
2”‘' Peb, 2023 Clerk of learned counsel for the appellant present. Mr.

Muhammad Jan, District Attorney for the respondents present.

Lawyers are on strike, therefore, the case is adjourned. Office is

directed to notify the next date on the notice board as well as on the

website of the Tribunal. To come up for arguments on 08.05.2023
^ 0

before D.B.

(Kalim Arshad Khan) 
Chairman

(Muhammad Akbar Khan) 
Member (E)
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Learned counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Naseer Ud Din 

Shah, Assistant Advocate General for respondents present.
30.06.2022 \

r
Learned counsel for the appellant^requested for adjournment

•
in order to prepare the brief. Adjourned. To'come, up for arguments 

'on 06.10.2022 before the D.B.

'a
A

W’ -

i

(Salah Ud Din) 
Member (J)

(Rozina Rehman) 
Member (J) \

L V

•lunior lo counsel Ibr the appellant present. Mr. 

Muhammad Adeel liutl, Additional Advocate general 

respondents present.

06.10.2022

.lunior lo counsel for the appellant made a request for 

adjournment on the ground that senior counsel is not 

available today. Adjourned. To come up for arguments on 

07.12.2022 jore D.B.

■ <(Mian^Muhamfhad) _ j (Kalim Arshad Rhan) ^
Ju/^'Wt^SisdribV the appellahtt-'p^i'dBe.niVlr. Muham?na'Jl/ i tcb /v

07'" Dec. 2022
• •

"iA^deel'-lSuit, Acicll. j-^dvocate G^eneraKtbr the |,respondents 

present.
V*

Former seeks adjournment on the ground that learned senior

Oo • 3^ fj 6

counsel for the appellant is engaged in Honourable Peshawar

To come up for
,r4

High Court. Last opportunity is granted, 

arguments on 02.02.2023 before the D.B.

(Kalini Arshad Khan) 
Chairman

(Farech'k..,F^I) 
Member (E)
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j' Learned AddI, A.G be reminded about the omission

I

'^-and for submission of reply/comments within extended 

'time of 10 days.

12.07.2021
I)

...

.J "......j

I -o
01 \\ •
B

f
4-j-i o
c
>■

Q.
01

T3
0)
c/i

ITi
Cl

Syed Noman Ali Bukhari, Advocate for the appellant present. 

Mr. Muhammad Rasheed, Deputy District Attorney for respondents 

present.

13.12.2021
v_
OJ
a.
-a
0)
4-.
rcj
3
CL Respondents have already submitted written 

reply/comments through office which are placed on file. To come 

up forgrgljcr^tnfs'before^tPi'efD’i'^^lO.03.2022.

“tSalah-ud-Din) 
Member (J)

(Atiq Ur Rehman Wazir) 
Member (E)
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' Counsel for the appellant present. Preliminarv arguments28.05.2021

heard, v

Points raised need consideration. The appeal is admitted to
t

}

regular hearing. The appellant is directed to deposit security and

process fee within 10 days. Thereafter, notices be issued to the
1

> respondents for submission of written reply/comments in office within

10 days of the receipt of notices positively. If the written reply/

epOSitSt? ■ comments are not submitted within the stipulated time, the office is 

?ffficessFe@
APPSH:

directed to submit the file with a report of non-compliance. File to come 

up for arguments on 27.09.2021. -•
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4 Form- A
i FORM OF ORDER SHEET '• , I

\

Court of

/2021Case No.-

Order or other proceedings with signature of judgeDate of order 
proceedings

S.No.

321 I

The appeal of Mr, Javed Khan presented today by Syed Noman AN 

Bukhari Advocate may be entered in the Institution Register and put up to 

the Worthy Chairman for proper order please.

i
30/03/20211-

43i
RHGISTRAR • /

t

This case is entrusted to S. Bench for preliminary hearing to be put2-
up there on

V

!) I
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-i BEFORE THE KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

APPEAL NO /2021

Javed Khan V/S Police Department.

INDEX

S.NO. AiinexdreDocuments Page Nb;
Memo of appeal1. 01-05

2. Copy of FIR Ob—A—
3. Copy of bail order 07-09

Copy of charge sheet and statement 
of allegation

—C—4. 10-11 •
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6. Copy of inquiry report —E— 13
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10. VakalatNama 24

APPELLANT
Javed Khan

THROUGH:

¥
(SYED NOMAN ALI BUKHARI) 

ADVOCATE HIGH COURT
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m BEFORE THE KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

APPiEAL NO. /2021

Mr. Javed Khan, Ex-IHC/No.2008 
CCP Peshawar.

(Appellant)

VE RSUS

1. The Capital City Police Offic
2. The Senior Superintendent o

er Peshawar
'Police (operations) Peshawar.

(Respondents)

APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF THE KPK SERVICE 

TRIBUNALS ACT, 1974 AGAINST THE IMPUGNED ORDER 

DATED 31.12.2020 WliEREIN THE APPELLANT WAS 

AWARDED MAJOR PENALTY OF DISMISSAL FROM 

SERVICE AND AGAINST THE REJECTION ORDER DATED 

02.03.2021 WHEREBY THE DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL OF 

THE APPELLANT HAS BEEN REJECTED FOR NO GOOD 

GROUNDS.

PRAYER: A-

THAT ON THE ACCEPTANCE OF THIS APPEAL, THE 

ORDER DATED 31.12.2020 AND 02.03.2021 MAY PLEASE BE 

SET ASIDE AND THE APPELANT MAY BE REINSTATED 

INTO SERVICE WITH ALL BACK AND CONSEQUENTIAL 

BENEFITS. ANY OTHET REMEDY WHICH THIS AUGUST 

TRIBUNAL DEEMS Fiji AND APPOPRIATE THAT MAY 

ALSO BE AWARADED IN FAVOUR OF APPELLANT.

(

i

i



^ RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH: 

FACTS:

1, That the appellant was appc inted as Constable in the year 1996 in 

Police Department and work with entire satisfaction of his superior.

2. That the appellant while posted at chief Minister Secretariat, the wife 

of the appellant committed suicide on the basis of which appellant 
falsely charged for the murder of his wife by the wife’s brother. 

And F.LR No. 495 dated 25.07.2019 was registered against the 

appellant and his nephew but appellant was not directly charged. 
(Copy of FIR is attached as Annexure-A).

was

3. That thereafter, appellant was arrested and then bail biit vide order 

dated 30.09.2019 by the competent court of law on merit i.e no siiigld 

evidence existed against the appellant. Then charge sheet was issued 

to the appellant and the appellant properly replied to the charge sheet 
and denied the entire allegation. Copy of bail order, charge sheet, 
statement of allegation and reply is attached as annexure-B, C &
d.

4. That the inquiry was condi 
report requested that the inc 

case

acted and inquiry officer in his finding 

uiry kept pending till the finalization of 

and the competent authority agreed with the same and inquiry 

kept pending till the decision of the criminal case vide order dated
08.11.2019 . Copy of the inquiry report and order is attached as 

annexure- E & F.

5. That the case of the appellait is under trail in the competent court of 
law, and again inquiry was conducted against the appellant without 
showing any reason and wit rout associated appellant with the inquiry 
p[proceeding neither any statement of witness has been recorded 
opportunity of defense has been provided to the appellant and also 
without show cause the impugned order dated 31.12.2020 was passed 
against the appellant and before the finalization of the criminal 
which is also the violation of CSR 194. (Copy of inquiry report and 
Impugned Order is attached as Annexure-G).

nor

case

6. That thereafter, the appjellant filed departmental appeal for 

reinstatement in service which was rejected vide order dated 

02.03.2021 for no good grounds. Hence the present appeal 
following grounds. Copy departmental appeal and rejection order 
is attached as Annexure-Hl & I.

on



.) GROXm)S:

A) That the impugned order dated 31.12.2020 & 02.03.2021 are against 
the law, facts,jnorms of justice and material on record and principle 
of fair play. I

B) That nothing has been proved against the appellant in departmental 
proceeding and the criminal trial is also pending against the 
appellant. That all the actions taken against the appellant is before 
the finalization of the criminal case which is the violation of CSR 
194 and without any proof, hence the appellant is eligible for the 
reinstatement.

C) That all the actions taken against the appellant is before the 
finalization of the criminal case which is also the violation of CSR 
194. The department is duty bound to kept departmental proceeding 
pending till th'e finalization of case.

D) That under CSR-194/194-A the appellant was suspended till the 
order of the Competent court but the appellant was dismissed from 
the service wliich is against the law and rules

E) That the impugned order and attitude of respondent department is in 
sheer violation of Article 4, 25 and 38 of the constitution.

F) That due to impugned order and Harsh View of the respondents 
department, the appellant and his family has suffered a lot.

That no chance of personal hearing was provided to the appellant at 
the time of passing impugned order, which against the law and rules.

G)

H) That before | passing impugned order no codal formalities was 
fulfilled and no proper procedure was adopted which is the violation 
of the law apd rules hence the impugned order is not sustainable, 
liable to be set aside.

I) That^ the inquiry report along with the show cause was also not 
provided to the appellant, which is clear violation of Superior Court 
judgment. That principal is also held in the appeal of the Waleed 
Mehmood vs Police Deptt and Zeeshan vs police.

J) That there isjno chance of self-defense was provide to the appellant 
and according to Supreme Court judgment mere on the basis of



# allegation no one should be punished. And according to superior 
court judgment accused shall be consider innocent till proved guilty.

K) That the statement of the witnesses is clear about the fact that the 
appellant was at the time of occurrence not at home. So the appellant 
was wrongly charge for murder case after the considerable delay. So 
the impugned i order is liable to be set-aside. Copy of statement is
attached as annexure-J.

L) That once the competent authority kept pending the inquiry till the 
decision of the criminal case then without any reason and without 
given any no,tice to the appellant and before finalization of ,the 

criminal case die appellant was dismissed from the service is agalrist 
the law and justice.

M) That the statement of the brother of the wife of appellant was neither
the appellant given chance to 

cross examine the same, which also loses the significance and 
fairness of the inquiry.

That it is the,maxim of the law (audi alteram peltrum) that 
should be unheard, and the impugned order is also passed in 
violation of article of 10-A OF the constitution of Pakistan which 
told us about’the fair trial which 
appellant but denied to the appellant.

recorded by the inquiry officer nor

N) no one

the fundamental right of thewas

O) That according to Federal Shariyat court Judgment the show 
notice is must before taking any adverse action, non-issuance of 
show cause notice is against the injunction of Islam. Hence the 
impugned order is liable to be set-aside.

cause

P) That the show is the demand of natural justice and also 
necessary for fair trial and also necessary in light of injunction of 
Quran and Surmah but show cause was not given to the appellant. 
So, fair trail denied to the appellant which is also violation of Article 
10-A of the constitution.

cause

Q) That no proper procedure has been followed before passing the 
impugned order and even, there is no show cause notice along with 
the inquiry report was served upon the appellant, thus the 
proceedings so conducted are defective in the eye of law.

R) That the appellant was condemned unheard and has not been treated 
according to law and rules.
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S) That the appellant has not been treated accordance with law, fair 

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

!

t

T) That the opportunity of personal hearing and personal defense 
not provided to the appellant.

U) That the appellant seeks permission to advance others grounds and 
proofs at the time of hearing.

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

was

i-
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APPELLANT 

Javed Khan
THROUGH:

[

(SYED NOMa4v ALI BUKHARI) 

ADVOCATE HIGH COURT
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Kaavi-favi-^tiM
>«£*

L''V (J?.
JN the COURT OF SYUD JvAMAL HUSSAIN SHAH 

ADDTTIO^T- SESSIONS JUDGE.MARDAN.AT KATLANG

rclif.'on No.?.13/BA oflfi.OOinTp

i
Tlte Stem.versus

i (10 201^
Present: Mr. Muhammad Sajjad APP for the State. 
Counsel for accuscd/pctitioncrs. Counsel for coJTiplainant.

Accuscd/peliiionersmamely Javccl Khan, son of Afzal 
Khan anti Navcccl Aii son of Ajnial Khan r/o Sansao 

Katlnng arc seeking their post an'cst bail in ease FIR Np. 495. 

dated; 25.07.2019 registered U/S 302/34 PPC with police 

Kotlang.

J
. \

1

i

I

- ..guments of learned counsel for the accuscd/pclitioncr. 
learned counsel for complainant and learned APP for the Stale 

nave alrcaay been heard in detail and ease Hie pc urcci.

As per learned counsel -for the accuscd/pciitioncr. their 

clients arc innocent and have falsely been implicated in the 

captioned ease. His contention is that the local police have 

involved tlic present petitionerdwithout sufficient material

t

V.______

\
», ■ on

tltc record. Arguments, of the learned counsel arc that althoucii.
ti-. - ''xi.st evidence under section 164 Cr.PC again.sl them but 

has not been scanned through the lest of 

examination, he maintained. He is further of the
cross

view that in
each and cvciy ease, where there is neither an ocular account 

nor some circumstantial evidence, then the ease in question 

becomes one of further inquiry. He furtlicr arguci dial there is 

net a single rcc'^vciT or discc .••cry on their par; and at their

*■

pointation/instancc. He further explained that 
' ~^nrcssiona! statement on the part of orcsent petitioners. 

■|hr>-crorc, he prayed for n^lcnsc of the accusccl/pctiuoncr^on 

■' offtei- trial In support of his ccmcmion.
he relied upon the following case law; 2l>f)7 

JUahorc), 2011 YLR <636 iPesliawnrl, 2014 PCrL,i 7 

jQl'Ctlah 2011 YLU 1636 IPcslmn-nrl, ant;

IU'crc \z no '
; Ccn-iicr r; w.

YLR 153

7!!

2252
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•/; < 6'-' U^csird^vnri. 2011 SCMR 1644, 20Q8 YLR 1113 fLnlinrcl.
* I

2014 SCMR 27, 2014 MLD 1223 [Lnhorcl, 2011 SCMR 355.c
'Vcg c- i I - t. -

2011 SCMR 161.
On- the other hand, learned APP. for stale and learned.

I . .

cotmscl for complainant opposed their view. They argued in - 
detail and explained that FIR has been rcgislcrcd against 

accuscd/pclitioncrs. They opposed the grant of bail to the' 
accuscd/pctilioners on the grounds tliat they have eommiticd 

■■■’’•der of Mst. Nihayat and the offence vvith which, they 

ai'o chai'gcd carries capital punishment and do fall within the 

ambit of prohibitory clause of section 497 Cr.PC. In support of 

his contention, he relied upon the ease law; 2013 YLR 1782 

[Lahore) •

1
I

'I
•1
•>

I

• •4 As .per available record accused/pclitioncrs arc charged, 
under section 302/34 PPC. Keeping in view statement of the 

complainant recorded under section ) 64 CrPC7?^'rust of the 

learned counsel for occuscd/pctitioncri is that there is a 

-•derablc delay in connection with charging Uic present 

jjvwf.tncr for the alleged occurrence. Mis another contention is 

tiiat neither any discovery nor any rccovciy has been cfrcclcd' 

and materialized at the instantinf the present pctilioncri^His 

iuuhcr argument^ is that the present pciitioncrs have not made 

any admission or confession before the competent judicial • 

magistrate. On the converse arguments of leaned state counsel^ 

as well learned counsel for the complainant arc that the FIR has 

been rcgislcrcd by tlic complainant after recording his statement 

section 164 CrPC^ Keeping in view the ground rcaiily 

Crr.s-'^ factum of alleged murder of real sister of the
i

coikplainanl. Their further arguments is that as per initial report 

the deceased committed suicide but the medical report docs not 

support that version simply because of the reason that the dead 

bodv was noi (anv che(^rin!i marks. 1 heir another araumenU is 

that in ease of the kind ^ nature circumstantial as well medical 

evidence bccoinc.s of significant importance and in the prc.scni 

ease both the circumstantial as well medical evidence suppnr'r-

* \
I
t

^ y."*
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r
Co;> ^
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e^T version of the complainant viz murder of the deceased by the

present accuscd/pctitioncEjf.
complaincutt^is^Sic real ,brotltcr of deceased has

v-iirti^eu uecused/petilioner Javed lOian for consultation and

abctmcrit. The complainant has charged his co-accuscd Naveed

Khan for an active role i.c. murder of the deceased Mr.t.

Niyayat. Perusal of FIR reveals iliat the local policc/prosccuiion

has not inserted scctioit 109 PPC, so for keeping in view nature

of allegations leveled by the complainant. Moi-covcr. not a
To

single statement on file cxist^thc effect that accuscd/pctit 

Javed KJran has actually* participated in the commsion of 

-ilinrrrri murdci' of Utc dtccascd. Therefore, in all probability his 

becomes as one of abetment as defined under section 

109 PPC in connection whereof the actual facts would be 

determined after recording pro and contra cvidcncc^dtte

i-T
:il

i j .

n
N i

V:
K1<

i
«' '
fei.loner
fr-’

»•
w"

Ithe f-

.. ..iSi. '^f trial. However, the allegations against petitioner

direct nature and his aclualI umcly Knveed Khan arc oT 

involvement in connection wiih murder of the deceased. 1 h''

medical report also reveals that the dead body was not having 

any chspfing marks and that fact rules out or minimizcdchanccs 

of suicidal death.

With the above obscivations and findings, the ease to the

extent of accuscd/pctiUoncr Javed KJtan is one of further
Coiih^quiry. Therefore, his petition for enlargement (^'?R bail is

to furnishing bail, bonds in tl 
•fiv'O feae.l' ■— 'ttv. JijJe,

and the petition for enlargement 

accused/pclitioncr Naveed Khan is dismissed in the light ol 

above findings.
4

Requisitioned record be rc'urncd to the quai- ’i concc’ red 

and file of this court he consigned to record room 

comoiction and compilation.

I

>rr •
y.
■•I

ICertified to be True

the sum of
^ 4*'

a lowed subject
110^ Iof■rv..20G,COO/- /;t-

t
I

I•ViiaVr
Kii\ ‘ul

•I

HIAnnounced

on v.llfrh

^nzi55;^-2oi9
' <’■' J; \ —

K " —

t':-
(Syed Kama! Hussain ShahJ 
AU&.SJ. Maitdan ul VCatlang. v

■ ■ • "f )„
' t

■ ' I''." V ,•K

.•

'.Q

I



I
.if:- j

- r~-p ATt aiL SliEEX

Rules)laied by Pobce
ed No, 2008 CCP

Forma! Enquiry as contemp
& expedi^t-ia tbe-sbhle.r_ease agamst IHC Jav

tisfied that aWhereas I arn sa 

1975 is necessary 

Peshawar. established would call for
'that the allegations-if

RuledoftheaforesaidRules, -
And whereairT-«r..of the view

defined, in.

quired by B-q'®

S„p=rirt»dertofPoUcc, OpeWions,

the basis of following

major/minov penalty, as

Mow iherefove, as re

' e-said Rules, I Senior 
■ -HlC javed No- 200S
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authority,as competent 

war has rendered him liable to 
within the meaning of

PeshawarS»io,s.p™.»d».ofPctaOper«i.n. ^ 
a'ot*Popta»»*«™C''ovrf_N..2008 CC
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' be proceeded agairtst, as he comm
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1 rChiefMinister's^ecretariat

Chief Security Office 
vide his

AS intimated by Mo.I memooflice..
pakhtunkhwa 20.09.'2019, IHC 

pakhtunWiwa
Khyber
PA/CSO/CMS/Khyber
3aved No. 2008 while posted at 

case --

PaWttunlchwa/9223. dated
CM Security Khyber

',LFmN..»«->«pd25.0->.2019P/,

murder of his wife. He has

t

is involved in criminal
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isconduct.
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official in the saidconduct of afore; sndp^ice 

above allegations
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of the Police Rules 
accused Official and make

ainst the accused official. .
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To vSSP Opcrarions, Peshawar.'.

SF Rui-al, PesliaWar r

- SPR;5ated:25/’|0,
IJKPAjn MKNTAL KNQUntV AGAINST 

Please refer lo yom- ofnee diary No. daled:

M'-% X 's

. I'rom :

29?(^ 1W:
No.

/2019 gS
- - Suhjccl: .

Moniorandii m: iPPJ

IIIC JAVKD NO, 2008

• on the

r

subjeci cited above.

Statement ol iilk^ationsr m: ■ Xi¥
■ m

1
\

According lo stalcmenl of allcgation.s/chargc .sheet, 
e posted at CM Security KPK is involved i 

d.,.d:25.07.2D,9 U/S 302/34 PPC, OS Ka.Iang „„d,„ f„ a„ 

ease and confined in District .laii. Mardan.

H iC .laved No. 2008 
case vide I'lK No. 

murder ol' his wife. He

Later on released on bail.

W'hil :■

Iin criminal 495. i

\vas• arrested in the

l*rneecclin«r<-1:!

The tillcged oriicial

ol aliegniions was served upon him. lie ■ 
the relevant doeiimenis were also perused.

sStntement ol' llir .i4iV4',i.

was summoned and charge sheet along-with summarv 
was heard iri person, his sintemcnt7

i wris recorded and ail ■fi:

fee
*5.:

The alleged oflkial stated in his statement that 
I- 4l<.48-w.,h hi., ,wo f„c„ds Nai.™i Wali a„d 1,^, Mah,„.,„c,

™.„„c .„a,
™. Oaa„- „ae„e3 ,h=„ a„0 3i„, .„o0,c,. „aa p.uO o,.

/ .3fo.-™,,„.a. „c a„ddc„,y .-pahed his ho.pe b/a shoe raaahipa Ha Haasd „„,sa ai

. ta™Wa foaad daa, bis wife has ho, dead Haa.san ' "
enquiry U/S 156(.5) Cr.P.C

(Ids son) aiul duiighi

her.sotl. whereas, his brother in law

and the above mentioned

IVdin the Court.

perusal.

on ll-ic'daic/timc ol'oceuiTcnec.

e hi.s
■;

i (•
■ -r

1Ji conncciioii, an 
spoi 'Ma/hai' .laved'

their suucmcnts the deceased had (Ired 
■iamdad A!i charged him in the .statement U/S I61/i(j4 C 

I'ogisLcred against him Subscqucmly, he 
In this regard, photocopies of the statements of witnesses

5 was initiated. During enquiry, witnesses of ilies'.i
er m law Mrs. Nazira suited in«

01)
■5'

h-.lhC 
was released o:-, buii 

arc also attache'd for

ca.se vvQs
■S;

't

'M
i 'S

IkcunimeiKlatinnr

; As tills is a criminal case and relates to the (.’ouri, 
that the subjcei enquiry may be kept pending till decision

hence rec:,-;ts' '1
ofCouvl.!

9 j
f.!

31Pifci 'f
!

M
j

■

jj

i
.3

■
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i£. r
OF THE \

SENIOR SUPERINTENDENT OF POLP 
(OPERATIONS) 

PESHAWAR
E-mail: ssp6DeratiQns2448@,gniaiLcom. 

Phone. 091-9210508 
FaS, 091-9213054

H,■ t*.
l*v;

V..

ORDER

■ IHC laved No. 2008 while posted at CM Secretariat Khyber-Palditunkhwa was proceeded 

•against departmentally vide this office No. 208/E/PA dated 02.10.2019

495 dated 25.07.2019 u/s 302/34 PPG PS Katlang.

SP Rural, CCP, Peshawar was appointed as Enquiry Officer who carried out a detailed 

enquiry and submitted his findings wherein he recommended that the enquiry may'be kept pending 

till final decision of the court in the criminal cade.

on account of his
involvement in criminal case FIR No.

■ In -fight of the findings of EO, the enquiry against IHQ laved- No, 2008 is being kept
Y pending till decision of the criminal cade in the court concerned.

I

SENIQ NTENDENT OF POLICE, 
(OPERATIONS), PESHAWAR

a JC/ // /2019• ; No. / /PA. dated Peshawar tire

C.Cforinf:andn/ato:

The Capital City Police Officer, Peshawar w/r to his office Dy No. 14485/OS/CCPO dated 
23.09.2019. :
The DSP Legal, CCP, Peshawar: to keep in touch with the Court concerned and inform tliis 
office about the final decision of the court so that the departmental proceedings could be 
finalized.
EC-I/EC-II/PO/AS. ■'
FMC (along with complete enquiry file containing if pages') is directed to keep constam 
contact with DSP Legal and upon receipt of copy of court’s judgment, the case file be put up 
immediately to finalize the proceedings.

11

1

1.

^ 2.
!

• 3.
^ 4.

.V-



MOST iMMEif lATf:

. . OFFICE OF THE 
: SUPERIISTENDENT OF POLICE 

(OPERATIONS) 

'PESHAWAR

Phone: 001-9210508

SR:

■

No. 3<2CL?r.^l./PA Dated Peshawar the S'S’-/ 12. /2020 '

■ To: • The vSuperintendent ofPolice, 
Rural, CCP Peshawar,

Subject: - Departmental Enquiry Atzainst IHC javed No. 2008 Involved in Case FIR No.
495 dated 25.07.2()19 ii/s 302/34 PPG PS Katlatn>.

; Memo;-

I ■ Reference to the, .subject cited above and to state that the, subject enquiry

; ; conducted by you in which findings received with the recommendation.s to keep it pending till the

: i decision of crimjnal case in the competent court.

. The competent authority has desired to dispose-of all the,pending departmental 
enquiries again.st police officials involved in criminal cases.

was i

2.-

3, In light ofthe directions passed by ihe'competent authority, complete enquiry-file is 
; returned herewith with the direction to conclu-

decisive findings for its further dispo.sal.
roceedings within 24-houi-s and submitt

J

/

SP HQs
For SENIOR SUPERINTENDENT OF POLICE 

■T^OPERATIONSj.PESHAWAR •
Cope- to:-

1. The Capital City Police Officer Peshawar for favor of information please.

2. FMC with the direction to send complete enquiry file to the-Enquiry Officer by today the 

• 28“'December, 2020 positively,•i
1

;
I-'-

i



ruir:

msssxm■m

^ 1* sSP Operslions, Peshawar 
SP Rural. Peshawar . _

M . '^O *3/1 SPR. Oaied;3d.--/ I-^ .'ZOZO v •

- ■ ■’ n.P..T«ENTArEtolRrySAISJ»£j^^^

N

g^7Vr-^57"S;i
:-2008

3007-09)PA. dated:25.l2.2i)20 onMemorandum:-
Please refer-to.your office diary No.

ij!^5»5S!
the subject cited above. 
Allegations;* According to statement of allegationsfcharge sheet. ,HC>ved No. 2C.

involved in criminal, case vide . FIR No. -1.5. . 
Mardan for the murder of his wife. He 

released on bail.

r5a

CM Security KPK iswhile posted at
dated-25.07.2019 U/S 302/34 PPC, PS Katiang

,«H in me case and confined in District Jail. Mardan, Later on
An enquiry was conducted by the then SP Rural and it was recom

iry may be kept pertding till decision of the Court.

was

MStrSv -^SESSHS
mendedarres

that the subject departmental enqui 
Procecdlrigs;-

Vide ,.U, omoe did., No- »V.09,PA.
. in this connection, the alleged officialIt was

stated in his statement that on
summoned to this office a the date/time 

present outsida -IHC Javed .Ni?. 2008
Naimat Wall and Iqbal Mahmood were

occurrence, he along-wilh one
after performing prayers, and were planning to

that his mother has pistol in he

eat dinner together. Meanwhile his son 
r hand. On the tip of thismosque

Uzair reached there and informed him
suddenly rushed his home

nd that his wife has shot dead herself. H,s daughter
Javed were witness of the occurrence. Motive behind

, After a lapse of

noise of firing in the way andbut he heard
information, he in law namely

on reaching his home, he fou 
Nazira, sons Saqib Javed and Mazhar 
occurrence was domestic issue 
approximately 15 days, his brother in
of his sister (Pis wife). He has therefore, requested that

n-.s enquiry proceedings may be Kept pending tin decision of the Court,

and She was also suffering from blood prossure
law namely Jamdad Ali falsely charged h.m for .he murdej 

is under trial in the Coun andhis case
I,

Findings'.- conducted in the case. Then on 
164 Cr.P.C before

Initially enquiry u/s 174 Cr.P.C was

Both aocosod aot BBA on 27.07.2019 which ooold no te 
12.09.2019. During trir.i, statements o.

H ri & on the basis of their statements IHC Javed was tiranted bail, 
.corded S on ^

ed to IHC Javed. Thera we.a

Magistrate S charged IHC Ja 
Ajmal Khan (or the murder of his sister.

handed over to Police onconfirmed S both were 
witnesses were 
However, the principle accused in the case 
Oeohn, ,0 High Couh. Woopon o. o.tohoo (Pioto. 70 Bed, he.ohg 
00 choidog mad.’00 >ho doad bod, .ha. aoppoha -.-0" «' “"P'”"-'-

1

1 Rccomniendations;- d/recommended for smis
IHC Javed Khan No.2008 is hereby propose

punishment.
o ^I

ubioionSP Rural

,tii

!
I

. £•



p.Ol
H? lAStItO01/04/21

.-Biv sup^^untendf.St m- police

-(OPERATIONS) 
PRSHANVAR

VI,one. 091-9210508

«•

I L'

Ml i

■,.*riUUItJi ASl J»vea No. 2O0H who while 
CCI' I’cshewar vide Chief Sccuniy

will dep.amcm.1 pn^ecdinji e6.in«
11,14 office I'tder

. was repiifiaietl 
da..d Scr«en.b«r 20. 2019 end proceeded

cl,BfBcd b> Ids bfOlhcf.in-l«w J.n,dHd 
riUNn. 495 deled

Secrewriel, Khybe: PeWhiunhhwe 
PeKhiunkhwe ■

1 ♦
pOTi«J 10 Oiicf Minnwr'J
Officer l.i«r No,l>A/CSW:MS/Khybcr

i, i,i> *.««"

u/« 3U2/34 1’1'C !'?• Emlans, Dinricl M«fda»

I
. Itc was 

01, Iho b»»i» of cue

2$.Or2Ui<3 ■f>f>uioted ishin, ..«) SPWutal I’cshawer w.»
ihc »bov« ellejilionJ. •I'h* f-O- "Oer

vvas isiiied luihcel .loot tieieinenl of alleaiuonf
condiici of ifoteMid

CHerte2. wilh reference lo
ii, ,1,11 iniiiilly enquiry ,,/s n-i Cr.P.C

Ali recorded liii siaicircnt ,,/s 16'‘ 
i’jimliw) & Nnvued Kl'H'

linuuiry Officef » scrviiniM ihe

d officlil (hurb-id of deccMcd Uv.ny.w.,
„„ ;-M)2,20l9 which eoul.1 nol be eoonmwd ind 

IS of wiioesses wt« ,«orded. on H'c

was
I

cniKluctinl a 
condvcicd in the case. Then on 
Cr.l’.C befure MaaiMtaic
s/„Aim»lKlwn,for«hcmu 
uj jucluhey were h"ndcd

and eharsed lh« nevUM 
rderofhls sisicr, 13oih iwwed #01 miA

i”! 09 2019. Ourin)!, iriil, sinieo'Ch
.«WdN.vccdKhani.S>Ulin»'i^'h»«‘^-‘=^ 

VO ASl Jived- '11w no

I
\o Vo)kc onover

nved bail while ili< principlebasis of w-hieh icciised A81 was gn
in the Hon’blc High Court'. Weapon 

,kp I-

ofoacce O’iMol 20 Ijorcl belonged
pending hearing 
found him puihy Xon

^.cord which revealed,ha,,be ac*u,«i

wife. His connivance in ihc
nl along wi,h relevaiu i

on recdip, of 't«- fuKongv. Vire same were pen.s 
heinous oflence and ihai

3, for ihc muidcr of his own
broihcr-in-law. -nierefoce. I M.nsoor Aman I'M'. 

„c..d ihai Ihe Bccu»edj^SMVR'wfty.ir<iJ»£iW»

100
ASl his hcen charged with .1

lourder of hi* dKcascd wifi is
SSlMOpcfolloMl Peshawar. _

' Uft u iWr«by from 4-------- TcTTie-nwirded wnh majiw penally. He " hereoy.ois.,

1
appa-em given Ihe siiieintnisofhis

under ilw law, am conv.
I

>
icKlie-wllhimiA^dinllcff*''

tfiJ V • S I
1—.5 Admai P
TpX

i,

TSPIlnl, MANSntol/AMAN.l’SP
tt,«ndem of police,
[^5, Pejhawar

Senior Supcij 
OpcraiJ

^SP/Sur'v '1 
(epHHf-OiSa}

V

I
,,he 3/ 1

Co V fur'1 The Capital Cliy Police OmeerPeshmr.

3. DD&AOIT. '

SP'Jl"
SPiK.SH 1 i„fiwn,aiion and ncees-sanr

; P/:4C. I » . 1
• r

, A 1 0 •' P h' '.I
01 r f Tc < '• • 1 r.c-urc.th'Asn‘o

c.H«ainmg'7.if, I»g''''',.lC H
wi,h complcie ciquitv ftlc. V—

VMC along. I I<1 J- , ,.1.■0 L. .

ficce rs. L

/Si ^ Jfi. _
I'.Yi

'• .v

.n



e\
!

A'/A ■
->i •

1C5yJ ■ <5,.if iV
'«V:..r-'.-CCl’UIV

■ . • \iiv.

K»ch

yp/hh"^ ^0^.\996

*^19 /^/_\iu7

i(JAP ^5// ^ 'r^ '/>?

TS-oJlo^’J QyjJ ^

Or-it^ -A ' a>i.7'-^V ' >>0'^ ^ AokJ^V "

’. Kyy/UfA‘^'''Pf‘’^' ‘:^-'''^''^J/'<;l,^--A\h--'^'

■ • ^t-, f

;

km
il^i

K"®

I
jg^v-p;?--JS5

1*1 

■pS'
iftliS^

-•fcjA. i! n^-.'j.fa:v.4
j^.

e31^^

»:

I

l;.-^^KEi;.C
)

ii.-

I

Vt ^ \LittJ\ J^l9-oU2o‘2( ' 1

/p£jU^

fe^ilsi 

wmw-^
■ ,. - ■ li*' i:^- -,C:. ■^•*ti*-‘^‘&',i:3i3a'i-ii!**^‘'

m
FOU'oS (*/0.»v»*• f •. • %

d- rF/i
-•*>£iri

.tT



OFFICE OF THE
.e^TAL CITY POLICE OFFICER 
c> J PESHAWAR

X yphone No. 091-9210989 ''
___ . Fax No. 091-9212597:

:::

X: ."M
■r '■ ■'

■

.•'V

' ORDER
i.i' •

This order .dispose of departmental appeal preferred by Ex-ASI; Javed K 

-.Nd.ZbOS who was awarded'the major punishment of “Dismissal, from Service” under PR-1.97:
, , I

SSP/Operations Peshawar yide No.3049-54, dated 31-12-2020.

He while posted at Chief Minister Secretariat Peshawar was repatriated to 

Peshawar and was proceeded against departmentally on the charges of his involvement in the murdi 

' / .'his wife. He was charged by his brother in law .Tamdad Ali Ih his statement recorded tt/s 161 &
Cr.Pc for the murder of his sister on the basis of \vhich case vide FIR No.495, dated 25-07-2011
302/34/PPC PPC Police Station Katlang Mardan was registered against him.

‘ 2-.

He was issue^d proper Charge Sheet and Summary of Allegations by SSP/Operal
Peshawar and SP/Rural PCsiiawar was appointed as enquiry officer to scrutinize the conduct ol

',V;
accused official. The enquiry .officer after conducting proper enquiry submitted that initially enquir;

■ *'1 '7
• •174 Cr.Pc was conducted,.‘Then brother of tlie deceased lady recorded his statement ii/s 164 C 

before Magistrate & charged ASI Javid Khan (husband of Bunyawat Zamina) deceased & Na' 

Klian son of Ajmal Khan for' the murder of his sister. Both the accused got BBA which could, nc 

, confimied and were arrested. The accused official was granted Bail by the court of law. The enc 

■ ■ ‘ • officer recommended him for suitable punishment. In light of the findings of the enquiry officei

competent authority awarded him the above major punishment.

3-

He was hedrdi in person in O.R. and the relevant record along with his explain 

perused. lO of the case was-also summoned to this office alongwith case file. The 10 has stated tha 

accused official has been cliarged by his brother in law in his statement recorded u/s 164 before 

Magistrate. Moreover, thditbi are no evidence or, eye witnesses to show his innocense in the i
Tlierefore his appeal for settifig aside the punishment awarded to him by SSP/Operations Peshawar

1.

No.3049-54, dated 31-12-2:'Q2^) is hereby rejected/filed.

•4-

1

y

lAK) PSP. 
CAPITAL CITY POLICE OFFICER 

PESHAWAR

(a:
■

2021/PA dated Peshawar theNo. 0- •. i

Copies for information and n/a to tlie:-

1. SSP/Operations Peshawar
2. SP/Rural PeshawaitV;;,’
3. OS/EC-I/EC-Il, AS&^i
4. Pay Officer/CRC ly,
5. FMC along with Fodji'Missal.
6. Official concerned..'(d

V.*
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VAKALATNAMA\

NO. /20

IN THE COURT OF f<? j ii/ j

iJi3ii2cA...... Appellant
Petitioner
Plaintiff

VERSUS 

oUcjZ___ -Respondent (s) 
Defendants (s)

I/WE

do hereby appoint and constitute the SYED NOMAN ALI BUKHARI Advocate 

High Court for the aforesaid Appellant(s), Petitioner(S), Plaintiff(s) / 

Respondent(s), Defendant(s), Opposite Party to commence and prosecute / to 

appear and defend this action / appeal / petition / reference on my / our behalf and 

al proceedings that may be taken in respect of any application connected with the 

same including proceeding in taxation and application for review, to draw and 

deposit money, to file and take documents, to accept the process of the court, to 

appoint and instruct council, to represent the aforesaid Appellant, Petitioner(S), 

Plaintiff(s) / Resporident(s), Defendant(s), Opposite Party agree(s) ratify all the 

acts done by the aforesaid.

DATE /20

(CLIENT)

ACCEPTED

SYED NOMAN ALI BUKHARI
ADVOCATE HIGH COURT

CELL NO: 0306-5109438
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p BEFORE THE KHiYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No.4278/2021.

Ex- IHC Javed Khan No.2008 of CCP of Peshawar Appellant.

VERSUS

Respondents.Capital City Police Officer Peshawar and others

REPLY BY RESPONDENTS NO. 1. &2.

Respectfully Sheweth:-

PRFLTMINARY OBJECTIONS;-

1. That the appeal is badly barred by law & limitation.
2. That the appeal is bad for mis-joinder and non-joinder of necessary and proper 

parties.
That the appellant has not come to Hon’able Tribunal with clean hands.

4. That the appellant has no cause of action and locus standi.

5. That the appellant is estopped by his own conduct to file the instant appeal.

6. That the appellant has concealed the material facts from Honorable Tribunal.

7. That the appeal is not maintainable being devoid of any merit.

REPLY ON FACTS:-
(1) Para pertains to record, hence needs no comments.
(2) Incorrect. The appellant while posted at Chief Minister Secretariat Peshawar, as involved

himself in a criminal case vide FIR No.495 dated 25.07.2019 u/s 302/34 PS Katlang for 

the murder of his wife, In this regard, he was issued charge sheet with statement of 

allegations. SP Rural was appointed as Enquiry Officer, who after conducting a 

deparunental proceeding and probe into the matter submitted his findings report, wherein 

he recommended for suitable punishment. After fulfilling all codal formalities, he was 

awarded major punishment of dismissal from service. (Copy of charge sheet, statement of 

allegations, and enquiry report are annexed as annexure “C”)

(3) First part of para not related to the record of respondents, while rest of para denied on the 

grounds that the appellant was issued Charge Sheet & statement of allegations to which 

he replied, but his reply was found unsatisfactory.
(4) Incorrect. Real fact of the para is that enquiry was properly conducted under the law/rules 

and when the competent authority found that the misconduct of involvement in the 

criminal case is falls under moral turpitude, hence awarded the major punishment.

(5) Incorrect. Court proceedings and departmental proceedings are two different entities 

which can run side by side. The enquiry officer after conducting proper enquiry 

submitted that initially enquiry u/s 174 Cr.P.C was conducted. Then brother of the 

deceased lady recorded his statement u/s 164 Cr.P.C before Magistrate and charged ASI

3.



Javid Khan and one other person for the murder of his sister. Both the accused got BBA
I

which could not be confirmed and were arrested. The accused official was granted bail by 

the court of law. The enquiry officer recommended him for suitable punishment, hence 

the competent authority awarded him major punishment.

(6) Incorrect. The appellant filed departmental appeal, which was thoroughly processed and 

an ample opportunity of hearing was provided to appellant by appellate authority but 

appellant failed to defend himself with plausible/justifiable grounds, hence his appeal was 

rejected filed. ^

REPLY ON GROUNDS;
t

A) Incorrect. The punishment orders passed by the competent authority are just legal and 

have passed in accordance with law/rules.

B) Incorrect. Court proceedings and departmental proceedings are two different entities 

which can run side by side. The appellant being a member of a disciplined force, 

committed gross misconduct. After fulfilling all the codal formalities he was awarded the 

major punishment.

C) Para already explained in the above para.
D) Incorrect. The punishment order passed by the competent authority is legal and in 

accordance with law/rules.
E) Incorrect, The appellant was treated as per law/rules and no Article of Constitution of 

Pakistan has been violated by the replying respondents.

F) Incorrect. The appellant himself is responsible for the situation by committing gross 

misconduct.

G) Incorrect. The appellant was provided full opportunity of defense, but the appellant failed 

to defend himself. After fulfilling all the codal formalities he was awarded the major 

punishment.
H) Incorrect. Proper charge sheet with statement of allegation was issued to him. Detailed 

departmental enquiry was conducted as per law/rules. The appellant was provided full 

opportunity of defense, but the appellant failed to defend himself After fulfilling all the 

codal formalities he was awarded major punishment.

I) Incorrect. The appellant was treated as per law/rules and no violation has been done by 

the department.
J) Incorrect. Before passing the punishment order the appellant was heard in person but he 

failed to provide himself innocent.

K) Incorrect. The appellant was charged in the criminal case, thus found guilty of 

misconduct hence the punishment was passed against him which is facts on based of 

reality.
L) Incorrect. Para already explained in the above paras.



"^■M) Incorrect. The enquiry conducted against the appellant is based on facts which attached 

on record.

N) Incorrect. After fulfilling all of codal formalities, the charges leveled against him were 

proved, hence he was awarded major punishment.

O) Incorrect. The appellant was treated as per law/rules.

P) Incorrect. The appellant was treated as per law/rules and no Article of Constitution of 

Pakistan has been violated by the replying respondents.

Q) Incorrect. Proper charge sheet with statement of allegations was issued to the appellant. 

Departmental enquiry was conducted against him. After fulfilling all the codal formalities 

he was awarded tlie major punishment.
R) Incorrect. The competent authority before imposing the major punishment had completed 

all codal formalities and an ample opportunity of self defense was provided, but he failed 

to defend himself.
S) Incorrect. The appellant was treated legally in the matter and no violation of law/rules has 

been committed by the respondent department, hence impugned order is liable to be 

upheld.
T) Incorrect. The appellant was provided full opportunity of personal hearing but he failed to 

defend himself.
U) Respondents also seek permission of this Honorable Tribunal to raise additional grounds 

at the time of arguments.

PRAYER.

It is therefore most humbly prayed that in light of above facts and submissions, the 

appeal of the appellant being devoid of merits and legal footing, may kindly be dismissed 

with costs please.

Capital-City Police Officer, 
Peshawar.

0.^
Senior Superimende^ of Police, 

Operatior i, Pe^awar.



BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No.4278/2021.

Ex- IHC Javed Khan No.2008 of CCP of Peshawar Appellant.

VERSUS

Capital City Police Officer Peshawar and others Respondents.

AFFIDAVIT.

We respondents 1 and 2 do hereby solemnly affirm and declare that the 

contents of the written reply are true and correct to the best of our knowledge and belief 

and nothing has concealed/kept secret from this Honorable Tribunal.

Capital City Police Officer, 
Peshawar.

0/’ irdenTof Police, 
Peshawar.

Senior Superiirti 
Operations
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Whereas I am satisfied that a Formal Enquiry as contemplated by Police Ri 

1975 is necessary & expedient in the subject case against IHC Javed No. 2008 C 

Peshawar.

And whereas, I am of the view that the allegations' if established would call 

major/minor penalty, as defined in Rule 3 of the aforesaid Rules.

Now therefore, as required by Rule 6 (1) (a) & (b) of the said Rules, I Se 

Superintendent of Police, Operations, Peshawar hereby charge IHC Javed No. 2 

CCP Peshawar on the basis of following allegations'mentioned ;n the enclosed sumn 

of allegations.

I hereby direct you further under Rule 6 (I)' (b) of the said Rules to put 1 

written defence within 7-days of the receipt of this Charge Sheet to the Enquiry Off 

as to why the action should not be taken against yqu and also stating at the sam^ 

whether you desire to be heard in person.

In case your reply is not received within the specific period to the Enquiry Off 

it shall be presumed that you have no defence to offer and ex-parte action will be t 

against you.
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> c?Ho:-
B 5.msCTPLINARY ACTION L

Peshawar as competent authority,I, Senior Superintendent of Police Operations.
U of the opinion that IHC Javed No. 2008 CCP Peshawar has rendered him liable to 

as he committed the following acts/omission within the meaning of

•?

be proceeded against 
■ section 03 of the Police Rules 1975.m-

Tf
statement of allegations}

As intimated by Chief Security Officer Chief Minister's Secretariat

vide
i.

No.his . office memoPakhtunkhway Khyber
PA/CSO/CMS/Khyber Pakhtunkhwa/9223, dated 20.09.2019, IHC 

Javed No. 2008 while posted at CM Security Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
vide FIR No. 495 dated 25.07.2019 u/sis involved in criminal case 

■ 302/34 PPC PS. Katlang, Mardan for the murder of his wife. He has

been arrested in the said case and confined in District Jail Mardan.

By doing so, he has committed a gross misconduct.11.

in the saidof scrutinizing the conduct of afore- said police officialFor the purpose
with reference to the above allegations

is
episode
appointed as Enquiry Officer under Rule 5 (4) of Police Rules 1975.

in-accordance with the provision of the Police Rules 

to the accused Official and make
The Enquiry Officer shall 

(1975), provide reasonable opportunity of hearing
punish or other action to be takenagamst the accused official.

i';.

recommendations as to

)^^S^NTEm)ENT OF POLICE, 
(OPERATIONS), PESHAWAR 
OZ i /o /2019

SEN!

No. ^ E/PA, dated Peshawar the 

is forwarded to the Enquiry Officer for initiating proceeding againstCopy to the above 
the accused under the provision of Police Rules 1975

ii'
i;
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SSP Opcralions, Peshawar 

SP Rural, Peshawar
U m

Prom ,if■ r-a
a

SPR,.]Daled:53 > I^2019
OEPAR I MEN I'AL ENQUIRY AGAINST IHC .lAVEl) NO. 2008

-0*3''I

-y
No.3

VW- '
tO;

Subject;
,i^ Memorandum:

Please reler to your olTice diary No. j^/h/PA, dated: 2878.2Crr9 on theJr;'
subject cited abovc.

Statement of allegations:
u'

I'

According to statement of allcgations/charge sheet, IIIC Javed No. 2008

criminal case vide PIR No. 495,/ \ while I posted at CM Security KPK is involved in 

datcd:25.07.2019 U/S 302/34 PPG, PS Katlang Mardan for the murder of his wife. HeI was
•i
h

arrested in the case and confined in District Jail, Mardan. Later on released on bail.p-

I Proceedings:1
s

The alleged official was summoned and charge sheet along-with summar} 

ol'nllegalions was served .upon him. lie was heard in person, his statement was recorded and al 

the I'clcvant documents were also perused.

1

i
If.

»
Statement of IHC Javed:■

The alleged official stated in his statement that on the date/time o 

he along-with his two friends Naimat Wall and Iqbal Mahmood were present outsid Ioccurrence,
the mosque alter performing prayers, and were planning to eat dinner together. Meanwhile hi 

Ozair reached there and informed him that his mother has pistol in her hands. On the tipson
this information, he suddenly rushed his home but since reaching home, he heard noise of tr.:.. 

and on reaching home, he found that his wife has shot dead hcrsell. In this connection, a 

enquiry U/S 156(3) Cr.P.C was initialed. During enquiry, witnesses of the spol Ma/.har .lave 

(bis son) and daughter in'law Mrs. Nazira slated in their statemcnls the deceased had fu-cd o 

herself, whereas, his brother in law .lamdad All charged him in the statement U/S 161/164 Cr.P.' 

and the above mentioned case was registered against him. Subsequently, he was released on ba 

from the Court. In this regard, photocopies of the statements of witnesses arc also attached Ic

pcmsal.

J

Recommendation:

As this is a criminal ease and relates to the Court, hence i-e<m 

that the subject enquiry may be kept pending till decision ol Court.
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I To SSP Operations, Peshawar 

SP Rural, Peshawar 
SPR, Dated: 30 / I-2.

DEPARTMENTAL ENQUIRY AGAINST IHC JAVED NO. 2008

From :

322^No: /2020

Subject:
Memorandum:-

Please refer to your office diary No. 3007-09/PA, dated:28.12.2020 on

the subject cited above. 

Allegations:-

According to statement of allegations/charge sheet, IHC Javed No. 20'

while posted at CM Security KPK is involved in criminal case vide FIR No. 4si5 
!

dated:25.07.20i9 U/S 302/34 PPG, PS Katiang, Mardan for the murder of his wife. He 

arrested in the case and confined in District Jail, Mardan. Later on released on bail.

An enquiry was conducted by the then SP Rural and it was recommended 

that the subject departmental enquiry may be kept pending till decision of the Court. 

Proceedings:-

was

It was ordered vide your office diary No. 3007-09/PA, dated:28.12.2020 to 

dispose-off all pending departmental enquiries. In this connection, the alleged official was 

summoned to this office and his'statement was recorded (attached).

IHC Javed No. 2008 stated in his statement that on the date/time 

occurrence, he along-with one Naimat Wali and Iqbal Mahmood were present outside .. .. 

mosque after performing prayers, and were planning to eat dinner together. Meanwhile his son 

Uzair reached there and informed him that his mother has pistol in her hand. On the tip of this 

information, he suddenly rushed his home but he heard noise of firing in the way and 

on reaching his home, he found that his wife has shot dead herself. His daughter in law namely 

Nazira, sons Saqib Javed and Mazhar Javed were witness of the occurrence. Motive behind the 

occurrence was domestic issue and she was also suffering from biood pressure. After a lapse of 

approximately 15 days, his brother in law namely Jamdad AN falsely charged him for the murder 

of his sister (his wife). He has therefore, requested that his case is under trial in the Coun and 

his enquiry proceedings may be kept pending till decision of the Court.

Findings.^

06

of

Initially enquiry u/s 174 Cr.P.C was conducted in the case. Then on 

25.07.2019, brother of deceased lady, Jamdad AN recorded his statement us 164 Cr.P.C before 

Magistrate & charged IHC Javed (husband of Bunyawat Zamina) deceased & Naveed Khan s/o 

.Ajmal Khan for the murder of his sister. Both accused got BBA on 27.07.2019 which could no be 

confirmed & both were handed over to.Police on 12.09.2019. During triai, statements of 

witnesses were recorded & on the basis of their statements IHC Javed was granted bail. 

However, the principle accused in the case, Naveed Khan is still in jail & his case is pending 

hearing in High Court. Weapon of offence (Pistol 30 Boie) belonged to IHC Javed. There were 
no charring marh?on the dead body that supports version of complainant.

Recommendations:-

IHC Javed Khan No.2008 is hereby proposed/recommended for suit.; ce

punishment.

o .
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OFFICE OF THE
Sk: SUPERINTENDENT OF POLICE 

(OPERATIONS) 
PESHAWAR

I’lunK'. 1->)2 1051)8

yf’A Daicd Peshawar (he P^/ /i /2020

To: The Superintendent of Police,
Rural, CCP Peshawar.

Departmental Enquiry Apainst lilC Javed No. 2008 Involved in Cast. FIR No 
495 dated 25.Q7.2019 u/s 302/34 PPr PS Katlann.

Subject: -

Memo:-

Refercncc to the subject cited above and 

conducted by you in which findings received with the recommendation.s 

decision ol'criminal case in the competent

I'he compelenl aulhorily has desired lo dispose of all the pending departmental 

enquiries against police ofUciais involved in criminal cases.

to slate that the subject enquiry

to keep it pending till the

was

court.

2.

3. In light of the directions passed by the competent authority, complete enquiry tile is

roceedings within 24-hours and ,i,ibmilreturned herewith with the direction to conclu

decisive findings for its further disposal.

I
spnQs

k,m SEWOR SUPFRIN'FKNDKN r of policf 
■ f^OPFRATIONS) PESHAWAR

dope to:-

i. The Capital City Police Oniccr Pesha

2- l-MC with the direction to send complete enquiry file to the Enquiry Ofneer by today the 

28"' December, 2020 positively

I'or favor ol'information piwar ease.
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