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2™ Feb, 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
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+ 30.06.2022

Learned counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Naseer Ud Din

Shah, Assistant Advocate General for resb‘ond_ents present.

in. order to prepare the brief. Adjourned. TB‘come_ up for arguments
*on 06.10.2022 before the D.B. "
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(Rozina Rehman)

“ANdeel B,

‘Learned counsel for the appe"anftfrjewested for adjournment

(Salah Ud Din) < .

Member (J) Member (J) v el

Junior to counsel for the appellant present.

Muhammad Adcel Additional

Mr.

Butt, Advocatc  genceral

respondents present.

Junior to counsel for the appellant made a request for
adjournment on the ground that scnior counscl is not

available today. Adjournced. To come up for arguments on
07.12.2022 Jmedore D.13.

:(Midl]bM uhamfmad) | (Kalim Arshad hdn)
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General , for the, respondents
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present.
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Former seeks adjournment on the ground that learned senior
counsel for the appellant is engaged in Honourable Peshawar
High Court. Last opportunity

is granted. To come up for

N

(Kalim Arshad Khan)
Chairman

arguments on 02.02.2023 before the D.B.

(Farccm@l)

Member (E)



w

mitted.

Stipulated peried passed reply not sub

3.

12.07.2021

12.2021

l.D —03- bll

beJove. oM 30- 6b- Jod>

Due
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i Learned Addl, A.G be reminded about the omission
|

-

j .
L-aﬁnd for submission of reply/comments within extended

tine of 10 days.

e .

Syed Noman Al Bukhari, Advocate for the appellant presént.
Mr. Muhammad Rasheed, Deputy District Attorney for respondents

_ present.

Respondents have already submitted written
reply/comments through office which are placed on file. To come

up for grgizae "‘fr Bt e 1 +10.03.2022.
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(Atig Ur Rehman Wazir) '(S"lah ud-Din)
Member (E) Member (3)
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28.05.2021 *-Counsel for the appellant present. Preliminary arguments

heard. -

Points raised need consideration. The appeal is admitted to

4
)~

regular hearing. The appellant is directed to deposit security and

e proces{'s fee within 10 days. Thereafter, notices be issued to the

s . respondents for submission of written reply/comments in office within
10 days of the receipt of notices positively. If the written reply/
.c;qrﬁments are not submitted within the stipulated time, the office is

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

- w,mww"'{"‘ -
g OA up for arguments on 27.09.2021. -
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Form- A

s

FORM OF ORDER SHEET *.

;
Court of 7
Y274 B
Case No.- /2021 '
S.No. Date of order Order or other proceedings with signature of judge R
proceedings C .
1 2 3 . ‘
. Ali |
1- 30/03/2021 The appeal of Mr. Javed Khan presented today by Syed Noman Ali
Bukhari Advocate may be entered in the Institution Register and put up to
the Worthy Chairman for proper order please. '
.@Qw
REGISTRAR 7
5. LS/OS{}' This case is entrusted to S. Bench for preliminary hearing to be put | .
up there on )€ lDS 2
:
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K | BEFORE THE KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

APPEAL NO. u/? Zg/ZOZI

Javed Khan VIS Police Department,
INDEX
S.NO. | Documents Annexure | Page No.
1. Memo of appeal —aiee 01-05
2. | Copy of FIR e 06 .
3. [ Copy of bail order ---B--: 07-09
Copy of charge sheet and statement ~-C--- o
4. . 10-11
of allegation
3. Copy of reply D 12
6. Copy of inquiry report --F--- 13
7. Copy of order -—-F--- 14
8. | Copy of inquiry -=-G--- 15-16
0. Copy of impugned order ---H--- 17
10. | Copy of departmental appeal ) 18
11. | Copy of rejection order ) 19
12. | Copy of statement ---K--- 20-23
10. VakalatNama | e 24

APW%EANT&

Javed Khan

THROUGH: MK/
(SYED NOMAN ALI BUKHARI)

ADVOCATE HIGH COURT
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' BEFORE THE KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

APPEAL NO., /2021

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

(Appellant)

VERSUS

: _
1. The Capital City Police Officer Peshawar
2. The Senior Superintendent of Police (operations) Peshawar.

(Respondents)

APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF THE KPK SERVICE
TRIBUNALS ACT, 1974 AGAINST THE IMPUGNED ORDER
DATED 31.12.2020 WHEREIN 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:

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 OTHER REMEDY WHICH THIS AUGUST
TRIBUNAL DEEMS FI}T AND APPOPRIATE THAT MAY
ALSO BE AWARADED IN FAVOUR OF APPELLANT.
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& RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH:
FACTS:

1. That the appellant was appointed as Constable in the year 1996 in
Police Department and work ‘;With entire satisfaction of his superior.
i
2. That the appellant while post{ed at chief Minister Secretariat, the wife
of the appellant committed suicide on the basis of which appellant
was falsely charged for the murder of his wife by the wife’s brother.
And F.ILR 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).

3. That thereafter, appellant was arrested and then bail sut vide order
dated 30.09.2019 by the competent court of law on mefit i.e no Siﬁglé
evidence existed against the|appellant. Then charge sheet was issiied
to the appellant and the appellant properly replied to the charge sheet
and denied the entire allega‘:rion. Copy of bail order, charge sheet,

statement of allegation an(;l reply is attached as annexure-B, C &

d. }-

|
4. That the inquiry was condcted and inquiry officer in his finding
report requested that the inquiry kept pending till the finalization of
case and the competent au{:hority égreed 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 appellant is under trail in the competent court of
law, and again inquiry was| conducted against the appellant without
showing any reason and without associated appellant with the Inquiry
plproceeding neither any statement of witness has been recorded nor
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 case
which is also the violation of CSR 194. (Copy of inquiry report and
Impugned Order is attached as Annexure-G).

6. That thereafter, the appellant filed departmental appeal for
reinstatement in service which was rejected vide order dated
02.03.2021 for no good grounds. Hence the present appeal on

following grounds. Copy departmental appeal and rejection order
is attached as Annexure-H & L
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GROUNDS:

A)

B)

C)

D)

E)

F)

G)

H)

5

That the impugned order dated 31.12.2020 & 02.03.2021 are against

the law, facts,!norms of justice and material on record and principle
of fair play. |

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.

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 thl’e finalization of case.

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 which is against the law and rules
|

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

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

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

That before |passing impugned order no codal formalities was
fulfilled and no proper procedure was adopted which is the violation

of the law and rules hence the impugned order is not sustalnable,
liable to be sét aside.

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.

That there is i'no chance of self-defense was provide to the appellant

and accordin|g to Supreme Court judgment mere on the basis of
|
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L)

M)

N)

0)

P)

Q)

R)

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

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  order is liable to be set-aside. Copy of statement is
attached as annexure-J.

That once the competent authority kept pending the inquify till the
decision of the criminal case then without any reason and without
given ‘any notice to the appellant and before finalization of the

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

That the statement of the brother of the wife of appellant was neither
recorded by the inquiry officer nor 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 no one
should be unheard, and the impugned order is aiso passed in
violation of article of 10-A OF the constitution of Pakistan which
told us about the fair trial which was the fundamental right of the
appellant but denjed to the appellant.

That according to Federal Shariyat court J udgment the show cause
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.

That the show cause is the demand of natural justice and also
necessary for fair trial and also necessary in light of injunction of
Quran and Sunnah 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.

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,

That the appellant was condemned unheard and has not been treated
according to law and rules.
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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. |

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

That the appellant seeks permission to advance others grounds and
proofs at the tilme of hearing.

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

i . e

! APPELLANT
i Javed Khan
THROUGH: | 0

(SYED NOMA <§:LI BUKHARYI)
ADVOCATE HIGH COURT
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iy T COURT OF SYED KAMAL HUSSATN SHAH
ADDITIONAL SESSIONS JUDGE-MARDAN.AT KATLANG

~

®

Petition Na.213/I3A of 16.09.2019

_Ifhv:-,-J {')1(' I

w Versus ........ The Staie.
yde 7

H

3609 2010

Present: Mr. Muhammad Sajjad APP for the State.

RN W

Counsel [or accused/petitioners. Counsel for complainant.

i Accuscd/petitioners.namely Javed Khau. son of Afzal
Khan andl Naveed Al son of Ajmal Xhan vf/o Sangao
Katlang are secking their post arrest bail in case FIR Np. 493, |
dated: 25.07.2019 registered U/S 302/34 PP“C with pelice

w1 +n Katlang. -

~uguraents of learned counsel for the accused/petitioner.,

—~——

lcarned counsel for complainant and leamed APP for the State

%

Nuve already been heard in deteil and case file PC urCd.

As per learned counscl for the accuscd/petitioner. theis

) .

clients arc innocent and have falsely been implicated in the
]

captioned casc. His contention is that the local police have

nvolved the present petitionerdwithout sulficient material on

the record. Arguments of the learned counsel are that althougi.

- e -

th~~ exist evidence under section 164 Cr.PC against them but
% ure has not been scanned through the test of cross
examination. he maintained. e is further of the view that in
cach and cvery casc, where there is neither an ocular account
nor some circumstantial cvidence, then the case in question
beeemes one of further inquiry. He fusther arguci that there iy
net « single recovery or disec sery on their part and at thoir
pontation/instance. He  further cxﬁlaincd that there i3 rp °
'-"ﬁmfcssional slalement on the part of present petitioness.

i

.'q‘l ‘.l -' .
2 ntl coanchicign o B

o :
“herefore, he prayed for release of the accused/petivoncrson
¢

. . . r
“trial. In support of his contention.

he relied upon the following case law; 2007 VLR {33

[Lahore), 2011 YLR 1636 IPeshawar], 2014 PCrLi 71

)

[Quettal. 2011 YLR 1636 [Peshawar], 2011 YLP =257

;;_
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Jl’esuaw*lr[,_?.(}ﬂ SCMR 1644, 200"3 YLR 1113 [L'thmcl
2014 SCMR 27,2014 ML) 1723 [L’lhmc] 2011 SCMR 355

2011 SCMR 161.
On- the oLHer hand,

learned APP. for state and lcarned.
\

counsel for complainant opposed their view.

detail and explained that FJR has been registered against

accuscd/petitioners. They opposed the grant of bail to the

accuscd/pctitioners on the grounds that they have commiticd
" order of Mst. Nihayat and the offence with which, they
are charged carries cdpital punishment and do fall within the
ambit of prohibitory clause of section 497 Cr.PC. In support of
his contention, he rclicd upon the casc law; 2013 VLR 1782
[Lahore) : '

As per available rccord accused/petitioners arc charged,

under scction 302/34 PPC. Kceeping in view statement of the,
complainant recorded vnder section | 64 C+PC Tfirust of the
lcarned counscl for accuscdfiactitioncr_:. is that there is a
~r=-‘derable delay in connection with- charging the present
peucaiter Jor the alleged occurrence. Iis another contertion is
that ncither any discovery nor any recovery has been cficcied
and materialized at the instanttof the present petitioncrs His

swlher argumenty is that the present petitioners have not made

They argued in.

any admission or confession before the competent judicial -

magistratc. On the converse arguments of leaned state counsel

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

been registered by the complainant after recording his statement

vndar section 164 CrPC, Keeping in view the ground reality
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r
than

factum of alleged murder e

of real sister of
coénplainam. Their further arguments is that as per mitial report
thc;: deceased comimitted suicide but the medical report does net
support that version simply because of the reason that the dead
oody was noll-;g;r:yf chedring marks. Their another argumenty s
that in case of the kind & nature circumstantial as well mediczl
cvidence becomes of significant importance and in the preserit

casc both the circwmstantial as well medical evidence supports

s WX € T
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o el version of the complainant viz murder of the deceased by the

= oG (L-\{-'T i present accused/pelitionces,

e complaipant )i';‘—'El'ab real ,l_arothcr of dcceased has
Ciaigal uccused/petitioner Javed Khan for consultation and
abetment. The complainant has charged his co-accuscd Naveed
¥“han for an aclive role i.c. murder of the deceused Mst
Nivayat. Pcrusal of FIR rcveals that the local police/prosceution
has not inserted section 109 PPC, so for keeping in view nature
of allegations leveled by the complainant. Morcaver, not a
single statement on file cxist?ﬁhc cffect that accuscd/petitioner
Javed Khan has actually ~ participated in the commsion of

AllnerrA murder of the deccased. Therefore, in all probability his
': becomes as of one of abetment as defined under section
109 PPC in e conncction whereof the actual facts would be
determined afier recording pro and contra cvidence L\d:r';rgll’w
-arse of trial. However, the allcgations against petitionar
ramely Naveed Khan are of direct nature and his actual
involvement in connection with murder of the deveased. b
medical report also reveals that the dead body was not having
any chaefing marks and that fact rules out or minimizeschances
. of suicidal death.
With the above observations and f{indings, the casc to the

<tent of accused/petitioner Javed Khan is onc of further

fied ) .
Cetifies ‘0"‘-‘ irue Copydquiry. Thercfore, his petition for enlargement gyt bail is

! E NPT owcd subject to furnishing bail bonds 151 the sum of

. Jiwo surclias each ~ IJ.-_ G b st WS .

T -'.._“....*_.___ R., 203.000/- qand the petition  for cnlmgcmcnt ol
h\—-\t} \g-\

above {indings.
Requisitioned record be re'urned to the quar » coneer:.2d

and tile of this court be cousigned to rccord room rfler

complction and compilation. \ Q
SN
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9.2019
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Whereas [ am 3

1975 s necessary & expedien
" - peshawai. S B
- And- whereas, Tas0f e v
3 . . .

majot/minox penalty, s defined in Rule 3

Now therefore, 28 required by

-7 CHARGE SHERT _ -

atisfied that 3 Formal
r-in the -stibject_case ag

jew that the alle_'g‘a'gf
¥ the aforesaid Rules.

Q

Rule 6 (1) @) &

Superintendent of Police, Opératioﬁs,'?ash
CCP Peshawar on the pasis of following allegations mentioned in the enclosed summary
of allegations. I I I I
1 hereby direct you further under Rule 6 (I) (b) of the said Rules to put forth
_written defence withig 'j?';dayé of the receipt of this Charge Sheet to the Enquiry Officet, .
as to wh:.'r..thc action ;hould not be taken against you. and also stating at the samg_.time
whether you desire to,be, heard in person. - - . ¢
Tncase your repty is not received within the specific period to the Enquiry Officer,
it shall be presumed that you have no defence to c_;ffer and ex-parte action will bé takeh
against you. . a
C ¢ — .
. SENIOR S_UPERINTENDENT OF POLICE,
, (OPERATIONS) PESHAWAR
b
bk |
L E :
By
0 ;
g Lot “;ﬁm: 7
bt el

Enqui{i a5 contempl

-
Cp’

sted by Potice Rules
ainst IHC Javed No. _?.UGS cCP

N

Rt Loy

s 8

yis- if estab}ished -\;u'o'\ﬂd call for

T

B

() of the said Rules, 1 Senior

e Javed No. 2008

FIRTH,
o

!

awat hereby. charge’
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e e
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1, Senior Superintendent of Police Operations, Peshawar as competent suthority,

No. 2008 CCP peshawar Tras rendered him liable 10
on within the mcaniné of

- . S5 of the-opinion thet THC Javed

gainst, a8 he committed The follawing, actsfomissi

e proceeded @
section 03 of the Police Rules 1975. - - .. o

—— L .- -
STATI_EMEWI' QF ALLEGA [1QNS

ty Officer Chicf Minister's Secretariat o

e - am,
- —

As intimated by Chief Securl

Khyber pakhtunkhwa  vide his  office

‘ ' PMCSOICMS}'Khyber Pakhrunkhwa/9223, dated 20.09.2019, THC
er Pakhtunkhwa

ﬁ Javed No. 2008 while posted at CM Security Khyb
case vide FIR No. 495 dated 25.07.2019 w/s
of his wife. He has

memo  NO.

4§

. “’
h"g.} I

i

is invalved in criminal
102734 PPC PS Katlan:

been arrested-in the said

g, Mardan for the murder

case and confined in District Jail Mardan. N 3

ety
e

oss misconduct. i
A
I

18

il - ‘By doing so, he hes committed a gr

f:ml
J'H_gl“
b

Nt

ct of afore; said police.ofﬁcia’l in the said

For the purpose of scrutinizing the condu

LB

t

\i
!‘1 ) episode with reference to the sbove pliegations _ is wld
1' appointed a8 Enquiry Officer under Rule 5 (4) of Police Rules 1975. ' 5255 :
i o
It:-‘: 3 :
ce with the provision of the Police Rules L

The Enquiry Officer shall in-accordan
caring to the secused Official and make . E e

(1975), provide reasonable opportunity of h
taken agains! the accused official.

s to punish Of other action 1o be

recommendations al

SENIQR IDENT OF POLICE,

. (OPERATIONS), PESHAWAR
No. é g a E/PA, dated Peshawar the ©OZ 1 /0 nois
Copy to the above is fomﬁr&cd to the Enquiry Officer for nitiating proceeding apainst
the accused under the provision of Police Rutes 1373
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‘ : Ssp Operations, liéshai\fan‘.\ .
. From : ) Sp II{ural, PeshaWal R S S / .
Mo, 2976 - SPR. Dated: 9% 1 1o no
e Subjoct: - _____DEPARTMENTAL ENQUIRY AGAINST HICUAVED NO, 2008

———ar

o T t - \ 3

_— : L 208 . or-1e-2N Y
Please reler to your office diary No. LEFPA. dated: 2887179 on (he

subjeet eited abyye.

‘Statement of allesations:

According 1o statement of allegations/charge sheet, THC Javed No. 2008
while posted at CM Security KPK s involved i criminal case vide IR No, 493,

dalcd:25.07.2019. U7S 302/34 ppg, I’S-Katlang Mardan

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

Proceedings:
————— e dm Y =

The alleged official was summoned and charge she

el along-with summary
ol allcgalions was served apon him. [le w

as heurd in person, his statement was recorded and Al

the relevant documents were also perused.

S{:-ltcr_ncnt ol LIIC Javed:

The alleged official stated i his statement that on the” datcAime ol
oceureence. he along-with his two friends Naimat Wali and Ighal Mahmcod werc present outside
the mosque alter performing Prayers, and were planiing to cat dinner ogether. Mcanwhile his

son Ozair reached there apd jn formed him that his mother has pistol in her bands. On the up o’

this informatjon. he suddenly rushed his home but since reaching home, he heard noise of i
and on reaching home, he tound that his wife has shot dcad herself,

W this connection, an
enquiry /8 156(3) Cr.P.CC was initiated. During cnauiry, witnesses of the spot Mazbar Javed

(his son} and dauvghter in law Mrs. Nazira stated in their 51--atcmcr1{s the deceased hag Ored on
hersetl. whercas, his brothes in kaw Jamdad Alj charged him in the statemen IS 1617164 Cr.p ¢
and the above mentioned case was registered against him Subscquently, he was reteased o huil
From the Court. In this regacd, photocopics of the stalements of witnesses are also attached for
perusil,

Recammendation:

As this is a criminal case und relates to the Court, hence raca

Ended

that the subject enquiry may be kept pending till decision of Coart

ey

for the murder of his wile. He was




| ’6§ECEOFTHE \F\
. 'SENIOR SUPERINTENDENT OF POLI
o % (OPERATIONS)
LT PESHAWAR -
T ST Email, ssuénera‘gidhsﬂﬂS@Emai}.com. o

_ -Phone. 091-9210508
. Fag: 091-9213054

ORDER

THC Javed No. 2008 while posted at CM Secretatiat Khyb‘er Pakhtunkhwa Waé proceeded

_against departmcntally vide this office No. 208/E/PA dated 02.10.2019 on account of his
involvement in criminal case FIR No. 495 dated 25. 07. 2019 u/s 302/34 PPC 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 enqmry may be kept pendlng
till finat decision of the court in the criminal cade.

In light of the findings of EO the enquiry against IHC Javed No, 2008 is being kept
Y pending t11 dec1smn of the criminal case in the court coticerned.

(OPERATIONS) PESHAWAR
No. /<3 Z*— é_-{;’PA, dated Peshawar the o X! e

12019. - --. o
C.C for inf: and n/a to:

1. The Capital Clty Police Officer, Peshawar w/r to his ofﬁce Dy No. 1448 S/OS!CCPO dated

23.09.2019.
‘The DSP Legal, CCP, Peshawar: to keep in touch with the Court concérned and inform this

office about the final decision of the court 50 that the departmental proceedings could be
finalized.

. ©3.  EC-VEC-I/PO/AS.

FMC (along with complete enquiry file containing 2 £ - pages) is directed to keep constam

contact with DSP Legal and upon receipt of copy of court!s judgment, the case file be put ug
immediately to finalize the proceedings.

2 ol 2%
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- Cope to:-

‘MOST IMMEBIA 1L

‘ : OFFICE OF THE

S T SR SUP]"RINTENDENTOT POLICE
T (OPERATIONS)
- PESHAWAR:

Phone, 091-9210508

No. BQOI:LQ_’;!’ PA.

Dated Peshawar the 2§/ 72 /2020 °

To: - The Superintendent of Police,
: Rural, CCP Peshawar,
Sl;ibject: . Departmental Enquiry Against IIC Jived Na, 2008 Involved in Case I“IR Nn

495 dated 25.07. 2{)19 u/s 302/34 PPC PS I{atlahg_.

Memo:- -

Reference to the. subject cited above and to sate tha the, 5ub_|ec1 enquiry was

conductéd by you in which findings received with the recommendallons 10 kcep it pcndmg till 'the
decision oFcnanal case in the competenp court.

- The competent authority has dcstrcd to dispose- of all thée .pending deartmcntaI
enqmrlcs against police officials involved in criminal cases.

3. In light of the directions passed by the competent authofity, com plete enquiry-fite is

returned hcrewi;h with the direction to conclu

roceedings within 24-hours.and submit
decisive findings for its further disposal.

SP HQs
7o SENIOR SUPERINTENDENT OF POLICE
. OPERATIONS) PESHAWAR - -

1. The Ca'pilall City-Police Officer Peshawar for favor of informaticn please.

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

- 28" 'becenibcr, 2020 positively.

—
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TEET .
i - Te 4 SSP Operations, Peshawar
oo Fr“:, . SP Rural, Pesh"awar A . -
- - Mo 32 2% . SPR, Daied:;?,t.:i:'_.-“-i I‘l._jr'zozo .. , _
Subjects .- ' DEPARTMENTAL ENQUIRY'AGAINST HC JAVED NO:-2008.
Memorandum:- . . . .

N Pl;aa;sé' refes-in_your office diary No, 3007-59“%. dated:28.12,2020 on

ihe subject cited above. -

Allegations:- ) .

According to statement of al!egaﬁons[charge sheet, _|HQ:Javed No. 20/

" ) while pésted at CM Security KPK is involved In csiminal. -r..'a'ée vide . FIR No. 35,
dated:25.07.2018 UIS 302134 PPC, PS Katlang, Mardan for the murder of his wife, He ‘was
arrested in the case and confined in District Jail, Mardan, Lates on released on bail.

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

_that the subject departmental enquiry may be kept pending til decision of the Coust.
Proceedings:-

_ 1t was ordered vide your office diary No. 3007-09/PA, daied:28.1é.2020 to
dispose-off all pending depar\mep\a’l enquiries. 1n this connection, the atleged officlal wgg

summoned 1o this office and his'statement was recorded {attached). .

IHC Javed Na. 2008 stated in his statemient that on the ‘datehime
occurrence, he along-with one Naimat Wali and lqbal Mahmood were present putsida .«
mosque after performing prayers, and were planning 1o eal dinner together, Meanwhile his son

Uzair reached there and informed him thal his mother has pistol in her hand, On the p of this

information, he suddenly rushed his home bul he heard noise of firng in the way and
or reaching his home, he found that his wife has shot dead hersell. His daughter in law namely

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

QcCurrence was domestic issue and she was also suffering from pioed prossure, After a fapse of

approximately 15 days, his brothef in law namely Jamdad Alj {alsely charged him for the murdeq
of
of his sister (his wife}. He has iherefore, requested that his case is under triai in the Coun slgd

&

Gt Gy AT AR s
SR AR U s

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

5

i
127 2%

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

2
(54

25.07.2019, brother of deceased lady, Jamdad Ali recorded his staterment us 164 Cr.P.C before
Magistrate & charged IHC Javed {nusband of Bunyawat Zamina) deceased & Naveed Khan s/o
Ajmal Khan for the murder of his sister. Both accused gut BBA on 27.07.2019 which could n¢ be

:'.S.u%('

AR
PR

| confirmed & both were handed over 1o Police on 12.09.20438. Buring i, statements o ' ‘.i«-‘g
. withesses were recorded & on the nasis of their statemenis JHC Javed was gwanted bail. i' 't':“
‘I However, the principle accused in the case, Naveed Khan is still in jail & his case is pending \ y i3 "‘*’E
hearing in High Court. Weapon of offence (Pistol 30 Bore) pelonged 1o HC Javed. Thera wete \‘\iﬁ:‘ 1‘-

no charring rr'iar‘kﬁ on the dead body that supports version of complainant. E\‘ %-ig" 3 '

Recommendations:-

1

H

i

[

i “punishment.
?

{

| ]

l g‘;\m .

S

IHC Javed Khan No.2008 is hereby proposed:‘recommended for suilz «z
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01/04/21  02:30RX P LASERY i '
;.‘d‘l- ‘ - R $“a ____-i;\??:}“ . p.0L ‘,
N ROFFICE OFTHE - -
. : e SR SUPERINTENDENT OF POLICE, \/\
' et LK N (OPERATIONS)
: . " PESHAWAR
£ Phene. 191-9210508

‘This ollice veder will d;;‘fl‘uqu of jonnal depanmental procecdings ugainst AS) Juved No. 2008 who whils
posied 10 Chicf Minister's Secreturial, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa was repainiated to CeP Peshawar vide Chiel Security
Officer  leter No.PAICSONMS/Khyber pokhtunkhwa  dated September 20 2019 and proceeded against

E deparimentally on secount of his involvement 1 the murder af Wi wife. 11¢ was chueged by Iuis brothersin-law Jumdnd

L ] P .
Ali in his siatements ofs 161 & 164 CrP.C for vhe mmurder of his sisier on 1he basis of which case FIR No. 495 doted

+5.07.2010 uls 302734 PPC 1S Katlang Disirict Mardan ) /
2 Charge sheet wiong ststement of aliegntions was issued w him snd SPRural Peshawar was appainied 23

Laquiry Olicer to scrutinize the canduet of aforesaid-afTicia) with reference 10 \he above allcgations. The FO, alter 1

conducting a thorough probe submined his findings concluding therein that initially enquiry ws 174 Cr.P.LC was
conducied in the gase. Then on 25.07.2019, brother of decoased Tady, Jumdad All recorded his surement W 164 i
CeC beluee Ma\_;i:-\rnlc aud charged 1he ncuum{ official (hustend of decensed Bunyawal Zambu} & Nuveed Khan
o Ajmal Khan for the rourder of his sister. Doth wecused go! Bi3A on 27.07.2019 which could not be eonfirmod and
us such they wgre handed over o Police un 12,00.2019. During trial, sisiements of winesses were recorded, on the }
basis of which accused AS) was granted buil while tie principle sechsed Naveed Khan is sill in jadl & s case s

pending hesring in the Hon'ble High Court. Wenpon of oflenee (Pistal 30 1nrc) belonged to ASL Javed. 'The EO

found him guslty on (ho nbove counig and recommendcd him for suilable punishiment,

3 On recaipt of the [naings. the same were peruscd aloag with retevant record which covenlot that the accused
AS1 has heon charged with a heinous offence and that o for 1he munder of his own wife. His conniveace i he "
sarder of Big ¢sceased wife is sppatent given the statzments of his browier-in-law. Therefore, | Mansoor Aman PSP, .
SSP (Operations) Peshawaf, baing comperent under the lw, am convinced that the nccusc%‘s__’@ﬁ@]ﬁ Md"w':q:f
L ey R Timam@ed,wi;ﬁ nﬁj'l;iiénnlty. He 15 hereby Gismlssed froint gervice Witl' iimﬁiﬁo effec. . - !
s AGmalP ! ' '
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The Capital Cily Police Officer Peshawar.

e —— &

2. The Deputy INSpecior Goneral of Doice, Specint Branch, Khyber PakhiupkRwge———-—
3. DO&ADIT.
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" .ORDER "

-

.

- accused official. The enqulry officer after conducting proper enquiry submitted that initiatly enquir;

.4-

No. é45 3 2 _/PA dated Peshawar the = W 3 2021

OFFICE OF THE

PESHAWAR .
Phone No. 091-9210989 T
. Eax No. 091-9212597.

— RO
——— 1*:46--

This order *\i}ill dlsposc of departmemal appeal preferred by Ex—ASI Javed K’

T ‘NG.2008 who was awarded ‘the major punlshment of “Dlsm:ssal from Service” und¢r PR-197

SSPIOpcratlons Peshawar };}CEC No0.3049-54, dated 31-12-2020.

L
Vo

" He while pbgte& at Chief Minister Secretariat Peshawar was repatriated to’ ¢

" Peshawar and was proceeded against departmentally on the charges of his involvement in the murd:
" 'his wife. He was charged by his brother in law Jamdad Ali i his statement tecorded ws 161 &

" Cr.Pc for the murder of his sister on the basis of which case vide FIR No.495, dated 25-07-201¢

302/34/PPC PPC Police Station Katlang Mardan was registered against him.

‘‘‘‘‘

He was iséued proper Charge Sheet and Summaty of Allegations by SSP/Operat

Peshawar and SP/Rural Peshawar was appointed as enquiry officer to scrutinize the conduct of
v

iy

174 Cr.Pc was conducted, - Then brother of the deceased lady recorded his statement Wws 164

i'.: |I

- I'before Magistrate & charged ASI Javid Khan (husband of Bunyawat Z,amma) deceased & Na
-.Khan son of A]mal Khan for the murder of his sister. Both the accused got BBA which could nc

" ¢onfirmed and weré arrested. The accused official was granted bail by the court of law. The enc

I\ officer recommended him for suitable punishment. In light of the findings of the enquiry office;

competent authority awarded him the above major punishment.

He was heatd in person in O.R. and the relevant record along with his explans

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

- accused official has bccn charged by his brother in law in his statement recorded u/s 164 before

© Magistrate. Moreover, théwrare no evidence or eye witnesses to show his innocense in the

Therefore his appeal for semng aside the punishment awarded to him by SSP/Operations Peshawar
No.3049-54, dated-31-12- 2020 is hereby rejected/filed.

7/

(ABEAS AHSAN) PSP |
CAPITAL CITY POLICE OFFICER
PESHAWAR

" Copies for Inforrnatlon and n/a to the:-

-SSP/Operations Peshawar
SP/Rural Peshawar: +'

OS/EC-VEC-II, AS
Pay Officer/ CRC g
FMC along with FOU_]i ‘Missal.
Official concerned.:4;

I Sl el e

TAL CITY POLICE OFFICER

|
|

-
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VAKALATNAMA ,,Q(’f

NO. /20

INTHE COURT OF__K?  Sowies “bitbunl) , (eshamas

L4 ]?)«b(ﬂr\ k}b") -

.............. : S -- -- Appellant
Petitioner
Plaintiff
‘ VERSUS
___________________ Bl[ifﬁh Depkt ... Respondent (s)

Defendants (s)

1 /WE TJewel W, -

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 mohey, 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) / Respondent(s), Defendant(s), Opposite Party agree(s) ratify all the

; , {

(CLIENT)

acts done by the aforesaid.

DATE /20

ACCEPTED

SYED NOM%LI BUKHARI
ADVOCATE HIGH COURT

CELL NO: 0306-5109438



~@¥ BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No.4278/2021.

Ex- IHC Javed Khan No0.2008 of CCP of Peshawar....................... Appellant.
VERSUS
Capital City Police Officer Peshawar and others........................ Respondents.

REPLY BY RESPONDENTS NO. 1, &2.
Respectfully Sheweth:-

i
PRELIMINARY 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.

That the éppellant has no cause of action and locus standi.

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

o~

3
4
5. That the appellant is estopped by his own conduct to file the instant appeal.
6
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 w/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
departmental 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 “A”“B” “C”)

(3) First part of para not related to the record of respondents, while rest of para denied on the
groundé 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 conduqted. Then brother of the
deceased lady recorded his statement u/s 164 Cr.P.C before Magistrate and charged ASI

i
u ~—
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@ Javid Khan and or'Fle other person for the murder of his sister. Both the accused got BBA
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:
]

J

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 appeliant 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. Afier 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.

) 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 app‘ellant was treated as per law/rules.

P) Incorrect. The ap;l)ellant was treated as per law/rules and no Article of Constitution of
Pakistan has been |Vio:)l.':vced 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 thle major punishment.

R) Incorrect. The con"lpetcnt authority before imposing the major punishment had completed
all codal formalitiées 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 ﬁy the respondent department, hence impugned order is liable to be
upheld.

T) Incorrect. The appeliant 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

Capital/City Police Officer,

Pes hawar.

with costs please.




BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.

t
Service Appeal No.4278/2021.

Ex- IHC Javed Kh],an No0.2008 of CCP of Peshawar....................... Appellant.

VERSUS
Capital City Police Officer Peshawar and others........................ Respondents.
AFFIDAVIT.

We res;i)ondents 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.

. ’
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CHARGE SHEET

Whereas 1 am satisfied that a Formal Enquir"j'f" as cohtemplatéd by Police Ri

1975 is necessary & expédient in the subject case ﬁgainst IHC Javed No. 2008 C .

Peshawar.

And whereas, | am of the view that the alleéations‘ 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 THC Javed No. 2

CCP Peshawar on the basis of following allegationé_ ‘mentioned :n the enclosed sumn

f

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

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

e

as to why the action should not be taken against you and also stating at the sarne
whether you desire to be heard in person. B r
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 o_ffer and ex-parte action will be t

against you.

- So’"‘

SENIOR SUPERINTENDENT OF POLI
(OPERATIONS) PESHAWAR
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DISCIPLINARY ACTION 8 9(2 )

I, Senior Superintendent of Police Operations, Peshawar as competent authority,

dII'l of the opinion that THC Javed No. 2008 CCP Peshawar has rendered him liable to

; be proceeded against, as he committed the following acts/omission within the meaning of

section 03 of the Police Rules 1975.

STATEMENT OF ALLEGATIONS

Khyber  Pakhtunkhwa vide his . office ~ memo No.

PA/CSO/CMS/Khyber Pakhtunkhwa/9223, dated 20.09.2019, THC
Javed No. 2008 while posted at CM Security Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

is involved in criminal case vide FIR No. 495 dated 25.07.2019 uw/s

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

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

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

For the purpose of scrutinizing the conduct of afore: Said police official in the said

episode with reference to the above allegations *S—P Qll\/m_() is
A A AY

oy

appointed as Enquiry Officer under Rule 5 (4) of Police Ruiles 1975.

The Enquiry Officer shall in-accordance with the provision of the Police Rules
(1975), provide reasonable opportunity of hearing to the accused Official and make

recommendations as to punish or other action to be taken against the accused official.

| | (OPERATIONS), PESHAWAR
No_ 00§ _ FEIPA, dated Peshawarthe 02 / /0 12019

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

| i. As intimated by Chief Security Officer Chief Minister’s Secretariat

PERAN NT OF POLICE[

2
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To _ SSP Operations, Peshawar é

From : SP Rural, Peshawar

No QC? 7 6 SPR,Dated: 27 / | ¢ /2019

Subjcet: DEPARTMENTAL ENQUIRY AGAINST IHC JAVED NO. 2008
Memorandum: 08 PR 020\ Y

Pleasc reler 1o your office diary No. WHUPA ddlCd 28872079 on the
subject cited above.
Statement of allegations:

|
while : posted at CM Security KPK is involved in criminal case vide LFIR No. 495,
datcd:ﬁS.O?QOW U/S 302/34 PPC, PS Katlang Mardan for the murder of his wile. ke was

According 10 statement of allcgations/charge shect, THC Javed No. 2008

arrested in the case and co;ﬂined in District Jail, Mardan. Later on rcleased on bail.
Procecdings:

The alleged oflicial was summoned and charge sheet along-with summary
of allegations was served dpon him. He was heard in person, his statement was recorded and al
the relevant documents were also perused. -

Statement of [Y1C Javed:

The alleged official stated n his siatement that on the date/time o
occurrence, he along-with' his two [riends Naimat Wali and Iqbal Mahmood were present outsids
the mosque alter perlorming prayers, and were planning to eat dinner together. Meanwhile hi
son Ovair reached there and informed him that his mother has pistol in her hands. On the iip ¢
this information, he suddenly rushed his home but since reaching home, he heard noisc ol firi.
and on reaching home, he found that his wilfe has shot dead hersell. In this conncction, a
enquiry U/8 156(3) Cr.P.C was initiated. During enquiry, witnesses ol the spot Mazhar Jave
(his son) and daughter in_' law Mrs. Navira stated in their statements the deccased had fired o
hersell, whereas, his brother in law Jamdad Ali charged him in the statement U/8 161/164 Cr.p 4

and the above meationed case was registered against him. Subscquently, he was released on ba

. from the Court. In this rcgard, photocopies of the slatements ol wilnesses are also attached ¢

serusal.

Recommendation:

As this is a criminal case and relates to the Court, hence recoprmmgndc

that the subject enquiry may be kept pending till decision of Coart.
—

R T
AN




Te : SSP'OperaHons, Peshawar
From SP Rural, Peshawar
No: 39 0 SPR, Dated: 30 / {2 12020
" Subject: . DEPARTMENTAL ENQUIRY AGAINST IHC JAVED NO. 2008
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. 445,
dated:25.07.20519 U/S 302/34 PPC, PS Katlang, Mardan for the murder of his wife. He was
arrested in the (}:ase 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:-

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 wgg
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 onel'lNaimat Wali and Igbal 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 hjs wife has shot dead herself. His daughter in law namely
Nazira, sons Sagqib 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 Jarmdad Ali falsely charged him for the murdgr
of his sister (his wife). He has therefore, requested that his case is under trial in the Court qgué
his enquiry proceedings may be kept pending till decision of the Court.

Findings.-

Initially enquify ufs 174 Cr.P.C was conducted in the case. Then on
25.07.2019, brother of deceased lady, Jamdad Ali 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.
iHowever, the principle accused in the case, Naveed Khan is still in jail & his case is pending
hearing in High Court. Weapon of offence (Pisto! 30 Boie) belonged to HC Javed. THere were
no charring markson the dead body that supports version of complainant.

' Recommendations:- _

IHC Javed Khan No.2008 is hereby proposed/recommended for suite e

punishment. I o

RANIY % S




MOST IMMEDIATE

OFFICE OF THE |
SR: SUPERINTENDENT OF POLICE
(OPERATIONS)
PESHAWAR

Phone, 091-9210508

No. Bon7-07 /P Dated Peshawar the RE/ 72 /2020

To: ‘The{Superintendent of Police,

. Rural, CCP Peshawar.
' |

Subject: - Departmental Enquiry Against HIC Javed No. 2008 Invelved in Case FIR No.

1 495 dated 25.07.2019 u/s 302/34 PPC PS Katlang.
|Mcmo:- :

Reference to the subject cited above and (o state that the subject enquiry was

conducted by you in which findings reccived with the recommendations to keep it pending till the

qccision of criminal case in the competent court.

2. The competent authority has desired (o disposc of ali the pending departmental

enquiries against police officiats involved in criminal cases,
|

3. In light of the directions passed by the competent authority,

complete enquiry file is
returned herewith with the direction to conclu

roccedings ‘within 24-hours and :ubmit

decisive findings for its further disposat.

SP HQs

Fu SENJOR SUPERINTENDENT OF POLICE
. OPERATIONS) PESHAWAR

Cope to:-

| 1. The Capitai City Police Officer Peshawar for favor ol'information plcasc.

2. FMC with the direction 1o send complete enquiry file to the Enquiry Officer by today the

28" December, 2020 positively,
e _ Vi
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