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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. 991/2019

Date of Institution ... 30.07.2019

Date of Decision ... 31.01.2022

Wisal Ahmad Ex-ASI No. 1379 District Police Officer Mardan.
(Appellant)

VERSUS

District Police Officer Mardan and^thersSP^'-'
(Respondents)

Roeeda Khan, 
Advocate For Appellant

Noor Zaman Khattak, 
District Attorney For respondents

AHMAD SULTAN TARE^ 
ATIQ-UR-REHMAN U»(^R

CHAIRMAN
MEMBER (EXECUTIVE)

JUDGMENT

ATIO-UR-REHMAN WAZIR MEMBER fE^!- Brief facts of the case

are that the appellant was initially appointed as Constable in the year 2011 and 

was later on promoted as Assistant Sub Inspector (ASI) in 2016. During the 

course of his service, the appellant was charged in FIR U/Ss 295/342/PPC 15AA 

dated 30-01-2019 and anther FIR U/S 325 PPC dated 30-01-2019. Consequently 

the appellant was suspended from service vide order dated 01-02-2019. The 

appellant was arrested and later on granted bail by competent court of law vide 

judgment dated 12-04-2019. During the course of litigation, the appellant was 

acquitted of the charges vide judgment dated 2-09-2021. Simultaneously, the 

appellant was also proceeded departmentally and was ultimately dismissed from 

service vide order dated 12-04-2019. Feeling aggrieved, the appellant filed 

departmental appeal dated 06-05-2019, which was rejected vide order dated 27-.
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05-2019, thereafter, the -appellant ^ filed-'revision petition, which was not

responded, hence the instant service appeal with prayers that the impugned

orders dated 12-04-2019 and 27-05-2019 may be set aside and the appellant may

be re-instated in service with all back benefits.

02. Learned counsel for the appellant has contended that the impugned

orders are void ab initio as it has been passed without fulfilling the codal

formalities; that the appellant has not been served with charge sheet/statement

of allegation, thus skipped a mandatory step as prescribed in law. Reliance was

placed on 2009 SCMR 615; that the appellant has not been treated in accordance

with law, as no regular inquiry was conducted and no chance of personal hearing

was afforded to the appellant, which was a mandatory pre-requisite. Reliance was

placed on 2008 SCMR 1369; that no final showcuase notice was served upon the

appeilantj^efore imposing major penalty, which is illegal and unlawful. Reliance

placed on 2009 PLC(CS) 176; that no statement of any witnesses has been

recorded in presence of the appellant nor the appellant was afforded opportunity

to cross-examine such witnesses; that all the departmental proceedings were

conducted at the back of the appellant as the appellant was in jail during

disciplinary proceedings, as the impugned order was passed on 12-04-2019 and

the appellant was released on bail on the same date I.e. 12-04-2019; that the

impugned order is also void as it has been passed with retrospective effect; that

the appellant has been acquitted of the criminal charges, hence there remains no

ground to maintain such penalty.

03. Learned District Attorney for the respondents has contended that the

appellant was charged in two FIRs and based on the charges, the appellant was 

proceeded departmentally; that proper charge sheet/statement of allegation was 

served upon the appellant and proper inquiry was initiated against him, but the 

appellant did not respond to the charge sheet, which clearly depicted that he had 

nothing to offer in defense; that the inquiry officer after thorough probe held the 

appellant responsible, hence he was served with final showcause notice, which
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was also not responded by the appellant; that the appellant was awarded with

major punishment of dismissal from service; that the appellant was afforded

appropriate opportunity of defense but he failed to appear before the inquiry

officer.

04. We have heard learned counsel for the parties and have perused the

record.

05. Record reveals that the appellant after being charged in FIRs, was

proceeded departmentally in absentia as the appellant was in jail and was

released on bail on the 12-04-2019, the same date, when the impugned order of

his dismissal was issued, hence the appellant in the first place was not afforded

opportunity of defense, as the appellant was not associated with proceedings of

the departi ital inquiry. To this effect, the Supreme Court of Pakistan in its

lent reported as 2008 SCMR 1369 have held that in case of imposing majorJUj

penalty, the principles of natural justice required that a regular inquiry was to be

conducted in the matter, otherwise civil servant would be condemned unheard

and major penalty of dismissal from service would be imposed upon him without

adopting the required mandatory procedure, resulting in manifest injustice.

06. Being involved in a criminal case, the respondents were required to

suspend the appellant from service under section 16:19 of Police Rules, 1934,

which specifically provides for cases of the nature. Provisions of Civil Service

Regulations-194-A also supports the same stance, hence the respondents were

required to wait for the conclusion of the criminal case, but the respondents

hastily initiated departmental proceedings against the appellant and dismissed

him from service before conclusion of the criminal case. It is a settled law that

dismissal of civil servant from service due to pendency of criminal case against 

him would be bad unless such official was found guilty by competent court of law. 

Contents of FIR would remain unsubstantiated allegations, and based on the

same, maximum penalty could not be imposed upon a civil servant. Reliance is
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placed on PL) 2015 Tr.G. (Services) 197, PIJ‘2015 Tr.C. (Services) 208 and PU

2015 Tr.C. (Services) 152.

07. The criminal case was decided vide judgment dated 02-09-2021 and the

appellant was exonerated of the charges. In a situation, if a civil servant is

dismissed from service on account of his involvement in criminal case, then he

would have been well within his right to claim re-instatement in service after

acquittal from that case. Reliance is placed on 2017 PLC (CS) 1076. In 2012 PLC

(CS) 502, it has been held that if a person is acquitted of a charge, the

presumption would be that he was innocent. Moreover, after acquittal of the

appellant in the criminal case, there was no material available with the authorities

to take action and impose major penalty. Reliance is placed on 2003 SCMR 207

and 2002 SCMR 57, 1993 PLC (CS) 460. It is a well-settled legal proposition that

criminal and departmental proceedings can run side by side without affecting

each other, but in the instant case, we are of the considered opinion that the

departmental proceedings were not conducted in accordance with law. The

authority and the inquiry officer badly failed to abide by the relevant rules in letter

and spirit. The procedure as prescribed had not been adhered to strictly. All the 

formalities had been completed in a haphazard manner, which depicted

somewhat indecent haste. Moreover, the appellant was acquitted of the same

charges by the criminal court, hence there remains no ground to further retain

the penalty so imposed.

08. In view of the foregoing discussion, the instant appeal is accepted. The

impugned orders are set aside and the appellant is re-instated in service with all

back benefits. Parties are left to bear their own costs.

ANNOUNCED
31.01.2022

o
(AHMAD SULTAN TAREEN) 

CHAIRMAN
(ATIQ-UR-REHMAN WAZIR) 

MEMBER (E)
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ORDER
31.01.2022 Learned counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Noor Zaman 

Khattak, District Attorne^^respondents present. Arguments heard and 

record perused.

Vide our detailed judgment of today, the instant appeal is

accepted. The impugned orders are set aside and the appellant is re­

instated in service with all back benefits. Parties are left to bear their own

costs.

ANNOUNCED
31.01.2022

(AHMAD SIJCTAN TAREEN) 
CHAIRMAN

(ATIQ-UR-REHMAN WAZIR) 
MEMBER (E)
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tLearned counsel for the appellant present.21.10.2021

Mr. Kabirullah Khattak, Additional Advocate General for 

respondents present.

Learned counsel for the appellant requested for > 

adjournment; granted. To come up for arguments on 31.01.2022 

before D.B.
vf- \

J/

(ATIQ UR REHMAN WAZIR) 
MEMBER (E)

(ROZINA REHMAN) 
MEMBER (J) •*r;
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31.03.2021 Junior to counsel for appellant present.

Kabir Ullah Khattak learned Additional Advocate 

General for respondents present.

Due to general strike on the call of Khyber 

Pakhtunkhwa Bar Council, instant case is adjourned to 

f 7 for arguments before D.B.

't

(Atiq ur Rehman Wazir) 
Member (E)

(Rozina Rehman) 
Member (J)

13.07.2021 Clerk of counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Khyal Roz, 
Inspector alongwith Mr. Javed Ullah Assistant Advocate General 
for the respondents present.

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 21.10.2021

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

(SALAH-UD-DIN) 
MEMBER (JUDICIAL) -
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23.04.2020 Due to public holidays on account of Covid-19, the case 

is adjourned. To come up for the same on 04.08.2020 before

D.B.

04.08.2020 Due to suiTuner vacation case to come up for the same on 

15.10.2020 before D.B.

. OKirullah15.10.2020 Counsel for the appellant is presei 

Khattak, Addl: AG alongwith Mr. Zaheer Muhammad, PASI

for the respondents is present.

Learned counsel for the appellant seeks adjournment 

as she has not prepared the brief

Adjourned to 29.12.2020 for arguments before D.B.

pt

(Mian Muhamma’ 
Member (E)

(Rozina Rehman) 
Member(J)

29.12.2020 Due to summer vacation, case is adjourned to 

31.03.2021 for the same as before.

er
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Addl.;, AG aldngwith AttaurNemo for appellant 

Rahman, Inspector for the respondents present.
28.11.2019

Representative of the respondents seeks further time 

to furnish the reply/comments. Adjourned to 09.01.2020 on 

which date reply/comments shall positively be submitt^

Chairman

Junior to counsel for the appellant and Addl. AG 

alongwith Attaur Rahman, Inspector for the respondents 

present.

09.01.2020

t
Representatives of respondents furnished parawise 

comments on behalf of the respondents. Placed on 

record. The matter is assigned to D.B for arguments on 

1.^03.2020. The appellant may furnish rejoinder, within 

one month, if so advised.

Chairrffa^’

12.03.2020 Learned counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Usman 

Ghani learned District Attorney alongwith Atta ur Rehman 

Inspector for the respondents present. Learned counsel for 

the appellant requested for adjournment. Adjourn. To come 

up for arguments on 23.04.2020 before D.B.

Member Member
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27.08.2019 Counsel for the appellant present.

Contends that the impugned order dated 12.04.2019 was 

passed ex-parte as noted in its last paragraph while the appellant 

was shown to have been under suspension and confinement at
4

Central Prison Mardan at the relevant time. No service of statement 

of allegations or the charge sheet was a upon the appellant 

before imposing the impugned penalty^ that too in the nature of 

dismissal from service. In case^ departmental proceedings entaiU,

major punishment a regular enquiry is all the more necessitated, it 

was added. It was further stated that in the.criminal case against 

the,appellant compromise was already effected and there was no 

likelihood of his conviction therein.

In view of arguments of learned counsel as well as available 

record instant appeal is admitted for regular hearing. The appellant 

is directed to deposit security and process fee within 10 days. 

Thereafter, notices be issued to the respondents. To come up for 

written reply/comments on 25.10.2019 before S.B.

Aope'ianl Deposited 
Secuii^ Eiocess Fee ^

Chairman '

25.10.2019 Counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Zia Ullah learned 

Deputy District Attorney alongwith Atta ur Rehman Inspector for 

the respondents present.

Representative of the respondents requests for time to 

furnish requisite reply/comments. Granted. To 

written reply/comments on 28.11.2019 before S.B.
come up for

Chairman i
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f’i-Form-i A
I

FORM OF ORDER SHEET
I

Court of
t
991/2019Case No.-

Order or other proceedings with signature of judgeDate of order 
proceedings

S.No.

2 31

. «.< .
The appeal of Mr. Wisal Ahmad presented today by Roeeda Khan 

Advocate may be entered ,in-the. Institution Register and put up to the 

Worthy Chairman for proper order please.

30/07/20191-

-V
REGISTRARi

This case is entrusted to S. Bench for preliminary hearing to be2-
put up there on

> V

CHAIRMAN

r \
r " t

A
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BEFORE THE HOISTBLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL
PESHAWAR

aIn Re S.A No. /2019

Wisal Ahmad ex* ASI No. 1379 District Police
Officer Mardan

Appellant
VERSUS

1. District Police Officer Mardan & others.

INDEX
S# Description of Documents Annexure Pages

Grounds of Petition.1. 1-6
Affidavit.2. 7
Addresses of parties3. 8
Copy of FIRs “A” & “B”4. Mlo
Copy of bail granting order “C”5. UTc:^ y;
Copy of dismissal order “ D”6.

Copies of departmental appeal 

and rejection order
7.

Copy of llA appeal «G”8.

Copy of the compromise deed “H”9.

Wakalatnama10.

APPELLANT

(fThrough

Roeeda Khan
Advocate, High Court 

Peshawar.Dated: 29/07/2019
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BEFORE THE HOISTBLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL
PESHAWAR

W^ybcr Pakhrukhw^ 
bc-rvlcc Ti lbunnI

Oiary No.In Re S.A No. /2019
Dated

Wisal Ahmad ex- ASI No.l379 District Police . 
Officer Mardan

Appellant
VERSUS

1. District Police Officer Mardan.
2. Regional Police Officer Mardan.

3. Provincial Police Officer Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 

Peshawar.

4. Inspector General of Police Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.

Respondents

I APPEAL U/S-4 OF THE KHYBER
pakhtunkhwa services tribunal act
1974 AGAINST THE ORDER DATED 12/04/2019
WHEREBY THE APPELLANT HAS BEEN
AWARDED MAJOR PUNISHMENT OF
DISMISSAL FROM SERVICE AND AGAINST
WHICH THE APPELLANT FILED
DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL ON 06/05/2019
AGAINST THE ORDERS DATED 12/04/2019
WHICH HAS BEEN REJECTED ON 27/05/2019
ON NO GOOD GROUNDS



ry V

Prayer>

ON ACCEPTANCE OF THIS APPEAL
BOTH THE IMPUGNED ORDERS DATED
12/04/2019 & 27/05/2019 MAY KINDLY BE
SET ASIDE AND THE APPFJ J.ANT MAY
KINDLY BE REINSTATED IN SERVICE
ALONG WITH ALL BACK BENEFITS.
ANY OTHER REMEDY WHICH THIS
AUGUST TRIBUNAL DEEMS FIT THAT
MAY ALSO BE ONWARD TRIBUNAL
DEEMS FIT THAT MAY ALSO BE
GRANTED IN FAVOUR APPET J.ANT

RespectfuUv Sheweth.

1. That the Appellant has been initially 

appointed

department on 2011.
Constable Policeas in

2. That the appellant performed his duty 

regularly and with full devotion and no 

complaint whatsoever has been made 

against the appellant.

3. That due to hard work and un blemish 

record of service, the appellant has been 

promoted as ASI on 2016.

4. That while posted at District Police Office 

Mardan, false and fabricated cases FIR 

No.90 dated 30/01/2019 U/S 295/342/412



PPC/15AA at Police Station Shahbaz Ghari, 

and FIR No.91, dated 30/01/2019 U/S 325“ 

PPG, PS Shahbaz Ghari has been lodged 

against the appellant in which the 

appellant has been placed under suspension 

vide OB No. 263 dated 01-02-2019 (Copy of 

FIRs attached at annexure “A” &B”).

5. That the appellant has been arrested in the 

said false and fabricated cases in which

later-on the bail has been granted to the 

appellant by the concerned court (Copy of 

bail granting order attached at annexxire
”C”).

6. That the Respondent Department without 

fulfilling codal formalities and without 

providing opportunity of defence to the 

appellant, dismissed the appellant from 

service on 12/04/2019 on the ground of 

involvement of the said false and fabricated 

criminal cases. (Copy of dismissal order is 

attached at annexure “D”).

7. That the appellant submitted department 

appeal on 06/05/2019 against the dismissal 

order dated 12/04/2019 which has been 

rejected on 27/05/2019 on no good grounds.

(Copies of departmental appeal and



rejection order are attached at annexure “E”

& “FO.

8. That after that the appellant submitted llA 

Petition within one month of the rejection 

order dated 27/05/2019, which has not been 

responded by the respondent department.

(Copy of llA appeal is attached at annexure
”G”).

9. That feeling aggrieved the Appellant 

prefers the instant service appeal before 

this Hon’ble Tribunal on the following 

grounds inter alia>

GROUNDS:-

A. That the impugned order 12/04/2019 is void 

and abinitio order because it has been 

passed without fulfilling codal formalities.

B. That no charge sheet has been served or 

communicated to the appellant in this 

respect the appellant relied upon a 

judgment reported on 2009 SCMR page:615

C. That no regular inquiry has been conducted 

by the Respondent department and no 

chance of personal hearing has been 

provided to the appellant in this respect the 

appellant relied upon the judgment dated 

2008 SCMR Page:i369.
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D. That no final show cause notice has been 

issued and communicated to the appellant 

by Respondent department before imposing 

the major penalty in this respect the 

appellant relied upon a judgment reported 

on 2009 PLC (CS) 176.

E. It is a well settled maxim no one can be 

condemned unheard because it is against 

the natural justice of law in this respect the 

appellant relied upon a judgment reported 

on 2008 SCMR page-678.

F. That no statement of witnesses has been 

recorded by the inquiry officer and there is 

no proof of involvement in the said criminal 

cases against the appellant by the 

Respondent department.

G. That no opportunity of cross examination 

has been provided to the appellant.

H.That no opportunity of personal hearing has 

been provided to the appellant which has 

been clarified from impugned order because 

the appellant has been arrested on 

30/01/2019 and has been bailed out 

12/04/2019 and the impugned order has also 

been passed on 12/04/2019 as well as no 

pistol has been recovered from his personal 

possession of the appellant so one sided 

action has been taken against the 

appellant.

on

L That the punishment has been given by the 

Respondent department is harsh one.

J. That the medical report has also not 

supported the version of prosecution.

K. That the innocence of the appellant has also 

been clarified from the compromise deed of
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the complainant. (Copy of compromise deed 

is attached at annexure “ffO.

L. That the impugned order dated 12/04/2019 

is also void because it has been passed from 

retrospective effects.

M.That the respondent department should be 

waited for the decision of the criminal cases 

above.

N. That any other ground not raised here may 

graciously be allowed to be raised at the 

time full of arguments on the instant 

service appeal.

It is therefore, most humbly prayed that 

on acceptance of this appeal both the 

impugned order dated 12/04/2019 &
27/05/2019 may kindly be set aside and the 

appellant may kindly be reinstated in service 

with all back beneSts.

Any other relief not speciGcally asked 

for may also graciously be extended in 

favour of the Appellant in the 

circumstances of the case.

APPELLANT

Through

Roeeda Khan
Advocate, High Court 

Peshawar.Dated: 29/07/2019

NOTE:-

As per information furnished by my client, no 

such like appeal for the same petitioner, upon the 

same subject matter has earlier been filed, prior to 

the instant one, before this Hon'^lp^^ibunal.

Advocate.

CouA
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BEFORE THE HOMBLE SERVICE TRIBUNAIA

PESHAWAR

In Re S.A No. /2019

Wisal Ahmad ex- ASI No.1379 District

Police Officer Mardan

AFFIDAVIT

I, Wisal Ahmad ex" ASI No.l379 District Police Officer

Mardan, do hereby solemnly affirm and declare that all the 

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

my knowledge and belief and nothing has been concealed or 

withheld from this Hon’ble Court.

DEPONENT

Identi&ed by-

Roeeda Khan 
Advocate High Court 
Peshawar.
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BEFORE THE HON^BLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL
PESHAWAR

In Re S.A No. /2019

Wisal Ahmad ex- ASI No. 1379 District Police
Officer Mardan

Appellant
VERSUS

■ ^

1. District Police Officer Mardan & others.

Respondents

ADDRESSES OF PARTIES
PETITIONER,

Wisal Ahmad ex" ASI No. 1379 District
Police Officer Mardan.

ADDRESSES OF RESPONDENTS

1. District Police Officer Mardan.
2. Regional Police Officer Mardan.
3. Provincial Police Officer Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 

Peshawar.
4. Inspector 

Pakhtunkhwar.
Police Khyber

APPELLANT

Through

Roeeda Khan
Advocate, High Court 

Peshawar.Dated: 26/07/2019
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BEFORE THE PESHA WAR HIGH COURT. PESHA WAR.

■ >v

Ci-.Misc.No.‘ /2019
m

Wisai KJiaii son of Tftildiai'Alimad 
Rj'o Yaqoob KJiel, Kot Israaiizai, P.O. Garhi Kapoora , 
Tehsi! and Distinct Mardan 
Presently Central Jail, Mardan

. 1
&

m
i , ACCUSED/ PETITIONER•5
&

VersusIi The State1)jir-I'iP Aziz Akbaj” s/o Muhanimad Akbar 
R/o Sanigram, District Buner........

2.)
RESPONDENTS

CASE FIR NO,90 DATED 30.01.2019 
CPIARGE U/S 395/342/412 PPC, 15-AA 

POLICE STATION SfLAPIBAZAZ GARKI (MAJUDAN).

S
I APPLICATION U/S 497 Cr.P.C. FOR THEn

GRANT OF POST ARREST BAIL TO THE 

ACCUSED/ PETITIONER TILL THE FINAL ■ 

DISPOSAL OF THE EMSTANT CASE.

i

I

/■

7 7-0...
/vttestP

F/AWtlNHU
HiC)l4

I
I Respectfully Skeyveth;
!.

1. That the petitioner has been falsely charged in the above 

mentioned case and are lying behind the bar since his arrest. (Copy 

of FIR is attached).

I

f;
|.

i 2. That the accused/ petitioner moved the court of le'aimed Sessions 

Judge, Mardan for his release on bail, but the same was dismissed
I

t % S 7
QA633 2019 wisal khan vs stqie liil! USB 28 pags

V

•r-

h
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w Judgment Sheet 

m THE PESHA WAR HIGH COURT. PESHA WX^

niniciAL department \

Cr. M. B.A No. 633-P/2019,

Wisal Khan
VS

The State.
n

12.04.2019Date of hearing

Petitioner(s) by. M/S Javed A.Khan and Abdul Fayaz, 
Advocate
Mr. Abid Mehmood, State counselStatehy:

Complainant by: Mr. Hassan Ali Khan, advocate.

JUDGMENTmm-i
i. . 4:
$
f

After being remained 

unsuccessftil to get the concession of bail from Vhe 

Court below, accused petitioner Wisal Khan h^ 

moved instant application seeking his release 

bail in case FIR No. 90 dated 30.1.2019 

registered under sections 395/342/412 PPC/15 AAj 

at Police Station Shahbaz Ghari, Mardan.

Brief facts, as per the contents of Naqal 

Mad No. 13 D.D dated 26.12.2018 are that 

complainant Aziz Akbar son of Mohammad Akbar
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resident of Sangram District Buner alongwith Izzat 

Khan and Mian Hizar reported to. police 

26.12.2018 that he is dealing in currency and 

the fateful day he alongwith his companion in his 

motorcar took different currency for its exchange to 

Peshawar, where exchanged the currency into 

Pakistani currency Notes and got Rs. 97,35,000/- 

from Kamran Currency Dealer Peshawar and while 

returning to Buner in his motorcar No. UC-043 

when at 06.00 hours came to Mardan-Swabi road at 

Shahi Bagh, a motorcar wherein two persons . in 

police uniform duly armed with Kalashnikovs while 

two in simple clothes, were seated, crossed the 

motorcar of complainant and the driver signaled 

them to stop. That when they stopped, the persons 

in police uniform alighted from the motorcar and 

told the complainant party to be dealing in business 

of ICE and sat with them on the pretext that they 

taking them to their high ups to Mardan. On the 

way the said persons put hand cuffs to them and 

muffled their eyes. After, some distance they
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W awaited the complainant party in a room for a while 

whereafter the accused took them to some distance 

and went away after aliglitning them from vehicle. 

That when they untied their eyes they found their 

vehicle on the spot, but on checking it was found 

that the entire amount had been stolen by said

Apart from that, from the pocket of 

complainant a mobile set having SIM No. 0333- 

9692574 and NIC while from the pocket of Izzk 

Khan 4/5 thounsand rupees, one NIC mobile phone 

Samsung having SIM No. 0346-9433222 and from 

the pocket of Hizar Khan four thousand rupees have 

been snatched, 'fhat after a while other police 

personnel again came to the spot in white motorcar 

and asked but due to fear they could not disclose

charged

persons.

anything to them. The complainant 

unknown accused for the commission of offence.I

Later on, complainant recorded his statement underI
30.1.2019 wherein hesection 164 Cr.P.C on

I 1^: charged Mumrez, Ashraf Ali, Abu Bakar and Wisal 

ASI for taking the amount of 97,35,500/- from their

I
- j

- ^
r ••r>
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^.^vyar l-tigh Court

•-.i



■/

w.V'. .

• ■ /’■ 4/'
/"■

motorcar while, the accused Auranzeb alias Kakimi' has been charged being aiding the accused persons.

Hence the instant FIR.

Arguments heard and record perused.3.

Perusal of record would reveal that the4.

complainant of the case -namely Aziz Akbar had 

submitted an affidivait before the lower Court stating
I-

I- therein that he has partched up the matter with the

accused petitioner as he is satisfied regarding his

1. innocence and would have no objection upon his, release

r on bail. Admittedly, the sections of law levelled against
$■

the petitioner are non-compoundable but the statement of

!s. complainant towards compromise can be taken intoW.
I ■1.- consideration as mitigating circumstance and one of the 

relevant factor for grant of relief to the accused/petitioner

I)-Iti

at bail stage. This couil, in similar situation, has rendered• I:
I
I judgments in case titled “Mehboob Sani Vs the State
d-

and another” (2009 P.Cr.L.J-542 Peshawar) and casei-
i
'i- titled “Sartai Vs Lai Rehman and another” (^012 YIR§I

1606) wherein bail was granted to accused, charged for5.

ir
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f
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trmm -compoundable offences. Thus the case of petitioner 

is arguable for the purpose of bail.

non

These are the reasons for my short order even5.

dated which is reproduced below:
11

“For the reasons to be recorded 
lateron, the instant bail application 

is allov/ed and the accused 
petitioner . is admitted to bail 
provided he furnishes bail bonds in 
the sum of Rs. 200,000/- with two 
sureties each in the like amount to 
the satisfaction of the 
Illaqa/Judicial, Magistrate, who 
shall ensure that the sureties are 
local, reliable and men of means.”
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(WOFFICE OF THE 

DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER, ^ 

MARDAN

s *

Tel No. 0937-9230109 & Fax No. 0937-9230111 
Email: dpo mardan@vahoo.cQm

-S 4 Dated/2019No. /PA

ORDER ON ENQUIRY OF ASI WISAL AHMAD

This order will dispose-off a Departmental Enquiry under Police Rules
1975, initiated against the subject Police Official, under the allegations that while posted at DPO 
Office Mardan under suspension & in Central JarLMardari) was placed under suspension 
and closed to Police Lines with immediate effect vide this office OB No.263 dated 01-02-2019,

-issued vide order/endorsement No.875-7S/EC dated 04-02-2019 on account of being charged in 
Jthe following cases :-

1) FIR No.90 dated 30-01-2019 U/S 395/342 PPG PS Shahbaz Garh.
2) FIR No.91 dated 30-01-2019 U/S 325 PPG PS Shahbaz Garh.

In case. FIR No.90 dated 30-01-2019 U/S 395/342, ASI Wisal Ahmed 
snatched away a huge amount from one Aziz Akbar Son of Muhammad Akbar Resident of 
Sunigram Buner, while in second case, he attempted suicide within Police Gustody inside Police 
Post

To ascertain real facts, he was proceeded against departmentally through 
ASP Ali Bin Tariq SDPO/City Mardan vide this office Statement of Disciplinary Action/Charge 
Sheet N0.40/PA dated 06-02-2019, who (E.O) after fulfilling necessary process, submitted his 
Finding Report to this Office vide his Office letter No.256/S dated 11-02-2019, holding 
responsible the alleged official of gross misconduct, on account of non submitting his reply in 
compliance of delivered Staterhent of Disciplinary Action/Gharge .Sheet within stipulated time as 
well as recovery of snatched amount of Rs.26,00,00p/- from his possession during investigation; 
verifying his actual involvement m the case '^r'recommending for major punishment of 
dismissal from service.

In this connection, ASI Wisal Ahmed was served with a Final Show Gause 
Notice on 23-03^19, issued vide this office No.78/PA dated 22-03-2019, wherein, his reply 
was due to reach this office within (07) days i-e up-to 30-03-2019, but he again failed to submit 
his reply even till date, meaning thereby that he has nothing to present in his defense.

Final Order
ASI Wisal Alimed, being a member of a (disciplined force with holding a 

responsible rank tlierein, has committed gross misconducLearning bad name to the entire Police 
Force in the eyes of general public, so keeping in view the above facts, I am of the considered 
opinion that his more retention in Police Force is against the justice/department, therefore, 

.^x-parte action is taken against him by awarding major punishment of dismissal from 
Police Force with effect from 01-02-2019 (suspension’s date) with immediate effect, in 
exercise of the power vested in me under Police Rules-1975.

OB No.
Dated I ^ 2019.

an

(Sajjad Khat() PSP 
District Police Officer 

i/l^^JVlardan

Copy forwarded for information & n/action,to;-
1) The Regional Police Officer Mardan, please.
2) The SP Operations Mardan.
3) The Superintendent Central Jail Mardan. ■
4) The P.O + E.C (Police Office) Mardan.
5) The OSI (Police-Office) Mardan with ( ) Sheets.

1/
i

mailto:po_mardan@vahoo.cQm
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ORDER-

k*'

This order will dispose-off the. departmental appeal preferred by Ex- 
Adhoc ASI Wisal Ahmad No. 1379 of Mardan District Police against the order of 

the District Police Officer, Mardan, wherein he was awarded Major Punishment of

District Police Officer, Mardan vide his office OB: No.

' r

dismissal from Service by the 

814 dated 12.04.2019.
Brief facts of the case are that the appellant while posted at DPO Office 

Mardan. Dismissed from service on account of being charged In the following cases:-

1 FIR NO.90 dated 30-01-2019 U/S 395/342 PPC PS Shahbaz Garh.
2. FIR No.91 dated 30-01-2019 U/S 325 PPC PS Shahbaz Garh.

No.90 dated 30-01-2019 U/S 395/342, ASI Wisal Ahmed 

Aziz Akbar Son of Muhammad Akbar
In case FIR

snatched away a huge amount from one 
Resident of Sunigram Buner, while in second case, he attempted suicide within Police

Brief:

Custody inside Police Post Garyala.
To ascertain real facts, he was proceeded against departmentally 

SDPO/City Mardan. The Enquiry Officer after fulfillingthrough ASP AN Bin Tariq
submitted his Finding Report, holding responsible the allegednecessary process

official of gross misconduct, on account of non submitting his reply m compliance of 

delivered Statement of Disciplinary Action/Charge Sheet within stipulated time as well

snatched amount of Rs.26,00,000/- from his possession during
with recommending for

as recovery of 
investigation, verifying his actual involvement in the case

'major punishment of dismissal from service.
In this connection, ASI Wisal Ahmed was served with a Final Show 

23-03-2019, wherein, his reply was due to reach within (07) days i-e 

up-to 30-03-2019, but he again failed to submit his reply even till date, meaning

thereby that he has nothing to present in his defense.
ASI Wisal Ahrned, being a member of a disciplined force with holding a 

responsible rank therein, has committed gross misconduct earning bad name to the 

entire Police Force in the eyes of general public, his 
against the justice/department, therefore, an ex-parte action is taken against him by- 

awarding major punishment of dismissal from Police Force with effect from 01-02-

/

LiCause Notice on

retention in Police Force ismore

2019 by the District Police Officer, Mardan.
He was called in orderly room held in this office on 23.05.2019 and 

Having serious Allegations, bad reputation. Appeal for re­heard him in person.

instatement into service.is filed.

(MUHAMMAD ALI KHAN)PSP
Regional Police Officer, 

Mardan. //,

" 2-'7- /g>V /2019.Dated Mardan the.

Copy to District Police Officer, Mardan for information and necessary 

action w/r to his office Memo: No. 240/LB dated 13.05.2019. His Service Record is 

returned herewith.

/
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BEFORE THE HONOURABLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA.

PESHAWAR.

Service, Appeal No. 991/2019

, Ex- ASr Wisal Ahmad No. 1379 .. Appellant

VERSUS
■•‘■'"V

. 1. The District Police-Officer, Mardan.
2. Regional Police Officer, Mardan.
3. ProvincialPolice Officer, KhyberPakhtunkhwa, Peshawar. 

, 4. Inspector General of Police KhyberPakhtunkhwa.
■;

,
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BEFORE THE HONOURABLE SERVICE TRIBUN AT. KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA.
PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No. 991/2019

Ex- ASI Wisal Ahmad No. 1379 Appellant

VERSUS

1. The District Police Officer, Mardan.
2. Regional Police Officer, Mardan.
3. Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
4. Inspector General of Police Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.

Para-wise comments on behalf of respondents:-

RespectfuUy Sheweth,

PRELIMINARY OB.TECTTONS

1. That Petitioner has not approached this Hon’ble Court with clean hands.
2. That petitioner has concealed actual facts from this Hon’ble Court.
3. That the petitioner has got no cause of action or locus standi to file the instant petition.
4. That the petitioner is estopped by his own conduct to file the instant writ petition.
5. That the petition is unjustifiable, baseless, false, flawless and vexatious and the 

liable to be dismissed with special compensatory cost in favour of respondents.

REPLY ON FACTS

same is

1. Para not related as the same pertains to initial recruitment of appellant.
Plea taken by the appellant is not plausible because every police officer / official is under 
obligation to perform his duty regularly and will devotion because in this department no 
room lies for lethargy. Besides neat and clean service record does not mean a clean chit for 
future wrong deeds.
Plea taken by the appellant is not plausible rather the appellant is raising a flimsy and 
whimsical grounds because police officers / officials get promoted to the next higher ranks 
by undergoing promotional courses, hence, plea of promotion to the next higher rank does 
not exonerate any police officer / official from his future ill-deeds.
Incorrect stance taken by the appellant is totally devoid of merit because complainant 
namely Aziz Akbar r/o Sanglam District Buner along-with Izzat Khan & Mian Hizar 
reported to the local police of Police Station Shahbaz Garhi on 26.12.2018 to the effect that 
he is dealing in currency and on the eventful day, he along-with his companions in his 
motorcar took different currency for its exchange to Peshawar, where exchanged the 
currency into Pakistani currency notes and got Rs. 97,35,000/- fi-om Kamran currency 
dealer Peshawar and while returning to Buner in his motorcar No. UC-043 when at 0600 
hrs came to Mardan Swabi road at Shahi Bagh a motorcar wherein 02 persons in Police 
Uniform duly armed with Kalashnikovs while two in civies were seated, crossed the 
motorcar of complainant and the driver signaled them to stop, that when they stopped the 
persons in Police uniform alighted from the motorcar and told the complainant party to be 
dealt in business of Ice and sat with them on the pretext that they are taking them to the 
high-ups to Mardan. On the way the said person put them hand cuffs and covered / tied 
their eyes. After some distance they kept the complainant party in a room for a while, 
where after the accused took them to some distance and went away after de-boarding them 
from vehicle.

That when they untied their eyes, they found their vehicle on the spot, but on checking it 
found that the entire amount had been stolen by said persons. Besides the said persons 

also took mobile phone having Sim No. 0333-9692574 and CNIC from the pocket of 
complainant while from the pocket of Izzat Khan mobile set Samsung having Sim No.

2.

3.

4.

was
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0346-9433222 along-with cash amount to the tune of 4/5 thousand whereas also took from 
Hizar Khan )complaint’s companion) Rs. 4000/-. Initially the complainant charged 
unknown accused but on 30.01.2019 his statement u/s 164 Cr.P.C was recorded wherein he 
charged the present appellant along-with others hence, a criminal case vide FIR No. 90 

; dated 30.01.2019 u/s 395/342 P.P.C PS Shahbaz Garhi Mardan was registered against him. 
The appellant was arrested who also attempted to commit suicide therefore, another 

■ criminal case FIR No. 91 dated 30.01.2019 u/s 325 P.P.C PS Shahbaz Garhi was also 
registered against him.

V

It is worthwhile that during investigation Rs. 26,00,000/- was also recovered from him.
. Therefore, the appellant was issued charge sheet and statement of allegations. Moreover, 

stance of the appellant regarding bail granting order is also devoid of any legal footing 
because he was allowed bail on the statement of complainant in shape of affidavit wherein 

. he stated in a categorical manner that he has patched up the matter with appellant hence, 
bail granting order is not based on merit rather the appellant has patched-up the matter with 
the complainant party. Moreover, release on bail is mere a release from custody and the 
same does not meaii acquittal from the charges.

5. Incorrect, on account of afore-mentioned allegations the appellant was proceeded against 
departmentally by issuing him charge sheet & statement of allegations and enquiry was 
entrusted to ASP City Mardan. The same were served upon the appellant but he did not 
bother to submit his reply to the same which clearly depicted that he had nothing to offer in 
his defense. The, enquiry officer after fulfillment of all legal & codal formalities, 
recommended, held the appellant responsible.

. Therefore, the competent authority issued the appellant Final Show Cause Notice but this 
time too, the appellant bitterly failed to submit his reply because he had nothing to offer in 
his defense hence, the appellant was awarded appropriate punishment of dismissal from 
service which does commensurate with the gravity of misconduct of appellant (copy of 
Final Show Cause Notice) is annexed as annexure “A”)

6. Incorrect, stance raised by the appellant is not plausible because the appellant was provided 
right of self defense through orderly room by the appellate authority but he badly failed to 
produce even a single iota of evidence in his defense. Moreover, the retention of such like 
police officer / official is certainly a stigma on police department which stigmatize the

. prestige of police force and brings bad name to the entire police department. Therefore, by 
keeping all the elements coupled with his conduct departmental appeal of the appellant was 
rejected.

7. Para not related needs no comments.
, 8. That, appeal of the appellant is liable to be dismissed on the following grounds amongst the 

others.
REPLY ON GROUNDS:

A. Incorrect, stance taken by the appellant is not plausible because all legal and codal 
formalities have been fulfilled and the appellant himself failed bitterly to produce any 
cogent reason in his defense.

B. Incorrect, charge sheet and statement of allegations have duly been served upon the 
appellant but he did not bother to respond the same because he had nothing to offer in 
his defense.

C. Incorrect as discussed earlier, proper departmental enquiry was initiated against the 
appellant during the course of which all legal and codal formalities were fulfilled but 
the applicant in order to save his skin took this plea which has no legal footings to stand

:r. :

vy-.

on.
D. Incorrect as explained in the preceding para, after conclusion of enquiry by the enquiry 

officer, the competent authority issued the appellant Final Show Cause Notice but he 
did not bother to submit his reply to the same for the reasons that he had nothing to 
offer in his defense.

E. Plea taken by the appellant is devoid of any merit because all legal and codal 
formalities have duly been fulfilled but the appellant himself, because of his lethargic
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attitude neither bothered to reply to the charge sheet nor to the Final Show Cause 
Notice and now in order to get favour / concession propounded this tailored one story 

. which is far away from the facts.
F. Stance taken by the appellant is hot plausible because he did not bother to respond to 

the charge sheet what to speak of statement of witnesses and cross test by the appellant.
G. Para already explained hence no comments.
H. Incorrect plea taken by the appellant is not based on facts because during the course of 

investigation an amount to the tune of Rs. 26,00,000/- was recovered from the 
possession of appellant which clearly depicted his involveinent in such filthy activities.

' Besides retenti^'of such police officers / officials will certainly detrimental to the 
prestige of police department rather his this act has brought bad name for the entire 
police force.

I. Incorrect the punishment awarded by the competent authority to the appellant does 
commensurate with the gravity of misconduct of appellant.

J. Incorrect plea of the appellant will be judged by the concerned trial court at the time of 
recording evidence, hence the same is not plausible to be taken into consideration at 
this stage.

K. Incorrect the appellant himself admitted his involvement by affecting compromise 
rather he was supposed to wait for the court verdict on merit but the appellant attached 
compromise on which the Peshawar High Court extended him the benefit and granted 
bail.

L. Para explained earlier needs no comments.
M. Plea taken by the appellant is not plausible because criminal and departmental 

proceedings are two different entities which can run parallel and the fate of one has no 
binding effect on the other.

N. The respondents also seek permission of this honorable tribunal to adduce additional 
grounds at the time of arguments.

r

• A

PRAYER:-

It is therefore most humbly prayed that on acceptance of above submissions, appeal of 
the appellant may very kindly be dismissed with costs.

-3'

'V

Provincial Police Officer, 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 

Peshawar.
(Respondent No. 03 & 04)

•.

f'^gioftafTolice Officer, 
Mardan.

(Respondent No. 02) .4-

NO .
-•

District Po ice Officer, 
Mardan.

(Respondent No. 01)
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BEFORE THE HONOURABLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA,
PESHAWAR.

' \ •
. Service Appeal No. 991/2019

>;■.;: V:--
Ex- ASI Wisal Ahmad No. 1379 .. . Appellant .

VERSUS

1. The District Police Officer, Mardan.
.2. Regional Police Officer, Mardan.
3. Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar. 
4 . Inspector General of Police Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.

COUNTER AFFIDAVIT.

We, the respondents do hereby declare and solemnly affirm on oath 

that the contents of the Para-wise comments in the service appeal cited as subject are true and 

correct to the best of our knowledge and belief and nothing has been concealed from this 

Honourable Tribunal.

Provincial Police Officer, 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 

Peshawar.
(Respondent No. 03 & 04)

»
Regional Police Officer, 

Mardan.
(Respondent No. 02)

f.

9
District Poliiie Officer, 

Mardan.
(Respondent No. 01)

I
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OFFICE OF THE
PSPj

Tel No. 0937-9230109 8i Fax No. 0937-9230111 
Email: doo mardan@vahQQ.c:nm ' ■<

Dated /2019/PA 1.

FINAL SHOW CAUSE NOTICE

'n Whereas, you ASI Wisal Ahmad, while posted at DPO Office Mardan 

(Now under suspension Police Lines & is in Central Jail Mardan) has been charged in the 

following two cases:-
;

1) FIRNo.90 dated 30.01.2019 U/S 395-342 PPC PS Shahbaz Garh.

2) FIR No.91 dated 30.01.2019 U/S 325 PPC PS Shalrbaz Garh.

In this connection, during the course of Departmental Enquiry conducted by 

ASP AH Bin Tariq SDPO City Mardan vide his Office letter No.256/S dated 11-02-2019, in 

pursuance of this Office Statement of Disciplinary Aotion/Charge Sheet NoAO/PA dated 

06-02-2019, holding responsible you of gross misconduct with recommending for Major 

Punishment of Dismissal from Service.

y 1
Therefore, it is proposed to impose Major penalty as envisaged under J

!

d.. C' ^ o TX-

Rules 4 (b) of the Kliyber Palditunkliwa Police Rules 1975.

1^1'.

Hence, I Sajjad IChan (PSP) District Police Officer Mardan, in exercise of 

under Rules 5 (3) (a) & (b) of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules 
1975, call upon you to Show Cause Finally as to why the proposed punishment should not be 

awarded to you.

. the powers vested in me

4 >

Your reply shall reach this office within 07 days of receipt of this notice, 
failing which; it will be presumed that you have no explanation to offer.

■\

You are liberty to appear for personal hearing before the undersigned.
4L /' iA

y,
/ (h.-

Received 6v
/•>

(SAJJAD Ktl'AN) PSP 
District Police Officer 

^pMyiardan
1/-^Dated: PR/ri.^ /2019 V

v:if/- 0,7'-Copy to Rl Pi
Mardan ^tlt^ receipt thereof shall be returned to this office within (05) days positively 
onward necessai-y action.

. V rOfor

J fj: I\ Ic-- '' .P
v-r' /1 / /■

If'

J. >
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Tel No. 0937-9230109 & Fax No. 0937-9230111 

Email: dpo_mardan@yahoo.com

S /X/PA Dated mi9

DISCIPLINARY ACTION

I, Saiiad Khan (PSP). District Police Officer Mardan, as competent authority 

am of the opinion that ASI Wisal Ahmad, himself liable to be proceeded against, as he committed the 

following acts/omissions within the meaning of Police Rules 1975.

STATEMENT OF ALLEGATIONS

Whereas, ASI Wisal Ahmad, while posted at DPO Office Mardan (Now under 
suspension Police Lines) has been charged in the following two cases:- /•''

1) FIR No.90 dated 30.01.2019 U/S 395-34^C PS Shahbaz Garh
2) FIRNo.91 dated 30.01.2019 U/S 325 ^PS Shahbaz Garh

For the purpose of scrutinizing tl\ c^duct of the said accused Official with 

reference to the above allegations, ASP Ali Bin Tariq SDPU/Citv Mardan is nominated as E.O.

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

1975, provides reasonable opportunity of hearing to the accused Police Officer, record/submit his findings 

and make within (30) days of the receipt of this order, recommendations as to punishment or other 
appropriate action against the accused Official. '

ASI Wisal Ahmad is directed to appear before the Enquiry Officer on the date,
time and place fixed by the Enquiry Officer.

vx-
(SAJJAD la-IAN) PSP 
District Police Officer 
/j^Mardan

i\

mailto:dpo_mardan@yahoo.com
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Tel No. 0937-9230109 & Fax No. 0937r9230Hl 
Email; dpo_mardan@yahoo.com

CHARGE SHEET

, Saitad Khan (PSP), District Police Officer Mardan, as competent authority,. 
hereby charge ASI Wisal Ahmad, while posted at DPO Office Mardan (Now under suspension Police 

Lines), as per attached Statement of Allegations. . . ‘

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

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

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

3. Your written defense, if any, should reach the Enquiry Officers within the 

specified period, failing which, it shall be presumed that you have no defense to put-in and in that case, 
ex-pai1e action shall follow against you. o-'

4. Intimate whether you desired to be heard in person.

SP
District Police Officer

j

.-‘5

K

mailto:dpo_mardan@yahoo.com
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OFFICE OF THE 

DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER, 

MARDAN
C)
Si'

Tel No. 0937-9230109 & Fax No. 0937-9230111 
Email: dpo mardan@vahoo.eom

No. lOj./PA Dated /2019

ORDER ON ENQUIRY OF ASI WISAL AHMAD

This order will dispose-off a Departmental Enquiry under Police Rules 
1975, initiated against the subject Police Official, under the allegations that while posted at DPO 
Office Mardan (Now under suspension & in Central Jail Mardan) was placed under suspension 
and closed to Police Lines with immediate effect vide this office OB No.263 dated 01-02-2019, 
issued vide order/endorsement No.875-7H/EC dated 04-02-2019 
the following cases

account of being charged inon

1) FIRNo.90 dated 30-01-2019 U/S 395/342 PPC PS Shahbaz Garh
2) FIR No.91 dated 30-01-2019 U/S 325 PPC PS Shahbaz Garh.

Brief: In case FIR No.90 dated 30-01-2019 U/S 395/342, ASI Wisal Ahmed 
snatched away a hup amount from one Aziz Akbar Son of Muhammad Akbar Resident of 
Sunigram Buner, while in second case, he attempted suicide within Police Custody inside Police 
Post

To ascertain real facts, he was proceeded against departmcmtally through 
ASP Ali Bin Tariq SDPO/City Mardan vide this office Statement of Disciplinary Action/Charge 
Sheet No.40/PA dated 06-02-2019, who (E.0) after fulfilling necessary process, submitted his 
Finding Report to this Office vide his Office letter No.256/S dated 11-02-2019, holding 
responsible the alleged official of gross misconduct, on account of non submitting his reply in 
compliance of delivered Statement of Disciplinary Action/Charge Sheet within stipulated time as 
wen as recovery of snatched amount of Rs.26,00,000/- from his possession dui'ing investigation, 
verifying his actual involvement in the case with recommending for major punishment of 
dismissal from service.

In this comiection, ASI Wisal Ahmed was served with a Final Show Cause 
Notice on 23-03-2019, issued vide this office No.78/PA dated 22-03-2019, wherein, his reply 
was due to reach this office within (07) days i-e up-to 30-03-2019, but he again failed to submit 
his reply even till date, meaning thereby that he has nothing to present in his defense.

Final Order
ASI Wisal Ahmed, being a member of a disciplined force with holding a 

responsible rank therein, has committed gross misconducLearning bad name to the entire Police 
Force m the eyes of general public, so keeping in view the above facts, I am of the considered 
opinion that his more retention in Police Force is against the justice/department, therefore, 
ex-parte action is taken against him by awarding major punishment of dismissal from 
Police Force with effect from 01-02-2019 (suspension’s date) with immediate effect in 
exercise of the power vested in me under Police Rules-1975.

OB No.
Dated /^ / 4 2019.

an

(Sajjad Khai^) PSP 
District Police Officer 

'.^ardan

Copy forwarded for information & n/action to:-
1) 1 he Regional PoIic^Officer Mardan, pi
2) The SP Operations/Mardan.
3) The Superintendent Central Jail Mardan.
4) 1 he P.O + E.(^^olice Office) Mardan.
5) I Ihe OSI (Police Offiee)*Mardan with ( ) Sheets.^

ease.
(

\,

mailto:dpo_mardan@vahoo.eom
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: ^ ^TMENTAL -ENOUIRY A^klNSt ASIWISAL AHMAD.y ^0h /• '
was depmted to conduct, the Enquiry of ASI Wisal Ahmad, by. the Worthy 

Officer Mai'dan, through his good.office.Letter No.40 / PA, dated 06.02.2019.

rt-

[EP’EACTS.

^fbfeas, ASI Wisal Ahmad, while posted at DPO. Office Mardan QSTow. under snspension Police!
Ejhes) has been charged in the following cases.

• V

.(l)FIRNo. 90' dated 30.01.2019, u/s 395-342 PPG PS Shahbaz Garhi.. 

(2)FIRN6. 91.dated 30,01.2019, u/s 325 PPG PS Shahbaz Garhi. ';
M/v ....

, PROCEEDINGS OF ENOUIRY.
;

During the enquiry proceedings, it was noticed that the officer under enquiry has 06 good,
••■'A*. •• ' ' • • ■

^ • Iwhile no bad entry throughout his service. In light of gross misconduct, he was placed under

s.dspension vide OB No. 263 dated, 01.02.2019 and the undersigned was deputed as'enquiry

,officer, vide your good-office disciplinary / charge sheet No. 40/PA dated ,06,02.2019. Oil

1S;02.2G.19, the subject charge sheet was delivered upon the official under enquiry, to which his 

'i;;|: -.;reply-was due to reach this office within (07) days, hut he-failed to do so, till date indicating that ' 

'/he .-has: nothing to offer in his defense.- After analyzing of case file and evidence collected 

. 2;' against the officer under enquiry, it was observed that recovery of handsome amount consisting 

■ ofRs. 26,. 00000 / from his possession during investigation, indicating therein that he is ^tually 

nominated in the subject cases, due to which, he committed suicide in Police Gustody as 

■A^fepntritioji. This practice will badly effect the reputation of honest Police Officers; therefore, it is 

usbless to keep him anymore in the Department.

(

r

CONCLUSION.
•r

“For the reasons discussed above^ the undersigned has reached to the conclusion that he may be

^jorPumshment of please.'.i!

'- .Af '^No;" 256 /S. ,
• Pt:. 11-2-2019. .

-7
/.
/

■ ■./

//
■,-> s '7^/

Assistant-'Superlnfe^^hnt of Police,
- /• ■ \

pty Circle Majpan .
■ifU-

■ ■ C-- /
■ ' HI9

r

i
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BEFORE THE HONOURABLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA.
PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No. 991/2019

Ex-ASI .Wisal AhmadNo. 1379 Appellant

VERSUS

1.. The District Police Officer, Mardan.
2. Regional Police Officer, Mardan.
3. Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
4. Inspector General of Police Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.

AUTHORITY LETTER.

Mr. Atta-ur-Rahman Inspector Legal, (Police) Mardan is hereby 

- authorized to appear before the Honourable Service Tribunal, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar in 

the above captioned service appeal on behalf of the respondents. He is also authorized to submit all 

required documents and replies etc. as representative of the respondents through the Addi: 

Advocate General/Govt. Pleader, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal, Peshawar.

■

Provincial Police Officer, 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 

Peshawar.
(Respondent No. 03 & 04)

>

£gional Poli^ Om 
MafSan.

(Respondent No. 02)

J

\:

r-District PolWi Officer, 
Mardan.

(Respondent No. 01)



communications; should' be 
addressed to the ^Registrar K.PK 
Service Tribunal; and-'nol any bfllcial 
by name.

AllKKVBiia'l^AKHTUN'lCWA 

SERVICI- 'fRllTUNAU Pl-SHAVVAK

Ml /STNo.
Ph:-091-9212281 ' 
Fax:-091-9213262;

Dated: /2021

To

The District Police Officer, 
Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 
Mardan. {'■

Subject: judgment in appeal no. 991/2019. mr. wisal ahmad

I am directed to forward -herewith a certified copy of Judgement 
dated 31.01.2022 passed by this Tribunal on the above subject for strict 
compliance.

End: As above

R^TSTRA^ ' 

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 

SERVICE TRIBUNAL 

PESHAWAR


