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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR \

AT CAMP COURT SWAT.

Service Appeal No. 1720/2019

Date of Institution ... 16.03.2020
05.10.2021Date of Decision ...

Nadeem Iqbal Data Processing Supervisor at Police Training School, District Swat.
(Appellant)

VERSUS

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

MR. SHABIR AHMAD KHAN 
Advocate For Appellant

MR. ASIF MASOOD ALI SHAH, 
Deputy District Attorney For Respondents .

ROZINA REHMAN 
ATIQ-UR-REHMAN WAZIR

MEMBER (JUDICIAL) 
MEMBER (EXECUTIVE)

’*1-

3UDGMENT

ATIO-UR-REHMAN WAZIR MEMBER fEV- Brief facts of the case are that

the appellant while serving as data processing supervisor at district swat was

dismissed from service on 09-01-2018, against which the appellant filed service

appeal No 569/2018, which was decided vide judgment dated 10-01-2019 with

directions to the respondents to conduct de-novo inquiry. In pursuance of the

judgment, de-novo proceedings were conducted against the appellant and as a result

of de-novo proceedings, major penalty of dismissal from service was converted into

minor penalty of stoppage of two increments with cumulative effect vide order dated

17-10-2019, against which the appellant filed departmental appeal, which was not
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responded, hence the instant service appeal with prayers that the impugned order 

dated 17-10-2019 may be set aside and annual increments of the appellant may be 

restored with all back benefits as well as release of his salary.

02. Learned counsel for the appellant has contended that the respondents 

did not complete the de-novo inquiry as per directions of the Honorable Service
•-

Tribunal within the stipulated timeframe of 90 days, hence the impugned order is 

void; that according to the findings of the inquiry report, the allegations so leveled 

against the appellant have not been proved; that the appellant has not been treated 

in accordance with law and rule and the impugned order has been passed in flagrant 

violation of law and rule tainted with, mala fide and is therefore not sustainable in the

;

eye of law; that the allegations leveled against the appellant are baseless, frivolous 

and have not been proved which is crystal clear from the report of the inquiry

committee.

Learned Deputy District Attorney for the respondents has contended that

in pursuance of judgment of this Tribunal, de-novo proceedings were conducted

against the appellant and the appellant was re-instated into service but since he was

found negligent of his responsibilities, hence was awarded minor penalty of stoppage 

of two Increments with cumulative effect; that the appellant has been treated in 

accordance with law and no mala fide is involved; that the appellant was afforded

proper opportunity of defense and all the proceedings were conducted as per law

and rule.

04. We have heard learned counsel for the parties and have perused the

record.

05. Record reveals that the allegations so leveled were technical in nature, 

hence an inquiry committee comprising of technical staff was constituted for the

purpose. The inquiry committee after threadbare exarpination of the issue has found

that the software under inquiry had already been formatted; hence, it would.be
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: impossible to prove the allegations against the appellant. The inquiry committee also 

found that it would be unjust to prove malafide of the appellant merely on verbal 

allegations. We are of the considered opinion That noting has been proved against 

the appellant and awarding minor punishment in a situation, when he was not found 

guilty, would also amount to injustice.
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06. In view of the foregoing discussion, the instant appeal is accepted as 7

prayed for. Parties are left to bear their own costs. File be consigned to record room.

ANNOUNCED i

05.10.2021

Iv
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(ROZINA^EHMAN) 
IM^BEk(J) 

CAMP COURT SWAT

(ATIQ UR REHMAN WAZIR) 
MEMBER (E)

CAMP COURT SWAT
' L
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ORDER
05.10.2021 Mr. Shabir Ahmad Khan, Advocate for the appellant present. Mr.

Asif. Masood All Shah, Deputy District Attorney for the respondents
. ?

present. Arguments heard and record perused. f
r

■ ' ■ - . .

Vide our detailed judgment of today, separately placed &n file, the

instant appeal is accepted as prayed for. Parties are left to bear their own

costs. File be consigned to record room.

ANNOUNCED
05.10.2021

(ROZINA/f^HMAN) 
M^BEk(J) 

CAW COURTsSWAT

(ATIQ UR REHMAN WAZIR) 
MEMBER (E)

CAMP COURT SWAT

1.



02.03.2021 Junior to counsel for appellant present.

Noor Zaman Khan Khattak learned District Attorney 

alongwith Khawas Khan S.j for respondents present.

Written reply submitted. Preliminary arguments heard. 
File perused.

Points raised need consideration. Admitted to regular 
hearing subject to all legal objections. The appellant is
directed to deposit security and process fee within 10 days.Appellant Deposited

S^cuitjp^rocess Fe$ ^To come up for rejoinder, if any, and arguments on

before D.B at Camp Court, Swat.
------------

/V

(RMinayRehman) 
/^emD^(J) 

Gamp Coui\Swat

JUl. to

oJ)
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Appellant is present atongwith Mr. Shabir Ahmad Khan, 
Advocate. Arguments heard in view of which it is deemed 

appropriate to issue^ pre'-^admission notice to respondents 

for 10.12.2020 directing them to file written reply 

alongwith entire set of record before S.B at Camp Court, 

Swat.

08.10.2020

jXMAtKHAN(MUHAM
MEMB 

CAMP COURT SWAT
I

/V I u TO J): Ut to -pf

r

Appellant in person present.02.02.2021

Riaz Khan Paindakheil learned AAG alongwith Khawas 

Khan S.I for respondents present.

Reply was not submitted. Representative of respondents 

made a request for time to furnish reply. Last chance is given. 

To come up fo/reply and preliminary hearing on 02.03.2021 

before S.B,at Camp Court, Swat

7
(Rozjfia Rehman) ^ 

^ember m 

Camp Court, Swat

■i:
.-V.:
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Form- A

FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Court of

/2020£2Case No.-

Order or other proceedings with signature of judgeDate of order 
proceedings

S.No.

321

The appeal of Mr. Nadeem Iqbal presented today by Mr. Shabir 

Ahmad Khan Advocate may be entered in the Institution Register and put 

up to the Learned Member for proper order p ease.

16/03/20201-

o~(jj

REGISTRAR O
This case is entrusted to touring S. Bench at Swat for preliminary 

hearing to be put up there on ^2-

u

(0-

\\
\ \\



BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL
KHAYBER PUKHTUNKHWA AT PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. 2019

Nadeem Iqbal Data Processing Supervisor at Police Training 

School, District Swat.

...Appellant

Versus

Inspector General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa at Peshawar 
and others. ....Respondents

INDEX

S'#' : AhhexoreDescriptioh of documents Pages
Memo of Appeal1. 1-6

2. Affidavit 7
3. 8Memo of addresses
4. 9-10Application for condolation of delay.
5. A 11-12Copy of reinstatement order

Copies of execution petition No. 254/2019, order of 
respondent No. 2 dated 17.10.2019 and reports of 
the inquiry committee/respondents No. 6 to 8

6. B, C, D 13-21

Copies of departmental appeal and order dated 
03.02.2020

7. E, F 22-24

8. 25Wakalat Nama.

Appellant 
Through Counsel

Shabir Ahmad Khan (Dawlatkhel)
'‘'"’''AWoc'ate High Court.

Dated: 16.03.2020
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BEFORE THE SERVICE-TRIBUNAL
KHYBER PUKHTUNKHWA AT PESHAWAR

Khyhcj- t^akhtiikhw« 
Scr\'ice 'f'ributial

of 2019 Oiury IV,,.Service Appeal No.
Dated

Nadeem Iqbal Data Processing Supervisor at Police Training 

■ School, District Swat. ...Appellant

VERSUS

inspector General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa at 

Peshawar.

Additional Inspector General of Police at Peshawar. ' 

Regional Police Officer Malakand Range-Ill at Saidu 

Sharif, District Swat.

District Police Officer Swat at Gulkada, Swat.

Inspector Khurshid Khan (A.DIG), assistant to . RPO 

Malakand at Saidu Sharif, Swat.

Malak 'Ejaz District Police Officer Shangla.

Muhammad Salim Ullah Deputy Director i.T. C.P.O, 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa at Peshawar.

Mujahid Shah Senior Web Technology I.T Board, Khyber 

Pakhtunkhwa at Peshawar.

1.

2.

3.

4.

5.

6.
7.

8.

...Respondents

FMlecIto-day Appeal under Section 4 of the Service Tribunal Act, 

registrar' 1974, against the Impugned order of respondent No. 2

dated 17.10.2019 vide letter No. 3179/CPO/IAB,

whereby the respondent No. 2 awarded the minor

punishment of stoppage of two annual Increments with

cumulative effect but it is pertinent to mention here

that nothing has been mentioned regarding the back

benefits. The appellant preferred departmental appeal

'A;'
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to the respondent No. 1 against the respondent No. 2

but the stipulated period lapsed and the fate of the

departmental appeal has not been decided yet.

Respectfully Sheweth:
The appellant submits as under:

That the appellant was dismissed from service by1.

respondent No. 4 on 09.01.2018. Later on, the appellant

was reinstated by this Hon'ble Tribunal vide order dated

10.01.2019 with the directions that respondents are

directed to conduct de-novo inquiry strictly in

accordance with law with a period of 90 days from the

date of receipt of the judgment ibid. The issue of back

benefits shall be subject to the outcome of the de-novo

inquiry. The mentioned period in the reinstatement order/

judgment of this Hon’ble Tribunal lapsed but the

respondents not completed the de-novo inquiry as per

directions of this Hon’ble Tribunal. (Copy of reinstatement

order is herewith attached as Ann: A).

That the appellant filed execution petition No. 254/20192.

before this Hon’ble Tribunal which was admitted for

regular hearing and later on fixed for arguments. But in

the meanwhile, the respondents No. 6 to 8 (inquiry

committee) completed the de-novo inquiry and

submitted their final reports to respondent No. 2 and the

respondent No. 2 awarded the above mentioned



punishment vide order doted 17.10.2019 to the appellant

but didn't mentioned regarding the back benefits of the

% appellant. It is worth mentioning here that all the details 

regarding the charge sheets etc. have been explained/

mentioned in the execution petition No. 254/2019.

(Copies of execution petition No. 254/2019, order of

respondent No. 2 dated 17.10.2019 and reports of the

inquiry committee/respondents No. 6 to 8 are herewith

attached as Ann: B, C & D respectively).

That aggrieved from the order or respondent No. 2, the3.

appellant preferred departmental appeal to the

respondent No. 1 but the prescribed period lapsed and

the fate of the departmental appeal has not been

decided by respondent No. 1 and furthermore, the

appellant moved an application on 03.02.2020 before

this Hon’ble Tribunal to vyithdraw the execution petition

with permission to file a fresh one, if grievances of the

appellant not redressed by the respondents and the

same was dismissed as withdrawn with permission to file

a fresh one under the law. (Copies of departmental

appeal, and order dated 03.02.2020 are herewith

attached as Ann: E & F respectively).

4. That in the light of-the withdrawal of the execution

petition, the instant service appeal is .within time but if

the instant appeal is considered from the date of filing
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the departmental appeal to-respondent No. 1, then
%

there is round about a week time delay in filing the

instant service appeal but it is pertinent to mention here

that the said delay was not intentionally but when the

appellant. visited the office of respondent No. 1 in

connection of departmental appeal, the respondent

No. 1 told to the appellant that come on next Friday i.e.

13.03.2020 and I (respondent No. 1) will heard you (the

appellant) in person and will deposed off the

departmental appeal. But on 13.03.2020, the appellant

came to know that the respondent No. 1 is out of station

and went to District Swat, therefore, the delay in filing the

instant appeal is not intentionally.

That the fate of the departmental appeal has not been5.

decided by respondent No. 1, hence the instant service

appeal on the following grounds:-

GROUNDS:-

That the respondents didn't completed the de-a.

novo inquiry as per directions of this Hon’ble

Tribunal within the prescribed period (90 days).

so the order of respondent No. 2 is void.

b. That according to the findings of the inquiry

committee, no allegations have been proved

against the appellant and all the allegations are
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only orally and the same are declined by the

technical report of the inquiry committee.

That the appellant was not treated inc.

accordance with law and rules on subject and

impugned order has passed flagrant violation of

law and rules tainted with malafide Intention

and is therefore nof susfainable and liable to be

set aside.

That the allegations leveled against thed.

appellant are baseless, frivolous and have not

proved which is crystal clear from the report of

fhe inquiry committee.

That the impugned order is un-reasonable.e.

arbitrary and Is liable to be aside.

That other important points will be raised duringf.

the course of argumenfs with prior permission of

this Hon’ble Tribunal.

PRAYER:-

It is, therefore, humbly prayed that by

acceptance of this service appeal, the order of

respondent No. 2 may kindly be set aside and

the annual Increments may be restored and the

back benefits/salaries may kindly be released.

Any other relief as deemed appropriate in the

'V.
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circumstances of the case and not specifically

asked/prayed for, may also be granted to the

appellant.

Ap^llant 
Through Counsek P

Shabir Ahmad Khan (Dawlatkhel)
Advocate High Court. C a 
Dated: 16.03.2020

Certificate:-
It is certified that no such like appeal is either pending or 
decided by this Hon'bie Court.

Shabir Ahmad Khan (Dawlatkhel)
Advocate High
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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL.m
KHYBER PUKHTUNKHWA AT PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. of 2019

Nadeem Iqbal Data Processing Supervisor at Police Training 

School, District Swat. ...Appellant

VERSUS

Inspector General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa at Peshawar 

and others. ....Respondents

AFFIDAVIT

It is stated on oath that all the contents of the. affached 

■ appeal are true and correct to the best of my knowledge and 

belief. Moreover, no such like appeal is pending or decided by 

this Hon'ble Court.

Deponent:

Nadeem Iqbal (appellant) himself
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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL
KHYBER PUKHTUNKHWA AT PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. of 2019

Nadeem Iqbal Data Processing Supervisor at Police Training 

School, District Swat. ...Appellant

VERSUS

Inspector General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa at Peshawar 

and others. ....Respondents

MEMO OF ADDRESSES

Address of appellant:

Nadeem Iqbal Data Processing Supervisor at Police Training 
School, District Swat.
NIC No: 15602-9304344-5 
Mobile No: 0342-2123133

Addresses of respondents:
Inspector General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa at 
Peshawar.
Additional Inspector General of Police at Peshawar. 
Regional Police Officer Malakand Range-Ill at Saidu 
Sharif, District Swat.
District Police Officer Swat at Gulkada, Swat.
Inspector Khurshid Khan (A.DIG) assistant to RPO 
Malakand at Saidu Sharif, Swat.
Malak Ejaz District Police Officer Shangla.
Muhammad Salim Ullah Deputy Director I.T. C.P.O, 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa at Peshawar.
Mujahid Shah Senior Web Technology I.T Board, Khyber 
Pakhtunkhwa at Peshawar

1.

2.
3.

4.
5.

6.
7.

8.

Api5ellant 
Through Coui

/

Shabir Ahmm Khan (Dawlatkhel)
Advocate High Court.
Dated: 16.03.2020
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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL 

KHYBER PUKHTUNKHWA AT PESHAWAR
5 ■V.

of 2019Service Appeal No.

Nadeem !qba! Data Processing Supervisor at Police Training 

School, District Swat, ...Appellant

VERSUS

Inspector General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa at Peshawar 

and others. ....Respondents

Application for condonation of delay.
Respectfully Sheweth!
The applicant/appellant submits as under:-

1. That the above cited Is going to be filed before this Hon’ble

Court in which no date of hearing has yet been fixed.

2. That in the light of the withdrawal of the execution

petition, the Instant service appeal is within time but if

the instant appeal is considered from the date of filing

the departmental appeal to respondent No. 1, then

there is round about a week time delay in filing the

instant service appeal but it Is pertinent to mention here

that the said delay was not intentionally but when the

appellant visited the office of respondent No. 1 in

connection of departmental appeal, the respondent

No. 1 told to the appellant that come on next Friday i.e.

13.03.2020 and I (respondent'No. 1) will heard you (the

appellant) in person and will deposed off the
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departmental appeal.. But on 13.03.2020, the appellant

came to know that the respondent No. 1 is out of station

and went to District Swat, therefore, the delay in filing the

instant appeal is not intentionally.

3. That the valuable rights of the appellant and his family

are involved with the instant service appeal

4. That there is plethora of judgments in which it has been

discussed that the cases must be decided on merits

rather than technicalities.

It is, therefore, humbly prayed that on 

acceptance of the Instant application, delay of 

round about one week may kindly be condoned.

Applicqioi/pppellant

Nadeem Iqbal (himself) 
(applicant/appellant)

AFFIDAVIT:

It is stated on oath that all the contents of this application are 
true and correct: nothing has been kept concealed from this 
Hon’ble Tribunal. r

Deponent:

Nadeem Iqbal (himself)
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before the KHYBER PAKHTl INI^HWA SMVICE TRIBU AI, PFRH A ^x/ a
CAMP COURT .SWA1~ ' -

il'

Service Appeal No.569/2D 1 8
i'/s. "S

Date ofInsliliilion ... 

Date of Decision ii’ ...
24.04.2018

10.01.2019

Jqbal S/0 Sayed Ghafoor Khaii R/o Mohailah Mazeed 
[)isiiict Svvai (tx.DPS at Police Department Svvati).

VERSIJS
Distiict Police Otticer, Swal and three others.

*;
>*,

./Nadeem
Khaii. JVIanglawar. 

(Appellant)

I fl;
%

(Respondents)
;

■r

MR. SI-IABIR AHMAD KHAN.
Advocate

MIAN AMIR QADAR,
District Attorney

MR. AHMAD HASSAN,
MR. MUHAMMAD AMIN KHAN KUNDI

JUDGMF.NT

for appellant. .I

For respondents
V.

*.)
MEMBER(Executive) ■ 
MBMB ER( .lud i c i a I)

1
i.>

!
A-

AHMAD HASSAN, MEMBERft Arguments of the learned 

y paities heard and record perused.
counsel for the

4/•

A

ARGUMFNT.R
'ir. y

S'.! ■/
9 :,rA F.'.J :

that on certain allegations, the = -•-•oy
\ 0 Leai-ned counsel for the appellant argued

iippellant wns proceeded deparlmentally.and therealter, major penalty of dismissal
■

from service was awarded to him vide iippugned order dated 09.01.2018. He lilcd

departmental appeal on 18.01,2018. which 
i

■anie given in the rules, hence.

*j!

•V

: H ‘ Hn:
' ; lif
Mill
iii|" filll

was not responded within the given lime

the piesent service appeaj. Disciplinary proceedings

were initiated and concluded by DPO, Swat, who was not the competent authority 

was corum-non-judice being pas.s by an
in this case the impugned orderso

incompetent authority. He was required to he proceeded under the Khyber1:;®|l§

‘1 r-.
i

OlU!. ■■

r

f •» ■
' ■ t Ir- !• r-i
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Police Depnrtment

2014.,

L.

{In formation Technology Group) Service Rules;,

‘t

3. Learned District Attorney 

P^>ssing the impugned order. J'he oppeilanr

ai'gued that all coda! formalities 

das treated

were observed
before

according to law atul !•
rules. 3

2?
A
- :■

CONCLU.SrON f.'
.V' ■'V

4. Record available e>n the case Jle revealed (hat the appellant 

oOPolice. while'disciplinary

was appointed
hy the Add!: Inspector General of'-' i

i
proceedings were

initiated and finalized by the DPO. 

proceed in this

Swat, who was otherwise not the 

■ passed by the DPO, Swat

!
competent to!

case. Impugned order 

.jndice and void ab-initio. As the
was corum-non-

r.'-
entile proceedings bec£<me null 

so we did not deem it

and void due to 

appropriate not to touch other
non-observance of rules, 

aspects of the case,
'P

::
3 As a sequel to above, the ap,ieal i

IS accepted, the impugned order dated ' 

service. The respondents

enquiry strictly in accordance with law withm a ^

henetlts shall be subject 

bear their own costs. File be

ffLOl.2018 IS set aside and the appellant 

‘'■■c directed to conduct de

IS reinstated in

-novo

The issue of back 

-novo enquiry. Parties are left to
to the OLitcoml of the dc

-
consigned t,o the record room.

V.\
I-'-•T.:rV-C ti”\

■f/ii-iWm HASSAN) 
Member

Camp court Swat(MUHAMMAD AMlf KHAhlf KUNDI) 

Member
;

llllllfiiii

ANNOUNUPn
10.01.2019

.yI

-si,:
t

i- '
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I BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER 

PAKHTUNKHWA, AT PESHAWAR
C.M NO.

'
I

i \OF 2019
In

SERVICE appeal NO. 569 OF 2018
iV

f
NADEEM IQBAl ;t -" 

VERSUS
J

DPO swat and others

S.no Descriptionf

Annexure Page no

Memo of application 1-3
2 Affidavit 4
3 Order of reinstatement 

dated 10-1-2019
“A” 5-7

4 Copy of Note sheet dated:' 
22-5-2019 and Copy of 
order dated 25-2-2019 
along with better copies
Copy of order of
ADDL’IGP HQRs dated v 
30-5-2019
Application for 

suspension of order of ^ 
ADDL’IGP HQRs dated
30-5-2019_________
WakalatNama

P“B & C” 8-11i
5'

\V Mi

5 “Di’ 12-13 i*.' ■!

i 1

6 i
i

•5
?. ::

V 1

7
15t-

(■

ij ■'x:

Petitioner 
Nadeem Iqbal

Through Council^
Shabir Ahmad Khan (Dawlat^S^I) 

Advocate High Court

•m
y.

Office address: •1
Hamza Law chamber ,Near Azad Medicine 

Company post office road Mingora Swat. 

Cell; 0341-566-6363 /0333-949-9466

1

Dated: 21/06/2019.
\
iA;

A;
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'^r BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER 

PAKHTUNKHWA;; AT PESEEAWAR
:s;C.M NO. OF 2019

iIn3

SERVICE APPEAL NO. 569 OF 2018

I
NADEEM IQBAL, Data Processing Supervisor at PTS Swat

.......(Petitioner)

VERSUS

1. District Police Officer Swat at Gulkacia Swat
2. Regional Police Officer, Malakand at Saidu Sharif Swat
3. Inspector Khurshed Khan (A;DIG Assistant to Regional Police 

Officer Malakand at Saidu Sliarif Swat)
4. Additional Inspector Generafof Police KPK at CPO Peshawar
5. Inspector General of Police KPK at CPO Peshawar

(Respondents)f

APPLICATION FOR RELEASE OF SALARY AND FOR FILING OF DE-NOVO 
ENQUIRY AS NOT COMPLETED IN THE PRESCRIBED TIME AS PER THF, 
DIRECTIONS OF THIS AUGUST TRIBUNAL AND THE BACK BENEFIT MAY 
KINDLY BE GRANTED/GIVEN TO THE PETITIONER.

RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH,

The petitioner submits as under:

1. That the petitioner while serving as Data Processing Supeiwisor 
at District Swat was dismissed from service on 09-01-2018.

If

T*

2. That the petitioner filed Service Appeal before this honorable 

tribunal against the impugned'order dated 09-01-2018 ofDPO 

Swat which was Accepted and the impugned order dated 09-01- 

2018 was set aside and the petitioner was reinstated into 

service, and the respondents were directed to conduct de novo
enquiry strictly in accordanceiwith law within the period of 

Ninety days from the date of Receipt of this judgement. The 

issue of back benefit shall be:subject to the outcome of de novo
enquiry. It is pertinent to mention here that the stipulated time 

period for conducting the de qovo enquiry is already elapsed 

and no any order of the respondents have been concluded yet 
which also amounts to the violation of the order of this 
honorable tribunal. ( Copy of order dated 10-01-2019 of this 

honorable Tribunal is attached here as Annex A).

;7-.

i.'l:

f'-i. k;
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( 3. That the petitioner was reinstated and joined the duty on 25-02- 

2019, then, the petitioner was summoned by the DPO Swat and 

issued a charge sheet in which the Addl. SP Swat Khankhel 
nominated as Enquiry Officer for the purpose of de 

enquiry. The enquiry officer submitted his findings report on
___29JD.lT20-l^ajid recommended the petitioner for minor

punishment as already suffered punishment. Then, the 

recommendations of the Enquiry Officer was sent by DPO Swat 
to Addl. IG Headquarters vide letter No. 93/PA dated 12-04- 

2019 duly received by Addl.lG HeadquaWrsTand theivtSte 

Addl. IG Headquarter referred the case/finding report of the 

Enquiry Officer to AIG Legal for expert opinion who 

responded on 22-05-2019 with the recommendation to issue a 

fresh charge sheet to the petitioner and committee be
V

constituted for this purpose consisting of IT Experts who shall 
conclude their enquiry withip fifteen days, subject to the 

approval of the Addl . IG Headquarter. It is pertinent to mention 

here that all the enquiry documents are in the possession of the 

Enquiry Officer and Addl. IG Headquarter and the petitioner
i-

requested the said documents for the purpose of filing this 

application, but the same wefe refused to be provided to the 
petitioner, hence, not attache! herewith this instant petition. 
While, note sheet regarding the opinion and recommendations 

of AIG Legal and order dated 25-02-2019 along with better 

copies are attached herewith as Annex B & C.

i'r- 1

was
novo

4. That Oji^30^5-2019 Addl. IG;Headquarter ordered the de 

enquiry of the petitioner with. immediate effect but the same 

was already conducted by Addl. SP Swat but the 

ignored/skipped in the mentioned order and it did not make any 

reference to the de novo enquiry which had already been 

conducted by Addl. SP Swatiilt is ftirther averred that time so 

prescribed and directed by this August Tribunal has been 

elapsed and the respondents have badly failed to comply with 

the directions so issued by this honorable tribunal in judgment 
dated 10-01-2019. The said directed enquiry has been used as a 

foUin^tone to humiliate anddegrade the petitioner and his 

professionalism as the de novo enquiry is already conducted but 
skipped and ignored in the fresh order of the Addl. IG 

Headquarter dated 30-5-2019;, moreover, the time prescribed ^ 

by this honorable tribunal hijs ahoady been elapsed and no 

further extension has been taken by the respondents which is in 

total violation of the judgment of this honorable tribunal, and, 
any such order or enquiiy conducted after the expiration of the 

time so provided, would be totally illegal and in violation as per 

the spirit of the judgment of this honorable court dated 10-01-

novo

same was

f
-.1
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A'.
2019. (Copy of wd^ated 3,p^^2QJ9:of Addl. IG 

Headquarter alongwith better copy is attached herewith as 
Annex D).

h4

I
5. That from the date of reinstatement into service till date, the 

petitioner has discharged an^'performed his duty regularly but 
salary has been paid to th§ petitioner, moreover, the time 

prescribed by this honorable;‘tribunal has already been elapsed 

and no further extension has:been taken by the respondents 

which is in total violation offhe judgment of this honorable 

tribunal, and, any such orderjpr enquiry conducted after the 

expiration of the time so provided, would be totally illegal and 

in violation as per the spirit of the judgment of this honorable 

court dated 10-01-2019, therefore, the. salary of the petitioner 

may kindly be released ffomiihe date of reinstatement into 

service while the said de novo enquiry may kindly be filed and 

all the back benefits may kindly be extended/given to the 

petitioner.

no

d

I
6. That the petitioner is a poor pprson and is pressing hard for the 

salaries/benefits for which hqjis entitled under the law.

. That other important points tyill be raised during the course of 

arguments, with prior permission of this honorable tribunal. .
7

>1:

PRAYER:

In the view of the above, it is humbly prayed that :

a. The respondents may kindly be directed to release the salary of. 
the petitioner forthwith w.e.f f25-02-2019.

b. Respondents may kindly be directed to file the de-novo enquiry 

proceedings, if any, as not completed within the prescribed time
■ as per the directions of this honorable tribunal and the back 

benefits may kindly be extended/given to the petitioner.
c. Any other remedy/reiief, whiih deems appropriate and not 

specifically prayed for, may also be given to the petitioner.

‘7

v:,<

Petitioner 
Nadeem Iqbal T

Through Counj^,

Shabir Ahmad Khan (Dawlat Khel)

Advocate High Court

A

/'

•K

<•

i
ir

Dated: 21/06/2019

.x'



Phon^!-091-92:11769

Offiee.'a.fiiio ■; 
lp@pe'et©r;-;Geri'er^l;©f;';P..©lli,€e

Khyb©f'Fi[kWytnikiwa,F©slhiawaro
/'H/a/CPQ/IAB’’'__dated Peshawar the /10/2019

7

The District Police Officer,
Swat

. PESOYO EMQPffiY:AGAINST': NABEEM
, TOBAIL BATAmeGESMNG- SUFEMVISOM SWAT

j

<-

IVY;)i;0KK

Please refer to your officevletter No.l5296Aegardated 07.i0;20i9, on the
S'.-bject cited-'aboye.

In this connection, copy of order in respect of-Nadeern Iqbal, Data
Processing Supervisor issued by the AddlTGP/lQrs: is sent herewith for necessary action.

ft

Please,

; BeiJiattyjEsptoorGeneml.off M 

, , ’ '• 'Eesfliiawair .
Kfo; /CPO/TAB,

Copy of above is fohvarded for information :to :-
1. The Addl:IGP/HQrs: PUiyber Palditunldiwa,
2. The Regional Police Officer, Malakand.
3. The Registrar, CPQ,'Peshawar.

4. The Office Superinterident, Secret-Branch, GPO.

'I-i

;

.f.

t.



ORBEE ■' j< t\
This order dispofes off the departmental enquiry against the Delinquent- Data 

Supervisor, Swat Mr. Nadeem lqbal.

The delinquent ^cial/was- dismissed from service
OM (hat wHle he was posted as-Data Entry'mcharge fpr document^omdfj^CFv^

::.4 to intrude into the system with .the intention to steaJ'and manipulate the^data.

J
/-/

/ by DPd Svvat on thC^

■•f ti;-.

He lodged service appeal^ against the ordejtof DPO Swat. The Hohorable-Tribun^
^rnepted his .service appeal vide its. judgment dated iaQ1.2019:and De NoVp enquiry:was

h.
The operative paras-4.&;S;are%produced:as unde^-

■ - Record available omme?e£e;fil^revealed thatithe ;appellaht was appoifitediby

■:he Addl: Inspector General of PoUce (HQrs^ while disbiplinary :proceedmgs .were finalired Iby
•he DPO Swat, who was otherwise not competent to proceed in this case vide para 4 (3) 
(.^..ppointing Authority) and para 14 CTeiinihation)^ of the .Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Policn 

Department (Information Technology :&oup) Service: Rules, 2014. Impugned order passed by 

(ie DPO Swat was hence corum-nomjulhee and void ab-initio. As the entire prpeeedings became
of ruleSi ,so it is deemed appropriate not to touch othernuh md void due to non-observance 

/?Gpftots of the case.

.. As a sequel to the a«^(d^-^pba(Was aco^dlDm-i^
<;?.01.2018 was set aside and the:ap^llan^Avas re-instated in service.-The .msp<^^ were 

directed to conduct the De Novo enqui^.strictly in accordance with- law widiin a period of ninety

ia.ys from the dated of receipt of this jiidgmeht.

s; dssued ^ChEffg^^Sheet :^^d'To proceed further-in!/De:®i|vp/enquiry. he^';was 
Cimmary of Allegations by the AfeSGlilHQrs: Myber Pakhmnkhwa,: Pesh^
;No.l27/PAyHqrs: dated 18.06.2019'and.theiTpUbvring enquiry eommittee was constituted:-

. Malak^azi:;S^:toy^g^on;:Sw£it^^PP^
2. MrMuhamm4si^^i,Dy:Dimc^ ■:

iahid Sbahi/Senidr WebTechnologyvlt Board KB PeshawM.

1. Mr

3. Mr.Muj

The committee subi^tted^v.^their findings; on 

::ecoimnendation entailed are summari^ as -follow:-

..09.10:2019 wherein .the .
1

a) As per report of teclmoaltexperts,-.priOr-tm;thib;the sUlqect;^ ■■ ' ■:
formatted and recordlHp beeii;<Dscked;mroUgh;^e;UR:T6pp£Mo^^ /
wliich revealed that'SStNGP, vehicleshave:been;ente^d.out9f-,the .163 npmbem.of i
veMcles toough the -yser Nme’Vof Nadeem, while;me .rentBanip& W

have been entered through “User Name” of Malalband Division.

1



r nj:

• ,• 
/ ■

V

/
\ ■The enquiij committee wyiefhbldirig.'the'delinquent as ne^gerttinr m

duty has establish^' that NadeemTqbM-has.;been:foimd;-glii%-pf:riuseonduGt;'^^
was posted out from thevNCP regislration office. .He is fomd giilty of willful
provision of wrohg “User:-NMe” password tb' the dfiEicers-'instead.

, .*•’* . * ■ • 
In order to mete put . Ju^eejidie delinquent oMcied iN

Fk).al ShdW Gause-.Noticeby the:undeKi'gded''dnd%^ als6freard;m pefsetir-Bb1h'^&^^^
the personal hearing could not be foUnd's^tisfactory.

/ • b)//•

• S:
It appears from the-’ffidiiigs. oftthe enquiry ^t Nadeem IqbM. was. 

negligent in discharging his duties, therefore'1,. Dr:vishtiaq. Ahrned being Competent-Authority, 
hereby award the “minor punishment” of stoppage of 02;. (Two), annpal rihefeinents: with 

e’imuiative effect in accordance with^tthe’R:ufet5(b) Khybef Pakhtuiikhwa: Efficiency. & 

/disciplinary Rules, 2G11.

'd/rder announced and issued.

Cr

)
rM.

■

\

irHeadquaiters^I^ylserT^^tUiil^wa'- 
■ ~ '-'lle^awar.- '■-t .

i

;

A.
:

I

'•! .
' !■:

V.-

a' .t
. ■!' ■

I

i V,
i *,f*"*

■ /Mitillii
^ f.

I-ssaiaii!
f.

I

i

I

I

I
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To
The Provincial Police Officer, 
Khyber Palditunkhwa.

Subject; - APPEAL AGAINST THE ORDER OF THF- ADDITIONAL 
INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE KHYBER
PAKHTUNKHWA ISSUED VIDE LETTER No. 3179/CPO/IAB,
Dated 17-10-2019.

Dear Sir,
It is refer to the subject noted above and to state that vide the above 

mentioned letter the Additional Inspector General of Police Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 

award the “minor punishment” of stoppage of 02(two) annual increments with 

cumulative effect, to the applicant (copy enclosed).

2. According to the findings of the inquiry committee (copy enclosed), 

no allegation has been proven against the applicant'and all allegations are only 

orally and the same are declined by the technical report of the inquiry committee.

3. Therefore, it is, humbly prayed that on the above mentioned ground 

the alleged order may be set aside and the annual increments may be restored and 

back benefits/salaries of the applicant may be released please. The applicant shall 

be very thankful for this act of kindness.

v\t \V'-A .

Data Processing Supervisor 
Police Training School 

SWAT
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I? f'' ^ BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL \ 

PAKHTUNKHWA, AT PESHAW
f

. ■ (T*

C.M NO. OF 2019
W

.^•yicg
SERVICE APPEAL NO. 569 OF 2018

NADEEM IQBAL, Data Processing Supervisor at PTS Swat
I, -

1 (Petitioner);

VERSUS

1. District Police Officer Swat at Gulkada Swat
2. Regional Police Officer, Malakand at Saidu Sharif Swat
3. Inspector Khhrshed Khan (A.DIG Assistant to Regional Police 

Officer Malakand at Saidu Sharif Swat)
4. Additional Inspector General of Police KPK at CPO Peshawar
5. Inspector General of Police KPK at CPO Peshawar

T

.

,
(Respondents)

APPLICATION FOR RELEASE OF SAUARY AND FOR FILING OF DE-NOVO
ENQUIRY AS NOT COMPLETED IN THE' PRESCRIBED TIME AS PER THE 

• DIRECTIONS OF THIS AUGUST TRIBUNAL AND THE BACK BENEFIT MAY 
KINDLY BE GRANTEP/GIVEN TO THE PETITIONER. '

i- •
i:

!■:

■T.

RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH,

The petitioner submits as under:

1.‘ That the petitioner while serving as Data Processing Supervisor 

at District Swat was dismissed fi-om service on 09-01-2018.

;r-

!i.

2. That the petitioner filed Service Appeal before this honorable 

tribunal against the impugned order dated 09r01-2018 of DPO 

Swat which was Accepted and the impugned order dated 09-01- 

2018 Was set aside and the petitioner was reinstated into 

service, and the respondents were directed to conduct de novo

/

:■

K , enquiry strictly in accordance with law within the period pf 

Ninety days tfoin the date of receipt of this judgement. The
of back beriefit shall be subject to the outcome of de novo 

f ertqiiiry. It is pertinent to mention here that the stipulated time

■i

•;'
issue

period for conducting the de novo enquir}^ is already elapsed 

and no any order of the respondents have been coh;:iuded yet 
which also amounts to the violation of thejorder of i -.is 
honorable tribunal. ( Copy of order dated 10-01-2019 of this 

honorable Tribunal is attached here as Annex A).

^ ■

.'

II /
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^ Petitioner alongwith his 'counsel and Mr. Riaz : 
Ahmad Paindakheii, Assistant AG alongwith Mr. Mir Faraz, : 

DSP [Legal] for. the respondents present Respondent- 

department has already submitted Implementation report 

vide order sheet dated 04.11.2019. The petitioner has 

expressed obje^on on it Case to come up for objection. 

petition and ar^ments on 03.02:2020 before S.B at Camp 

Court Swat

06.01.2020

\

[Muhammad Amm^ian Kundi] . ■ 
Membci

Camp Court Swat

I

Petitioner with counsel present. Mr. Riaz Paindakheii learned 

Advocate General present. Learned counsel for the
03.02.2020

Assistant
petitioner submitted application for withdrawal of the .present 

execution petition with permission to file a fresh one if gnevance!!:i \

of the petitioner not redressesd by the respondents.

of above, the present execution petition is herebyIn view
dismissed as withdrawn with permission to file fresh one under

I': • •5bI

the law. No order as to costs. File be consigned to the recordP
i. s- .

room.

ttire copy

■Si .
iNj- Peshawar

u

(Muhammad Hamid Mughal) 
Member

Camp Court, Swat.
ANNOUbfe^.^ of A

03.02.202#
bee

Ur-eiA--------

T!;AA_______
H;i
„;:i ) ..4

De-fc- c.'^

Daie.'of ef

.
I' ‘r

t -)
^1



^EFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHAYBER PUKHTUNKHWA
^ AT PESHAWAR

of 20‘i.oCase No:

TITLE:
Nadeem Iqbal VERSUS I.G.P and others.

I/we do hereby appoint SHABIR AHMAD KHAN (DAWLATKHEL) Advocate 

High Court in the above mentioned case, to do all or any of the following acts, 

deeds and things:

To appear, act and plead for me/us in the above mentioned case In 

this Court/Tribunal in which the same may be tried or heard, and any 

other proceedings arising out of or connected therewith.

To sign and verify and file, petitions, appeals, affidavits and applications 

as may be deemed necessary or advisable by them for the conduct, 

prosecution or defense of the said case at all its stages.

To receive payment of, and issue receipts for, all money that may be or 

become due and payable to us during the course of the proceedings. 

To do any act necessary or ancillary to the above acts, deed and things. 

To appoint any other counsel to do any/all of the acts, dee and things. 

I/We, shall appear in the court/tribunal on every date of hearing for 

assistance and if due to my/our non-appearance, any adverse 

judgment/order/decree is passed, they will not be held responsible.

1.

2.

3.

4.

5.

6.

IN WITNESS whereof I/we have signed this Wakalat Nama hereunder, the 

contents of which have been read/explained to me/us and fully 

■ understood by me/us this 16.03.2020

i 9

■5?
Nadeem Iqbal (Executant)

Attested and Accepted by:

SHABIR AHAAAD KHAN (DAWLATKHEL)
Advocate High Court.

i/,
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BEFORE THE lOIYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVTCF TRIBUNAT. PESHAWX1<.

Service Appeal No. 1720/2020.6^.
Nadeem Iqbal %>cessing Supervisor) Police Training Scho^sl, District Swat.

'V--

■^ppellant

VERSUS

Inispector .General of Police Khyber Pukhtunlihwa Peshawar &, others,

Respondents
.V.

INDEX

S.No: Description of Documents Annexure Page

1 Para-wise Comments 1-2

2 Affidavit 3

3 Authority Letter 4

/

.

DisndiiProHCT Officer, Swat 
(Respondent No. 4)

.j

(

\

\



BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL kHYBER PAKRTTTNKHWA PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No. 1720/2020.
Nadeem Iqbal (Data Processing Supervisor) Police Training School District Swat.

Appellant
VERSUS

Inspector General of Police Kliyber Pukhtunkhwa Peshawar & others.

Respondents
PARAWISE COMMENTS ON BEHALF OF RESPONDENT NO.Ol to 05

Respectfully Shewith: 

Preliminary. Objections.
1. That the appellant has got no Cause of action and locus standi to file the present appeal. 

That the appeal is bad due to misjoinder and nonjoinder of necessary and proper parties. 
That the appeal is time baiTed.

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

That this Hon’ble Tribunal has got no jurisdiction to entertain the present appeal.

That the instant appeal is not maintainable in its present form.
That the appellant concealed the material facts from this Hoh’ble Tribunal.

That the appellant is estopped by his o\yn conduct to file the instant appeal.

2.

3.

4.

5.

6.

7.

8.

FACTS;

1. Correct to the extent that the appellant was dismissed from service as being Data Entry 

Incharge of Documentation of NCP vehicles the appellant Unduly intrude into the system, steal 

and manipulate the important data of NCP vehicles, from the computer system. However, later 

on in compliance with Judgment of this honorable Tribunal, a denovo departmental enquiry 

, was conducted, wherein the , appellant was re-instated in to service and awarded minor 

punishment of stoppage of two annual increments with cumulative effect, (copy of charge 

sheet with statement of allegations, enquiry with finding report and order dated 17/10/2019 are 

annexed A to C respectively)

2. First portion of the para explained above in detail, however rest of the para pertain to record.

3. Incorrect. The departmental appeal of the appellant was filed tofhe respondent No.01, however 

the instant service appeal is badly time barred.

4. First portion of this para pertain to record, however with respect to remaining para the instant 

service appeal filed by the appellant is time barred, hence not maintainable.

5. As stated above, appeal of the appellant was filed being time barred appeal. The appellant has 

wrongly invoked the jurisdiction of this honorable tribunal through unsound grounds.
GROUNDS;

a. Incorrect. The respondent has complied with the Judgment of this honorable Tribunal by 

conducting denovo departmental enquiry into the matter, wherein the appellant was re-instated 

into service and was awarded iTiiji(?rpnnji5hTaeffi of stoppage of two annual increments.



*

(0--.-j

b. Incorrect. It has been proved during denovo departmental enquiry that the appellant beiiig 

posted on responsible post of Data Processing Supervisor of NCP vehicle registration, was 

found negligent while performing his duty.

c. Incorrect. The orders of respondents are quite legal in accordance with law/rules and ho . 
violation of the law has been made by the respondents.

d. Incorrect. Para already explained above in detail.

e. Incorrect. The impugned order is reasonable, legal and passed in accordance with law/rules
t

f The respondents may be allowed to raised additional grounds at the time of hearing of appeal!

PRAYER;
i

It is thbrefoVe Tequested tliatvthe;:appeal.o kindly be .dismissed with cost being

devoid of nierits and-without anyTegal substance.

Inspectoj^eneral of Police, 
Khyber Pmdihij^wa, Peshawar 

(Res^nde^No. 1)

Addl:Inspect(finG^nOTaI of Police 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar 

(Respondent No. 2)

OffKaer,Regional
DistrictJBetIceljfricer, Swat 

(Respondent No. 4)
:erat.

(RespondehtNo. 3)

A0IG, Assistant to RPO Malakand 
(Respondent No. 5)
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No, 1720/2020.

Nadeem lobal (Data Processing :Superviso^_^ Police Training School,
District Swat.

-A V.

/Appellant

VERSUS

Inspector General'bfPoiiee.Khyber AtU^ & others/

Respondents

AFFIDAVIT
•f •

We, the above respondents do hereby solemnly affirm on oath and declare that the
■ ■ V

contents of the appeal are correct/true to the best of our knowledge/ belief and nothing' has
been kept secret from the honorable Tribunal.

inspector X^neral of Police, 
Khyber PakhtunkWa, Peshawar 

(Respoimen^o. 1)

Addhlnspectoti^ei^l of Police 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar 

(Respondent No. 2)

y.
mUc# Ohfiier,

^ wialak Districfrolice officer, Swat 
(Respondent No. 4)

icer

(Respoiideht J^o. 3)
ion:an<

ADIG, Assistant to RPO Malakand 
(Respondent No. 5)
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• 6)BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR.

v3- Service Appeal No. 1720/2020.

School, District Swat;Nadeem Iqbal supervisor) Police Training
.'vj—

‘Appellant

VERSUS
!

Inspector General of Police Khyber Pukhtuiildiwa Peshawar & others
1

Respondents

AUTHORITY LETTER
ft' !

We, the ^ove respondents do hereby authorized Mr. Naeem Hussain DSP/Legal 

Swat to appear before the Tribunal on our behalf and submit reply etc in connection with 

titled Service Appeal.

1

Inspector ^neral of Police, 
Khyber Pakhrti^^wa, Peshawar 

(Respo ident^o. 1)

Addhinspecto'
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar 

(Respondent No. 2)

al of Police

Officer^Regiona
Re District Police mficer, Swat 

(Respondent No. 4)
cerSwat.

(Respohdent'Nto. 3)
ion

\

/
1 /

ADIG, Assistant to RPO Malakand 
(Respondent No. 5)
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. GENERAL OF POLICE,

____ _ ..cKS, KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA,
CENTRAL POLICE OFFICE, PESHAWAR

I % ^ /PA/Hqrs dated / ^ /O A/2019
Ph# 091-9210345

No

CHARGE SHEET

r Ammd Khan. PSP. Addl: IGP/HOrs: Khvber Pakhtunkhwa as the 

, Nadeem luLitS. Data Processing Supervisor that

Entry Tncharge Documentation of NCP Vehicles

(DCompetent Authority, hereby charge you 

while posted as Data 

following acts,
Efficiency and Disciplinary Rules 2011.

You committed the 

defined in civil servantwhich amount to gross misconduct on your part as

You Nadeem Iqbal, Data Processing Supervisor while ppsted as Data 

of NCP vehicles without official authorization tried to
were in the

Entry Incharge Documentation 

intrude into the system with the intention to steal and manipulate data. You
of the software/server. Your intrusion into thepossession of passwords and usernames

detected on August 28, 2017 at i^vl when you without official
system was
authorization logged into the system from HUAWEI-GRA-L09. Your actions have been 

of embarrassment to Police department and an attempt to manipulate official data. 

On data entered under your supe.-vision the following discrepancies have been noted:
cause

a. Data of 171 vehicles was found deficient with no caretaker details, or 

vehicles numbers.
b. About 499 number of documentation numbers, multiple vehicles have 

been- enterea into the system. The deficiencies noted above speak of

ulterior motives in the documentation process of Non Custom

Paid Vehicles.

2. Based on the above, you are 

to all or any of the penalties specified in

Disciplinary Rules, 2011.
3. You are, therefore, required to submit your written reply within seven (07) days of

the receipt of tliis Charge Sheet to the Enquiry Committee.
Your written reply, if any, should reach the enquiry committee within the specified 

period, failing which it shall be presumed that you have 

such ex-parte action will be taken against you.
5. If you choose to be heaid in person opportunity will be provided.

6. Statement of Allegations is enclosed.

your

guilty of misconduct and have rendered youfself liable 

Civil Servants Efficiency and

4.
defense to offer and asno

(amjAd iaiAN)PSP 
Addl; Inspector Gem ral of Police, 
Headquarters, Khybei Pakhtunkhm^^ 

Peshawar
?
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jX/^miag Kliau, FSP^ AddI: IGP^Qrs: Khvber Pakhtunkhwa n.. 
^^autliority, hereby charge you, Nadeem Iqbal, i:ata Froce&sinp Supervisor ihat while 

mta Entn' Incharge Documentation of NCP Vehicles You committed the

. ’.v

posted as 

following acts, which
amount to gross misconduct on your part as defined in civil servant Efficiency and Disciplinary Rules 
2011.

I

!

STATEMENT OF ALLEGATIONS

You, Nadeem Iqbai, Data Processing Supervisor while posted as' Data Entry 

Incharge Documentation of NCP vehicles without official authorization tried 

system with intention to steal and manipulate the data. You

of the software/server. Your UEa dsiOii into the system had been detected on August ' 

you without official authorization logged into ihe system from

of embarrassment to the Police department and
'' ” * *•

attempt to manipulate official data. On data erreereq i.ader your supervision, the following 

discrepancies have been noted.

Cto, intrude into the
in the possession of passwordswere

and usernames

28, 2017 at 10:00 PM when 

. HUAWEI-GRA-L09, Your actions have been cause
an

a. Data of 171 vehicles was found defec^’ve with no caretaker details, or 

vehicles number.

b. About 499 number of documentation numbers, multiple vehicles have 

been entered into the system. The dericiencies noted above speak of 

your ulterior motives in th^ documcMtation process of Non Custom 

Paid Vehicles.

For the purpose of scrutinizing the conduct of the said officer with reference to the 

above allegations, a committee comprising of the following officers is hereby 

constijuted.

f.

2.

I. Mr. Ashfaq Ahmed. DPO Swat. Chairman. 
Qualified I.T expert, toU. de noi,.:P- • h-,’ I.T Board.

3. The enquiry committee shall conduct proceedings in accordance >vith ptovision of 

civil servant Efficiency and Disciplinary Rules 2011. The committee shall 

provide reasonable opportunity of defense and personal hearing to the accused 

officer and finalized the proceedings within twenty five (25) days of the receipt of 

this order.

4. The delinquent official shall join the pioceedings on the date, time'and place fixed 

by the enquiry committee.

(AMJAD KI [AN)PSP 
Addl: Inspector G( neral of Police, 
Headquarters, Khy! er Pakhtunkhwa, 

Pesha var
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.'j^321L--33 Office of the
„ Inspector General of Police
\ Khyber Pakhtunl^wa, Pesha^g

\U 5'.;

dated Peshawar^/r.PO/IAB
’"'^e • -.1District Police Officer,

Swat:To:
^ ■'

i i- •;■

Si!
Subject: ;

iMemo:
let^r No.l5296/Legal dated 07,10.?019;on the

Please refer to ypur office
i

subject cited above. of order irj respect of Nadeem Iqbal, Data

: is sent herewith: for. nece^ary action, ,
In this connection copy

Processing Supervisor issued by the AddhlGP/HQrs: ..:i.

i

IPlease. bu- '
Deputy Inspector General of Police 
Ox Internal Accountability 
T Khyber PakhtunHhwa, 

Peshawar

/CPO/IAB,
Copy of above

Addl-.lGP/HQrs: Kdiyber Pakhtunkhwa.

' \
is forwarded for information to;-No:-

1. The
2. The Regional police Officer, Malak^pd.

3; The Registrar, CPO, Peshawar.
4. The Office Superintendent, Secret ^ranch, CPO.

//(V^ c

5-5

V

7^y

V

■ M ■

1 rtC ^n»Tr>
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; Processing Supervisor, W Mr. Nadeem Iq^al.,
p^eial was dismissed ftom seryice by DPQ Sw^ ,n ,be .

for documentation of NCP v|hicles

steal and manipulate the data.

Ju;;

The delinquent

allegations tliat,while, he was posted as
intrude into the system with the intention to

Dain Entry Incharge
f •; ' 'SVie tried to '1'ordesbf DPO Swat. The Hoi|irable Ttibunal

iioi.201? and De Novo enqu|ry wvas
He lodged service appeal against die 

,piQd his service appeal vide 

ordered.

■ ’k€

its judgment dated X\ ;■

acce
> i

5
i i4 & 5 are reproduced as under:-The operative paras

O..™. .f Po.>« (HS..), w»e d,»P«-y ^ ;

competent to proceed in this case pde^pfa 4 

. 14 (Termination) of the Khyber Pakhpikhwa Police

— 0.,up, ....
.judice and void ab-initio. As the entire propeedinp bec^e

■ is deemed appropriate nqt to touch other

■a-

f

the Addl: Inspector
otherwise notthe DPO Swat, who was

(Appointing
Department (Infdrpatio__ 

tfe DPO Swat was hence corum-non 

adll and vpid dui? to non-observ^ce

f

of rules, so it is
1

*
aspects of case. /

vyas accepted, the impuped prder dated

- ice. The respondents were
sequel to the above, the ppeal

09 01.2018 was set aside and the apppant
.. —U.. » NO,. »,.y ."1* . “

- As a
re^instated in service.

ith law within a period of ninety
was

To pp.c~l tet¥' ^ ’'“f

ofSummary 

■Ho.UV/PATHqns:
Malak Ijaz, SP Investigation. Swai now DPO Shangla.

SI* S»d.. WebT„.-..S,. IT 0...d KP P.*-

Mr1.
Mra.

3.
09.10.2019 wherein %

The committee submitted thei^

rized as foUoy:-recommendation entailed are sm^a?
this the subject ^oftware had be^n 

Lap Top of Moen Fayaz PRO
d out ofthe 163 numbers of

As per report of technical eH>ertf, pti« 

fo—tod ».d <~rdW to .to«l Itoahte 

** ,o,o..Ni « NCP ,*1.. to to to.
“User Name” of Nadeem, while the remaimng lu..

“User Name” of Malakand Division, i

a)

vehicles through the 

have been entered through

1

B
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b) The enquiry committee while holding the delinquent official as negligent in his 

duty has established that Nadeem Iqbal has been found guilty of misconduct and 

was posted out from tlie NCP registration office. He is found guilty of willful 
provision of wrong “User Name” password to the officers instead.

; •

In order to mete out Justice, tjie delinquent officiafNadeem Iqbal was also T 
^

issued Final Show Cause Notice by the undersigned and was also heard in person. Bpth the reply
. * ' [ ?•' •'*

and the personal hearing could not be found satisfactory.

II
i-
S.

I

i

It appears from the findings of th^: enquiry that Nadeern Iqbal was 

negligent in discharging his duties, therefore I, Drt Ishtiaq /\hmed being Competent Authority,

hereby award: the “minor punishmmf’ of stoppage of 02 (Two) annual. increments with
t ----------------- - '■

cumulative effect in accordance with the; Rule 5(b) Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Efficiency &
' } • 1 ■' ';

Disciplinary Rules, 2011.
• >

Order cinnounced and issued.
V

MEI)) PSP. ppM
Additional Inspector G^ral of Police, ‘ 

Headquarters, KhyberTakhtunkhwa 
Peshawar.

(DR. ISHTI

' •
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