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Service Appeal No. 6881/2020

Date of Institution - :08.07.2020
Date of Decision ... 02.02.2022

Jamshed Khan S/o Sabar Din R/o House No. 377, Phase-II Armour Colony,
Nowshera, Tehsil & District Nowshera. ,
‘ (Appellant)

VERSUS

Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Chief Secretary, Civil Secretériat,
Peshawar and others. A (Respondents)

Muhammad Ibrar Khan Afridi; _
Advocate . For Appellant

Muhammad Adeel Butt,
Additional Advocate General For respondents

AHMAD SULTAN TAREEN CHAIRMAN
ATIQ-UR-REHMAN ZIR .. MEMBER (EXECUTIVE)

\A N JUDGMENT

ATIQ-UR-REHMAN WAZIR MEMBER (E):- Brief facts of the

case arerth'at the appellant,. while serving as SHO of a police station, was

proceeded against on the charges of misconduct. The appeliant was suspended -

from service vide order dated 03-03-{2020 -and departmental proceedings were
initiated against him. Because of disciplinary proceedings, the appellant was re-
instated in ser;/ice but was awarded with minor punishment of stoppage of two
“increments  with cumulative effect vide order dated 13-04-2020. Feeling
aggrievedl, the appellant filed departmental appeal dated I16-O4~2020, whiﬁh was
rejected vide order dated 24-06-2020, hence t‘he' instant service appeal with
prayers that the impugned orders dated 13-04-2020- and 24-06-2020 may be set

aside and the appellant may be exonerated of the charges leveled against him.



02. Learned counsel-for the appellant has contended that the impugned
orders are against law, facts and norms of natural justice, therefore not tenable
and liable to be set aside; that the allegations in the charge sheet have no
footings to stand on and have no proof either oral or documentary; that no
illegality, whatsoever, had been committed by the appellant nor any vioiation of
law and procedure was committed, hence the allegations are not sustainable in
the eyes of law; that the allegation so leveled are doubtful, upon which
proceedings were initiated as no one was associated with the inquiry, nor any
aggrieved person was examined, hence the same is not tenable in the eye of law;
that there is no charge of misconduct, inefficiency or violation of any rule was
brought on surface and inquiry ‘committee was not authorized to recommend

minor punjshfment in view of his exoneration of the charges; that the allegation so

leyeted and the recorded findings have no consequential or penal implications and
the appellant cannot be made/held responsible for any omission: that the
appellant was discriminated as the appellant never abused or misused his
authority, hence the respondents having no authority to take action against the
appellant; that the explanation submitted by the appellant supported by
docﬁmentary proof has not been taken into consideration, which is illegal and

against law.

03. Learned Additional Advocate General for the respondents has contended
that there were credible information that the app'ellant while posted as SHO, has
links with foreign cloth smugglers and on the basis of the same allegation, the
appellant was suépended from service and a fact finding inquiry was conducted,
which recommended the appellant for proper departmental proceedings, hence
departmental inquiry was conducted against the appellant and upon
recommendation of the inquiry officer, the appeliant was awarded with minor
punishment of stoppage of two increments with cumulative effect and the

appellant was re-instated in service.
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04. We have heard learned counsel for the parties and have perused the

record.

05. Placed on record is charge sheet statement of allegation containing the
allegation of links of the appellant with foreign cloth smugglers and in order to
ascertain the factual posiﬁon, proper inquiry was conducted against the appellant
but the inquiry officer in his findings had admitted that the charges of his links
with smugglers could not be proved, despite he was recommendéd for minor
punishment, which however was illegal, as the official once exonerated from the
cHarges cannot be penalized. Main task of the inquiry officer was to prove such
allegations with solid evidence, but the inquiry officer badly failed to prove such
allegations, hence the inquiry officer preferred to punish the appellant only based
on presumptions; facts however, had to be proved and not presumed. Reliance is

placed on 2002 PLC (CS) 503 and 2008 SCMR 1369.

06é. In view of the foregoing, the instant appeal is accepted. The impugned
order dated 13-04-2020 is set aside to the extent of stoppage of two increments
with cumulative effect and his increments are restéred with all back benefits.

Parties are left to bear their own costs. File be consigned to record room.

ANNOUNCED
02.02.2022

(AHMAD AREEN) (ATIQ-UR-REHMAN WAZIR)
CHAIRMAN | MEMBER (E)



02.02.2022 Learned counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Muhammad Adeel
Butt, Additional Advocate General for responden't present. Arguments

heard and record perused.

Vide our detailed judgment of today, separately placed on file, the
instant appeal is accepted. The impugned order dated 13-04-2020 is set
aside to the extent of stoppage of two increments with cumulative effect
and his increments are restored with all back benefits. Parties are left to

bear their own costs. File be consigned to record room.

ANNOUNCED
02.02.2022

(AHMAD SULTAN TAREEN) (ATIQ-UR-REHMAN WAZIR) |
CHAIRMAN MEMBER (E)



- 2%11.2021

Proper D.B i$ not available, thérefore, case is adjourned
to 2 / 3 [ 3e33 forthe same as before.

S

Reader
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' 05.11.2021 Appellant present through counsel.

Javid Ullah, learned Assistant Advocate General for

respondents present.

Request for adjournment was made on behalf of
appellant. Request is accorded. To come up for arguments
on 24.11.2021 before D.B.

(Rozina???ehman) | CM

Member (J)




21.12.2020 - ~ Counsel for-appellant present.

Kabir Ullah Khattak learned Additional Advocate' General

present.

Respondents No.2 to 5 submitted their comménts. Reply
on behalf of reépondent No.1 is still awaited. C@Junsel' for:-
appevllant submitted an application for delletio-n of respondent
No.l from the panel of respondents being unhecessary.
Application is allowed. Office is directed to do thje needful.

To come up for rejoinder, if any, a_nd argufrnehts on

© 16.03.2021 before D.B. - 5
(Rofnﬁehman)

Member (J)

16.03.2021 Counsel for the appellant and Addl. AG for the respondents
| present. ‘:
. Former requests for adjournment in order to fuftherf prepare

the brief. Adjohrned t0 27.04.2021 for hearing before the D.B.

" % : A \
.- - ‘ ‘/
(Mian Muhamma : Chairman

Member (E)

27 Ly 2 f : 7 ’
ﬁ /Qr ?s%yﬂﬁérwﬂg ,
17.08.2021 Since."'17.08.2021 has been declared as Public holiday on

account of Moharram, therefore, case is adjourned to 28.09.2021 for
the same as before. ‘
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05.10.2020 Junior to counsel for the appellant and Addl. AG for

. 26.11.2020

| reply/comments on beha;lf of réspondent No. 1 on 21.12.2020
.- before S.B. : . -

the respondents present.

Learned AAG seeks time fo furnish reply/comments.
He is required to contact the respondents and facilitate the
submission of requisite reply/comment on néXt date
positively. :

Adjourned to 26.?11.2020 before S.B.

A}

Chairflan

Junior counsel for appellant is present. Mr. Kabirullah
Khattak, Additional Advocate General .and Mr. Fayyaz, Head
Constable, on behalf of respondénts No. 2 to 5, are also present.

Representative of respondents No. 2 to 5 submitted written
reply on behalf of the said respondents which is placed on file.
Neither written réply on behalf of respondent No. 1 is submitted
nor any representa‘tivef on his behalf is present, therefore,
learned Additional Advcgcate ~Genéra| ‘is directed to ensure
presence of representative of the said respondents and submit

reply on the next date :positively. File to come up for written

(MUHAMMAD
'MEMBER (JUDICIAL)
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04?%38;,2020 Counsel for the appellant Mr. Muhammad Ibrar Khan A;f'ridi,
-. AdVocate is present. Preliminary arguments heard. Learned
counsel for the appellant argued that the appellant was serving in
Police Department and he was suspended from service vide order
dated 03.03.2020 on the allegation of having links. with foreign
cloth smugglers. It waS'argued that a preliminary/facts finding
inquiry was conducted and on the basis of which charge sheet and
statement of allegations was issued to the appellant to which the
appellant submitted his reply and denied the allegation leveled
against him and thereafter, departmental inquiry was also
conducted against the appellant on 25.03.2020 in which the
enquiry officer recommended minor punishment‘of stoppage of two
‘increment with accumulative period of his service. It was.further
argued that on the basis of said departmental inquiry, final show-
cause notice was issued to the appellant to which the appellant
‘also submitted his reply and denied all the allegations leveled
against him but despite that the appellant was awarded 'minof
punishment of stoppagé of two increments with accumulative
effect and reinstated the appellant into service V\}ith immediate
effect vide impugnéd order dated 13.04.2020. Feeling aggrieved
from the impugned;‘ order dated -13.04.2020, the appellant filed
departmental appeal on 16.04.2020 which was rejected and filed
vide order dated 24.06.2020 hence,‘ the instant .service appeal.
Learned counsel for the appellant further argued that no statement
in support of CDR was recofded. Moreover, neither any aggrieved ‘
person was examined by the inquiry officer nor the allegations
leveled- against the appellant were proved, therefore, the
impugned order is illegal and liable to be set-aside. ,
The contentions raised by learned counsel for the appel!ant
need consideration. The instant appeal is ddmltted for regular
Ann°"""‘* noposittid‘_ee . hearing subject to all legal objections. The appellant is directed to

N\ lﬂ"iu\_,\,.u

g deposit security and process fee within 10 days, thereafter, notice
Az N

be issued to the respondents for written rep gmments for .

05.10.2020.

| LY
(MIAN MUHAMFAD)
MEMBER (E)




e -

ol

r

. Form-iA
, , | :
FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Court of :
Case No.- ‘ / %% [ . e
. Ly A S ) =
1S.No. | Date of order Order or other proceedings with signature of judge
proceedings :
1 2 i 3
1- 08/07/2020 The appeal of Mr. Jamshed Khan presented today by Mr.
’ . Muhammad Ibrar Khan Afridi Advocate may be entered in the Institution
Register and put up to the Worthy Chairman for proper order please.
z2l/
REGISTRAR
2_' "This case is entrusted to S. Bench for preliminary hearing to be put

L4

up there on W

(

CHAIRMAN




BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICES
TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. g g /2020

Jamshed Khan. .. ............ e e APPELLANT
VERSUS
Govt. of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa & others. .' . . . . RESPONDENTS
INDEX
“|1 S.No. __Description of Documents Annex | Pages
1. |Service Appeal 1-7
2. | Affidavit ' 8
3. |Addresses of the Parties : 9
4. | Copy of the Order dated 03.03.2020 A [D
5. | Copy of the Reply B /= /R
6 Copy of the Facts Finding Report C
* | dated 10.03.2020 13

Copy of the Disciplinary Action with

7 Charge Sheet b/ é”-/ S
. | Copy of the Reply E /4
9. [ Copy of the Departmental Inqulry F | 7—1%
| 10 Copies of the Final Show Cause G |
" | Notice and Reply. whereof (T—ado
11. | Copy of the Order dated 13.04.2020 H 21
12. | Copy of the Departmental Appeal I ™ 7
13. | Copy of the Order dated 24.06.2020 J  lag-2¢
14. | Wakalatnama | | as

Appellant
Through

~

: .~ Muhamimad fbrar Khan Afridi
Dated: 08.07.2020 Advocate High Court

Cell: 0333-9589103

G:\Jamshed Khan Service Appeal against Stoppage of [ncrements (Police Department) 2020.docx
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICES
TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR
S R e
Service Appeal No. /2020 Tmal
) Diary No -
0g/
Jamshed Khan S/o Sabar Din /AR <o
R/o House No.377, Phase-II, Armour Colony,
Nowshera, Tehsil & District Nowshera. . ...... .APPELLANT
VERSUS .
1. Govt. of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Chief Secretary,
Civil Secretariat, Peshawar. -
v2. Inspector General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,
| Police Lines, Civil Secretariat, Peshawar.
+3. Regional Police Officer, Mardan.
4. Deputy Inspector General of Pblice, Ma;fdan RegionQI,
. Mardan.
v~ 9. District Police Officer, Nowshera. . . .. ... RESPONDENTS
: APPEAL U/S 4 OF THE SERVICES
Nledto-day ‘

A

5T

J

2

».“’.
o

TRIBUNAL ACT, 1974 KHYBER
PAKHTUNKHWA AGAINST THE ORDER
DATED 24.06.2020, VIDE WHICH
APPEAL OF THE APPELLANT AGAINST
THE ORDER DATED 13.04.2020 WAS
DISMISSED, AND AGAINST THE ORDER

DATED 13.04.2020 VIDE WHICH MINOR

G:\Jamshed Khan Service Appeal against Stoppage of Increments (Police Department) 2020.docx



PUNISHMENT OF "STOPPAGE OF TWO
(02) INCREMENTS WITH COMMUTATIVE
EFFECT" WAS IMPOSED UPON

APPELLANT.

PRAYER-IN-APPEAL:

On acceptancé of insta:nt appeal, the
orders dated 24.06.2020 & 13.04.2020
may please be set aside and the
appellant may be exonerated from the

charges leveled against him.

Respéctfully Sheweth:

Bﬁef Facts: |

1. That the appellant is serving in Police D’epartmént,
| since 1991. ADuring his entire service',' he remained
- efficient, loyal, dutiful and sétisfactory upto the marks

of his high-ups.

2. That the respondents initiated a Departmental inquiry
against the app'ellént on the basis of false allegations
that the appéIlant has links with foreign cloth

smugglers.

Gi\Jamshed Khan Service Appeal against Stoppage of Increments {Police Department) 2020.doex



That the respoﬁdents’ office through order No.763-71
dated 03.03.2020 suspended the appellant on the
above mentioned false allegations. (COPY OF THE ORDER

DATED 03.03.2020 IS ATTACHED AS ANNEXURE “A”).

. . That the appellémt duly replied through his written

statement by denying-all the allegations and explained

the same. (COPY OF THE REPLY IS ATTACHED AS ANNEXURE

-“B”).

That preliminary facts finding report No.476 /ST, dated

10.03.2020 was submitted by the respondents with the.
-,_request that pfoper départmental préCeedings may
| I;iﬁdly be initiated against thé appellant.' (COPY. OF THE
'FacTs FINDING R:IEPORT DATED 10.03.2020 Ié ATTACHED

AS ANNEXURE “C?”).

That on the basis of preliminary facts finding report
disciplinary action was proceeded against the appellant
vide No.17/PA, dated 13.03.2020 and a charge sheet

was issued. (COPY OF THE DISCIPLINARY ACTION WITH

CHARGE SHEET IS ATTACHED AS ANNEXURE “D”).

That the appellant duly replied through his written

statement by denying all the allegations leveled against

him. (COPY OF THE REPLY IS ATTACHED AS ANNEXURE “E”).

G:\Jamshed Khan Scrvice Appeal against Stoppage of [ncrements (Police Department) 2020.doex



8. That the respondents conductéd departmental inquiry
against the appellant on 25.03.2020 in which thé

| cémp,etént éufhority recommended minor punishment -
i.e. stoppage of two (OZ)‘incrementé with accumulative' ‘
period of his service. (CdPY OF THE DEPARTMENTAL

INQUIRY IS ATTACHED AS ANNEXURE “F”).

9. That on the basis of sald departmental inquiry final
show cause notice was issued to‘ the- appellant
régarding to impose punis‘hmentk whicﬁ was duly
replied by the appellant and denied all the allegations.
(CoPIES OF THE FINAL SHOW éAUSE NOTICE. AND REPLY

WHEREOF ARE ATTACHED AS ANNEXURE “G”).

10. ’I.‘hat_'the reply of appellant ‘as turned town through
“order datéd 13.04.2020 and the ap'pellant wasvaward‘ed
minor punishment of stoppage of tWo in(‘:rementAsAWith
accumulative effect and ‘ré-instated-' in service ‘with
immediété effect under Khyber Pakhtunl%hwa Police
Rules, 1975. (COPY OF THE ORDER DATED 13.04.2020 1s

ATTACHED AS ANNEXURE “H”).

11. That feeling aggriéved from the above mentioned order -

appellant submitted departmental appeal dated

G:\Jamshed Khan Setvice Appeal against S of I (Police Dep . 2020.doex
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12.

13.

[t

16.04.2020 to the concerned authority. (COPY OF THE

DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL IS ATTACHED AS ANNEXURE “I”).

That on the above mentioned appeal, the respondents
passed an order dated. 24.06.2020 in which the appeal
of appellant was rejected. (COPY OF THE ORDER DATED

24.06.2020 1S ATTACHED AS ANNEXURE “J”).

That feeling aggrieved from the order the appellant

approaches this Hon'ble Tribunal, on the following

grounds, inter alia;

GROUND S:

A.

That the order of the respondents is illegal, against law,
against the facts of the case hence, the same is liable to

be set-aside.

. That the allegations mentioned in charge sheet have no

footing' to stand on and have no proof oral or

documentary.

That no illegality whatsoever committed by the
appellant nor any violation of law and procedure was
committed, hence the allegations are not sustainable in

the eyes of law.

G:\Jamshed Khan Service Appeal against Stoppage of [ncrements {Police Department) 2020.docx



That the allegations so leveled are doubtful upon which
proceedings were initiated as no one was associated the
inquiry, no aggrieved person was examined, hence the

same is not tenable in the eyes of law.

That there is no charge of misconduct, inefficiency or

- violation of any rules was brought on the surface and

Inquiry Committee was not authorized to hold

responsible the appellant for minor penalty.

That the allegafions so mentioned and the recorded
findings have no consequential or penal implications
and the appellant cannot be made/ held responsible for

any omissions.

That the allegations leveled against the appellant and

their findings which are totally irrelevant and without

jurisdiction and only lame excuse’ for punishing the

appellant.

That appellant was discriminated as there is no misuse
of authority no illegality, irregularity or misconduct,

hence the respondents having no authority to take

‘action against the appellant.

G:\Jamshed Khan Service Appeal sgainst Stoppage of Increments {Police Department] 2020.docx



L That the eXplanation tendered by the appellant
supported by the documentary proof has not been
‘considered by the competent authority, which is illegal

and against the law.

J. That the past record of the appellant is clean,
transparent, satisfactory and was never charged for

minor omissions, hence cannot be held liable.

“ It is, therefdre most humbiy prayed that oln‘-
‘acceptance of this appebal-, the orders dated 24.06.2620
85': 13.04.2020 may please be set aside and the

' appéllant may please be exonerated from the charges

leveled against him.

Any other relief, not specifically askéd for may

also be granted in favour of the appellant. | /

Muhammad Ibrar Khan Afridi

Y\/Iﬁéah

&

. Bakhtiar Muhammad
Dated: 08.07.2020 Advocates High Court

-Through_

~

. G:\Jamshed Khan Service Appeal against Stoppage of [ncrements {Police Department) 2020, docx



BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICES
TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. /2020

Jamshed Khan. . . . . .. e e S APPELLANT
VERSUS

Govt. of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa & others. . . . . . RESPONDENTS

AFFIDAVIT

- 1, Jamshed Khan S/o Sabar Din R/o House No.377, Phase-
II, Armour Colony, Nowshera, Tehsil & District Nowshera’, do
hereby/ sdlemnly affirm and declare on oath that the
contents of the accompanying Service Appeal are true .énd "
'correct to the best of my knowledgev and belief and ﬁpthing

has been kept concealed from this Hon’ble Tribunal.

CNIC: 17201-2193344-7
Cell: 0333-4141494

- G:\Jamshed Khan Service Appeal against Stoppage of ] (Police Dep: ) 2020.docx




BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICES
TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

~ Service Appeal No.____ /2020
Jamshed Khan. . ...........oooovuroonn.... APPELLANT
VERSUS
Govt. of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa & others. . . ... RESPONDENTS

ADDRESSES OF THE PARTIES

APPELLANT:

Jamshed Khan S/o Sabar Din
R/o House No0.377, Phase-II, Armour Colony,
- Nowshera, Tehsil & District Nowshera '

" RESPONDENTS:

1. ~ Govt. of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Chief Secretary
Civil Secretariat, Peshawar.

2. Inspector General of ‘,Pohce, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,
Police Lines, Civil Secretariat, Peshawar. .

3. Regional Police Officer, Mardan.

4. Deputy Inspector General of Police, Mardan Reglon -1,
Mardan. .

5. District Police Officer, Nowshera.

Ap.

~ Through

Muhammad Ibrar Khan Afridi

L ' L
- Manik Shah
& WZ{/‘\_/\
' A
Bakhtiar Muhammad

Dated: 08.07.2020 = Advocates High Court

G:\Jamshed Khan Service Appeal against Stoppage of Increments (Police Department) 2020.docx ’




OFFICE OF THE 4%0( S
DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER,
NOWSHERA '

Tel No. 0923-9220102 & Fax No. 0923-9220103
Email Dpo_nowsherakpk@yahoo.com

/ | ORDER '

The following Police Officer/Officiais are hereby placed under

suspension and closed to Police Lines, Nowshera with immediate effect on account
of close links with foreign made cloth smugglers, as reportedly the smugglers
supplied the foreign made cloth to a hub situated in village Wattar (territoriai
jurisdiction of PS Nowshera Kalan), wherefrom the same were smuggled to differenlt
places:- !
S Jamshid Khan, SHO PS Nowshera Kalan. |

SPO Shah Hussain No.247, Gunner SHO PS Nowshera Kalan. ,;
SPO Asif No.174, Gunner SHO PS Nowshera Kalan. ‘

‘4 SPO Menhaj No.259, Gunner SHO PS Nowshera Kalan.

NG

W

DSP Akora is hereby nominated to conduct fact finding enquiry in

to the aforementioned allegations and submit his report to the undersigned within

t

three days'pdsitiveiy.

\ .
1

OB___ 247
- DT 03/03/20290

Distrigt Police

*

OFFICE OF THE DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER, NOWSHERA
No___763-71% /PA, Dated Nowshera the  03/03 /2020.

Copy for information to the:-

1 Deputy Inspector General of Police Mardan Region-i’ Mardan. .
2 AGP Cantt Nowshera. ‘ ;
3 DSP HQrs Nowshera. ' . |
4 DSP Akora. ‘ S
5 Ppay Officer. ' |
6 £C '
7 OHC | | |
8 FMC
) 1/¢ Control Room Nowshera \-'

PO,
SRVACE DILIADE "
a7 '_.

vaso b


mailto:Dpo_nowsherakpk@yahoo.com
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OFFCE SR THE

SUB-DIVISIONAL POLICE OF£i08R Akora CTROLE, : "

Wl BRIF-SLL G Y D, Mol sedpo e @yahoo.cone . '
No 45'?\; /8T, [ &ﬁc’i}’ 10/03/2020. '
GEL BT P AT AR e T e PN " ,a-.--.w./-,--.mmr.r..yT.n«.m,-\
K 1
PRELININARY ¥ “"’ts FiNDING REPORT -

- The undersigned was deputed (o submit the fac ts finding report through letter P'«fo.'763~~7|2/P.

dated 03.03.2020 by the Wor rthy Disivict Folice Offizer Nowshera,
' STATEMENT OF ALLIGATION;.

"The foliowmg Police O mcezs/Offh.1ar‘ are hereby placed under suspension and closed fo Polic

Lines, Nowshera with immediate effeci on chum’af close Iinks with foreign made cloth smgg]efz;, a

reponedly the smugglels supplied the (Oreign made clotl W a hub situated in wlmoc Wattar ( terviiens
Jjurisdiction of PS Nowshera Kalan), wherefrom the same were smuggied (o different places, '
I
! o 1. Sl Jamshaid Khan {SHG Nowshiers Kalar)
| 2. SPG Shah Hussair Nr.7 247, Lunner to SHO Nowshers Kalan) .
‘I 3. SPO Asif No. 17'4,,' ' Guner to SHO Nowshera & o alae) ,
' 4. SPO Minhaj No, 259. {Cunner to SHO f‘uowehﬂm K oalan)
| FINBINGS. |
From the above detail an enquity conducied ing the ::‘.i"s-.?,ih;:a'. Puring the ingui vy g
| undersigned also recorded the staiements of aforesaid Police Officials in which they (jf‘:\}]iﬁid afi the charg
| aliegations. (Statemenis are enc}.osed_)‘ : \v\ :

. i During the course of Inguiry. 'CDRS of their Mobile numbers were obtained apd
thoroughly investigated, in which found ta, they hav"e 1ot di et links with cloihes }leAg,. 0, mnayhe f;‘w
bHO or his companions’ have hidden mobile to contact them (smu wgler") Or uge gmoulei source i conta

fthgm.

! - During the inquiry it has a'eo been fearned that, they had {sumggiers'} made a hub in
village Wattar (jurisdictionlo PS Nowshe .. a Kalanj. where they were colleit the clo and then smuggled
other places from there. | |
LT It is wonn to mentioning thar, the clothes icading unioading is impessible without tm
consent of SHO and his companions. It show that the will of SHO were meiud I in this: The SHO and hix
e

eam are also involved with smuocrlcb Thus SHO and his con :panions are found gml Iy,

R_ECOM MFNDATIONS -

| :
(Proceeding may king dly be initiated against the

(and SPO Minhaj No. 2‘0

Keeping in view the gheve Circimstaricts, ther, it s requestad that, & nroper clepzm merial

I
~'haiw PO Shah Hussain No. 247 StfNo, |
0 7(

Shora Circle
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\‘« / ! DISCIPLINARY ACTION . : ;
: - '
I,_Kashif Zulfiqar, PSP, District Police Ofﬂcer, Nowshera as compete

aut}worlty am of the opinion that SI Jamshed Khan has rendered himself liable to be proceed

agalnst as he committed the following acts/omissions within the meaning of Police Rules 1975

STATEMENT OF ALLEGATIONS

Whereas, SI Jamshed Khan, while posted as SHO Police Static
‘ Nowshera Kalan, placed under suspension and closed to Police Llnes on‘account of links wi
fore:gn cloth smugglers, as reportedly the smugglers supplied the fore!gn made cloth' to
hub/godown situated in village Wattar (territorial jurisdiction of Police Station Kalan), whererro
the same was smuggled to different- places. To ascertain facts, a preliminary enqwry W,
conducted through Mr. Ayaz Mehmodd, SDPO Akora, who during the course of enquury held :

Jamshed Khan and his gunners SPO Shah Hussain No. 247, SPO Asif No. 174 and SPO Minh

No. 259 responsible of misconduct and recommended that the SI Jamshed Khan, the then, St

; PS Nowshera Kalan and his gunners mentioned above may be proceeded again
departmentally, which amounts to grave misconduct on his part and rendered him liable f
major/minor punishment under Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police Ruies, 1975,

I'v;

For the purpose of scrutinizing the conduct of the said accused ofﬁcual wn

reference to above allegations, Mr. Khalid Khan, DSP Pabbi is hereby nomlnated as Enqw:
Ofﬂcer

i
The Enquiry Officer shall in accordance with the provision of Police Rule

1975, provides reasonable opportunity of hearing to the defaulter official, record his fmdlngs an

make immediateé recommendations as to punish or other approprlate actlon agalnst the defau!te
ofﬁcaal

SI Jamshed Khan is directed to appear before the Enquiry ‘Officer on th
date, tlme and place fixed by the Enquiry Officer. :

No /7~ jpa, . M

Dated. / 3} /a3 /2020.

st

~ iy . T\ | |/ | ' N
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CHARGE SHEET o
1 s

1, Kashif Zulfigar, PSP District Police Officer, Nowshera, as competent authority,

Dk S e ————
. .

" hereby charge sI Jamshed Khan as per Statement of Aliegations enclosed.

2. 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. v
3. 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.

4. Your written defense, if any should reach the Enquiry ‘Officer within the specified"

period, failing which it shall be presumed that you have no defense to putin and in that case ex-

parte action shall follow against you. . ‘ . |

5. S Intimate whether you desire to be heard in persons.
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DISTRICT NOWSHERAI.

- was smuggled to different places.

DEPARTMENTAL ENQUIRY AGAINST SI JAMSHED KHAN TH

THEN SHO PS NOWSHERA KALAN.

|
t

This is departmental enquiry against SI Jamshed Khan the then SHO I

Nowshera Kalan, while posted as SHO PS Nowshera Kalan placed under suspensu

and closed to Police Lines on account of links with foreign cloth smugglers,

reportedly the smugglers supplied the foreign made cloth to a hub/godown situated

alan), wherefrom the sar

village Wattar (territorial jurisdiction of PS Nowshera K

To ascertain facts, a prehmmary enquiry was conducted through Mr. Ay
Mehmood SDPO Akora who during the course of enquiry, held SIJ amshed Khan a

his gunners SPO Shah Hussain No. 247, SPO Asif No. 174 and SPO Minhaj No 2

1espon51ble of misconduct and recommended that SI Jamshed Khan the then SHO

Nowshera Kalan and his gunners mentioned in above may be ‘proceeded agal

departimentally which amounts to grave misconduct on his part and rendered hnn 11’»1

for minor/major punishment under Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules, 1975

' ¥
P
I

PROCEEDINGS:-

For the purpose of scrutinize,

the conduct of the sald defaulter ST Jamshed K}
hereby appointed as an Enquiry Ofﬁoe
1975. The defaulter ST '

to the above allegations undersigned is

conduct departmental enquiry under Police Rules,

summoned and the charge sheet/disciplinary action of the above: allegatlons was sel

s reply. In response to the charge sheet/dlsmphnary ac

upon him. He submitted hi

which is enclosed herewith. o . ;
g

)

STATEMENT OF S1 JAMSHED KHAN THE THEN SHO PS NOWSHE

KALAN.
He stated i

, n his statement that on 30-12-2019 he was posted as SHO ir
Nowshera Kalan. As SHO of PS Nowshera Kalan, he ‘arrested several accl

smugglers with foreign cloth of huge amounts and handed the same 1o (,u

Authoritics, e has no, soncerned/contact with smugglers. As far godo
enied from the loading and unloading offo

W 1n \/l

Wattar is concerned, he categonedlly d

cloth in village Wattar. He further requested for the filing of the enquiry.



’

/

/ | Frbm the perusal of conducted enqulry and recorded st

" Kalan r.egardm

Jacuna on his p

¢

. ’ ‘ ) )
atement, it transpired that. .

leveled against defaulter S1J amshed Khan the then SHO PS Nowshera ' |

d not be proved from the

the allegations
g the involvement/contact with smugglers coul

his responsibility to stop ;.

4ttached CDR. However, being 2 semor Police Officer, 1t was
ed to do so. Its shows

nd keep himself aware about this but he fail
nishinent i.e stoppage of .

the smugglmg a
art. Hence, he is recommended for minor pu

02-increaments with accumulatlve per1od of his service if so agreed please.

t

Encl= ( 25) Sheets . | Deputy Superl\\tendent of Police, o
Pabbi Circle. ‘ ‘

No. . 284 /S »}
Dated 25/03/2020 - %\ '




FINAL SHOW CAUSE NOTICE

Whereas, you SI Jamshed Khan, while posted as SHO Police Statiom,
| Nowshera Katan, placed under suspension and closed to Police Lines on account 6f links with foreign
cloth smugglers, as reportedly the smugglers supplied the foreign made clothto a hub/godown situated
in village Wattar (territorial jurisdiction of Police Station Kalan), wherefrom the same was smuggled ’
to different places. To ascertain facts, a preliminary enquiry was conducted through Mr. Ayaz

Mehmodd, SDPO Akora, who during the course of enquiry held you responsible of misconduct and

recommended you for departmental action. l

' On account of which, you were proceeded against departmentally through Mr.
" Khalid Khan, the then DSP Pabbi, who after fulfillment of legal formalities submitted his report to
_ undersigned, whereln he highlighted that it was your responsibility to stop/curb. the smuggling, but

failed, which shows lacuna on your part and recommended you for awarding pumshment

Therefore, it is proposed to impose Major/Minor penalty including dismissal as

' erivrisaged under Rules 4(b) of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules 1975.

_ Hence, 1, Kash1f Zulfigar, PSP, District Police Ofﬁoer Nowshera in exercise,
of the powers vested in me 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

Your reply shall reach this office within 07 days of the recelpt of this notxccz

failing which, it will be presumed that you have no defense to offer.

You are at liberty to appear for personal hearing before the u ermg?/?( .
' istic jlhce ffider

o e

: §2  IPA,

: Dated[f [oYn00. M

Authorities. He has no concerned/contact with smugglers.
ategorically denied from the loadin

er requested for the filing of the enquiry.

|
As far godown in vil'lziga;
g and unloading of forel g}

Wattar 18 concerned, he ¢ .

o n sitiems Wattar, He furth

o



A ps B e (30

/({uc, "

:,0 w/ fz/oc//zm&) 82/,9;4 a/‘(// ///Uj H’f
UJ(//UJ)“’//KU)@ f/ Y /// |
LJJJ) 0/////*"/ UMVW///MJM/RJUC;LJ,W
Oﬁ/)’///‘{)}”’/’/@,c/}// J3 U}J /«/,///)/I,I/d (}}///0
f}!’//”{’ﬁw""(‘"&f o iy ¢ jg/ﬂ/ C{/}/?//OPJ)’

3/ v
’ Uj uU U,/J Lf&jwd)z{}//&j }dﬁ/ M(f/ Z /
@,b/’gwu//,/ (“)Nk,afub’w}/(/’/»‘@ LYY /S

R

/M/MW,WW o e 90
v e B
J’D/G//f()/ 74 ' I/ A
5/(/’// &) R A

74 (),C/u /;fw’[lf

ﬁ -t/;,c;d/
o’l’//ﬂ"/‘ &, Z‘//’))/

V4

f)} /Zf/ wih / o

A

/

o / / o (e
(ofl&{f»yi)ik”’éo’/r “ U'“}/Lo v’ uf/ /’jﬁ
I e ke PSSP




———

!

_',u_,z’g\/ . |
A /Q%&o('

| *"OLICE DEPARTMENT . DISTRICT NOWSHERA !

ya ORDER |
v

147/ . : This order will dispose off a departmental enquiry mmated under Khyber

¢ Pakhtunkhwa Police. Rules-1975, against SI'J amshed Khan under the allegations that he while posted as

SHO Police Station, Nowshera Kalan, placed under suspension and closed to Police Lines on account of
links with foreign cloth smugglers, as reportedly the smugglers supplied the foreign made cloth to‘a
hub/godown situated in village Wattar (territorial jurisdiction of Police Station Kalan), wherefrom the
same was smuggled to different places To ascertain facts, a preliminary enquiry was conducted thxough
Mr. Ayaz- ‘Mehmodd, SDPO Akora, who during the course of enquiry held him respons1ble of

mlsconduct and recommended that he may be proceeded against departmentally. .

On account of which, he’ was proceeded against departmentally through Mr.
Khahd Khan the then DSP Pabbi, who after fulfillment of legal formalities -submitted his report to
unders1gned vide his office Endst: No. 284/S dated 25.03. 2020, wherein he hlghhghted that it was his
responsibility to stop/curb the smuggling, but failed, which shows lacuna on his part and recommendeu

him for minor punishment of stoppage of two (02) increments with cumulative effect.

He was issued final Show Cause Notice, to which, he submitted his reply whic!
- was perused by the undersigned and found unsatisfactory. 'l
The undersigned agreed with the recommendations of inquiry officer ard ¢

! A ol amshed Khan is hereby awarded minor punishment of stoppage of two (02) increments with cumuldtl

effect and remstated him service with immediate effect, in exercise of powers vested in me und
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules-1975.
OBNo.__ 31/

Dated [:S Z[{_(; /2020

[

! " No. IZB'Q S Z /PA, dated Nowshera, the / S(O t_’l /2020.

Copy for information and necessary actlon to the:

1 Regional Police Officer, Mardan.
2. Pay Officer.

3. . Establishment Clerk.

4

5

FMC with its enclosures 49 pages).
Official concerned. ‘ \
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This order will dispose-off the departmental appeal preferred by
Sub Inspector Jamshed Khan No. 408/P of Nowshera District Police against
the order of District Police Officer, Nowshera, whereby he was awarded minor

"ORDER.

punishment of Stoppage of two years increments with cumulative effect vide
OB: No. 311 dated--13.04.2020. The -appellant was proceeded aqamst
dopartmentaiiy on the allegations that he while posted as SHO Police Station,
Newshera Kalan, was placed under suspension and closed to Police Lines on
account of links with foreign cloth smugglers, as reportedly the smugglers
supplied the foreign made cloth to-a godow;w situated in village Watter
(territorial jurisdiction of Police Station- Kalan) wherefrom the same was
smugg[ed to different places.

To ascertain facts, a prelnmnary enquiry was conducted through
Mr. Ayaz Mehmood, Sub Divisional Police Officer, Akora, who during the
course of enquiry held him responsible of misconduct by recommending him
for initiation of proper departmental enquiry.

- Therefore, proper departmental enquiry proceedings were
initiated angnst him. He was issued Charge Sheet alongwith Statement of
Allegations and Sub Divisional Police Officer, Pabbi was nominated as Enqusry
Officer. The Enqulry Officer after fulfilling codal formalities submitted his
findings mqhhghtmg therein that it was his responsibility to stop/curb the
smuggling, but he failed. This showed his non professional attitude on his part
and rccorrmended him  for minor punishment of stoppage of two increments
with cumulative effect,

' He was issued Final Show Cause Notice to which his reply was
received and found unsatisfactory. Hence, the District Police Officer,
Nowshera awarded him  minor punishment of Stoppage of two years
ine rements with cumulative effect vide OB: No. 311 dated 13.04.2020.

Feeling aggrieved from the order of District Folice Ofﬁcer,'
Howshera, the appellant preferred the instant appeal. Hz was summoned and
heard in permn in Orderly Room held in this office on 16.08. 2020.

From the peruoai of the enquiry file and service record of the
appellant, it has been found that allegatlons against the appellarit have been
proved beyond any shadow of doubt. Because, the appeliant being a



»

i’"’,‘:‘.w‘*/ o

responsible Officer as SHO failed to discharge his duties properly despite the
fact that he had knowledge of cloth Smuggl,ir;:g\i'n{his«area of responsibility.
Moreover, the appellant failed to 'preseknt’ari'y" cogent justification which- could
warrant interference in the order passed by the competent authority.

Keeping in view the above; |, Sher Akbar, PSP S.St Regional
Police Officer, Mardan, being the appeliate authority, find no substance in the
appeal, therefore, the same is rejected and filed; being devoid of merit. '
QOrder Announced. : B : \

No. 3880 IES, Dated-Mardan-the M — @ —{2020.
Copy forwarded to District Police Officer, Nowshera for

information and necessary wi/r to his office Memo: No. 1334/PA dated
06.05.2020: His service record is returned herewith.

] (*****) )
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BEFORE THE HONOURABLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL, KHYBER

PAKHTUNKHWA, PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. 6881/2020

Jamshid Khan s/o Sabar Din,
r/o House No. 377, Phase-li, Armour Colony,

Nowshera, Tehsil & District Nowshera.

..................... Appellant

1.

V ERSUS
1. Govt: of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Chief Secretary, Civil Secretariat,
Peshawar. -
2. Inspector General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
3. Regional Police Officer, Mardan Region-I, Mardan.
4. Deputy Inspector General of Police, Mardan Region-I, Mardan.
5. District Police Oficer, Nowshera.
.......................... Respondents
REPLY ON BEHALF OF RESPONDENTS No.1,2.3&4,5 - .
Respectfullv Sheweth: -
L
, WS
1. That the appellanf has got no cause of action.
2. That the appeal 1s badly time-barred.
3. That the appellant has been estopped by his own conduct to file the instant
appeal.
4. That the appeal is not maintainable in its present form.
5. That the appellant has not come to the Honourable Tribunal with clean
hands.
On Facts -
Initial part of the para pertains to service record of the appellant hence,
needs no comments while regarding rest of ~the__.pa:ra it is stated that each and
every Police Officer/Official is bound by law to perform his duty with
honesty and upto the entire satisfaction of his high-ups.
2. Incorrect. There was credible information that appellant while posted as

SHO Police Station, Nowshela Kalan, had links with foreign cloth
smugglers, as these smugglers ‘supplied foreign made cloth to godowns
situated in village Wattar (territorial jurisdiction of Police Statlon, Nowshera
Kalan) wherefrom the same was smuggled to different places and on the
basis of said allegations, facts finding enquiry, against the appellant, was
conducted through SDPO Akora Khattak who recommended the appellant
for proper departmental proceeding. Hence, departmental enquiry, against
the appellant, was conducted through the then SDPO'- Pabbi, who after -

fulfillment of all legal and codal formalities recommended the appellant for



minor punishment of stoppage of 02 increments with cumulative effect. On

the recommendation of enquiry officer, appellant was awarded minor

~ punishment of stoppage of 02 annual increments with cumulative effect.

(Copies of departmental enquiry is annexed as annexure “A”).

3. Correct to the extent that appellant was placed under suspension vide order
763-71/PA, dated 03-03-2020.

4. That appellant submitted his reply however, the same was not found
convincing,.

5. Para already explained hence, needs no comments.

6.  Paraalready explained hence, needs no comments.

7. That appellant submitted reply to the charge sheet but the same was not
found convincing/satisfactory.

8. Correct to the extent that departmental enquiry was conducted against the
appellant and enquiry officer recommended the . appellant for minor
punishment of stoppage of 02 annual increments with cumulative effect.

9. That before passing punishment order, appellant was issued final shoé\;‘:‘
cause notice to which he submitted his reply but the same was found
unsatisfactory.

10.  Correct to the extent that appellant was awarded minor punishment of .
stoppage of 02 increments with cumulative effect. As the appellant was
under suspension therefore, he was re-instated into service.

11.  Correct to the extent that appellant filed departmental appeal before the-

' appellate authority which was rejected. |

12.  Para already explained hence, no comments.

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

. GROUNDS

A. Incorrect. That orders of the replying respondents are in accord'arice 'wvith:' .
law, rules hence, liable to be maintained. ‘ . |

B. Incorrect. As mentioned in the preceding paras allegations against the
appellant were based on cogent evidence. | '

C."  Paraalready explained hence, no‘comments '

D. Incorrect. As there was credible 1nformat10n regardmg links of the appellant

_ w1th forelgn cloth smugglers, upon Wthh facts ﬁndmg enqulry ‘was

conducted. The enquiry officer recommended the appellant for departmental
proceeding hence, departmental enquiry -was " conducted against the

appellant. The enquiry officer after fulfillment of all legal and codal



Q@ =

formalities recommended the appellant for minor punishment of stoppage of

02 annual increments with cumulative effect.

Para already explained hence, no comments.

- Para already explained hence, no comments.

Para already explained hence, no comments.

I3

Incorrect. - Appellant has not been discriminated rather was proceeded

against departmentally by fulfilling all legal and codal formalities. A

Incorrect. Explanation and reply submitted by appellant were ‘neither

supported by documentary proof nor were found satisfactory.

tok

LAY

Incorrect. Past conduct of any officer/official or clean record does not

exonerate any officer/official from his future wrong doings or misconduct.

It is, therefore, most humbly prayed that on acceptance of above

submissions the appeal of the appellkant may very kindly be dismissed with cost.

Inspector G¢pér, olice,
Khyber Pakhtunkkwa,
Peshawar.
Respondent No.02

Mardan Region-I, Mardan.
Respondent No. 03&04

> Respondbnt No. 05
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BEFORE THE HONOURABLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL, KHYBER
PAKHTUNKHWA, PESHAWAR
Service Appeal No. 6881/2020

Jamshid Khan s/o Sabar Din, :
r/o House No. 377, Phase-1i, Armour Colony,
Nowshera, Tehsil & District Nowshera.

...... Appellant
~ V ERSUS
1. Govt: of Khyber Pakhtun,ktha through Chief Secretary, Civil Secretariat,
Peshawar.
Inspector General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar. -
Regional Police Officer, Mardan Region-I, Mardan.’ '
- Deputy Inspector General of Police, Mardan Region-l, Mérdan.

District Police Oficer, Nowshera.

o ...... Respondents

- AFFIDAVIT

We the respondents No. 2,3,4&S5 do hereby solemnly affirm and declare

on QOath that the contents of reply to the appeal are true‘and correct to the best of

our knowledge and belief and nothing has been concealed from the Honourable

tribunal.

Mardan Region-I, Mardan.
Respondent No. 03&04

Respon ent No 05
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POLICE DEPARTMENT ~ DISTRICT NOWSHERA.

DEPARTMENTAL ENQUIRY AGAINST SI JAMSHED KHAN THE

THEN SHO PS NOWSHERA KALAN.

This is departmentai enqmry against SI Jamshed Khan the then SHO PS
‘Nowshera Kalan, while posted as SHO PS Nowshera Kalan placed unde1 suspensmn
end closed to Police Lines on account of links with foreign cloth smugglel_s, as
reportedly the smuggi.en"s supplied the foreign made cloth to a hub/godown situated in
village Wattar (territorial jurisdiction of PS Nowsher—a Kalan), wherefrom the same '
‘was smuggled to dlffercnt places. | dv

To ascertam iacts a preliminary enquiry was- conducted through Mr Aya/-‘

Mehmood SDPO Akola who during the course of enquiry, held SI Jamshed Khan and

his gunners SPO Shah: Hussam No. 247, SPO Asif No 174 and SPO Minhaj No 259 '
1espon51ble of rmsconduct and recommended that SI Jamshed Khan the then SHO PS .
Nowshera ' Kalan and ms gunners mentloned in above may be proceeded agamst.'
departmentally which qmounts to grave mlsconduct or hls part and rendered h1m hable ‘

for mmm/majm pumshment unde1 Khybe1 Pakhtunkhwa Pohce Rules 1975

L

‘PROCE:'E]')AIN(};S'-'

For the pm pose of scrutinize, the conduct ofthe safid' defaulter SI Jamsh’ed i'kha'n |
" to the above qllegatlons undersigned is hereby appomted as an Enqmry Officer to:
conduct depaltmental enquiry under Police Rules, 1975. The defau ter QT was ‘:
summoned and the charge sheet/dtsmphnary action of the above allegatlons Was serv ed,
.- ‘upon him. He subm itted his reply. In response to the charge sheet/dlsmplmary acuon'

~ whxch 1S enclosed heI€W1th

"STATEMENT OF SI JAMSHED KHAN THE THEN SHO PS NOWSHERA

i i . '

KALAN : . T
He stated in hlS statement that on 30- 17 2019 he was posted as SHO in PS‘~

_ Nowshera Kalan. As SHO of PS Nowshela Kaian he arrested several . accused/_
. smugglers with foneign cloth of huge amounts and handed the same to Custom
~ Authorities. He has.no concerned/contact with smugglers As far godown m v1llage _

Wattar is concer ned, he categorically denied from the loading and unloading of fo eign

cloth in village Wattar. He further requested for the‘ filing of the enquiry.

L



»

No. 284 \,,B |
Dated 25/03/202.0 95\

FINDINGS:-

From tle pelusal of conducted enqu1ry and rec01ded statement it transpired- that{-'
the ’111egat10ns leveled agamst defaulter SI Jamshed Khan the then SHO PS Nowshera - |
Kalan 1egardmg the involvement/contact with smugglers could not be proved from the
attached CDR. However,v being a senior Police Officer, it was his responsibility to stop
the smuggling and lteepzhimself aware about this but he failed to-do so. Its sH‘ows
lacuna on his part. Hence, he is recommended for minor punishment i.e stoppage of

02-increaments with accumulatlve period of his serv1ce if so-agreed please.

e .
Encl= (25) Sheets : Deputy Superihtendent of Pollce,
Pabbl Circle.
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KHYBER PAKHTUNKWA All communications” should be
| S . addressed to the Registrar KPK Service
SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR Tribunal and not any official by name.
No. _ g )-q /ST :
Ph:- 091-9212281
Fax:- (91-9213262
Dated: 3/ =3 — 1022

To

- The District Police Officer,
Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
Nowshehra. '

" Subject: JUDGMENT IN APPEAL NO. 6881/2020 MR. JAMSHAID KHAN.

I am directed to forward herewith a certified copy of Judgement dated
02.02.2022 passed by this Tribunal on the above subject for strict compliance.

REGISTRAR ~—
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA

SERVICE TRIBUNAL
PESHAWAR

Encl: As above




