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Service Appeal No. 1185/2016
■rv

Nemo for the appellant. Mr. Muhammad Farooq, DSP (Legal) 

alongwith Mr. Muhammad Jan, District Attorney for the respondents

ORDER
10.01.2023

present.

Vide previous order sheet dated 13.12.2022, last opportunity 

given to the appellant for arguments but today nobody put 

appearance op behalf of the appellant despite repeated calls at 

different intervals till rising of the court, therefore, the appeal in hand 

stands dismissed in default. Parties are left to bear their own costs.

was

File be consigned to the record room.
>"V

Ry ANNOUNCE^ 
10.01.2023 / i5 V
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(Salah-Ud-Din) 
Member (J)

(Mian Muhamm 
Member (E)

.)
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Miss. Uzma Syed, Advocate, junior of learned counsel 
for the appellant present. Syed Naseer-ud-Din Shah, 

Assistant Advocate General for the respondents present.

Junior of learned counsel for the appellant requested 

for adjournment on the ground that learned counsel for the 

appellant is busy in Service Tribunal Camp Court

■ 23.09.2022

Abbottabad. Adjourned. To come up for arguments on 

re the D.B.13.12.2022

yf

(Salah-Ud-Din). 
Member (Judicial)

(Mian Muhammad) 
Member (Executive)

Junior to learned counsel for the appellant present.1,3.12.2022

Mr. Muhammad Riaz Khan Paindakhel, Assistant Advocate

-

General for the respondents present.

Former requested for adjournment due to engagement of 

learned senior counsel for the appellant in the Hon’ble Peshawar

High Couit today. Last opportunity is granted. To come up for

10.01.2023 before the D.B.arguments on

(ROZINA REHMAN) 
Member (J)

(FAREEHA PAUL) 
Meniber(E)
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Counsel for the appellant Ipresent. Mr. Riaz Khan 

Paihdakhel, Asst: AG for respondents present.

Learned counsel for the appellant seeks adjournment. 

Adjourned and to come up for arguments before the D.B on 

02.06.2022.

'C 13.04.2022

(Mian Muhammad) 

Member(E)
(Salah Ud Din) 

Member(J)

02.06.2022 Junior to counsel for the appellant present.

Noor Zaman Khattak, learned District Attorney for 

respondents present.

Lawyers are on general strike, therefore, case is. 

adjourned to 2^.07.2022 for arguments before D.B.

(Fareeha Paul) 
Member(E)

(Rozina Rehman) 
Member (J)

27'” July 2022 Junior of learned counsel for the appellant present. Mr. 

Muhammad Adeel Butt, Additional, Advocate General for 

respondents present.

%

Junior of learned counsel for the appellant requested 

for adjournment on the ground that learned senior counsel for

the appellant is busy in^ the august Peshawar High Court,

To come up for arguments onPeshawar. Adjourned. 

23.09.2022 before the D.B.
•I

(Kalim Arshad Khan) 
Chairman

(Salah-Ud-Dm) , 
Member (J) '
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' 13.01.2021 Mr. Asad Mahmood, Advocate on behalf of counsel for 
the appellant and Addl. AG for the respondents present.

Former requests for adjournment as learned senior 
counsel for the appellant is not in attendance today due 

to some private engagement. Adjourned to 14.04.2021 for 

hearing before the D.B.

(Atiq-ur-Rehman Wazir) 
Member(E)

Chaintiam

14.04.2021 Due to demise of the Worthy Chairman, the Tribunal is 

non-functional, therefore, case is adjourned to 

29.07.2021 for the same as before.

Junior to counsel for appellant present.29.07.2021

Mr. Riaz Khan Paindakheil learned Assistant Advocate General 

for respondents present.

Former made a request for adjournment as senior counsel is 

busy before Hon'ble Peshawar High Court; granted. To come up for 

arguments on 17.12.2021 before D.B.

(Rozina Rehman) 
Member (J)

Dt)f?>
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j'if .2020 Due to C0VID19, the case is adjourned to 

'J ! y /2020 for the same as before.

t

i

Due to CO\/ID19, the case is adjourned to 27.08.2020 for 

the same as before.
07.07.2020

Due to summer vacation, the case is adjourned to 

04.11.2020 for the same as before.
27.08.2020

Junior to counsel for the appellant and Usman Ghani 
District Attorney for the respondents present.

The Bar is observing general strike, therefore, the 

matter is adjourned to 13.01.2021 for hearing before the

04.11.2020

D.B.
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(Mian Muhamm. 

Member
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• . Counsel for the^'appellant present. Mr. Ziaullah, 
DDA for respondents present. Learned counsel for the 

appellant seeks adjournment. Adjourn. To come up for 

arguments on 24.02.2020 before D.B.

•26.12’.201.9A
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Member Member
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Counsel for the appellant and Addl. AG 

respondents present.

for the16.05.2019

^ Due to demise of his father, learned Member of the ■ 
Bench (Mr. Hussain Shah) is on leave. Adjourned to 

29.07.2019 for arguments before the D.B.

Chairman '

s ■

Learned counsel for the appellant and Mr. Zia Ullah learned 

Deputy District Attorney present. Learned counsel for the 

appellant seeks adjournment. Adjourn. To come up for 

arguments on .22.10.2019 before D.B.

29.07.2019

tt
■I

‘emberMember!

I

■ i
Learnel counsel for the appellant present. Mr. 

Kabirullah Khlttak learned Additional Advocate General for 

the respondents present. Learned counsel for the 

appellant seeks adjournment. Adjourned. To come up for 

arguments on 26.12.2019 before D.B.

22.10.2019

ik
(M. Amin Khan Kundi) 

Member
(Hussain Shah) ;: 

Member
'■t

Vi:



;'■. /•'W

9
:. S' j-,feuDue to retirement 4f: Hon’able Chairman, the Tribunal is 

defunct. Therefore, the case is adjourned for the same on 

02.01.2019 before D.B.

13.11.2018

Mr. Muhammad Asif Yousafzai, Advocate for 

appellant and Mr. Usman Ghani, District Attorney for the 

respondents present.

02.1.2019

ULfamed counsel for the appellant requests for
t *

adjournment due to engagerhent in many other cases. 

Adjourned to 12.03.2019 for arguments before the D.B.

2:?' ChairmanMember '

12.03.2019 Appellant in person and Assistant A.G for the 

respondents present.
V

Appellant requests for < adjournment due to 

engagement of his learned counsel before the Honourable 

High Court today in many cases.

Adjourned to 15.05.2019 before the D.B.

Member Chairman

■ "?'
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i08.06.2018 Clerk to counsel for the appellant present. Addl: AG for 
respondents present. Clerk, to counsel tor the appellant seeks 

adjournment. Adjourned. To come up for arguments on 06.08.2018 

before D.B

r-r

l:

t:(Ahmad Hassan) 
Member

(Muhammad Hamid Mughal) 
Member

t
i
1
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.Learned counsel for the appellant, and Mr. Zia Ullah, learned 

.Deputy District Attorney present. Learned counsel for the appellant seeks 

adjournment. Adjourned. To come up for arguments on 01.10.2018 before 

D.B. .

06.08.2018!•
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(Muhammad Amin Kundi) 
Member

(Muhammad Hamid Mughal) 
Member
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Junior to counsel for the appellant .and Mr. Zia Ullah 

learned Deputy District Attorney for the respondent present. 
Junior to counsel for the appellant seeks adjournment on the 

ground that learned senior counsel is not available today. 
Adjourned. To come up for arguments on 13.11.2018 before 

D.B.

01.10.2018
• f

• . 1

■i'

i

(Muh^mad Hamid Mughal) 
Member

(Hussain Shah) 
Member
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. vi*? 04.04.2018 Counsel for, the appellant and .Addl; AG for respondents 

' present. Counsel for the appellant seeks , adjournment. 

Adjourned. To come up for arguments on 08.06.2018 before 

D.B.

(Ahmad Hassan) 
Member

(M. Hamid Mughal) 
Member

; .-
• S

*1.

*V'

A
V-

Counsel for the appellant and Addl; AG for respondents 

present. Counsel for the\ appellant seeks\adjouAment. 

Adjourned. To come up for ar^ments on 08.06.^18 before

04.04.2018 ,1

■;

.B.

(AhnW Hassan) 
M^ber

(NT Hamid Mughal) 
^ Member

'V



Counsel for the appellant and Mr. Asghar All, H.C alongwith.Mr. 

Adeel Butt, Addl: AG for the respondents present. Learned counsel for the 

appellant submitted rejoinder which is placed on file. To come up for final 
hearing on 01.08.201^efore D.B.

05.04.2017

01.08.2017 Clerk to counsel for the appellant and Asst: AG for 

respondents present. Clerk to counsel for the appellant requested 

for adjournment. Adjourned. To come up for arguments on 

27.11.2017 before D.B.

(Muhammad Hamid Mughal) 
Member

Clerk to counsel for the appellant and Addl: AG alongwith 

Mr. Muhammad Farooq, Inspector for respondents present. Due to 

general strike of the Bar arguments could not be heard. Adjourned. 

To come up for arguments on 06.02.2018 before D.B.

27.11.2017

/ /
Member hairman/ /■ /
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Counsel for the appellant and Mr. Kabeerullah Khattak, 

Addl. AG alongwith Asghar Ali, H.C for the respondents present. 

Due to shortage of time, arguments could not be heard. To come 

up for arguments on 04.4.2018 before the D.B.

06.2.2018

i/L
Member irman

i-i
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07.12.2016 Counsel for appellant present. Learned counsel for appellant argued

t tthat the appellant was serving as ASI in Police Department. That ah„ 

inquiry was conducted against the appellant for having connection with 

Drug Peddlers. That on the basis of said inquiry he was dismissed from 

service vide order dated 03.02.2016. However in cepartmental appeal 

dated 10.02.2016 the Appellate Board decided the appeal of the appellant 
in h:s favour on 26.10.2016 and reinstated him in service by imposing^ ^ 

• penalty of forfeiture of two years approved service. Being aggrieved from 

that order he has preferred the instant appeal.

Points urged needs considera::on. Admit. Subject to limitation. 

Subject to deposit of security and process fee within iO days. Notices be 

issued to the respondents for written reply/comments for 16.01.2017 before i K 

S.B.

■ •
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(ASKFaQUB TAJ) 
MEMBER *

J t\ ^ . 
V .

Counsel for appellant and Mr. Asghar AH, H.C alongv/;th 

Muhfjnmad Adeel Butt, Additional AG for respondents present. 

Written reply by respondents not submitted. Learned Additional AG 

requested for adjournment on behalf of respondents. Adjourned. To 

come up for written reply/comments on 16.02.2017 before S.B.

16.01.2017
. -r- y"
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(ASHFAQLCTAJ)
MEMBER
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Junior to counsel for the appellant. and Mr. 

Muhammad Farooq (Inspector Legal) alongwith Addl: AG 

fc^ rcspoiulcnis present. Written reply submitted. To come 

up for rejoinder and arguments on '2^/?^

16.02 2017t ’r--**
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I (AHMAD HASS.AN) 
MEMBER
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Court of V

1185/2016Case No.



The appeal of. Mr. Hamza AN Khan Ex-ASI PS Ghazni Khel Lakki Marwat received today i.e. on 

14.11.2016 is incomplete on the following score which is returned to the counsel for the appellant for 

completion and resubmission within 15 days.

1- Annexure-H of the appeal is illegible which may be replaced by legible/better one.

3Jo ys.T,No.

Dt. M 72016

REGISTRAR 
SERVICE TRIBUNAL 

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 
PESHAWAR.

Mr. M.Asif Yousafzai Adv. Pesh.
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w m-BEFORE THE KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

APPEAL N0.[| /2016

V/S Police Deptt:Hamza Ali Khan

INDEX
i

S.No. Annexure Page No.Documents
Memo of Appeal 1-41.
Copy of statement of allegation -A- 52.
copy of charge sheet 63. -B -
copy of reply to charge sheet -C- 7-104.
Copy of inquiry report -D- 11-135.
copy of application6. -E- 14-15
Copy of order dated: 3.2.2016 -F- 167.
Copy of departmental appeal
Copy of order dated 26.10.2016

-G-8. 17-19
-H- 209.

Copy of order sheet -I- 21• 10.
Copy of Cell NO Documents -J- 22-2311.
Copy of RTI Application 24-2612. -K-
Vakalat Nama13.

APPELLANT

THROUGH:

(M.ASIF YOWSAFZAI),

(TAIMUR

&

(Syed Noman Ali Bukhari) 

(ADVOCATES, PESHAWAR)

t



^-1-i? *3 BEFORE THE KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR
11^51/2016APPEAL NO.

^Hiybcr Pakhtukfsvva
iiCE-vace 'BYilbiiiin:il

D3ary No. 1 / ^Hamza Ali khan, Ex-ASI
PS Ghazni
Khel Lakki Marwat. I>aic<3

(Appellant)

VERSUS
1. The Provincial Police Officer, KPK Peshawar.
2. The Regional Police Officer, Bannu Region.
3. The District Police Officer Bannu.

(Respondents)

APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL 

ACT, 1974 AGAINST THE ORDER DATED 26.10.2016, 

PASSED BY REVIEW COMMITTEE WHEREIN THE 

PENALTY OF DISMISSAL FROM SERVICE IS MODIFIED 

IN TO FORFIETURE OF 2-YEARS APPROVED SERVICE.

PRAYER:

THAT ON THE ACCEPTANCE OF THIS APPEAL, THE 

ORDER DATED 26.10.2016 MAY BE SET-ASIDE AND 

RESPONDENTS MAY BE DIRECTED TO RESTORE THE 

FORFEITED SERVICE WITH ALL BACK AND 

CONSEQUENTIAL BENEFITS. ANY OTHER REMEDY
august tribunal DEEMS FIT AND 

APPOPRIATE THAT MAY ALSO BE AWARADED IN 

FA VOUR OF APPELLANT.
II l/(

He-subinnStftcca to 
aaid f^5ed. -day

Registry
3offrf fi

J. ‘8.
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RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH:

FACTS:
That the appellant was serving as ASI in a police department and 

also has good service record throughout.
1.

That the charge sheet and statement of allegation was served 

upon appellant. The appellant properly replied to the Charge 

sheet and denied all the allegations.(Copy of statement of 

allegation, charge sheet and replied are attached as 

Annexure- A, b & C)

2.

That the inquiry was conducted against the appellant and gave 

his recommendation that the allegation level against the accused 

police officer ASI Hamza are Proved. (Copy of departmental 
Inquiry was attached as Annexure-D).

3.

That the appellant filed an application to regional police officer 

against the inquiry report that the inquiry was not conducted 

properly which is against the law and rules, therefore may be 

proper inquiry will be conduct and give opportunity to appellant 
to defend himself but despite that request and without final 
show cause notice, the impugned order was passed against the 

appellant. (Copy of application is attached as Annexure-E).

That there is no final show cause notice was served upon the 

appellant, therefore appellant not submitted reply to the show 

case notice.

4.

. 5.

That without final show cause notice, on dated 3.2.2016, the 

impugned order was issued wherein the major penalty of 
dismissal from service was imposed on the appellant under Police 

Rules 1975. (Copy of order is attached as Annexure-F).

6.

That the appellant preferred departmental appeal against the 

order dated 3.2.2016 which is un-responded with in statutory 

period of 90 days till date. (Copy of Departmental appeal is 

attached as annexure-G).

7.

That during the pendency of previous appeal, the Appellate 

Board decided the appeal of appellant on 26.10.2016 wherein
8.



¥ the appellate Board modified the penalty of Dismissal from 

service into Forfeiture of two years approved service. Therefore, 
on receiving the said order of Appellate Board, the appellant filed 

an application for withdrawal of Appeal No. 619/2016 with the 

permission to file a fresh one. The said application was allowed 

on 1.11.2016. (Copy of the order 26.10.2016 & Order 

Sheet dated. 1.11.2016 are attached as Annexure-H & I).

That now the appellant come to this august Tribunal on the 

following grounds amongst others.
9.

GROUNDS:

That the impugned order dated 26.10.2016 is against the law, 
facts, norms of justice and material on record, therefore not 
tenable and liable to be set aside.

That the allegations mentioned in the charge sheet fully 

explained in reply to charge sheet as well as before inquiry 

officer. But despite that harsh view was taken and major penalty 

was imposed.

A)

B)

That the charge sheet served upon the appellant not signed by 

RPO which is gross illegality.
C)

The allegation mentioned in the charge sheet not proved beyond 

the shadow of doubt which is necessary for imposing major 

penalty.

D)

That the inquiry report is silent about statement of complaint 
about money matter which is necessary, that clear shows the 

malafide intention of the appellant.

E)

That the appellant filed an application to regional police officer 

against the inquiry report that the inquiry was not conducted 

properly which is against the law and rules, therefore may be 

proper inquiry will be conduct and give opportunity to appellant 
to defend himself but despite that request and without final show 

cause notice, the impugned order was passed against the 

appellant which is against the law and rules.

F)



r- That according to the Superior’s Court judgment regular inquiry is 

mandatory before imposing major punishment. Moreover the 

show cause notice was served to the appellant on 3.12.2014 and 

imposed major penalty of compulsory retirement on 5.12.2014 

without providing any chance of defence to the appellant.

G)

That the cel! No. given in the inquiry report is not correct and 

wrongly referred which shows malafide intention. The documents 

regards cell no is attached. (Copy of documents is attaches as 

Annexure-J).

H)

That the statement of witness not recorded in the presence of the 

appellant not opportunity provided to the appellant to cross 

examined the witness which is against the law and rules.

That there is no CDR record is available thus inquiry officer's 

allegation /report are baseless and based on malafide intention.

The appellant was not given final show cause notice which is 

necessary requirement as per relevant rules and thus the illegal 
order was passed.

That the appellant has not been treated accordance with law, fair 

played justice, despite he was a civii servant of the province, 
therefore, the impugned order is liable to be set aside on this 

score alone.

I)

J)

K)

L)

That the statement of witness not recorded in the presence of the 

appellant not opportunity provided to the appeliant to cross 

examined the witness which is against the law and rules.

M)

That the penalty of forfeiture of 2 year approved service is very 
harsh and not according to justice and fair play because the 

appellant was not found guilty by Appellate Board.

That the penalty forfeiture of 2 year approved service is very 

harsh which is passed in violation of law and, therefore, the same 
is not sustainable in the eyes of law.

The appellant was not given final show cause notice which is 

necessary requirement as per relevant rules and thus the illegal 
order was passed.

That the appellant has not been treated accordance with law, fair 

played justice, despite he was a civil servant of the province.

N)

0)

P)

Q)



t therefore, the impugned order is liable to be set aside on this 

score alone.

Even no inquiry report was provided which effected the defence 

right of the appellant. The attached report was provided through
RTI. (Copy to RTI is attached as Annexure-K).

That the appellant seeks permission to advance others grounds 

and proofs at the time of hearing.

R)

S)

It is, therefore most humbly prayed that the appeal of the 

appellant may be accepted as prayed for.

APPELLANT
Hamza Ali Khan

THROUGH:

(M.ASIF YdUSAFZAI),

(TAIMURaO KHAN),

&

Syed Noman Ali Bukhari 
(ADVOCATES, PESHAWAR)
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STATEMENT OF ALLEGATIONS.t

'■

y
1/ Muhammad Tahir PSP, Regional Police Officer,*'*S.

Jr:yr , ...,
Baririu7R,egi6n^Bannu5.as;Competent authority, am of .the opinion that ASI

Hamzf AliSKhahi PSrV Ghazni Khei, Lak^^ District Police has rendered

V,*

4 ■
' ■hirnselfs)iaSle;5S'';b^ffFS^ against ■ as he committed; the ■ following .V

misconduct;withinof disciplinary rules-1975 (amendment vide.

■ NWF'P,Gazette 27^^’iJanuary-1976) ' . - '

. •!

■v^:iI
II;

A SUMMARY OF ALLEGATION. 1, ■

V That you ASI Hamz- Ali Khan, posted as PS:. Ghazni Khel, District Lakki 

have taken a zero-meter Motor-cycle CD/70 from one Sher Aslam s/d ,

' Sher Dll Azam, r/o Tajazai. District Lakki and he was made free for 

narcotics. • ; • . . -
• That you had .taken Rsi '100000/- from PO Salah-ud-Din s/o Hayau-ud- 

Din PS: Naurang during raid of the local police on the house of 

deceased Yasin Wahab r/o Tajazai, District Lakki.
• That you have taken some goods from the case property vehicles.

That you were collecting weekly from the narcotic;; pnricllorf; In th(3 

areas'of Ghazni Khel and adjacent areas in a Private vehicle of one Ali' ■

> . Marjan alias Majoo s/o Mohammad Azam r/o Khero Khel, District Lakki,.

That you have taken Rs. 10000/- from, one Shoib s/o Rafiullah r/o

, ■ Tajazai District, Lakki during a music programme in his hotel.
' For the 'purpose'of . scrutinizing the conduct of the said accused w/r to the.

' , above allegations DSP-HOr-Bannu is appointed as Enquiry Officer.

The Enquiry Officer shall provide reasonable opportunity of hearing to the 
accused, record statements etc: and findings within 25-days after the receipt. r 
of this order. • ,

■ ' ' TV,

. ;

Vf

i

. ;
• j

;

The accused shall join.the proceedings on the date, time an,d place fixed by 
the Enquiry Officer. ^ (j 0 •r:

i. ■1
' i

V RegV ;e Officer, 
Bannu Region, Bannu.

. ; y:

j

. .. . Copy to

, ■ i. J'he' Provincial' Police Officer, Khyber pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar for, 
' favour of. information.

2. The District Police Officer, Lakaki for information.
3. The Enquiry Officer. "

IS• No r-
5

■f\
;

f

Regional Police Officer, 
Bnnnii Region, Bannu.

iiXfl
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; : CHARGE SHFFT
■.. '.-T-

' ?
r"*:

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

am -satisfied that
v,,,:,.(:ontemplated::in;theTN.W,F.P. Police Rules, 

,fe'T ,TT@xpedient.i'^ ' ' ' - '
mmr-- ■

a formal inquiry-: as 

1975 is necessary -arid «/■

«. I

•• J

' ' •'<:
?

'W>-y''' ■ ■
'AND WHEREAS, I am of the view that the. allegation, if, 

established would call.for a Major penalty as confined in. Rules 4-1 (b) 

of the aforesaid Rule:

?

'i ’■■/.-■■''•'•S'-

ii
, .' NOW THEREFORE, as required by Rule 6-1 ( a) of the 

aforesaid Rules,I, Muhammad Tahir PSP, Regional Police Officer, 
Bannu Region, Bannu charge you ASI Hamza Aii Khan PS: Ghazni 
KheS, Lakki .pistricii:. Police for misconduct 
of allegations appended herewith.

on the basis of summary ■ ,

1

. and yVHfEREAS; I direct you further under the 

b of the aforesaid rules, to put in 

the-receipt of this charge sheet

Rule (6-1)
a written defense within,07-days of

as to why a,Major punishment 
defined.in. Rule;4-l.'.(b) should not-be awarded to you. 

same time whether you desire to be heard in

. as
■ •;*

Also state at the. :
person or not. •

! •
•/\

,-In case;your.reply is not received within the prescribed 'Ti-W
. , period/without su^icient.reasons it wouid be presumed that ' '

. no defense to offer and
you have

.‘f

an ex-party action will be taken against( you.

! '
1 .>

V

V Regio , lrcel5fincfer, 
Bannu Region, Bannu.

1
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From: The Superintendent of Police, 

Investigation, Bannu.

The Regional Police Officer, 
Bannu Region, Bannu.

To:

No: /Dated Dannu, the "^S// 

finding of DFPAPTAAtr^iT^i

72016.
Subject: f •.

enquiry against asi ha*^7ai I
Memo:

Kindly refer to your Memo No. a dated Nil
the above subject.on

The Finding report against ASI Hamzali 
herewith for kind perusal and favour

;conducted by the undersigned is submitted
of further order please.

/

^5^ /
^7 '6

- Super^'n'dent of police, 
Ipy^tigation; Bannu.

iV*"

5

;
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- /-INDINGS.;r
/ .i .ij ASI Hamza Ali vyhile.posted at PS Ghazni Khel. District Lakki Marwat has been charged for. 

>>■ . the commissions of.following misconducts within the meaning of Police Rules-1.975 amended vide^ 
NWFP Gazette 27^ January,. 1976. ' i

/•
f-

That he while ,posted at PS Ghazni Khel District Lakki Marwat have taken 
meter Motor, Cycle CD/70 from, one Sher Aslam s/o Sher Dil Azam R/0 Tajazai T- 
District Lakki and he.was made free for Narcotics.
That:he had taken one Lac from PO Salah-ud-Din s/o Hayu-ud-Din PS Naurang during'

, raid of the Local Police on the house of deceased Yaseen Wahab r/o Tajazai District ' 
.Lakki. ’ ,

• That he, has taken some goods from the case property vehicle.
• That he was' collecting weekly from the Narcotics peddlers in the area of PS Ghazni

■ . , V Khel and. adjacent areas in a private vehicle of one Ali .Marjan alias .Majoo s/o
Mohammad Azman r/o Hero Khel District Lakki.

'■ • That he has taken'Rs.10,000/- from one Shoib s/o.Rafi Ullah r/o Tajazai District
. Lakki Marwat during a music program in his hotel.

The enquiry was marked'to the DSP/HCfrs, Bannu. The accused police officer submitted'® 

application before the W/RPO, .Bannu Region, Bannu that the enquiry conducted by the DSP/HQrs 

has not followed the rules/law. The Worthy RPO, Bannu Region, Bannu noted remarks “pi conduct 
the said enquiry” and handed over to the undersigned for re-probe of the allegations leveled ''

■ against the accused Police Officer.

• - a zero/ •/

9 ■

To probe into the allegations the undersigned perused all the recorded statements, 
relevant records and secretly enquired the background of the accused 

undersigned summoned the accused police officer and recorded his
police officer. The 

statement and cross
opportunity has been given and recorded cross questions a answers. SHO Haider Ali and MHC Farid , 

. Ullah. No. 222 of PS Ghazni Khel, Lakki Marwat were summoned and recorded their statements, 
they were given cross opportunity and recorded cross question a answers. Short brief are given 

•below:. ' ’ : •

HAIDER ALi SHAH a MHC FARID ULLAH NO. 222 OF PS GHAZNI KHEL v..

They stated in their statement that during their postings at PS Ghazni Khel, no complaint i. ' 
against the accused Police Officer was received. MHC further stated that all the case properties ' 

in his custody and it is impossible to take goods from the vehicles anyone. The SHO admitted . : 
in his statement during "cross examination that Mir Aslam is drug narcotics seller in the limits of PS 

-Ghazni Khel, Lakki Marwat. Yasin Wahab is the cousin of Salahudin s/o Hiya-u-din and he was 

wanted in more than 34 cases. Salahudin is also wanted to the local Police u/s 324/353 PPC

STATEMENT OF ACCUSED POLICE OFFICER ASI HAMZA ALI PS GHAZNI KHEL.

1 •

. are

He stated that he has submitted detail written reply on 16.12.2015 of the charge sheet and 

. he did.not want to change in the previous reply. He further stated that the allegations leveled ¥ ,'■ 

; against him.are baseless and requested for the filing of charge sheet. The undersigned crossed 

examined the accused officer, according to CDR report the owner of Mobile Nos. 0343-9994925 8; '
■ °^l?:51?.??98,have contacted with him and Drug Transport^ ZarwaU, when it was asked from him 

that,the owners of the said numbers has paid'communication role with him and drug transporter, , 
the accused police officer had no sufficient answer of the question. In further 

the said accused police officer had no sufficient proof to deny the allegations.
cross examination ’'

^ ■ zlJ'i.



>

/ / I

. /Inclusion.w V

Keeping in view the above facts, circumstances, recorded statements and perusal, of 
;;v. relevant records and'during the cross examination the undersigned reached to the following 

conclusions:.

//

<*Y'
i 1. Statement of. the accused/olice Officer Hamza Ali is not satisfied and dtiring the 

examination'he did hot prove his innocence.
' 2. In cross examination about the CDR it was dig out that accused Police Officer ASI 

■, Hamzali and narcotics peddler Zarwali had middle men in contacts, whose had. contact 

with the .accused Police Officer and narcotics peddlers, it means that middle persons 

: (companions) of narcotics peddler had remained contact with the-accused Polide 

, officer. In this regard he had no sufficient answer.

3, According to the statement of SHO Haider Ali Shah and cross examination about the 

allegation leveled against the said accused Police Officer, SHO admitted in his 

examination that Mir Aslam & Sher Alsam are drug narcotics peddlers.

4. SHO also added that Yasin Wahab is the cousin of Salahudin s/o Hiya-u-din wanted^n 

. ■ more than 34 cases and Salahudin is also wanted to the Ideal Police'u/s 324/353 PPG.

cross
; •' \k*'■Ji

ii-

%M 'I I

cross
: i>'3

Y'
i

Later on the said notorious PO Yasin Wahab was murdered during encounter.
5. In one side 5.HO a MHC rejected that allegations leveted against the accused Police

...I?

, v;

Officer, but in the other side in cross examination they were not known about the.1.1

!il suspension of the; accused Police Officer, their statements are unsatisfactory 

6. The accused Police Officer showed himself the SHO of PS Ghazni Khe and he was dealt - 
all matters as he was SHO of the said PS.

:i

. '« .. r

7. In secret information it was dig out that reputation of the .accused Police Officer is also 

unsatisfactory.
; .•
I:; RECOMMENDATION.

I < 4 ''
In yiew of the above conclusion the allegations leveted against the accused Police 

Officer ASI Hamzali are proved.

Submitted please.

I!
|.

t

!f
I-

Superjj^tendent of Police, 
^"ifi^stigation, Bannu. ’
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BANNU Ur:CION

■ ORDRR.
• ;.••:■

-J '~v My this border will dispose off the departmental 

PS: Ghazni Khel, District Lakki
7 ASI Hamza Ali,

account of the following omission:- .
on4^

M--'’ . "^^sthe/ASI.Hamz. Ali Khaa> posted .

U; ; t:aken a zero-meter Motor-cycle CD/7d from
as PS: Ghazni Khel/ District Lakki have - 

one Sher Aslam s/c Sher Dil Azam ' 

was made free for narcotics. i

PO 5alah-ud-Din s/6 Hayau-ud-D'in PS: 

on the house of deceased Yasin Wahab

.,r/0 Tajazai District Lakki and he

• That he had taken Rs. 100000/- from

Naurang during raid, of the iocal police 

,r/o Tajazal/DIstrlct Lakki..

• That he have taken some goods' from the

• That tie was collecting weekly from
case property vehicles.

the narcotics padcllers in the areas of
Ghazni Khel and adjacent areas in a i'rivnle veiiicle

of one All Marjan alia;'.
Majoo s/o Mohammad Azam r/o Khoro Khol, DlsLrict Lakki. ^ ■

• That he has. taken ,Rs. 10000/- from one Shoib s/o'Rafiullah 

District; Lakki duringfa music programme in his'hotel..
r/o Tajazai

The said Police Officer was charge sheeted based

was appointed as Enquiry Officer. The
I enquiry under Police Rules 1975 and'

I charges against the said ' 
delinquent Police Officer have been proved without any shadow of doubt.

The enquiry proceedings were thoroughly perused and 

room on 29.1.2016.

upon
. statement of allegations and SP/Invest Bannu

Enquiry Officer conducted proper departmental 

submitted ■ his ' findings, wherein the; aforementioned

' >

, '1■ . the officer concerned heard in orderly

Therefore, 1, Muhammad Tahir PSP, Regional Police 
Officer, Bannu .Region, Bannu , in exercise of the powers vested in me, after 

thoroughly perusal the record/proceedings and hearing the Police Officer in orderly 

. room on 29..1;2016,came to the conclusion that order of M,ajor punishment is .

required to be imposed upon him, being held guilty of the allegations by the.Enquiry 

■ ■ • Officer as well

;

r .

as un-satisfactory hearing for showing himself 
undersigned. Hence, the delinquent Police orricer

innocent with the • 
is I'lercby dli.missed from service.

Order announri=>H

(Muhammad Tahir)PSP 
Regional Police Officer, 
Bannu Region, Bannu.

*2, \ l/b --357 /EC/dated._^/2/2016.INo.

. Copy to :- •
•• The District PoIice'Officer, Lakki.

A
(Muhammad Tahir)PSP 
Regional Police Officer, 
Bannu Reqion. n r*i I
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To

The Provincial Police officer
^ Peshawar,w.

:7.
Subject: jSggRESENTATIOM 

lANNti Vinp Mr.
IMPeIthoner vv

AGAIj^T THE nr?npi7 

jSZJJATED 0.s/n9/i^
ASdismissedj^m

QOVORTHY rpo

throijgh__vvhich
-THE SERVirp

, Respected Sir,. '

The petitioner Prayed a,s

'■ h- pehuo:!:""^ p-ceecimgs

as well as during the course-of statemenTto

hold responsible for the charges 

statement recorded by the 
petitioner.

.«.-r < .

under:-

and I'Gcommended themqu.ry ^

HO has not brought charges home to d

: Wing the real.fact.becavse ^oS -'”''^"^'""^ ^
■: the.course of rPquirv conn.;;::^

; V -The authority .has also ignored'fte rc7r! °/®'“ th® charges 

and blindly relied upon the finding of Inquiry o ^. Proceedings
i^iw.,As per the finding of the FO ih ’ ^ iceis against the spirit of’
•ta EO 1™. t “P™«We b, wi.i.:,i„ d,„8p;:,rr:ii s”:-““
negates the'version of inquiry proceedings fecorded by the EO

, ; considered the statements of^ wil-ne authority has also
“-- of passingdhe impugnll^r^^^

• According to theiprocedure offnquirv and d-h, .
“rquiry officer.and the authority are boundt 7 courts, the

.solid reasons connecting the accused with U H'‘ei-r, finding on
‘O'-'

, - j 'Hsmi^sed from the service without 
.when someone-commits the ,fault v 

:, . V ^ . shouldered upon the officer by the 

V. ^ With proof showi
cmy linkage with the

the accused

not 

during the.

■ record - not available
e™n ilK.„ I

-“fElly
authority but

on
■'.p.

fault. I’he

g any responsibility
a single instant haej

connection With the criminals or has'Uig niy 

niiscreanis

,■ . ■ "^Tuiry officer has not !-,rouphf or
••. ^ I have got

'• 'Asiams/oDiiAzamr/o:
"'*i^ircoticSy rather if

3

‘"'^''3^ sohui cvi(:h'*n(-C‘

-record nf r>c: ,• fvnd ho ’w^as made free for .

/i



9

Kl/''- I

against: *e. narcotics.sealers and possessor. A single evidence is not '
: .proceedings regarding the obtaining of the said '

then the EO has not mentioned the source and 

said charges and what I had been stated in 
^^^i^®Pty5^:|he..charge sheet and statement before the EO, the inquiry * 

. officer has not established any relation of myself with the said miscreants. I 
, have got no linkage'with any criminal's activities. Even a single thing is 

,/ not available in inquiry proceeding showing that I have facilitated 

cnminals’activates in the.illaqa. 
enquiry officer ■ without

•V. •.

1

•any
. The authority has also agreed'with the ■ 

any reason and rebutting my statement and

*:

grounds taken in the charge sheet.

5. That the RPO Baimu while passing an order of dismissal has 

the record not consulted .
according to the procedure of inquiry because my duty and 

ctannotjead .toward major penalty. The charges regarding obtaining of one 

lacs rupees from PO Salahudin is also not proved through any evidence as 

well as the charges of taking some goods from the case property, collecting
money weekly from narcotics paddlers in the area of Ghazni khel and also, 
taking of ru'pees 10000/- from one shoaib against me.

act

•*

0. I hilt lor thu osUiblisiii'iiont
inquuy officer to summons the above persons for ■ statements arid 

, ‘"8 opportunity to the defaulting officer for cross examination .A
upon them but a;single witness has not been summoned for the said 

purpos-e- and without their examination during the course of inquiry, the
^ declaring of the petitioner as guilty of the charges is against the spirit of ■ 

justice! ■

j.’ vviiM ii'ir'i,/inbi..‘MtG)J Ul^'Ui'l tijc

•N''-

\
\

(
. , 7. According to-the dicta of superior courts, officer/official should be hold

■' . responsible fdr major penalty^ when the charges are proved against the 

officer without any shadow of doubt,but in my case nothing is available on 

record regarding the proof of charges but even then Thave been dismissed . 
from-the services.

•

•!

• 8. .That-the'statement of concern SHO of PS Ghazni khel has also been 

thrown to , dustbeen . regarding declaring all the vehicles in the police .IT 

. stations in ok condition. Inirthermoi'c the case property in tiie I'^S is not
: under control of ASHO but under the control of SHO and Muharar of the 
PS. ■ . .

. '

f n

Ik9. That actually the DPO lakki has made ,
. 1 aja Zai and he was compelled to narrate 

the same ha.s not been mentioned 
vvoi'lli meiilioi-iiriii liru'c llini 1 
also brought so many articles from his house which

;
a video from one PO Arab Khan of

some allegations against me but 
in the charge sheet, hurliierniore it is

, V*

I'Mih.'lisIl llii,’ luiu.sr o|' iIk- .MiiiU I'(JI, ill U'l

got annoved the said
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■ PO/ against 
of service.

me and‘ /' “HJi^ationofsuchvKieo
^'^gainstn-ie i

; ^against di■f
0 spirit

That'
iicdoji ■ 0/'■f'ojKagainsi- the mf 
and

0'i> po.stiiig iit PsC'i 

- annoyed. yf-K.
lazni Khel, J h;,^

'■'P' ‘'t'l/on (Ih.
niiscents 

chaicicter of Jiis 

SHO

e i cl henand h-o sever
^ Oj-lJllii’iaic;

'^°«iplaint]narbeen“^ the

Were in
SPiO of thesubordinate and PS

against me,' oo such
lade by any

i'hp • , and the
'ge sheet and stat

or by the

ground
--t before tH^r^

««hority While '
>' per the decisi

me.in

'ce tribunal.

reply to the.
■ P-hher by , 

o>‘der:which is' '

las
mandator

On of servi
'^2. That a 

against
'^'ogie charge niention }

charinduring the 
Pioved in the in.

ine =°’^ree of inquiry o,fn ^een

'^quiry proceedings' and the char
otner charges. ® “^^'"“'/officials

proved 

ges not 
'ret be held

'■esponsibie for
' can

•• .13. That 
bringing 

service
^'i^ainsi: tiie

throughout ■ 
good '

\
m.y service i 

' police have
department as 

Committed
^■uies

^9-rne to 

hav
Perforrned

'duty for 
evident from

/fard'-

I'ecord
e not

“Preit of police -ny biundet my-
- rehief; is ,

14.• \
That I am. a 

service 'is
- wijj

cannot dare
performed

poor man having thf^* 
rey only bread of iar

^uuied my life,. Being the 

commit 
my'duty h

^nd the 
charge sheet 
bound and 

00' ,I have

go family

P°bce officer 
tWs laxity butonestly and devotedly ^ ^""grettier

On
to not

; ..Keeping in yfe,^ 

^©,-357J2ATgQ
rey be re-instated i

7 "Iso be heard in

Ibe above, it is 

SS^lgigoie
ui to the s 

person.

i-equested that the 

set-aside and
' Ibe date

\ Oi'der of Ppq 
^Ire petitioner 

7 dismissal, i
'srvice from

Sllns
Tours .§Sbent"esiihvoV r\ ; ,

Urn
yamza-'Aii Khan 
Ex: ASI 

Khel

I ;

.>...fp7(5
wig,’

I ■

PS Ghazni 
Eakki Marvvat

. -"J 4<n <DI <->
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le tter S ©py•W

S ■©FFISS" ®F THE 
®IRE©:T@R.'SE1NERAL'®P P®LI*SE 

KH>Y8S-n-^vPA KH T^J NKH%?A 
gentr^i Police ©ffice Peshawar

v.i

s4./»7S3-72Ai4,, ®a tei Peshawar the
• « • • •

®F®ER

^isp®se ©f departmental 

0f Khyfeer Pak-htunkhwa Felice Rule - 

Hamz-a Ali Khan against the punishment 

fr@ffl service by fitP^iflannu vide order

This order is hereby passed to 

appeal under Rule 

t-97 § submmited by E^^ASI 

order i-e ^ dismissed 

endst: M®. 3i7/ES. dated .®2-^rt6.

. Meetins^ ©f Appeal B.®ard was held on 

wherein the appellant was heard in person. He csntended that

evidence was brought ©n file in support of the chargesn©

The enquiry papers were als©during course of enquiry# 
exarmmned in detailea. 9b examirP tisa ot reesrd, it reveale«i

served with Charge 3heet^'S-featement ©ftis=t the appellant was 

Allegations. The'allegations were 

the appeiliant, the’^^enquiry officer has

not established against 

based his ©pinion

un^ tisfactory statement.
view ©f the finding of enquiry officer, 

favourable statement of witnesses examined during enquiry
settee®f dismissed from

serviea is very basis, the re fare the Board 
tbe petitioner may be re-inst@ted in service and penality of

be modified into forfeiture of

©n
In

recommended that

dismLsed from senSice may 

®2 years approved. ■ r

Keeping in view a b©ve. Ex-^ASI Han^-a Ali Khan is 

hereby re-instated in service from the date of dismissal
of dismissal from service is modifieda nd. the peoslity 

into forfeiture of 2 years apprved service.

The order is issued with apprval by the
^Sompetent Authority.

((fiKHAMMAB ALAM SHir^AHi:)
.. . .

For I nspector general ©f Police, 
Khyteer Pakhtu nkhwa , Peshawar.
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BEFORE THE KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR
0\b /2016APPEAL NO.

513Hamza Ali khan, Ex-ASI
PS Ghazni
Khel Lakki Marwat.

DUiry No.

(Appellant)

VERSUS

1. The Provincial Police Officer, KPK Peshawar.
2. Deputy Inspector General of Police Bannu Region-1.
3. District Police Officer Bannu.

(Respondents)

APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL 

ACT, 1974 AGAINST THE ORDER DATED 3.2.2016 

WHEREBY THE APPELLANT HAS BEEN DISMISSED 

FROM THE SERVICE AND NOT TAKING ACTION ON THE 

DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL OF THE APPELLANT WITHIN 

STATUTORY PERIOD OF 90 DAYS.

Counsel for the appellant and Mr. Ziaullah, GP 

for respondents present. Counsel for the appellant 

submitted an application for withdrawal of the instant
to file a fresh one.

01.11.2016

appeal with the permission 

Application is allowed and the appeal is dismissed as

withdrawn. File be consigned to the record room.
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COVnilNMI-NT Ol' KHYrSERTAKHTUNKHV^
RIGHT TO INI-'OKMATION COMMISSION 
7“' I'loor,'I'.isnL-cm IMii/.i, Nisir I'nim^volonl I'uml IkiiUImj""'-' 
6lh ScH.I(!iir Road, Peshawar 
linuiil: CCniijdjijUs^ 
i'li;

l-'av; 1163

No; RTIC/AR/l-1857/16/3D^/f-3 

Dated; March, 2016

To

The Regional Police Officer (RPO) / PIO, 
Police Department,
Bannu.

Ref:
Subject:

HAMZA ALI KHAN VS. POLICE DEPARTMENT, BANNU
COMPLAINT AGAINST NON-SUPPLY OF INFORMATION BY POLICE DEPARTMENT 
BANNU (COMPLAINT NO: 01857)

Memo:

Complainants Mr. Hamza Ali Khan had filed a request with your Department 
QA/Q2/2016. You have failed lo respond lo the rcHpuest wilhiii the timeline fixed 
by the Riglit to Information Act, .2013, and hence he lias approaclied this 
Commission with the subject complaint under the Law. (Copy attached)
You are directed to provide complete and relevant information to the complainant 
within ten 'working days of the :'eccipt of this letter, under intimation to RTl 
Commission.
In case, you need any clarification/guidance in the matter, you aremequired to 
contact this Commission within five working days of the receipt of this letter 
phone No. 091-9212643, e-mail: complaintsfaJkprti.gov.pk or fax No. 091- 
9211163, so that the provision of information within fifteen working days is 
ensured.
In case the information is not supplied, you are directed to attend this Commission 
on 31/03/2016 to give reasons for the failure on your part.

Failure to comply with the above would compel this Commission to make resort 
to the punitive clauses of the Law.

on

2.

3.

•on

4.

5.

I4|:i«rESi
!

■ 1I
Assistant Registrar
Right to Information Commission, '
KPK, Peshawar.

Copy loi'

assistantMr. Hamza Ali Khan (Complainanl)'
/
/

Assistant Registrar
/ Riaht to Cnrrimissinn
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BEFORE THE HONOURABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.

Appeal No. 1185/2016

AppellantHamza Ali Khan

Versus

RespondentsThe Provincial Police Officer, KPK, Peshawar a others

PARA WISE COAAMENTS / REPLY ON THE ABOVE SUBJECT SERVICE APPEAL ARE 
SUBMITTED BY THE RESPONDENTS N0.1. 2 a 3.

Preliminary Objections

1. That the appeal of appellant is badly time-barred,
2. That the appeal is not maintainable in its present form.

3. That the appellant has concealed the actual facts from the Honorable Tribunal.

4. That the appeal is bad in law due to non-joineder and mis-joinder of unnecessary

parties.
5., That the appellant has approached the Honorable Tribunal with unclean hands.

6. That the appellant has got no cause of action and locus-standi to file the instant

appeal. I ■

7. That the appellant has been estopped by his own conduct.

j-

OBJECTIONS ON FACTS:

Respectfully Sheweth

,1. Pertains to record. Hence no comments.

2. Pertains to record. Hence no comments.

3. Correct. Needs no comments.
4. Incorrect. The enquiry was conducted aceordingi to law/rules and proper

'I

opportunity was provided to the appellant, and the impugned order dated 

03.02.2016 was issued. Moreover, there is no need, to issue Final Show Cause 

Notice under Police Rules 1975.

5. Incorrect. There is no need to issue Final Show Cause Notice under Police Rules
' I

1975 therefore, after proper enquiry and recommendation of enquiry officer 

the impugned order dated 03.02.2016 was issued.

6. Incorrect. Reply has already been given in the, above para.

7. Incorrect. The Appellate Board held on 20.07.2016,1 re-instated the Appellant 

into service with effect from the date of dismissal.

Pertains to record, hence needs no comments.8.

1

- 'J
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9,. The respondent depar.trrient submit their comments with the following 

grounds:-

OBJECTIONS ON GROUNDS

A) Incorrect. The impugned order dated 26.10.2016 is quite legal and was issued by 

the Appellate Board held on 20.07.2016, after hearing the Appellant in person 

and perusal of record.

B) Incorrect. All codal formalities were adopted and legal opportunities were 

provided, hence punishment was awarded after proper departmental 

proceedings where the charges proved beyond any shadow of doubt.

C) Incorrect. There is no illegality.
D) Incorrect. In light of all connected evidence, the allegations leveled in statement 

of allegations were found proved and the competent authority awarded him 

major punishment of dismissal from service. ,

E) Incorrect. The then RPO Bannu has awarded punishment according to law/rules. 

His contacts with PO Salah-ud-Din also proved,through CDR.

(Copy of CDR is annexed as annexure “A”).

F) Incorrect. All relevant Police officers i.e SHO, MHC etc were summoned by the 

Enquiry Officer alongwith the appellant and cross opportunity was provided. 

Moreover, there is no need to issue Final Show Cause Notice under Police Rules 

1975,
G) Incorrect. The appellant was properly charge, sheeted based upon statement of 

allegations and properly probed by the enquiry officer, the allegations were 

proved and the competent authority awarded him major punishment of dismissal 

from service.
H) Incorrect, During enquiry proceedings, it was proved that the SIM Numbers was 

utilized by the Appellant on different occasions.
I

I) Incorrect. All codal formalities were adopted during enquiry proceedings.

J) Incorrect. Complete CDR record is available which proved his connections with 

PO Salah-ud-Din etc.
K) Incorrect. According to Police Rules 1975, there is no need to issue Final Show 

Cause Notice to the Appellant.
L) Incorrect. The Appellant was treated according law/rules and there is no 

malafide intention,on the part of respondent/Police Department.

M) Incorrect. Reply has already been given in sub-para-F.

N) Incorrect, The impugned order.dated 26.10.2016 is quite legal and was issued by 

the Appellate Board held on 20.07.2016 at C,PO Peshawar, after hearing the 

Appellant in person and thorough perusal of record.

2

■v::



O) Incorrect. Reply has already, been given in above para.
P) Incorrect. Reply has already been given in sub-para-K.

I

Q) Incorrect. The Appellant treated according to law/rules and after taking lenient 

view the said punishment was awarded by the Appellate Board.

R) Incorrect. All documents connected to the enquiry were provided according to
I

law.
S) That the respondents also seek permission to raise additional grounds and proof 

at the time of arguments.

Prayer:-

jherefore, it most is respectfully submitted before this Honourable Service 

Tribunal that the present Service Appeal filed iby ASI Hamza Ali Khan may very 

graciously be dismissed with cost.

Provfnpa'l Police Officer, 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar 

(Respondent No.1)

Regional Police Officer, 
^Bgnnu Region, Bannu 

(Respondent No.2)

(Respondent No.

3



BEFORE THE HONOURABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.
/

Appeal No. 1185/2016

AppellantHamza All Khan

Versus

RespondentsThe Provincial Police Officer, KPK, Peshawar a others

AFFIDAVIT.

I, Muhammad Farooq Khan, Inspectorlegal Regional Police Office, Bannu 

representative for respondent No.1, 2 a 3 do hereby solemnly affirm and declare that 

the contents of the accompanying comments submitted by me are true and correct to 

the best of my knowledge and belief and that nothing has been concealed from this 

Honourable Tribunal.

DEPONENT

• ♦ '
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BEFORE THE HONOURABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.
. ‘VT'

Appeal No.1185/2016

AppellantHamza Ali Khan

Versus

RespondentsThe Provincial Police Officer, KPK, Peshav/ar & others

0

INDEX
/

t
PageAhnexureDescription of DocumentsS/No

1 to 3AComments/Reply1

4Affidavit2

53 Authority Letter
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BEFORE THE HONOURABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.1

.1

Appeal No. 1185/2016 AJ

AppellantHamza Ali Khan

•f
j Versus

RespondentsThe Provincial Police Officer, KPK, Peshawar & others

AUTHORITY LETTER.

Mr. Muhammad Farooq Khan, Inspector Legal, is hereby authorized to
I

appear before the Honourable Service Tribunal,'Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar on 

behalf of the Provincial Police Officer, KPK & Others in the above cited Appeal.

.i

He is authorized to submit and sign all documents pertaining to the

present Petition.

"T5

u
i

ProvinewrPoiice Officer, 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar 

Respondent No. 1; •
1

/
District Pdtvce Officer 

BannuV
Respondent No.3

Regional Police Officer 
_Bannu Region, Bannu 

Respondent No.2

\
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BEFORE THE KPK.SERVICE TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No. 1185/2016

Police Deptt,Hamza Ali Khan vs

REJOINDER ON BEHALF OF APPELLANT

RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH:

Preliminary Objections:

All objections raised by the respondents are incorrect and 

baseless. Rather the respondents are estopped to raise 

any objection due to their own conduct.

(1-7)

FACTS;

Para-l of the appeal was admitted correct by the 
respondent's department as record is already in the 

custody of the respondents.

Para-2 of the appeal was admitted correct by the 

respondent's department as record is already in the 

custody of the respondents.

Admitted correct. Needs no comments.

1

2

3

Incorrect. While para-4 of the appeal is correct as 

mentioned in the main appeal of the appellant.

Incorrect. While Para-5 of the appeal is correct as 

mentioned in the main appeal of the appellant. 
Moreover, being a civil servant show cause notice is must 
according to E&D Rules 2011 and superior court 
judgments.

4

5

6 Incorrect. While Para-6 of the appeal is correct as 

mentioned in the main appeal of the appellant.

... -s



Incorrect and misconceived. While Para-7 of the appeal 
is correct as mentioned in the main appeal of the 

appellant.

7

Para-8 of the appeal was admitted correct by the 

respondent's department as record is already in the 

custody of the respondents.

8

Needs no comments.9

GROUNDS:

Incorrect. While Para-A of grounds of the appeal is 

correct. Moreover, impugned order dated 26.10.2016 

is against the law, facts and norms of justice.

A)

Incorrect. While Para-B of grounds of the appeal is 

correct as mention in the main appeal of the appellant.
B)

Incorrect. While Para-C of grounds of the appeal is 
correct as mention in the main appeal of the appellant.

C)

Incorrect. While Para-D' of grounds of the appeal is 

correct as mention in the main appeal of the appellant.
D)

Incorrect. While Para-E of grounds of the appeal is 

correct as mention in the main appeal of the appellant. 
Moreover, the not taking statement of complainant 
about money matter which clearly shows the malafide 

intention of the respondents.

E)

Incorrect. While Para-F of grounds of the appeal is 

correct as mention in the main appeal of the appellant.
F)

G) Incorrect. While Para-G of grounds of the appeal is 

correct as mention in the main appeal of the appellant.

H) Incorrect. While Para-H of grounds of the appeal is 
correct as mention in the main appeal of the appellant.

I) Incorrect. While Para-I of grounds of the appeal is 

correct as mention in the main appeal of the appellant.

J) Incorrect. While Para-J of grounds of the appeal is 

correct as mention in the main appeal of the appellant.



Incorrect. While Para-K of grounds of the appeal is 

correct as mention in the main appeal of the appellant.
I , ,

Incorrect. While Para-L of grounds of the appeal is 

correct as mention in the main appeal of the appellant.

Incorrect. While Para-M of grounds of the appeal is 

correct as mention in the main appeal of the appellant.

Incorrect. While Para-N of grounds of the appeal is 

correct as mention in the main appeal of the appellant.

Incorrect. While Para-0 of grounds of the appeal is 

correct as mention in the main appeal of the appellant.

Incorrect. While Para-P of grounds of the appeal is 

correct as mention in the main appeal of the appellant.

Incorrect. While Para-Q of grounds of the appeal is 

correct as mention in the main appeal of the appellant.

Incorrect. While Para-R of grounds of the appeal is 

correct as mention in the main appeal of the appellant.

Legal.

K)

L)

M)

N)

0)

P)

Q)

R)

S)

It is, therefore, most humbly prayed that the appeal 
of appellant may kindly be accepted as prayed for.

APPELLANT

Through;

(M, ASIFYOUSAFZAI)
ADVOCATES PESHAWAR.

AFFIDAVIT

It is affirmed and declared that the contents of rejoinder 

and appeal are true and correct to the best of my knowledge 

and belief and nothing has been concealed from Hon'able 
tribunal.

ATIESTEDA 

Oath CttmmisfisfW 

Zahoor
Distt Peshawar

P5APR

DEPOPIENT

i


