
Service Appeal No. 15904/2020

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.

ORDER
25.07.2022

ANNOUNCED
25.07.2022
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(SALAH-UD-DIN) 
MEMBER (JUDICIAL)

(KALIM ARSHAD KHAN) 
CHAIRMAN
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Junior to counsel for the appellant present. V31.05.2022

Asif Masood Ali Shah, learned Deputy District Attorney 

alongwith Fayaz HC for respondents present.

File to come up alongwith connected Service Appeal 

No.15901/2020 titled “Naeem Khan Vs. Police Department” on 

25.07.2022 before D.B.

(Rozina Rehman) 
Member (J)

(Fareeha Paul) 
Member(E)
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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. 

Learned AAG is required to contact the respondents for 

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

written reply/comments are not

Mr.21.06.2021

1

/ positively. 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. -

Chairman

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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(ATIQ-UR-REHMAN WAZIR) 
MEMBER (EXECUTIVE)

(SAU\H-UD-DIN) 
MEMBER (JUDICIAL)
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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 of learned 

counsel, instant appeal is admitted to regular hearing subject to all 
10just exceptions. Appellant is required to deposit security and 

' Process Fe® ' process fee within 10 days. Thereafter, notices be issued to the
respondents for submission of written reply/comments on 

28.04.2021 before S.B.

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.
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Form- A

FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Court of

72020Case No.-

Order or other proceedings with signature of judgeDate of order 
proceedings

S.No.

321

The appeal of Mr. Saeedullah Shah 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-

This case is entrusted to S. Bench for preliminary hearing to be put2-
gf/o>/2^Up there on

CHAIRMAN
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The appeal of Mr. Saeedullah Shah Ex-Constable no. 2002 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.

Dt.

ys.T,No.

/2020

REGISTRAR « 
SERVICE TRIBUNAL 

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 
PESHAWAR.

Mr. Muhammad Arif Jan Adv. Pesh.

i

J:)P ^
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE
TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. /2020

Saeed Ullah Shah Ex-Constable Appellant

VERSUS
DPO and others Respondents

INDEX
S.No. Description of documents. Annexure Dated

1. Service Appeal /- B
2.

73. Addresses of parties
4. Copy of Mad report No-17 A (0
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

10. Copy of order dated 2^10-2020 I
11. Copies of memo of appeal and 

order dated 20-11-2020
J & K

12. Wakalatnama y-}-

Dated: 09-12-2020

Appellant
Through

MuhammacrArif Jan
Advocate High Court
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BEFORE THE.KHYBER PAKHtlUiNKHWA SERVICE
••■ • i-Sf

TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR

KJ.ybc ^ Polcl,tulchwa 
.Service Trii>u,,a|

Diary No.

Service Appeal No/_^ /2020
Dated

Saeed Ullah Shah Ex-Constable No-2002 District Poiice 

Nowshera presently at Aza Khel Bala District Nowshera.

........Appellant

VERSUS

1) District Poiice Officer, Nowshera.

2) Regionai Poiice Officer, Mardan.

3) Provincial Police Officer Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 
Peshawar.

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

Respondents

SERVICE APPEAL U/S 4 OF THE 

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE 

TRIBUNAL ACT, 1974 AGAINST THE 

ORDER DATED 02-10-2020 PASSED BY
—eAAfi,

Stegiscrar RESPONDENT NO-1, AGAINST WHICH

THE DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL

PREFERRED AND THE SAME WAS TOO 

REJECTED BY THE RESPONDENT NO-2 ■s.
•■-W

MAINTAINING THE DISMISSAL ORDER 

OF THE APPELLANT.

ft



Respectfully Sheweth:-
_ c

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 mentipned 

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 

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



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/order 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 letter/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.



B. Because, it is worth mentioning here that, neither 

the then SHO assigned the duties to appellant 

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



-j; 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



: fi
keep and continue his duties by re-instating him 

with ali service benefits.

-tt
i-'

K. Because it is highiy condemnable that the 

respondents are adopting the poiicy of "MIGHT IS 

RIGHT", which is evident from the impugned order 

passed against the appeilant, thus the act, 
commission and omission of the respondents is in 

vioiation of law and rules, hence invites 

consideration of this hon'ble Tribunal.

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.

L.

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 responctents to re-instate the 

appeiiant into his Service with aii back 

benefits.

iii. Any other reiief may aiso kindiy be granted 

in the circumstances of the appeiiant's 

case.

Appeila,
Through

Muhammad^^if
Advocate High Court

Jan

AFFIDAVIT

I, Saeed Uiiah Shah Ex-Constabie No-2002 District 

Poiice Nowshera presentiy at Aza Khei Bala District 

Nowshera (Appellant), do hereby affirm and declare on 

oath that the contents of accompanying Appeal are true 
and correct to the best of my knov\^edge and belief and. 
nothing has been concealed from th\^ Hon'ble court. n

V\ DeponentVAMOo

C*'



BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICEu-
TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. /2020

Saeed Ullah Shah Ex-Constable Appellant

VERSUS
DPO and others Respondents

ADDRESSES OF PARTIES

APPELLANT

Saeed Ullah Shah Ex-Constable No-2002 District Police 

Nowshera presently at 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

Muhammad Arif Jan
Advocate High Court
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ENQUIRY REPORT FC MUHAMMAD NAEEM BSiO,276 PS AKBARPURA. 
ALLEGATION:

-4

No, ' ~ ^ 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

Whereas, Constable

(police constable at District Peshawar) 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, 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 ASI 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 |ed by 

Nazar Muhammad accompanied with other relatives warned ASI Latif to 

stay out of this as it is their private matter ahd 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 Neelam 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 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, PASl 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 Neelam. 
Ladies 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-47) in hands and women 
had daggers, knives and wooden sticks. On this call, all afore-mentioned 

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

and in the fields.



2

Whereas, 5H0 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 Neelam were seated. LFC Safia tried to get hold 

of her weapon from her purse and seeing this, accused party opened a .
her feet. Both sisters got’burst of Kalashnikov. Neelam got bullets 

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'

on

eye
injured condition. SHO didn't put in an 
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, 

from Neelam (Safia's sister). In the opinion of thespot as well as
undersigned, the delinquent police official is found guilty of misconduct 
and cowardice. He withdrew himself from the duty assigned to hirn^ 

without 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

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

dismissed from service.

^dent of Polk'e, 
N^vy/shera.

Assistant Supjesam 

Circle Cantt

2^ /StNo.
Dated.ai/o.3/2020.
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iriMAL §h'aw eAUse Kin-pnp
;

Whereas, you Constable SaeeclUllah Shah Nn 7nn9 ,.,h,io 
PS, Akbarpura, charged in case FIR No. 278 dated 10.09.2020 u / s 118 (B) Police Act 2017 

PS Akbarpura, as you displayed oowardica by leaving SHO PS Akbarpura alons and ran away 

fwin llip kiiHl rliicing s6tiff|g / fifing ihai (eek plaee belwettn Naitsf Muhmnmnn (pnlifie nniisishin 

I'oohf-iWMi; mmU lady ClgiioUibb Ng, m)m\- 

Nowr-ilMH-ii. KiiMdiifinllv, LFC Safin nypimd find hnr ^|«in|

i

mmimot All ,yhf:ih, piEiipini
Mnninly Nenlmvi eiimlpiliiritj |j(i||,,|

mil II inr;

un account ol which you ware Ri.mpnndnd) r.loRtad
-‘"'I MtiiiiOp,|q,[ agnllisl llG|)n|i||;P|l(q||y ihM,i|g||

lo Police IJiien 
Ml, l.lKel Ahnind, Aril

Ml HA/ic.l 

Mi.tvvnhniii

'■’Vnlnd ngnii'ml yyu Iimvq Ijqtm ,|./iuvgU nnd 
iJwfiMiiiii, iii;,ijor |jiiMiyhn^('jni,

I I : I ,
I (-Mull

uriclamigiiad. wliamii)fh
yuu wdiu iwcuniniufUlc.'d lui

Ninmfore, II h; proposcsd lo 1/m| MnJui/MliKd' |.ign;,iHy incfludinp
envisayed under Rules 4(b) of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules 1975.

K'lFlO
diL;nii:j(,.,il -l-;

Hence, I Capt; (R) Najmul Husnain Liauqat, PSP District Police Officer
Novv'shera, in exercise of the powers vested in

me under Rules 5(3) (a) & (b) of the Khyber 

upon you to Sho\A/ Cause finally as to why the proposed
.!

Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules 1975,-cal(.i 

punishment should not be awarded to you.
•«

.*;
Your reply Shall reach this Office Within

norgg Jailing whiGh, it wii! he prgsumod. thgf yau hava ho
07 days of the receipt of this 

se TO offer.

'i ou are at iiberty to appear fof pgrgonal hearing before the undergighed,

District^tjffcd OfficQt' 
NQ'^/ghsrdNo. ...................^YP.A, • 1
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. POLICE DEPARTMENT DISTRICT NOWSHERi

ORDER

le departmental enquiry initiated under K' 
Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules-1975, against Constable Saeed Ullah Shah No.'2002 that he while.p 

at PS Akbarpura, charged in case vide FIR No. 278 dated 10.09^2020 u / s 118 (B) Police Act,,201 

Akbarpura, as he displayed cowardice by leaving SHO PS, Akbarpura alone and,ran away.froi 
spot during scuffle / firing that, took place between Nazar Muhammad ( Police Constable at D 

. Peshawar) and lady Constable Safia No.2002/EF residents of Ali Shah, District Nowshera. Result 

LFC Safia expired and her sister namely Neelam sustained bullet Injuries.

This order will dispose of. ?. .•• j

Wt' /

9m
WM

On account of which, he was placed under suspension, closed to Police Line 

proceeded against departmentally through Mr. Bilal Ahmad, ASP' Cantt Nowshera, .who after fulfil 

of. legal , formalities submitted his report to undersigned vide his office Endst: No39. /St:

■ . 23.09.2020, wherein the allegations leveled against him were proved and was recommended for
punishment of dism,isSal. •

He was served With Final Show .pause Notice, to which, he submitted his 

perused by the undersigned and found unsatisfactory. '

it
S ■ 
a ■■

Bi

f

y-.''''

He was heard in orderly roorn'ori 29.09.2020, wherein he failed to'satisi 
Undersigned, therefore, he is hereby-awarded majoT, punishment of'dismissal from senJice

, immediate effect, in exercise of powers vested in me'Under'Khyber PakhtunkhwaPolice Ruies-1^ 

OB No;' 9 ‘

Dated V^g 7

ri- r.

\L/Ot,72020
/

DistriSrt^ice Officer 
NowsheraNo. .9^ 11 - '3f/PA dated Nowshera, the ^

Copy for jnformation and necessary action to the:
A>.. . ./2020.-

W - 
ill

i..- ■1'.

1. Pay Officer. ' '
2. ' Establishment Clerk.
3. OHC.
4. , . FMC with its enclosures (16 pages).
5. ■ I/C Cloth Godwon.
6. • 'Official concerned. ' '
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O R PER.

This order will dispose-off the departmental appeal preferred by 

Ex-Constable Saeed Ullah No. 2002 of Now'shera District Police against the 

order of District Police Officer, Nowshera, whereby he was awarded major 
punishment of dismissal from service vide OB: No. 879 dated 02.10.2020. 
The appellant was proceeded against departmentally on the allegations that 
he while posted at Police Station Akbarpura, District Nowshera was charged in 

case FIR No. 278 dated 10.09.2020 u/s 118(B) Police Act, 2017 Police Station 

Akbarpura; displaying cowardice by leaving SHO Police Station Akbarpura, 
alone and running away from the spot during firing, resulting in the murder of 
Lady Constable Safia No. 2&02/EF and bullet injury to her sister namely 

Neelam residents of Ali Shah, District Nowshera.
Proper departmental enquiry proceedings were initiated against 

him. He was issued Charge Sheet aiongwith Statement of Allegations and 

Assistant Superintendent of Police Gantt, Nowshera was nominated as 

Enquiry Officer. The Enquiry Officer after fulfilling coda! formalities, submitted 

his findings stating therein that the allegations leveled against him had been 

proved. He recommended the delinquent Officer for major punishment of 

dismissal from service.
He was issued Final Show Cause Notice to which his reply was 

received and found unsatisfactory. He was also provided opportunity of self 

defense by summoning him in the Orderly Room by the District Police Officer. 

Nowshera on 29.09.2020, but he failed to advance any cogent reason in his 

defense. Hence, he was awarded major punishment of dismissal from Sen/ice 

vide OB: No. 879 dated 02.10.2020.
Feeling aggrieved from the order of District Police Officer, 

Nowshera, the appellant preferred the instant appeal. He was summoned and 

lieard in person in Orderly Room heid in this office on 17.11.2020.

F.'orr; the perusal of the enquiry file and service record of the 

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 Lady 

Constable Safia No. 2802/EF and causing bullet injury to' her sister namely 

Neelam as they had been left at the mercy of the accused who faced no 

resistance, whatsoever, to deter them from the commission of their intended

mmmY
/
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■e 5IN The

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

VERSUS

[T)Pc5 (Respondent)
(Defendant)
(Accused)
(Judgment Debtor)

i

Case
jlijulj

do hereby appoint and constituteI/We,-
Muhammad AHfJan Advocate High Court, Peshawar, to appear.

Plead, act, compromise, withdraw or refer to arbitration to me/ us 

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

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

other Advocate/ Counsel at my/ our matter.

CLIENT/SAttested & Accepted

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

/
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BEFORK TPTE rTONOURABLE. KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA, SERVICE
rRIBUNAE PESHAWAR

i

Service Appeal No. 15904/2020

Saeed Ullah Shah Ex-Constable No. 2002 District Police Nowshera presently at Azakhel 
Bala District Nowshera.

j

Appellant
V EKSUS

The District Police Oficer, Nowshera and others.

Respondents
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-'i BEFORE THE JTONOURABLEv KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA. SERVICEi TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. 15904/2020

Saeed Ullah Shah Ex-Constable No. 2002 District Police Nowshera presently at Azakhel 
Bala District Nowshera.

V ERSIJS

The District Police Oficer, Nowshera.

The Regional Police Officer, Mardan.

Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

1.

2.

5%.3.

Assistant Superintendent of Police (Inquiry Officer) Circle Cantt: Nows*hera!^4.

Respondents

REPLY ON BEHALF OF RESPONDENI S

Resnectfully Sheweth: -

PRELIMINARY OBJECTIONS

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.

4.

5.

6.

On Facts

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

regarding rest of the para it is staled that each and every Police Officers/Officials is 

under obligation to perform duty with full devotion.

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 security/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 “A”).

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 look place between Nazar Muhammad and lady Constable Safia 

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

sustained injuries.

Incorrect. As on the fatelfil 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.

■ 2.

'1

3.

4.



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

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 Ifom the spot at a very critical movement, which 

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

Incorrect. In order to probe into the matter enquiry was entrusted to 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 “C”).

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 “D”).

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 “E”).

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 “F”).

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

authority but the same was also rejected vide No. 7207/ES, dated 20-11-2020, 

being devoid of merit. (Copy of order is annexed as annexure “G”).

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

« « •

5.

6.

7.

8.

9.

10.

11.

GROUNDS

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

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

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

Incorrect. Appellant was well aware of this luct 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 SHO alone.

Incorrect. As explained in the preceding paras enquiry was entrusted to the then 
ASP Nowsllera Cantt: who after going through all evidence and collecting

A.

B.

C.
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information as well as fulfilling all codal formalities held the appellant responsible 

of cowardice and recommended him for dismissal from service.

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 “G” and copy of order annexure “H”). 

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.

D.

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 P^ice Officer, 
KhybcrT*akhtuiikh^a, Peshawar. 

Responac o. 03

TEW

Regional Police Olilcer, 
Mardan Region-I, Mardan. 

Respondent No. 02

\
District Police Olficer, 

Nowshera. 
Respondent No.01

Assistant Supern^ndent of Police, 
Nowshera Cantt; 

Respondent No. 04
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Service Appeal No. 15904/2020

Saeed Ullah Shah Ex-Constable No. 2002 District Police Nowshera presently at Azakhel 
Bala District Nowshera.

...Appellant
V E u s u s

The District Police Oficer, Nowshera.

The Regional Police Officer, Mardan.

Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

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

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

1.

2.

3.

4.

AFFIDAVrr

We the respondents No. 1,2,3&4 do hereby solemnly affirm and 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 l^iemce Officer, 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar. 

Rcspoi^ei^No. 03

Regional Police QTficer, 
Mardan Region-I, Mardan. 

Respondent No. 02

^ - -

District Police Officer, 
Nowshera. 

Respondent No.01

Assistant SuWrmtendeht of Police, 
Nowshera Cantt: 
Respondent No. 04
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LN jm PESHAWAR HIGH COURT, 
PESHAWAR.2

LJudiciaj PcpartJT.^iJ. • .'

WPNo.3271-P/202n

Mst- Neclam Farced wife of Liaqai Ali, 
r/o Aii Shah DisUici Nowshera. !

..1 t

Petitioner (s)-
VKUSUS\

Tlic Slate etc

Respondent (s)

Mr, Noman ul Hag Kakakhel, Advocate
Mr. Muhammad Riaz Khan. AAG.

For Petitioner 
For Stale 
Dale of hearing; 09.09.2020 !

I

9JUDGMENT

ROOH-UL-AMIN KHAN. Ji-Bv invoking the 

constitutional jurisdictionjof'this Court under Article 199
; II

of the Constitution of Islaihic Republic of Pakistan, 1973,
t I , .

Mst. Neelam Farced, the petitioner, seeks issuance of a writ 

to the effect the District Police Officer, Novvshera and SHO

[

\
I

$ Police Station Akbarpura ‘(respondents No,2 and 311j
I;

respective), may be directed to provide her security for the
i;

purpose of shifting her house hold articles from her house'
i

situated in village Ali Shah Tchsif and District Nowshera.*. i

I !
2. In essence grievance of the petitioner is that her

, brothers are charged in cak‘ FIR 'No.l 12 dated 11.04.2020, 

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

Akbar Pura, Nowshera, therefore, she apprehends her
I?

>

humiliation and risk to her life at the hands of the oppositeV
\
\ party. She has abandoned residence from her village and

I

•i
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i;

has shiHcd (o sosiiir-nihcr^piaKs.fn support of her 

copy o! ihe’Ciieti FIR along wirh peiilibn. 

The worthy . AAG .when confronted With the

version••
she I'liis annc\L';4 ? 1

2,

grievance of the petitioner, he sought time to consult the 

SHO Police Station Akhaipura.lARer a while, he 

the rostrum and stated that if the petitioner visited Police 

Station ARbarpur, her gricvaiico shall be redressed by the 

SFIQ of the said Police Station, w

came to

!
3. In view of.Ihe above, the, petitioner is directed to 

visit Police Station Akbarpura tomorrow at 1.00 a.m. 

where the SFIO shall provide her. fully-sccuritv for the 

purpose of shihing her house, hold articles from the house 

■siuiaied in Mohallali Afghan village Ali Shah Disiricl
I .

Nowshcra, This petition i.s dispo.scd of accordinely.

'!
!
I[

I
!

\ i/ '

1

Announced:\\
09.09,2020jt*

I
d/'Rn /'.V: c

; JUDGE
1

/A-''

.RJDGE;

Justice Rnoh »i Amin Khan: gijj 
Hon'blg Mr. Justice Muhanunad Na.»sir Mehfofry..

I •

i

*5t I

;

6
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enquiry report FC SAEED ULLAH shah no. 2002 PS AKBARPURA.-
ALLEGATION:

Whereas, Constable Saeed Ullah Shah No. 2002 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 

2802/EF residents of Ali Shah, District Nowshera. Resultantly, LFC Safia 

expired and her sister namely Neelam 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^s 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 Colohy I/C ASI Abdul Latif to reach Ali 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 tp 

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 aiongwith 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 force. 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 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. 
Ladies 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-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.

.

r
1

No.
i:
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2
A ,•

Whereas, SHO was left alone and he hid himself between 

Mazda Truck,
HIACE and

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 ber 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 

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

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

accused party, rather waited for 8-iO 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 (ju,st to 

register his response).

I

i!

The undersigned has gathered information from
eye witnesses of the 

spot as well as from N^elarh (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 fledithd scene as the situation 

.control and didn't fire
was getting out of 

on the accused party in return. He doesn't
deserve to be part of police 

dismissed from service.
service any more. Hence, he may be

Assistant pefirttendent of Police, 
Circle Canti Nowshera.

No.___53 /St
DatedJ),V o')/2020.



t _ s
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1.

competen, Police Officer,' Nowshera, as
■ '^'legations enclosed. ' ------^eed Ulinh.Qhnh '

/

NO^. 2002 ac per Statement of .

2. - By reasons of above r::;::: “-«=.y the penalties specified in Police Rules

*.
and have rendered yourself liable to all

1975.
3. You are, therefore, required to submit
-e.p. or thic Charge Sheet to the Enpuirvoffic Tt your written defehse 

er, as the case may be.
within 07 days of the

4. • Your written defense 
PenoGi;: failing which it shall be 

parte action shall foil

■ if any should
the specified ’ 

and in that case ex-ow against you.

.5. Intimate whether.ryou desire to be heard!. v
in person.

D

District Police Officer, 
Nowshera

. •

\ :

k'.,.
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disciplinary ACTtOKj

",' '°'»■«-«.. ^.1^*.
PSP. District Police Officer, Nowsher,

aged Ullah Shah No

- following acts/omissions
s rerideret 

within- th{meaning of Police Rules, 1975n ..
^^^IgME!irgF.ALLEGATIhMQ

Whereas, Constable 

now under suspension at Police Linei 

away from the

iyiaJL.ShalvNa^_2002^whiieAkbarpura, 

alone and
posted at PS

’ negligence as he left SHO PS Akb
spot dunng scuffle / firing taht took place between N 

District Peshawar) and lady Constable Safia No

Resultantly, LFC Safla expired and her sister '

ran arpura 

azar Muhammad 
2802/EF residents of AN Shah, 

namely Neelam sustained bullet 

him liable for. punishment

(police constable at*.

District Nowshera.

injuries, which .amounts to
grave misconduct

under Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules on his part and rendered
1975.

;
For the

Officer. ---------------

T-i.
■i said accused official with 

.is hereby nominated'i
as EnquiryI

The Enquiry Officer shall i
^ . in accordance with the 

defaulter official
1975, provide reasonable

: ■ . immediate recommendations

; official.

provision of Police Rules, 

; record his findings and 

appropriate action against the defaulter

I (
h Opportunity of hearing 'to the

as to punish Or other

i]

Constable Sspah, yi!a!3_Shah_No,2002_is directed to

ime and place fixed by the Enquiry Offi
Enquiry Officer on the date appear before the

cer.

i7 Dist -ict Police Officer, i 
Nowshera

N0._ ^
Dated^^^l^/Sogo.

!l.



FjNAL^SHOW CAIJSE NOTIPF

Whereas, vyou Qmista^Saeeci UHah .Shah m

in case FIR No. 278 dated 10.09-,2020 i ' 

as you displayed cowardice by leaving SHO PS Akba 
from [he spot during scuffle / firing that took 

at r}istnct-Peshawar) and lady Constable 

Navvshera, Resultantly, LFC Safia 

injuries.

while-postedAkbarpura, charged 

PS Akbarpura, u / s 118 (B) Police Act 20'

rpura alone and ran aw£
place between Nazar Muhammad (police constab 

Safia No. 2802/EF residents of Ali Shah, DistiS 

namely Neelam sustained builtexpired and her sister

I
On account of which

you were suspended, closed 
proceeded against departmentally through 

Nowshera who after fulfillment of legal formalitle 

the allegations leveled

to Police Line 

Mr. Bilal Ahmad, ASP Can
Nowshera, and

s submitted his

proved and you were
report to undersigned, whereii

against you have been
recommended foawarding major punishment.

Therefore, it is'proposed to i
impose Major/Minor penalty includinr 

envisaged under Rules 4(b) ef the Khyber Pakhfunkhwa Police Rules 1975, ' 'dismissaJ as

Flence, I
Nowshera, m exercise of the powers vested 

Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules 1975
under Rules 5(3) (a) & (b) of the Khyber 

upon yob to Show:Cause finally as to why the proposed

in me
call

Your reply shall reach this office within 07 days of the 

it will be presumed thay/ou have receipt of ih\s\notice, failing which
no defense to offer.

You are at liberty to appear for personal hearing before the undersigned.

UpTiSe Officer, 
Nowshera

Distric

Dated__;;^3^^^72020

r1/
I

I
‘k

had daggers^ knives and wooden
constables and FASI fled the scene and took refuge in nearby housas 

and in the fields.

i sticks. On tnis caiu an aTore-meriLiuntsu

U ■
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% POLICE DEPARTMENT

yt' DISTRICT NOWSHERA

ORDER

This order will dispose of e departmental enquiry initiated under Khyber 
against Constable Saeed Ullah Shah No, 2002 that he while posted 

■at PS Akbarpura, charged in case vide FIR No. 278 dated 10,09.2020 u / s 118 (B) Police. Act',2017 PS 

Akbarpura, as he displayed cowardice by leaving SHO PS

Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules-1975.

Akbarpura alone and . ran away from the 

( Police Constable at District 
District Nowshera. Resultantly,

spot during scuffle / firing that took- place between Nazar Muhammad 

Peshawar), and lady Constable Safia No.2B02/E!“ residents of Ali Shah. 

LFC Safia expired and her sister namely Neelam'sustained bullet injuries.

On account of which, he was placed under suspension, closed to Police Lines 

proceeded against departmentally through Mr.'Bilal Ahmad, ASP'Cantt Nowshera 

of legal formalities submitted his report to'undersigned 

23.09.2020, wherein the allegations leveled against him 

punishment of dismissal. • . ^ i !.

and
who'after fulfillment 

vide his office Endst: No39. /St; dated

were proved and was recommended for major

He was'served with Final'Show'Cause Notice 

perused by the undersigned.and found unsatisfactory.''
to which, he-submitted his reply.

■ He was heard id crderiy r-dom on 29.09.2020; wherein he failed to satisfy the 

undersigned, therefore, he is hereby awarded' major punishment of^ dismissal from service with

immediate effect, in exercise of powers .vested in me Under Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules-1975 ' 
OB No,

.Dated 1 72020 '
O

DistriCTF 'oIice Officer, 
NowsheraNo. Xt< 77— f^^/PA^ __2-/ /2Q20.

Copy for information and necessary action to the;
dated Nowshera, the

• 1, Pay Officer.
Establishment Clerk 
OHC.
FMC with its enclosures (tb-pages). 
I/C Cloth Godwon,
.Official concerned.'

2.
3.

• 4,
5,
6.

(
i

1%I ;
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This order will dispose-off the departmental appeal preferred 
Ex-Constable Saeed Ullah No. 2002 of Nowshera District Police against the 

. order of District Police Officer., howshera, whereby he was awarded r^ajor 

punishrnen; of dismissal from service vide OB: No, 879 dated 02.10 2020 

The appellant wds proceeded against departmentally on the allegations that 

, he while po.sted at Police Station Akbarpcra, District Nowsher.a was charged in 

case FIR No„278 dated 10.09,2020 u/s 118(B) Police Act, 2017 Police Station 

Akbarpura. displaying cowardice by leaving SHO

by

Police Station .Akbarpura, 

resulting in the murder ofalone and running away from the spot during firing 

'Lady Constable Safia No, 2802/EF and bullet injury to her sister namely
Neelam residents of Aii Shah, District Nowshera

;Proper departmental enquiry proceedings were initiated against 
; him. He was issued Charge Sheet alongwith Statement

of Allegations and 

Nowshera was nominated 

corjal formalities, submitted 
findings stating therein that the allegations leveled against him had been 

proved. He recommended the delinquent Offiper for 

dismiss.al frorp: service

Assistant Superintendent of Police Cantt
as

Enquiry Officer, The Enquiry Officer after fulfiliihgi.

his

major punishment of
IT.

: , t - He wyas issued Final ■

received .and :found unsatisfactory. He
Show Causp liotice to which his reply was

also provided opportunity of self 
defense by epmoning him m the Orderly Roorm: .y the District Police Officer, 

Nowshera on\29.09.2020.

was

:iut he /ailed to advance- any cogent reason in his
j de.fense. Hence, he was 

[ vide. OB: No;-,879 dated 02.16.2020
c^!;^'d'major punishrnk.nt of dismissal from Serviceaw

■ feeling aggrieved from, the order 

Nowshera, the appellant preferreddhennstant appeal. He was summoned and 

heard in person in Orderly Room held in this office on 17.11.2020.

i
of District Police Officer;

■ From the perusal of the enquiry file and service record.of the 

■ 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 Lady
Constable Safia No. 2802/EF and causing bulleb injury to her sister namely 

- mercy of the accused who facedNeeiam as they had been left at the 

resistance,- whatsoever, to deter them from the Commission of their intended
no

9 '
I

■r':-I

k
—

-L.
j-

r
■ •



I :
n/! ! C[/ 'A..
I '‘■’y

t
■designs. The retention of the appeliant fn the Police Force with such .an 

attilude will
Cc

lead to the repetition of such like incidents to the general public as

also bound to affect the discipline and
:

well. Moreover, |this type of conduct is
Conduct of other members of the forcP, Besides, during the course of personal 

he could not present any cogent justification to warrant interference in

''ari

Jc
.tchearing

ihe order passed by the lompetenfauthcrity
!

■ 3l

the abovejl, Sher Akbar, PSP S.St Regional•. t; ■ I , Keeping in view
jPoltce Officer,jM'ardan, being the appellate authority, find no substance in the 

■appeal, therefore, the same is rejected and filed, being devoid of merit.

3

<
• i Ornfer Announced.i-

1

VJ STiat-Folice Officer, 
Mardan,

1Regi

- // -n 12020.Dated Mardan the g< q

District Police Officer, Nowshera for
/ES; No. J

ICopy forwarded to
information' arjd , necessary 

26.10,2020. His service record is returned herewith,

w/r to'his office Memo; No. 2846/PA dated
;

^*****^
I :

!
\ An

■ / .i:. t

/

i

1

;

fV3. r66r:
►

(
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V
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I':-llEi!ART_MENTA). I-.'NOUIRV AGAINST^ INSPF’ 

Tn(:r _0J1 ABDUL RASLLR
r\ r

I
I ■

j:^Jl^L o.r AlLega t i o n s: -■' ;

• I-.
I ■■ I' ■1
.5
I A'-'- I'nbi^ecr.of Ahdul IJnsocr whiie| posted as' SliO P.S Akbartn 

t. .SLispeiision at Police Lines, failed to handle thi

■hiinng scuffle/fiiing that* took place

i
f■a, nov\'- ijiidci' 

situation by not taking, the requisite'

,i .
■i

'•t

njcasures.V

oeivveen Nazar Muhamamd (pel
i'le dlllistncL PeshawdrJ ancl lady Canst^ble; Safia No. 2802/EF residenis W Ala 

i Shah, Distriu Nowshera. RosiiltauLly, LFC sifia Apired and her

](;ei ' '• consia

sister namely Neclarn- !
’

si.isiaiiicd bullet injuries. Besides, he was also directed'.by SDPO^ Pabbi ,>o include thel 
IS accLised in cast FIR N,.,. 27!! dated 10.09.2020 u/s 

hy.ee Actyq,17 lodpd against police officials; as he was also found negligent 

las dth;,cs b.Ut,he .turned a deaf ear to the sahe, Whiciramounts tolgrave Asconduct

lor punishment' dndei' KhybertPakhtun'kh

.;!i -i [ii

: "'‘i'ncpof PAST Abdul batif■I: : (
Lt

V.
[t loWrird.Sh
I
f. ‘

on'.:
part and'rcndcred him liable

wa Police
■y, .Buies, .1975T■. T O'* ;

: .;•
I

! : ; ■ ' : Sheel and Summary of allegal,onPwe,-e issued to and defyed
v dedinquent officer and the undersigned

: ■ ■ . .Nnspeetor Abdul liaseer

,upon ihe.
was tasked to ael a.s. fad Pinder.- '— —' A .u ' 

was' summoned, heard ..An person and liis t 

has, executed tho'-court order aa-well as timely ■ 

allegations and claimed himself to be ■

! , :

■ i • r ^talernent vyas recorded; He stated, that he
IT'•.i

''"'"''-'d hi.s-h'ighiips'from thet .situation, lie did not admit the
. I

;{ ■ ■‘■unnacent. • '
i. t - i

i Statement-of injured Heel 
-elated lO.OQAOPO u/s 302/324/148/149 

/‘■■'.curded; In, her written statement she held 

According tb.h'er statement, .she

”ne turned up except two police ofTicer

Farid [cbmplainanbin cas.E FIR No. 276 ^ 

PPG Police Station

am
■ ;

Akbarpura] was also .
:|

responsible police party foirthe incidciit. 
.shouting'and'asking help li

1 : wasT-

om SI 10 ai/d.polic!' party 

wlui helped hei- while'taking

■i.

11 s
to tlie 1

i

I

5- . natemenl .ol Mpstarnn- Khan,, M.pzda driver was alsoUecorded. wherein he 

'Ch''! 'he! asdae alotigwilli mber lahours escaped fro; 

also luade.th.ei t escape g(Mu!. :

■'I ■
.’I

J.
‘•1 .1' jhe spot similarly, police pai'ty*.

\ \1
i i e a d C o n s t u t) 1 e /\ I is; i r. /\ I i., N o. ',10 65,Aa-' : • Muharrir PoiicuStation Ak,b.a 

sleeted ■ thab on; the directions of., tlid
P.arpura was 

a.Honplirable^ Court, •' 

td P.S Akbarpura .-departed iii ' .: 

hous.a.'to-,some'o.ther place'. '■

1

also,silllinmaiiecf^.vybo f-:) 'i' 7
i

■■:-S]l'(.)/1it'spectoe Abdul Bas 

to sh.ift house hold ;

r . eor, :
I5

0 tick's ui Neelarn Farid IVoi'n fiei' iR-t '•-"i-PASf Abdul Latif leiephonically informed 

esuiiaiitiy Lady Constable Safi

1-. ihril a sc
r

tmd her s.ister Neelarn Rand have'received Cullet

oon-nectio'rf-a case'..vide FIR Nk), .' 

I'pa'-a vyas registered on the .1

a,t .
1 ■■■" uifLires i.. •

■-' ho vv(' re.raken to Pabbi Hospital iui ■ treatment. In this
A• '-2 /'G daiC ' PPG IAS Akha

{

I
1

•f•j
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■ I:-

■ i.•»

lU’i•;
• i i . i! Ncciani Fariti. A!s( Munissiln vvritten'hy SI 10 Ahdul liaseer was'received Imm 

I ISil'I'i llcspival and a ease vide Idl? Nn, 228 dated 10018.2020 u/s TI8-R was re,;is!ered' 

• :l!i; dclinquom police t)[|K-].iis.

i '
> i\

■ v

I
5

. Similarly drivers eonstable Adnan Nn..'l,317 and constable Shah:
Mussnih

. No. 512 of 1?.S Akbarpura submitted their written statements wherein they supported
:;V

'1! V.

i '■ t ,r
' ilie vcr.sion of SI-10,t , ’

■? ;
Other police officials also submitted their writttin statementsi'wherein they; 

: innoconts and held the SHO responsible for the incident.

I
I

' i showed themselves as

. Filuljnii/_ReCommcndnl- •: V

After lilummating all aspects of the maUer,.perusal ot FIRs-,-Oaijy 

:stateinents;bF-^EonGerned,.the inquiry officer has arrived
(S'lK) failed to make

/Diaries; • 
at the coheiusidri that'the.'

1

-
I . a pi-o]H’r idanning while handii.nP-.ilie 

fSIIH nni only residted in the .leail, of Lady Consralile'.Sali, 
I miunes of her sister Neelaui I'arid hut also refTecls his

MUiation, Such/failiirc nf ;hf 

' No. 2d02 of Fiire F

{ »
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r
!.oi-rr- .UVI-, /•
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5 :
poor prolcssional .skills.!

( ■ ■ liierefore. S!lU/ln.spector Abdul Baseer is1 is . recurnmended;- for major.
- ..'i'■'•'•punishment-’ .•• .. ; •
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■ Superintendent of Police,
; Investigation, Nowsherii.
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/ .1j^rxiy^
POLICE DEPART5flENT >

DISTRICT NQWSHFRA
I% •

ORDER I

This order will dispose of the departmentali

enquiry initiated, under Khyber 
against Inspector Abdul Baseer, under the allegations that he while 

SHO PS Akbarpura, failed to handle the situation by not taking the requisite measures during 

scuffle / firing that took place between Nazar Muhammad

Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules-1975
posted as

and lady Constable Safia No. 2802 / EF 
residents of Ali Shah, District Nowshera. Resultantly, LFC Safia expired and her sister namely Neelarh 

sustained bullet injuries. Besides, he also directed by SDPO Pabbi to charge PASI Abdul Latif inwas
case FIR No.278 dated 10.09.2020 u / s 11" 

was also found negligent towards his duties but he turned
8 (B) Police Act 2017 lodged against police official as he

a deaf ear to the same.

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 against him have been proved and was recommend fbr 
awarding major punishment.

j

He was served with Final Show Cause Notice 

3 perused by the undersigned and found unsatisfactory. '
to which, he submitted his reply

which was

t

He was heard in orderly rcom by the undersigned wherein he failed tb produce^ 

any cogent reason in his defense, therefore, he is hereby awarded major pur^ishmdnt of redficiion irr
pay by 02 stages for a period of 02 years and reirrstated in service from the date of suspensfon 

exercise of powers vested in me under Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Poi'ice Rules-j 975" ■
OB No. ’ ' ■ :,

1

i iV;

District F olicf? Officer, 
ISUj

Dated 72020 ' r

JPA, dated Nowshera. the /-2- /// /2020
Copy for.information and necessary action to the;

Regional Police Officer, Mardan.
Pay Officer.

Establishment Clerk.
FMC with enquiry papers (46 pages).

5;,. ‘ Officiaf concerned.
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