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BEFORE HONOURABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVCE
TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Appeal No

Nawaz Khan Asstt. Sub. Inspector police, presently posted in 

District Mansehra. .! (Appellant)
VERSUS

1. Provincial Police Officer Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.
2. Regional Police Officer. Hazara Region, Abbottabad.
3. District Police Officer, Mansehra. : (Respondents)

SERVICE APPEAL UNDER SECTION-4 OF KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT 
1974 AGAINST ORDER DATED 10-11-2022 OF THE DISTRICT POLICE 

OFFICER MANSEHRA WHERB APPELLANT HAS BEEN AWARDED THF
penalty of REDUCTION IN RANK FROM SUB INSPECTOR TO ASI AND
ORDER DATED 10-01-2023 OF THE REGIONAL POLICE OFFICER 
HAZARA
DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL HAS BEEN REJECTED.

PRAYER: ON ACCEPTANCE OF INSTANT SERVICE APPEAL BOTH 

ORDERS DATED 10-11-2022 AND 10-01-2023 OF THE RESPONDENTS 
MAY GRACIOUSLY BE SET ASIDE AND APPELLANT BE REINSTATED IN 
HjS.RANK OF SUB INSPECTOR FROM THE DATE CF RFniiCTinM WITH
ALL CONSEQUENTIAl SERVICE BACK RFWFFit^: nhi
ACCOUNT^ * ----

REGION ABBOTTABAD WHEREBY APPELLANT’S

RENDITION OF

Respectfully Sheweth:

1. That appellant while posted as Sub inspector OH 

Investigation Wing at Poiice Station Phuirg, District Mansehra 

was served upon with a charge sheet which was duly replied 

by explaining all facts in detail and denying the allegations 

being incorrect and baseless. (Copies of Charge Sheet & 

reply are attached herewith as Annexure “A & B").
its

2. That on receiving inquiry report, the District Police Officer 

Mansehra vide his order dated 10-11-2022 awarded the
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appellant with major penalty- of “Reduction in Rank" from 

Sub Inspector to ASI vide order dated 10-11-2022 without any

reason. (Gppy of order dated 10-11-2022 is attached as 

Artnex-“C"). •

3. That no proper departmental inquiry was conducted. No 
«

Witness was called to appear before the enquiry officer to 

depose against appellant. Chance of cross-examination 

was not afforded. Neither Final Show Cause Notice 

inquiry report, if any, was issued to appellant. Even the 

opportunity of personal hearing was not granted and 

appellant, was awarded major penalty of "Reduction in 

Rank" in violation of. law, departmental rules & regulations

against the facts and principle of natural justice.

nor

lV,4. That-While-dp'pellant poited as Oil Police Station Phuira 

(District Mansehra) an FIR Case No.l69 dated 28-07-2022
under sections 302/109/107/427/34 PPC/lkA. registWed 

against accused Shoaib S/O Sher Muharnrnad, and Sher 

Muhammad S/O Khani Zamdn, was handed !to appellant for

investigation. (Copy of FIR is attached as Annexure “D"),

5. That accused Shoaib was arrested by SH© Police Station 

PhuIra Mansehra on 02-08-2022 from a place "Katha
vide Arrest Card Dated 02-08-2022.,(Copy of Arrest 

Card is attached as Annexure “E").

Parhani"

6. That the allegations as inserted iri.the. Charge Sheet, based 

the complaint filed by

Councilor VC Phuira District Manseh

on Muhammad Pervez Generalone

ra, are false, fabricated 
and with malafide intention. The said General Councilor has

personal grudge against appellant and is also supporting the
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Region, Abbottabad which has been rejected vide order 

dated 10-01-2023. (Copies of departmentaS appeal and its 

rejection order dated 10-01-2023 are attached as Annexure

“H & I”). Hence instant service appeal iiiter alia on the 

following as well as other grounds.

GROUNDS:-

A) That both the impugned orders doted 10-1 T-2022'and
' ' • . I *

2023 of the respondents are illegal, unlawful agains 

facts, departmental rules and regulations and principle of
I

natural justice hence are liable to be set aside. : '

10-01-

he

B That no proper departmental inquiry was conducted. Final 

Show Cause Notice was not issued. Copy of inquiry, report, if 

any, was never provided to the appellant. No witness
I

against appellant was produced before inquiry officer. 

Chance if cross-examination was not afforded. Even 

opportunity lof personal hearing was not granted to the 

appellant and he was condemned unheard in serious

•

violation of principle of natural justice.

C) That respondents have

accordance with law, departmental rules, 

policy on the subject and have acted in violation of Articie-4 

of the constitution of Islamic Republic of Pakistan 1973 and 

unlawfully issued the impugned orders which 

unfair hence not sustainable in the eyes of law.

not treated the appellant in

regulation and

are unjust.

D) That appellate authority has also failed to 

and rejected the departmental 

consideration the grounds adduced in his aoDeal bv

abide by the law 

appeal without Taking into
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appellant. Thus act of respondent is contrary to the law as 

laid down in the KPK Police Rules 1934 read with section 24-A 

of General Clauses Act 1897 and Article-10 of the 

Constitution oflslamid Republic of Pakistan 1973.

E That the allegations leveled against appellant in the charge 

sheet as well as in punishment orders are incorrect, false and 

fabricated, based on surmises and conjectures which 

remained unproved and' unsubstantiated till to this day. 

Nothing adverse could be brought on record against the 

appellant to prove the allegation against him.

F) That instant service' appeal is well within dime and this 

honorable Service Tribunal has got 

entertain and adjudicate upon the lis.
every jurisdiction to

PRAYER!

It is, therefore, humbly prayed that on acceptance of instant
10-11-2022 and dated 10-

ul-2023 of the-respondentS'-may- graciously be sdr aside'arid‘
appellant be re-instated in his rank of SUB INSPECTOR from the 
date of reduction with oH consequential seivice back benefits. 
Any other relief which in the circumstances of the case the
honourable Tribunal deems fit may also be granted ^

■].

Appeudnt

Muhammad Aslam Tanoli
Advocate High Court

At Abbottabad

.

Through

Dated;^''2-'-2023

VERIFICATIQM

It is verified that

Dated ^^-^-2023 App

,1^
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BEFORE HONORABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUSV^AL
PESHAWAR

- Nawaz Khan Asstt: Sub. Inspector police, presently posted in 
District Mansehra.

(Appellonf)

VERSUS

1. Provincial Police Officer Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.
2. Regional Police Officer, Hazara Region, Abbottabad.
3. District Police Officer, Mansehra iV

(Respondents)

,

SERVICE APPEAL
■;

AFFIDAVIT ;

I

I, Nawaz Khan, appellant do hereby solemnly declare and affirm 
on oath that contents of instant service appeal are true and
correct to the best of my‘knowledge and beliefand nothing has
been suppressed from this Honorable Tribunal. '

Dated: ^-'-2023 Deponent/Appellant
j'

1.

Identified By:
t
T

fA: 4

(Muhammad Aslam Tanoli)
Advocate High Court

At Peshawar

X....

Dated:^-2------ 2023 Appellant

EM}t.

ub Com 'l !;Ii»ri|»ur

V

).

1

>1,

;»

-7



. : -ih;.-'! a• f-,/ 5
I

y

MFORE HONORABLE KHYBER PAKHTUMKHWA SERVICETRIBUNAl
PESHAWAR

Nawaz Khan Asstt. Sub. Inspector police, presently posted in 
District Mansehra.

I

(AppeSEarat)

VERSUS

1. Provincial Police Officer Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.
2. Regional Police Officer, Hazara Region, Abboffabad;'
3. District Police Officer. Mansehra

(Respondents)

0

SERVICE APPEAL

CERTIFICATE

It is certified that no su,ch appeal prior to this one on the subject 

has ever been filed in this Honorable Service Tribunal or any other 

court.

Dated:^-^—2023 ppei ant

! ■

i
i

\
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\
■ irran TarlKPSP), Ois.Hc, PC,™ 9m«r Ma„sa|,ra, as Competent.Authority the

4JSt!mia!U«JneLhas.re„dered:hi;^sSlfl,aCow ,

=d.,nst as he committed the ,Clewing acVomissions within ^ ih ^ehning of Kh^er ‘ . 

Pakhtunkhawa Police Disdplinarv Rules 1975 (amended in 2014)

On the contplaint of one Mohamad Peoret r/o PhCra preliminary enquiry has bech 

conducted through OSPOohi^Tbeidnoiey .,near a,.dr eondu^h^^^^^ ^

opinion that SI IWuhamma

;
•i

:

j

■t-: •'

amounts to gross misconduct. ,*

For,„epuo,ose„,scru„nlr„igibeco„du«or,„esa,de;cu™dOrncerw,thri(erencetO -■

the above, allegations. Mr.
- AddI: SP Mansehra .

formal departmental enquiry against aMammad Nawaz Pnlirn ^ :

: With the :

2"“ Rules 1575 id 2014), provide reasor^able opportunity of hearmg !

^ihe accused, record • findings and make recommendations

appropriate action against the accused.

The accused and a well cmwersant. representative of the department shall In the 

proceedings oh the date, time and place fixed by the Enquiry Officer.

.is-deputed to conduct«: >.

as to punishment, or other

1

• .' .

■ District l^ice Officer, 
' Mar^efi^ -^3%^ '3.^/yA doferf iWqiise/n;u ffie /afi/ynyr 

1. The Enquiry Offi

Alo

. ■H'

for initiating proceedings against the defaulter officer under the ' 

provisions of the Khyber P.khtunkhawa .Pplice Disciplinary Rules 197S. Preliminary ’

ertquiry conducted by DSP Oghi is enclosed

cer
!

«

>i

2: SI Muhansmad Nawar Police Unes wl.h .ho dirocion .oAubmi, Ns.wrteon ;.a,omen, 

.0 the Enquiry ofheor wl,M„ 07 days of the receipt of .His chargeche^Vsfatemen, of 

allcsations and also ,o appear before ,be Enquiry offlcer;&,he:d.Sr:t,n„.a„d p|„e :

fwedforthepurposesofdepartmentalproceedingsA - ' ^4)lvi|jy

«

;li J,
I•/

^ \ t'T:.iv

llripistiS^Uce
TManseh^a^

• r-* ?• *. ’leer.

. -s .
*.«

/5^ I

. vi .;
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i
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& • • The Addl. Superintendent of Pplice, 
; {Inquiry Officer)
' Mansehra. - ' • '

.j

i

Subject:- REPLY TO THE CHARGE SHEETS DATED 15-08-2022.
S*J

4»Sir, • r

With reverence ji is submitted that I am in receiot of 

both the Charge Sheets one issued by the District Police Officer
Mansehra vide No. 5929^30/PA dated .15-08-2022 and the other 

issued by the Superintendent of Police (Investigation) hytansehra 

under No. 84-85/PA dated 15'0^2022 vyith some improvement to 

that of DPO Mensehrq. Hqweyer. this may please be treated 

reply to both the referred Charge Sheets.

i

as

1. That v^hiie posted as OI! Police Station Phurla (District. 

Mansehra) an FiR Case No. 169 dated 28-07-2022 under 

sections 302/109/'427/34 PPC/t5AA was registered'against 

accused Shoajb Son . of Sher Mohammad and Sher 

Mohammad,S/0 Khani Zamqn etc.
}
A

2. That Shoaib accused was arrested byV\SHO,,PS, Phurla ort 

02-08-2022 from 'Talha Parhqni" vide Arrest Cord dated - 

02-08-2022. (Copy of Cord Arrest is attached as “A").

3. That the allegations qs inserted in both the Charge Sheets 

are based on the complaint filed by Muhammad Pervez 

General Councilor V/C .Phuira are false, fabricated and 

based on malqfide having no nexus with truth. The said .

Councilor has some personal grudge against me. •
-

Muhammad Pervez is qlso supporting accused party. He is 

neither complainant of the FIR nor eye witness... of the. : 

.occurrence spot. What-so-ever he has mentioned in his

r ..I* • V rt ' V> :
- - T:a
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complairn is totally^lncorrect, faise. fabricated and based ■ 

malafide and p^r^onal vendetta against me. CCopy of ’
complaint is attached as “B”).

if

onm%

4. That according to; Arrest Card prepared by

Phurla the accused Shoaib. was arrested on 02-06-2022
.SHO, PS,

from from a place known as "Kaiha Parhani" while 

according to his complaint-dated 03-08-2022 

claims that accused Shoaib

ft'*

I(•'
Pervez . 

produced by him in PS

, Complaint is

was
Phurla before DSP, Oghi and SHO Phuldra.
therefore false. . #

5. That when said Pervez was nof present on the place of. 

occurrence then as tohow he can say that a Kalashnikov

and Hand Grenade was in possession o.r Deceased party 

in their vehicle at the time,of »
occurrence. Even the spot 

eye witnesses and complainant of FIR Mst. Gulshan Bib

Widow of deceased Pir Muhammad and others did not
say anyihing about availability of Kalashnikov and Hand 

Grenade etcMn their'vehicle. About demand of Rs. 5 (five 

lac) Brib^ffofh accused 'Shdr Muhammad is also a false.
fabricated and concocted story of allegations on the part 
of Pervez complairiqnt. "

,#

6. That so far as allegation wilh regard to torture of accused 

Shoaib is concerned. in this respect it is -stated that
occurrence took place on 28-07-2022 and accused was
arrested on 02-08-2Q22 by , .SHO', PS Phurla from "Katha

Parham" and who .was, produced,.before the Judicial
. Magistrate Mansehra on 03-08-2022 where 

alleged torture at he • hands
accused

of police. Doctor while
■ ^

examining accused has scribed that there was only

r

....... H___ (
P ; iv;.

72^
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redness on' his , buttock but no blood. As acc jsed 

remained out of police arrest from 28-07-2022 

2022 and during Ihe period managed such rednes 

buttock with the connivance

to L,>-08

oc\ his'
of complainant Perve;, svho 

K a very clever and cunning. VYhen Pervez could rrio 

some other false allegations in his complaint ther. 
how he-could not arrange such false redness o

■'3ge 

I? to

the

producing Mggis'.r ate.
doctor report dated; 03-0Q-

bultock of accused Shoaib before

(Copy of custody order and 

2022 is atfacheid as “C"].

7. That only after obtaining custody dated'03-08-2022 

accused Shoaib, he was interrogated and he pointe

place of occurrence 

(Pistol & Kalashnikov

o; the '

out
cind produced crime wec^ 'ons

etc). As the Kalashnikov elc had
already been-recovered from

accused Shoaiti men 

as bribe does noiquestion of demanding Rs:5 lac 

Allegations of
'■^nse. 

and fabriccitedcomplainant are false 
hence vehemenliy denied. (Pointalion 

attached as “D")
memo etc are

8. That accused Shoaib was never tortured by police 

any amount as, a bribe was, demanded from him. The. 

allegations made in his corpplaint dated 03-08-2022 by 

Pervez Councilor are tolaliyjncorrect. baseless, false and 

fabricated which are vehemently denied, 

desperately trying just to defend

nor

Said Pervez is

accused party and to
spoil and destroy the FIR/.. double

murder case of 
cost Pervez should be permitted to 

interfere from bringing the accused persons to fa, 

heinous

deceased party. At no

ce .their
crime committed by murdering 02 innocent

persons. :
i '

• ' I. -. * *
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9. Thql lhroughout entire 1

service,. . Part'cularly in the fieid
of .nv^ligation, , have always tried my best to booMhe

culprits to faGe’ the 

committed by them. No body who

' 5-
%

consequences- of . the

committed any crime
ever spared- try me. The complairit ,of Pervez is false '" 

and needs to be turned down ;

taken to legal task as he has be

destroy; the ...FlRr c

crime

was.

rciher he deserves, to be
I.W, ■'.VItrying to interfere and

case of deceased, party without

en•; •* *; .1'

: any
reason and justification..

I

i' «
in^^ofdhedactsgnd^roum ^

be 2^kindly be recommended to r 

.™ed.w,hout any farther proceedings for as the allegations ■ '

orporqfed rn the. complaint being false, .fabricated and
.on .-.™e .and-personal vanJetta against me- ' 

Thanking you Sir in anticipation.

;

I

'

based

---- .Your Obrien hSefvant-
[MuharTi®^^Q2j 

. Sub Inspector . 
{thetfjenOil.PSPhuIra) 
Police, Lines Mansehra

O3iib836o;i^o

*:*»*•' > « .

• 4

Dated ^-08-2022

I.
I •

<*,
r
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, PQLICEJ2MAUTMENT MANSEHRA DISTRICT.

>
ORDER

Hus office Older will dispose off the depaiUnenlal enquiry proceeding against

on the'; SI Nawaz Khan who was'proceeded-agaiiisl departmentally witli the allegation tliat

; cbmplaiiil of one Muhammad Pervez i /p Phulra pi eliminary' enquiry has been conducted Uirougli

; , . DSP Oglii. The cnqiury officer tifter^conducting preliminary enquiry has submitted his report mid 

proved the cliargcs of assaulting the accused namely Muhammad Shoaib i 

169 dated 25.07.2022 u/s 302/109/34 PPCPS Pixulra.
mvolyed in Case FIR ;No.

- . 'Die Enquiry Officer i.e. Mul.animad Jainil.Akhtar. Addl:SPMansehm^^er conducting

■proper depm-tmental enquiiy has submilteci his report anti proved tire charges leveled against him,
, On '0.11.2022, tlie delinquent ffi Nawaz IGian .was heard in person in orderly Fooni but

he could not convince the undersigneddn his deSnse. .
I,'the. District Police Officer. Manschra. therefore aWard .him major puaisiunent of ^ i . j 

- “One,Step reduction.iii-ranJc” to.lhe delinquGit SI Nawaz Khan,'under KhybdrPakhtunldiwa :' i 
Police. Diseipiinaiy Rules t975.(auicnd,ed in 2014). He is reinstated in service.

f

:• <

Ordered announced^

■it?

District Pulicc OflicDj*
Manschra

. » f

• ,OBNo
/Q 1(1 ' /2022Dated

f
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(Dcpartmcniql Appeal by Nav/cjz Khan ASl District Mansehro)- • v. '\r

i
{ > 'M c-

’i#':

;.- - r' •

. VDEPARTMENTAl APPEAL toAINST ORDER QB NO/T99 DATED:T0-T1- 
^^2022 OF'-THE'- district- POLICE ' dFFIC£R ^-MAtiJSEHRA:>'WlHEREBY . '

. . /fAPRElLANT HASrBEEN 'AWARDED PUNISHMENT ^0F -‘‘REDUCTJ0NMN i
! ■ ^-RANK** FROM SUB INSPECTOR TO A.S.I. '

4^PRAYER: ON ACCEPTANCE; OF INSTANTIDEPARTMENTAI-^APREAL : ! 
tSp- w.->'^ORDER DATED'10-tl-2022CQF DPOiMANSEHRA^M*AYVKiNDlY^BE-^SET . | 
Mif A'^ASIDEvAND THE APPELLANTvBE RE-INSTAMTEDht^vt^lS‘'RANlCpFl*SUB ^ 
0‘fi ^-^i/INSPEGTOR- Prom -'THE^P'DATE of REDUCTONf^-With- TAU i • 5
^^;i:.^:;;^-^^^GONSEQUENTiAL SERVICE BACK BENEFITS. - V • ' I

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

V. ^ »:-• Respected Sir,

f •r.
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•Vv

f'

• •.*
V t ! -

. I

•1;< I -
■ 'r- I•*..-f i■h. :Vk'. I :■•’i.
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* With'most reverence the.following few lines are;submitteclTor!your
s I . . ikv>*' '•

:
V-

• • * kind consideration and favorable orders:-i i

' ». *
'• Vi ? ,

i A
T • h 

1 * »
That appellant while posted as Sub -Ihspeptor' Oil ; 
Investigation Wing at PS Phuira, Mahsehrg w(|is issued 

with a charge sheet dated 15-08^2022‘and-'Addl. SP , : 

Marisehra. was appointed as his inquiryj officer. ; 

Appellant duly replied the said* charge-sheet L
. ’ . “T *• : I • *

explairiing the facts in detail ;.iand ‘den'^.irig -! the ; • 

allegations being incorrect and : baseless' ones.

(Copies of Charge Sheet and its'reply are attached;
• ' • * • • • i •

here with as ‘A

. 1.• r .

II.

4

5
f

>

1

!

C
1

1

!•
2. That on receiving so-called Inquiry report, the District i ‘ 

Police Officer Mansehra vide his -order .dated 10-11- •
' - ■•;. > '■ it---

2022 awarded ' the appellant;' with thte* 

punishment. of "Reduction in Rank- from-isr to ASl

Imajor 1 .

I.

without any proof and reason..(Copy.of.order dated-i 
ib-l 1-2022 is attached as "C").
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proper' ' departmental,--,. - inquiry ! wpsThat
conducted. NO witness was called tp appear before 

the enquiry ofHcer Ond depose qpainst,.appellant.

3 . no .j

< *
i

i

.5 •

k

f-.

'Chance of cross-examination wqs ' not afforded. 

Neither Filial'Show .Cause Notice,;-was'issued hor 

inquiry report,! if any, ^was given to !.appellant, £yen 

the opportunity of personal hearing' was mot 

provided 'iqtid appellant was awarded najor 

punishment, of "Reduction in Rank” iri .serious •

n
V- .V \V *»
r
t
t

ti V^-T
•. ■-

t ■

,->•
t

• u
1.\ - ■ %

j r '' \.V. violation of law, departmental rules & iregulations

against the facts and principle of natural justice.

•*
s

I• •(»•
\

• '.’t. *' *.** * 
<//*

i

5, ■-• .
■4. That:in fact-.-while'appellant posted as p!| Police 

Station Phuira (District Mansehra) dn'FlR Case No.l69 

. ' 'dated 28-07^2022 under sections 302/109/107/427/34

. PPC/15AA Was registered against'accused; Shoaib 

>S/0.;;Sher-Muhammad and SheroMuhamnrtqdrS/O.
• t '' • _

Khdni -■yamati-^ was'- handed , "to appellant.” for 

investigation.'.

*
t \ A- . --vr "

f
4

j

• \
V

I

t

t

That Shoaib accused was arrested by SHOj'Police ■ 

Station Phuira Mansehra on 02-08-2022 frorh. "Katha 

Parhani" vide-Arrest Card Dated 92-08-2022.'(Copy 

of Card ArreSt is attached as "D").

5.

That the allegations.ds inserted in'both,Chat-ge-Sheet

as well as in the Punishment Order based on the'

complaint filed - by Muhammad PerveZ;! Generql

Councilor VC Phuira District Mansehra ore foise. -
** * * ! ^

fabricated .and with malafide having.'no nexus with -

6.

• .•

I

1
V,

.-4 ,
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J.f s,-.r~, 't.•»
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•• truth ' The said-Councilor has somelpersopql-.gfiudge,
' ■■ ■ •.

■ dgainsl.-appejlanl. Muhammad(PeiVei;;GouhgiHpr!,is

also, supporting the .accused .;:party;4Hexis;.r(eith^^
■ cpmplairiant vof - the .FIR nor ^eye-JWitness-of

occurrence spot. Whol-so-ever.he.has merilion.ed .in
:; •/• •./; ■.i- >/

his"'complaint^ is totally incorrect.; 'false,4. fabricated 

and based on.rndlafide-

That qccording to Arrest Card‘prepafed.by SblO/fS

. Pholra the'accused Shoaib was.:an'ested-'onr 02T08-
4.

, 2022 .frprn d.place.known as "Katha Pqrhanif- white 

as .per cornplaint dated 03-08-72022'-Vof 'the 

Councilor/poiTiplainant Pervez claims that,'apcused , - 

Shoaib was produced byhim in PS Phuira-before DSP 

• Oghi and SHO Phulra. Complaint is therefore fo'se. .

X- !v.•i'
f.\

■i;5

A .1 S A.I 1Itm H 1: ,
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V, > ;•
t

‘ j »•»•
f: f

i

A r',h\. f.:y
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;
;r' '-/v.t. /

That, when said Pervez Councildr/Com'plair-antiwas
K.-' . - '

not present on the place of occurrence then os to 

how' he CQh. soy that a Kqlanshnikoy; and Hand

Grenade .wqs. in possession of-Deceased :pdi1y-.1ying
■ in their'vehicle at the time of occurrericeM-Evenlhe .

.. -■: . - •vt-,

. 'spot eye :witnesses and complainant'‘OPiFIR;\Mst. '
: - , •;. v • ’y

Gulshanf Ribi. Widow, of deceased 'Pir^NAuharnmad
vir-

and others'.did say nothing about-.qvqil.dbility ■ of . 

Kalashnikov and Hand .Grenade^etc.'vin idiecepsed
••ft,*

vehicle. About demand of Rs.5 (five lace)-bribe .from

accused Sher Muhammad is dlsoi'p false, Tdbricated 

and concocted'story of allegations on the/part of 

Pervez Complainant.

•.- 8.v #
! , f
.“V I "t--;!
ri M
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• .'9. That so for os allegation with regard; to ;ltort.ure of 

accOsed Shoaib is concerned! in'this respect it is .

I i

vmt



/*•»»
-v/
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-r
stated jhat lQCcurrence took, place.^ on 28-07-2022

. , V * • ' •

- and accused was arrested on 02-08-2022; by SHO ;PS 

Phulra from ' “Katha Parhani" and-was--produced 

before the Judicial Magistrate Marisehra; on JOS-OB; 

2022 where accused alleged torture at the .jidnds of 

police. Doctor white examining accused has scribed 

that there was only redness on his,:buttogk but no 

blood. As accused remained out . of police arrest 

from 28-07-2022.^ 02-08-2022 and during,dhe, period 

he managed such redness on hisv-buttock with' the 

connivance of complainant Pen/er who is a .very 

clever and cunning. When Pervez, could r-anage 

some other false allegations in his complaint' then as 

to why he-.could not arrange, such false''reaness on 

■ the buttock of accused Shoaib 'before producing
f

the Magistrate. (Copy of custody order and doctor

report dated.03-08-2022 is attached as “E"}.
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That .only after obtaining custq{;iY«.dg.led 03-03:;2022

of the accused Shogib, he w.as interrogated and he

pointed out place of occurrence and-produced 
' * . 

crime weapons (Pistol & Kalashnikov :etc). As the

Kalashnikov etc had already been recovered from

accused Shoaib ..then question :-of demariding Rs.5

lac as bribe does not arise. AHegdlions of

complainant are false and /fabricated . hence

vehernentty denied. (Poiniatipn rrienrip'i etc are

attached as “F").

10.

i.

.!
ft.-I-.' i

■! •.1

1,
■! ■ ■

i.
'i

1*
J- '

That accused Shoaib was .neyer :tortured|;by;po!ice11.

nor any amount as a bribe was demanded from him.

i>'
ij

P'.;- ( r.*:-'
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• The allegations made in his complaint dated OStOS-

2022 by - Peryez Councilor are totally; Mhcorrect,
■ ’■ " ' ••'■" • ,■' • r

baseless, false and fabricated which'are vehernehtly

denied. ?5aid -Pervez is desperately trying-Just-Iq

, defend accused party and to spoil- and-destroy the

FIR/double murder case of deceased pqrty.i.At; no

cost Pervez would be permitted to interfere'. with in

brining the accused to face their'heinous 'crime'of

murdering 02 innocent persons.

.V-
*. ■

* :v. : -■?-• c: •.i, <
• r‘

>' :»
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•T
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j

12. That throughout entire service and particularly in the 

field of investigation,-the appellant has alwdys. tried 

his best to bo'ok the culprits to face- the ■ 

consequences of the' crime cornmltted by them. No' 

body who committed any crime was ever spared by 

appellant, the complaint of Peryez is false and

needs to be turned down rather he deserves to be 

taken to legal course as he. has been trying to 

interfere \yith and destroy the FIR case of deceased 

party without any reason and justification.

J

/

f •

. ,13. That appellaht is totally innocent in this matter, and

has done his official duty with zeal, zest, 'devotion 

and honesty and there is nothing wrong o.h his part 

still he has been awarded major punishment of 

reduction in his' rank on the '-basis: ot'".a . false,

‘ fabricated complainant of a persons, whoiis 'neither 

complainant of'^- FIR ' nor,: spot, ‘witness':.'.of the:.

c

occurance. Councilor Pervezt is just ,trying for- 

weakening Fir Case of deceased pariy;:by::floating 

false and fabricated complaints

u
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f '
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‘That if the,, appellant is, provided with 'a. chdncefof- 

personal hearing, he' will really ;pr6ve.^hlnrs0‘f\as . . 

innocent, by.:- explaining, all. 'the fpct';' and 

circumstances of the matter.

:■ 14.‘-I *•

'•7-t i
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i I
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} •, .
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-k,
*•?

■ ; In-view of-the'aforementioned facts arid clrcumstances-it iis- • 

- earnestly requested-that'-order dated 10-11-2022 of.-th$ District 
Police Officer, Mansehra may kindly be ,s'et;;qside;; upid’dhe 

appellant be re-instated in his rank of Sub Inspector'from ^the

H , >>-!

■ .i

;t

.date he was reduced with all consequeritial service.back
*. ? ' * * *

- * H*, . * • .V .

. benefits. Appellant shall pray for your good health qndiiq.ngtife.
Ii •*

- t

• 1

Yours Obedient Servant, \

V* S)w

» a '
(-NawqzKhan)':.*

ASl ,{the-th>n.OtrPS Phurlp) 

Police.Lines Mansehra
Dated; 2/-11-2022
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OFFICE OF THE ItF.GIONAL FOEICE OFFICER
HAZAllA ItEGlON, ABBOITABAD 

^0992-9310021-22 
^0992-9310023

' F1r.ri>o[ia2ara@gm«il.coni
DATED/25. / OjC /2023/y3 - /I’ANO:

ORDER.

:' . . .Tliis order will.dispose of departmental appeal under Rule 1 l-A of KJiyber I’aklitunldiwa

Police Rules, 1975 submitted by ASl Nawaz Khau No. 133/H of district Maushcra agaiiistThe 
order of punishment i.e. one step reduction in rank Si (o ASI a\\ aided by Dl’O Manshera t’ids 

OBNo.l99datcd 10.11.2022.

Brief facts leading to lire punishment are tlial the appellant while posted as Oil Police 

Staliop Phulni, proceeded departmentaily wiUi Uie allegation that on Uve complaint of one Mr.

. Mulie^uad Peiyaiz r/o Phuira preliminary enquiry had been coiulucted Uirough DSP Oghi. The 

enquiry officer after conducting preliminary enquiry submitlled his re])orl and proved the charge
- . of assaulting the accused nanrely Muhai^iad Shoaib involved' in case FIR No. 169 dated
- ; ■ 25.07.2022 u/s 302/109/34 PPG Police StauW Phuira.

The. appellant was issued charge sheet ajid Addl: SP Manshera was deputed to conduct 

. departmental enquiry . The EO in liis findings held the apijellant I'esponsible of misconduct 

.was 'called'in OR and heard in person, however he failed to advance
. He

any cogent reason.
Cons^uenlly, DPO Manshera awarded hiin major punislunent of one step reduction in rank

, from SI to ASI. Hence, tlie appellant submitted Uiis present appeal.

^A..Afte^ receiving his app^l, comments of DPO Manshera 
. examined/perused. The undersigned called Uie appell^il in OR and heard him in person. The 

■. appellant has been given reasonable opportunity to defend himself against tire charges, however 

: , he fmled to advance any justification in his defense. Thus, tlie disciplinary action taken by lire

cftwiieleiil huikniv seems reastmaUe and,tKe appeal is liable to be dismissed. Therefore, in 

exercise of the powers conferred upon the undersigned under Rule 11-4 (a) of Khyber 

Paklilunkawa Police Rules, 1975 the insist appeal is hereby rejected with immediate cfiecL

were sought riird\ .
«
5*.

\

Zcwlian Asj^ar (PSP) 
IHEGIONAL POLICE OFFICER 

HAZARA REGION, ABliOlTABAD

/PA, dated AbboUabad the ^^ / . I2Q22.No.

Cc.
DPO Manshera for iiiCorination and necessary action with reference to his office Memo 
No 14171/PI dated 29-11-2022. Service record atid fuji missal of the appellant is returned
herewilli for record.
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