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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICES TRIBUNAT.. PESHAWAR

Amended Service Appeal No. 1146/2019

Date of Institution ... 16.09.2019

Date of Decision 21.01.2021

Fazal-e-Amin, Ex-Assistant Grade Clerk, Special Branch, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 
Peshawar. (Appellant)

VERSUS

The Provincial Police Officer, Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar and 
^'^^'^thers. (Respondents)

Present:

SVED NOMAN ALI BUKHARI, 
Advocate ...

For Appellant.

MR. MUHAMMAD RIAZ KHAN PAINDAKHEL, 
Assistant Advocate General For respondents.

MR.HAMID FAROOQ DURRANI, 
MR. MIAN MUHAMMAD

CHAIRMAN
MEMBER(Executive)

JUDGEMENT

HAMID FAROOQ DURRANL CHAIRMAN:- Syed Nomanl Ali Bukhari, 

Advocate submitted Wakalatnama in his favour executed by the appellant. Made 

part of the record.

02. The appellant is aggrieved from order dated 15.01.2019 issued by the 

respondent No.2/ Deputy Inspector General of Police, Special Brach, Khyber 

Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar. His departmental appeal, preferred before the respondent 

No. 1 was not responded to.
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We have heard the learned counsel for the appellant, learned Assistant 

Advocate General on behalf of the respondents and liave also gone through the

03.

available record.

At the outset, learned counsel for the appellant referred to the impugned04.

order dated 15.01.2019 and stated that the Deputy Inspector General of Police,

Special Branch,. Peshawar/ respondent No.2 was not a competent officer, for the

purpose of discipline, in the cases of ministerial staff of police. Referring to Section-

44 of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police Act, 2017 it was contended that only the

Provincial Police Officer was the competent authority to pass such orders. The

impugned order was, therefore, void and could not sustain.

Learned Assistant Advocate General opposed the argument of learned

counsel for the appellant and contended that by virtue of notification dated

28.12.2015, the Regional Police Officer was delegated the powers of disciplinary

action against ministerial staff. In his view, the appellant was rightly proceeded

against and awarded major penalty of compulsorily retirement by the Deputy

Inspector General of Police, Special Branch.

It is a matter of record that the appellant was issued charge sheet for05.

misconduct detailed therein on 18.10.2018. The exercise was under taken by

SSP/Admin Special Branch, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar while on the other

hand, the impugned order dated 15.01.2019 was passed by the DIG, Special Branch.

Reading Section-44 of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police Act, 2017 in juxtaposition to the

statement of allegations as well as the impugned order, it becomes clear that neither

the competent authority/ Provincial Police officer, issued the charge sheet nor the

j impugned order was passed by him. It shall be useful to reproduce hereunder the

relevant part of Statute ibid:-
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Ministerial staff etc,—(1) Subject to rules. Provincial Police
Officen may appoint ministerial staff and other employees to
assist the Police. j
(2) Any person employed under sub-section (1) shall be under
the direction and control of Provincial Police Officer.
(3) The powers of direction! and control referred to in sub-
section(2) shall include the powers of discipline and dismissal.
(4) Subject to rules, Provindal Police Officen may delegate
his powers and authority under this section to an officer of
appropriate rank.

In the circumstances of the case and in view of the above noted provision of law, we

have no other option but to hold that thCj impugned order v/as corum-non-judice for

all intents and purposes. Having been issued by an incompetent official/officer it can

only be termed as void ab-initio. At the cost of repetition, it is noted that the

Provincial Police Officer was the only competent authority for the purpose of case

in hand. The respondents could not produce any instrument regarding delegation of

powers of PPO, as provided by the lawj ibid in favour of some other officer. The

notification dated 28.12.2015, as relied upon by learned Assistant Advocate

General, was undeniably issued in the year 2015, much before the coming into force

of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police Act, 2017i.

06. For what has been noted above, the appeal in hand is allowed as prayed for.

The parties shall, however, bear their respective costs. File be consigned to the

record room.

ANNOUNCED
21.01.2021

(HAMID FAROOQ DURRANI) 
CHAIRMAN

(MIAN MUHAMMAD) 
MEMBER(E)
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*r\ Service Appeal No. 1146/2019

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

S.No Date of
order/
proceedings

2 31

I
Present.21.01.2021

• \

\
For AppellantSyed Noman AM Bukhari, 

Advocates

Mr. Muhammad Riaz Khan Paindakhel, 
Assistant Advocate General For respondents

Vide our detailed judgment of today consisting of three pages 

placed .on file, the appeal in hand is allowed as prayed for. The 

parties shall, however, bear their respective costs. File be consigned 

to the record room.

ANNOUNCED
21.01.2021

A ChairtnanVi
< 7.

(Mian Muhammad) 
Member(E)

/
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19.11.2020 Appellant in person present.

Kabir Ullah Khattak learned Additional Advocate General 
for respondents present.

Appellant requests for adjournment as his counsel is 

indisposed. Adjourned. To come up for arguments on 

21&il.2021 before D.B.

(Atiq ur Rehman Wazir) 
Member (E)

(Rozina Rehman) 
Member (J)

. d.:
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>'



21.07.2020 Appellant present in person.

Mr. Muhaminad Jan learned Deputy District Attorney 

alongwith Javid Iqbal DSP (Legal) for the respondents 

present.

Appellant requested for adjourninent as his counsel is 

not available. Adjourned. To come up for arguments on 

n.08.2020-LeforeD.B.

7^V
(Mian Muhammad) 

Member (E)
(Rozin^ Rehman) 

Member (J)

y

.11.08:2020 Due to surnmer vacations case,to come up for the same on 

14.10.2020 before D.B.

14.10.2020 Appellant in person present. Mr. Kabiruilah Khattak 

learned Additional Advocate General alongwith Suleman 

Reader for respondents present.

Former requests for adjournment that his counsel is 

busy before Hontle Peshawar High Court, Peshawar. 

Adjourned. To come up for arguments on 19.11.2020 

before D.B. r-

(Atiq-Ur-Rehman Wazir) 
Member

(Muhamm trial Khan)
Member

I

/
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Appellant with counsel present. Asst: AG 

alongwith Mr. Suleman, Legal Reader for respondents 

present. Appellant is directed to submit member copy 

with complete annexure attached with the main service 

appeal. Adjourned. To come up for arguments on 

28.04.2020 before D.B.

12.03.2020
.•* ‘

i<

Member Member

• / D uP A
\.

\

f

09.07.2020 Due to COVID19, the case is adjourned to 21.07.2020 for 

the same as before.

L.

i
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Due to general strike on the call of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 

Bar Council, learned counsel for the applicant is not available 

today. Mr. Ziaullah, Deputy District Attorney for the respondents 

present. Adjourned to 23.01.2020 for arguments before D.B.

16.01.2020

r

y;,.' :V'

'■•u

- .:>•
V.(Ahmad Hassan) 

Member
(M. Amin Khan Kundi) 

Member
.V::

•; :<

Due to general strike of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Bar Council 

learned counsel for the appellant is not available today. Mr 

Kabirullah Khattak, Additional AG for the respondents present 

Adjourned to 07.02.2020 for arguments before D.B.

23.01.2020 ;•/.
l:\ r-v

>:.\

(M. Amin Khan Kundi) 

Member
t.'.U(Hussain Shah) 

Member
■'{v:

07.02.2020 Counsel for appellant and Mr. Muhammad Jan, Deputy

District Attorney for the respondents present. Adjournment 

requested. Adjourned to 25.02.2020 for arguments before D.B.

, --A..''"

.V.

V
k ■V/

• k
(Ahmad Hassan) (M. AfntFn^an Kundi) 

MemberMember
•.V

'VW' 3'.H- . • 'i.
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Appellant with counsel and Mr. Suleman, Legal Reader for 

respondents alongwith Add!: AG for the respondents present.
08.11.2019

•.*

Written reply on behalf of the respondents submitted which is 

placed on file. To come up for arguments on 27.11.2019 before D.B. 

The appellant may furnish rejoinder, if any, on the date fixed

• V*it

. .*

V

\
*;

Chairman

Counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Usman Ghani, 
District Attorney for respondents present. Learned counsel 
for the appellant submitted rejoinder which is placed on 

file. Adjourn. To come up for arguments on 10.12.2019 

before D.B.

• 27.11.2019

. \

MemberMember

Appellant in person and Mr. Usman Ghani, District 

Attorney alongwith Mr. Nisar Ahmad for the respondents

10;i2.2019

present.

Due to general strike of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Bar 

Council learned counsel for the appellant is not available'today.. 

Adjourned to 16.01.2020 for arguments before D.B.

/
.7

(M. Amin ^han Kundi) 
Member

(Ahmad'Hassan)
Member



Counsel for the appellant present.24.09.2019

Contends that the impugned order dated 

15.01.2019 imposing major penalty of compulsory retirement 

from service was passed by an officer (D.I.G) who was not 

competent for the purpose. In that regard learned counsel 

referred to an order dated 19.05.2016 whereby the appellant 

was confirmed in BPS-16 by the Inspector General of Police 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar and stated that the IGP was 

competent for the purpose of imposing any penalty. Further 

contends that the impugned order was void, therefore, any 

delay in submission of departmental appeal by the appellant 

was to be disregarded. Relied on 2014-0SCMR-1189.I

r. -.r'-A

Hiocesifs® *
The appeal in hand is admitted to regular hearing 

subject to all just exceptions, in view of available record and 

arguments of learned counsel.

Seoun-v- Oi. »

The appellant is required to 

deposit security and process fee within 10 days. Thereafter, 

notices be. issued to the respondents. To come up for written 

reply/comments on 25.10.2019 before 5.B.

i-

Chairman ‘

•. 25.10.2019 Appellant in person present. Mr. Zia Ullah learned Deputy 

District Attorney alongwith Suleman Inspector Legal for the 

respondents present.

Representative of the respondents requests for time to 

furnish requisite reply/comments. Granted. To come up for 

written reply/comments on 08.11.2019 before S.8.

i
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FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Court of

1146/2019Case No.-

Date of order 
proceedings

Order or other proceedings with signature of judgeS.No.

21 3

The appeal of Mr. Fazal-e-Amin presented today by Mr.1- . 16/09/2019
Rizwanullah Advocate may be entered in the Institution,Register and put 

up to the Worthy Chairman for proper order please.

REGISTRAR

This case is entrusted to S. Bench for preliminary hearing to be 

put up there on
2-

CHAIRMAN

I
f
5
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A bEFORE the HQN’BLE chairman, khyber pakhtunkhwa
SERVICE TRIBUNAL' PESHAWAR

Amended Service Appeal No. j' 019

Fazal-e-Amin Ex-Assistant Grade Clerk, Special Branch Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 

Peshawar.

1.

APPELLANT

VERSUS

The Provincial Police Officer, Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.1.

RESPONDENTS

INDEX
S.No Particulars Annexure Pages #

1-91 Service Appeal

2 Affidavit 10

Copy of appointment order3 A 11

4 Copy of promotion order B 12-13

14C5 Copy of confirmation order

Copy of Charge Sheet alongwith 
statement of allegations

6 D 15-16 !

Copy of reply7 E 17
t

8 Copy of inquiry report F 18-22

9 Copy of show cause notice G 23

Copy of reply to the show cause 
notice

10 H 24

;
11 Copy of impugned order I 25

Copy of departmental appeal 26-2712 J

Copy of rejection Order13 K 28 1

Acceptance order of Departmental 
appeal of Muhammad Naeem

29-3014 L

15 Wakalatnama

!

I
-*;

Through 1

Dated: 15-9-2015, Rizwanullah 
M.A. LL.B 

Advocate High Court, Peshawar
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1 BEFORE THE HQN’BLE CHAIRMAN^ KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICE TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR

Kliybot- ¥*i»khtuUhwa 
Service ‘rrihunaliiMAAmended Service Appeal No. /2019 DlaryNo.

Dated
1. Fazal-e-Amin Ex-Assistant Grade Clerk, Special Branch Khyber 

Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

APPELLANT

VERSUS

1. The Provincial Police Officer, Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 
Peshawar.

The Deputy Inspector General of Police, Special Branch Khyber 

Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

The Senior Superintendent of Police (Admn) Special Branch Khyber 

Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

RESPONDENTS

APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF THE
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE
TRIBUNAL ACT> 1974 AGAINST THE
ORDER DATED 15-01-2019 PASSED BY
THE DEPUTY INSPECTOR GENERAL OF
POLICE, SPECIAL BRANCH KHYBER
PAKHTUNKHWA. (RESPONDENT NO. 21
WHEREBY THE APPELLANT WAS
AWARDED MAJOR PENALTY OF
RETIREMENT FROM SERVICE
AGAINST WHICH A DEPARTMENTAL
APPEAL WAS FILED WITH THE
PROVINCIAL POLICE OFFICER.
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA.
(RESPONDENT NO. 1) ON 02-07-2019 BUT
THE SAME WAS REJECTED ON
27-08-2019.

• -V ■

■1
-r-

• -d
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Prayer in Appeal

By accepting this appeal, the impugned 

orders dated 15-01-2019 and 27-08-2019 may 

very graciously be set aside and the appellant 
may kindly be reinstated in service with full 
back wages and benefits.

Any other relief deemed appropriate in the 

circumstances of the case, not specifically 

asked for, may also be granted to the 

appellant.

Respectfully Sheweth,

Short facts sivins rise to the present appeal are as under:-

That the appellant joined the Police Department in capacity as junior 

clerk (B-5) on 28-04-1987. He was promoted as officiating Assistant 

Grade Clerk (B-14) on 18-02-2012. He completed' his probation 

period successfully and then confirmed accordingly. He was also 

granted BPS-16 on account of general upgradation on 19-05-2016. He 

had 32 years unblemished service record to his credit.

1.

(Copy of appointment order, 
promotion order and 
confirmation order are 
appended as Annex-A, B and C 
respectively)

That the appellant was performing his duty with great zeal, zest and 

devotion but strangely, he was served with a charge sheet alongwith 

statement of allegations. It would be advantageous to reproduee 

herein the said allegations so as to know the legal and factual aspect 

of the same.

2.

1. That you while posted as Record 

Keeper ASB Special Branch has put up 

a National Status veriHcation case 

which was to NADRA as Pakistani
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National vide letter No. 9105/Security, 
22-05-2018 in respect of Mr. 

Waris Khan s/o Haji Anar Gul while the 

said dispatch number was left blank in 

the dispatch register.

dated

2. Your this act amounts to gross 

misconduct and speaks highly adverse 

on your part warranting stern 

disciplinary action against you under 

the relevant Rules of Khyber 

Pakhtunkhwa, Government Servants 

(Efficiency and Discipline Rules, 2011)

(Copy of Charge Sheet 
alongwith statement of 
allegations is appended as 
Annex-D)

That the appellant submitted an elaborate and exhaustive reply, denied 

the allegations and also termed it as fallacious, malicious and 

misconceived. He stated that he neither received any reply from the 

AGO City Peshawar (Assistant Group Officer) regarding disputed 

case nor he put up such case before the Competent authority. He 

further stated that he neither sent any letter to NADRA nor he quoted 

any number on the said letter. He clarified that it is the duty and 

responsibility of the dispatcher to write number on any letter before 

issuing the same. He further clarified that the letter in question was 

issued at the back of appellant and that he had no knowledge about it. 

He therefore, prayed that he was innocent and as such he may kindly 

be exonerated of the allegations levelled against him in the charge 

sheet.

3.

I
i
\

./
4

L
/.•- *.r

/;■

(Copy of reply is appended as 
Annex-E) i.'

Jit
■r
'!■

t
-VThat the above reply was not found satisfactory and inquiry was 

conducted in utter violation of law as there was no iota of evidence to

4.
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connect the appellant with the commission of so-called misconduct. 

But despite thereof, the Enquiry Officer held him guilty of the 

allegations and recommended him for appropriate punishment under 

the Rules. Moreover, it was further held that the instant inquiry may 

be considered as preliminary inquiry and proper Departmental Inquiry 

may be initiated against Runner/Office Orderly Nabi Amin No. 

594/SB. This direction by itself makes the report of inquiry officer as 

dubious and questionable one as in case, if the above employee is 

found guilty in subsequent inquiry then, what would be the fate of 

those employees who were innocent and were awarded punishment in 

utter disregard of law.

(Copy of inquiry report is 
appended as Annex>F)

That the appellant was served with a show cause notice on 24-12-2018 

who furnished reply on 01-01-2019 and took the same stance as 

enumerated in reply to the charge sheet.

5.

(Copy of show cause notice and 
its reply are appended as 
Annex-G and H respectively)

That thereafter, the appellant was awarded major penalty of 

compulsory retirement from service vide order dated 15-01-2019 

passed by the Deputy Inspector General of Police (Respondent No. 2) 

illegally.

6.

(Copy of impugned order is 
appended as Annex-I)

That the appellant felt aggrieved by the said order, filed a 

departmental appeal with the Provincial Police Officer, Khyber 

Pakhtunkhwa on 02-07-2019 but the same was rejected/filed on 

27-08-2019 and no reason whatsoever was given therein.

7.
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(Copy of departmental appeal 
and its rejection order are 
appended as Annex-J & K)

8. That the appellant is the sole bread earner of a large family who is 

jobless since the impugned orders.

That the appellant now files this appeal before this Hon’ble Tribunal 

inter-alia on the following grounds within the statutory period of law.

9.

GROUNDS OF APPEAL

A, That respondents have not treated appellant in accordance with law, 

rules and policy on the subject and acted in violation of Article 4 of 

the Constitution of Islamic Republic of Pakistan, 1973. Therefore, 

the impugned orders are not sustainable in the eye of law.

B. That the so-called inquiry was conducted in utter violation of law as 

neither any witness was examined in the presence of appellant nor he 

was provided any opportunity of cross examination. Similarly, he was 

also not provided any chance to produce his defence in support of his 

version. The above defect in enquiry proceeding is sufficient to 

declare entire process as sham and distrustful. Right of fair trial is a 

fundamental right by dint of which a person is entitled to a fair trial 

and due process of law. The appellant has been deprived of his 

indispensable fundamental right of fair trial as enshrined in 

Article 10-A of the Constitution of Islamic Republic of Pakistan, 1973. 

It is worthwhile to mention here that Muhammad Ibrahim Senior 

Clerk/Dispatcher ASB section, candidly admitted before the inquiry 

officer that “he is working as Dispatcher in ASB section since 

23-09-2016 and still serving there. His job is to quote a reference 

number on the letter and dispatch it to quarter concerned. As far as the 

present case is concerned, he disclosed that the column in Dispatch 

Register left blank as Runner/Orderly to SSP Intelligence Nabi Amin 

came alongwith the case and asked him that SP Intelligence requires 

dispatch number. He accordingly gave dispatch number to him on a 

chit however Nabi Amin neither appeared nor hand over the case. He
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requested that Nabi Amin is the real culprit and he may be questioned 

on the matter”. This admission on the part of above official is not only 

clear manifestation of innocence of appellant but also makes the 

allegations levelled against him as baseless, frivolous and unfounded. 

Therefore, the findings of the Enquiry Officers are perverse and are 

not sustainable under the law. Hence, the impugned orders passed on 

the bases of such findings are against the spirit of administration of 

justice.

C. That the (respondent No.2) was under statutory obligation to have 

considered the case of appellant in its true perspective and also in 

accordance with law and to see whether the inquiry was conducted in 

consonance with law and that the allegations thereof were proved 

against the appellant without any shadow of doubt or otherwise. But 

he has overlooked this important aspect of the case without any cogent 

and valid reasons and awarded him major penalty of retirement from 

service. Thus, the impugned orders are bad in law.

D. That the Appellant Authority (respondent No.l) was legally bound to 

have applied his independent mind to the merit of the case by taking 

notice about the illegality and lapses committed by the Enquiry 

Officer as well as respondent No.2 as enumerated in Para-B & C 

above. But he did not bother for the same and rejected the 

departmental appeal without any cogent reasons. Mere holding that 

“the appeal is perused and filed” would not fulfil the requirement of 

speaking order by virtue of section 24-A of the General Clause Act, 

1897 as well as law laid down by august Supreme Court of Pakistan 

in various judgments. Hence, the impugned orders are not tenable 

under the law.

E. That the appellant was served with a charge sheet alongwith statement 

of allegation by the SSP (Respondent No. 3) whereas the impugned 

order dated 15-01-2019 was passed by the DIG (Respondent No. 2) 

and both the above officers claimed to be the 

“Competent Authority” as evident from the said documents despite

i
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the fact that’the Provincial Police Officer (Respondent No. 1) was 

alone the Competent Authority under the relevant Rules to have 

initiated disciplinary action against the appellant and concluded it to 

logical end. It is well settled law that when the basic order or act 

regarding initiation of departmental proceedings is without lawful 

authority and void then the entire superstructure built on it would fall 

on the ground automatically as per law laid down by the august 

Supreme Court of Pakistan in various judgments. Thus, the impugned 

orders are liable to be set-aside on this count alone.

F. That the appellant was serving as Record Keeper, ASB section at the 

relevant time whereas, Muhammad Naeem was the in-charge of the 

said section. The inquiry officer held them guilty of the allegations 

and then the respondent No. 2 awarded them major penalty of 

retirement from service. They filed separate departmental appeals but 

it is not only shocking but also ironic that the appeal filed by the 

appellant was rejected by slipshod manner while, the other appeal of 

Muhammad Naeem was accepted and the major penalty was 

converted into minor penalty of “withholding of one year increment 

with cumulative effect”. This is a disparity and anomaly and is also 

violation of Article 25 of the Constitution of Islamic Republic of 

Pakistan, 1973 which has unequivocally laid down that all citizens 

placed in similar circumstances are entitled to equal treatment and 

protection of law. The Hon’ble Supreme Court of Pakistan through 

various judgments has maintained that equal treatment is the 

fundamental right of every citizen. Reliance can be placed on 2002- 

SCMR-71 & 2007-SCMR-410(d). The relevant citations are as under:-

2002-SCMR-71
(citation-c)

—Art.
citizens—Two groups of persons 
similarly placed could not be treated 
differently—Dictates of law, justice 
and equity required exercise of 
power by all concerned to advance 
the cause of justice and not to thwart

25—Equality of

it.
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t 2007-SCMR-410(d^
(citation-d)

—Art. 25—Equal protection of law— 
-Principles—Concept of equal 
protection of law envisages that a 
person or class of persons should not 
be denied the rights, which are 
enjoyed by other persons in the same 
situation.

Hence, the impugned orders are bad in law.

(Copy of order whereby, 
departmental appeal of 
Muhammad Naeem was 
accepted is appended as 
Annex-L)

G. That the impugned orders are against law, facts of the case and norms 

of natural justice. Therefore, the same are not tenable under the law.

H. That the respondent No. 1 and 2 have passed the impugned orders in 

mechanical manner and the same are perfunctory as well as 

non-speaking and also against the basic principle of administration of 

justice. Thus, these orders are not warranted under the law.

I. That the impugned orders are based on conjectures and surmises. 

Hence, the same are against the legal norms of justice.

J. That the appellant would like to seek the permission of this Hon’ble 

Tribunal to advance some more grounds at the time of arguments.

In view of the above narrated facts and grounds, it is, 

therefore, humbly prayed that by accepting this appeal, the impugned 

orders dated 15-01-2019 and 27-08-2019 may very graciously be set aside and 

the appellant may kindly be reinstated in service with full back wages and 

benefits.



Page 9 of 9

t Any other relief deemed proper and just in the circumstances of the 

case, may also be granted.

Through

Dated: 15/09/2019 Rizwanullah
M.A. LL.B

Advocate High Court, Peshawar.
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P BEFORE THE HON’BLE CHAIRMAN, KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

Amended Service Appeal No. /2019

1. Fazli Ameen Ex-Assistant Grade Clerk, Special Branch Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 
Peshawar.

APPELLANT

VERSUS

1. The Provincial Police Officer, Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa and others.

RESPONDENTS

AFFIDAVIT

I, Fazal-e-Amin Ex-Assistant Grade Clerk, Special Branch Khyber 

Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar, do hereby solemnly affirm and declare that the contents of 

the accompanied service appeal are true and correct to the best of my knowledge 

and belief and that nothing has been concealed from this Hon’ble Tribunal.

Deponent

II
V
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JA^r.Ghulam Ishfaq s/o Ghulaia IfabiL 
•Villnpe and Yehsil Hangu Pistt

<
I

Kohat Raagen;
i'

:

!
ualolcarid Pergo. •.4.Mr..-'tni::--Uj:—Re-lioan ■ s/c .So.rfux-. Aob-asr. 

licij'.Il.lah Sheildi Junaid Abad do ..5 '
0/8 Li'-.hori Gate PS Gulbo.h.ar Pc.shau'a:? City/.

r'- • •

9I

Il0.1aJ.:and • Range5. rir..iTisar~ul Ho-q s/o iia'.iir-ul.,.rlaq
Village Pathi Khurd PO YaididrSai Yelisil 
8 Pi sit: liar dan'.

f

ob.at Rouge.T.-

6. lir.Israil iCrr s/o Bar Wali Jdo.aii 
' Villi;:ge 8- PO Yahhti Nasrati :Yeli8 Pistt: 

Kov';:!:.,

XV

dr.So.ghoer idimad ^Quresiii s/;:) hoiiainad 
i-udit-ar ^ire'shi Supdi: Eoigc/lOffice

■ Hardan. District.7. 5; 9

Poslic.vrar.
‘conditions of-their sc..vices v;ill bo as .i.ro.aer:-i'he

Idicir sej-'V-ices arc-lie'ole -to be terninated on -14 days 
]iotice v;itlioat assiGiniy i .ory roaaor. •

' S '

•1.
\

Yhey vrill nans<j«5 t:y-)C'fest/departncntal iroiziirg ytc 
’■-rithin‘t-ro~/ears of ’tlc.oir service as j'r: Clerk fail.L-.g 
vdiich their' services ’till be disv)onsed V7it.h«
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:Iiisooctor General 01 Police', iedat PanGO Kohat^.

:I;;’.2^ara' .RraiGC Al)Pot:^::ljacl»
•1.

Genero.l of , Podico 
lector Gciis::t.1'of fdlico, '■iolotazid Saiise Bvret.

I 7:1:i3;;>oc-.;or 
;Inc/ .. .

2, ;a iA • .-
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S, ::r.Po.sli rAnin''s/o:
Piatt: PGsna\far^ ,iiCo L

ii i
■
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••dia

c/o Hanpo Xdpice, daaara

..rd.. villaG^^ Iclisil, Hdnei’ ■'
71
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G. iV-

district. ...V

Ix' **\i'.iir—iia ur—PehLisr- .s/c iD-.-tij-u.'.'
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u •

■pL'jlii.ien riol.\al3,an SiioP.r.n <3 ■!
Prj-iiiavrar Citr*.

■ 9. ;

I/' I
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Pcl::lit Bai dehsil d Diett: liardni.IE iffi:'iti
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FOX< PUlSI^-CAXiON IIV Xlii-'j ■5CI-1VB:E':H.
PA -CI-IirXXNICHWA POIXCX GAZJi'TTE FAR^r-lI,

TI-IE PROVINCIAL POLICE OFI^'ICEK
> :ttVt3ER i> atct-txt J^^.Kl-I.wa. a-:si-8 aau..

0nA-y

NOTIFICATION»

li' /2012D-ited:

PROMOTION AS'OFI-^i: ASSISTANT GRAPE-CLERK DPS-1/j.

Having been ipprovk’cl by the DPC held on 15.02.2012, the fallowing Senior Ci- rks arc hereby 

promoted as < 'ffg: Assistant Grade Clerk in 0P5-14 (8000-610-?:t300) with immedmle effect.

J :iA,v>i .OF orFiCutfL.h'j! OF OFFICER

Hastam Khan
--------- ^—

Ghulsm Muhammad

, 5. t. A

■ Muhammad Is.r.rrIj.(. y /r Naimatullah .1 )
;■

Khial FaqirIF .S.iYav/ar All Shah;■

IB ' Ghulam Ashafeiqi Said Mabi '

1 A ■ Fazal Khaliq . .Fcjrooq Q.aisar 

Muljammad Zahid Ali
j I

Faz \[ Azeem

I ,

Nodr Rehman •20 •

Muhammad Ifjb.al 

J'atar Shah

21

22Aijnjad Ali;

23 Hamid KhanTenseehuUah •).
r HaseebullahMluzakkir Shah 

Amir ■ ur- Rehman

24iO,

Sher Nawab25; 1.
-i Meher GillFazii Amin

Sardar Hus-sair'i ' 

Syed Sabz Ali Si.iah

27Arsliad ul Wahab13.

28ShoLikat Hayat■ • 14.
t

take .effect from the date they actually taken over the charge of• Theii promotion vvill

ttieir higher r :sponsibilities.

/ £-lil, TRANSFER /PO.STING: - On promotion as offg: Assistant Grade 
Clerk BS-14 the; are hereby transferred and posted places as noied against each with immediate .

O ' ?
No. i

effect. i
4. '

TONAME PIvESENT
PQC-TING_____ ^_______

'Milh.ammad israr of 
Marcan Region

Na'imaLuUah of S[.>i-H.i/il 
Branch

r s# ,•PRESENT : TOSfr‘ 1 NAME' &
L i POSTING '

Hastam Khan >f Special 
Brci.nch . ! |
--------— —^ ~

2. . Ghulam MiJha nmadof
i5.annu.Region 

_ 1___ ______________ ____

S. Yawar Ali f lah of CPO ; 
Peshawar

Is Mard-'in RegionSpecial,Branchj"i.I
.

J.6 ^ P.TC liajigii ■DlKhnn Rc[’ion

•17 Kohat RegionAccountant CP'O Khial Faqir of Koliat 
Reg-pn

Ghui'am Asitafaq of 
Koh: t Region

'!

.18 Kohat Regioninv: Nowshcra-.4. Said Nabi of 1 ivestigation 
Mosvshera i

!_ VQ ■ i/u -i; - IC-5. 1 rrD

I

• /
/

4.



CPO <1S l; P i20 Moor Rehman PA U) 
AlG/'Estabi: CPO6- /. ijharnmai;;-Zaii d Ali of

/. ardan Ro;^ion

! azal Azccm pf 
I panch.

____I_____ __________

BV ; mjadiAU of Charsadda, 
strict ; !' i______

''9- 'ehseenuUah'of Legal 
.ranch CPO :

FRP KPK

FRP KPLMuharnn'a'd Iqbal of 
Karak district

'21
Special BranchSpecial• 7./

.
FRF i(PKy 22 .)yf.:^r Shah of CCP

PeshawarFRP KPK

f.i Kohat RoF.ionliamid Klian nl DCT/SB23 .CPO Peshawar
KPK

CPO Eslab: 
E-11 Z'"'

HaseebuUah of CFO 
Peshawar

24Operati )n Room CPO 
Peshawar.Auzakkir Shah of 

Dperatioii Rqom CPO

\mir-ur-Rehrnan of ‘ 
,)CT/SBKRK^

10.
Liberian he vviU ' 
draw pay fron'i ■ j 
Elite Force KPR j 
till -furtbe! ;

j order 1

CCP Pcsliawnr 1

She:' Nawab,Liberian 
CPC: .

25KPKDCr/SBI1-.

26 Mcher Gul of CCP 
I Peshawar

P ~ ^ardar Hussain of Burtgot Budget Brae.-

-----------^
12- Fazli Amin of Special 

. Branch ' [

ArshadiuLV/anab of CPO 
Budget'Braficli

P- Shoukat Hayat of."C 
• Branch CFO, i

Special Branch ! ,
j

n/

Elite Force KPK BranclrCPO
Foi'ceElite

Syed Sabz Ali Shah of 
Traffic KRK

28 KPK •"C" Branch CPO

He will draw pay from 
Elite Force KPK HU ^ 
further order

----- T'

i \
vj X •

(KHALID MA$OOD) (\ ;A;v:ruAaui: IGP/IIoadqH...__ __
For Provincial Polidr: Otficci, 

Khybcr PaitliUink'nvva
Pesh'awar

'CA o 4 ^---- « /
-'f i iiX'"^ I

Addl: IGP/Headquarters Khyj .'er P;akhtunkhwa Peshawar. 

Addi: IGP/EUte Force Khybsic Pakjatunkhwa Peshawar 

Addl: IGP/SpeciaLBranch KhvberPakhtuiildiwa Peshawar

! •

. \')

■ : i3.. .
Capilal City. Police-Officer, i ochawar.4.

5. i:-, Comroandant FRP-KPK
Bannuy Marclaa, Kohat and U'CT/SB KPK.DIsG, DlKhan

Commandant. PTC Hangu.

• f.
;! • 6< )

•! 7.
b! ; I ' AIG/F.stablishrnent CPO. Pesnawai".
9; }. AiG/Finance CPO PeSi'iax.a; - 

AIG/Legal CPO Peshawar 

11.1; AIG/Traffic KPK.

SP/lnvestigation Nowsher 

'■ Registrar CPO Peshawar.
■ Office Supdt: Secret CPO P'V.l-iawar.

• 10.

a.12. •
■T1 J;

id

jL



Copy of Order Endst: No.3002/E-V dated 13.05.2016 From Inspector General of Police
' [ ■ ■ j ■

'KhyberPakhtunkhwa to AddI: Inspector General of Police Special Branch Khyber

Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.
I

ORDER
I Haying been completed successfully oh (01) year probation period, the following 

Asstt: Grade uierks (BPS-IG) are hereby confirmedi in the light of Government Khyber 

Pakhtunkhwa, Establishment and Administration Department Peshawar's Notification No. SOR- 
Vj/E&AD/l-3/2009/VoJ:yill dated 16.02.2016 from the date as noted against their names:- 

S.NO ' ...................... ........................ ....... ' ................ ...................NAME- OF- ASSTT: 
GRADE CLERK

PARENT
DISTRICT

DATE
PROMOTION AS 
ASSISTANT GRADE 
CLERK

OFOF DATE
CONFIRMATON AS 
ASSISTANT GRADE
CLERK_______■ ^
XXXXXXXXKXX 
19.02.2013 ~~
xxxxxxxxxxx 
31.072008 ’ ’ 
xxxxxxxxxxx 
28.11.2008 
"xxxxxxxxxxx
_19,02.2013
XXXXXXXXXXX..............
19.02.2013
07.09.2013
mxxxxxxxx
23.07.2014 
XXXXXXXXXXX
23,,07.2014__ ........
xxxxxxxxxxx

1 XXXX^XX_XXXXX
HastamjKh^
xxyxx'xxxxxxxx'
Ina'm Ullah II

xxxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxxxxxx
2 Peshawar 18.02.2012

xxxxxxxxxxxxxx3 to 9 XXXXXXXXXXX
Peshawar
Xxxxxxxxxxx
Peshawar
xxxxxxxmx
Peshawar
XXXXXXXXXXX

10 30,07.2007
lltoie : xxxxxxxxxxxxx xxxxx^xxxxxxx

2^11^2007
'xxxxxxxxxxxxxx

17 MuhammadiGul
xxxxxxxxxxxxx.....
Fazali Amin 
XXXXXXXXXXXXX

8 to 69
0 18,02.2012

71 to 73 XXXXXXXXXXXXXX
Naimat Uj]ah_ _ 
Muhammad Naeem

74 18.02.2012 
06.09.201^ 
X)(XXXXXXXXXXXX 
2i'07.20l"3
x)(xxxxx'xxxxxxx
22.07.2013 '

Peshawar
75 to 88_ 
89jo 128
129
130 to 147

Charsadda
xxxxxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxxx
Khan Faraz
xxxxxxxxxxxxx
Muhammad Farooq

Charsadda
xxxxxxxxxxx

148 Peshawar
149 to 153 xxxxxxxxxxxxx x: (XXXXXXXXX x>^xxxxxxxxxxxx

I

SdA
AddI: IGP, Hqrs:

For Inspector General of Police, 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

OFFICE OF THE ADDL: INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE SPECIAL BRANCH KHYBERI

PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR.^0

No. /EB. Dated, Peshawar the

Copy of the aboye is forvyarded to all Concernecf^ Special Branch.

/ 9 / 0 S /2016,

Superintenden e Admn:
• For AddI: Tnspcclor General of Police 

Special Branch Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 
Peshawar

I
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A,CHARGE SHEET D■ C-- nniA -
<<

Qasini Ali, SSP/Admn Special Branch, ,Khyber Pakbtunkhwa Peshawarm as ;i
uripeicni aulhonty, under Rule 5 (b) of Khyber Pakhtuhkhwa, Govt servants .'(Efficiency ik

Lh-i‘dP.!inj-O.K.I‘[cv20J,J liereby charge you Assistant Fazal-e-Amin as follows--
I—- j__________ —— -

Thai you while posled as Record Keeper ASB Special Branch has put up a National 

Slaius vcrifcalion case which was to NAORTTls^^akistam National vide letter 

No.9105/Security, dated 22.05.2018 in r/o Mr. Waris Khan s/o Haji Anar Gul while the 

said dispatch number was left blank in the dispatch register.

Your ihis act amounts to gross misconduct and speaks highly adverse

;

on your pan
warranting stern disciplinary action against you under the relevant Rules of Khybei

PakhtunkJ-iwa, Government Servants (Efficiency and Discipline) Rules,2011.
■1) By rca.sons of liic above, you appear to be guilty of misconduct under Rule 4 of Khyhcc 

PakhlLinkhwa Govt, servants (Efficiency and Discipline) Rules, 2011 and has rendered 

you liable to all or any of the penalties specified in the Rules ibid.

You ai-e. therefore required to submit your written defense within Seven days of the 

leceipt of ihis charge sheet to the Hnquiry Committee/Enquiry Officer as the case may

.T|

be.

^ our written defense, if any, should reach the Enquiry Officer /.Enquiry 

within the specified period, failing which it shall be presumed that you have no defense 

lo put in and in that ease and ex-parte action shall follow against you.

Intimate whether you desire to be heard in person.

•A statement oi allegations is enclosed.

committee

Ni

I &
/

/-
^Chyb^/akhtunkhwa,

Special Branch;
Pdshawar.

\ /-

i
I

-j



*-

DISCIPLINARY ACTION.

ir ' I, Oasim Ali. SSI^/Admn; Special Branch, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar, am of the
}

onuiioii that Assistant Fazal e Amin while posted as. Record Keeper ASB of this Establishmcnl 

iiderc^d Inimeir liable to be ],)rocecdec! against departmentaily, as he has committed the 

Jolhivving acls / omissions within the meaning of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government Servants 

(Eftlciency and Discipline) Rules, 2011.

I'l

STATEMENT OF ALLEGATIONS

Thai lie while posted as Record Keeper ASB Special Branch, has put up a National 

SlalLis vcrillcation case which was to NADRA as Pakistani National vide letter 

No.91 ()5/Securily, dated 22.05.2018 in r/o Mr. Waris Khan s/o Haji Anar Gul while the 

said dispatch number was left blank in the dispatch register.

■)

. His this act amount.s to gross misconduct and speaks highly adverse on his pari 
.warranting stern disciplinary• action against him under the relevant Rules of Khyber 
Pakhtunkhwa, Government Servants (Efficiency and Discipline) Rules, 2011.
For the purpose of enqi.iiry against the said accused with the reference to the above
allegation __ —_________________ ^_______________
Enquiry Officer to conduct enquiry under Rule 10 (1) (a) of the ibid rules.
The Enquiry Officer / Enquiry Committee shall, in accordance with the provision of the 
said Rules, provide reasonable opportunity of hearing to the accused, record and submit 
its findings and make within 30-days of the receipt of this order, recommendation.s as to 
puni.slimenl or othei' appropriate action against the accused officer.
The defaulter ofllcial is directed to attend the proceedings on the date, time and place 
n.xed by the Enquiry Officer,

-1)

4)
is appointed as

5)

h)

Special Branch Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 
Peshawar. I

No.f) A ^ /EB: dated Peshawar the, \2/10/2018.

Copy of above is forwarded for information and necessary action to the;-

1. The Enquiry Officer.
2. Assistant Fazal e Amin,

i.
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*.; ENQUIRY REPORT
'''VIAGaFNST:.

i Assistant Muhammad Naeem Ex-Incharge ASB Section. 

Assistant Fazai-e-Amin Ex-Record keeper ASB Section. 

Senior Clerk Muhammad Ibrahim Dispatcher ASB Section.

BACKGROUND;

\ iakc/bogus letter was sent t{i NADRA by this establishment regarding National status 

Vi rifieation oF Waris Khan s/o Haji Anar Gul verified as Pakistani National vide letter No.

b^/Security dated 22:05.201 8 and'the said dispatch number was deliberately left blank in the 

‘iispaidi register while the reference number of the fake/bogus letter is mentioned in Dak book. 

lAe signature of SP Intelligence was obtained fraudulently on the said fake/bogus letter which 

hears the initial of incharge ASB Muhammad Naeem.

Li

I lie compeiem authority assigned the task of departmental proceedings against the above 

meniioned officials to probe the matter.

PROCEEDINGS;

iI he brief facts of the proceedings are mentioned below:

e Uarge sheet/ statement of allegations were served on the defaulter officials for initiating proper 

disciplinary proceedings against them wherein it was alleged:

fha! you while posted in ASB section, a fake/bogus letter was sent to NADRA by this 

esiabiishment regarding National status verification of Waris Khan s/o Haji Anar Gul verified as 

Pakistani National vide letter No. 9105/Security dated 22.05^018 and the said dispatch number 

deliberately left blank in the dispatch register while the reference number of the fake/bogus 

ieitcr is mentioned in Dak book.

Was

;

If



2

f vviis nt)minated as enquiry officer by the competent authority vide letters No. 5642/j.^B, 
and 5644/EB dated 18.)0.2018. On receipt of the enquiry, relevant case material was 

ufiiil from the ASB section, Special Branch and in order to find out the truth of the matter, the 

ioiiiMving were,summoned and examined. The brief resume of the statements of the below 

iiarncd persons are reproduced for convenience:- *

r

L Assistant Muhammad Naeem, Ex-Incharge ASB Section.

2, Assistant Fazal-e-Amin, Ex-Record keeper ASB Section.

I Senior Clerk Muhammad Ibrahim, Dispatcher ASB Section.

4 Waris Khan s/o Haji Anar Gul r/o Noor Colony, outside Yakatoot, Wazir Bagh road 

near superior Science College, Peshawar.

5., Constable Nabi Amin No. 594/SB Office Orderly to SSP Intelligence.

t>- Wajid Ali s/o Niaz Ali Ex Project E-enablement of Special Branch employee.

Senior Clerk Akhtar Hussain Incharge ASB Section.

8, -St Sehat Ali Khan AGO City.

Statement of Muhammad Naeem. £x-Incharge ASB section.

H„ Miated that the allegation leveled against him is totally baseless and having no concern with

3! Quoting reference numbers on the letters is the responsibility of dispatcher. The dispatcher
-» .

hjs left reference number 9105 blank in the dispatch register and there aft^r quoted the 

til:- letter and further entered the said number in the Dak book which sho^s the mal practice of 

I he dispatcher. The dispatcher will be in better position to answer:- *

same on

Why he left the reference number blank in the dispatch register. 

< Why he quoted the blank number on the letter.

* Why he made entry of the letter in the Dak book for delivery.

.Statement of Assistant Fazal-e-Amin. Ex-Record keeper ASB Section.

stated that his duty in the capacity of Record keeper was to put up reply to Incharge ASB 

legaaling verification of National status case submitted by the field offices of this establishment.



M:$rf ‘
3

U did nol pul up the case of Waris khan as the same was still pending with AGO (dly 

He further replied that whatever reply sent to NADRA by the dispatcher 

knowledge. Being Record keeper, he had no concern with the Dispatch Register. At the end, 

he tlaily denied the allegation leveled against him.

siaiemeiit of Senior Clerk Muhammad Ibrahim, Dispatcher ASB Section

Hj: hated that he is working as dispatcher in ASB section since 23.09.2016 and still serving 

His job is to quote a reference number on the letter and dispatch it to quarter concerned. 

■> far as the present case is concerned, he disclosed that the column in Dispatch Register Icl't 

hiank hs Runner/Orderly to SSP Intelligence Nabi Amin came along with the case and asked 

that SP Intelligence requires dispatch number. He accordingly gave dispatch number to him 

chit however Nabi Amin neither appeared nor handover the case. He requested that Nabi 

the real culprit and he may be questioned on the matter.

Stniement of Waris Khan s/o Haii Anar Gul r/o Noor Colony, outside Yakatoot, Wazir
Bagh road near superior Science College, Peshawar.
i Ic stated that his GNIC on suspicion was blocked by NADRA in the year 2013 and he struggled 

get himself verified as Pakistani National from Joint Verification Committee but faded. His 

liiend Qari Abdul Rahim (late) at that time contacted Wajid Ali of IT section in Special Branch 

lor the needful. Wajid AH received Rs. 25000/- for his clearance as Pakistani National and very 

Special Branch sent letter to NADRA wherein he was declared (^s Pakistani National and 

uliantly he received Pakistani CNIC. He further stated that Wajid Ali is acquainted to Qari 

Abdul Rahim (late), ' w-.

Statement nf Constable Nabi Amin No. 594/SB Office Runner/Orderly to SSP Intelligence.

was not in] hrshawar.
iru:,.

V

;licre.

iiirii

..■li a

Amin IS

10

c.ijOll

J i:S

I-ie Slated that the ASB staff (under enquiry for issuance of bogus verification letter to NADRA

in the fraud. However he

categorically stated that neither he has relation or acquaintance with Waris Khan nor any |

concern with ASB section.

respect of Waris Khan s/o Haji Anar Gul) disclosed his nameiil

-N



r'

4',y

Sriitemenf of Waiid Ali s/o Niaz Aii Ex Project E-Enablement of Special Branch employee.
^ N-’ ■uUegoriccilly denied the claim of Waris Khan s/o Anar Gul that he received Rs. 25000/- from 

,>ar? Abdul Rahim (late) for declaring Waris Khan as Pakistani National. Further slated, thai 

leiiher he has acquaintance with Waris Khan nor with Qari Abdul Rahim (late). He explained 

:liat he was project employee in IT section of Special Branch since 20.07.2012 to 23.06.2018 

jnd having no concern with ASB section.

AliUenient of Senior Clerk Akhtar Hussain Incharge ASB Section.

; h Slated that he has been posted as Incharge ASB section on 17.07.2018. In the dispalcli 

register of ASB section, a blank column regarding letter No. 9105/S dated 21.05.2018 is present 

meaning there by that this reference number is not used and its record is present. Later on, this 

c f'crcncc number was mentioned in the Dak book which was sent and received by the NADRA.

1 hf lucharge security section at that time was 

present on the letter.
Assistant Muhammad Naeem whose initial is

Statement of SI Sehat Ali Khan AGO Citv.

1 le slated that he conducted enquiry regarding Waris khan s/o Anar Gul r/o Munshi Abad Zargar 

vhad During the course, it transpired that suspect Waris Khan along with his brother Pervez 

K.Itan. Karim Khan, Mehmood Khan, Ajmal Khan and Wakif KhariiCame Pakistan from 

Khershai, Afghanistan several years ago. His National status verificatipn is still pending in his 

nfticc because suspect Waris Khan failed to produce documentary' evidence to show his 

existence in Pakistan prior to 1978 as per present SOP issued hyMinistry of Interior 

' iovemmem of Pakistan. I'he son of Waris Khan named Ibrahim is running a Jewelry shop in 

Jalalabad. Afghanistan and cousins named Haji Wahab and Haji Raees Khan are in possession 

f' Afghan Citizen Card. According to his ground check, Waris Khan is an Afghan National,

CONCLUSION:

1 !

Piter going through the charge, summery of allegation and statements of accused officials, I 

on the I'.onsidered view that the bogus/fake verification report of National status in respect of
am
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/
;.v■ft'm-: 5Ir^'^mw/ wai‘is K^lian s/o Anar Gul has been prepared by Runner/Office Orderly Nabi Amin No 

acnve coanivarice of Assistant Muhammad Naeem Ex-Incharge
Record keeper and Senior Clerk Muhammad Ibrahim Dispatcher. Normally, Incharge 

'■vSB Is overall responsible of ASB business and in the instant 
u'hich shows that he was part of the fraud as letter

. 59d/SB
ASB, Assistant Fazal-e-

Aniin V:x-
i

case the letter bears his initial

was forwarded to SP Intelligence fori
1^. Signaiui-e. Secondly Senior Clerk Muhammad Ibrahim Dispatcher 

fhspatch Register while mentioned the
left blank the column in

same letter in the Dak book which shows his malafide. 
.'Assistant Fazai-e-Amin Record keeper is also responsible for this blunde 

check the record of subject verification
he did not take painr as

to
case. In view of above, all accused officials are guilty

committing this fraud by making fake/bogus letter wherein an Afghan was declared Pakistani 

I'^lational illegally. On the contrary, the verification is

01

still pending in Field office, Special
Branch City and in this connection AGO City made a statement. In view of above, appropriate 

m.nishments may be awarded to all accused officials as per rules and law.

■Gtcr enquiry it is crystal clear that Runner/Office Orderly Nabi Amin No. 

awolved there for the sake of justice, the instant enquiry may be considered as preliminary 

.nqmty and proper departmental proceedings may be initiated against Runner/Off,ce Orderly
■vab, Amm No, 594/SB. Besides legal action u/s 419/420/468 PPC is suggested againstjWaris 

khan s/o Anar Gul. A letter may also be addressed 

■teoiared as an Afjghan National in

594/SB is also

to NADRA wherein Waris Khan may be 

the light of statement submitted by AQO City.
I

I

Superintendent of Police, JIT, 
Special Branch, KP, Peshawar.
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G, (3)ATYV'AC/FINAL SHOW TATISF NOTirF

I, Muhammad Karim Khan, DIG/Special Branch KP, Peshawar being competent 

‘dillKti ii:y under Rule 5(b) of K.hyber Pakhtunkhwa Government S ervants (Efficiency and
Discipline) Rules 20 M . issue this final show cause notice to you Assistant Fazal

I

e Amin
the Ibtlowing grounds;-on

That you while posted as Record Keeper ASB Special Branch has put up a 

Nalional Status verification ease which waf o' NADRA as Pakistani National vide'letfer 

No.hlOc/Security, dated 22.05.2018 in r/o Mr. Waris Khan s/o Haji Anar Gul while the

s;iid dispatch number was left blank in the dispatch register.

Alter going through die findings of the Enquiry Officer, the material available 

ivctti'd and fUlier connected papers. I am satisfied that
on

you have committed the
cunduci being defined under Rule 2(1) of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government Servants 

(l-.lficiciicy and Discipline) Rules 2011. As a result thereof, I Muhamnmad Karim 

DIG.-'S|3eci;il ' Branch Khybei' Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar 

tentatively decided to impose major punishment 

Palditunkliwa GovernmenI Servant (Efficiency and Discipline) Rules 2011.

inis

Khan

as competent authority has

upon you under Rule 4 of Khyber

't.ou are therefore, directed through this Final Show Cause to reply within 07 days 

whv the afoiesaid penally should not be imposed upon you.

In case your reply

as ;o

IS not received with in stipulated period, it shall be presumed, 

e.x-parte action shall be taken against you.tnal you have no defense to put. In that case an

.Also state as (o whether you desire to be heard i ■ 

Copy of finding of the enquiry officer is enclosed.
in person. -» .

j’-

,1

(MUHAMMAD 
Dy: Inspector G^ei 
Special Branch^

/12/2018.

i^AN)PSP 
k Police^ 
shawarff

)
/EB, Dated Peshawar, the 

Copy to Assistant Fazal e Amin of Special Branch.

/-.-M yj. > )

/Vl
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ORDER.

17 f A ■ proceedings against Assistant Grade Clerk
az e Amm of this establishment The brief facts of the case are that the defaulter official while 

posted as Record Keeper ASB Section/SB has put up a National Status verification case which 
was sent to NADRA as Pakistan National vide letter No.9105/Security, dated 22 05 2018 

,, •: Mr. Wans Khan s/o Haji Anar Gul while the said dispatch number was left blank in the dispatch
iregister In Addition, fake verification reply letter was sent to NADRA wherein the mentioned 
suspect Wans Khan (Afghan National) was declared Pakistani citizen.

f
^1

in r/o

f
.c
/

O I-U It. regard, proper departmental proceedings were initiated under Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa (pificiency and discipline) Rules 2011 by issuing Charge Sheet and Statement of

Fazie Amin. Mr. Muhammad Irshad
hi /JIT, Special Branch was appointed as Enquiry Officer to probe into the matter.

: ^ Enquiry officer, after conducting detailed enquiry, found the defaulter official
guilty of miscoiiduct in his finding/conclusion.
it*.

.•f

i
2
;
i

f

i
The defaulter official was issued Final Show Cause Notice vide No.7615/EB 

besides heard in person,on:,0?-01,-20I9 by the undersigned. His reply to Final’ 
aow Gause^Notice is'nHt satisfactory, therefore, I, Muhammad Karim Khan Dv: InsneCn. ,
General of Pol.ce, .Special Branch, KP PeshawarTTing the competent a...hnH,v~~
upon him majoi, penalty oXcompulsoiy retirement from service under Khyber Pakhtunkhwa ' 
(Etliciency and discipline) RulSl^TTw^ immediate effe^.'

i
dated 24-12-2018,

I 3I

p..-

»
(Muhammad KaTirt^han)PSP 

Deputy lnspectc)r<Wferal of Police, ’
Special Branch, Kkyfter Pakhtunkhwa, ; 

Peshawar.

{

/E^, Dated Peshawar, the / O/ 72019. 

Copy to all concerned.
t

I :
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To, 'U
The Provincial Police Officer, 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 
Peshawar.

SUBJECT:- DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL/MERCY PETITION AGAINST THE 
ORDER DATED 15.01.2019 

Respected Sir,
In this regard it is submitted that I have reijidered about 32 years 
qualifying years service in Ministerial Cadre having no even a 
single adverse entry in my entire Service. Therefore, it is justified 
with the contention:-

That the Petitioner is completely innocent and has falsely been raped 
in the instant issues avoiding the real facts and: defaulter official 
involved in the subject matter.

That the Petitioner has categorically stated before the Enquiry Officer 
by repeating the evidences that his duty in the capacity of Record 
Keeper was to just to put up the reply received to the Incharge ASB 
regarding verification of National Status cases submitted by the field 
staff posted in the sub offices of Special Branch, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa. 
Similarly, the case of Waris Khan was not put up by the Petitioner and 
it was still pending due to no receiving in the said Section. But the 
Enquiry Officer completely ignored the stance of Appellant and 
submitted the recommendations in a haphazard manner which shows 
his incapability to conduct the Enquiry from each and every aspects of 
the Enquiry.

The Petitioner has also asserted before the Enquiry Officer that being 
a Record Keeper the Petitioner has got no concern with the Dispatch 
Register but the Enquiry Officer has adopted a flagrant violation of the 
Law neither .recorded any evidence in this respect nor any finding is 
available in-the Enquiry Report to dig out the facts existing in the 
matter.

That the entire proceedings have been conducted in slipshod and 
quibble manners, hence, not tenable in the eye of law and doesn't 
fulfill the requirements of Enquiry in accordance with law and is clear 
case of violation in the matter.

That no opportunity of cross examination' was extended to the 
Petitioner during the course of Enquiry Proceedings which was his 
right as mentioned in E & D Rules being an excusatory part to resolve 
the issue in merit.

That the Enquiry Report was not provided to the Petitioner for 
submission of reply to the Final Show Cause Notice which is essential 
in the Course of Enquiry to give an opportunity for defense of the 
charges leveled against him which has clearly been mentioned in the 
clauses of E & D Rules properly.

That the Enquiry Officer in his Findings has established malafide 
the part of other co accused directly while the Petitioner was held 
responsible for negligence to this effect only which doesn't fulfill the 
necessities of justice and even leads to injustice. Nothing was proved 
during the Enquiry Proceedings through a single piece of evidence 
which shows his raw handling in the Enquiry. '

1.

2.

3.

6.

7. on



‘ :

I1ft

That even during the courses of Enquiry nothing was brought on 
the record against the' Petitioner to establish his involvement in 
the matter and the same was completed precipitately he is 
required to be castigation.

That during the relevant days of submission of Appeal before 
the'Worthy Inspector General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 
the Petitioner was hospitalized and conducted surgery of 
Intestines due to prolepses Hemorrhoidectomy disease vide 
enclosed Medical Prescriptions and Discharge , Slip etc: 
concerning with my illness.

8,

9.

That the Petitioner is completely/entirely innocent and has 
unblemished Service Record.

10.

In view of above, it is therefore requested that on acceptance of 
the Departmental Appeal/Mercy Petition the impugned order 
may kindly be set aside and the Petitioner may kindly be re 
instated in Service with all back /consequent benefits 
accordingly.

11.

Almighty Allah will give you the best return of it.

Yours Obediently

1
(Fazal E Amin) ' 

Ex-Assistant Grade Cler 
Special Branch, Khyber Pakhturi 

Peshawar.C^.L^



OFFICE OF THE
INSI»ECrOR GENERAL OF POLICE, 

CEN'FRAL POLICE OFFICE, 
KHYRER PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR

•' T oNo. /E-V, dated Peshawar the •*s /r /2019
(

To: - Mr. Fazal-B-Amin,
Ex-Assistant Grade Clerk,
Special Branch K,hyber Pakhtunkhwa, 
Peshawar.

Subject; - MERCY PETITION.

Memo;-'

ReFerence your Mercy Petition dated 02.07.2019, you arc hereby informed 

that your Mercy Petition was perused and facts checked. After perusal, the competent authority 

has nied the Mercy Petition. ' •

j

(SYEn.-<<NLSl-t-lL-HASSAN)
Registrar

For Inspector General of Police, 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.



r.—

OFF8CE OF THE INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE, 
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA, CENTRAL POLICE OFFICE,

PEvSHAWAR
Ph: 091-9210545, Tax No. 091-9210927. Email: OSEstabV@i?mail.cnm 1

•') r/ /2ni9/E-V, (lalcfl Pc.sbaivai* flic,

ORDER

■fills order is, hereby passed l:o dispose off a. departmental appeal preferred under 

tlie B&l) Rules-2011 by Assistant Grade Clerk Mr. Muhammad Naeem.

Background of the;case is that the petitioner lias been awarded major punishment of 

compulsory retirement, from service by the DTG/Special Branch, KP Peshawar :pn the 

following charges:-

2.

“A fnkc/bogus letter was sent to NADRA by this establishment regarding 

National status verification of Waris Khan s/o Plaji Anar Gul verified as 

Pakistani N^^^bonal vide letter No. 9105/Secnrity dated 22.05.2018 and the 

said dispatch number was deliberately left blank in the dispatch register 

while the reference number of the fake/bogus letter is mentioned in Dak 

book. The signature of SP Tntelligcnce was obtained fraudulently on the said 

fakc/bogns letter which bears the initial of Incharge ASB Muhammad 

Naeem”.

On 2b"' August, 2019, the petitioner was heard in person in Orderly Room, who 

denied the charges leveled against him. On 27.08.2019 the Enquiry Officer Mr. Irshad Khan 

was also called Si discussed the case Ole with all aspects who alsoxonfirmed non-involyement 

of the petitioner in the matter, but held him responsible for negligence being Incharge; of the 

relevant seclion.
•r

The Enquiry file was thoroughly gone through & from the perusal of the case' 

file, the following were pointed out:-

No malandc intention was found on part of the petitioner but being Incharge of 
the relevant;’section, his negligence & poor supervision over his staff-in the 
instant casexannot be ignored.

Waris Klia.if s/o Haji Anar Gul r/o Noor Colony, Wazir Bagh, Peshawar, stated
in his stateinent that he has paid Rs. 25000/- to Wajid Ali of 1.7 Section of
Special Branch.

■■

One Nabi Amin orderly of SSP/lnvestigation has played primary role in the case 
as revealed -by Senior Clerk Muhammad Ibrahim dispatcher of ASB Section in 
his statement.

Prom the perusal of the case file & whole episode, the undersigned came to the 

conclusion that the petitioner has no malaflde role in the case. He has long service of 31-years 

& is due for superannuation in the year 2028.

■-
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PESHAWAR
rii: n91-92.i h545, F.ix No. 091-9210927, Email; OSEslaliV^gmaiLcngl 1. •

{•

/2019/£-V, dated PesHawar thc^_
^;.

Keeping in view
i, sel: aside wi.h i,.n.edia,:e effecE Period he remained out of service is treated as leave withouj

his subordinate staff, he is

increment with cumulative effect.

over. Ilowever. for sliowing negligence, poor supervision 

awarded minor punishment of withholding of one yeai
pay

i .

Order annoniiccd

iI M^) PSP/PPM(DR. ISHTTA _
Additional InspecljX^i^ieral ofPolice, ■ 

Headquarters, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 
Peshawar

;
V

5

r,ndst: No. & date evem b 

Copy forwarded l.o the:- i.
Jr KP Peshawar.Deputy Inspector General of Police, Special Bianch 

Accountant General, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.
Deputy Inspector of Alice, MQrs, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

4, AIG/Pstablishment, KP Peshawar.
5. PA to.Add; IGP/HOrs, KP Peshawar,

Central Polijce Ofbee Peshawar. _ '
>CPB Branch & Incharge Central Registry Cell.

5

2. ■A

• 3.
A.'.

b. Registrar,
7. Office Supdl.; Secret

t;

'
.r.

vi-.
i'-',

■Pv

7

r.
^ ■.9

/



•■V "rLun 'J'volvV-<^Y
yV

7^ct'C. L /

rYTdY\a _e-
"3

-P-Vy*vs.
1 ♦

^IL^yiy\CL^ 

' CiryJ S
)

I
'Aullal/) i

UJl ^ t* If ^ yCy'
y 5 (J/j J U/>/j *ir 4^ J wflif'/5yC* L* U

f ij/j iJi ^-6(J ' il— J\if\

iX^-'y lTu!?’!; >!:(i3.iy f- jy^/2~ L~ <yja^jy fy J

tfij^ ^L^/jSsAfi (Ji^ fc-y*ylj)z Jr^/9^

^ • • r ~ r ** . ~

£. j^! L^u »^jCt J^ i/‘) L^/s.i->y'^uyjLif>T y^:iijs/"

c^y3y^^>'yf^yL

M:)0ant ^

iJyr>C:Lu-y^U(J^yyry7l<=:--«^ t ^y ^jn

_ ^V* 1^? )y^-yC/i ^

/3// . 7 Ij(v'

fx

r*i^^i-^-'K.a (Ah^^ •



i
’ . y -

V
.r ■ .

BEFORE THE HONORABLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR
\ '

Service Appeal No. 1146 / 2019.

Fazal Amin Ex Assistant (Appellant)

VERSUS

andGeneral of PoliceInspector 
others..... (Respondents)

INDEX

.S.No Description of Documents Page No,Annexure
1. Reply of Respondents 1-4
2. Authority letter 5
3. Affidavit 6
4. Charge Sheet A 7

A5. Statement of allegations B 8
ii‘\

6. Enquiry report • C 9-13
i7. Final Show cause notice D 14

Notification No. 8511/E-V dated 28.12.20158. E 15

/

!
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BEFORE THE HONORABLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. 1146 / 2019.

Fazal Amin Ex-Assistant, (Appellant)

VERSUS

Inspector General of Police and others .....(Respondents)

COMMENTS ON BEHALF OF RESPONDENTSSUBJECT:

RESPECTIVELY SHEWETH:

PRELIMINARY OBJECTIONS;-

a) The appeal is not based on facts.

The appeal is not maintainable in its present form.

The appeal is bad for miss-joinder and non-joinder of necessary parties. 

The appellant is estopped to file the appeal by his own conduct.

Appeal is bad by law and limitation.

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

The appellant has got no cause of action to file present Service Appeal.

b)

c)

d)

e)

f)

g)

FACTS

First portion of this Para regarding appellant's enlistment in Police 

Department as Junior Clerk in the year 1987 is correct however, the 

remaining Para subject to proof.

That being the member of discipline force and posted as Record Keeper in 

ASB Special Branch, appellant committed gross misconduct by putting up a 

National Status Verification Case which was sent to NADRA as Pakistani 

National vide Letter No. 9105/Security, dated 22.05.2018, in respect of Mr. 

Waris Khan s/o Haji Anar Gul and the said Dispatch No. mentioned in the 

Letter was left blank in the Dispatch Register. In this connection appellant 

was proceeded against departmentally by issuing proper Charge Sheet, 

statement of Allegations and proper enquiry was conducted in which 

appellant proved guilty then after enquiry Final Show Cause Notice under 

E&D Rules 2011. Which, the appellant replied however, the same was

1.
r
i.

2.

■;

• i
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found un-satisfactory therefore> being Competent Authority he was 

awarded major punishment in accordance with law/ rules. (Copy of Charge 

Sheet, summary of allegations, inquiry and final show cause notice are 

annexed as A, B, C & D respectively ).

Correct to the extent however, the reply of the appellant was not 

satisfactory therefore, the Competent Authority, issued the impugned 

order.

This Para is already explained at Para No. 3 of Facts. However, proper 

inquiry was conducted according to law/rules.

Correct to the extent that appellant submitted reply to the Show Cause 

Notice however, the same was not found satisfactory therefore) he was 

proceeded against departmentally by deputing Enquiry Officer.

Correct. Being Record Keeper appellant was held responsible for the fake/ 

bogus subject Verification Case thereby, guilty of making fake/ bogus 

matter wherein, an Afghan was declared as Pakistani National illegally.

That the appellant preferred a departmental appeal against the order 

dated 15.01.2019, which was thoroughly examined by the Competent . 

Authority and was filed in accordance with law.

This Para is irrelevant hence, no comments.

That the present Service Appeal of the appellant is not maintainable on 

the following Grounds.

V

3.

4.

5.

6.

7.

8.

9.

GROUNDS:-

A. Incorrect. That the appellant has been treated in accordance with law/ 

rules and no Article of Constitution of Islamic Republic of Pakistan, 1973 

has been violated by answering respondents.

Incorrect. That the enquiry initiated against the appellant was quite legal 

and in accordance with law/ rules. Proper departmental enquiry 

proceeded against the appellant by deputing Enquiry Officer by fulfilling all 

codal formalities under the relevant rules of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 

Government Servants (Efficiency & Disciplinary Rules, 2011). Show Cause 

Notice, Statement of Allegations, Charge Sheet & Final Show Cause have 

been served upon the appellant to which he replied but the same was

B.
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found un-satisfactory. Furthermore, statement of other officials have also 

been recorded and in light of these statements, the allegations leveled 

against the instant appellant was stood proved hence, major penalty was 

imposed against the appellant keeping in view the gravity of his 

misconduct.

Incorrect. As explained above.

Incorrect. Enquiry was conducted in accordance with law/ rules and the 

allegations leveled against the appellant stood proved during course of 

enquiry.

Incorrect. In this Para, the appellant stated that the order dated 

15.01.2019, passed by DIG/ Special Branch (Respondent No. 2) is illegal as 

he was not the Competent Authority. However, this stance taken by 

appellant Is incorrect as the powers have been delegated to DIG vide 

Notification No. 8511/ E-V dated 28.12.2015, thereby meaning that DIG 

Special Branch is the Competent Authority to take disciplinary action 

against instant appellant. (Copy of Notification is annexed as 

Incorrect. Proper enquiry was conducted against the appellant by deputing 

Enquiry Officer in the matter who after fulfilling after all codal formalities, 

submitted his findings wherein, he also held responsible the appellant 

being Record Keeper for his blunder as he did not take pain to check the 

record of subject verification case. Furthermore, no disparity, anomaly and 

violation of any Article of Constitution have been violated by the 

respondents. Furthermore, every one involved in the fake/ bogus 

verification case has been punished according to the gravity of misconduct 

he committed hence, the plea taken by the appellant that Muhammad 

Naeem has been treated leniently is wrong and Illogical.

Incorrect The order dated 15.01.2019, passed by respondent No. 2 is just 

and quite legal and no norms of natural justice has been violated by 

answering respondents.

Incorrect. As explained above at Para No. G of Grounds.

Incorrect. As explained in preceding Paras.

That the respondents may also be allowed to raise additional grounds at 

the time of arguments.

c.
D.

E.

F.

G.

H.

i.

J.
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\ PRAYER:-i

In view of the above, it is humbly prayed that on acceptance of 

Para-wise comments, the instant Service Appeal may kindly be dismissed being 

meritless with cost.

<• tP
Senior Superintendent of Police, 

Admin, Special Branch, 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar. 

(Respondent No. 3)

Deputy Inspector General of Police, 
Special Branch,

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar. 
(Respondent No. 2)

..-f
'

'

Inspector G^iwal of Police, 
Khyber Pakhtu^hwa, 

Peshawar. 
(Respondent No. 1)
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BEFORE THE PESHAWAR HIGH COURT. PESHAWARV'''Service Appeal No. 1146/2019

(Appellant)Fazal Amin Ex-Assistant

VERSUS

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

AUTHORITY LETTER

Nisar Khan Addl: SP Security/Legal, Special Branch, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 
Peshawar is hereby authorized to appear on behalf of the Respondents No. 1 to 3. before 

the Hon’ble Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Peshawar. He is also authorized to 

submit all required documents and replies to the Service Appeal No. 1146/2019.

Senior Superintendent of Police/Admn 
Special Branch, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 

Peshawar.
Respondent No. 03

Deputy Inspector General of Police, 
Special Branch, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 

Peshawar.
Respondent No. 02

Inspector Gdg^l M Police, 
Khyber Pakhtunkh\^, Peshawar. 

Respondent No. 01
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4- BEFORE THE PESHAWAR HIGH COURT, PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. 1146/2019

Fazal Amin Ex-Assistant (Appellant)

VERSUS

Inspecioj; General of Police Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar and others.
(Respondents)

AFFIDAVIT

I, Nisar Khan Addl: SP Security/Legal, Special Branch, Khyber 

Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar do hereby solemnly affirm and declare on,oath that the contents 

of reply in response to the Service Appeal cited above are true and correct to the best of 

my knowledge and belief and nothing has been concealed from the Honorable Tribunal. '

DEPONENT

Nisar Khan Addl: SP Security/Legal,
Special Branch, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 

Peshawar
16101-7264625-5 .
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I. Qasim Ali. SSPj'Adxnr, Special Branch, 
cojrnpetent authority, under Rule 5

1i] r' •; “

K^hyber | ffakhtunJdiwa Peshawar, a 

ry . ■ r s n , of t<^yber Pakhtunkhwa,! Govt servants (Effickncy
-^ainelRines.201hhereby;charge you Assistant Fazal-e-Amtn as follows:- j 
2) '-^ • hat you while posted

;
m.:.

S.
■I

(as Record Keeper ASB Special Branch has %
put up a NationalStatus yerification case VliiJh

sTTTT^TtT::;-----—^--------_ vide lener ,
^1

i: I?
i :•?- '1

hithe dispatch register!J-
3) I Your this acti 1

-t amounts to gross misconduct and speaks highly adverL c 

warranting stern disci;ilinary action against you under tile relevant iles 

Pakiitunkhwa, Go

i /I! on your part 

J of Khyber
r

vernrnem Servants (Efficiency and Discipline) Rules 2l)s'

11,4) j By reasons of the above. '9
1

you appear to be guilty of miscdnduct under Rule 4 of Khyber 
(Efficiency and Discipline) R;ules, 2011 and has rendered

or any ot the.penalties specified in the RulU ibid
are d^refore required to submit your written defense within ;Seven days of the 

receipt of this charge sheet to the Enqui^ Committee/EnqUiry Officer Js the

'J

Pakhtunkhwa Govt. -servants
you liable to all 
You

:^r

5) i :

case, maybe. ■

If
11

: i..[ 6) f -Your written defense, i^ any, should
reach the Enquiry. Officer./ Enqiiry committeewithin the specified period, failing which 

' to put in and in that case land 

Intimate whether you desire

it shall be presumed that you have no defense;

ex-pane action shall follow against you. 
to be heard in person. !

. 7)
t

r 1I ,

8) '• A Statement of allegations is enclosed.
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DISCIPLINARY ACTION.
I

- l; Qasim Ali, SSP/Adirm; Special Branch, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar, am of : 
f ;*^ opiniop that Assistant Fazal e Amin while posted as‘Recprd Keeper AsB of this Establishment 

rendered himself liable to be proceeded against depimmentally, aL 

following acts / omissions within the meaning of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government Servants 

(Efficiency and Discii^line) Rules, 2011.

-Ml- '

; !■:

he has. committed thec<

;
■ i

i

STATEMENT OF ALLEGATIONS

2) 1 hat he while posted as Record Keeper ASB-Special Branch has:put lip a National 

Status verification case which was to' NADRA as Pakistani National vide letter 

.No.9105/Seciirity, dated 22.05.2018 in r/o Mr. Waris Khan s/6 Haji Anar Gul while the 

said dispatch number was left blank in the dispatch register

i:: ,

;
}

1

I I

3) His this act jamounts to gross misconduct and speaks highly adverse on his part 
warranting stem disciplinary action against him' under tlie relevant Rules of Khyber 
Pakhtunkhwa; Government Serv^ts (Efficiency ^d Discipline) Rules, 2011.
For the purpose of enquiry against the said accused with th|e reference to the above

is appointed as

1

I

4)
t allegation Mr! i

Enquiry Officer to conduct enquiry under Rule 10:(1) (a) of the ibid mles.
The Enquiry Officer / Enquiry Committee shall; in accordance! with the provision of the 

said Rules, provide reasonable.opportunity of hetmng to the accused, recprd ^d submit 
its findings and make within 30-days of the receipt of this order, recommendations 
punishment or other appropriate action against the; accused offikr.V - 
The defaulter;official is directed to attend the proceedings onjthe dale, time and place 
fixed by the Enquiry Officer. “

!
5)

17
'r

j as toif!

6)
1I

I
?

; /i
[ Special Branch Khyber P^tunkhwa, 

Peshawar. I
}

^0-5"6 ^EB: dated Peshawar the, \8/iQ/2018.

Copy .of above is forwarded for information; and necessary action to the;-
j .

1. The Enquiry Officer.
2. Assistant Fazal e Amin.

! 1
■:

i
i
i ;
I
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A n \ rMCT‘

i|M. Assistant Muhammad Naeem Ex-Incharge ASB Sectidnl 

2. Assistant Fazal-e-Amin Ex-Record keeper ASB Section. 

i3. Senior Clerk Muhammad Ibrahim Dispatcher ASB Section.

1

I

;iBACKGROUND: J;
i

i:;
A fake/bogus letter was sent to NADRA by this establishment regarding National status 

yeritication of Waris Khan s/0 Haji Anar Gul verified as Pakistani National vide letter No.
I . ' ’ ' 1 •

9105/Security dated 22.05.2018 and.the said dispatch number was deliberately left blank in the
'* i ■' ■ ! I ■

dispatch register while the reference number of the fake/bogus letter is pentioned in Dak book.
The signature of SP Intelligence was obtained ffaudulentiy; on the saidipke/bigus letter which 

bears the initial of Incharge ASB Muhammad Naeem.

;
*

I
1

I

; ; 1
i \

iThe competent authority assigned the task of departmental proceeclings against the above 

mentioned officials to probe the matter.‘

I
I

[

PROCEEDINGS:

‘ ' The brief facts of the proceedings are mentioned below: t

t'harge sheet/ statement of allegations were served on the defaulter officials for initiating proper 

disciplinary proceedings against them wherein it was alleged:
:

;.!That you while posted in ASB section, a fake/bogus'letter was sent to NADRA by this
•'■■■'* \ -

establishment regarding National status verification of Waris Khan s/o I^aji Anar Gul, verified as
I*

1 i

/^Pakistani National vide letter No. 9105/Security dated 22.05.2018 and ^e said dispatch number 

was deliberately, left blank in the dispatch register while the reference number of the fake/bogus 

letter is mentioned in Dak book.

;

!.•

!
!

■ -

! ! !:
: !

>1

fI
i
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1
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I was nominated as enquiry officer by the competent| authority vide letters No. 5642/EB, 
5643/EB and 5644/EB dated 18.10.2018: On receipt ofitfee enquiry, relevant case material was

t . . ^ .-J ' I •

matter, the 

statements of the below

i .5'i
■ r

n sought from the ASB section, Special Branch and in order to find out ’the truth of the
■ i'

ij following were summoned and examined. The brief resume of the!
1 * . ^ 1 ' i

named persons are reproduced for convenience:-

"i

11:
i:V t

I

.r: Assistant Muhanunad Naeem, Ex-Incharge ASB Section.
i .. :. i

Assistant Fazal-e-Amin, Ex-Recofd keeper ASB Section
, i " ■ : i

3. Senior Clerk Muhammad Ibrahim, Dispatcher ASl^ Section.

4. Waris Khan s/o Haji Anar Gul r/o Noor Colonyoutside Yakatoot,
near superior Science College, Peshawar. ^

5. Constable Nabi Amin No.

1.
.1 I !!

; 1
2.1

■ •

1

i

Wazir Bagh road
i!

f'
\\

594/SB Office Orderly to SSP Intelligence.
6. Wajid Ali.s/o Niaz Ali Ex Project E-enabiement of Special Branch employee.

7. Senior Clerk Akhtar Hussain Incharge ASB SectioA.

1
I

i

1 li.

f
8. SI Sehat Ali Khan AGO City.ii

■ !

.'1: ![ »
■; 1

Statement of Muhammad Naeem. Ei-Incharge ASB sectinn.■ '

li
■ :: He Stated that the allegation leveled against him is totally baseless and having 

him. Quoting reference numbers
! no concern with

on the letters is the respdfisibility of dispatcher. The dispatcher 1 

has left reference number; 9105 blank in the dispatch register and thereiafter quoted the 

die letter and farther entered the, said number in the Dak book which shows the mal practice 

-the dispatchbr. The dispatcher will be in better position to:tmswer:-

i:
same on

ofi

I

I

• Why he left the reference number blank in the dispatch register.

• Why he quoted the blank number on the letter, 

e Why he made entry of the letter in the Dak book for keliverv 1
■ . ■ ■ ' ^ ’

Statement of Assistant Fazal-e-Amin, Ex-Record keener ASR

i'
f « I

ii
I

i

He stated that his duty in' the capacity of Record_^keeper was to put uf reply to Incharge ASB 

regarding verification,of ffational status case submitted by the field offices of this establishment
i • r.|

1!
i .\ \ \I :■J

.9 >•i'> i
i

f
i i

i- iL
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7 ^ H.« .0, „p ^

t. Pledge. Bd,g Rgg.„, keepeg pe P.d po „,i Jp „ .

he flatly denied the allegation leveled against him.

i

was not in 

ister. At the end.
;

f/

■•, ;

He stated that he isii ^ working as dispatcher in ASB 
th|re. His job is to quote a reference number 

As far as the present case i'

sectioniince 23:09 2016 and stiil serving 

on the letter dispatch it to quarter concerned.
, concerned, he disclosed that the column i

W^nk as Runner/Orderly to;SSP Intelligence Nabi Amiit 

him that SP Intelligence requires dispatch 

chit however Nabi Amin neither

i'

i-

--m jDisp^tch Register left 
came along wk the case and asked ili

number. He wdingly gave d spatch number to himacc
fi on a

appeared nor hmidover the case, h[i e requested that NabiAmin is the real culprit and he may be questionedr on the matter.s

Srntement of Waris k^h 
Bagh road near sn

riT * ““ '*•<=”-4-lend Qan Abdul Rahim (late) at that time
for the needflil. Wajid Ali

s/o Haii Anar Gul r/n IVn»r 
le^rior Scienre Collepe. Ppshawar -------

anI

^tside Yakatoof^

i
1

ee but failed. His
ooniacw W.jid Ali oflTiecPon ip sp„u BrmoP

. ~,.Pd Rs. 25000/- fc Pi. I ^

lener to NADRA Wherein he ^
1. soon Special Branch verysent

was declared as Ptikistani National and 

He further stated that .Waj.d Ali il acquainted to Qari
resultantly he received Pakistani CNIC.
Abdul Rahim (late).

5 I

Statement of ConstahlP V.,bi Amin M..i

^94/SB Office Runner/Orripri loSSP Intelli ence.9

He SM Oi. 0,. ASB „.ff (p,o„ p„

in rpspect of Waris Khan s/oiHaii Anar Hun hjc i ^ '
categorically stated that ne^r he has relation or ''

concern with ASB section. ! ^ ^ ^

verification letter to NADRA

nor any!

ii

'
1.

Ir

;

;.r
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rAr/s.
i■|

ii I . 4- /a

f ‘Itut-nf Waiiri Ali s/0 Niaz

il,]t

?;
r.ln^nt nf SoeMal Branch emEiojiee,Ali Kx Project E-Ena 

of Waris Khan s/o Anar Gul that he reteived Rs. 25000/- from
as Pakistani National. Further stated, that j

with Qari Abdul Rahjm (late). He explained 

20.07.2012 to 23.06.2018

He categorically denied the claim
Abdul Rahim (late) for declaring Waris Khan

1

! .
;Qari
neither he has acquaintance, with Wans Khan nor

in IT section of Special Branch since

1 ;

/
i

that he was project employee
Jand having no concern wiihASB section. ;

rierk Akhta- Incharpe ASB Sectjom

I
i.; •

I

I

Statement
.201^. In the dispatchi j

17 @7■H. ““ ““ “ “ ,
. bl..k «« NO. 9105S « P»»"'

k is present; Later on, this

? :

' register of ASB section,
i' meaning there by that this reference number . u NADRA

m'entioned in the Dak book which was sent and received by fee NADRA.

Muhammad Naeem whose initial is

:
is not used; and its recor!

i ;
;il

reference number was 
' The Incharge security section at feat time was Assistai^

I i
t

!
present on the letter. i

Statement of SI Sehat Ali Khan AGO Cia.

i i

i11
I

Anar CjuI r/o Munshi Abad Zargar

Waris Khan along with his brother Pervez
Pakistan from

\
] He stated feat he conducted enquiry regarding Waris .khan ?/o 

! Abad. During fee course, it transpired feat suspect
Karim Khan, Mehmood Khan. Ajmal Khan iid Wakif |Chan came

. His National' Ws verification is still pending in his

I

;
Khan,

^ Shershai, Afghanistan several years ago

■:i offic, « .»p.o> MfP » P«»“ -“"“'"r ”
i. Pli-iorto, » ,»7. .. P» pro».. SDP b, «o Mini.,., ot

Oce™. of P-ci®. The ™ ot W™ Kb„ Ib.ljdm •. — ■ Jpwp'pP "“"P 

,.,.l.b.d, Argb„b«; »<i oou™. ..0.0.1 H.ji *.h,b: «d H.j. Rkoo. Kh„ „o u, 
o,Atgb„ Cblzo, Crt. A0»di.g .o hi. gn.u.d ohAoki W™ Kb., N - Algb.. N.,lo..l,

!
i !•

1:. 1

I •

1

1

;

rONCLUSION: I

of accused officials, I am 

status in respect of
of allegation! and statements 

bogus/fake verification report of ^National
After going through the charge, suriimery 

the considered view that theon
!
I

!

i|.

il I

ik "k1 lit
'1!

B
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k;: !'
pllSVaris Khan s/o Anar Gul; has been prepared by Runner/Office Orderly] Nabi Amin No. 594/SB•!

»f ^iin active connivance of Assistant Muhammad Naeem Ex-Incharge ASB, Assistant Fazal-e- 
iWMh ' I ■ ■ ' i ' I ^ '
mM: : ^Amin, Ex-Record keeper and Senior Clerk Muhaminad Ibr^iim Dispatcher. Normally, Incharge

• i ' ■ i • ' I ■ ' '
ASB is overall responsible of ASB business and in the instant case the letter bears his initial

which shows that he was part of the fraud as letter was forwarded to SP Intelligence for
' i '•signature. Secondly Senior Clerk Muhammad Ibrahim Dispatcher left blank the column in

' ■ ■ [ ' J

IDispatch Register while mentioned the same letter in the; Dak book which shows his malafide.

ii
't

i .
k

}

^ - Assistant Fazal-e-Amin Record keeper is also responsible Tor this blunder as he did not take pain
i

:;to checkpthe record of subject verification casein view of above, all accused officials are guilty 

of committing this fraud t|y making fake/bogus letter wherein an Afghan was declared Pakistani 

;National illegally. On the contrary, the verification is still pending^in Field office, Special 

‘Branch City and in this connection AGO City made a statement. In view of above, appropriate

Ipunishments may be awarded to all accused officials as per rules and law.

!

i
i

!!

;After enquiry it is crystal clear that Runner/Office Orderly Nabi Amin No. 594/SB is also
’• I' -v ' ■ ' ' '1 i '
^nvolved there tor the sake of justice, the instant enquiry may be considered as preliminary 

enquiry and proper departmental proceedings may be initiated against Runner/Office Orderly 
Nabi Amin No. 594/SB. Besides legal action.u/s 419/420/468 PPC is jsugges^ed against Waris 

khan s/o Anac Gul. A letWr may also be addressed to NADRA wherein Waris Khan may be 

declared as an Afghan National in the light ofjStatement submitted by AjaO City.

i

■ t
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i

, I

1

! , 1

!
“I •;

I

V

Superintendent of Police, Jit 
Spedal Branch, KP, Peshawar.
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K. :iFINAL SHOW CAUSE NOTICE.: i '■i{. 1-i; i, Muhammad Karim Khan, DIG/Special Branch|KP, Peshawp being compeienl
i

aulliurily under liule|5(b) oi Kliyber Pakhtunkhwa Oovemmenl Servants (Efflcieney and 

Diseipline) Rules 2011, issue this final show cause notice to you Assistant Fazal e AminI

i

on the following grotinds:-
That you while posted as Record Keeper ASB Special Brinch has pul up a

' i
National Status verification case which wa^tp NADRAias Pakistani National vide letter 

No.9105/Security, dated 22.05.2018 in r/o Mr. Waris Khan s/o Haji jVnar Gul while the i

said dispatch number was. left blank in the dispatch register !•I
After going ilirough the findings of the Enquiry Officer, the material available on

hWe committed the, jrecord and other connected papers, 1 am satisfied j that you 

misconduct being defined under Rule 2(1) of KHyber Pakhtunkhwa Government Servants

1^

. f.
1

1
I- (Efficiency and Discipline) Rules 2011. As a result thereof, I Muhaihnmad Karim Khan 

DlG/Special Branch Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar as compejtent authority has 

tentatively decided to impose major punishment upon you under j Rule 4| of Khyber 

Palthtunkhwa Government Servant (Efficiency and Discipline) Rules 2011.

■ You are therefore, directed through this Final Show Cause to reply within OTdays 

as to why the aforesaid penalty should not be imposed upon you.

In case your'reply is not received with in stipulated period, it shall be presumed 

that you have no defense to put. In that case an ex-parte action shall be taken against you.

■;

i
i
i

’ i

••
i

i

;.
i :

1
1

!

i•:
;

• i {

Also state asito whether you desire to be heard ih person. 

Copy of finding of the enquiry officer is enclosed.

I

1 !;
. :; I

.r.1
!.

A
IAN)PSP 
Policy

Special Branch , f)feshawar^

i .(MUMAMMAD.K\ 
Dy; Inspector Gme;

ii?i , r
II (! .

No^] t Dated Peshawar, the /12/2018.a! J!
!

Copy to Assistant Fazal e Amin of Special Branch.

By\cJP((p fj :i1 \;
!

t i

! i t:;
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•i

^ 'I1 « m■

m



• ti
mf

t

!f
OFFICE OF THE

.•oPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE, 
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA, 
CENTRAL POLICE OFFICE. 

PESHAWAR
Ph: 091*9210545 Fax: 091*9210927

h:-
i

FOR PUBLICATION IN THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA,
' POLICE GAZETTE PART-II ORDERS OF THE INSPECTOR 

GENERAL OF POLICE, KHYBER 
PAKHTUNKHWA.PESHAWAR.

NOTIFICATION
Nofy^/ /E-V, DISCPLiNARY ACTION:** The Competent Authority whiif? 
exercising powers conferred on him under article 31 of Police Order 2002. has accorded 
approval for-delegating powers of disciplinary action against Ministerial Staff to RPO/DPO 
as detail mentioned below.

SNO DESIGNATION ACTION IS TO BE TAKEN AGAINST
Office Supdts: (BS-17), Stenographers (BS16). Asstt:
Grade Clerks {BS-16) and Steno Typists (85-14)_____
Senior Clerks {85-14), , Junior Clerk (BS-iU ^nd 
NQ/Class-lV (BS 1-4). ,

1. Regional Police Officers.

2. District Police Officers.

i
Slf) PSP

Addi: IGP, Hqrs: 
or Inspector General of Police,
\ Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,

' Copy of jabove Is forwarded for Infoismation and necessary action to , ..
the :■

0:0(3 Generaljif-J^otice m Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.1. All Additlonallnspec
2. All RPOs in Khyber Pakhtunkhwa. 

l^Capitzl City Police Officer, Peshawar.
.4. All DlsG in Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.
5. Commandants, FRP and PTC, Hangu.
6. All DPOs in Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,
7. AU AlsG In Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.
8. Director, IT, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar
9. Director/'FSL, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
10. Commandant, CPC University Campus, Peshawar.
11. Deputy Director Audit, CPO, Peshawar.
12. Registrar, CPO, Peshawar.
13. Budget Officer, CPO, Peshawar.
14. AU Office Supdts: in CPO, Peshawar.
15. Incharge Central Registry, CPO, Peshawar.

•t

'b■
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BEFORE THE HQN’BLE CHAIRMAN, KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

V-
Service Appeal No.1146/2019

Fazal-e-Amin Ex-Assistant Grade Clerk, Special Branch Khyber 

PakhtUnlchwa, Peshawar.

APPELLANT

VERSUS

The Provincial Police Officer, Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 
Peshawar.

1.

The Deputy Inspector General of Police, Special Branch Khyber 

Paichtunkhwa, Peshawar.
2.

The Senior Superintendent of Police (Admn) Special Branch Khyber 

Paichtunkhwa, Peshawar.
3.

RESPONDENTS

REJOINDER ON BEHALF OF
APPELLANT IN THE ABOVE
CAPTIONED APPEAL

RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH,

PRELIMINARY OBJECTIONS

All the preliminary objections raised by the respondents 

are incorrect, baseless and not in accordance with law and 

rules rather the respondents are estopped by their own 

conduct to raise any objection.

? .

a-g.
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D ■
FACTS

1. As the first portion of the Para was admitted as correct by

the respondents however, the remaining reply is incorrect

as the respondents were legally bound to have scanned the

relevant record in respect of appellant and offered its

reply but they took no pain to do so. Hence, this portion

is also deemed as admitted.
1

Para No. 2 is incon'ect, misconceived and hence denied2.

as the appellant acted justly, fairly, honestly and also in

accordance with law but. he was served with a charge

sheet alongwith statement of allegations. He submitted an

elaborate and exhaustive reply and also termed it as

fallacious, malicious and misconceived. Moreover, the

inquiry was conducted in utter violation of law as there

was not iota of evidence to cohnect the appellant with the

commission of so-called misconduct. It is worthwhile to

mention here that the appellant was served with a charge

sheet alongwith statement of allegation by the SSP 

(respondent No. 3) whereas the impugned order dated

15-01-2019 was passed by the DIG (respondent No. 2)

and they both claimed to be the Competent Authority as 

evident from the above documents despite the fact that the

Provincial Police Officer (Respondent No. 1) was alone 

the Competent Authority under the relevant Rules to have
i
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r\
initiated disciplinary action -'against the appellant and

concluded it to logical end. It is well settled law that when

the basic order or act regarding initiation of departmental

proceedings is without lawful authority and void then the

entire superstructure built on it would fall on the ground

automatically as per law laid down by the august Supreme

Court of Pakistan in various judgments. Thus, the

impugned orders are liable to be set-aside on this, count

alone.

As the first portion of Para was admitted as correct by the 

respondents however, the reply regarding remaining Para

5,

f
■

is incorrect and that of appeal is correct.

Para-4 is incorrect and that of appeal is correct.4.

No rejoinder is offered as Para was admitted as correct by5.

the respondents.

Para-6 is incorrect and that of appeal is correct.6,

As the first portion of the Para was admitted as correct by 

the respondents however, the' reply regarding remaining

7.

i

Para is incorrect and that of appeal is correct.

Para-8 is incorrect and that of appeal is correct.8,

i'
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r.
9. Para-9 is incorrect as the appellant has a good prima-facie

case to invoke the jurisdiction of this Hon’ble Tribunal

for relief.

GROUNDS

A. Para-A is incorrect and that of appeal is correct.

Para-B is incorrect, misconceived and hence denied as the 

inquiry was not conducted in a manner prescribed by law 

as neither any witness was examined in the presence of 

appellant nor he was provided any opportunity of cross 

examination. Similarly, he was also not provided any 

chance to produce his defence in support of his version. 

The above defect in enquiry ^proceeding is sufficient to 

declare entire process as sham and distrustful. Right of 

fair trial is a fundamental right by dint of which a person 

is entitled to a fair trial and due process of law. The 

appellant has been deprived of his indispensable 

fundamental right of fair trial as enshrined in Article 

10-A of the Constitution of Islamic Republic of Pakistan, 

1973. It is pertinent to mention here that Muhammad 

Ibrahim Senior Clerk/Dispatcher ASB section, candidly 

admitted before the inquiry officer that “he is working as 

Dispatcher in ASB section since 23-09-2016 and still 

serving there. His job is to quote a reference number 

on the letter and dispatch it to quarter concerned. As 

far as the present case is concerned, he disclosed that 

the column in Dispatch Register left blank as 

Runner/Orderly to SSP Intelligence Nabi Amin came 

alongwith the case and asked him that SP Intelligence

B.
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D requires dispatch number. He accordingly gave 

dispatch number to him on a chit however Nabi Amin 

neither appeared nor hand over the case. He 

requested that Nabi Amin is the real culprit and he 

may be questioned on the matter”. This admission on 

the part of above official is riot only clear manifestation 

of innocence of appellant buf also makes the allegations 

levelled against him as baseless, frivolous and unfounded. 

Therefore, the findings of; the Enquiry Officer are 

perverse and are not sustainable under the law. Hence, the 

impugned orders passed on the bases of such findings are 

not tenable.

Para-C is incorrect and that of appeal is correct.C.

Same reply as offered in PararB above.D.

Para-E is incorrect as the DIG (respondent No. 2) was not 

added as Competent Authority in the impugned 

Notification

respondents failed to furnish any reply in respect of 

charge sheet alongwith statement of allegation which was 

issued by SSP (respondent No. 3) who was not competent 

under the law to do so. Hence, the same is deemed as 

admitted by the respondents.

E.

Moreover, thedated 28-12-2015.

Para-F is incorrect and detail reply offered in Para-B 

above. ■

F.

G. Para-G is incorrect and that of appeal is correct.

Same reply as offered in Para-G above.H.
i

Para-I is incorrect and that of appeal is coiTect.I.
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V Arguments are restricted to the positions taken in the 

pleadings.

J.

;•v
;

It is therefore, respectfully prayed that while 

considering the above rejoinder, the appeal may kindly be 

accepted with special costs.

Apfiellant

Through

H
RizwanuIIah

M.A. LL.B
Advocate High Court, Peshawar.

Dated: 25-11-2019

:■

r
i

'

;
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. V BEFORE THE HQN’BLE CHAIRMAN, KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No.1146/2019

1. Fazal-e-Amin Ex-Assistant Grade ■ Clerk, Special Branch Khyber 

Palditunkhwa, Peshawar.
i

APPELLANT

VERSUS

1. The Provincial Police Officer, Government of Khyber Pakhtunldiwa, 
Peshawar and others.

RESPONDENTS

AFFIDAVIT<

I, Fazal-e-Amin Ex-Assistant Grade Clerk, Special Branch 

, Khyber Palchtunldiwa, Peshawar hereby solemnly affirm and declare that the 

contents of the accompanied rejoinder are, true and correct to the best of my 

knowledge and belief and that nothing has been concealed from this Hon’bler

Tribunal.
*4

-i

NENTD
V...ri • - r'.‘/

i\'
r! '• A

i

I



if

•I

;• .
• -i' -1.V

VAKALAT NAMA
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^ IN THE COURT OF UjiO i^uj'c^ T-V i b^o^i? •> ..

I- /o _I(Appe!lant)l_ 

\,(Petitioner) 
(Plaintiff)

<g. --

VERSUSI

FI>D (Respondent) - - - 

(Defendant)(

I/yS/6, o ♦g. -
►

Do hereby appoint and constitute SYED NOMAN ALI BUKHARI Advocate High 
Court Peshawar^ to appear, plead, act, compromise, withdraw or refer to arbitration 
for me/us as my/our Counsel/Advocate in the above noted matter, without any liability ■ "
for his default and with the authority to engage/appoint any other Advocate/Counsel on . 
my/our costs. . '

X

• I/We authorize the said Advocate to deposit, withdraw and receive on my/our behalf all 
sums and amounts payable or deposited on my/our account in the above noted matter. 
The Advocate/Counsel is also at liberty to leave my/our case at any stage of the 
proceedings, if his any fee left unpaid or is outstanding against me/us.

r

Dated /20
(CLIENT)

1

ACCEPTED

SYED NOMAN ALI BUKHARI
Advocate High Court Peshawar,

Cell: (0306-5109438)
T- '•
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KHYBER PAKHTUNKWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR

^7 A// *No. /ST Dated / 2021

To
The Deputy Inspector General of Police, Special Branch, 
Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,
Peshawar.

Subject: - judgment in appeal no. 1146/2019. MR. FAZAL E AMIN.

I am directed to forward herewith a certified copy of Judgement 
dated 21.01.2021 passed by this Tribunal on the above subject for strict compliance.

Enel: As above

JjOREGISTRAfe 

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 
SERVICE TRIBUNAL 

PESHAWAR.
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