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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICES TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No. 7346/2021

~Date of Institution ... 01.09.2021
Date of Decision .. 22.08.2022

Muhammad Ashfag S/O Sami Ud Din, (ASI) R/O Aza Khel Bala,
Tehsil and District Nowshera, presently Police Lines Peshawar.
... (Appellant)
VERSUS

Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary Home &
Tribal Affairs, Civil Secretariat Peshawar and three others.

(Respondents)

MALIK USMAN KHATTAK, : .
Advocate _ --- For appellant.
MR. NASEER-UD-DIN SHAH, : ‘
Assistant Advocate General --- For respondents.
MR. SALAH-UD-DIN --- MEMBER (JUDICIAL)
MS. ROZINA REHMAN --- MEMBER (JUDICIAL)

JUDGMENT:

SALAH-UD-DIN, MEMBER:- Through ~ the  instant

service appeal, the appellant has invoked jUrisdiction of this

TrIbUnaI with the prayer copied as below:-

“on acceptance of this appeal, the

impugned order dated 13.08.2021 of

. respondent No. 3 and order dated

25.05.2021 of respondent No. 4 may kindly

. be set-aside and the appellant may kindly be

ordered to be restored to his original rank
with all back benefits. ‘

2. Briefly stated the facts giving rise to filihg of instant
service appeal are that the appellant while serving as
Officiating Inspector in Tkaffic‘Unit,Peshawar,.was proceeded

against .on the allegations of abpse' of power, high
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handedness aﬁd beating one Khan Muhammad S/O of Lal
Muhammad resident of Peshawar. Vide order dated
25.05.2021, passed by Chief Traffic Officer Peshawar, the
appéllant was awarded major penélty of reversion from the
substantive rank of Sub-Inspector to the rank of Assistant
Sub-Inspector, which was challenged by the appellant
through filing of departmental appeal, which was also rejected
by Capital City Police Officer Peshawar vide order dated
13.08.2021, hence the instant service appeal.

3. Respondents contested the appeal by way of submitting
para-wise comments, wherein they refuted the assertions

raised by the appellant in his appeal.

4. | Learned counsel for the appellant has contended that
neither any show cause nor any charge shee‘t or statement of
allegations was issued to the appellant and he was wrongly
and illegally awarded major penalty without conducting any
regular inquiry;.%lf_\at the appellant was not issued any
show-cause notice’ and no opportunity of personal hearing
was provided to him, hence he has been condemned
unheard; that the allegations leveled against the appellant
were factual in nature but neither statement of the
complainant was recorded nor the appellant was provided any
opportunity of' self defense; that the allegations against the
appellant were totally baseless and no misconduct was
committed by the appellant; that the competent Authority has
not at all mentioned in the impugned order that for how much
period, the appellant shall remain as an Assistant
Sub-Inspector, therefore, the impugned orders are not

sustainable in the eye of law.

5. On the other hand, learned Assistant Advocate General
for the respondents has contended that the appellant had
beaten the complainant namely Khan Muhammad,
therefore, departmental action was rightly taken against
him; that the appellant had confessed his guilt before the
Chief Traffic Officer, Peshawar, therefore, he was rightly
awarded the punishment of reversion from the rank of

Sub-Inspector to the rank of Assistant Sub-Inspector; that as
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the appellant had:confessed his guilty before the competent
Authority, therefore, there was no need of regular inquiry in

the matter.

6. We have heard arguments of learned counsel for the

parties and have perused the record.

7. A perusal of the record would show that neither any
show-cause nor any charge sheet or summery of allegations
was issued to the appellant. While going though the
impugned order dated 25.05.2021 passed by competent
Authority, we have observed that a novel procedure for
conducting of inquiry was adopted by the competent
Authority and the appellant was awarded major penalty
without conducting of inquiry in accordance with the relevant
rules of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules, 1975. In its order
dated 25.05.2021, the competent Authority has though
mentioned that statements of parties were recorded and that
the appellant had admitted his guilt during the
proceedings, however the departmental representative
namely Habib Khan, DSP (Legal), who is present before
us, has frankly stated that no statement of the appellant or
the complainant was available in their record. In case of
awarding of penalty of reversion, the punishing Authority is
required to specify the period for which an accused officer
shall remain on the reverted post, however the impugned
order dated 25.05.2021 would show that the competent
Authority has not mentioned as to for how much period, the
appellant shall remain on the post of Assistant
Sub-Inspector. Moreover, there are numerous rulings of
worthy apex court, wherein it has been held that for awarding
of major penalty, conducting of regular inquiry is necessary.
We have observed that the competent Authority has passed
the impugned order dated 25.05.2021 in a slipshod manner
and the appellate Authority has also rejected departmental
appeal in a mechanical way. The impugned orders are not

sustainable in the eye of law and are liable to be set-aside.

8. In view of the above discussion, the impugned orders

are set-aside and the appeal in hand is allowed as prayed
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for. Parties are left to bear their own costs. File be consigned

to the record room.

ANNOUNCED
22.08.2022 | .7
| e —

(SALAH-UD-DIN) .
MEMBER (JUDICIAL)




Service Appeal N!o. 7346/2021

ORDER | Appellant alongwith his counsel present. Mr. Habib Khan,
22.08.2022 DSP (Legal) alongwith Mr. Naseer-ud-Din Shah, Assistant
Advocate Generali for theurespbndents present. Arguments heard
and record perused. |

Vide our detailed judgment of today, separately placed on
file, the impugned orders are set-aside and the appeal in hand

is allowed as prayed for. Parties are left to bear their own costs.

-
s
e et

(Salah-Ud-Din)
Member (Judicial)

File be consigned to the record room.

ANNOUNCED
22.08.2022

R/
:
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$21.02.2022

17.03.2022

21™ April, 2022

03.06.2022

Due to retirement of the Worthy,Chairman, the

Tribunal is defunct, therefore, case is ad__idumed to

‘ 2;.03.2022 for the same as before.

Due to retirement of the Worthy Chairman, the
Tribunal is defunct, therefore, case is adjourned to

- 21.04.2022 for the same as before. ; @,

Reader

Counse! for the. appellant preéent. Mr. Kabirullah
Khattak, Addl. AG alongwith Sarmad Ali, ASI for the

respondents present.

Representative of the respondents has submitted

reply/comments. Placed on file. To come up for arguments
on 03.06.2022 before the D.B. The appellant may furnish

rejoinder in the meantime if so advised. Q :

Chairman

Bench is incomplete, therefore, case is

adjourned to 22.08.2022 for the same as before.



20.10.2021

Muhammad Ishfaq, 7346/2021

Learned Counsel- for the appellant present. Preliminary
arguments heard.

Learned counsel for the appellant argued that the appellant is
aggrieved of the order dated 25.05.2021 whereby he was awarded
the major punishment of reversion from his substantive rank of Sub-
Inspector to the rank of ASI. The appellant submitted departmental
appeal against the said impugned order on 27.05.2021 which was
rejected: on 13.08.2021, hence, the instant service appeal filed on
1.09.2021. It was prayed that the appellant had joined the
respondent-department on 22.03.1986 and promoted to the rank of
Inspector on 17.12.2020. Neither proper enquiry has been
conducted against the appellant nor any charge sheet/statement of .
allegati‘on or show cause notice issued to the appellant. He has been

-condemned unheard and the ends of justice have not been met

before passing the impugned order which is liable to be set aS|de
and the appellant be restored to his original rank with all back
benefits. ' .
Points raised need consideration. The appeal is admitted to
regular hearing, subject to all just and legal objections including

. limitation. The appellant is directed to deposit security and process

- fee within 10 days. Thereafter, notices be issued to the respondents

- for submission of written reply/comments in office within 10 days

“Appellant Deposited

TV mm— ey

T Procesa Fe@ ,

after receipt of notices, positively. If the written reply/comments are
not submitted within the stipulated time or extension of time is not
sought the office shall submit the file with a report of non-

’compllance. File to come up for arguments on 21.02.2022 before

the D.B.

(Mian Muhamrhad)
Member(E)
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Form- A
FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Court of
Case No.- ; @Llé /2021
S.No. | Date of order Order or other proceedings with signature of judge’ * -~ . :
proceedings ) : : -,
1 2 3 Ty :
.- |
’I
‘ : Ashf "
1. 01/09/2021 The appeal of Mr Muhammaq shfag presented ;today by
Mr. Malik Usman Rahim Khattak Advocate may be entered in the Institution
Register and put up to the Worthy Chairman for prober order'pleaise.
REGISTRAR g“ A
7- This case is entrusted to S. Bench for preliminary heariné to be puf

up there on 20!1‘3!)‘021 B K
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1 This petmon has b_een presented by: Malik Usman Rahim Khattak Advocate High Court

‘;B;EEORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICES TRIBUNAL,

PESHAWAR

CHECK LIST
Muhammad Ashfaq Govt: of KPK &others

“Versus
........... Appeliant cereee....RESPONdents
B o o e gl e a'a a a a'G'G A g i A A
CONTENTS

YES

<]

Whether Counsel/Appellant/Respondent/Deponent have signed the requisite documents?

Whether appeal is within time?

Whether the enactment under which the appeal is filed mentioned?

Whether the enactment under which the appeal is filed is correct’?

z_
i
1

Whether a_ﬁtdavrt is appended?

Whether affidavit is duly attested by competent Oath Commissioner?

Whether appeal/annexures are properly paged?

@@N@Wé@&%@%
H o .

Whether certificate regarding filing any earlier appeal on the subject, furnished?

—
©

Whether annexures are legible?

—_—
—

Whether annexures are attested?

—
N

Whether copies of annexures are readable/clear?

—
w

Whether copy of appeal is delivered to AG/DAG?

—
o

Whether Power of Attorney of the Counsel engaged is attested and signed by
petitioner/appellant/respondents?

15. .

Whether numbers of referred cases given are correct?

16.

| Whether appeal contains cutting/overwriting?

17.

Whether list of books has been provided at the end of the appeal?

Whether case relate to this court?

Whether requisite number of spare copies attached?

Whether complete spare copy is filed in separate file cover?

Whether addresses of parties given are complete?

Whether index filed?

Whether index is correct?

24.

Whether Security and Process Fee deposited? On

25.

Whether in view of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Rules 1974 Rule 11, notice along
with copy of appeal and annexures has been sent to respondents? On

26.

Whether copies of comments/reply/rejoinder submitted? On

/ 2 lelolelolelelelxlel 2] izl j2lelz|e]ele]e]e]<]

27. | Whether copies of comments/reply/rejoinder  provided

to oppoeite party? On

!

18,
19,
20
21,
2
23

|

|

Dated:-

Name:- Muham di§
Signature:- Mﬁgﬂ

It is certified that formalities/documentation as required in the above tab|§ have been fulfilled.

im Khattak
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICES TRIBUNAL,

PESHAWAR
Service Appeal No:- /2021
Muhammad Ashfaq “Versus Govt: of KPK & others
o Appellant Respondents
S R e ' 0 0 ' ‘g ‘gh e b
INDEX
S# | Description of the Documents Annex Pages
1. | Grounds of Service Appeal with affidavit * Ay
2. | Application for suspension with affidavit * 7.9
2. | Addresses of parties :
. . /o
4. | Copy of Notification .~ =~ A" =19
5. | Copy of the order dated 25/05/202‘1 : 1 B” 19 |
6. | Copy of departmental appeal . | = n" /g Q_ |
#. | Copy of the order dated 13/08/2021 D" 9——43;
g. | Notice to ‘respondents with acknowledgm‘em‘ |
. 2-3
receipts ‘
9. | Wakalat Nama 5y 11

Dated:-3 \/_ @ /2021 Appellant
(ofyTsman Rakiim Kfiattdk,
teste gh Cou &
APl "Bf th Khattak
AéVocate High Court




BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICES TRIBUNAL, =
- PESHAWAR T ——
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Service Appeal No:- /202 | | Datca _%[gj&olj__

* Muhammad Aéhfaq S/o Sami Ud Din, (ASI) R/o Aza Khel Bala, Tehisl &
District Nowshera, presently Police Lines Peshawar. | .
| TR .. Appellant

' '1, Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary Home &
~ Tribal Affairs, Civil Secretariat, Peshawar.

2. The Provincial Police Officer, Khybér Pakhtunkhwa, CPO,
~ Peshawar. | -

3. Chief Capital City Police Officer, Police Lines, Peshawar.

ledto-day e Respondents-
/OO TIUIS IOV

R\egnstr%ppEAL U / S 4 OF THE KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT 1974 .
oV o4 \2e>l
. AGAINST THE ORDER - DA’I‘ED 13/08/2021 PASSED BY

v 4 Chief Traffic Officer, Peshawar.
| F&

RESPONDEN’I‘ NO 3 WHERE BY DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL OF

THE APPELLANT FILED AGAINST THE ORDER DATED

25/05/ 202:1 OF RESPONDENT NO 4 HAS BEEN REJECTED.

'Préyer in appeal:fA |

On acceptance of this' appeal fhe impugned order
dated 13/08/2021 of respondent No 3 and Order dated 25/_0"5/2021 of
respbndent No 4 may kindly be set aside and the appellant may kindly be

ordered to be restored to his original rank with all back benefits.




Respectfully Sheweth:-

1

That the dppellant joined Police Department as a Constable .

“in District Peshawar on 22/03/1986 and promoted to the

his duties with honesty and full devotion. (Copy of

Notification is attached as annexure “A ).

That the appellant was transferred to the T. raffic Police
Peshawar and performed his duties alongwith other Traffic
Officials on G.T Road, near Nishter Abad, Peshawar on

" rank of Inspeétor \on 17/12/2020 and since then performed

21/05/2021. The Comblaindnt namely Khan Muhammad

while riding is motorcycle was passing through Central

" Media (Prohibited ,area for crossing the road through

motorcycle) upon which the appellant who was bound under

the law/rules on the subject to prohibit him from doing such

an unlawful act as it may cause a fatal accident on the road,

| therefore, he was warned and admonished not to do the same

" act again. As the appellant has done all this in good faith yet

the rider was displeased and threatened the appellant for

facing dire consequences.
That the rider being not a law abiding citizen, has went on
to the extent that he filed an application against the

appellant mentioning therein altogether a different story.

malice towards the appellant for false reasons.

¢
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 which is j)rima facie based on malafide the result of his .




¢ 3/

That respondent No 4 without observing legal formalities i.e.

~no charge sheet, statement of allegations given to the

“appellant and inquiry was also not conducting, but the
appellant was awarded two steps reversion as punishment by

respondent No 4 i.e. reverted from the rank of Inspector to

_the rank of ASI vide order dated 25/05/2021. (Copy of the

order dated 25/05/2021 is attached as annexure “B”).

That the appellant filed departmental appeal on 27/05/2021

 against the aforesaid impugned order before respondent No

3. (Copy of departmental appeal is attached as annexure
‘CC,,). )

That respondent No 3 without any legal formalities, personal
hearing of the appellant rejected his appeal vide order dated
13/08/2021. (Copy of the order dated 13/08/2021 is attached

as annexure “D”).

That the impugned order dated 25/05/2021 of the respondent

No 3 and order dated 13/08/2021 of respondent No 4 are

- against the law, facts and principals of justice on ground

inter alia as follows:-

Grounds:-

That impugned order dated 25/05/2021 of the respondent No
-4 and order dated 13/08/2021 of respondent No 3 are illegal




and void ab-initio, being pa&’Sea’ in utter violation of law and

policy on the subject.

That the appellant has not been treated in accordance with

law and rules on the subject.

. That the both the impugned orders are agaznst the

pronouncement of the superior judiciary of the country.

That ex-parte action has been taken against the appellant

and he has been condemned unheard.

That no Show Cause Notice, charge sheet, statement of

~ allegations given to the appellant nor proper inquiry in the .

matter was conducted.

That the allegations against the appellant are totally false,

~ frivolous and baseless.

. That the appellant has spotless career spahning about 35
years with clean record and has always earned excellent

ACRs throughout his service career.

That mandatory provisions of law and rules has badly been

violated by the respondents and the appellant has not been




 \Dated:- 3¢ /08/2021 . T

(s

treated according to law and rules and the appellant did

nothing that amounts to misconduct.

I That no time period has been mentioned ‘in the impugned

order as to far how much time the impugned order will be

effective. .

J.  That the dllegaﬁo_ns are factual in nature, which needs

through probe, which can only be done through regular

INqUiry. v

K. That the appellant seeks perlhission to advance other

grounds at the time of hearing. -

| It is; therefore, most humbly prayed that on
acceptance of this appeal the impugned order dated
13/08/2021 of respondent No 3 and Order dated
- 25/05/2021 of respondent No 4 may kindly be set aside and
the appellant may kindly be ordered to be réstofed to his

original rank with all back benefits.

Through:-

) n'. -

5 1%
- T
.|‘V|._ U

sman Rahim Khattak
Advocate High Court '
Certificate:-

It is certify that no such like Service Appeal has earlier

. been filed by the Appellant in this Honourable Tribunal.
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICES TRIBUNAL; o

PESHAWAR
- Service Appeal No-- /2021
Muhamrﬁad Ashfaq Vecs‘us - Govt:of KPK & others
........... Appellant vveeenen.RESPONdents
FEELEEEELTELLLELLEELLEELELEIE0
- AFFIDAVIT

I, Muhammad Ashfaq S/o Sami Ud Din, (ASI) R/o Aza Khel

Bala, Tehisl & District Nowshera, presently Police Lines

Peshawar, (The appellant) do heréby solemnly affirm and declare

on oath that the contents of this accompanying Sefvite Appeal are

true and correct to the v of ~'my knowledge and belief and

CNIC No:- 112e1-6023224-3

.
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EFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICES TRIBUNAL

PESHAWAR
- Service Appeal No:- /2021
Muhammad dshfag ~ “Yewsus  Govt: of KPK & others
........... Appellant " ...........Respondents

¢¢¢¢¢¢¢¢¢¢¢¢¢¢¢¢¢¢¢¢¢¢¢¢¢¢¢¢¢¢¢
. APPLICATION FOR SUSPENSION OF THE BQTH IMPUGNED

. ORDER DATED 25/05/2021 OF THE RESPONDENT NO 4

AND DATED 13 /108/ 2021 OF RESPONDENT NO 3, TILL THE

'FINAL DECISION OF THE INSTANT SERVICE APPEAL.

Respectfully Sheweth:-

I.  That the above noted appeal has been filed in this

Honourable Tribunal in which no date is yet fixed.

2. That the petitioner has got a prima facie case and hopeful

for its success.

3. That the balance of convenience is also lies in his favour 3
and if the both the impugned order dated 25/05/2021 of the
respondent No 4 and order dated 13/08/2021 of respondent |
~ No 3 are not suspended then the petitioner/appellant would

- suffer irreparable loss.
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4. That for issuing interim relief, the contents of main appeal

may kihdly be conS‘idere_d as integral part of this

application.

It is, therefore, humbly prayed that on acceptance of
this application, both the impugned order dated 25/05/2021
of the respondent No 4 and order dated 13/08/202} of
respondent No 3 may kindly be suspended, till the final
decision of the titled appeal. |

Dated:- ___/_ /2021 @4{ ' w’Aasv[:g;pellant

s S sman Rahim Khattak
e Advocate High Court

Certificate:-

It is certify that no such like application has earlier

l:Jeenv filed by the Appellant in this Honourable Tribunal. ¢
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_BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICES TRIBUNAL,

PESHAWAR
Service Appeal No:- | /2021
Muhammad fshfaq  “Yersus Govt: of KPK & others
........... Appellant veoon.....RESPONdents
NSOV TOUS PSPPIV Pe e
AFFIDAVIT

I Muhammad Ashfaq S/o Sami Ud Din, (ASI) R/o Aza Khel

Bala, Tehisl & District Nowshera, presently Police Lines

Peshawar, (The appellant) do hereby solemnly affirm and declare

on oath that the contents of this accompanying application are

true and correct to the best of my knowledge _and belief and

ell No:-

NIC No:- l'll.—_ﬂ»—éoL?LZé 3
*WLayy sy
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICES TRIBUNAL,

PESHAWAR
Service Appeal No:- /200
‘Muhammad Ashfaq “Versus Govt: of KPK & others
...... ..... Appellant ..........Respondents

¢¢¢¢¢¢¢¢¢¢¢¢¢¢¢¢¢¢¢¢¢¢¢¢¢¢¢¢¢¢¢

ADDRESSES OF PARTIES

APPELLANT B
Muhammad Ashfaq S/o Sami Ud Din, (ASI) R/o Aza Khel Bala, Tehis! &

District Nowshera, presently Police Lines eshawar.

 RESPONDENTS

1. Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary Home &

Tribal Affairs, Civil Secretariat, Peshawar.

2. The Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, CPO,

Peshawar.

3. -' - Chief Capital City Police Officer, Police Lines, Peshawar., :

4, | Chief Traffic Officer, Peshawar.

Dated:- ;, /8 /2021 qQ(‘,ngifé“%’pella'nt

: il
Malik Usman Rahim Khattak -
Advocate High Court




Aﬂw- A‘ |
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PAKHTUN KHWA POLICE GAZET TE PART-II,

77

ORDERS BY TH ROVINCIAL POLICE OFFICER

KH é

YBER P KHTUNKHWA ?E 1HAWAR.

- 2 (\

3448

No.

Yo
. ‘_

As per recornmendatlon made by the Departme.ntal Promoflou Commlttee in its meeting held: on

NOTI FICATION 1 ~2‘i] e
| iy

i

2% / IQ, /zozo'

17. 12 2020, the following conﬁrmed Sub-Inspectoan of KPK)OI]CB on llsi ‘F" are hereby promoted as Offg

Inspectors (BPS-16) with immediate effect -

|

f
i

B

Kl
.

REGION|

KR .
_"RECOMMENDATION

SH NAME&NO. - ° |
I | SIZahid AliNo. MR/I34 . .|

Malrdan {

|
: |
B

The DPC exammed his case and recommended
him for promotion to the rank of Offg: Inspector
(BPS-16) ofi regular basis.

Accordmr to Rule 13-18 of Police Rule 1934,
he will b on probation for two (02) years.

2. SI'Bakht Zahir No. M/207

T e

€

Malaka'nd |

P

The DPC examined his case and recommended
him for promot on to the rank of Offg: Inspector

« (BPS-16) qn regular basis.

Accordiny;; to Rule 13-18 of Police Rule 1934,
he will 011 on probation for two (02) years,

3. | STMuhammad Saleem No. B/10. |

L R

|
|
I
!

The DPC éXamined his case and recommended
him for plomotlon to the rank of Offg: Inspector
(BPS-16) on regular basis,

Accordirg to Rule 13-18 of Police Rule 1934
he will ¢ on probation for two (02) years. i 1;

ST Muhammad Israr No. P/144 1 i

w
>

Yo -

CCP/Peshawar

)
1 |
1

The DPC examined his case and recommended
him for p{omotlon to the rank of Offg: Inspector
(BPS-16) on regjular basis, .

Accordmg to RRule 13-18 of Police Rule 1934,

he will be: on probation for two (02) years; -« -| .

S. | SlInam Ullah No. /96 + .

[

2%

S
o i
TN

i
i
|

]

CCP/Peshawar

The DPC examined his case and recommended
him for p:omotlon to the rank of Offg: Inspector
(BPS- !b) on regular basis, - '

Accordmg to. Rule 13-18 of Police Rule 1934,
he will be on probation for two (02) years. "’ -

6. | SISajawal No, P/97 .
)

CCP/Peshawar
.
i
S

1
¢

The DPC. exan‘med his case and recommended.
him for- promotlon to the rank of Offg: Inspector

! £3PS-16) oni'regular basis.
[ Accordiniz to'Rule 13-18 of Police Rule 1934,

he will bi:-on probation for two (02) years.

7. | SIKarim Dad No. P/08 . - -

CCP/Peshawar

'
|
i

The DPC exammed his case and recommended
him for prom 3tion t» the rank of Offg: Inspector
(BPS-1(3) oh régular basis.

According to’Rule 13-18 of Police Rule 1934

he will b'on probation for two (02) years, ** +

8. | ST Abdur RaufNo. P347 7 =

CCP/P}esl:iavnilar
: i

{
i

The DPC exammed his case and recommended -
him for plomo-lon to the rank of Offg: Inspector
(BPS-16) on reJuIar basis.

Accordlrp tn ‘Rule 13-18 of Police Rule 1934,
he will b on probatlon for two (02) years, "~ s

9. ST1Yahya Shah No. P/100

CCP/Peshawar

The DPC exammed his case and recommeénded’
him for promonon to the rank of Offg: Inspector
(BPS-1t:) on: egular basis,

Accordiri. | 0" Rule 13-18 of Police Rule 1934,’
he will b oh probatlon for two (02) years 3
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10, *

ST Jamshid No. P/101

y

CCP/Peshawar
|
|
!

The DPC exammed his case and recommended

him for promotton to the rank of Offg; Inspector
(BPS-16) on regular basis.

Accordmg to-Rule 13-18 of Police Rule 1934
he will be dn probatlon for.two (02) years. .

11.

v

SI Muhammad Ishfaq No. P/102

CCP/PesI?au'rar

+The DPC exammed his case and recomniended’
thim for promotion to the rank of Offg: Inspector
'(BPS-16) on: r‘egular basis. » i
Accordmg to 'Rule 13-18 of Police Rule 1934‘
he will be on probatlon for two (02) years. * &

12,

"SI Muhammad Riaz No, P/103

CCP/I;’esl%awar

The DPC: exammed his case and recommended
him for’ promotmn to the rank of Offg: Inspector
(BPS-16).on: regular basis.

According;to’ Rule 13-18 of Police Rule: 1934'
he will be on probatlon for two (02) years. :*

13.

ST Ghulam Ali No. P/104 7

The DPC:examined his case and recommended
him for promotion to the rank of Offg: Inspector
(BPS-16) on regular basis.

Accordmg%o Rule 13-18 of Police Rule 1934
he will be on probatlon for two (02) years. .. .

14.

S Fazal Khaliq No, P/393

CCP/Reshawar

:
'
Lo
i |
[
| I

The DPC. exafrined his case and _@_g_m_n_e.n_d_eg
him for promotlon to the rank of Offg: Inspector
(BPS-1 6) on regular basis.

Accordmg to: -Rule 13-18 of Police Rule. 1934
he will:be on probation for two (02) years. .;; -

15.

1

STMuhammad Naaz No. P/106.

CCP/I;’eslﬁau:far
[
!

The DPC exemlned his case and recommended
him for’ promotxon to the rank of Offg: Inspector
(BPS-16) on regular basis. b
According to:Rule 13-18 of Police Rule 1934

he willibe on probatlon for two (02) yeavrs, - -

16.

SI Yousaf Ali No. P/107

CCP/Pesbawar

E;i

3 !

The DPC exXzimined his case and recommended
him for:promotion to the rank of Offg; Inspector

: (BPS-16) on regular basis.

According to Rule 13-18 of Police Rule 1934
he will bé on probation for two (02) years. .-

SfMujahid Shah No. P/]108 - .

CCP/Peshawar

!

|

The DPC exanined his case and _lw
him for" promorlon to the rank of Offg: Inspector .
(BPS-16} on 1egular basis. o
Accordiing’ to? Rule 13-18 of Police Rule 1934,
he will be on probation for two (02) years. .

18.

S1Fazal Diyan No. P/110 |

CCP/PesBaw

l
oo

1
]

The DPC examined his case and w
him for promoion to the rank of Offg: Inspector
(BPS-1 6) on regular basis.

According to Rule 13-18 of Police Rule 1934
he will-be on. probatlon for two (02) years, © =«

SI Buhrap-un-Din No. P/11 1. -

CCP/l;’esl;m\;/ar

o
1
¥

The DPC exdmined his case and recommended
him for: promot:on to the rank of Offg: Inspector
(BPS-16) on regular basis. t
Accordmg to Rule 13-18 of Police Rule 1934,
he will be on probation for two (02) years, °

20.

ST Muhammad Sabir No. P/112

CCP/ [;’esha\{uar
H H
1 i

The DPC exammed his case and recommended
him for’ promotlon to the rank of Offg Inspector
(BPS-16) on regular basis.

i According: t-o Rule 1318 of Police Rule 1934,

he will be on probation for two (02) years. .

21.

SI Fazli Rokhan No. P/113

CCP/Pesﬁawar

The DF( 'exammed his case and recommended
him for- promc-tlon to the rank of Offg: Inspector
(BPS-16¥on regular basis.

Accordmg to Rule 13-18 of Police Rule 1934
he will be o1 j;robation for two (02) years."

22.

{ SI Hassan Gul No. P/114

The DPC exa‘mned his case and recommendéd
him for’ prom( *ion to the rank of Offg: Inspector
(BPS-16)6n rv ;gular basis.

- R Accordmg to Rule 13-18 of Police Rule: 1934
Mokt Ust 9{;5&0“‘"6 he will be o urobatlon for two (02) years
\/“ n/r%cmlofnfr 10_71“;5 '.: : ‘.

a .




i

¥

. 1 ST Muhammad Ibrahim No. B/115

i

CCP/f

eshawar
|

[ [

The DP(’ exarmned his case and recommended

him foy‘promotion to-the rank of Offg: Inspector
(BPS-16) on. regular basis.

According; to Rule 13-18 of Police Rule: 1934 ¥
he will-be:on probatlon for two (02) years, . «

SI Tilawat Shah No. P/116

CCP/Peshawar

0
!
1
!
i
1
4
3
i

The DPC exar: ined his case and recommended
him for promotlon to the rank of Offg; Inspectorv
(BPS- 16) on regular basis. >

Accordmg to' Rule 13-18 of Police Rule 1934
he will beion probation for two (02) years. -

25.

SI Fazal Babi No. P/117

CCP/Pes awar

..._..._..s -—

The DPC examined his case and recommended
him for promot:on to the rank of Offg: Inspector
(BPS- 16) on regular basis, "

Accordmg to' Rule 13-18 of Police Rule 1934
he will'be on probation for two (02) years. -

26,

ST Akhtar Ali No. P/120

CCP/Pes awar

}
'

|

By B

The DPC examined his case and recommended
him for- promonon to the rank of Offg: Inspector
(BPS- 16) on i regular basis.

Accordmg to; Rule 13-18 of Police Rule: 1934
he will be on.probation for two (02) years. ... .4

27.

SI Faiz Ullah No. P/121

CCP/}:"eshawar

The DPC-éxamined his case and recommended
him for, .promotion to the rank of Offg: Inspector
(BPS-16) on regular basis.

According. to Rule 13-18 of Police Rule 1934
he will be on .L robation for two (02) years. - ...

28.

SI Fazli Elahi No. P/123

L]

CCP/Peshawar

1

|

The DPC ex.m.med his case and M
him for" prorrotlon to the rank of Offg: Inspector
(BPS-16;) on regular basis.

According tn, Rule 13-18 of Police Rule 1934
he will'bé on yrobatlon for two (02) years, ' :

29.

ST Mian Mohib Jan No. P/124

CCP/Peshawar

The DPC exarumed his case and recommended
kim for‘prof:dtion to the rank of Offg: Inspector
(BPS- 16) on regular basis.

Accordmg to' Rule 13-18 of Police Rule 1934
he will: ‘be on probatton for two (02) years. . ¢

30.

SI Mohammad Tabreez No. :P/ 127

i

The DPC examined his case and wg
him for " promotlon to the rank of Offg: Inspector
(BPS-16) on : egular basis. ‘
Accordmg ity Rule 13-18 of Police Rule. 1934
he will e on’probation for two (02) yeais, :

3L

| §hér Mohammad No. P/128

CCP/Peshawar

Vo
: +
H
il t
| 1
|

The DPC exdmined his case and mg%nded
him for proimétion to the rank of Offg: Inspector
(BPS-i6)onre yular basis. v
Accordlhg to Rule 13-18 of Police Rule. 1934
he willibe on- probation for two (02) years. ;- “

32,

SI Amir Nawab No. P/129

CCP/I"e'shawar

'
§ t

The DPC. eAar sined his case and recommended
him fot promctton to the rank of Offg; Inspector
(BPS-16); on regular basis,

Accordilng o Rule 13-18 of Police Rule 1934
he will'be ox: _probatlon for two (02) years.

33.

SI Ghafir Ullah No. P/130 ~ ..

CCPIPeshawar

The DPC cxnmned his case and recommended
him for.| ‘promcuon to the rank of Offg: Inspector
(BPS-16) on’ regular basis, =
According’ to Rule 13-18 of Police Rule 1934
he will:be on probation for two (02) years, > ©

34.

ST Ghaffar Ali No. P/133

CCP/Pesh awar

|
!
|

The DPC exarnined his case and recominended
fim for. promcflon to the rank of Offg: Inspector
(BPS-16) on rvgular basis.

Accordmg 1o Rule 13-18 of Police Rule 1934,
he will:be 010" *1robation for two (02) years. ..

3S.

STFarukh Zada No. P/135

CCP/Peshawar

The DPE e"calnmed his case and recommiended
him for] :prom( iion to the rank of Offg: Inspector
(BPS- 16) on r~'gular basis.

Ac. «rdrg :10 Rule 13-18 of Police Rule 1934,

he will be ou ~robation for two (02) years. .




!

IL\\

e

:S]. Shahjee Hussain No, P/136"

\

CCP/ P;esh: awar

The DPC exan, med his casé\and rec6ﬁ|mended'

-him for pramotlon to the rank of Offg; Inspector

(BPS-16)" ch. !erular basis.
Accord""

he will be ov pn obatlon for two (02) years.

S1 Ahmad Gul No. P/395

.
1

CCP/PpshaWar

The DPG’ exammed his case and recommiended.
him for- promotton to the rank of Offg: Inspector
(BPS- 16) oh reaular basis, <
Accordin g to Jule 13-18 of Police Rule 1934

he will.be.on probation for two (02) years.. .. > .

38.

ST Umar Shah No. P/144 .

CCP/Peshawar

b

The DPC.examined his case and recommended
him for promotlon to the rank of Offg: Inspector
(BPS- 16) on regular basis.

Accordu’lg to. Rule 13-18 of Police Rulé’ 1934
he will be on probation for two (02) years. . ‘-

8
1

39.

ST Syed Sardar Ali Shah No. P/i$7

H

CCPIP;eshiau"ar
I
i

The DPC. exammed his case and recommiended’
him for promotlon to the rank of Offg: Inspector
(B°Q~‘6) on reoular basis.

According. te. Rule 13-18 of Police Rule- 1934
he will be on p‘ ‘obation for two (02) years. -

40.

SI. Akh.tar Hussain No. P/163. - .

CCP/Peshawar

The DPG exar ined his case and recomménded:

.| him for- promotlon to the rank of Offg: Inspector

(BPS-16) on .e‘;ular basis.
Accordmg fu, :ule 13-18 of Police Rulé 1934
he will be o Qrobatnon for two (02) years. S

41,

.SI Sehat Ali No. P/247 S

The DPC exarr ined his case and recommended.
him for" plomotlon to the rank of Offg: Inspector.
(BPS-1 6) on reg,ular basis. o
Accordmg ti- Rule 13-18 of Police Rule 192}4

he will be oh probation for two (02) years, " 4

42,

STRiaz Ali Shah No. P/291 _.

CCP/Plesh;awar
b

H
| !

The DPC examined his case and recommended.
him for promstion to the rank of Offg: Inspector
(BPS-1 6) on 1ei;ular basis. -
Accordmg to: “Rule 13-18 of Police Rule 1934

he will be on Elobatlon for two (02) years; ".-i;

43.

SI Fazal Akbar No. P/297

CCP/Peshawar

. i
]

N 1
. 1
oy

The DPC exan.ined his case and recommended.
him for promotlon to the rank of Offg: Inspector
(BPS-16) aii rézular basis.

Accerding, to"Rule 13-18 of Police Rule 1934
he will b& on. pn obation for two (02) years. .

44,

ST Jjaz Nabi No. P/406

CCP/Peshawar
. H ]
N

i
L
|

The DRG cxcm ‘ned his case and recommended
him for promoilon to the rank of Offg: Inspector
(BPS-16) on'reqular basis.

According:i< itule 13-18 of Police Rule 1934

he will beion pnobatlon for two (02) years; ~ -~

45,

St Syed Khalid Shah No. P/298 -

CCP/Peshawar

' '
P
' {
N s )

The DPC eXammed his case and recommended.
him for | promat!on to the rank of Offg: Inspector
(BPS- 16) on1emlar basis. B
According’ to ‘Rule 13-18 of Police Rule 1934

he will be on probation for two (02) years: . ¢

46.

S1Trfan No. P/299 ' .

CCP/Piesﬁa“;/ar

The DPC exammed his case and recommended
him for promonon to the rank of Offg: Inspector
(BPS-16).on rec ular basis. Ca
Accordmp ﬂu "Rule 13-18 of Police Rule’ 1934
he will Be on ﬁrobatlon for two (02) years.

47.

Si Naeen'} Haider Khan No. P/300 -

CCP/Peshawar

i
1
1
|

The DPC e‘mnnned his case and Mﬂﬂg}&g
him for ] p,omo ‘ion to the rank of Offg: Inspector
(BPS-1 6) on res;ular basis.

A rordmg to Rule 13-18 of Police Rule 1934,
he vl b2 on I wobation for two (02) years, * ‘:

48.

S1 Sajjad Ahmad No. P/4Q7

'gxﬁatwki -

: — W Court
%: 5: oswfwﬁ B

No: 10-7596

CCP/ Peshawar

I

The DPC’ ,,mr ‘ined his case and recommended
him for: pre or giion to the rank of Offg: Inspector
(BPS- l6) or' regular bazis. 3
Accordmg 10" Rule 13-15 of Police Rule 1934
he will be or ] robation for two (02) years.,




N

Y , 9

l 49.-.| 81 Imran Alam No. P/315 CCP/Peshawar | The DP(. .bx,.rnned his case and recommended
i, ! Fim for. prorro ion to the rank of Offg; Inspector
! (BPS-16) on ‘egular basis.
! CT -Accordmg to Rule 13-18 of Police Rule" 1934
' he will be on Jrobation for two (02) years.
The DPC ex.mlned his case and recommended
! o him for'promotion to the rank of Off; Inspector
R . : A S (BPS-16) on regular basis,
: to Accordmg ‘to Rule 13-18 of Police Rule 1934
= | ’ he will be,on probation for two (02) years,
51. | ST Ahmad Rasheed No. P/336 CCP/Peshawar | The DPC ‘examined his case and recommended
: A him-for promotion to the rank of Offg: Inspector
f, (BPS-16Y on'iegular basis.
Co According itu Rule 13-18 of Police Rule: 1934

50, | ST Khalid Anwar No. P/334 CCP/I:"eshawar

he will beidp probation for two (02) years. .; .

52. | §: Muhammad Abid Afridi No - CCP/I;’eshawar The DPCL‘e,, zniined his casé and recomniended
P/337 S him for prbmotion to the rank of Offg: Inspector
: ' (BPS-16) o regular basis.

{ : According t+ Rule 13-18 of Police Rule 1934,
! ‘ he will be.on probation for two (02) years., !
53: { SI'Shakir Ullah No, P/340 o CCP/Peshawar | The DPC exzmined his case and recommended
‘ him for promonon to the rank of Offp: Inspectox
(BPS- 115} on re;ular basis.
Accordmg to Rule 13-18 of Police Rule’ 1934
: _ . he will be on probation for two (02) yeais.
54. | 81 Gul Dad Khan No, P/341 CCP/Peshawar | The DPC exzmined his case and recommended
i : him for‘promotion to the rank of Offg: Inspector
: ‘ (BPS-16) on régular basis.
‘ Accordmg ‘to Rule 13-18 of Police Rule 1934,
: . . he will be on probation for two (02) years., -
§5. | SI Habib ur Rehman No, 19/M Malakand The DPC exaniined his case and recommended
' ’ ' him for promotion to the rank of Offg Inspector
(BP5-16) on rezular basis.
According to Rule 13-18 of Police Rule 1934,
' — he will'be ok piobation for fwo (02) years.
56.  SiNazir Rahman No. 343/M . Mal;akand The DPC eyemmed his nase and recommended
S : him for profp stion to the rank of Offg: Insbector
: (BPS-16) off'ie yular basis,
‘ AccordlmJ t: Rule 13-18 of Police Rule 1934
- . . he will be o1: probation for two (02) years.
57. | ST Ahmad Ali No, 464/M Malakand The DPC exan ined his case and recommended
: C him for promoi‘on to the rank of Offg: Inéﬁeétor
- (BPS-16) on reular basis.
o Accordmg to itule 13-18 of Police Ruleé 1934,
_ : ' he will be on probation for two (02) years, -
58. | SIFarid Khan No, 466/M : Malakand The DPC exzniined his case and recommended
. : him for pr om:mon to the rank of Offg: Inspector
(BPS-16) on regular basis.
According. to Rule 13-18 of Police Rule 1934,
i _ : he will be on pi-obation for two (02) years, - ’
59. | SI Shahi Room No. 505/M Malakand The DFC exzmined his case and recommended
. : "~ | him for promo ion to the rank of Offg: Inspector'
(BPf--16) on regular basis.
According'to Rule 13-18 of Police Rule 1934,
. . . , he will be ox p:obation for two (02) years. =~
60, | SiBakht Afsar No. 517/M T Malakand The DPC exaniined his case and recommended
' o ' : him for- promo ion to the rank of Offg: Inspector
(BPS- 16) on ‘egular basis,
Accordmg o Itule 13-18 of Police Rule 1934
he will b¢ on [robation for two (02) yeats. -
61. | SIMuhammad Ismail I¥p. S23/M Malakand The DPC exir.rined his case and recommended
' him for prorro jon to the rank of Offg: Inspectcr
(BPS-16) on regular basis.
Accordmg to Rule 13-18 of Police Rule 1934,
he will b on | robation for two (02) years.




62s..

JE)

¢ ’.'
Nl

| §1 Hazrat Hussain No, 527/M |

The DPC exanmed his case and recommcnded

him for- prorrotlon to the rank of Offg; Inspector
(BPS- 16) on re;rular basis.

Accordmg &' Rule 13-18 of Police Rule. 1934

he v.1li be 6n probation for two (02) years. .

63.

SI Ubaidullah No. 532/M

The DPC exammed his case and recommended

| him for pror”rot:on to the rank of Offg; Inspector

(BPS-16) on regular basis.
According to' Rule 13-13 of Police Rulé: 1934
he will bé on: probatlon for two (02) years. °

64,

ST Zahoor ud Din No, 20/M

Mal;ak:%md
|

The DPC exarmned his case and recommended'

| him for-prorotion to the rank of Offg: Inspector

(BPS-16) on : egular basis.
Accordmg ‘to’ Rule 13-18 of Police Rule 1934
he will be on probatxon for two (02) years. i .-

65.

SI Sul?anat Khan No, 437/M’

Ma[ake:lnd

‘ !
Co
' E

The DPC exammed his case and recommended
him for promoﬂon to the rank of Offg; Inspector
(BPS-16) on regular basis.

According to Rule 13-18 of Police Rule 1934
he will be on probation for two (02) years. -

66.

ST Imran Khan No. 119/M

Mal]akand

]
o
| L

The DPC exumined his case and recommended
him for'| p'omo*lon to the rank of Offg: Inspector
(BPS-16) on *e{,ular basis.

Accordmg to‘ Rule 13-18 of Police Rule 1934
he will be on probation for two (02) years. v :’

67

SI Azizur Rahman No. 72/M .

Malakand

i
| | l

The DP(, examined his case and recomwiended.
him for promo ‘on to the rank of Offg: Inspector
(BPS-16).0n 5eg;ular basis,

Accordingito’ Rule 13-18 of Police Rule 1934
he will ‘be on probation for two (02) years.

68.

L SI Anwar ul Haq No. 788/M - -

Malakand

i
!
!

l
l
l
i
!
1

The DPC eanned his case and _rgg_(w _
him for | promouon to the rank of Offg: Inspector
(BPS-16) on 1égular basis. - ke
According’ twRule 13-18 of Police Rule 1934
he wili bé o: prrobation for two {02) years. = -

69,

S Tasweer Hussain No, 627/M . .-

l\/lal;ake;u'rdi

The DPC exariined his case and recommended.
him for’ promo .on to the rank of Offg: Inspector
(BPS-16) on regular basis.

According ‘to* Rule 13-18 of Police Rule 1934_
he will be on probation for two (02) years, =

70.

SI Falak Naz No. 675/M

Malakand

|
-
!

The DPC exam:ned his case and recommended
him for-: promm ion to the rank of Offg: Inspector
(BPS-16)on régular basis.

Accordmg 0} Rule 13-18 of Police Rule 1934
he will be on'probation for two (02) years. ;

71,

Si Miftah ud Din No. 620/M -

Ma!akand

The DPC éxamined his case and recommended
him ror promonon to the rank of Offg; Inspertor'
(BPS-16) on ~ejular basis.

Accordmg tui Rule 13-18 of Police Rule 1934

he will'be on’E robation for two (02) years, -

72.

ST Tanveer Ahmed No. H/168

3

The DPC’ examined his case and recommended
him for. promo:ion to the rank of Offg: Inspector
(BPS-16Y on eyular basis. s
Accordmg w Rule 13-18 of Police Rulé 1934
he will.be:on -robation for two (02) years. = -

73.

SI Muhammad Yasin No. H/1690

The DEC exar.nned his case and MM.
him for- promorlon to the rank of Offg: Inspector
(BPS- 16) on regular basis. "
According!to" Rule 13-18 of Police Rule 1934,
he will'l')éron‘_jgrobation for two (02) years, > -

74,

ST Mohammad Sajjzyﬁ“. HAT0 -

ogtkﬂ‘gﬁc ,,7

S
woé: !.’:545-913”

The DPC‘ exi iriined his case and recommended
him for | pron ction to the rank of Offg: Inspector
(BPS-1 6) on régular basis.

Accordmg 5 Rule 13-18 of Police Rule 1934
he will be on ~pmbatnon for two (02) yea;g S

13 BC 0lo: 10-7590 ;
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)

This is an order on the enquiry of the complaint lodged by one -

TR A B

Khan Mohammad s/o "fi'_ai Mohammad r/o Peshawar against Officiating
Inspector Mohammad ~'3"Asl;.faq No.P/102 for his abuse of power,
highhandedness and b(éating the complainant. Both the parties were
summoned to the office of the undersigned, heard and their statements were
recorded. During the proceedings, accused Officiating Inspector admitted his
guilt. Therefore, under the-:..Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules 1975 (amenced in-
2014), Officiating Inspectar Mohammad Ashfaq No.P/102 is given the major ..
punishment of reversion from his substantive rank of Sub Inspector to the rank

of Assistant Sub‘ Inspector. with immediate effect. |

ED KHAN MARWAT ) PSP .

s ‘CHIEF TRAFFIC OFFICER,
, ) . PESHAWAR.
No.725-07 /pa, Dated Peshawar th@,.Z;S_:/oJ—j?_,O?_l. . ' -

Copies to :- i

1. The Capital City Police Officer, Peshawar for favour of information, please.
_ 2. All SsP City Traffic Police, Peshawar. -+
4. 0OSI ; For necessary action, please.
5. Accountant i ‘
' ’ ED KHAN MARWAT ) PSP
stk . -2~ CHIEF TRAFFIC OFFICER,
mﬁ"‘ﬁ@ - ‘ PESHAWAR. ,




' | Annestsre-

& : | |

: SEFORE THE CHIEF CAPITAL CITY POLICE OFFICER, PESHAWAR.

Subject:- DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL AGAINST THE ORDER DATED

25/05/2021 PASSED BY THE 'CHIEF TRAFFIC

OFFICER, PESHAWAR. - ' e

‘. Respected Sir,” -

saatigty v

1. That the Aappellant joi’ned Police‘ Department as a Constable
in District Peshawar on 22/03/1 986 and promoted to the
rank of Inspector on 17/12/2020 and since then performed
his duties with honesty and full devotion. ('Co}Jy of

1

Notification is attached).

t 2. That the appellant alongwith other T raffic Officials perform
his duties on G.T Road, near Nishter Abad Peshawar on |
21/05/2021. The Complainants namely Khan Muhammad
while .ridz'ng is motorcycle was passing z'hrough' Central
Media (Prohibited aréa for crbssing the road through |
‘motorcycle) upon which the appellant who was bound under
the law/rules on the subject to prohibit him from doing such
an unlawful act as it may cause a fatal accident-on the road,
therefore, he was warned and admonished not to do the
same act again. As the appellant has done all this in good

‘ _ | o
Jaith yet the rider was displeased and threatened the

appellant for facing dire consequences..
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o
That the rider being not a law abiding citizen, has went on

to the extent that he filed an application agamst the

“appellant mentzonmg therein a/together a different Srory
- which is prima facze based on malaf de the result of his

| malice towards the appellant for false reasons.

That no charge sheet, statement of allegations given to the

- appellant and inquiry - was also not conducting, but

appellant was awarded double punishment i.e. reverted from
the rank of Inspector to the Rank of A.5.1. (Copy of order is
aitached).

That the impugned order dated 25/05/2021 of Chief Traffic

5.
Officer is against the law, Jacts and principles of justice on
 the following grounds:- |
Grounds:-
A. That the impugned order is illegal and void ab-initio, bezng
passed in utter vzolatlon of law and policy on Zhe subject.
B.  That the appellant has not been treated in accordance with
law and rules on the subject.
C.. That the impugned order is against the pronouncement of

‘the superior judiciary of the country.
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- grounds at the time of hearing.

,

 That ex-parte action has been "Ataken. against the &ppelic@nl‘

and he has been condemined uribieard.

That no Show Cause Notice, éharge sheet, Sz‘atement of

allegations given fo the appellam‘ nor proper inquiry in the

matter was conducted.
That the appellant seeks permission to advance other
s, therefore, most humbly prayed that on acceptance

of this departmental appeal, the impugned order dated
25/05/2021 passed by learned Chief* Tariff Officer

Peshawar vide Order No 703 4 dated Peshawar the

25/05/2021 may kindly be suspended and be declared null

and void, against the law, and set aside, the appellant may

graciously be restored to his original rank of Inspector

Dated:- 2.7 /05/2021 ~ | Appell?\nt e

(_
Muha )wa”dfs/hfaq

r;f P7102

;

A" & U
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OFFICE OF THE
CAPITAL CITY POLICE OFFICER,
PESHAWAR

ORDER.

This order wlll dispose of the depértmentai appeal preferred by AS1 Muhammad
Ishfaq No. P/102 who was awarded the major punishment of ** reversion from substantive rank

of SI to the rank of ASI” by CTO, Peshawar vide order No. 703-07/PA, dt: 25.05.2021

2- Short facts ’f:eading to the instant appeal are that the accused officer while posted as
oﬂ‘icifﬁtingD Inspector at. Tfé;fi'lc Unit was charged for his abuse of power, highhandedness and
beating the complainant Lal Muhammad s/o Khan Muhammad r/o Peshawar. In order to dig out the
real facts, the competent authorlty called both the parties and heard them in persons and also
recorded their statements.?grmg the proceedings, the accused officer admitted his guilt therefore,

he was awarded the above.major punishment.

4-  He was heajr"d'in pefson in O.R and the relevant record along with his explanation
perused. During personal ;<1:1earin'g the appellant failed to submit any plausible explanation in his
defence. Therefore, his appeal setting aside the punishment awarded to him by CTO/Peshawar

vide No. 703-07/ PA, dated 25.05.2021 is hereby rejected/filed.

R L

(ABBAS AHSAN) PSP
s CAPITAL CITY POLICE OFFICER,
PESHAWAR

Ne.2 SZé -2 5 /E;;ﬁi’dated Peshawar the / 3 ) g /2021
Copies for informzi'ti{gﬁ and necessary action to the :-

1. CTO/Peshawar along with S.Roll & S.Book w/r to his office No. 1692/SRC-1 dated
03.06.2021 B

2. EC-ILEC-II,

3. Official Concern.




BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICES TRIBUNAL
PESHAWAR
Service Appeal No-- /2021
Muhammad Ashfaq - | “iorsus ~ Govt: of KPK & others
..... ...... Appeliant - | <evrurr..RESpONdents

R R O S
-~ NOTICE UNDER RULE 11 OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE

TRIBUNAL RULES 1974 FOR FILLING OF SERVICE TRIBUNAL
To

1. - Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary Home &
Tribal Affairs, Civil Secretariat, Peshawar.

2. The; Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, CPO,
Peshawar. -

3. Chief Capital City Police Officer, Police Lines, Peshawar. -~

4. Chief Traffic Officer, Peshawar. o

Respected Sir

- Please take notice that I am going to file a Service Appeal
before the Honourable Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Services Tribunal,
Peshawar against the both the impugned order dated 25/05/2021
of the respondent No 4 and order dated 13/08/2021 of respondent
No 3, whereby the appellant has been reverted from the rank of

: '[nspect go the Rank of A4.S.1, you are hereby informed regarding
the f o of instant appeal. : '

Dated: -3, /Q /2021 ‘ Appellant -

Malik Usman Rahim Khattak
Advocate High Court
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BEFORE THE HONORABLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
PESHAWAR .

Service Appeal No. 7346/2021 -

Muhammad Ashfag $/O Sami Ud Din ASI R/O Aza Khel Bala, Tehsil &
(Appellcnf)

...............

District Nows.hero, presently Police Lines, E’eshoWor .

VERSUS

Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary: Homé & Tribal
Affairs, Civil Secretariat Peshawar & three others (Respondents)

...............
'

S.# | Description of documgnjs . o | Page
I. | Para-wise CQ'rYWi'rn‘e'n:i‘s; i — 0102
o Aftdavi 03

IB KHAN)

(

DSP Legal, City Traffic Police,
Peshawar :

A -
»
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BEFORE THE HONORABLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA

|

PESHAWAR
Service Appeal No. 7346[202i

. Muhammad Ashfag $/O Sami Ud Din ASI R/O Aza Khel Bala, Tehsil &

District Nowshera, presently Police Lines, Peshawar.............. (Appellant)

VERSUS'

Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary Home & Tribal
Affairs, Civil Secretariat Peshawar & three others............... (Respondents)

PARAWISE COMMENTS ON BEHALF OF RESPONDENTS NO. 2, 3 & 4

| RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH

PRELIMINARY OBJECTIONS.

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

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

proper parties.

That the appellant has not come to this Hon'able Tribunal with clean hands. -
That the appellant has no cause of action and locus standai to file the

instant appeal. ,

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

—_—

nalll e

appeal. :
6. That the appellant has concealed the material facts from this Honorable
Tribunal. ' ‘
7. That this tribunal lacks jurisdiction to adjudicate upon the matter.
 FACIS: '

1. Cbrrec’r to the extent that obpel!on’r fs the embloyee of respondent
department but persuing the course of service, the performance of the
appellant was not upto mark i.e. punishment order dated 25.05.2021.

2. Incorrect, appellant mis-used his power by beating the complainant Khan
Muhammad.

3. Incorrect, appellant accepted his guilt.infront of Chief Traffic Officer,

| Peshawar. o

4. Incorrect, appellant confessed‘ his guilt infront of Chief Traffic Officer,
Peshawar. Thus there was no need for any further formality. On the other
hand, the obpef!on’r was given major punishment of reversion from his
Substantive rank of Sl to the rank of ASI. _

5. Incorrect, appellant wos‘ heard in person in Orderly Room but failed to
submit any plausible "expiono’rion in his defense.\\Therefore, his appeal was
rejected/filed. |

6. Incorrect, as explained in Para 5. .

7. '!nclorrec’r, orders of the respondents are based on focfs,-jus’rice and are in

accordance with law/rules.




mom oo o0

‘Grounds:
A.
~B.

Incorrect, as explained in Para 7.
incorrect, appellant was freated in accordance with law and rules on

the subject.

. Incorrect, as explained in Para 7.

Incorrect, as explained in Para 5.

" Incorrect, as explained in Para 4.

Incorrect, appellant confessed his guilt infront of Chief Traffic Officer,
Peshawar. Thus there was no need for any further formality. Thus the

allegations against the appellant are truthful.

. Incorrect, persuing the course of service, the performance of the

appellant was not upto the mark i.e. punishment order dated
25.05.2021.

. Incorrect, the responderits freated the appellant according to

law/rules.

Incorrect, the appellant was given major punishment of reversion from
his substantive rank of Slh’ro the rank of ASI under KP Police Rules 1975
(amended in 2014).

Incorrect, appellant confessed his guilt infront of Chief Traffic Officer,
Peshawar. Thus there was no need for any further formality.

That respondent may also be allowed to advance any additional

grounds at the time of hearing of the appeal.

PRAYER:

It is therefore, most-humbly prayed that in the Iighf of above facts

and submission, the appeal of appellant being devoid of merits moy kindly

be dismissed with cost.

A

, PROVINCIA é\L{ce OFFICER,
' KHYBER/PAKHTUNKHWA,




BEFORE THE HONORABLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA

PESHAWAR
Service A ‘ edal No. 7346/2021 ‘
Muhammad Ashfaq $/O Sami.Ud Din ASI R/O Aza Khel Bala, Tehsil &
District Nowshera, presently Police Lines, Peshawar.............. (Appelldn’r) '
VERSUS

Government of Khyber. Pokh’ruhkhwo- through Secretary Home & Tribal
- Affairs, Civil Secretariat Peshawar & three others............... (Respondents)

AFFIDAVIT

-We Respondem‘s 2, 3 & 4 do hereby so!emnly affirm -and
declare fho’r ‘rhe contents of ’rhe written apply are true and ore correct to
the best of our knowledge and belief ond No’rhmg has been conceoled‘

from this Honorable Court.

~ PROVINCIAL

ROLICE OFFICER,
KHYBER B :

KHTUNKHWA,

CHIEF TRA OFFICER,

SHAWAR
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Malik Usman Rahim Khattak
Advocate High Court, Pehsawar
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