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P.S
Learned counsel for the petitioner turned 

up and requested for withdrawal of the
j

execution petition. In this respect his statement 
also recorded on the margin of order sheet. As 

such the instant execution petition is hereby 

dismissed as withdrawn. File be consigned to the 

record room.

29.10.2021

r!

• t r ■ Chairman
Announced:
29.10.2021
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Form- A

FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Court of mExecution Petition No. 72021

Date of order 
proceedings

S.No. Order or other proceedings with signature of judge

1 2 3

14.09.2021 The execution petition of Mr. Sohail Ahmad submitted today 

by Mr. Fazal Shah Mohmarid Advocate may be entered in the relevant 

register and put up to the Court for properprder please.

1

j

I ^ 1
■ f

:

This execution petition be put up before S. Bench at2-
Pesh'awar oh j

1*

Learned counsel for the petitioner present. Notices 

be issued to the respondents for submission of 
implementation report on llj.1^.2021 before S.B.

29.10.2021

4 Chairmany
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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KPK PESHAWAR

Implementation Petition No_ 

In
Service Appeal No 931/2019

/2021

Sohail Ahmed..' ...Petitioner

VERSUS

PPO and another Respondents

I N D E X
Description of documentsS. Annexure Pages

No
Implementation Petition with 

Affidavit
1.

iO-
Application for interim relief with 

Affidavit
2.

Copy of the Order and Judgment 
dated 23-06-2021

3. A

Copy;of the Order and Judgnnent, 
Gjwge Sheet & Reply

4. B, C & D

aVakalat Nama5.

Dated:-13Ma2021
Applicant/Petitioner

Through

Fazal Shah Mohmand
Advocate,
Supreme Court of Pakistan.

OFFICE;-
Cantonment Plaza Flat# 3/B 
Khyber Bazar Peshawar.
Cell# 0301 8804841
Email:- fazalshahmohmand@gmail.com

mailto:fazalshahmohmand@gmail.com
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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KPK PESHAWAr4$^^^U

M
Implementation Petition No, /2021 ° J O O)
In
Service Appeal No 931/2019

Sohail Ahmed, Ex Drill Insrtuctor/Constable No. 44, Police 
Training College Hangu. Applicant/Petitioner

VERSUS

1. Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 
Peshawar.

2. Commandant, Police Training College Hangu.
Respondents

PETITION FOR THE IMPLEMENTATION OF 

ORDER/JUDGMENT DATED 23-06-2021 PASSED 
BY THIS HONORABLE TRIBUNAL IN THE ABOVF
TITLED SERVICE APPEAL.

Respectfully Submitted:-

l.That the Petitioner/appellant earlier filed Service 

Appeal No 931/2019 for his reinstatement in 

which was accepted vide Order/Judgment dated 23- 

06-2021, the petitioner was reinstated in service and 

the matter was remanded back to the department 

for' de-novo inquiry in accordance with law, to be 

completed within a period of one month from the 

date of receipt of Judgment and the issue of back 

benefits was left to the result of de-novo inquiry. 
(Copy of the Order and Judgment is enclosed as 

Annexure A).

service

2. That the Petitioner/appellant after obtaining attested 

copy of the stated Order/Judgment of this honorable 

Tribunal approached respondents which was received 

by the respondents on 08-07-2021, where after the 

petitioner/appellant was reinstated in service and 

charge sheet with statement of allegations 

issued to the petitioner on 02-08-2021 which he 

replied accordingly but with no further proceedings 

till date. (Copy of the Order/Judgment, Charge 

Sheet & reply therein is enclosed as Annexure 

B, C & D),

was
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3. That the respondents are not ready to implement the 

Order and Judgment of this honorable Tribunal in its 

true spirit for no legal and valid reasons, this act of 

the respondents is unlawful, unconstitutional and 

goes against the Orders and Judgment dated 23-06- 

2021 of this honorable Tribunal.

4. That the respondents are bent upon to remove the 

petitioner from service in violation of the Judgment 

of this honorable Tribunal, as respondents were 

required to have completed the de-novo proceedings 

within period of one month which has already lapse 

and any further action beyond the ratio of the 

Judgment of this honorable Tribunal would be 

violation of the Judgment of this honorable Tribunal.

It is therefore prayed^ that on acceptance of this 

Application/Petition, respondents may kindly be 

directed to implement the Order and Judgment of this 

honorable Tribunal dated 23-06-2021 passed in 

Service Appeal No 931/2019.

Dated:-13.09.2021
Applicant/Petitioner

Through

Fazal Shah Mohmand
Advocate,
Supreme Court of Pakistan.

AFFIDAVIT
I, Sohail Ahmed, Ex Drill Insrtuctor/Constable No. 44, Police 

Training College Hangu, do hereby solemnly affirm and 

declare on oath that the contents of the accompanying 

Implementation Petition are true and correct to the best
of my knowledge and belief and nothing has been concealed 

from this honorable Tribunal.

DEPONENT
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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KPK PESHAWAR

Implementation Petition No 72021
In
Service Appeal No 931/2019

Sohail Ahmed Petitioner

VERSUS

PPO and another Respondents

Application for interim relief, thereby restraining
respondents from taking any adverse action against
the petitioner bevond the ratio of Judgment dated 23-
06-2021 of this honorable Tribunal

Respectfully Submitted:-

l.That the above titled Implementation Petition is being 

filed today wherein no date of hearing has been fixed 

so far.

2. That respondents are going to proceed illegally and 

beyond the ratio of the Judgment of this honorable 

Tribunal against the petitioner and are going to take 

adverse action against the petitioner.

3. That any action if taken against the petitioner would be 

in violation of the Judgment of this honorable Tribunal, 

hence if respondents are not restrained from taking any 

adverse action against the petitioner, he would suffer 

irreparable loss.

4_That implementation of the Judgment of this honorable 

Tribunal is required in Its true letter and spirit.

It is therefore prayed that on acceptance of this 

application, respondents may kindly be restrained 
from taking any adverse action against the petitioner 

beyond the ratio of Judgment dated 23-06-2021 of 

this honorable Tribunal, by maintaining status quo.

^JkM‘Dated:-13 .2021
Applicant/Petitioner

Through

Fazal Shah Mohmand
Advocate,
Supreme Court of Pakistan.



BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KPK PESHAWAR

Implementation Petition No /2021
In .
Service Appeal No 931/2019

Petitioner^Sohail Ahmed

VERSUS

RespondentsPPO and another,

A F F I D A V 1 T
I, Sohail Ahmed, Ex Drill Insrtuctor/Constable No. 44, Police 

Training Coilege Hangu, do hereby solemnly affirm and 

declare on oath that the contents of the accompanying
Application, are true and correct to the best of my 

knowledge and belief and nothing has been conceaied from 

this honorable Tribunal.

DEPONENT
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BHFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUN»<HWA SERVICES TRIBUNAL^ PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. 745/2019

Date of Institution ... 19.06.2019 :

. ... 23.06.2021Date of Decision

Bashir Muhammad/Ex-ASI No. 840/MR District Police Mardan.

...(Appellant)

VERSUS

Commandant Police School Training Hangu and another.

(Respondents)

Mr. FAZAL SHAH MOHMAND, 
Advocate For appellant.

MR. USMAN GHANU 
District Attorney For respondents.

MEMBER (JUDICIAL) 
MEMBER (EXECUTIVE)

MR. SALAH-UD-DIN
MR. ATIQ-UR-REHMAN WAZIR —

JUDGEMENT:

Through this single judgment, 

■ we intend to. dispose of th'e instant Service Appeai as well as Service 

Appeal bearing No. 931/2019 titled "Sohail Ahmad Versus Provincial 

Police Officer and two others" as vjeW as' Service Appeal bearing 

No. 1000/2019 titled "Matiullah Versus Inspector General of Police 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar and two others", as common questions 

of law and facts are involved therein.

SALAH-UD-DIN. MEMBER:-

Precise facts of the instant appeal as well as connected service 

w7i';)'^'^appeals bearing No. 931/2019 and 1000/2019 are that during posting 

The appellants namely Bashir Muhammad as In-charge ammunition

2.

Kot, Sohai! Ahmad as Naib in SMG Kot and Matiullah as Reader to DSP 

Security, in Police Training College Hangu, 76285 live rounds of SMG
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were found missing^ while entry^ of 11084 rounds was not properly

record, therefore, disciplinary action was taken 

H.C Muhammad A.kram No. 1193/133. 

15.03.2019, the appellants were dismissed from

made in the relevant

against the appellants and one 

Vide order dated
service, while H.C Muhammad Akram was exonerated from the charges.

departmental appeals of the appellants went un-responded, 

therefore, they have now approached this Tribunal through filing of the
The

instant Service Appeals.

Fazal Shah Mohmand,. Advocate, representing the appellantMr.3.
Bashir Muhammad, has contended that Commandant Police Training

officer of the rank of Deputy Inspector General ofCollege Hangu was an 

Police, who issued charge sheet as well as statement of allegations and

also passed order of dismissal of the appellant, rendering the whole 

/ inquiry proceedings as nullity in the eye of \3V^ because as per Schedule-I 

' of Police Rules 1975, Deputy Inspector General of Police being Appellate 

■' Authority was'not the Authority competent under the law to proceed 

himself against the appellant. He further argued that whole of the inquiry 

proceedings were conducted in slipshod manner, without providing the 

appellant an opportunity of cross examination of the witnesses examined 

during the inquiry. He also argued that neither any show-cause notice 

was issued to the appellant nor any opportunity of personal hearing was 

afforded to him. He next contended, that the appellant was admittedly 

transferred to Police Training College Hangu on deputation basis,, 

therefore, in view of Rule-9 (iii) of Police Rules, 19.75, Commandant 

Police Training College Hangu was not competent to impose punishment 

upon the appellant. In the last he contended that the. appellant is quite 

innocent and has been condemned unheard, therefore, the impugned

order may be set-aside and the appellant may be re-instated into service 

by extending him all back benefits. He relied upon 1996 SCMR 856, 

PLD 2018 Supreme Court 114, PLD 2016 Peshawar 278, PLD 2008 

Supreme Court 663 and 2021 SCMR 673.

Mr. Shahid Qayum Khattak, Advocate, representing appellant 

ac/Sohail Ahmad, while placing reliance on the arguments of learned counsel 

^^^-ibu*^for«the appellant Bashir Muhammad, has further argued that ammunition 

is kept in ammunition Kot, while the appellant was posted as Naib in SMG

Kot, meant’for stocking only of SMG Rifles, therefore, the appellant was
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of live rounds ofhaving no concern with the alleged mis-appropriation 

SMG, therefore, the impugned order of disnflisal of the appellant is liable

to be set-aside.
theMuhammad Khattak, Advocate, representing

appellant Matiullah, has argued that the appellant was 

and only statement of allegations was

Mr. Noor5.
not issued any 

issued to the 

-3 of summery of
charge sheet 

appellant, however it has been mentioned in para
charge sheet. He further argued that the 

of Police Rules, 1975, has not been
allegations that the same was a

laid down in Ru!e-6procedure as 

complied with and even no opportunity of cross-examination of witnesses

afforded to the appellant, therefore, the
or personal hearing was

is void ab-initio, hence liableimpugned order of dismissal of the appellant is
2003 PLC (C.S) 365, 1988 PLCbe set-aside. Reliance was placed on

2011 SCMR 1618, 1989 PLC (C.S) 336, PU 2017
to
(C.S) 179,
Tr.C.(Services) 198, 2008 SCMR 1369, 2003 SCMR 681 and 1988 PLC

(C.S) 379.
for the respondents has 

were found involved in mis-appropriation of
Conversely, learned District Attorney/ 6.

argued that the appellants 
huge quantity of ammunition, therefore, disciplinary action was taken

rightly dismissed from service. Heagainst the appellants and they were 

also argued that the inquiry conducted in a legal manner by 

the appellants. He next contended
was

providing opportunity of hearing to 

that after conducting of proper inquiry against the appellants, the inquiry

that the charges against thecommittee came to the conclusion 
appellants were proved, therefore, the competent Authority has rightly

dismissed them from service.

of learned counsel for theWe have heard the arguments
learned .District Attorney for the respondents and

7.
appellants as well as 

have perused the record.

of record would show that the show-cause notice, 

statement of allegations were Issued to the
A perusal

charge sheet as well as 

appellants by
ESTED^eceipt of the inquiry report
^ also passed by Commandant Police Training College Hangu, who was an 

of the rank of Deputy Inspector General of Police. In light of

8.

Commandant Police Training College Hangu and upon

the order of dismissal of the appellants was

9Ch I
Service- Tribunal 

Ptr-sbaw-ar
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chedule-I of Police Rules..l.975, officer of the rank of DPO/SSP/SP, being 

Authority competent to award punishment to the appellants, could have

action against the appellants. Commandant 

officer of the rank' of Deputy
legally, taken disciplinary

Police Training College Hangu was 
Inspector General of Police, therefore, keeping in view Schedule-I of

taken by him was illegal, without 

Moreover, the appellants were not at all

an

the actionPolice Rules 1975 

jurisdiction and void ab-initio, 
provided any opportunity of cross-examination of the witnesses examined 

during the inquiry, which has caused them prejudice. The impugned 

order of dismissal of the appellant is thus not sustainable in the eye of

law and is liable to be set-aside.

of the above discussion, the appeal in hand as well as

"Sohail Ahmad Versus
In view9.

Service Appeal bearing No. 931/2019 titled 

Provincial Police Officer and two others" as well as Service Appeal bearing

No. 1000/2019 titled "Matiullah Versus the Inspector General of Police 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar and two others", are allowed by setting- 

aside the. impugned .order of dismissal of the appellants. The appellants 

are re-instated, into service and the matter is remanded back to the 

department for de-novo inquiry against the appellants strictly In 

accordance with relevant law/rules. The de-novo inquiry proceeding shall 

be completed within a period of one month from the date of receipt of 

copy of this judgrhent. The issue of back benefits of the, appellants shall 

follow the result of de-novo' inquiry. Parties are-left to bear their own

costs. File be consigned to the record-room.

A^jMOUNCED
23.06.2021

(SA’rAT=RKF&IN) 
MEMBER (JUDICIAL)

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

’ ture
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Appecil No. 745/20,1.9

... 19.,06,20.19' ;

.■6r-: 00,2021 ..

Service

Date or institotion. 

Date or Dpc'^'on .

M-a r cl an.■ SOO/MO, Diatnct r-o'icoK.-iahir l''1uharnivUH.l, r:A--A,::>l No

. (AppeOan-t)

VERSUS.

School Training Hangu. ancl,.ano,therCornman,clant Police

'■( Respondents)

(

Mr. FA'MXI. SMAl-l MOl-IMAND. •
i-pr aijpoliani

Ativoco to.

MU. USMAN GHANI 
District Attorney •r

f .'For respondents.
>

• MEMBEFl (JUDICIAL)
' MEMBER (EXECUTIVE)

!
■ ;s MR. SALAH-U.D-.D.IN

MR. ATIQ-UR-REHMAN WAZTR

J U P G E_M 1 ,NXi 0

j:SAl AH-UD-DIN. MEMBE.R:.-.... Through thou si^igip iuoqrnr 

we intend to. dispose of the liistant Service Appeal as well as Serv c 

Appeal bearing No..931/2019 titled '"Sohail Ahmad . Versus Provincial

as..well as Service Appeal bearing /] 

’No, 1000/2019 titled'..''Matiullah Versus' Inspector. General of Police 

•Khyb.er Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar and two others", os common questions 

;,:.ofAl'avv:'.a'n.i:i;..fact5'-are ilnvolped therein., .

2. -Precise facts, oh the. instant appeal.-a.s wpll-gA i'conriectecl ^.uivmo 

appeals bearing ..No) UTi.^.OOlh/.ar.id.lOOO/VO 19 are-that .during posting 

rii'-'puliant',;. name'lv Bashir Muhammad as 1 n.-chtargo arnmurntl'.'I'l
I *

Rot, Soiiaii'Ahmad as, Naib ■ n ■ S.mG Ro.i; ahi.'l Matlulla'h'as Reader to C': 

Te'oriC'Y, in Pcjlicr.: Troi-ning ■C.'.v.dlege, Hai igu; 7(:j2y5' live rounds oi SMl!:

i.

c-!

9
Police Officer and two othe.rs-

■)I
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not properly 

taken

y, j
while entry, of •IlOS'^-1 round ■ w a s

were found missing, 

made in the relevand
record/therefore; disciplirrary action was 

H'.C MuliatTiniad '/Vkrarn Nothe appellants and -oneagainst

Vide order dated
while H.C Muhamnrad.Akram was

i:; dismissed from15.,03.2019','■ the appellants wer

exoiierptel.d from ttie cnarcjes.
service

The departmental 
therefore, they have now approached

u n-responded, 

this Tribunal through filing of me

\bervtappeals ' of; the appellants

instant Service; Appeals.

■I'ne agjpellancMohrnana, Advocate,, repimsentmcjMr. Fazal Shah 
Muhammad, '-has 'contended, that

3.
Commandant Police fraining

Bashir
General ofran-k of. Deputy 'Inspectorofficer of CheCollege Hangu was an

andstatement of allegations

the whole
Issued charge, sheet as well as

.dismissal- of the appellant,:, rendering

e of law beGa.u5e as per Schedule-I

Police, who 

also passed order-of

proceedings as nullity., in. the,eyem q Liiry
General olVRoTce being Appellate 

law' to proceed
Rules 197.5; Deputy; Inspector/ • of Police

Authorlcy con'ipeCGnl undm; N'lewas not tbe' ' ' Autnority
himself against the appe"ant: He furthei argued that whole of the inquiry 

without providing theconducted'' ii’i slipshod .rnunnei
examinatiQn of the-witnesses examined

proceedings were 

appellant an opportunity of cross
neither 3\)y show-cause noticeHe also -argued.■ thatcluriricj Che Inquiry

opportunity ofipersonal hearing was

ad rnittedly
ssued to the app.ellant nor anywas 1

mended chat the appellant washie next' coiafforueci CO num
deputation basisTraining College l-langu- gn..Policetransferred to

° 1975, ComiTiandantof 'P.ule-9 (Hi) of Police Rulestherefore, in view
competent' to impose punishmentPolice Training College Hangu was not

contended that.timi' appellant is quite 

tl'ierefore, me impugned
the appellant. In the last he

been condemned, unheard
upon

'innocent and tias
be re-instated into service 

1996 SCMR S56, 

PLD 200S

order may be set-aside anti the appellant rnay

all-haack benefits. He relied ■.upon

PLD' 2.016 Peshaw'or 278
by extending him 

■pLO 2018 Supreme; iCou'rt, 1 I'd

Court 663 and 2021 SCMR 673Supreme

f-epresenting appellantShahid Q.ayum Khattak, .Advoca.te 
Sohail Ahmad, while placing-reliance on the-arguments of learned counsel

for the appellant

Mr.4.

BashiV Muhammad,- has further ;a

I'hil'e the appellant waslposted as Naib ha 5MG

Cf-ierefore, Che appellarit -was

c

is kept in ammunition Kot,'

foi' Stocking . only df.SMG RiflesKot, meant

- *r,
v'h

><
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of live rounds of 

IS liable
with the alleged mis-appropnatlon

order of dismissal of the appellant
naving no concern 

SMG therefore, the impugned

to be set-aside,
rheAdvocate,' ■ lepresentincj

not issued any 

issued to the

Muhammad Khattak

appellant Matiullah, has:argued that ^the appellant'waa

Statement 'of allegations

Ml'. Noor5.

was
sheet and onlycharge 

appellant, however it h..
ofhas been n^entioned-m para-d of sumn'iery

I'urther argued that thecharge sheet. He 

Rule-6 ‘Of Police: Rules
allegations that the same was a 

£iid down, in
1:975,..mas not been

procedure

compiisd

personal hearing vvas 
impugned order of dismissalj.of the appellant 

P.eliance was. placed on __

as
examination of witnesses 

tl'ierefore, the
ith and even-no ppportunity of croy,s-

affo,rded to ;the, appellant
w

I
or hence liableOld :ab-'initioiS V

2003..PLC; (C.S) 365, l95:8 PLC

PU 2017
CO be set-aside. 

(C.5)' 179 

Tr.C.(Services) 198 

(C.S) 379. ,

PbC : (CVS) 336

SCMr| 681 and IOSS^^PLC
•1989SCMR ■ 1618 

' 2008 SCMR 1369,' 2003
2011

1

hasfor- the 'respondentslearned , District AttorneyConversely6, ation offound involved n;' irns-appropri.wereguecl that the appellantsar clisciplmarY action was taken 

dismissed from service. He
of ammunition,..-thereforG,huge quantity 

against the appeiicii*''^^- and they ..were rightly

conducted in legal manner by 

next contended

awas ■also argued that the inquiry
pmv.d^ng opportunPy'of hear,Pig. to the-appellants

agaihst the.appellants, the inquiiy
after conducting of proper inQuiiy

conclusion,: that-, the. Charges agamst the

competent Authority has rightly

that

committee came 

■ appellants were 1 

dismissed them from .service.

■ to Rhe 

proved, therefore, the

lea.rrled counsel lor the 

■' for'the respondents and
the arguments of 

learned District Attorney
have heard 

as well as 

perused the record

We7.

appellants

have

•tt'ie show-cause notice, 

ssLied to the
record wouid ''show, thatA perusal of 

Sheet as well as

S,
were'Staten'ient. of alU-gati-uns

Police Training College . Hang

order of dismissal .of the appellants

Charge

appellants by Co.rnmahdant
arid uponLJ

was
receipt of the inquiry .report, the

Commandant Police Training ,College Hangu
Generaj-'of' Police, In light of

who was an
also passed by 

officer of the ra nk ' of' DepLity..• InSpec101

■Vh'hr''-:'iiv

.p\ \ rn’
. ! /

h s I...,.

•W
I I(
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officer of the rank of: t^PO/5SP/bP;. being 
tile appiilapts, could have

Schedule-! of Police Rules 197S'

Authority competent to award punishment to
a g a i i"i st tfi e. a p [:■ 11 ari ts, Lrj m m a n d a n t

legally taken disciplinary- action 

Police
Tramlng College ^Hangu . was,an-or .Ue rank of Depury

General of Pol.ceOthe'refore,: keeping in view bchedule-1 of 

Rules 1975

Inspector 

Police
withouthihi vvas-''' illegalther faction: taken . by

the apptill'ants were no':: at all

o X a rnihed

The impugned

and void ab-i-nltio, .Moreover,
of cross-examination ul ttiu'

lurisdiction 

provided any opportunity
witnesses

icausecl them' prejudice
thus not sustalnablehn-the..eYe of

which hasduring the inquiry,
of dismissal of the- appellant isorder

law and is liable to be set-aside, \

u hand as well as 

Sotidil Alirnad versus
the ajspeal 'of the.above discussionIn view9.'

'931/2019 titled
others" as well as Service Appeal bearing

Appeal bearing No 

Provincial Police Officer and two 

NO. 1000/2019 titled 

Kliyber Pakhtunkhwa 

aside the Irnpucjned ordei.of 

are re-instated into service 

clepartnnent

Service

r' General of Police"Matiullah" versus the Inspecto

Peshawar and two othersR .n'e^cdlowed by -.cctmg 

dismissal -of the ■appeliancs. The appellants

reimandeci back to theand 'the matter is 

inquiry ■...■against the appellants strictly m
for cle-novo

relevant law/ruled.- The de-novo inquiry proceeding shall 

date of receipt of
accordance with 

be completed within a 

copy of this judgment'. The issue of back

period of.o'ne rhonth .from the
benefits of-the appellan'is shall

left ■■ to bear their own
follow Che result of de-novo■ inquiry, Parries are.

File be consigned to the record roomcosts.

announced
23.06.2021

/

(SAUA'H^D'D-tDIlN) 
MEMBER (JUDICIAL)

_ /\l f
( atiq-ur-rehman WAZIR) 

MEMBER (EXECUTIVE)
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CHARGE SHEn:

Whereas, 1 am satisfied that a de novo enquiry sscontemplaterl by

the Servrce TribunaJ Kfiyber Pakhtunkhwa, Service Appeaf No. 931/2019 dead d 

23.06.2021 titled Sohail Ahmad vs Commandant, PTC, Hangu,
communicated to this 

^ No, 1984/Cf>0//Aa, datedoffice vide AIG; Inquires, CPO, Peshawar office Merno: 

26.07,2021 received to this office on 30.07.2021, is necessary and expedient.

AND WHEfttAS, I am of the .iew that ff-tt allegatfons if estabfohed 

would..expiate the major penalty a^rded to

Khyber Pakhturikhwa Police Rules-1975 (amended-iOHj

AND THEREFORE, as required by Police Sules 6fjJ oFtfte
ryles. I Dr. Fasihuddin. PSP. C0MM4NDAWT; Police Trainlng tollege; Hangv hereby
Wrgd you PC Sohaft Ahmad, No. 44, Ex. Drill Instructor, for your misconduci on the
b«is of summary of allegations attached

to this Charge Shoct.

I, hereby direct you further under rules 6(iKb) of the said
rules to put in v-^rjttcn defence withjn OZ-days of receipt of this Charge Sheer as to why

not be token against you and also state at the same (tme
the proposed action should

whether you desire to be he
ard in person or otherwise.

AND,
period. Without sufficient 

offer and that

m case, your reply is not received within the prescrit^ed 

cause, tt would be presumed that you have no defence 

parte proceeding will be initiated against you.
to

ex-

(eASJHUDDrN) P5P 
Comrnandant 

nollce Tr^imin^ Cciilopscr,



’ /V"
Whorea* I, Or. f»*Jhu<idl#n, PSI**

H#ftgu, •% ot file o^^nion M»at FC Soh^‘1 AhmatJ, (Siq^
Police rraining ColltR*» 1 

Ej». DrMJ Instructor, hai, 

Section-3 of Jthybtr 
commuted the fotlowing

renafenerf liable to be proceeded depertmentatfv spociried In
l*alihru»«fcAMra f^lce OlscJpNnary fluJeA-197S. a% he has
Act/omi5sion;

SUMMARY OF AUXGATIQfif^

I On 09,01.?a39 ASt/ll Abid UHab of Bannu

ammunition Kot In-place of ASI Sashir Muhammad of Marda
Region ^35 posted 

Region, On
mcharge 

14 01.2019 while

as

taking the charge, he observed that a number of S7369 rounds 

The matter was brought into the notice of high-ups and
of SMg '^ere short/missl 

•O onearth ihe facts, 

^omtaz^

Inch^fgg

"go* HC Muhammad 

embezz/ep

ng-f^erefore

(Legal) ,

Bashir Muha 

(^fstrfet Ha

prefimlnarv enpo/fy conducted by Mr Abdul Sattar, osp 

DSP/Cll, PTC Hangu. During enquiry accused officer ASI 

ammunith^ ICot and NIs co-accused offidafs I.e IHC Mati Ulfah 

Akram. No. 1193/133, District D.l Khan and PC Sohaif Ahmad 

numbering 7fa285 before the enquiry committee which

a
“"d Mr. Shah

^^ad, fx.

produced the
rounds 

rounds Hot
were deposited

m the SMG

initial

with (heir

PTC, Hangu After preliminary enquiry the enquiry officers 

report and held responsible accused o^hcers/officials
suhmitferf

enquiry
above

wn^r^anding and their common criminal intention for ernfae |j 

SMG rounds numbering 7S28S probably with the help of other 

commdfee revealed that SMG rounds numbering

mutual
e a huge c(U8nritv of Govti 

accomplices white the enquiry
11084 were not properly entered in the

officers/offitials named 

served upon them. Accused officer and 

replies, but found unsatisfactory, hence p

relevant record. In to the preliminary enquiry, the accusedresponse

above were suspended and show cause notices were

co-accused officials submitted their written 

departmental enquiry was initiated under the 

inspector Baroz Khan

roper
supervision of DSP/CLI Shah Mumtar, assisted by 

-nd Injector Said Noor Shah as enquiry offieers/committee. The enquiry 

committee conduaed proper departmental enquiry. They recorded the statemertts

relevant witnesses and also of the accused offlcers/offleials. During enquiry, the enquiry 

committee recounted

of the

the SMG rounds produced by the accused officer/officials. They also 

eoflected arid perused the relevant record i.e stock/issue register and Daily Diary

Police Station PTC Hangu. During enquiry, the enquiry copimittee held responsible 

officer ASI Bashir Muhammad No.

of Model 

accused

840/MB the then incharge ammunition Kot and his 

sccompfices name/y (HC mu Ullah. No. 25S and FC Sohail Ahrttad, Np. 44 for emfaenling Govt:

Vfi*rVVV*| ir'A \
i -* ‘

' ■% K •



SMG rour»d\ wuh Tlmroforo. tot^iulunl conntvAocr. follow Poltcn Mtiltrt
(omciHfcd 20J4K ASi tU^hli Muhammori. N»>. «40/MH. (MQ Mnit Ullah 
Ahmad, No, 44

No, 355 aotl FC 5i*hoii iL
awaidcd major MuoishmurtI of "tf|»mlua| tcrvico** 

HC Muhammad Alt am. No i li)3/133 wa% enoncrnuid and

were
while nccuvjd 

'oiiiMated tn service from the clai.> 

OBalnst him vide PTC, Mnngu
of vuspenvion owir^i lo Mon*i'iva(lAbllj(v of any fanglblQ evldonco
order Cnd.sf; No. JJ9-34/PA. dated 35.03.2019,

The delinquent officer FC Sohatl Ahmad. No. 

departmental appeal against the said order of dismissal, but It

2.
E., Drill Instrucior. 

Subsequently, then he 

Vide Service 
23.06.2021 in the

filed
was filed.

approached the Khyber Pahhtunhhw.a Service Tribunal. Peshawar 

No. 931/2019, which was allowed by the Honourable Tribunal on appeal

terrnsmentioned in the aforesaid appeal.

For the purpose of de-novo inquiry against the appellant ,
5rr»cily In accordance with 

relevant law/rules with reference to the above allegations Mr a
$P/invcttlgatton fptstrict Complaint Officer). Hangu is apnointPd^T^^"*^ ^i*>WSSsL

as tnquiry Officer
AIG; Inquires, lAB Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar office. Memo* No 

26.07,2021.

3.

vide
1984/CPO/iab, dated

The enquiry ofncer/committee shall in accordancea.
With the provisfo

Rules-197S (amended'2014), provide reasonable opportunity of hearin
ns of the Police 

g and defense to the 

the receipt of 

guilt or Innocence of the

defaulter, record his findings within prcKfibed Pe^’iod after
thischarge sheet and pul up recommendations about (he 

officer.
accused

5. The enquiry officer/committee should complete the requisite 
submit his final findings report direct to the quarter 

intimation to this office.

enquiry in time and 
concerned before 11.08.2021 with

(FAStHUOOIN) PSP
Comma ndsnt

Policy TritifMns CoHceo. H.tneudated Hangu the£2/08/2021.

Copy to the:

M^jhigood, SP/lnvPTtlBation tPictrirt Complaint Offl»r» for

“f Police
endoslT “ ” (amended-2014). Enquiry file containing 408 papers

FC Sohail Ahmad. No. 44, Ex. Drill Instructor, PTC Hangu.

No.

- 1.

are

2.

tFASlHOODIN) PSP 
Commandant

PoUeo Tratnlne College, Hangu.

i

^31'ESTED



'Ih'
• ^ . » i

' ' /'J9j> \y^ ,_,T>

,

‘tWOU^c.C'i
nA L.

>

^ i>r' ^*-i^

^ Ylf
.oMSL-3,

- ci

Or v)i ir^l<^ fj^ :>ii}%& '/^ 0- rV'/

><■0^1^^ tlc^

5. 'vV" j

lY U-O0,. oVt,* 

i‘'*^^'i'^4'a);Ji '-=
i

Or, (X:) c^;) L^ Ohi:> Qu'Cj ci

(j

L? c/:^^ (j ^

0^‘^'L>\

jyi /

■• "^-z^ ^cCr/^' e-.

,«?'



-JT

W?'
>>C*

s,r>

PM r'^ a?»c>t”
:

■

_ - ^ ,tl»^
r-.^

> (/;d'^i
y j)

U/lf.ir:lfL£i/li£l-4^ '

..y^A;!; U'.;,,

>

pff^.\jr^n Ib^c
■ ^

b/r/U^ (

- j^j iJ^,t]-K/j !«> IJT li-yLy--^'.'

r^;i- Si^.1 p J (3 t/^j (3 l/’u?' 'J

/'
;-o )

t>
(J!r^''i( lC- U (io!? ^j;

i;)u2./y3*“-"

‘

I

^ L-' bl/l^i JZ3 (J^ ^bl^lLij/iJ^Lf‘J A

(;^u UyT .J

Ji/iX X Oy(J>\^ U J^’y^yr L L Y &•'
_ i::_ jjySJ t ^ Ifi) V-1/ XX

►

1
^i»

J. • •*

/

' (
i

••- (rX'el I

-j

XI£. ------\
oXl

J
!! ’ •>’' lV. w-> f J

1

! V;
r


