
vide order No, 1797-WVA, dated 16.06.2022 is herebyenhanced to dismissal from service.

r/Mr

(MHHAMMAIHJ) 
CAPITAL CITY 1*01

peshaL, . .
‘^atecl Peshawar the ^7 ! /O mir ^ 

for informafioa and necessary action to the--
'• oSP/Operations Peshawar.
4 ^-ITCCP Peshawar.
4 ,%®C-JIwidOASr.
_• 'MC alona with coraolete fouii mi.<;.<ini

i|AN)PSP ■ 
«ICER,

>*..3322-23 /1*A.
. ♦

/ •
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V

iEMiAWAUHimcoimr^ p^shawa^.
FORIIUi ‘A»

form of ORDFR RMPgT
t>JtooifOfjar. Order or otiier proceedings V/Tth the order of tha

0107.2021 WlP-No.2314-I> of 2021 wi«i Interim

Present: Petitioner in person. •

Mr.Wilayat Khan, /^G for the 
respondents No.1 and 2. .

i

Tha former states tliat against the order qua 

imposition of minor penalty on him vide order dated 

29.07.2020 he had filed an appeal before the respondent 

No.2, wtto awarded him a major penalty of removal from 

service and tliat too without hearing him. In such like 

situation particularly when the petitioner has been 

condemned unheard, we suspend the impugned order 

dated 18.05.2021 and adjourn the case to a short date in 

office. Besides, notice be issued to the respondents No.2 

and 3 to file their parawlse comments so as to reach this 

court within a fortnight

I
I

ID6I

JUDGE

Anww)on'DIaHr.(OB) (Hon'ble HrJuatlc* La) Jan KhattaK a HSudH8l5u»,CS

i
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