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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL.PESHAWAR.

Appeal No. 1715/2019

Date of Institution 09.12.2019

Date of Decision 16.03.2021

Atif Bangash S/0 Farid Hussain Bangash Ex-S.I KDA Kohat. ... (Appellant)

VERSUS

Inspector General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar and two others.
... (Respondents)

Present.

Syed Mudassir Pirzada, 
Advocate. For appellant

Mr. Muhammad Rasheed, 
Deputy District Attorney For respondents.

MR. HAMID FAROOQ DURRANI, 
MR. MIAN MUHAMMAD

CHAIRMAN
MEMBER(E)

•JUDGMENT

HAMID FAROOQ DURRANI. CHAIRMAN:-

j On 02.10.2019, an order was passed by District Police Officer 

Kohat/respondent No. 3, whereby, a major punishment of dismissal from

1.

service was imposed upon the appellant with immediate effect. It was noted

in the order that the appellant failed to register a case under section 302-

PPC for the murder of Mst. Afroz Batool, and instead, initiated enquiry under

section 174 Cr.PC, vide Daily Diary No. 11 dated 11.08.2019.

Departmental appeal was submitted against the order on 15.10.2019 

which ^as rejected through order dated 14.11.2019. Aggrieved from both 

the orders, the appellant has preferred the appeal in hand on 09.12.2019. I
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We have heard learned counsel for the appellant, learned Deputy2.

District Attorney on behalf of the respondents and have also perused the

available record.

J-earned counsel primarily contended that the departmental
i' '

proceedings, taken up against the appellant, were not in accordance with

3.

the procedure provided under the law. The victim Mst. Afroz Batool died on

12.08.2019 while the appellant was suspended from service on 11.08.2019

and thereby was estopped to proceed with the investigation. He, therefore.

could not anticipate the murder of victim beforehand. The departmental

authority did not issue any show cause notice to the appellant while, reply to

a notice in some other case, was made part of the record. Similarly, the

opportunity of personal hearing was never extended to the appellant and he

was proceeded against ex-parte without observing the rules. It was also the

contention of learned counsel that complete postmortem examination of the

body was not allowed by his relatives including her father and brother.

therefore too, the cause of death could not be ascertained in time.

Learned DDA, while responding to the arguments from other side,

contended that the appellant was duly issued charge sheet and statement of

allegatfons on 04.09.2019, while the appellant also submitted reply to the

show cause notice. The submission of the reply fully evidenced the

participation of appellant in the departmental proceedings. It was further

stated that the appellant deliberately and,in order to favour the accused, did

not register the case under section 302-PPC at the proper time.

4. The allegations against the appellant have been recorded hereinabove

which need not to be reproduced. The admitted and undeniable facts are 

that in the first instance the report, as agitated by the relatives of the
1
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deceased, spoke of suicide by the victim and not her murder. The FIR u/s

302 PPC was recorded on 04.09.2019. It is also a fact that the victim

breathed her last not on the day of occurrence but thereafter. It is claimed

that the appellant was suspended from service on the relevant day,

therefore, could not proceed with the supervision of case after the death of

victim. Tt was also not denied by the respondents that the photographs of

the dead body were not made part of the record, as alleged to have been

taken at the time of "Ghusal" and funeral of the deceased.

The record is also depictive of being a case of change of version to5.

the murder of deceased after many days of occurrence through the

statements of relatives recorded under section 164-Cr.P.C. The fixing of

responsibility upon the appellant in that regard does not seem to have very 

firm foundation. It is to be remembered that the body of victim could not be 

subjected to complete/proper postmortem even after its exhumation after

many days on 14.10.2019.

6. The respondents did not care to provide the enquiry report against

the appellant while;On the other hand, his reply to show cause notice,

submitted in another case was made part of the record for the reasons best

known to the respondents.

7. As a conclusion to the above we are of the considered view that the

appellant was put to major penalty without conducting departmental 

proceedings in accordance with law. The responsibility upon him was fixed 

without collecting and bringing on record sufficient material. Resultantly, the 

appeal in hand is allowed and . the impugned orders are set aside. The 

appellant is reinstated into service, however, the respondents are at liberty 

to conduct denovo proceedings against him within ninety days from the

^•1
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receipt of copy of instant judgment. Needless to note that he shall be 

extended full opportunity of defending his cause during the proceedings in 

accordance with law. The issue of back benefits shall be relatable to the

outcome of denovo proceedings. Parties are left to bear their respective

costs.

File be consigned to the record room.

(HAMID FARObQ DURRANI) 
CHAIRMAN

(MIAN MUHAMMAD) 
MEMBER(E)

ANNOUNCED
16.03.2021



1715/2019

Order or other proceedings with signature of Judge or 
Magistrate and that of parties where necessary.

Date of
order/
proceedings

S.No.

321

Present.

Mr. Syed Mudassir Pirzada, 
Advocate

For appellant

Mr. Muhammad Rasheed, 
DDA with Arif Saieem, Steno ... For respondents.

16.03.2021
Vide our detailed judgment; the appeal in hand is

allowed and the impugned orders are set aside. The appellant

is reinstated into service, however, the respondents are at

liberty to conduct denovo proceedings against him within ninety

days from the receipt of copy of instant judgment. Needless to

note that he shall be extended full opportunity of defending his

cause during the proceedings in accordance with law. The Issue

of back benefits shall be relatabie to the outcome of denovo

proceedings. Parties are left to bear their respective costs.

File be consigned to the record room.

CHAIRMAN

(MIAN MUHAMMAD) 
Member(E)

ANNOUNCED
16.03.2021
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Due to summer vacation, case is adjourned to 

^ ^“2021 for the same as before.
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24.06.2020 Clerk to counsel for the appellant present. AddhAG 

alongwith Mr. M. Arif Saleem, Steno for respondents 

present. Written reply not submitted. Requested for 

adjournment. Adjourned. To come up for written 

reply/comments on 11.08.2020 before S.B.

it

MEMBE

11.08.2020 Junior to counsel for the appellant and Addl. AG 

alongwith Arif Saleem, ASI for the respondents present.

Respondents have furnished parawise comments which 

are placed on record. The matter is assigned to D.B for 
arguments on 28.10.2020. The appellant may furnish rejoinder, 
within one month, if so advised. r\

28.10.2020 Proper D.B is on Tour, therefore, the 

adjourned for the same on 29.12.2020 before D.B.
case IS

R
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18.02.2020 ■ Learned counsel for the appellant present.

' Preliminary arguments heard.

The appellant (Ex-Sub Inspector) has filed the 

present service appeal against the order dated 

02.20.2019 whereby major punishment of dismissal 

from service was imposed upon the appellant and 

against the order dated 14.11.2019 through which the 

'departmental appeal of the appellant was rejected.

Submissions made by learned counsel for the 

appellant need consideration. The present service appeal 

t- is admitted for regular hearing subject to all just legal 

objections. The appellant is directed to deposit security 

and process fee within 10 days. Thereafter notices be 

issued to the respondents for reply. To come up for
f -» \
written reply/comments on 01.04.2020 before S.B

Member

Due to public holiday on account of COVID-19, the case 

is adjourned to 24.06.2020 for the sanne. To come up for 

.. the same as before S.B.

01.04.2020



Form- A

FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Court of

"r:-.

Case No.- 1715/2019

S.No. Date of order 
proceedings

Order or other proceedings with signature of judge

1 2 3

The appeal of Mr. Atif Bangash presented today by Syed Mudassir 

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

the Worthy Chairman for proper order please.’

09/12/20191-

REGISTR^'^

This case is entrusted to S. Bench for preliminary hearing to be2 I c
put up there on

\

CHAIRMAN-

/
V

Nemo for appellant.

Notices be issued to appellant/counsel. To come- up 

for preliminary hearing on 18.02.2020 before S.B.

08.01.2020

\

Chairman • _
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTOON KHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal 2019

Atif Bangush S/o Farid Hussain Bangush.Ex-Si KDA Kohat

(Appellant)

VERSUS

INSPECTOR GENERAL OF KPK POLICE PESHAWAR.1.

2. DEPUTY INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE KOHAT REGION KOHAT ’

3. DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER KOHAT. (Respondent)

INDEX

Sr Description of Documents Annexure Page
No

Memo of Appeal1 1-4

Affidavit2 5

3 Address of the Parties 6

Copy of impugned Order and charge sheet with reply and 
representation dated. ______________ ___
Copy of Rejection order dated:-

A4 7-6
5 B

6 Copy of Affidavit of complainant & Medical Report C iS-)7
Copy of reply of DSP HQ Kohat.7 D IS
Wakalatnama

Appellant

/
Through

o9 / a/9-g/9 ->
Date Syed Mudasir Pirzada 

Advocate HC 
. 0345-9645854

A
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTOON KHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.

Atif Bangush S/o Farid Hussain Bangush Ex-SI KDA Kohat

(Appellant)

VERSUS

INSPECTOR GENERAL OF KPK POLICE PESHAWAR,1. iMar’y No.

2. DEPUTY INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE KOHAT REGION KOHAT Date A- -

(Respondent)3. DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER KOHAT.

APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF THE KHYBER PAKHTOON KHWA SERVICE
TRIBUNAL ACT 1974 AGAINST THE IMPUGNED ORDER DATED 02-10^2019-’
VIDE OB-NO 1205 IN WHICH THE RESPONDENT NO:-3 WITHOUT THE AID
OF ENQUIRY DIRECTLY AWARD THE MAJOR PUNISHMENT OF DISMISSAL
FROM SERVICE WITH IMMEDIATE EFFECT THE APPELLANT PREFERRED
DEPARTMENTAL REPRESENTATION DATED 15-10-2019 BUT THE SAME
WAS REJECTED ON 14-11-2019

Respectfully Sheweth,

With great veneration the instant appeal is preferred by the appellant on the 

following grounds:-

Facts:

I :-Briefly facts as per impugned order is that a murder of a women namely Mst. 
Afroz Batool took place and the appellant being SHO conducted enquiry u/s I 74 

CrPc vide DD No:- 11 dated 11.08.201 9 instead of registration of case u/s 302 .

That the complainant (the father of the deceased were not authorizes to initiate 

any kind of criminal proceedings on the basis that the murder of the said women 

was of two-version case .

That the Husband and brother of the deceased women stated before registering 

the case that the deceased women corrimitted suicide hence the legal 
representative / eiders reduced all instance in writing that the suicide was 

committed but the complainant (the father of the deceased after burial of the 

deceased alleged that the daughter was murdered ).
a91
0
\n That the Zahoor IHC started enquiry u/s 1 57(i) on 11 -08-201 9 and .the concern 

doctor refer the patient to LRH Peshawar for further medical assistant/treatment 
and on 12-08-2019 the patient was died and then return to KDA Hospital at 
1 2:05AM and the appellant promptly reached to the hospital being a responsible 

officer and in case diary the said IHC entrusted enquiry to the appellant on 1 3- 

08-201 9 and on the same day the appellant services was suspended and closed 

to line at 9:00am.and the department proceeded against the appellant without 
any cogent reason and blessed with the impugned order (Copy of Impugned 

order is annexed along with representation annexed as annexure A)

T-
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That the all matters were duly intimated to DSP HQ for further legal assistance 

and upon the guidelines of DSP HQ all the instance were reduced in writing on 

the spot but for unknown reason the appellant was dismissed.

That appellant was served with the charge sheet along with statement of 
allegation and the appellant had properly submitted his reply which was 

deliberately not consider nor discussed in impugned order and an ex-partly 

proceeding were conducted against the appellant.

That there is nothing is on the record which connect the appellant with the 

allegation nor proved and the appellant is blessed with impugned punishment 
which not warranted by law.

That an unjust has been done with the appellant by not giving ample opportunity
I

of cross examination as well as not heard in person nor properly enquired the 

allegation and ex-partly proceedings conducted against the appellant without 
probing held guilty the appellant without following the prescribed rules relating 

to enquiry proceedings as per Police Rules 1975 (amended 2014).

That nothing has been proved beyond any shadow of doubt that the appellant 
has committed any misconduct or tarnished the image of Police department.

That there are numerous good entries in the service record of the appellant 
which could be verified but this fact has not been taken in consideration while 

awarding the major punishment which is against to the canon of justice.

That the appellant was neither provided an opportunity to cross examine the 

witnesses nor to produce defense evidence and the enquiry proceedings 

accordingly defective. Furthermore the requirements of rules regarding enquiry ' 
have not been observed while awarding the impugned punishment.

That the appellant feeling aggrieved from the impugned order prefer 

departmental representation which was not consider and the same was rejected 

on dated 14-11 -201 9(Copy of rejection order ahnexed as annexure B)

That the appellant dragged unnecessarily into litigation which is clearly 

mentioned in 2008 SCMR 72-5.

That while awarding the impugned major punishment the enquiry report has not 
been given to the appellant which is very much necessary as per 1991 PLC CS 

706 & PLC 1991 584.

Grounds:

That no enquiry has been conducted none from the general public was 

examined in support of the charges leveled against the appellant. No 

allegation mentioned above are practiced by the appellant nor proved 

against any cogent reason against the appellant.

a.
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That the appellant was neither intimated nor informed by any source of 
medium regarding enquiry proceedings, for any disciplinary action which 

shows bias on the part of respondents above even though the statement of 
the complainant on affidavit which was tender by complainant was also not 
consider regarding the actual crux but in vain (Copy of statement on 

affidavit along with Medical Report is annexed as annexure C)

b.

That the appellant was not heard in person nor called in orderly, room and 

falsely mentioned in the impugned order that the appellant was called 

because the when the expertly proceedings were conducted then how 

could it possible that the appellant was heard and called for orderly room 

which does not appeal to a prudent mind .

c.

That in the same matter of appellant the DSP HQ was also came under 

enquiry and in departmental proceedings the said DSP HQ statement is self 
explanatory regarding the allegation but that fact was also not consider 

(Copy of reply of DSP HQ is annexed as annexure D)

d.

That as per the contents of allegation in .the charge sheet and the 

impugned order a different with each other.
e.

That it is not ascertainable that what element had promoted the competent 
authority to award punishment to the appellant in hasty manner.

f.

That as per the constitution of Islamic Republic Of Pakistan clearly speaks 

■ about the fundamental rights that the fair and transparent enquiry is the 

right of any employee.

g.

That the punishment is harsh in nature and the appellant is vexed for 

undone single offence which is against the constitution of Islamic republic 

of Pakistani 973.

h.

That the appellant is honest and dedicated one and leave no stone 

unturned to discharge his duties. _ ' .
1.

That as per universal declaration of hurrian rights 1948 prohibits the 

arbitral / discretion.
J-

That the Respondent'No-3 has acted whimsically and arbitrary, which is 

apparent from the impugned order.
k.

That the impugned order is not based on sound reasons and same is not 
sustainable in the eyes of law. The same is based on wrong assumption of 
facts.

That the departmental enquiry was not conducted according to the rules.m.

That the impugned order is outcome of surmises and conjecture.n. .
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Pray.;

In the view of above circumstances it is humbly prayed that the 

impugned order of Respondent No-3 dated 02-10-2019 Kohat may please be 

set aside for the end of justice and the appellant may please be graciously re

instate in service with all back benefits. s

Appellant

Through

Syed Mudasir Pirada- 
Advocate HC 
0345-9645854

Date

Certificate:-

Certified that no such like appeal has earlier been filed in this Hon able Service tribunal as 
per instruction of my client. - ’

List of Books

1;'-Constitution of Pakistan 1973

2:- Police Rules

3:- Case Law according to need.
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTOON KHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.

2019Service Appeal

AFFIDAVIT

I ,Syed Mudasir Pirzada Advocate ,as

per instruction of my client do here by

solemnly affirm and declare that all the

contents of accompanying service

appeal are true and correct to the best

of my knowledge and belief an

nothing has been concealed from this

Honorable Tribunal.

Advocate^
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTOON KHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.

Atif Bangush S/o Farid Hussain Bangush Ex-SI KDA Kohat

(Appellant)

VERSUS

INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE KPK PESHAWAR.1.

2: DEPUTY INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE KOHAT REGION KOHAT

(Respondent)3. DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER KOHAT.

ADDRESS OF THE PARTIES

APPELLANT

Atif Bangush S/o Farid Hussain Bangush Ex-SI KDA Kohat

RESPONDENTS

1. INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE KPK PESHAWAR.

2. DEPUTY INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE KOHAT REGION KOHAT

3. DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER KOHAT.

Appellant

Through
7

Syed Mudasir Pirzalsla 
Advocate PHC ^ 
0345-9645854

Date



f

Awa'voo
Jk/ V OFFICE OF THE 

DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER, 
KOHAT
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This order will dispose of deparlmento! cond^

2014),
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• crime.

officia., ohJ:g;

accused otficial. SP Operations Kohat was appo nted a^^^

S?~fHHr=i?s,r:rr^s
accused official was held guilty of the charges,

Th- accused offfcial was heard in person in Orderly Rooim held on 
01.10,2019 ^id afforded opportunity of defense but he failed to submit u. y

plausible explanation. ^ •

Ss»r;™Sy£» inS a ^

?

«#<
injustice, 
charges leveied against the 
guilty of serious misconduct.

I,,

under the ibidTherefore in exercise of.powers confeired upon

immediate, effect. Kit etc issued be collected.
Announced
01,10.2019

me

i-
i

I, " " h

DISTRICTP'OLICE OFFICER, 
KOHATtf^^/K.

OB No.j^
nptPri

i
t

'-T
V
5

^■^•^c“o?et'subii&l^

Regional Police Officer, Kohat plea^
SDPO HQrs/L.O for necessary act/on \
Reader/Pny officor/SRC/OHC for necedsary action.

i
No

1
2
3..

DISTRld^OLICE OFFICER, 

KOHAT<g^^2/<.
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l j.0S.20l9 insi.r.nd of registration, of proper case
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seniors for 'your

n.
U/S 302 .I

i

. I >

i * concealed l.he rojril facts from you
uMch is your inefficiency and professional

r • t
You . tm. *
personal gam

misconduct on your pari.
!■
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I
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Your written defense. }
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1
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Office of the 
District Police Officer 

Kohnt

'I :: yrf \/;
t

I'«i-
*
r

s',; DISCIPLINARY ACTrON
'-ii •
iJ:5 . ,„ ,., ;

CAPT 00 WAHID MEHMOOD,> DISTRICTii: 

■,il '

POLICE ■rb «
. KOHAT as competent authority, am of the opinion that you ASI Atif

iyoMtoH;MjA_tluah<^ PS KDA have rendered yourself liable to be pr^^^^ 
again,,! dcp.-iitmentally imriet K’hylier r'.'ikhtMnUhw:, I'oliee Rule 1975 

(.) - t;; :(A”''e‘’‘i'ncr‘t2014) as you have committed the Iblimving acts/omissions

if't: if.
■ffye b'iO

V
P-
•/!

t

STATEMENT OF ALLEOATTnATc;
t

You while posted as Sf lO PS KDA has produced a uideo ' 

bij r, woin.nn rc.rinrdinfj Hie lunundcd marks

i. I
• t,Yi'd' - .^1 . .e

on the dead ;
body of deceased. Ms!.: A frny. fJatool imforc. her funeral

I ■

{

!
cc.ircnioiiij.

iu
I

You started an enquirij U/S 174 CrPC vide DD No. Il' 

deUed 11.03.2019 instead 6f recfistration of proper case ' 

U/S 302 PPC and also failed to sand the dead body for

ii.
.i
fI

ij !
a t

I--4 J'
postmortem..I i

(■

>-
You concealed the real facts from, your seniors for your ' 
personal gain

III.!I

which IS your inefficiency and. 
professional gross misconduct on your part.

?

.

I2. For l;hc: purpose of .scrui.ini/;inp ihc conducL of said' ' 
j,; accused wjtih reference lo Uie above allegations SP Oncrat-ion^

appointed as enqui.-y officer, The enquiry officer shall in accordance with ■
■ .. I .pipvision o. ,he Police Rule- ,975, provide reosonoble opportunity of head,^ h

f,. le accused official, record his findings and make, within twenty five days of 
-he receipt of this order, recommendations ,as to punislmicnt or other ■ 
appropriate action against the accused orriei;,].

, ^ ihe accused ofricfial shall jfiin the procccdinc
da.te, tune and place fixed hy the.enquiry offiecr.

.■ Kohat

f

.h i

I

I
1 i

on thef

/ !
7

I

V-a*;'--; DISTRICT POLICE: OFFICER, " 
KOHAT^^^ .

■ ;

!
PA,.dated ^/'

Copy of above to;-
SP Opcrat:ion.s,_J<o]^- The Enquiry Officci- 
proceedings against the accused under the 
Rule-1975.

c* * ^
72019, !‘^*♦1 II ■ • / !m: ■ Ih ; ;i'

for initiating 
pi'ovisions of i^olicc

•' : 
fi.v..

■ S';
iViU

• - t
t

The 4-^l^scd Officer:- with the directions, Lo appear before the 
Enquiry Omcer. on the date, time ami piuec fixed by him. for the 
pLM pose ol enquiry proceeding,s.
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f i
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■Bj;FQt?LXHfLP-t:PUTY INSPECTOR ClHNERAL Ql- POLICE KOHAT RIEGION

KOHAT.

APPEAL AGAINST THE IMPUGNED ORDER OF
DPQ KOHAT VIDE OB NO 1205 DATED 02-10-2019 IN WHICH THE 
APPELLANT WAS AWARDED MAIOR PUNISHMENT OF DISMISSAL FROM THE : 
SERVICE WITH IMMEDIATE EFFECT WITHOUT FOLLOWING THE PRESCRIBE
RULE AS WELL AS WITHOUNT ANY LAW FUL lUSTIFICATION.

I»,

SUBJECT: DEPARTMENTAI

Respectfully Sheweth

With great veneration the instant appeal is preferred by the appellant on the 
following grounds:-

Lacjs:

1 :-Briefly facts as per impugned order is that a murder of a women namely Mst. 
Afroz Baiool took place and the appellant being SHO conducted enquiry u/s 1 74 

•CrPc vide DD No:- 11 dated 11.08.201 9 instead of registration of case u/s 302 .
t

That the complainant (the father of the deceased were not authorizes to initiate 
any kind of criminal proceedings on the basis that the murder of the said 
was of two version case .(Copy of statement along with affidivate is annexed)

-■ ' —L. ■--------- - " ' Ml ^ ............................................ .............

women •

That the Husband and brother of the deceased women stated before registering 
the case that the deceased women committed suicide hence the legal 
representative / elders reduced all instance in writing that the suicide was
committed but the complainant (the father of the deceased after burial of the- 
dfefeasejLalleged that the daughter was murdered ).

That the Zahoor IHC started enquiry u/s 157(i) on-OS-201 9 and the concern 
doctor refer the patient to LRH Peshawar for further m¥dicai assistant/treatment 
and on 12-08-2019 the patient was died and then return to KDA Hospital at 
12:05AIV] and the appellant promptly reached to the hospital being a responsible 
officer and in case diary the said IHC entrusted enquiry to the appellant 
Q8-201j^nd on the same day the appellant services wfis 
to line at 9:00am.and the department proceeded against the appellant without 
any cogent reason and blessed with the impugned order (Copy of Impugned 
order is annexed.)

j

i
{3-on

That the all matters were duly intimated to DSP HQ for further legal assistance 
and upon the guidelines of DSP HQ all the instance were reduced in writing on 
the spot but for unknown reason the appellant was dismissed.

That appellant was served with the charge sheet along with statement of 
allegation and the appellant had properl
deliberately not consider nor discussed in impugned order and an ex-part^7 
proceeding were conducted against the appellant.

jjbmitted his replvjyJai£ji_was
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record which connect the appellant with the 
is blessed with impugned punishment

That there is nothing-is on the 
allegation nor proved and the appellant is1

i which not warranted by law.I
1 unjust has been done with the appellant by not giving ample opportunity .

not heard in person nor properly enquired the 
conducted against the appellant without 

the prescribed rules relating

That an
of cross examination as well as 
allegation and ex-partly proceedings 
probing held guilty .the appellant without following

Police Rules 1975 {amended 2014).

36

to enquiry proceedings as per

shadow of doubt that the appellantis That nothing has been proved beyo.nd any 
has commitced any misconduct or tarnished the image of Police department.

record of the appellantgood entries in the serviceThat there.are numerous 
which could bo verified but this fact has not 
awarding the major punishment which is against to the canon of justice.

been taken in consideration while

i
iexamine theTi,.«p'" *"

rcrorI"ly"d°efec°ivrTu'rLrmtre"tl"^^^^^^^ °f -'es regarding enquiry

have not been observed while awarding the impugned punishment.

litigation which is clearlyappellant dragged unnecessarily into ■i .
That the 
mentioned in 2008 SCMR 725.

That while awarding the impugned major punishment the enquiry report has not ;
the appellant which is very much necessary as per 1991 PLC. Cb *

been given to 
706 & PLC 1991 584.

Grounds:
enquiry has been conducted none from the general public was .

charges leveled against the appellant. No 
practiced by the appellant nor proved

I That no
examined in'Support of the 
allegation mentioned above are 

■ against any cogent reason against the appellant.

a.i

source ofneither intimated nor informed by anyThafthe appellant was 
medium regarding enquiry proceedings for any disciplinary action whichb.

shows bias on the part of quarter concern.

not heard in person nor called in orderly room and 
order that the appellant was called 

conducted then how 
heard and called for orderly room i

That the appellant was 
falsely mentioned in the impugned

Che when the expertly proceedings were

c.

because
could it possible that the appellant 
which does not appeal to a prudent mind .

was
^5

notice and thethe contents of allegation in the show causeThat as per 
impugned order a different with each other.

d.



•(
That it is not ascertainable that what element had promoted the competent • 
authority-to award punishment to the appellant in hasty manner.

That as per the constitution of Islamic Republic Of Pakistan clearly speak's 
about the fundamental rights that the fair and transparent enquiry is the 
right of any employee.

13*

f.

That the punishment is harsh in nature and the appellant is vexed for . 
undone single offence which is against the constitution of Islamic republic • 
of Pakistani 973.

9-I

That the appellant is honest and dedicated one and leave no stone 
unturned to discharge his duties.

h.

*1

That as per universal declaration of human rights 194S prohibits the 
■ arbitral / discretion.

That the DPO Kohat has acted whimsically and arbitrary, which is apparent 
from the impugned order.

J-

That the impugned order is not based on sound reasons and same is not 
sustainable in the eyes of law. The same is based on wrong assumption of . 
facts.

.k. t

1

That the departmental enquiry was not conducted according to the rules.I.I l
)

That the impugned order is outcome of surmises and conjecture.m.

Prayi

. . In the view of above circumstances it is humbly prayed that the
Impugned order of DPO date 02-10-2019 Kohat may please be set aside for 
the end of Justice and the appellant may please be graciously re-instate in 
service with all back benefits.

I

/^/‘^/2019
Date:

A
j(Appellant)

Muhammad Atif Bangush 
(Ex- ASl Kohat.

;

f
i
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Atif ]3arigash of Operation Staff Kohat against the 'punishinfnFp^||^> ■ U 

^vrpassed by DPO Kohat vide OB No. 1205; dated 02.10.2019 wherebyri^J^M^IJg

f- .
i

-i. a;
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- '* '.. •*' ; ^ '.•;.

’;-.r •-.
iV'-' , -.<'•:':v'.::j4V./.:>-*• ^
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<

r■:" awarded major punishment of dismissal from
^ Facts are that on 11.0.8.2019 a

iM-'

' V.

f': r
'iservice.

deceased named Afroz Batpol^yy^;^^^^^^ 

allegedly reported that thebrought at KDA Hospital Kohat wherein it was
committed suicide. The appellant just initiated an enquiry

it was the case of murder. Subsequently, :^ ; ^

was
deceased Lady has
within the meaning of 174-CrPc while
father and brother of the deceased lady recorded their statements and charged the 

alleged complainant named Nasir Hussain husband of the deceased and his father
Shah for murder of Mst; Afroz Batool. Hence, a case vide

•• ■'

I- ': >

\Syed Iftikhar Hussain 
FIR No. 299, dated 04.09.2019 U/Ss 302, 201, 203 PPC was registered against the

ascertained that the appellant

■;

t

K

above named persons. On perusal of FIR, it 

being SHO had hidden the facts and did

was
lodge FIR instead of clear cut murder.

appeal to^ the undersigned upon which 

obtained from DPO Kohat and his. service record ^yas perused. ITe 

was also heard in person in Orderly Room, held on 14.11.2019. During hearing, be ^ 

did not advance any plausible explanation in his defense to prove his innocence

■

I no
1.

i.
1

He preferred an
-r'b.

comments wereIt. -

h
and just move forwarded lame excuses.

I have gone through the available record and came to the

conclusion that the allegations leveled against the appellant are proved beyond any

has also been established by the E.O in his Imdvngs.■shadow of doubt and the same 

Therefore, his appeal being devoid of merits is hereby rejected.
r. ;J .

•r

Order Announced
14.11.2019,v '
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■m BEFORE THE HONORABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICE TRmUNAL PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. 1715/2019
Atif Bangash Ex-SI Appellant

VERSUS

Inspector General of Police, 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, & others Respondents

PARAWISE COMMENTS ON BEHALF OF RESPONDENTS

Respectively Sheweth:-
Parawise comments on behalf of Respondents are submitted as under:-

Preliminarv Objections:-

That the appellant has got no cause of action.

That the appellant has got no locus standi.

That the appeal is not maintainable in the present form.

That the appellant is estopped to file the present appeal for his own act.

That the appellant has not come with clean hands to this Honorable Tribunal. 

That the appellant was dismissed from the rank of Assistant Sub Inspector 

while, the appellant prayed for reinstatement in the rank of sub inspector, 
hence the appeal is bad in eyes of law.

II.

IV.

V.

VI.

On Facts:-

The appellant has admitted that a murder was taken place but instead of 

lodging of FIR, the appellant had initiated an inquiry u/s 174 CrPC vide daily 

diary No. 11 dated 11.08.2019. Thus the appellant had committed a gross 

professional misconduct. .

The appellant had willfully exhibited non professionalism in a heinous / 
cognizable offence.

The appellant did not bother to lodge report from father of the deceased and 

an inquiry was initiated on the report of Syed Nasir Hussain husband of the 

deceased, who alongwith others was nominated as accused vide FIR No. 

299 dated 04.09.2019 u/Ss 302, 201, 203, 34 PPG PS KDA, Kohat. Copy is
annexure A.

The appellant being immediate supervisory officer of Police station was
responsible to lodge FIR, but the appellant badly^failed to register FIR and 

initiated an inquiry u/s 174 CrPC. The act of appellant amounts to 

professional misconduct. Therefore, departmental proceedings were initiated..

. •

against the appellant under the relevant rules.



o Incorrect, the appellant willfully concealed the facts from his seniors^

As submitted in para.fNo; .;:4 of the-facts', departmental proceedings were 

initiated against the appellant and the appellant was served with charge 

sheet alongwith statement of allegation, to which the appellant filed reply but 

found unsatisfactory by the respondent No. 3 (competent authority). 

Furthermore, all codal formalities were fulfilled during the course of 

departmental proceedings under the law.

Incorrect, the charge 7 allegation was established against the appellant 
beyond any shadow of doubt

Incorrect, the appellant was associated with departmental proceedings and 

afforded ample opportunity of defense but the appellant failed to submit any 

plausible explanation to the charge / allegation leveled against him. 

Furthermore, the proceedings were conducted against the appellant in 

accordance with the relevant rules.

Incorrect, the charge / allegations leveled against the appellant was 

established beyond any shadow of doubt.

Incorrect, the appellant was reverted from the rank of officiating sub 

inspector to the rank of Assistant sub inspector in another misconduct, 

against which the appellant had not filed any departmental, or service appeal 

before the concerned forum. Copy of reversion order is annexure B. 

Incorrect, reply is submitted in para No. 8 of the facts.

The departmental appeal / representation of the appellant was processed by 

respondent No. 2 and correctly rejected being devoid of merits.

Incorrect, the appellant was proceeded with departmentally 7 awarded 

punishment for his own act, regarding case law referred in this para, it is 

submitted that each case has its own facts and merits.

Incorrect, the requisite documents were provided to the appellant by 

respondent No. 3, reply to the remaining para is submitted in para No. 13.

On Grounds.

Incorrect, the departmental inquiry was conducted against the appellant in 

accordance with the relevant rules and the charge / allegation leveled 

against the appellant was proved.

Incorrect, the appellant was served with charge sheet / show cause notice to 

which the appellant submitted replies, joined the proceedings and heard in 

person by respondents No. 2 & 3.

Incorrect, as submitted in above para, the appellant was heard in person by 

respondent No, 2 & 3, but the appellant failed to advance any plausible 

explanation / defense.

Para No. d of the appeal is not relevant to the appeal of appellant, hence 

comments.

a.

b.

c.

d. no



Cj

m

Incorrect, the impugned order passed by respondent No. 3 is a speaking 

one.

Incorrect, the appellant was taken to task under the relevant law for his own 

conduct.

Incorrect, the appellant was proceeded with departmentally under the 

relevant rules and no fundamental right of the appellant was violated. 

Incorrect, the appellant had committed a gross professional misconduct 

which was established against the appellant.
Incorrect.

Incorrect, the appellant was proceeded with departmentally in accordance 

with the relevant rules and all codal formalities were fulfilled during the 

course of proceedings.

Incorrect, reply is submitted in the above paras.

Incorrect, the respondent No. 3 had passed a legal and speaking order 

based on inquiry proceedings and evidence available on record.
Incorrect, reply is submitted in the above paras.

Incorrect, reply is submitted in the above paras.

In view of above, it is prayed that the appeal may graciously be dismissed.

e.

f.

g-

h.

/ •

J-

k.

m.

n.

Region ice Officer, Inspector ^g^l oy Police, 
Khyber Pakhtunjmwa,

(Respondent NO. 1)
.i-^^hat, Region
(Respondent No. 2)

District F^e Officer, 
K^at

(Respondent No. 3) ■



BEFORE THE HONORABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICE TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. 1715/2019
Atif Bangash Ex-SI Appellant

VERSUS

Inspector General of Police, 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, & others ....... Respondents

COUNTER AFFIDAVIT

We, the below mentioned respondents, do hereby solemnly 

affirm and declare on oath that contents of parawise comments are correct and 

true to the best of our knowledge and belief. Nothing has been concealed from 

this Hon: Tribunal.

e Officer, Inspector 
Khyber PaChtu

(Respondent No, 1)
^^Kohat, Region
(Respondent No. 2)

District PoJicfe Officer, 
Ko^t

(Respond^t No. 3)
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OFFICE OF THE 
DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER 

KOHAT
Te/: 0922-9260116 Fax 9260125

y : ■ i ) '
■ ■ r

. fI I■ r
‘

"il' I W2 4I .

O R D E RI
This order is passed on the departmental enquiry against OffO-S' 

Muhammad Atif Bangash under the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Police Rules, 19

(amendment 2014).

i
I

that the accused official was servedBrief facts of the case are
with Show Cause Notice under the rules ibid as under?-

/ in wake of prevailing situation and foolproof security arrangements 
events of Eid Ul Adha ail officers/officials were directed to remain, on

banned during the Eid days till further orders

i
‘

during
duty and all kind of leaves were 
as per approved leave plan.

■

lawful orders he willfully violated the lawful 
not available in his area of//. That despite the 

orders and on query / information he was 
responsibility, found in his house and called for duty. ,

Hi That his area of responsibility is most sensitive in view of location 
of vital installations / offices, posh residential area and ^sidence of hig 
dianitaries and there was apprehension of. any untoward incident Th 
has Sed the lawful orders exhibited disinterest in discharge of duty and

seized inefficient.
but" foundReply to the Show Cause Notice received 

unsatisfactory Therefore, the accused official was called for personal hearing 
on 16.08.2019. He was heard patiently, but failed to advance any P'a^sible 
explanation to his misconduct. However, Offg: SI Muhammad, Atif ^9 
placed under suspension is hereby re-instated in service from the date-of

suspension dated 13.08.2019. c
reached to the conclusion that the. accusedi In view of above, I, . ^

official willfully violated the lawful orders and 'eft hisjDlare^ of^poshn^ o^n ^a 

special occasion which could cause any l 
responsibility. The

untoward- incident in his area of 
responsibility The accused official having rank of Offg: Sub.
found ineffJent. Therefore, I, Capt®Wahid ^IJerai
Kohat in exercise of the powers conferred upon me dispensed with general
proceedings and Offg; SI Muhammad Atif Bangash-i^ reye^e^Jrg^i^ 
rank of Offq: SI to Substantive rank of ASj with irrjmed'^ate effect and he is
found unfit for any independent task. ■ \ \

Announced

5y16.08.2019
' *'1

POLICE OFFICER, 
KOHAT

DISTRlp

/or^-' ■ I
OB No.^_______ __
Date T6^ dW/2Q^Q ,

/PA dated Kohat the / 6 ^ b-._2Q19. ,
above to the Regional Police Officer, Kohat for

favour of information please.
District Account Officer, Kohat 
Reader/P.O/SRC/OHC for necessary abtion.

i

2.
3.

%.a
DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER, 

KOHAT, . J
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BEFORE THE HONORABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
fSERVICE TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. 1715/2019
Atif Bangash Ex-SI Appellant

VERSUS

Inspector.General of Police, 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, & others Respondents
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Copy of FIR No. 299/2019 PS KDA A 42.
5BCopy of revision order3.
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BEFORE THE HONORABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA

Service Appeal No. 1715/2019
Atif Bangash Ex-S! ....Appellant

VERSUS

Inspector General of Police,
. Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, & others Respondents

PARAWISE COIVIIViENTS ON BEHALF OF RESPONDENTS

Respectively Sheweth:-
Parawise comments on behalf of Respondents are submitted as under:- .

Preliminary Objections:-

That the appellant has got no cause of action.

That the appellant has got no locus standi.

That the appeal is not maintainable in the present form.

That the appellant is estopped to file the present appeal for his own act.

That the appellant has not come with clean hands to this Honorable Tribunal. 

That the appellant was dismissed from the rank of Assistant Sub Inspector 

while, the appellant prayed for reinstatement in the rank of sub inspector, 

hence the appeal is bad in eyes of law.

i.

III.

IV.

V.

VI.

On Facts:-

The appellant has admitted -that a murder was taken place but instead of 

lodging of FIR, the appellant had initiated an inquiry u/s 174 CrPC vide daily 

diary No. 11 dated 11.08.2019. Thus the appellant had committed a, gross 

professional misconduct.

The appellant had willfully exhibited non professionalism in a heinous / 

cognizable offence.

The appellant did not bother to lodge report from father of the deceased and 

an inquiry was initiated on the report of Syed Nasir Hussain husband of the 

deceased, who alongwith others was nominated as accused vide FIR No. 

■299 dated 04.09.2019 u/Ss 302, 201, 203, 34 PPG PS KDA, Kohat. Copy is 

annexure A. ,

The appellant being immediate supervisory officer of Police station was 

responsible to lodge FIR, but the appellant badly failed to register FIR and 

initiated an inquiry u/s 174 CrPC. The act of appellant amounts to 

professional misconduct. Therefore, departmental proceedings were initiated 

against the appellant under the relevant rules.



Incorrect, the appellant willfully concealed the facts from his seniors.

As submitted in para No. 4 of the facts, departmental proceedings were 

initiated against the appellant and the appellant was served with charge 

sheet alongwith statement of allegation, to which the appellant filed reply but
-s.

found unsatisfactory by the respondent No. 3 (competent authority). 

Furthermore, all codal formalities were fulfilled during the course of 

departmental proceedings under the law.

Incorrect, the charge / allegation was established against the appellant 

beyond any shadow of doubt

Incorrect, the appellant was associated with departmental proceedings and 

afforded ample opportunity of defense but the appellant failed to submit any 

plausible explanation to the charge / allegation leveled against him. 

Furthermore, the proceedings were conducted against the appellant in 

accordance with the relevant rules.

Incorrect, the charge / allegations leveled against the appellant was 

established beyond any shadow of doubt.

Incorrect, the appellant was reverted from the rank of officiating sub 

inspector to the rank of Assistant sub inspector in another misconduct, 

against which the appellant had not filed any departmental or service appeal 

before the concerned forum. Copy of reversion order is annexure B. 

Incorrect, reply is submitted in para No. 8 of the facts.

The departmental appeal / representation of the appellant was processed by 

. respondent No. 2 and correctly rejected being devoid of merits.

Incorrect, the appellant was proceeded with departmentally / awarded 

punishment for his own act, regarding case law referred in this para, it is 

submitted that each case has its own facts and merits.

Incorrect, the requisite documents were provided to the appellant by 

respondent No. 3, reply to the remaining para is submitted in para No. 13.

On Grounds.

Incorrect, the departmental inquiry was conducted against the appellant in 

accordance with the relevant rules and the charge / allegation leveled 

against the appellant was proved.

Incorrect, the appellant was served with charge sheet / show cause notice to 

which the appellant submitted replies, joined the proceedings and heard in 

person by respondents No. 2 & 3.

Incorrect, as submitted in above para, the appellant was heard in person by 

respondent No, 2 & 3, but the appellant failed to advance any plausible 

explanation / defense.

Para No. d of the appeal is not relevant to the appeal of appellant, hence no 

comments.

a.

b.

c.

d.



r

Incorrect, the impugned order passed by respondent No. 3 is a speaking 

one.
Incorrect, the appellant was taken to task under the relevant law for his own 

conduct.
Incorrect, the appellant was proceeded with departmentally under the 

relevant rules and no fundamental right of the appellant was violated. ■ 

Incorrect, the appellant had committed a gross professional misconduct 

which was established against the appellant.

Incorrect.
Incorrect, the appellant was proceeded, with departmentally in accordance 

with the relevant rules and all codal formalities were fulfilled during the 

course of proceedings.
Incorrect, reply is submitted in the above paras.

Incorrect, the respondent No. 3 had passed a legal and speaking order 

based on inquiry proceedings and evidence available on record.

Incorrect, reply is submitted in the above paras. '
Incorrect, reply is submitted in the above paras.

In view of above, it is prayed that the appeal may graciously be dismissed.

e.

f.

g-

h.

j-

k.

m.

n.

Inspector ^|r^l oflPolice, 
Khyber Pakhtuiwnwa,

(Respondent No, 1)

Region^^tJlIce Officer, 
Region

(Respondent No; 2)

District PVfee Officer, 
K^at

(Respoi/dent No. 3)
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BEFORE THE HONORABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
&

Service Appeal No. 1715/2019
Atif Bangash Ex-SI Appellant

VERSUS
I

Inspector General of Police, 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, & others Respondents

S

COUNTER AFFIDAVITr ■

. _ We, the below mentioned respondents, do hereby solemnly
affirm and declare on oath that contents of parawise comments are correct and 

true to the best of our knowledge and belief. Nothing has been concealed from 

this Hon; Tribunal. - ‘ '

1

Regions e Officer, Inspector i^en^l ot^olice, 
Khyber PaKhtuiMiwa,

(Respondent No. 1)
Region

(Respondent No. 2)

District Paicfe Officer, 
KoMt

. (Respond^! No, 3)

!

0..
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BEFORE THE HONORABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA• i..

Service Appeal No. 1715/2019
Atif Bangash Ex-Sl Appellant

VERSUS
ar

i'-

Inspector Genera! of Police, 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, & others Respondents

(■

COUNTER AFFIDAVIT
i

We, the below mentioned respondents, do hereby solemnly 

affirm and^declare on oath that contents of parawise comments are correct and 

true to the best of our knowledge and belief. Nothing has been concealed from 

this Hon; Tribunal.

t

/

Inspector {^efiep^lo^olice, 
Khyber PakhtuiMiwa,

, (Respondent No. 1)

Regiqnal^^eflfeOfficer,
Region

(Respondent No. 2)

/
I

■

District Police Officer, 
KoWt

(Respond^! No. 3)
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J '■ rr--c " ' OFFICE OF THE 

DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER, 
KOHAT

Tail 0922-92601J6 Fax 9260125

M'•-
:■

•v;|

ORDER\. ?•Y
This order is passed on the departmental enquiry against Offg^ SI 

Muhammad Atif Bangash under the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Police Rules, 

(amendment 2014).

-'j
f

' the accused official was servedBrief facts of the case are that
Notice under the rules ibid as under:-

of prevailing situation and foolproof security arrangements 
Ul Adha all officers/officials were directed to remain on 

banned during the Eid days till further ordeis

with Show Cause
In wake

during events of Eid 
duty and all kind of leaves 
as per approved leave plan.

/.

were

orders he willfully violated the lawful 
not available in his area of//. That despite the lawful

/ information he wasorders and on query
responsibility, found in his house and called for du.y ^

Hi That his area of responsibility is most sensitive in view of location

has
seized inefficient.

but foundReolv to the Show Cause Notice received

suspension dated 13.08.2019,

on

nroceedinqs and Offg: SI (v/luhammad Atif Bangash-is reverted from th^ 
r.Tni< nf Offa: SI to Substantive rank of ASJ with irrfmed'iate e ec an i 

found unfit for any independent task.

ul
•'I

Announced
16.08.2019;c.

DISTRICTTOLICE OFFICER 
KOHATi /fv.T

i OB No.
« 1 A - r>&- /2019 . o on-iq

0,„=.r, KO..,. .0,
favour of information please.
District Account Officer, Kohat 
Reader/P.O/SRC/OHC for necessary

Date•I
No

4

2. action.
3.

DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER, 
KOHATI®■
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KHYBER PAKHTUNKWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR

/ST Dated 2021,No.

To

The District Police Officer, 
Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 
Kohat.

Subject: JUDGMENT IN APPEAL NO. 1715/2019. MR. ATIF BANGASH.
MUHAMMAD.

I am directed to forward herewith a certified copy of Judgement dated 
16.03.2021 passed by this Tribunal on the above subject for strict compliance.

Enel: As above

■g. ttj
REGISTRAR

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 
SERVICE TRIBUNAL 

PESHAWAR.
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• fe OFFICE OF THE 
DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER, 

KOHAT
Tel: 0922-9260116 Fax 9260125Wti

r,^

I ;
t

O R D E R
This order is passed on the departmental enquiry against Offg. ^1 

Muhammad Atif Bangash under the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Police Rules, 19 

{amendment 2014).

■■i

Brief facts of the case are that'the accused official was served 

with Show Cause Notice under the rules ibid as under:-
/. in wake of prevailing situation and foolproof security arrangements 
events of Eid Ul Adha all officers/officials were directed to remain on

banned during the Eid days till further orders

:

:
during
duty and all kind of leaves were 
as per approved leave plan.

lawful orders he willfully violated the lawful 
not available in his area of//. That despite the 

orders and on query / information he was 
responsibility, found in his house and called for duty.

That his area of responsibility is most sensitive in view of location.
of vital installations / offices, posh residential area and ;
dionitaries and there was apprehension of any untoward incident Thus 
has violated the lawful orders, exhibited disinterest in discharge of duty and

Hi.

seized inefficient.
Notice received, but ' foundReolv to the Show Cause 

unsatisfactory. Therefore, the accused official was called for personal-hearing 
16 08 2019. He was heard patiently, but failed to advance any p ausi 

explanation to his misconduct. However, Offg: SI Muhammad Atif Bangash 
plaMd under suspension is hereby re-instated in service from the date of

suspension dated 13.08.2019.

on

c. I reached to the conclusion that the accusedIn view of above, I. ^ i.-
.„tuN, violated th, lawlul otd.ts “"J “f

official
soecial occasion which could cause any , 4.
responsibility The accused official having rank of Offg; Sub inspector an 
lound inefficient. Therefore, I, Capt®Wahid ^^^hmood. District Police Of cer 
Kohat in exercise of the powers conferred upon me dispensed with general 
proceedings and Offg: SI Muhammad Atif BangashHs reverted from Jhe 
rank of Offa: SI to Substantive rank of ASI with irT|Tie^ate effect and he is 

found unfit for any independent task. \

Announced
16.08.2019

DISTRIC^OLICE OFFICER, 
' KOHAT/oO-

OB No. 
Date - D&- /2Q19 , ^

/pa dated Kohat the / 6. ^ Cli=—2019. ^ u + f r
Copy of above to the Regional Police Officer, Kohat for

favour of information please.
District Account Officer, Kohat 
Reader/P.O/SRC/OHC for necessary a

2.
;tion. 13.

DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER, 
KOHAT
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•; 2,

^ .
\ •V-MUSCLES, BONES, JOINTS. •;

\
Disease or 
Deformity. Fracture. -Injury

iT iL\

■

t

■ (

\

VI REMARKS BY MEDICAL OFFICER. J

»
I

UlW^
-^aA^

i^ , UjA''

f . ,
'd .^ JaZhs/- ^ I,

ix/v'v^ j I, 

^ / ^/UW/vo-T

K'^v^ \xJjk' ^jLA^H^h '

(2 "• n
^ .uavi ry A-
v

P̂robable time that elapsed

(a) between injury and death;

(b) Between death and Post-Martei

■ t

»

Station:-

/) V n Signature & Designation Of 
Medical Officer.I

*" '. ■ M I I ^
Date:

v'

/ ^
r<<.! «.



FORM “A”
i'\)RM Ol-ORDF.R SlM’.l' l'

IN I IIK CODUr OK JUDICIAL MA(;LSTRATI'>L KONA I
Onicr or oilier proccccliiijjs wilh sifj.nnUnv oiMuiipc or Mni.'isli 

and that of parlies or coiitisci where necessary
1 ):iIo ororili,T 

or i’roceedings
Serial.No. 

o! < )rdci' ol 
ih-(Kecclmgs_

C-''.

MAD # 11 Dated: 11.08.2019

Inslanl application submitted by the investigation oHlcer
28.08.2019ORPF.R n 01

namely Zahoor 111C for e.\.liuination of the deceased AIVo/. lRik>ol

beibre (he eourl ol'lUm’ble Additional lOislricl tV: Sessions .ludge-l.

Kohat, which was entrusted to this court for disposal as per law.

'I'he instant application being genuine stands allowed. The

e.xhuinalion is to he eondiieled on riuirsday i.e. 29.()S.2019 ai 01:(){)

O’clock at Khadezai graveyard. 'I’he MS DHQ KDA iCohal is

directed to form a medical team including a lady doctor for the

purpose to be present on the spot at the relevant date and time. The

I/O concerned alongwith the SHO of PS KDA are directed to make

the necessary arrangements on the spot. Furthermore, father of

deceased is directed to be pre.sent on the spot for the purpo.se of

idenlirieation.

A copy olThis order be sent to MS D1 IQ KDA, I'M A Kolial/

and Sl IO concerned for compliance and a copy also sent to l lon'ble

I
the District & Sessions .ludge, Kohat for information.

ANNOUNCED:
28.08.2G19

(Miiliainniad Re/tan Sanuid) 
.ludicial Magistrate-I, Kohat

>

. \

« .
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DEPARTMENT OF FOiRRNSlC MEmriNF ^ /^^v,
KHYBERMEDICAT^OLT.EfiE.PFSHAWAP

(AA^ss^as of ,he Code of Criminal Ptocedure)

a V> ^ m

tMIn the case of

'i- :^;.1. I hereby certify that I received by J/£0af^aeket from
kcH^at

7^ >y^
—.alleged to have been dispatched by Him/her 

referred to in his office No | j
Dated.^/^ 5^ ^ and received by-mc on the JS, —

2. ae packet consisted o sealed wiA a seal bearing die impression of.Ae invoice

0 Ti seals intact. Jpq/ -

^-Cr-1on the 1
here on to attached. And reached me -with—

The contents of the packet were as follows:-

(e)ZAx^., filgr ^____ (0 /^^,.^ p,'^
m^bove se^s were opened in my presence and the contents of the packet w

^ r?® ■T?®'' ‘^^ody until the examination was completed.
• The matenal / samples I was led to examine for were

me

QyintUfX^^

,r< C-g, ?

ere duly examined by
/

ASSISTANT CHEMICAL EXAMINER 
(BIOCHEMIST)4. The result was asibllows;- / 

Qj --S tyy frx iy>l
Cf .'rrp-eyy-)^

C2=j_/y^^2^ '^-eo-?/yc:ryz»:^rJ ^
ar^7ajp

ms report is bemg issued without any cutting/eraser or over writings
For the tests p^ormed to reach the above mentioned results kindly see overleaf. ■
Any report without embossing mark is not genuine.

./FM/KMC/20(/‘^

7hn'scmxf^:i-5. Note:-
(i)
(ii)
(iii) •

^o. //A 1/
KMC. Peshawar.
Chemical examiner office:

The/^- fn 
Enclosures:- ^

200

i. GENERAL At.KATinm^.
ALCOHOL ANALYSTS PPPntfr. 

Potassiumdichromate Test 

Sulphomolybdate Test 

Etiiylbenxoate Test

Heroin.

Morphine___

Cannabinol_

Atropine____
Hyoscine
Strychnine__ •
Brucine .

I .

yf0?' iJ
, / ■

2. VOLATILE POTXnT\r.^>. SEMEN A NA T T^rc»_

Berberio’s Test.__ 
Florence’s Test 
Of Spermatozoa.

Ethyl Alcohol^ 
Mefliyl alcohal %>

Hydroc5^mc acid
Formaldehyde
Phenols 3. METALLIC POTS^nKS.^\

Arsenic
Mercury_______
Lead 
Copper ,
.Silver
Tranquillizer
Barbiturates____
Hypnotics____ _
Sedatives 
Chloral Hydrates

Organophosphates , 
Chlorinated hydrocarbon!

HEAD
DEPA R TMENT OF i 'O REr’r \/EP- fri^ ’p 
KHYBER MEDICAL COLLEGE, PESHAWAE CHEMICAL EXAMINER 

(BIOCHEMIST)


