16.04.2019

‘ Learned counsel for the appellant present. Prellmmaly L.

arguments heard

The appellant has filed the present service"appeal Uls 4

of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Act, 1974,
against the order dated 24.08.2018 whereby he was awarded
major penalty of dismissal from service. The appellant has

also assailed the order dated 07.01.2019 through which his

" departmental appeal against the puniShment order was

29.05.2019

..:)i

dlsmlssed/rejected

" Points urged need consideration. The present appeal 1s

ks

admitted for regular hearing -subject to all the legal

: objecuons Thc appcllant is directed to dcposn security and

.\Q

process fee wnhm 10 days, thereafter notices be issued to

the respondents for written reply/comments on 29.05.2019

before S..B.
Ok

Member

Counsel for the appellant present.

Learned counsel for the appellant states that he has

been instructed by the appellant for withdrawal of instant

appeal as he has been reinstated into service. Therefore, the

appeal has become infructuous.

Dismissed as withdrawn. File be consigned to the

B

Chairman

record room.

ANNOUNCED
29.05.2019

LR
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FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Court of
Case No. 126/ib19 "”'
S.No. | Date of order Order or other’pfoeeedings.with signature of judge
proceedings
L 3
1- 28/1)2619 ' The appeal of Mr..Khan ,'Zeb'.p[esénted.toqay by vl\(l:c.:,;?eg_hlrqubal
Gulbella Advocate may be entered in the Institution Register and put up
to the Worthy Chairmen for_ proper order pledse.
| . REGISTRAR‘:-'?\\\ g
7. . This case is entrusted to'S. Bench for prellmmary hearing. to be
put upthere on- // 3 /? S A.”‘l;‘.‘_:‘.': o
11.03.2019-' . Clerk to counsel for the appellant present and seeks
o adjpurnment on the' ground that learned counsel for the
B apy ellant s ~not ava1lable Adjourn To come up for
prellmmary hearmg on 16 04.2019 before S B ;' ':‘ :
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BEFORE THE HONBLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICES TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

ImReSA - VRO /2019

- Khan Zeb EX-AST
VERSUS
Inspector General of Police Khyber Pakhtunkhwa and
i - ~.. others
INDEX
S# | Description of Documents == Annex Pages
1. | Grounds of Appeal. 1-%
2. | Affidavit. L N9
3. | Addresses of parties 9-A
4. | Certificates of appreciation “A” 10-17
5. | Copy of statement of allegation, charge sheet | “B,C & 18-21
and statement of appellant D”
6. | Copies of Final Show cause Notice and reply | “E” & “F” | 22-23
7. | Copy of the finding/ recommendation of the “G” 24
‘inquiry officer in departmental enquiry
8. | Copy of dismissal order from service vide “H” 25
impugned office order No. 1089-94/PA dated
124/08/2018 e
19. | Copies of departmental appeal & 1ts “T"&“IT” | 26-27,
dismissal impugned office order No. 71-77/PA , 27T A
.| dated 07/01/2019 Peshawar
10. | Other documents - ‘ 28-33
11.| Wakalat Nama =~ . S - 34
Appellant Q ]E ,
Through \
Saghir Iqbal Gulbela
o - Javed Igbal Gulbela, -
& _
Arbab Fakhr-e-Alam
Advocates, High Court
Dated: 22/01/2019 Peshawar.

Off Add: 9-7104 Al-Nimrah Centre, Govt College Chowk Peshawar




9

BEFORE THE HONBLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICES TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

InReSA_ |0 12019

Khan Zeb Ex-ASI No. 1509, Incharge PP
Tarnab, PS Chamkani, Peshawar.

-------------------- (App !IH) ‘bey Pakhtukhkwa
Servico Kribunal
VERSUS Diary No. ‘Lg
Y mv?"ﬂ / 7
ouaZR /1207
1. Inspector =~ General of Police  Khyber

Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar

2. Additional Inspector General of Police Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar (CCPO).

3. Capital city police officer, Peshawar

4. Senior Superintendant of Police (Operation)
Peshawar.

5. District Police Officer Peshawar

----------------- (Respondents).

Ew?ledﬁp-day
Re%;? ‘j.‘;r APPEAL, U/S 4 OF THE KHYBER

2R\ '¢  PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICES TRIBUNAL
ACT -1974 AGAINST THE IMPUGNED
DISMISSAL, ORDER NO. 1089-94/PA,
DATED 24/08/2018 WHEREBY THE
APPLICANT WAS DISMISSED FROM
SERVICE ILLEGALLY AND
UNLAWFULLY AND THE
DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL. OF THE
APPELLANT AGAINST THE ABOVE
IMPUGNED DISMISSAI, ORDER WAS
ALSO BEEN DISMISSED IN A
CLASSICALLY, CURSORY AND
WHIMSICAL MANNER VIDE
IMPUGNED OFFICE ORDER NO. 71-
77/PA, DATED 07/01/2019, PESHAWAR.




. ®
Respectfully Sheweth;

1. That the appellant was inducted into service
of the Police Department, after going through
the mandatorily required test and interviews,

almost 19 years back.

2. That since recruitment in this prestigious
Force, the appellant left no stone unturned in -
performance of his duties and his ever prox%ed
his mental, wetted skiﬂ and potential for
rendering meritorious services and this is the
reason that the appellant has always won the
appreciation of his high ups. (Certificates of

appreciation are annexed as annexure “A”).

3. That the allegation leveled against the

Petitioner were that

1. “A pre]zmjnary_enduJTy cona’ucted by SQPO
Chamkani vide his office memo No. 150/5t
dated 17/05/2018 that he while posted as

I/C PP Tarnab has stopped vehicle .beaz'ing' -

No. 2311/SW having 18 large size Michelin
tyres and subsequently released him afier
taking bn'be of worth Rs. 241000/- from
him through Constable Yasir 4038 & SPO
Jehanzeb 1363. \



G

i, By doing so, they have committed gross
misconduct and render themselves liable
for disciplinary action.”
The appellant submitted his reply in quite
detail in true scenario was detail therein
and proved his innocence therein. (Copy of
statement of allegation, charge sheet and

statement of appellant are annexed as
annexure “B, C & D”) |

4. That to the appellant final show cause Notice

was issued which was replied in quiet detail
and true scenario was detailed therein and
the appellant not only totally denied the
allegations of the Respondent but also proved
his innocence before the competent Authority.
(Copies of Final Show cause Notice and reply

is annexed as annexure “E & F).

. That the applicant properly replied to the

final show cause Notice, and the appellant
proved his innocence during departmental
‘enquiry and the enquiry officer in the final
finding/ recommendation of enquiry declared
the appellant as innocent as well as further
declared that all the allegations against the

appellant is not only baseless but is fake and

 without any putting. (Copy of the finding/

recommendation of the inquiry officer in



('\

departmental enquiry is annexed as annexure
«G»)

. That the enquiry officer declared the

appeilant‘ as 1innocent after thorough'
investigating the case of the appellant. but
strangely even then the respondent dismissed .
the appellant from service vide impugned

order No. 1089-94/PA dated 24/08/2018 which-

is not bhly illegél, void ab-initio, but is also -

unlawful and not sustainable in the eye of

" law. (Copy of dismissal order No. 1089-94/PA

dated 24/08/2018 is annexed as annexure --“H”_)

. That the appellant being aggrieved preferred

a departmental appeal quite well in time to-

Chief Capital City Police Officer Peshaw_ar,s

“against the dismissal order of Se_nioi'”

Superintendant  of . Police (operations) -

. Peshawar, but the same has been dismissed L

in a classically, whimsical and cursory -

' manner,‘ which is not only illegal, unlanﬁl,_

void ab-initio but is also against the rules and
policy of ‘the Government as well as
ineffective upon the rights of the appellant .
vide impugned office order No. 71-77/PA
dated 07/01/2019 Péshawar. (Copies" of |
departmental appeal and its-dismissal office
order No. 71-77/PA dated 07/01/2019 aré .

annexed as ‘I” & “IT") I
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8. That now the appellant being aggrieved come
to this Hon'ble court fdr setting aside the
impugned office dismissal order and for
reinstated into service with all back benefits

on the following grounds inter alia:-

Grounds:

‘A.That the dismissal order is wrong, illegal,

vide ab-initio and 1s not sustainable at all.

B.That the impugned dismissal order is
unwarranted, illogical and against the Rules,
Laws and Policy of the Government, so

therefore not maintainable at all.

~ C.That even after inquiry the inquiry officer
declared the appellant as innocent and also -
declare the allegation against the 'appellant

as baseless, fake and without any proof /

- evidence, that’s why the impugned dismissal
order is illegal, void ab-initio and against the
law, henée not sustainable in the eye of law

and liable to be set aside.

D.That malafide of the respondent is even
clearly proved from the departmental appeal
~of the appellant has been dismissed in a
classical, whimsical and cursory manner,

which is not only illegal, unlawful, void ab-



©

initio but 1s also against the rules and policy
of the Government as well as ineffective upon

the rights of the appellant.

E. That the appellant proved his‘ innocence while
replying to the Show Cause notices, but even
than the Respondent drastically, dismiss the
prayer of the appellant which is not pnl_y
illegal, void ab-initio but is also against the
fundamental rights guaranteed and protected
by the constitution of Islamic Republic of
Pakistan 1973.

F. That according to law when the inquiry
officer after conducting inquiry »d'eclared
innocence of the appellant from the allegation
then the reépondent has no juriédiction/
powers to dismiss_ the appellant- from ‘service,
therefore, the dismissal order is unlawful,

illegal and liable to be set aside.

G.That the appellant belongs to a poor family,’
and is the only earning hand in the whole

family to look after them.

H.That the appellant has 19 year’s service and
that too unblemished, without any comlﬁlaint

ever against, on part of the appellant.



I. That from every angle the appellant is liable

to be re-instated into service with all back

benefits.

- That from every respect of law all the -
| im_pughed‘ dismissal orders are not
sustainable in the eye of law, that is why
impugned ordefs may not only be set aside
but the appellant be aléo re-instated into his

service with all his back benefits.

K.That any other ground not raised here may
graciously be allowed at the time of

arguments.

It is, therefore, most humbly prayed
that on acceptance of the instant appeal,
the impugned dismissal order from service
No. 1089-94/PA dated 24/08/2018 and the
impugned office order No. 71-77/PA dated
07/01/2019  Peshawar  whereby the
departmental appeal of the appellant was
dismissed, may graciously be set aside and
by doing so the appellant may very
graciously be reinstated into service with
all back benefits.



Any other relief not specifically asked
for may also graciously be extended  in |

favour of the appellant in the

-

circumstances of the case.

. Appellant % g
Through

Saghir Iqbal Gulbela @
. Javed Iqbal Gulbela, - -
& @*‘%__&* "
Arbab Fakhr-e-Alam
o - Advocates, High Court -
Dated: 22/01/2019 - "Peshawar.

NOTE:-

No such like appeal for the same appellant,
upon the same subject matter has earlier been filed -
by me, prior to the instant one, before this Hon’ble
Tribunal.

AdVocaF,él .



BEFORE THE HONBLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICES TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

InReSA_ /2019
Khan Zeb EX-ASI
'VERSUS

Inspector General of Police Khyber Pakhtunkhwa and
- others :

AFFIDAVIT

I, Khan Zeb ASI No. 1509, Incharge PP Tarnab,
PS Chamkani, Peshawar, do hereby solemnly
~affirm and declare that all the contents -of the
accompanied appeal are true and correct to the
best of my knowledge and belief and nothing
- has- been "concealed or withheld from this

Hon’ble Tribunal. :

DEPONENT

- Identified B}ﬂ@)
Javed Igbal Gulbela
Advocate High Court
Peshawar.




BEFORE THE HONBLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
- SERVICES TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

InRe S.A , /2019

Khan Zeb EX-ASI
VERSUS

Inspector General of Police Khyber Pakhtunkhwa and
. others

ADDRESSES OF PARTIES
APPELLANT

Khan Zeb ASI No. 1509, Incharge PP Tarnab, PS
Chamkani, Peshawar :

ADDRESSES OF RESPONDENTS -

1. Inspector = General of  Police  Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar

2. Additional Inspector General of Police Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar (CCPO).

3. Capital city police officer, Peshawar

4. Senior Superintendant of Police (Operatlon)
Peshawar.

5. District Police Officer Peshawar.

e
Apyéllant o

Through . %) - |
Saghir IqgbaFGulbela /;@J

Javed Igbal Gulbela,

ettt

Arbab Fakhr-e-Alam
| -Advocates, High Court
Dated: 22/01/2019 Peshawar.
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Inspector General of Police, Khyber Pakhiunkhwa
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e DISCIPLINARY ACTION - ?\"\‘W“"'@ v B ®

<

1‘ Senior Superintendent of Police Operations, Peshawar as compctont authority, |
— i am of the 0p1n1on that ASI Khanzeb Khan {’C PP Tqruab 11011gw1th Constable

' Yasir No.. 4038 and Constable Jehanzcb NO 133 SPO PS Chamlmm Peshawar
have 1ende1ed them;sclvcs liable to be proceeded against, as 1hey commxtted the

- following acts/omission within the meaning of section 03 of the Police Rulcs 1975.

STATEMENT OF ALLEGATIONS

t

1) - A prelimidary enquiry conducted by SDPO Chamkani vide his office memo
No.150/St dated 17.05.2018 that he while posted as I/C PP Tarnab has
stopped vehicle bearing No. 2311/SW having 18 large size !Michelin tyres
and subsequently released him after taking bribe of worth Rs.i 241000/-from
him through Constable Yasir 4038 & SPO Jehanzeb 1363, .

i) By doing so, they have committed gross misconduct and render themselves

liable for disciplinary action.

For the purpose of scrutinizing the conduct of afore said police. official in the

said episode with reference to the above allegations _AGD  onllaals oo is

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

| SR SUPERIérENDE OF POLICE,
(OPERATIONS), PESHAWAR
No. /%5 E/PA, dated Peshawarthe 98  / o¢  /2018.

!
Copy to the above is forwarded to the Enquiry Officer for initiating proceeding

against the accused under the provision of Police Rules 1975




o by

.

| ‘ ENRT
' A\MQN\@L- C/

s . CHARGE SHEET

Whmeas [ am satisﬁcd that a Formal Enquiry as contemplated by Police Rulcs
1975 is necesszuy & expedlent in the subject case against ASI Khanzcb Kh'm /C PP
Tarnab alongwith Constable Yasir No. 4038 and Constable Jeh‘uueb No. 133 SPO

PS Chamkani Peshawar.

And whereas, I am of the view that the ailegatiohs if established would call for

inajor/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 Senior
Superintendgnt of Police, Operations, Peshawar hereby charge you SASI Khanzeb
Khan I/C PP Tarnab alongwith Constable Yasir No. 4038 and Constable Jehanzeb
No. 133 SPO PS Chamkani Peshawar on the basis of following allega‘c{ions:

- A prelihlinary enquiry conducted by SDPO Chamkani vide his office memo
No.150/St dated 17.05.2018 that you while posted as I/C PP Tanilab has stopped
vehicle bearing No. 2311/SW having 18 large size Michi'elin tyres and
subsequently released him after taking bribe -of worth Rs. 24i000/-from him

' through Constable Yasir 4038 & SPO Jehanzeb 1363. ‘

- By doing so, you have committed gross misconduct and render yourself liable

for disciplinary action.

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

‘written defence within 7 days of the receipt of this Charge Sheet to the Enquiry Officer,

as to why the action should not be taken against you and also stating at the same time

whether you desire to be heard in person.

In case your reply is not received within the specific period to the Enquiry
Officer, it shall be presumed that you have no defence to offer and ex-parte action will

be taken against you.

oh
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|
OFFICE OF THE |
SENTOR: SUPRRINTENDENT OF POLICE,

- (OPERATIONS), g . B
@ PESHAWAR } i c
Phone. 091-9213054 . M

FINAL SHOW CAUSE NOTICE
(Under Police Disciplinary Rules, 19"7Sl_

‘
I

t
I. I, Senior Superintendent of Police, Operations, Peshawar as competent authority, unc v —

w1

the Police disciplinary Rules 1975, do hereby scrve you IHC Khanzeb I(lmn No. 1509
the then I/C PP Tarnab PS Chamkani as follows:- ;

2. (i) That consequent upon the completion of departmental enquiry conductcd against you
by Mr. Hassain Jahangir Watto, ASP Gulbahar, Peshawar, ‘

(i1) Ol_ugoin"g through the findings and recommendations of the inquiry ofﬁcaitr, the material

on record and other connected papers including your dcfcnsc hcl‘orc the said officers;

I do not agree with the findings of thc anuny Officer qnd am satlshcd tlmt you
have committed the follow mmonduus. i

That you while pnslui as I/C PP Tarnab has sl()ppul w,hn.k bearing No,
2311/SW having 18 large size Michelin tyres and subscquently 1(.](.‘1&(.(1 him after

taking bribe of wor th Rs. 241000/-from him through Constable EY’lsn 4038 &
!
SPO Jehanzeb 1363. ‘

- 3. As a result thereof I, as Competent Authority decided to imposc upon yqu major/minor

penalty including dismissal from service under the said Rules. i
4. You are, therefore, require to Show Cause as to why the aforesaid pen%ﬂly should not
be imposed upon you.
5. If no reply to this notice is received within 7-days of its delivery, it shall be presumed
that you have no defense to put in and in that case an ex-parte acﬁon‘ shall be taken
‘ against you. | ‘

6. You are at liberty to be heard in person, if so wished.

.
) z
SR: SUPFEEFI‘ENDW )

PR ' . OPERATIONS, PESIIAWAR
/‘QZ;_\)__M_____M___/PA dated Peshawar the / > - 0 8 . ,2018
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L : OFFICE OF THE B

! g* ASSISTANT SUPERINTENDENT OF POLICE

P GULBAHAR CIRCLE PESHAWAR

§ NO. 05" __/E/S, DATED PESHAWAR THE&¢/ 02 /18

}f - DISCIPLINARY ACTION - AGAINST ASI KHANZEB 1/C_ PP

‘TARNAB, CONSTABLE, YASIR NO.4038 AND CONTABLE
JEHANZEB NO.133 SPO PS/CHAMIKANI.

Please refer to your office Memo: No._45/E/PA (SSP/Operations),
. /2018 on the subject cited above.

-

IENT OF ALLEGATIONS

Preliminary enquiry conducted by SDPO Chamkani vide his office

" memo: No.150/St: dated 17.5.18 that he while posted as I/C PP

Tarnab has stopped vehicle bearing No.2311/SW having 18 large size

Michelin tires and subsequently released him after taking bribe of

e

Jehanzeb 1363.
slafic=h La02

worth Rs.241000/- from him tﬁroug_h:lu_ggv[lgggnlg_lvc_-f‘_}(.§}§_ig;n_5¥_Q_,3_§_u&~_A_§EQ

By, doing so, they have committed gross misconduct. and renders

themselves fiable for disciplinary action.

Onlithe basis of the above allegé‘tions, charge sheet and summary of
)nsfagai!nst them were prepared by the Worthy Senior Superintendent of

;perétion‘.s Peshawar and the undersigned was appointed as enquiry officer.

v S
NG/RECOMMENDIATION: -

'From the perusal of documents, statements & eviderice on. record,

" {ersigned came to the conciusion that:-

1. The alleged ASI & Constables did seize the tyres and merchandise

'i:)ut he) handed over the same to customs officials and rmade a

properventry in the “daily diary” as well.

D

2. As far as the allegation of briber\_/ is concerned, the complainant

couldn’t, substantiate his complaint through  any cogent or
.indrwlid_e,n@gainst the alleged ASI & Constables.
3. In view of the aforementioned facts, the undersigned is the opinion

'/ ‘that the allegations leveled against the alleged ASI & Constables

of ju"stice.

d )

™

could not be proved. . This énquiry may be filed in the best interest

e
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OFFICE OF THE

ASSISTANT SUPERINTENDENT OF POLICE
| GULBAHAR CIRCLE PESHAWAR'
NO. _ OS5 /E/S, DATED PESHAWAR THESS/ o2 /18 -

subject: - DISCIPLINARY ACTIO GAINST ASI KHANZEB L c PP
: TARNAB, _CONSTABLE YASIR NO.4038 AND CONSTABLE
JEHANZEB NO.133 SPO PS/CHAMKANT, ; .

Memo: ‘
Please refer to‘yodr office Memo: No. A5/E/PA {SSP,{Ogeratlons),

dated /{2018 on the subject cited above.

STATEMENT OF ALLEGATIO NS

i Preliminary enquiry conducted by SpPO Chamkani vide his office
memo: No'.IS,O/Stj: dated 17.5.18 that he while posted as I/C PP
Tarnab has stopped vehicle bearing No.231 1/SW having 1B large _sizﬁ

‘ l"ﬂcm and subsequently reloased him after taking bribe of

worth Rs.241000/: trom_him through Constable Yasir 4038 & SPO
W" . """ ]

Jehanzeb 1303. _
___-_"_—-—"'-'_-
if. By doing .50, they figve . committed gross misconduct and renders

themselves fiable for disciplinary action.

On the basis of the above allegations, charge sheet and summary of
allegations agzinst them were prepared by the Worthy Senior superintendent of
Policé Operations Peshawar and the undersigned was appuointed as enquiry officer.

FINDINGlRECOMMENDATiON;- |
From the perusal of documents, statements & evidence on record,

the undersigned came to the conclusion that:-

1. The alleged ASI & Constables did seize the tyres and merchandise

but fhey handed over the same to customs officials and made a

proper entry in the “daily diary” as well, .
- i __-_._—-——-———""‘"

2. ‘As far as the aliegation_of bribery is concerned, the complainant
CMMS _complaint_through eny_ cogent of
incriminating evidsace against the alleged AS1 & Constables.

3. In view of the aforementioned facts, the undersigned is the opinion |
that the atlegations leveled against Etligiieged ASI & Constables
could not be proved. This enquiry may be filed in the pest interest

of justice.

ASP/SDPD GULBAHAR,
' PESHAWAR.



P: VIC OF THE f e I
SENIOR SUPERINTENDENT OF PO . -2, "
b

: (OPERATIONS), Lo v
PESHAWAR ~,

K Ph: 091-9210508 Fax: 091-9213054
¥ N -y
: ; _“Mw\/’g‘(w \'\

ORDER

—

This office order will dispose of the departmental enquiry initiated against IHC Khanzeb

"N0.4038 Constalile Jehanzeb No. 133 (SPO) vide this office No.
- 45/B/PA dated 25.05.2018 ok the basis of following charges:- |

"

Khin No. 1509, Constable Yasi

~ As per findings of the preliminary enquiry conducted by SDPO Chamkani, that they while

posted at PS Chamkani have stopped vehicle bearing No. 2311/SW having 18 large size

Michelin Fyres and subsequently released the sume alter tuking bribe ol worth Rs. 24 1000/-
from the smuggler.

Proper departmental proceedings were initiated against him and Mr. Hassan Jchagir Watlo,

ASP Gulbahar, Peshawar was appointed as Enquiry Officer to probe the charges leveled against the
accused officials. The Enquiry Officer mentioned in his findings that applicant could not provide any
concrete evidence to connect the accused officials with the ch

enquiry may be filed.

arges and recommended that the

Findings of the EO were perused. The undersigned do not agrec with the findings of EQ on

the followings scores:-

1) [HC Khanzeb has a persistent reputation of being corrupt. e has been suspended
twice and then dismissed from service on the charges of corruption and having links
with smugglers. - s

i) Similarly, Constable Yasir Ali No. 4038 manipulated his postings in PS Chamkani,
Pahari Pura and Hayatabad only which also shows his ulterior motives. Besides, he
carries a'very bad reputation and reportedly has links with smugglers.
iii) General reputation of SPO Jehanzeb No. 133 was checked. He also carries a bad
reputation and reportedly has links with smugglers. "
 Final Show Cause Notices were served upon the accused officials. Their written replies were
obtained and perused. The same were found unsatisfactory. They were heard in person in OR. An
-ample opportuhity was provided to them for defense. They failed to defend themselves with plausible

grounds. Hence, the allegations leveled against them stand proved. Thercfore. the undersigned being

competent under the law, awards [HC Khanzeb No. 1509 and Constable Yasir No. 4038 major
punishment of “dismissal from service, S1°0O Jehanzeb No. 133 is hereby “struck off” from scrvice.

A

g g s bt
PV \ ROSIEER Y
-

SENIOR S(géklN‘FENj ENT OF POLICE,
. OPERATIONS, PESHAWAR '
No. /o 59 ""?”’/ /PA, dated Peshawar, the 24/ 0 G 2018, ' :
Copy for information to:

L. The Capital City Police Officor, Peshuwar,
2. SP Rural: Peshawar, '
3. SDPO Chanikani Peshawar. '
4. EC-I/EC-II/OASI/CRC. g -
5. FMC along with complete cnquiry file containing _"“Z___ pagces.




Respected sir,

‘ R N . ‘ !‘ ) »
¥ @ ~ - ~ k\/\\/\%m"'—g"‘

Before the worthy Chief Capital City Police Officer Peshawar

DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL AGAINST THE ORDER
No. 1089-94/PA, Dated Peshawar,the 24/08/2018
wherby the appecllant is wrongly been
“STRUCK OFF FROM SERVICE” -

The appellant humbly submits as Under:.

. That the appellant is honest and committed with his duty/scrvice and the service record

of the appellant became clear than crystal.

That the appellant was performing his duty deliberately at Tarnab choki being incharg gc
choki along with other police party.

. That the appeliant perform his duty with honesty and punctually.

. That the appellant along with other staff of police is wrongly been struck off from his

‘respectable service and capital punishment is awarded to him.

. That the appellant is innocent and not involve in an’y bribery or corruption.

That in fact the complainant “Shakirullah” is a smuggler by profession, he wants free
hands of smuggling and wants to remove his hurdles from his way of smuggling.(his
data could be collected and inquire from the Police station Gulbahar and Chamkani.

. That the appellant and other police staff is hurdle of his way of smuggling and not

giving free hand for smuggling.

That as the appellant (Khanzeb Asi) along with other police stafl previously recovered
some notified items of smuggling and hand over to the Custom authorities, and also
arrested some of the people U/S 107 including Agibullah nephew of the complainant
smuggler for creating hurdle in the peace, due to this action of appellant, the

" complainant smuggler “Shakirullah” was unhappy and threatened us with serious

consequences. As evident from the Daily Dairies of the Police post Tarnab.

9. That the complainant “Shakirullah™ Created this fake baseless drama against us, without
any solid proof. '

10. That all of the custom papers provided by the complainant are not on the name of
complainant and even the receipts of the marchant is manipulated and dates are altered
on’it and became forged and factitious to use against the appellant.

11. That during prefiminary inquiry no opporiunity of hearing is provided te the appellant.




N

- A . / r

12. That proper inquiry against thé appellant, were conducted show cause notices are issued
to us, our statements are properly recorded in the said inquiry.

~13.That in the open inquiry the appellant as well as the other official were found innocent

and the bascless allegations leveled against the appellant were not proved because of
lake of evidence, and in the inquiry the appellant along with other subordinate police
. staff were found innocent and recommended to exonerate them from charge. -

14. That the appellant and subordinate police staff are respectable and dutiful persons, who
believe on performance of their duty, with honesty. And the appellant (Khanzeb Asi)
obtain reward from the high ups of the police for best performance of duty.

15. That due to the hands of a smuggler and his bad ideas and fake allegations the moral of
the police will be degraded and the crimes and smuggling will be encouraged.

16.That without any bascless and unproved allegations of a notorious smuggler, the
families and children are on fasting as the said-job is one alone source of earning bread
for them. L

17. That the families and children are looking with rolling tears towards this departmental

appeal with mercy, and a hope is still existed for earning bread in the shape of re-
instatement on the service of Police.

18. That the protective hand is liable to required on the heads of the police officials and for -
the sake and dignity of the police, without protection by the senior police officials, the
subordinate police became orphans/helpless and the baseless allegations of the

" complainant smuggler is liable to be quashed and the appellant are liable to be exonerate
, and they are liable to be secured from fasting. ‘

19. That previously such like allegations were made against the appellant but during
separate inquiries conducted by police department as well as the anti corruption
department, the petitioner were exonerated but unfortunately the appellant were
removed from service, However the appellant were re-instated being found innocent and
the allegations were not proved. (copies are attached).

Prayer.

It is therefore, prayed that on acceptance of this departmental appeal the appellant
may kindly be exonerated from the bascless charge level against him and order to
re-instate the appellant accordingly.

Dated 05/09/2018. ' . @M '.
' : Appeliant 3 '

Khanzeb Asi No. 1509
Cell No. 0312-5255341.
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UFFICE OF THE
AL CITY POLICE OFF1c
ESHAW

Phone No. 091-9210989
Fax No. 091-9212597

CAPIT
ER,

ORDER. )
This order will dispose of the departmental appent preferred by £s. AN Khanzeh
v . : v

No.1509 who was awarded the major pumshnicnt ol Dismissal from service™ by SSPOperaton

Peshawar vide No.1089-94, dated 24-08-2018 ‘:

2. The allcgations leveled against bigs were that he while posted a 1C PP Police Ndtior,
Tamah Chamkani. stopped a vehicle beanng Registration No. 231 1/SW havang |8 burge size Michehn
tyres and subsequently released after taking bribw of Rs. 24 1000/-

3. He was issucd proper charge shear and summiary of allegations by SSP/Operations
Peshawar and SDPO Gulhahar was appointed #s eoquiey officer  Fhe enguiry office alter conductng
proper departmental enquiry submitted his findings opined that the allegatiosn leveled against the
dlleged ASI could not be proved. However. the competent authority i.¢ SSP/Operatons Peshawur
ot agreed with the findings of the enquiry officer and ssued him final show cause notice 1o whieh
ke submiticd a written reply which was foond uﬁsmisl'ucwr) by tiwe competent authonity,  hence e
was awarded the xbuve major punishment by SSP/Operations Poshawar
4- ile was heard in person m QR The relevant record perused along with s

explanation but the appellant failed to <ubmit any plausible explination. Therefore his appeat for

s .
G,
(QA:/,I JAMIL UR REHMAN)ESP

CAPITAL CITY POLICE OFFICER,
PESITAWAR

N“'—-——-ll: 22_ IPA dated Peshawdf the 9_2._ al ~ ?.Ulq

n and 0 10 the -

reinstiement in service is dismissed/rejected.

Copies for informatie

_ ;gfgcpmmns Peshawar.
. Fug L& BC-A. CRC
Mong with FM

Officia oy, I gh

1 —
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