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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL
' CAMP COURT ABBOTTABAD

Nu

|
\| Service Appeal No. 677/2015 o . ;‘i
l

Date of Institution...15.05.2015 .

Date of decision... 22.02.2018

[\

Sajid Farooq son of Gohar Rehman, Sub Inspector Investigation, Police Station,
Karoar, District (R/O Sector No. 1 KTS, Haripur). ... (Appellant) ¢

Versus

1. The Provincial Police Ofﬁcer Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar and two

others. ... (Respondents) i
4
T i

Mr. Muhamm'ad Aslam Tanoli,

Advocate t ' For appellant.
Mr. Ziaullah, | _ »
Deputy Distri'f:t Attorney For respondents. o
; - '
MR. NIAZ M-'UHAMMAD KHAN, CHAIRMAN
MR. MUHAMMAD HAMID MUGHAL, ... MEMBER
J UDGMENT
| * . .
NIAZ MUHAMMAD KHAN. CHAIRMAN: Arguments of the learned
|
counsel for thc'iz parties heard and record perused.
FACTS )
\
2. The ap!pellant was reduced in rank on.18.02.2015 against which he filed :
| A
departmental a'ppeal on 24.02.2015 which was not responided to and thereafter, he '
filed the presel‘at service appeal on 15.5.2015.
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ARGUMENTS
3. The learned counsel for the appellant argued that the appellant was a
police officer. -That his performance was acknowledged by his

competent

superiors by. rewarding him on different occasions. That the appellant was

assigned the
basis -of -thi
mentioned

mention of

the officer

dispensing 1

task of arfestir_lg some P.Os which he did to the best of his ability and

s performance the appellant was also rewarded. That the appellant
c Amjad Qureshi whose name appeared at S. No. 8 of the above

list. That on 16.1.2015, a letter was. issued by the IGP Khyber

a complaint and the IGP directed the RPO to award major penalty to
short of dismisgal. Th-at (:;n -th‘e basis 6f vth‘is letter the RPO further
1e concerned DPO to initiate the proceedings. The DPO after initiating
ings issued a show cause nétice to the appeflant onl9.1.2015 by
with the enquiry and after reply to tﬁe show cause notice and personal

rded the penalty of reduction in rank.vide order dated 18.2.2015. That

the whole proceedings were illegal on the ground that the PPO directed the DPO

before any

enquify etc. to award the penalty to the appellant. That no regular

enquiry was conducted though factual controversy was involved in the complaint

and the shoy

4. On

N cause notice.

the other hand learned DDA argued that the DPO was competenf to

dispense with the enquiry.'That the show cause notice was issued under Rule 5(3)

s arrested by him was on the file bearing dated 11.2.2015. That on the’

a to the Regional Police Officer, Hazara Region wherein there was a '
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"dispensed

- namely Ha

22.1.2015 ¢
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of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules, 1975.\‘That there was no need of

enquiry.

CONCLUSION.

5. The very proceedings were marred by the letter of the IGP dated

16.1.2015 whereby fhe appellant was awarded pénalty By the PPO just on the basis

of a cbmpldint. How a PPO could direct his subordinate to award the penalty to

the appellant prior to any proceedings by the concerned authority. How a DPO

could deviate from the letter of PPO dated A16.1‘.2015 wherein the PPO had

awarded th

e penalty. This is an extreme-example of interference by the higher

authority in the discharge of functions of his subordinates. The show cause notice

issued by the DPO itself shows that factual controvérsy was involved and the -

complaint
complaint-
basis of the

ironical to

Hassam B

dated 19.1!

Were veriﬁed by the DPO thrc;'ggh a. fact ﬁnding enquiry and on the
> fact ﬁnﬂding enciuiry the appeilant was awarded major penalty. It is
note that in the show cause ﬁotice issued on 19.1.2015 the DPO had
with the enquiry but qfter three days he appointed enquiry officer
ssam Bin-e-Igqbal on 22.1.2015 which is clear from the report of said
1-e-Igbal. This isA,a paradox that on one hand in the show cause notice
2015 the DPO dispensed with the enquiry and_ after three days on

1e appointed an enquiry officer without issﬁing of any charge sheet and

statement of allegations to the appellant or associating the appellént in the enquiry

proceédings and then in the final order dated 18.2.2015 reference was given to

report of the said enquiry officer.

was to be thrashed out by holding -an enquiry. The facts of the
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illegal and the penalty cannot be sustained. This Tribunal, therefore, accepts the
appéllént and sets aside the penalty. This Tribunal would not issue directions to
the department to hold denovo proceedings because in the, preseﬁce of the letter

_from the PPO no subordinate can decide the-enquiry impartially. Parties are left

6. This Tribunal is, thefeforé, of the view that the wh'votleﬂproéeedings Wére

to bear their|own costs. File be consigned to the record room.

(Muhammad Hamid Mughal) o

-Member-

22022018
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Service Appeal No. 677/2015

20.12.2017

22.02.2018

Counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Kabirullah Khattak,
Additional AG alongwith Mr. Muhammad Nazir, Head Constable for -

the respondents also present. Learned counsel for the appellant i

requested for adjournment. Adjourned. To come up for arguménts on &
L]

22.02.2018 before D.B at Camp Court Abbottabad. .

. (Gm’Zé@an) - (Muhémmad?&/min Khan Kundi)

Membér. (Executive) : Member (Judicial)
Camp Court Abbottabad Camp Court Abbottabad
&

'l Counsel for the appellant and Mr. Ziaullah, DDA
alongwith S. Akhlag Hussain Shah, Inspector (Legal) for the

~ respondents present. Arguments heard and record perused. -

This appeal is accepted as per our detailed judgment of

today. - Parties are left to bear their own costs. File be consigned

to the record room.

w amp Court, A/Abad

ANNOUNCED
22.02.2018
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21.11.2016

17.04.2017

16.10.2017
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~ Counsel for the appellant andé-"Mst. Bushra Bibi,
Government Pleader for respondents pr"esent The Bench is
incomplete. To come up for I’CjOll’ld@I‘ and final hearmg

before D.B on 17.4.2017 at camp court Abbottabad

Y
~ Chaifman

Camp Court, A/Abad

Counsel for the appellant and Mr. /\i\h!aq Hussain Shah.
lnspector (Legal) alongwith Mr. Muhammad Siddique, Sr.GP for
the respondents present. Counsel for the appellant seeks
adjournment to submit rejoinder. DB s also not available. . To

come up for rejoinder final hearing before the D.Bon 16.10.2017

Ch%w%an

Camp ¢ourt. A/Abad

at camp court, Abbottabad.

Appellant with counsel and Mr. :Muha-mn.lad Bilal, Deputy
District Attorney alongwith Muhamm;id' Nazir, H.C for the
respondents present. Rejoinder received. T(;)I come up for arguments on
20.12.2017 before the D.B. | h

%% B | ; C {rma.

Member Camp copurt, ottabad.
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16.11201s. . Appellant with counsel and Mr.Akhlag Hussain Shal, Inspector
(I'cga].)‘a_longwil'h' Mr.i\/l‘uhammad Siddique, Sr.G.P for respondents
present. Requested for adjournment. to come up for written

reply/comments on 17.2.2016 before S.B at Camp Court A/Abad.

Chatrman
Camp Court A/Abad.

and Mr. Akhlag Hussain Shah,

Appellant with counsel
G.P for

Inspector (legal) alongwith Mr. Muhammad Saddique, Sr.
not submitted. Requested for

17.02.2016

v i

respondents present. Written reply
" further adjournment. Last opportunity granted. To come up for

written reply/comments before S.B on 21.4.2016 at Camp Court

A/Abad.

—

crd

Camp Court A/Abad

21.04.2015 ' Counsel for the appellant and Mr. Hag Nawaz,

St

Constable alongwith Mr. Muhammad Siddique, Sr.GP for the

respondents present. Written reply by respondents submitted. The

appeal is assigned to D.B for rejoinder and final hearing for

Chir'_gan

| ‘ Camp court, A/Abad.

21.11.2016 at Camp Court, Abbottabad.




?

Ysposited
rrocess Fg

[/
1]

Fod

[

]
f

Hiant Dange

Ho3e]

e »

Couhsel for the appellaht presenf. Leameg counsel for the
appellant argued that the éppéllant was. servihg as Sl when
subjécted to enquiry on the allegations of raiding the abode of
POs during midnight instead of arresting the said POs from shop
located on the main KKH and thus harassed the family members
of the POs and tﬁerefo_re major penalty in the shape of reduction
in rank was imposed égainst him vide impugned order dated

18.02.2015 regarding which he preferred departmental appeal on

24.02.2015 followed by service appeal on 15.05.2015 .
That the appellant has raided the premises keeping in view

" the provisions of Police Rules and has violated none of such rules

and, moreover, favourable reports were recorded by tﬁe InquiryA
Officer but despite the same the impugngd' major peqalty was
imposed which is not sustainable in the eye éof law.

Points urged need consideration. Admit. Subject to deposit

of security and process fee within 10 days, notices be issued to the

respondents for written reply/comments for 16.11.2015 before .

~ S.B at camp court A/Abad.

Chalrman

Camp Court Abbottabad
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Form- A O | |

. 1.
FORM OF ORDER SHEET - . f’?, : ' \I
677/2015 ik | e
_ - - Bl
S.No. | Date of order Order or other proceedings with signature of judge o‘r:Magistrate
Proceedings : {mg%
1 2 3 B
1 16.06.2015 The appeal of Mr. Sajid Farooq presented today by Mr.
Muharpmad Aslam Khan Tanoli Advocate, may be en}grﬂed in the
- ) 4 .'“
i7 7z | Institution register and put up to the Worthy Chairman for l
A proper order. . ’ !
\@_&,O i
}REG;I_STRAR = ¢
2T .
2 o . . Y )
19 &@J)‘i This case is entrusted to Touring Bench A.Abad for

preliminary hearing to be put up thereori: i O =17,

CHE[&AN

3

4
~
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This is an appeal filed by MrSa_]ld Farooq tdéé&’fén 15/05/2015 against the order dated

18.02.2015 against which he preferred/made a departmental appeal on 24.02.2015 the period of
~ninety days is not yet lapsed as per section 4 of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service TriBunal Act
- 1974, which is premature as laid down in an authority reported as 2005-SCMR-890.

As such the instant appeal is réturned in original to the appellant/counsel. The appellant

would be at libefty to resubmit fresh appeal after maturity of cause of action.

No. 25 Z /ST,

Dt.jSZ.S 12015 : A e n ‘
TR REGISTRAR- (7 [J' ’ iR
SERVICE TRIBUNAL
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA -
PESHAWAR.

Mr.Muhammad Aslam tanoli Adv. Haripur
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE

TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

pppeat mo 67771015

Sajid Farooq S/0 Gohar Rehman, Sub. Inspector (Inv.OII) Police Station

Karoar, District Tourghar (R/O Sector-No.1, KTS, Haripur).
- Appellant

VERSUS

1. The Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Paktunkhwa, Peshawar.

2. The Regional Police Officer, Hazara Region, Abbottabad.

3. The District Police Officer, Mansehra.

SERVICE APPEAL

Respondents

$/No | Description of Document [ Ann- | Page
exure | No.

1. Appedal / — 12

2. . | Copy of impugned order dated 18-0-2015. AT 13

3. Copy of Daily Diary Mad No.54 dated 08-01-2015 "B 114

4, Copy of FIR No.905. CC 1S4

S. Copy of Application for recording statement of Hafeez. D" b7

6. Copy of order of Judicial Magistrate. “E" 1R

7. Copy of statement of Hafeez (Affectee). “EY 119 —27

8. Copy of list of arrested proclaimed offenders. ‘Gt —~23

9. Copy of order dated 16-01-2015 of P.P.Officer. HY Ay

10. | Copy of Show Cause Nofice. PR =

11. | Copy of Reply to Show Cause Notice. Mt e 428

12. | Copy of Warrant/DFC Report dated 19-09-2014. "K&L" [2.g_ 32|

13. | Copy of inquiry report 16-02-2015. ‘M| By

14. | Copy copies of commendaiion/reward certificates. “N" |%6-37

k5. | Photo-graphs O | BE39

6. | Copy of departmental appeal dated 24-02-2015. “Pr | bqo—47

13. | Wakalatnama

Dated: /$05-2015

3

Through:

(Mohammad Aslam Tanoli)

Advocate High.Court
at District Bar Haripur
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| BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE
TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR gw.r ronnes
@a/g 5 7 ﬂ? ' Rervice K‘r%_unﬂ
veat np - OCT7/ A9US Diary rxéoa.;.?_%a-
uis / ®eted LS7O AYP

Sajid Farooq S/O Gohar Rehman, Sub. Inspector( Inv.OII) Police Station
Karoar, District Tourghar ( R/O Sector-No.1, KTS, Hariur.)

Appellant
VERSUS

1. The Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Paktunkhwa, Peshawar.
2. The Regional Police Officer, Hazara Region, Abbottabad.
3. The District Police Officer, Mansehra.

Respondents

APPEAL UNDER SECTION-4 KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE
TRIBUNAL ACT 1974 AGAINST THE ORDER OB NO.39 DATED
18-02-2015 PASSED BY THE DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER
MANSEHRA THE APPELLANT HAS BEEN AWARDED WITH THE

MAJOR PENALTY OF REDUCTION IN RANK FROM SUB. N

INSPCTOR TO ASSTT. SUB. INSPECTOR WITH EFFECT FROM
18-02-2015.

. PRAYER: ON ACCEPTANCE OF THE INSTANT SERVICE APPEAL
THE ORDER DATED 18-02-2015 MAY GRACIOUSLY BE SET
ASISE AND THE APPELLANT BE RESTORED IN HIS RANK OF
SUB. INSPECTOR FROM THE DATE QF REDUCTION WITH _HIS
ORIGINAL SENIORITY AND WITH ALL CONSEQUENTIAL
SERVICE BACK BENEFITS ON RENDITION OF ACCOUNT.

Respectfully sheweth,

1. That the District Police Officer, Mansehra vide his order OB No0.39
dated 18-02-2015 has awarded the appellant with major penalty
of reduction in rank from Sub. Inspector to Assistant Sub. '
Inspector with effect from 18-02-2015.

(Copy of order date'd 18-02-2015 attached as Annex- “A”).

2. That the impugned order of the District Police Officer, Mansehra
is illegal, unlawful, against the facts & circumstances and passed

in utter violation of mandatory statutory provision of law, passed

Ko-submitted to-dag
and

Wed.
| Regi i liable to be set aside
egistrany A 1ae.
pgﬁ?/f |

without adhering to the inquiry procedure, departmental rules

and regulations and in a slipshod & perfunctory manner; hence
~




A

arresting a large number of Proclaimed Offenders who were at

large quite for a long time.

That on the night of 07-08/01/2015 the appellant received an spy
information that Proclaimed Offender namely Gulfaraz Qureshi
S/0 Umar Khitab Qureshi R/O Ghazi Kot Township, Mansehra
involved in case FIR No.905/14 U/S-435/147/149 PPC was

available in his house. Believing the information as true the

~ appellant alongwith police party including' lady constable

Bushra No0.1168 and Investigating Officer IHC/INV Chan Zeb,
conducted the raid and arrested the P.O‘. Gulfaraz.

~ That during the raid, Informer also intimated that P.O. Amjad

(reél brother of PO Gulfraz) whose name had wrongly been
incorporated as “Ahmed” instead of “Amjad” involved in FIR
No0.905 alongwith another P.O. Wagar was also available inside
the house. So they were also arrested. All three accused Were
confined in Lock-up. The IHC/INV Chan Zeb was directed to take
legal steps with regard to verification/correction of the name of
PO Amjad. (Copy of DD Mad No.54 dated 08-01-2015 is
attached as "B"). ‘

That so far recording name of the PO as “Ahmed instead of
Amjad”'is concerned “the cases with FIR N0.904 & 905/2014
were registered at the report of the then ASHO/GuIzar Khan
Police Station City Mansehra. The P.O. Gulzar was nominated as
accused in both the cases while the name of Amjad was
incorporated later on by the statement of Hafeez S/O Mohammad
Sadiq (affectee) under section 161 Cr.PC. His name was written

‘as “Ahmed” Qureshi S/O Umar Khitab R/O Ghazi Kot Township.

That the then Investigation ‘Staff (S.I. Munir and .C'han Zeb
IHC/Inv) did not verify the name of accused Amjad in the initial

FACTS: R - |

That just after posting as S.H.O. City Police Station, Mansehra on-
28-11-2014 the appellant was entrusted with special task of

- Y
VLIS
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stage and started absentia proceeding against both Gulzar and
Amjad without any efforts to arrest them and submitted challan
u/s 512 Cr.PC. Thus they shifted the responsibility of arresting
the accused to preventive staff by declaring both the accused as
Proclaimed Offenders. In fact all this was done by the then
Investigation Staff to save themselves from facing the situation
which the appellant is confronting today because they knew that
accused P.Os. Guizar and Amjad were influential and therefore
they did not lay hands upon the accused to arrest them. The then
Investigation Staff felt it better to declare them Proclaimed

Offenders and leave their arrest to their other colleagues.

That the very facts have been mentioned in his report dated 16-
02-2015 submitted by Mr. Hasam-bin-Igbal, ASP/SDPO Balakot
at Page-4 of inquiry findings, para-2 & 3 of Recommendation that
“Mohammad Munir SI the then Investigation Officer PS City
‘Mansehra nﬁay be awarded major punishment for his criminal
negligence of verifying correct name of person and his inability to
arrest Gulfaraz and Ahmed who were present in the market this

creating whole situation. He also commenced absentia

proceeding U/S 512 Cr.P.C against a person which identity was .

not confirmed. DFC mislead the 1.0. and Court while proceséing

U/S 204 Cr.P.C warrant, so major punishment is also suggested
against him.

That as the IHC/Inv/Chan Zeb was directed by the appellant to
take legal steps with regard to verification of name of arrested
P.O. Amjad. The IHC/Inv took permission from Judicial
Magistrate-I Mansehra and recorded statement of Hafeez S/0
Mohammad Sadiq (affectee) who was in Jail in a case FIR No0.902

dated 22-08-2014. Appellant had acted honestly while arresting
said Proclaimed Offenders. He did nothing beyond his official
duties, responsibilities and jurisdiction. (Copies of FIR NO. 905,
Application for recording statement of Hafeez, Order of

JMIC Mansehra, Statement of Hafeez are attached as
Annex-"C, D, E & F").




10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

®

That appellant arrested not only P.Os Gulfaraz, Amjad and Waqar
rather 12 Proclaimed Offenders:in a very short time i.e. from 28-
11-2014 to 08-01-2015. The arrest of proclaimed offenders was
necessary and therefore raid was essential and in accordance

with law. (List of arrested Proclaimed Offenders is attached

| herewith as Annexure-"G").

That against his said arrest the PO Amjad made a complaint to
the District Police Officer, Mansehra wherein he alleged that
“Sajid Farooq the SHO PS City Mansehra on the night between 7-
8/01/2015 alongwith police party illegally raided the applicant

house and broke the main gate of his_house. The incident caused

- defamation to his family reputation and mental torture. He

further alleged that the SHO has forged the name Ahmed into
Amiad in case FIR No0.905/14 U/S-435/147/149 PPC to falsely

involve him in this case”.

That before issuing any explanation, charge sheet, show cause
notice or conducting inquiry, the Provincial Police Officer, KPK, -
Peshawar vide letter N0.614-16/PPO dated 16-01-2015 passed
an order against the appellant to the Regional Police Officer,
Hazara Region, Abbottabad directing him that “DPO to award

major penalty to the officer short of Dismissal under intimation to

this office. Simple SCN in enough. Enquiry has already been

conducted”. (Copy of order dated 16-1-2015 of PPO is
attached as Annex "H" ).

That thereafter the District Police Officer, Mansehra served the
appellant with the Show Cause Notice dated 19-01-2015 Which
was duly replied by the appellant on 02-02-2015 explaining all
facts, circumstances and legal pbsition of the matter. (Copies of
the Show Cause Notice and its reply are attached "I & J”).

That the District Police Officer, Mansehra appoihted Mr. Hassam-
bin-Igbal, ASP/SDPQO Balakot as Inquiry Officer who concluded
enquiry and submitted his findings dated 16-02-2015 exonerating




.
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the appellant of the charges énd declared him as innocent. In his

enquiry findings, the Enguiry Officer submitted that:

a)

SHO PS City receiving credible information that 3 POs
concerned FIR N0.905/14 & 904/15 namely Gulzar, Amjad &
Waqar present in the house of Gulzar conducted raid on said
house and all 03 Pos were apprehended. Later it was found
that the first name of Amjad was written as Ahmed by mistake

| in record but his father’s namé & address were correct. SHO

had powers to arrest POs without Warrant, enter the house to

~arrest and conduct raid under CrPC. Further Arrest of PO

b)

d)

Wagar at the same time and ‘at the same place eliminates
doubt that the raid was manipulated to defame accuse.
Further Lady .Constable Bushra stated that she was present

during the raid.

While going through police rules, it is found that SI Sajid had

no legal restriction about choosing time of raid to arrest any

person whom he is authorized to arrest.

No other changing was noticed on history sheet, case diaries
and'register No.10. So it is concluded that forgery was not
intended. However, the correction of name was done as per

prevalent procedure.

Carelessness on part of complainant. On 15—09-2014, DFC
Sher Mohammad No0.622 went to the complainant Amjad
with warrant U/S$-204 Cr.PC for attendance in court'agairist
Ahmed Qureshi S/O Umar Khatab Qureshi R/O Ghazi Kot.
Amjad despite having similar name, same father name and
address and concerned in same offence stated that he is hot
known or associated with Ahmed Qureshi S/O Umar Khatab
Qureshi R/O Ghazi Kot.

Recommendation: SI Sajid Farooq may be awarded minor
punishment for mistakenly writing wrong date of arrest on

history sheet. SI should be counsel for use of legitimate -




*/

15.

16.

17.

18.

. powers with caution. (Copies of Warrant, DFC Report and

Findings of Enquiry are attached as Annex-"K, L & M").

That on receipt of inquiry report dated 16-02-2015, the District
Police Officer, Mansehra straightway awarded the appellant with
major penalty of reduction in rank from Sub. Inspector to ASI
illegally, against the facts, contrary to the departmental rules &
regulation, enquiry procedue and natural justice as well as on the

basis of pre-determined mind under the orders of High-Ups.

That Show Cause Notice was served upon the appellant on 19-
01-2015, while inquiry report was sought on 22-01-2015. On
receipt of inquiry report dated 16-02-2015 the District Police
Officer Mansehra awarded the appellant with major penalty of
reduction in rank vide hié order dated 18-02-2015. But
astonishingly much before the initiation of so-called departmental
formalities the Provincial Police Officer, KPK, Peshawar vide order
No.614-16/PPO dated 16-01-2015 had directed the Regional
Police Officer, Hazara Region, Abbottabad to dismiss - the

appellant.

That inquiry report and issuing of Show Cause Notice to the
appellant were mere completion of formalities otherwise Police
Officers were already under pressure to award penalty to the
appellant because the proclaimed offenders Gulfaraz & Amyjid

Qureshi are very influential.

That not only the charge leveled against the appellant in the
Show Cause Notice was incorrect rather he has been condemned
unheard. Neither Charge Sheet was served upon the appellant
nor was a full fledged/proper inquiry conducted. Neither any
witness was produced against the appellant norvwas he provided
with a chance of cross-examination. No documentary proof was
ever brought on record against the appellant was he confronted
with such proof however the appellant was awarded with Major
Penalty of reduction in rank on flimsy grounds and that too

without any fault on his part.
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19. That appellant always performed his assigned duties with
devotion, dedication, dexterity, honesty and with a sense of
responsibility and never provided a chance of reprimand to his

~ worthy officers. Appellant has excellent rather meritorious service

record at his credit.

20. That due to his tremendous services in the Police Department the
appellant was awarded with the commendation certifica;cesq as
well as Cash Rewards on'different occasions by his worthy Police
High-Ups. ' '
(Photo copies of commendation/cash reward certificates
and phofo graphs are attached as Annex-"N & O").

21. That in view of the facts and circumstance mentioned above, by
stretch of no imagination the appellant could be held responsible
for the allegation as mentioned in the Show Cause Notice issued

to him.

'22.- That the Appellant preferred a departmental dated 24-02-2015.
challenging the impugned‘order dated 18-02-2015 which has not
been responded till this day; hence instant service appeal inter
alia, on the following grounds:

(Copy of departmental appeal is attached herewith as
Annex-P) | -

GROUNDS

i)  That the impugned order dated 18-02-2015 is
illegal, unlawful passed in slipshod, cursory and

superficially manner, contrary to facts on record.

‘thus is liable to be set aside.




i)

vi)

vii)

viii)

That the appellant has been. awarded the Major . -
Penalty of reduction from the rank of Sub Inspector
to ASI.dispensing with full fledged‘ in violation of
requirements of statutory mandatory provisions of
law; hence the impugned order is not sustafnab!e in

the eyes of law and needs to be down straight way.

That the appellant has been awarded with the major
penalty under pressure with pre-determined mind
and in utter violation of law, departmental rules &

regulations, proced,‘u're and natural justice.

That no Charge Sheet/Statement of allegations was
issued to appellant while calling so-called Enquiry

Report against appellant.

That the appellant was neither called for by any
Enquiry Officer nor was guestion about anything.

That neither any witness was ever produced against
the appellant nor was appellant provided with a

chance of cross-examining such witness, if any.

That neither any documentary evidence was
brought on record against the appellant nor was he

confronted with such documentéry evidence.

That so-called Enquiry Officer while submitting his
findings has éxonerated the appella?nt of the charge
leveled ag'ains't and declared all the acts done and
steps taken by the appellant during the raid as
legal, in accordance with Law, Police Rule, Cr.P.C

. and Discipline. Enquiry Officer recommended only

Minor Penalty for the appellant.




Xi)

Xii)

Xiii)

, Q,
That the - District Police Officer, Mansehra
(Competent Authority) has awarded the appellant
with major penalty of reduction in rank contrary to
the recommendation of Enquiry Officer and that too
without recording any reason which was mandatory
under the statutory provisiornsA of law thus the

impugned order is liable to be set aside.

That the appellant while conducting the said raid

“had acted in accordance the provisions contained in

Police Rules-1934 and Criminal Procedure Code and
complying with all departmental rules and
regulations, directives and instructions, police
discipline and norms of ethics with full sense of
responsibilities as a Police Officer and the allegation
are incorrect and baseless: hence the penalty
awarded on the basis of such complaint is against
the law and natural juétice and the impugnéd orders

needs to be discarded.

That the appellant was never provided with the

-findings of inquiry before issuing of Show Cause

Notice which is mandatory under the law. (Findi‘ngs
attached with this appeal were obtained by the
appellant after awarding penalty and that too on his

specific written request).

That no Final Show Cause Notice was ever issued to
the appellant before awarding the major penalty of
reduction in rank thus impugned order is liable to be

set aside.

That the appellant was never provided with the
opportunity of personal hearing before awarding
major penalty with is mandatory under the Iéw,
hence the impugned need to be turned down.




xiv) That the appellant is a young, energetic, literate ad
experienced police officer with good reputation and

exemplary service record.
PRAYER:

It is, therefore,'humbvly prayed that on acceptance of instant appeal
the impugned order dated 18-02-2015 may graciously be set aside and
the appellant be restored in his rank of Sub. Inspector from the date of
“his reduction i.e. 18-02-2015 with all consequential service back |
benefits. Any other relief which this Honourable Tribunal deems fit may

also be granted. ’
Appellant | W

—

Through:

Mohammad Aslam Tanoli
Advocate High Court
At Haripur. '
Dated ($-05-2015

Verification:

It is verified that the contents of instant appeal are ture and correct to the
best of my knowledge and belief.

Appéllant




,\“~
Y

~ At District Bar Haripur

@

BEFORE THE'KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE
TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Sajid Farooq S/O Gohar Rehman, - Sub. Inspector( Inv.OII) Police Station

Karoar, District Tourghar R/O Sector-No.1, KTS, Hariur. :
: ' ' Appellant

VERSUS |

1. The Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Paktunkhwa, Peshawar.
2. The Regional Police Officer, Hazara Region, Abbottabad.
3. The District Police Officer, Mansehra. '
' - Respondents

"'SERVICE APPEAL

AFFIDAVIT

I, Sajid Farooq, the appellant do hereby declare and affirm on oath that
the contents of above titled Appeal are true and correct to the best of my
knowledge and belief and nothing has been concealed there-from.

\

Depobnent

-
Datd:1>-05-2015

IdenhﬁedMy/

Mohammad Aslam Tanoli
Advocate High Court

"APPELLANT

- / :
‘Dated: {)-05-2015




BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE
TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Sajid Farooq S/O Gohar Rehman, Sub. Inspector( Inv.OII) Police Station
Karoar, District Tourghar R/O Sector-No.1, KTS, Hariur.

Appellant
VERSUS ' "

1. The Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Paktunkhwa, Peshawar.
2. The Regional Police Officer, Hazara Region, Abbottabad.
3. The District Police Officer, Mansehra. )

' : Respondents

SERVICE APPEAL

CERTIFICATE

It is certified that no such Appeal on the subject has ever been filed in this

/
or any other court prior to the instant one.

APPELLANT

Dated: {$-05-2015




&

In compliance to the orders of the worthy Regional Police Officer vide No. 33/C.
dated 13-01-2015, the undersigned issued Show Cause Notice to Si Sajid Farooq for

conducting raid on the house of Amjad Khitab Qureshi s/o Umer Khitab r/o Ghazikot
Township Mansehra and arresting him and his brother Guifaraz, maltreating the family, '
threatening them vnth dire consequences and changing the name of Amjad Khitah
Qureshi from Ahmed to Amjad in police record. A preliminary enquiry had already been
conducted by SP lnvestlgatzon Batagaram which termed the raid unnecessary as the

alleged PO was running a bus;ness on the main KKH and could have been arrested
easny out of his residence.

With reference to the mentioned episode, Amjad Khitab Qureshi submitted a
separate complaint to tﬁe undersigned vide No .862 dated 22.01.2015, alleging that Si
Snjld Frirooq cotluctod the raid on hin abodo at the hol-\oul ohf hig opponont and that tho
gate of his residence was broken by the raiding party. A separate enquiry was
conducted through ASP Balakot' who brushed aside the allegations and recommended
pumshment for mistakenly writing wrong date of arrest on hlstory sheet and that the Sl
should have used legitimate powers with cautlon

Having gone through all reports and the contents of OG-‘IO which mandates the
SHO for cond'ucting regular raids on the abode of the POs S! Sajid Farooq performed
his duty but he could have. easily arrested the PO from his shop on the main KKH or any
other place and avoided harassment to the family members. He is the\gfore awarded

major punishment of reduction in rank under Khyber Pakhtunkhawa |
Disciplinary Rules 1975,

fficiency and

y D:stnc cﬂ" ice Ofﬁcer,
Mansehra

OBNo__ >

" Dated \R -2~ o145
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INTHE CCUNT OF LUBHA ZAMAN,
SENIOR L,IV!L JUDGE/JWIC, MANSEHRA

.

. Case FIR# 805 dated 23.08.2014 ws 435/147/149 PPC of P.S City )

Mansehra

Court Order
10.01.2015 ",

' Instant appllcatlon is submltted by the- lncharge Investlgatxon o
for recording the statement of PW namely Hafeez s/o Sadiq rfo

Py

_Phul Kari ‘Mansehra in the FIR caption“above within the jall-._ o
premlses Record shows that PW Hafeez s/o Sadlq is confined at

District Jail- Mansehra in case FIR # 902 dated 22.08. 2014 uls
3021324/34 PPC P.S City Mansehra, and instant FIR bearing # 905

dated 23 08.2014 u/s 435/147/149 PPC of P.S Clty Mansehra'has .
~ been reglstered consequent upon setting his ofﬂce known as Asia
.Estate Advisory on fire, therefore, recording of his statement is' -

material. Hence the application -is allowed. Notice be issued to
Superintendent District Jail Mansehra to do-the needful.

BNA ZAMAN)

{Mansehra -

LUBNA ZAMAN

Senlor Civil wudgelimia

Empmmo VI8 30Cmpe
Munuenra -

Seniot Civil Judge/lJMIC,
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S o T o




5 TR
z;_

SR LR T LS e

\J*"\JUL%JU’& /v" db’7%g/}‘/(/\) V”/Z/Jﬁ}d//u_f
- 13503 L,9$‘7-I,.3L S/“// b"fu///”’/" »’/\ﬂwﬂiuw/a/

&u 4 Lo A/ Y Lo 357 e 5754/ 6/\}»/_- .
;;,w\éﬁ«/] __

N ,

hori
/0 U/"/J l——wuﬁ//u);’kf k/\bb‘k‘//f L,—/"”V///J
Lg') VJ/‘ KS(U

Bu‘

7 2SS 2// St 25 G A w’/

_Z
bé(bd,ﬂltfc/u/ﬁoply/ /Pyk;)/ Q//U/JG'J
/

c,,_cyf@ 1/./// ¢ Jl- J o - ww J;IJ/&//‘.
/VU/// Uf’///b@ 2% \J\f_

oﬁuc...-
\-)/ \_7 bj/\l/d(///////\.]/(/(_/}/////;’ ',
L @uw%/,_-'

u;»’//)
A <= (L/// ’

’ . . . . ) X ) . 5‘\"5

l’ .

J///d/p o \///bf\f'd/"‘ﬂ')//:_- '
Lo s ez J/V o (5 gw/ ////L.
de::uj//u\by/éﬂ/ ng/ ,«/1 U/C/"’?/"/ C/,,lc_/___ |
/ey ,___de,_u.yu PRI Z/zgww@/@z;:j

/\_),*)//‘L_&/
A yuv/&,‘u\y/é1 W /O»////;/ L=




L

"‘F s L,(;-/ Z Al f(c/J c///

/___-»U//w /(/)”(/évw ///&//’/M“’ULUJ/U,/

(f’//;-/bv/ ZIf/'U 0/__,/ U//r/»”//"/j’f@]/gyf/""‘

| O”/J —
/(/0/ //é/ ‘/JM//M) ’é“’ /0:54’/‘/—/(,—’7//’ ’J}

2l t

KV‘/L“&"///;/’ & v = /“/)//U/wlé»’a"”a/,.ﬁu“‘..

- '/’,Z,_,,;:‘.%f" R S

P"/I/Sh -/v/,? ‘C{"d/—” o w&J/&, &6//




/fi’,ﬂz*&wfz 5L g

%%”‘f‘ 9 - Jﬁ 0sd

/4«7 /;, ;’ /

'v{(fz &/mawf 4

n(/w c"/(/zx J//w)/? Lo
)4/%1//,&)9" 7 “J_.

| %f(’/ﬂ//@%’

. &W/V//Q?_h )(/J“

A /)&a}@()’c’{/_(/@ //U(" (/"é/ -
&t A////z" s wfw |

e3s/ 870 93 2o
W /ﬂr; /37;

/{’(; MVM///UJJ ./*)//’b

4 % 4 “ A /d/

5 Wé;«/

j/d/ #cf/ L//Wé"ﬁ’

0 //'/cf///w‘//‘/ |

O/wlﬂcfvd%waw/ ¥

T

J‘_..
"

s,
SO P




T
il o

ol

‘ . . - .
B R A
’ T A

; o t‘%g:.?« T
™ n W

fthe DP .Mansehra'No.-‘w' :
L v l i ko l.-!kx Sgmerh | ‘

The Dlstnct P0|lce Ofﬂcer
'Mansehra

The Insp'ector Genersal of Polic= '
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawe ‘ CL

Subject: ARREST OF EXTORTIONIST GANG — RECOMMENDATION ROLL

e
‘

Memorandum i

it is submltted that.- on 11-12-2014, a trader Muhammad . Saleem s/o

Muhammad Irfan Khan -rfo Lohar Banda Mansehra submitted -an appllcatlon in PS City
stating therein that’ unknown accused entared in his house. and looted cash and gold

ornaments.: Now some ‘unknown accused are making calls through moblle and - are ;
demandlng Rs. 3, 00 000/- lac'as extortion and in case of failure giving threats: to Kill-him or -

abduct his son. He requested for security and legal action against unknown accused.
lmmedlately a team’. was constituted for solving the case. The team w1th the:r extreme
professionalism efﬁcuently traced and arrested the following culprits.

1. Zeeshan s/o Muhammad Pervez r/o Baila Kotkay Mansehra
. Hamid Ali Khan s/o Muhammad Riaz r.o Township Sector D
"3 Muhammad Waseem s/o Muhammad Sadiq rio Lohar Banda

4. Noman r/o Labarkot
The accused confessed the offense before pO[lCG/ media. A case v.de FIR llo

14 14 dated 31.12. 20114 u/s 382/387/34 PPC PS City has heen reg:stered

The Iollowmg offlcers nave shown excellent performance which is also being
lauded by-the general publtc This action of the police has created a sense of security
amongst the publlc a.nd deterrence for the criminals. '

Keeplng in vnew*the extra ordinary performance of the following police' ofﬂcus
they are recommended for appropriate reward in recognition of their hectic. efforts that
has busted an extomonts_t/dacott gang. pleas ‘

© 1. Mr. Zulfigar, Jadoon SDPO HQ
v2.str Sajid Farooq SHO PS City
3. ASI Aamir H—ussaln No.37/H ]

|§’4 Constable §adaqat 870 _ D

5 Constable Sheeraz 1157 | i

ss Constable Muddasar. 48 SPF) -

‘ K12 :‘ T.* »""‘ District Posife Dfficer,
PrEEY - Man ,e‘ra

IPA.

;,,:7‘,;.
Copy submltted to"the Regional Police Officer, Hazara F <egion Ab ttabad for

7

favour of unformatlon please

'.t H
B s

AR T District Polick Officer,

S . /Q
C Mansgrira
- & K . .
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‘ zPOLlCE DEPARTMEB]T el

' ‘ ,;,D ,_f_‘ Y District Po Officer,

Lo é | Mgrtsenra

."No, /PA . '
‘E

e,

1y 20 - : g
o - Tel: 0997-920102- -
(79 ‘Fax: 0997-920104

s - DISTRICT MANSEHRA
,,\y Tt n L £t :n;:m-.:?:'h;?{:v o m g —
orrce ofthe DPO’ Mansehra No. 9;3 /PA dated O / o[ 12015
..‘l Ay \ / / N
Erom . _The: Dlstnct Polrce Officer,
a Mansehra '.
To. The Inspector General of Police,

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar

ul

-Subject: - RecongY OF KIDNAPEE— RECOMMENDATION ROLL

Memorandum

It is, submrtted that on 27 12-2014 compiainant Abdul Rasheed s/o ‘Abdul Khalig.
r/o Mohallah Aurang ‘Abad Mansehra reported that his cousin Farid has been kidnapped
at gun pornt from’ a shop in Mohaliah Aurang Abad in Motor Car No. 0014, Immed:ately
a team was constrtuted for the recovery of kidnapee. The technical unit assrsted the
respondmg party The local police of PS City raided at a house in vnlage Karkalla PS
Clty The team wrth thelr extreme professionalism, efficiently succeeded in recovering
the ksdnapee and arrest of following culprits within 12 hours.
1 Kala Khan slo Ghullam Mustafa r/o Karkalla Mansehra
2 Sablr Khan s/o Sadoor r/o Karkalla Mansehra
As per pollcy the case was referred to CTD where a case vide FlR No. 06 dated
27-12-2014 UIS 365-Al34 PPC PS CTD Abbottabad have been reglstered

The followrng ‘team members have shown boldness and bravery They have -

shown exce!lent performance which alsc being lauded by the general pubhc This effort
of the polrce has: created a sense of security amongst the public and deterrence for the
crlmmals

Keeplng in wew the extra ordinary -performance of the foHowmg pohce officers

they are recommended for appropriate reward in recognition of their brave efforts,

- please -‘;
1. Mr Zulﬁqar Jadoon , SDPO HQ
" 2. s Muhaiimad Sajd, SHO PS City
“ o 3UAS Muhammad Shaukt > :
’ . 4. ‘_LHC Qarser No.26 | <,
5. .LHC Brla| No.1013 q
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OFFICE OF THE Annex -t
THE INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE, /
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA,
- Central Police Office, Peshawar

- A . - r
No. é ‘49— 16 /PPO, Dated Peshawar the 16-1-227)

-

To: The Regional Police Officer,

PR Hazara Region, Abbottabad _
Subject: Complaint (SI Sajid Farooq)

Dear Sir, ' _

~'t;- . Please refer to your office letter No. 33/C, dated: 13.01.2015 on: the

sﬁbjcct cited above. Upon perusal, the Police Chief Khyber Pakhtunkhwa has passed

t.hg following remarks which are reproduced as blew:-

“DPO to award major penalty to the officers short of Dismissal

ubder intimation to this office.$imple SCN is enough. Enquiry has already been

conducted,” ) ‘
i
' [>]
) EAAABAAA.
/"I“l (Principal Staff Officer)

- . . For Inspector Gengral of Police,
sE Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,
T ' Peshawar
c.C

i, The W/IGP Khyber Pakhnnkhwa, Peshawar for favour of information please.
* i The DPO Mansehra :

)dulv-rrlli‘”{ T,Lw -[p..»‘e
T i 7 P
| S

.k ) : | 16115

!

AP0 13 PPD FHS1ADHE HRZ6A\LIG HAZARMCarmotsint (31§ ) docr
- . -




. =]
B sl

OFFICE COF _THE DISTRiCT

€ |
N\RSVICE OFFICER .MANSEHRA

SHOW CAUSE NOTICE . A’%

{Under Rules 5(3) KPK Police Rules, 1975)

1. That you 8! Sajid Faroog while posted as SHO PS City have rendered

yourself liable to be proceeded under Rule 5(3) of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules
1975 for the following misconduct: '

Vide worthy RPO, Hazara Letter No. 33/C dated 13-01-2015 it has been
reborted that on the night between 07/08[01/2015 you conducted raid at the house of
~one Mr. Amjad Khitab Qureshi s/o Umer Khitab /o Ghazikot Township -Mansehra.
During the raid you arrested Amjad Khitab Qureshi and his brother Gul Faraz,
maltreated the family and threatened them with dire consequences. You also changed
the name of Amjad Khitab Qureshi from "Ahmed” to Amjad in police record. In this
regard an enquiry was dondudted by the Superinfendent of Police Investigation,
Batagram . assisted by DSP Khabbir Muhammad ADIG. According to A:ﬁndingsA of
enquiry you conducted raid at the house of Amjad Khitab Qureshi “unnecessarily”.
You failed to recognize the very fact that the, alleged PO is running a businese- on

main KKH road and has not absconded elsewtiere. It amounts to gross misconduct .

and inefficiency.
2. That by reason of above, as sufficient material is placed before the
underS|gned therefore, |t is decuded to proceed agalnst you in general police

proceedlng without aid of enquiry officer;

3. That the misconduct on your part is prejudicial to good order of dlSClphne in the
Police Force. _
4. That your retention in the police force will amount to encourage in efficient and

unbecoming of good Police officers;
5. That by taking cognizance of the matter under enquiry, the undersigned. as
competent authority under the said rules, proposes stern action against you by
" awarding one or more of the kind punishment as provided in the rules.

6. You are, therefore, called upon to show cause as to why you should not be
dealt strictly in accordance with the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules, 1975 for the
misconduct referred to above. '
7. You should submit reply to this show cause notice within 07 days of the recelpt
of the notice falling which an ex parte action shall be taken against you.

8. You are further directed to inform the undersigned that yoywish to be heard in
person or not. ‘ ' -

9. Grounds of actidn are also enclosed with this notice. -

2- ‘g /PA Dated Mansehré the /4 //O l 120ﬁ5

Received by 46&1/‘ Dated: 27 | ol 12015
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SDPO.Ba!akot.z e |

From:

No. 37  dated. 16 /02/2015. o

Méiting address: sd obalakotA mail.com-yahoo.com : Aﬂ/ K’ M .
To, ~ " The District Police Officer,

Maunschra.

SUB: - . APPLICATION.

Memo:

Kindly refer to your Office Endst: No. 862 dated 22.01.15, by which
the undersigned has been entrusted an enquiry to cheek the icgulity and true fuets behind
raid and arrest of Anijad Khatab Qureshi 8/0 Umer Khatab Qureshi (Applicant),

The undersigned, in cmnﬁlinnuc ol orders, summioned the applicant
and his witnesses for recording their statements.

L ALLEGATIONS:

Sajid Farooq the then SHO P.S City Manschra on the night belween
i _
7-8/0172015, along with police party illegally raided the applicant housc.and broke the
main gate of his house. The incident caused defamation to his family reputation and mental
FIR No. 905/14 U/S 435/147/149 PPC, 1o falsely involve him in this case.
2. PROCEEDING:

torture. He further alleged that the SHO has forged the name Ahmed into Amjad in case

The following Police Officials and Civil persons attended  the enquiry

proceedings held in the Office of the undersigned and thetr statements were recorded.

I Amjad Khatah Qureshi /0 Umer Khatb Queeshi R/Q Ghazi Kot Towaship.
(Applicant). | |

.- Muhammad Jamshaid $/0O Taj Muhammad R/O Chechan Parenha Manschra.

1. Muhammad Sajid Farooq S Police Line Manschra.

iv.  Muhammad Muneer SO P.S Dassu District Kohistan, the then Investigation

Officer P.S City.Manschra. ,
v. - Chanzeb IHC Investigation Staff P.S City Manschra.
vi. Fady Constable Bushra PS City Manschra.

vii.  Waqgas Ahmed No. 1089 MM PS City Manschra. )

3. FINDINGS:

|. Raid was legal /illepal.

St Sajid Farocg the then SHO PS City receiving credible
information that 3 Pos concerned FIR No. 905/14 and 904/14 Aname!'y Gulfaraz
Qureshi, Amjad Quréshi Ss/O Umer Khatab Qureshi and Wagar S/O Liaquat are

" present in the house of Gulfaraz- Sl Sajid Farooq the then SHO PS City Mansenia

;‘:‘"—"mw wee .,




/

vy

™y ducted raid on the said house and all three Pos we‘;é apprehended. Later it was

> . N A

Kl

ind that the first name of Amjad is written Ahmed by mistake in record but his
sther name and the presence of address were correct. Two oth.{er Pos concerned
n the sarné case cleared any rcasonable doubt that Ahmed m.éy be a different
person. This fact can be verified by entry in DD No. 54 da!ted 8-01-15 attached as
Annexure A. As Sl Sajid Farooq has power to arrest Pos without warrant U/S 54
Cr.P.C and power to enter premises U/S 47 and 48 Cr.P.C, so he legal power to

conduct the raid. Furthermore, as per 0G=-10 section 3.8, PPO has directed SHO to

conduct raid on adobes of POs on regular bases. Arrest of Waqar at the same time

—

and same place eliminates doubt that the raid was manipulated to defame accuse.

2. Presence of lady constable.

As perdaw, it is required Tor Police Officer Lo have presence of Ly constable while

enter in any house where other females are present. Lady Constable Bushra stated

that she was presence during the raid. The fact can be confirmed by the entry DD

m
No. 54 dated 8.1.15 which was entered before the enquiry was started attached as

annexure A.

Y

3. Mansrea of raid

Complainant alleged that Si Sajid Farooq has conducted raid under the pressure,
guidance and sponsorship of his rival namely Raheel S/O Muhammad Bashir R/O

Parhina. He also presented statement showing of hear say evidence where Raheel

disclosed to a Jamshaid Khan S/O Taj Muhammad R/O Parhina Mansehra that Sl

N

Sajid Farooq will arrest Amjad to teach him lesson, Later it was found, Jamshaid had

a criminal record of selling liquor. Raheel has also denied that he made such

statement. As the both concerned persons had criminal record and statement was

based'on necessary evidence, this allegation has to be discredited. Furthermore, if

——

SI Sajid had mansrea, he must have rectified the mistake of first name of Amjad.

Np——

4. Timing of raid.

Complainant has alleged about the time of raid by Police parly that raid was
conducted during late night at 1200 hours. While going through Cr.P.C and Police

Rules, itis found that 51 Sajid had no legal restriction about choosing time of raid to

—

arrest any person_whom he is authorized to arrest, But maorally, it'may he wrong to

P ——————— et

conduct a raid to arrest a person who is running business on main road. On the other

hand, itis also morally and legally wrong for such person wheo kp.gﬁvs ne is concerned

~

- ety a s
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&: 3‘-1 an offence not to cooperate with Police. Therefore, it rhay suggested to CPO to
b Py

@ issue detailed guidelines to curtain powers of Police Cfficer as per modern.times and

—— T —

nature of different offences. Furthermore, Si-has arrested another 11 POs during

[ -

P aaa

vhat month and raid was conducted at midnight which shows it was a routine raid.

3. Forgery of Police record.

Complainant alteped that Sl Sajid Farooq has forged his name from Ahmed to Amjad

in Police Record. On back side of FIR, It was checked and found that there is common

practice that when absconding person is apprehended, re entry of name is rewritten
in blue entry to show that absconder is apprehended. Furthermore, no other
changing was noticed on history sheet, case diaries and register no. 10. So, it is

concluded that forgery was not intended. However, the correction of name was
f

done as per prevalent pfocedure‘ in case diary No. 12 attached as appendix No. B

and parwana is attached appendix No. C.

6. Breaking into of main gate.

Complainant alleged that the gate was broken into by Police. Statements of all |
A e

Dolice Officers who participated Into_the rald denied that pate was not hroken

P s

Furthermore, from personal visit, it was concluded that gate can be easily opened
by climbing up the 5-6feet wall. The pictu'res which are shown are unable to as
certain facts as article 164 of Qanoon-t- Shahadat requires certificates of prope
fuﬂnctioning of camera, original film or digital stamp of genuine
created/accessed/modify date and time. Furthermore, as the house was suspected
lo b a PO SESaid Farowg han powet Loeverd birceals ilnt.u the hotne u/S A7 and a8

Cr.P.C.

7, Carelessness.on part.on complaipant,

On 15" Sep 2014, DFC Sher Muhammad No. 622 went to the complainant Amjad

e

e

with warrant U/S 204 Cr.P.C for attendance in court (attached as annexure D)

agamst Ahmed Qureshi S/O Umer Khatab Qureshi R/O Ghazi Kot. Amjad despite

having similar name, same father name and address and concerned in same offence
stated that he is not known or associated with Ahmed Qureshi S/O Umer Khatab

Qureshi R/O Ghazikot.

Furthermore; he was also shown similar -warrant_on same time /S 204 Cr.P.C

against his brother Gulfaraz, he stated that Gulfaraz is his real brother and | don't

— - I
&
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know his wheroabouts (attached as annex- E) from the above fact it is clear that -

A
e

.
1 q} complaint Amjad knew that his brother is requnred by court and he is also required ¥ N\

/ by court (though his first name was wrong written) but they did not do anything to M

get bail or attend court. Rather, he took it casually for himself:and his brother and

the same thing exploded apain after four months,

8. Wrong date on History Sheet.

S1Saliel Faroog anterad the arrest of Amjad on history sheet with the date af 6-1-15.

However, he arrested him on 8.1.15. This entry seems to be act of carelessness and

—————

such carelessness is not expected from an Officer Incharge of Police Station.

B =R L gy e At =

9, Crimfnal negligence of 1.0.

Muhammad Muneer SI the then OIl P.S City Mansehra submitted to court for
warrant of arrest U/S 204 Cr.P.C without verifying correct name of “Ahmed” and
mislead the whole process. Furthermore, 1.O did not arrest his brother till date who
happens to presence inA the same arca. 1.O also requested court to proceed u/s 87
Cr.P.C n{min without verifying actual name. Furthermore, no proceeding U/S 88
Cr.P.C was carried out ag,amst Guifaraz Who happens to be owner of same property.
The whole incident dld bring bad name to Police all because of negligence and

-———-——-‘\
careless of 1.O. he also proceeded absentia proceedings U/S 512 Cr.P.C against a

e

person without verifying.

0. Criminal name of DFC.

DEC Sher Muhammad No. 622 while unable to find Ahmed instead of informing 1.0

——————

that such person does not exist suppested that Ahmeaed is absconding, and preventing

arrest. This misleads the whole process. if name was corrected on the first instance,

the whole situation may have been avoided.

Recommendaticns.

1. SI Sajid Farooq may be awarded minor punishmont for mistakenly writing wrong

date of arrest on history sheet, SEShould be counsel for use of lepitimate powaers
—

wilh caution.

2. Muhammad Munir S the then fnvestigation Officer PS City Mansehira may_he

awarded major punishment for his criminal negligence of verifying correct name of

r—




‘\‘

o o
person and h:s |nab|I|ty to arrest Gulifaraz and Ahmed who were present in the’
—

markets this creatmg whole situation. He also commenced absentla proceeding

u/s 512 Cr.P.C against a person which identity was not confirmed.

—_—

DFC misleads 1.0 and court while processing u/s 204 Cr.P.C warrant, so major

e

punishmaoent is also supgested against him.,

ftis also m[ pmtm! llml Investipation I)mnch may be informed for not proceeding

U/S 512 Cr P.C waLhout verlfymg the actual :dent:ty of persons It is'also suggested

that operatlon branch may be informed that SHO or Police Ofﬁcer may go through

complete case file of POs while app’rehending them instead of going to PO list of

register No. 10. Guidelines may also be issued for times of raids during day in

normal cases instead of leaving it to instead of leaving it to then common sense.

Fras) i
ASP/S alako
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Commendation Certificate

Class |
gmntec{ by

NASIR KHAN DURRANT
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' Inspebt’or General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

MR,SAJID FAROOQ SI SHO PS CITY.

HARIPUR

« __FOR HIS GOOD Pﬁﬁ?&ﬂﬁlﬁéE OF DUTY

//

Dated /3 /25/20/Y

kg Q’\/\.ﬁ) @4\.}2&&/\,‘9 @up@.&’uw%e Y. @u\.}) @u\.ﬁ.@u\) 3,38,
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(CASH REWARD OF RS.10,000/—).

(NASIR KHAN DURRANI)

Inspector General of Police
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Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
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CLASS

Granted by

inspector General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

To SI SAJID FAROOQ SHOPS CITY. .
-Son of _
District : HARLPUR

- in.Recognition of
CASE FIR NO,85%5 DA'%BD ‘%.8.9014 U/s z265=-A PPC PS CITY,

‘C \ .
spector General o Q
KHDUNKHWA—_PRS.
NSO <! Ty - A
R e Yol LR S0y ) SR
i

Dated 1S /=8 /201
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¥ BEFORE HONOURABLE REGIONAL POLICE OFFICER,
. HAZARA REGION, ABBOTTABAD.

THROUGH PROPER CHANNEL:

T et

DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL AGAINST ORDER OB NO.39
DATED 18-02-2015 PASSED BY THE DISTRICT POLICE
OFFICER, MANSEHRA WHEREBY THE APPELLANT HAS BEEN
AWARDED WITH THE MAJOR PENELTY OF REDUCTION IN

RANK FROM SUB. INSPECTOR TO ASSTT. SUB. INSPECTOR
WITH EFFECT FROM 18-02-2015. ’

PRAYER: ON ACCEPTANCE OF INSTANT DEPARTMENTAL
APPEAL THE IMPUGNED ORDER DATED 18-02-2015 MAY
GRACIOUSLY BE SET ASIDE AND_THE APPELLANT BE
RESTORED IN THE RANK OF SUB. INSPECTOR FROM THE
DATE _OF REDUCTION IL.E. 18-02-2015 WITH ALL
CONSEQUENTIAL SERVICE BACK BENEFITS. ’ ‘

Respected Sir,

i. That the District Police Officer, Mansehra vide his order OB
No.39 dated 18-02-2015 has awarded the appellant with the
penalty of reduction in rank from 'Sub. Inspector to Assistant

| , Sub. Inspector. (Copy of order dated 18-02-2015 is
attached herewith as “A"). ' '

2. That the impugned order of the District Police Officer,
Mansehra is _i!iegzii, uniawful, _against' the facté &
circumstances and passed in utter violation of mandatory
statutory provision of law, passed without adhering to the
inquiry procedure, departmental rules énd regulations and in

a slipshod & perfunctory manner; hence liable to be set aside.

FACTS:

3. That the fact is that while appellant posted as S.H.0. at City

_Police Station, Mansehra received a spy information between

the night of 07 & 08 January 2015 that Proclaimed Offender




namely Gulfaraz Qureshi S/O Umar Khattab Qureshi R/O
Ghazikot involved in case FIR N0.905/14 U/S-435/147/149

PPC was available in his house. Believingj the information as

true the appellant alongwith police party including lady
constable Bushra No.1168 and Investigating Officer THC/INV

“Chan Zeb conducted the raid and P.O. Gulfrai was arrested.

That during raid the informer also told that P.O. Amjad (real

brother of PO Gulfraz) whose name had wrongly been
inserted in the record as “Ahmed” instead of “Amjad” involved,

in FIR N0.905 was also available in the house. So he‘,\was also

arrested. Both were confined in Lock-up. THC/INV. Chan Zeb.
was directed to take legal steps with regard to

verification/correction of the name of PO Amjad. (Copy of

DD Mad No.54 dated 08-01-2015 is attached as “B").

That while appellant conducting the said raid had acted in

accordance the provisions contained in Police Rules-1934 and

-

Criminal Procedure Code and complying with all departmental -

rules and regulations, directives and -instructions, police
discipline and norms of ethics. No stone was left unturned in
discharge of his assigned duties and that too with full care ,

caution and sense of responsibilities as a Police Officer.

“That so far recording’ name of the PO as “Ahmed instead of

Amjad” is ceoncerned the same was inserted by the then

Investigating Officer Munir ASI in Zimnies at the time °

investigation and was later on verified as “Amjad” through
statement’ of Mohammad Hafeez S/O Mohammad Sadig,
accused in FIR No.902 dated 22-08-2014. The statement of
Hafeez was obtained by IHC through application with the
permission of Judicial Magistrate-I, Mansehra. Further it was.
the duty .of Moharrir Staff to keep the correct record. I had

acted honestly while arresting said Proclaimed Offenders. I

did not do anything beyond my official duties, responsibilities .
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and jurisdiction. (Copies of FIR NO.905, History sheet,

Zimnies, Application for recording statement of Hafuz,

Order of JIMIC Mansehra, Statement of Hafeez areQ
attached herewith). '

That the District Police Officer, Mansehra served the
appellant thh the Show Cause Notice which was duly replied
by the appeliant explammg all facts, curcumstances and Iegal

position of the matter. (Copies of the Show Cause Notice

‘and its reply are attached).

That against his said arrest the PO Amjad made a complaint

to the District Police Officer, Mansehra wherein he alleged

that “Saiid_Faroog the SHO PS City Mansehra on the night

between 7-8/01/2015 alonawith police party illegally raided

the applicant house and broke the méin gate of his house.

The incident caused defamétion to his family reputation and

mental torture. He further alleged that the SHO has forged
the name Ahmed into Amjad in cCase FIR No0.905/14 U/S-

435/147/149 PPC to falsely involve him in this case”. The said

applscatlon was sent to ASP Balakot for Enquiry vnde Dairy
No.862 dated 22-01-2015.

That Mr. Hasam Bin Igbal, ASP/SDPO, Balakot was appointed
as his- Enquiry Officer to check the-legality and true facts
behind raid and arrest of Amjad Qureshl (P.0. Complainant).

That Enquiry Offlcer whne concluding the enquiry submltted
his findings exoneratmg the appellant of the charges leveled
and declared him as innocent in this regard. In his enquiry

findings, the Enquiry Officer submitted his report that:

| a) SHO PS City receiving credible information that 3. POs

concerned FIR N0.905/14 & 904/15 namely Guizar ‘Amjad

& Waqar present in the house of Gulzar conducted raid on



@)

said house and all 03 Pos were apprehended. Lafer it was
found that the first name of Amjad is written as Ahmed by
mistake in record but his father's name & address were
correct. SHO had powers to arrest POs without Warrant,
enter the house to arrest and conduct raid under CrPC.
Further Arrest of PO Wagar at the same time and at the
same place eliminates doubt that the raid was manibuléted
to defame accuse. Funjther Lady Constable Bushra stated
that she was present during the raid. |

b) While going through police rules, it is found that SI

d)

Sajid had no legal restriction about choosing time of -
raid to arrest any person whom he is authorized to
arrest.

No other changing was noticed on history sheet, case
diaries and register No.10. So it is concluded that forgery
was not intended. However, the correction of name was

done as per prevalent procedure.

Carelessness on part of complainant. On 15-09-2014, DFC
Sher Mohamméd No.622 went to the complainant Amjad
with warrant U/5-204 Cr.PC for attendance in court against
Ahmed Qureshi 5/O Umar Khatab Qureshi R/O Ghazi Kot.

~ Amjad despite having similar name, same father name and

address and concerned in same offence stated that he is
not known or associated with Ahmed Qureshi S/O Umar
Khatab Qureshi R/O Ghazi Kot. '

Recommendation. SI Sajid Faroog may be awarded minor

punishment for mistakenl@y writing wrong date of arrest on
histofy sheet. SI should be counsel for use of legitimate
powers with caution. (Copies of Warrant, DFC Report
and.Findings of Enquiry are attached).
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That after his posting on 13-11-2014 as SHO PS City
Mansehra, the appellant had a task to arrest a large
number of Proclaimed Offenders. As appeliant was a
new one over there and did not know that PO Amijad -
was runnmg busmess at main KKH. At the time of
arrest of PO Gu!fraz and Wagqar, mformer told the
appellant that POs Amjad was also available in that
house. He arrested not only PO Amjad rather 12 Pos in
a very short time i.e. from 28- 11-2014 to 08 01 2015.

_The arrest of proclaimed offenders was necessary and

therefore raid was essential and in accordance with

law. (List of arrested Pos is attached herewith).

That not only the char.ge leveled against the appellant is
incorrect even he has been condemned unheard. He waé\
never provided with a chance of personal hearing rather he
was awarded Major Penalty on flimsy grouﬁdé and that too

without any proof or fault on the part appeliant.

That before issuing Charge Sheet or appointment of Enquiry
Officer the appellant was not asked for to explain about his
omission/commission, if any, nor was any enquiry conducted
in this regard. Thé appellant has~ been awarded the Méjor'
Penalty of reduction in rank on the basis of false, fabricated
and -concocted complaint filed by complalnant PO Amjad on .

account of his arrest in criminal case.

That in view of the facts and CIrcumstance ‘explained here

above by stretch of no lmaglnation the appellant could be

" held responsible for the allegation as mentioned in the Show

Cause Notice.
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That appellant always performed his assigned duties with

devotlon dexterity, honesty and never provided a chance of

- reprimand to his officers. Appellant has excellent rather

meritorious service record at his credit. -

That due to hlS tremendous serv:ces in the Police Force the
appellant was promoted from the rank of A.S.I. to Sub.
Inspector and was also awarded with. commendation

certificates-as well as cash rewards on different occasions by
his worthy High-Ups.

That the Appellant has been awarded with the Major Penalty
of reduction in rank from Sub. Inspector to ASI illegally,
unfawfully against the facts and circumstances without any

reason -and rhyme, hence this Departmental Appeal, inter
alia, on the following:

GROUNDS

That the impugned order dated 18-02-2015 is illegat,
unlawful passed in slipshod, Cursory in manner, ‘

superﬂc:ally, contrary to facts on record thus is liable to be
set aside.

That the appellant has been awarded the Major Penalty of
reduction in rank from Sub Inspector to ASI dtspensmg‘
with full fledged inquiry contrary to the requirements of
statutory mandatory prows:ons of law in the cases of
awardlng Major Penalty, hence the |mpugned order is

liable to be turned down straight way...

That no Charge Sheet/Statement of allegation was issued
" to appellant while conducting so-called' Enquiry against
him. ¢ - ’




iv)

vi)

vii)

That so-called Enquiry ‘Officer while submitting his findings
has exonerated the appellant of the charge leveled agamst
and declared all the acts done and steps taken by the
appellant during the conduction of raid as. legal, in
accordance with Law, Police Rule, Cr.P.C and Dlscnplme
Enquiry Officer recommended only Minor Penalty for

the appeilant.

' That the District Police Officer, Mansehra

(Competent Authority) while awarding Major Penalty
to the appellant contrary to the recommendation of
Enquiry Officer has ndt recorded any reason for
disagreeing with Enquiry Officer which was
mandatory under the statutory provisions of law

thus the impugned order is liable to be set aside.

That the appellant while conducting the said raid had.acted
in accordance the provisions contained in Police Rules-
1934 and Cr!mmat Procedure Code and complying with ali

departmental rules and reguiations, directives and

' mstruchons police discipline and norms of ethics with full

sense of responsibilities as a Police Officer and the

-~ allegation are mcorrect and baseless; hence the penalty

awarded on the basis of such complaint is against the law
and natural justice and the impugned orders needs to be .
discarded. |

That the appellént was never provided with the findings of
mqunry before issuing of Show Cause Notice which s

mandatory under the law. (Findings attached with this

- appeal were obtained by the appellant after awax_"dmg

penalty and that too on his specific written request).



viii) That no Final Show Cause Notice was ever issued to the
, apbel!aht'before awarding the major penalty of reduction

in rank thus impugned order is liable to be set aside. -

iX) That the appellant was never provided with the opportunity
) of personal hearing before awarding major penalty with is
mandatory under the law, hence the impugned need to be

tur_ned down.

'x)  ° That the appellant is a young, energetic, literate ad
experienced police officer with good reputation and

exemplary service record.
PRAYER:

Sir; in view of the facts and cichmstances narrated here above, it
is- earnestly prayéd that the impugned Qrder\dated 18-02-2015 may
graéiously'be set aside and the appellant be restored in his rank of
‘Sub. Inspector from the-date of his reduction i.e. 18-02-2015 with
all conseguential service back benefits: Thanking you sir (0

anticipation. e
You're obedient Servant

(SAJID FAROOQ)
ASSISTANT SUB. INSPECTOR
: S POLICE MANSEHRA
Dated 24 -08-2015 s
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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER - PAKHTUNKHWA

PESHAWER
Appeal No. 677/2015

Sajid Farooq Sl ..................... e ...Appellant.

- Versus
1. Provincial Police Officer, Knyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
2. Deputy Inspector General of Police, Hazara_ Region, Abbottabad

3. District Police Officer, Mansehra................. , Respondents.

WRITTEN REPLAY ON BEHALF OF RESPONDENTS 1 to 3.
Respectfully Sheweth:

Preliminary Objection

ij natl the oppeul is noi D(]oed on facts and appeiiari nas
go’r no cause of Oc,hon locus ;Tondr

iij That the appealis not maintainable in its present form.

i} That the appeal is bad for non—joindef of nec_eésory and

mis-ioinder of unnecessary parties.

i) That the appeliant is estopped by his own conduct to file

-the appeal.
v} That ihe appeal is barred by law and Iimifof'ibn. .
’vi}i That fhe appeliani has not come to the Honorabie
fribunal with clean hands. |
viij That the appellant has subprﬁéssed the original fact from
 this honorable Tribunal hence, the appellant is  not

entifled for any relief and appeal is liable to be dismissad.

viii} That the competent authority issued the order dated 'i 8~ .

02-2015 ofter fulfilment of all the codel formadiities, hence

the appeal is liable to be dismissed.

FALTS:

1. Correct. :

}ncorrs’c; nence denied. The respendents acted-
scordance with law and rules.

3. im appellant, while posted as SHO Police Sta’uon City
Meansehra has conducted raid on the house of one Amjad
Khitab Qureshi S/o Umer Khitab r/o Ghazikot Township
Mansehra arrested him and his brother Gulfaraz maltreated




their family, threatened them with dire consequences and
changed the name of amjad khitab Qureshi from Ahmad tc
Amjad in the police record.

4. Correct. The appeliam raided the house of Po Gulfaraz

Qureshi involved in case vide FIR No.905/14 u/s -

435/147/149 PPC Police Station City. In this regard a
preliminary enquiry has been conducted by Superintendent
of Investigation Battagram which™ termed the. raid as
unnecessary as the said PO was running the business on
main Karakorum Highway road where he could have been
arrested easily.

5. The appellant also arrested brother of above PO and
¢hanged his name in the Police record from Ahmad to
Amjad.

6. Correct. The name of Amjad Qureshi was mcorporated
later on of after his arrest during the raid on his house
whereas the name of Ahmad s/o umer Khitab was written
in the statement of complainant.

7. The appellant raided the house of Amjad Khitab Qureshi

and arrested him from his house. It is pertinent to mention

that said person was running business on main Karakorum

Highway road where he could have been arrested without

any difficulty. The appellant along with IO of ine Case

changed the name in the case file and shown Amjad

Qureshi. The 10 of the case Sl Munir was also proceeded

against and awarded major punishment.

Correct.

Incorrect, hence denied, detail reply has been given in

- proceeding paras.

10. Correct to the extent of arrest of PO. The appellant could
have arrested the PO. Amjad Qureshi from his shop on
main Karakorum Highway road .But the appellant along
with investigation officer of the case changed the name of
one Ahmad to Amjad Qureshi and arrested him from his
House thus created the whole situation.

11 Correct.

12. All the proceeding has been don as per Law & rules by
the competent authority.

13. Correct. The appellant submitted reply to the show causes
notice which was found not satisfactory by the competent
authority.

14. Incorrect. The enquiry officer did not exonerate the
appellant from the charges leveled against in the charge
sheet.

15. Incorrect. The appellant was- heard i person and
fulfillment of codal formalities the appellant was after
awarded punishment. '

16. Incorrect. The appeilant has committed serious
misconduct. Keeping in view the seriousness of allegation,
the appellant was ordered to be dismissed from service.
But the competent authority taken the lenient view of the
matter only awarded punishment of reducation from

© o



officiating rank which under the rule is no punishment. The
appellant has been promoted again to the:rank of off|0|at|ng
Sub-Inspector.

17. Incorrect, hence denied all the proceeding has been don
by authority as per Law & rules.

18. The charges leveled against appellant are correct He was
given full opportunely to defend his case.

19. Subject to proof.

20. Subject to proof.

21. Incorrect. '

22. The appeal is not maintable on the following grounds.

Grounds :

Vi

vii.

viii.

Incorrect. The impugned order was lawful and passed after
giving the appellant the chance of defense. |

Incorrect. The order 6f dismissal was passed after fulfillment
of mandatory requirements of Law. Moreover, under the Law
reducation from officiatiﬁg rank is not punishment.

Incorrect. The punishment awarded to the appellant was
perfectly in awardance with Law and rules and all the legal
formalities have been fulfilled.

Incorrect. . A

Incorrect .The appellant was properly, summoned by the
Enquiry officer and waé provided with opportunity to appear
and defend his case. ‘ |
Incorrect.

Incorrect. The case of appellant is totally based on
documentary evidence;, he committed gross misconduct by
committihg unnecessary raid and forgery in the record of case.
Incorrect. The enquiry officer recorﬁmended the appéllant for
punishment which was appropriate. '

Incorrect. The competent authority awarded the punishment of
reducation which is fuliy commensurate with the gravity of

allegation.

“Incorrect. The said raid was unnecessary as the appellant

could have arrested the POs along with Amjad Quershi easily
as he is running the business on main Karakorum Highway

road. Moreover,Ainitially the name Amjad was not written in the



criminal case. The change in thé record from Ahmad to Amjad

was done subsequently during the investigation.

xi. Incorrect. The appellant was provided with all the énquiry
papers.

xii.  Incorrect.

xiii. Incorrect. The appellant was awarded full opportunity of

bersonal hearing. The appellant appeared before the

competent authority but he could not convince the authority,

hence rightly awarded the punishment of reduction of rank.
xiv. Pertains to record which is of worth perusal.

PRAYER:

Under the circumstance it is humbly prayed that the appeal
may kindly be dismissed with cost.

Vg
“Provincial Poli / 1{ V

Khyber Pakhtufikhwa Peshawar
(Respondent No.1)

Hazara Region, Abbdttabad.
" (Respondent No.2)

mist[iet.pcsl@f\fﬂer,

Mansehra ,
(Respondent No.3)




BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRUIBUNAL PESHAWAR

service Appeal No.677/2015.

Sajid Farooq Sl.....covvvvievniiiininininicinnnn. (PETITIONER)

Versus

Inspector General of Police Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,

Peshawar and others............c.eenco (RESPONDENTS)

AFFIDAVIT

We respondents do solemnly affirm and declare that
the contents of the comments are true ond correct to our
knowledge and belief and that nothing has been concealed

from this honorable tribunal.

)
!ns.'p'ecfor General of Police,
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar
(Respondent No.1)

Dy: Inspectér Generdd of Police,
Hazara Region, Abbottabad
(Respondent No.2)

District-Police Officer,
Mansehra
(Respondent No.3)
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s .- BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL
- ' - PESHAWAR

" Appeal No. 677/2015
" Sajid Faroog SI  V/S  PPO, KPK etc

SERVICE APPEAL
- RE-JOINDER ON BEHALF OF APPELALNT

- Respectfully Sheweth:-
: PRELIMINARY OBJECTION

The contents of written reply with regard to prehmmaw ob]ectlon ?

i.e. (i) to (viii) being against the facts and law, hence denied and
that of appeal are correct.

. EACTS

The contents of written reply with regard to facts i.e. (1) to (22)

‘being against the facts and law, hence denied and that of appeal are
correct. _

GROUNDS

The contents of written reply with regard to Ground i.e. (1) to (xiv)

_ being against the facts and law, hence denied and that of appeal are
correct. .

- ea e mm e oAAM kL s A e M s elh e e emmc b oo eie - emaures Ak e ave nmmmdm = e+ e

PRAYER

It is therefore humbly prayed that on acceptance of mstant appeal .

_ the impugned order dated 18.02.2015 may graciously be set aside .
and the appellant be restored in his rank of Sub Inspector from the
date of his reduction i.e.  18.02.2015 with all consequent service

_back benefits. Any other relief which this Honourable Tribunal
deems fit may also be granted.

Dated 21— 1/-22/ é - Appellant 7

Through Counsel Muhammad Aslam Tanoli A=

~ Advocate High Court
At Haripur

Yeocw il e D e e 3 . [P
TR e & TS . .




BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKH WA SER VIC'E TRI BUNAL
’ PESHA WAR

" Appeal No. 677/2015
Sa]Id Farooq SI v/s PPO, KPK etc

SERVICE APPEAL :
RE-JOINDER ON BEHALF OF APPELALNT

" Respectfully Sheweth:-
PRELIMINARY OBJECTION

The contents of written reply with regard to prellmlnary objection

i.e. (i) to (viii) being against the facts and law, hence denied and
that of appeal are correct.

FACTS

The contents of written reply with regard to facts i.e. (1) to (22)

» being against the facts and law, hence denied and that of appeal are
correct.

GROUNDS

The contents of written reply with regard to Ground i.e. (i) to (xiv)

being against the facts and law, hence denied and that of appeal are
correct. :

PRAYER ——————— = g Y G UV

It is therefore humbly -prayed that on acceptance of mstant appeal .
the impugned order dated 18.02.2015 may graciously be set aside

‘and the appellant be restored in his rank of Sub Inspector from the

date of his reduction i.e.  18.02.2015 with all consequent service
back - benefits. Any other relief WhICh thlS Honourable Tnbunal .
deems fi t may also be granted ‘

Dated 20—/~ l‘a//s

Appellant -

p Helo—

Through Counsel Muhammad Aslam Tanoli )

Advocate High Court
At Haripur
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- PESHAWAR g :

eal No. 677/2015 =

Sajld Farooq SI »VIS ‘ppo,'r(m_( etc

SERVICE APPEAL ST
RE-JOINDER ON BEHALF OF APPELALNT L

__________,_.__.—.-—-—-—————-—-——-

' Respectfully Sheweth -

: PRELIMINARY OBJ ECTION

The contenl's of written reply W|th regard to prellmlnary objection .
i.e. (i) to (viii) being against the. facts and law, hence denied and -
' that of appeal are correct. o

,FAcn;

The contents of written reply with regard to facts i.e. (1) to (22)" s '
being agamst the facts and law, hence demed and that of appeal are

correct

,AGROUNDS

The contents of wrltten reply with regard to Ground i.e. (i) to (xrv)' L
- being against the facts and law, hence demed and that of appeal are

~ correct.

- PRAYER -

It is therefore humbly prayed that on acceptance of mstant appeal .-
the impugned order dated 18.02.2015 may graciously be set aside

and the appellant be restored in his rank of Sub Inspector from the
date of his reduction i.e.” 18.02.2015 with all consequent service
back benefits. Any other relief which thIS Honourable Trlbunal'
> deems fit may also be granted.

Dated & 2 /) — W/é - Appellant
h 'lhrough Counsel Muhammad Aslam Tanoli .
' : Advocate High Court '

At Hanpur




BEFORE' THE KI‘IYBER PAKHWNKHWA SER VICE TRIBUNAL

_____—_..___.___—-——————-———-——

PESHA WAR

| Qgeal No. 577[2015 S

Sa3|d Farooq ST ~'V_/S' PPO KPK etc

- 'SERVICE APPEAL
RE-JOINDER ON BEHALF OF APPELALNT

‘ Respectfully Sheweth -

: PRELIMINARY OBJECTION

FACTS

" The contents of written reply with regard to facts i.e. (1) to (22)‘

being agalnst the facts and law, hence denied and that of appeal are
correct. _ .

’ GROUNDS ‘ .
The contents of written reply with regard to Ground Le.:(i) to (xnv)

, The contents of written “reply wnth regard to prellmmary ob]ectlon
e (i) to (vm) being against the. facts and Iaw, hence demed and
- that of appeal are correct. - - : .

being against the facts and law, hence demed and that of appeal are’

correct.

<

PRAYER

Itis therefore humbly prayed that on acceptance of mstant appeal -
the impugned order dated 18.02.2015 may graciously be set aside .
and the appellant be restored in his rank of Sub Inspector from the
date of his reduction i.e.” 18.02.2015 with all consequent ‘service . -

back benefits. ‘Any other relief  which thlS Honourable Trlbunal-

deems fit rnay also be granted.

Dated '2’7/‘ / /- Appellant

Through Counsel Muhammad Aslam Tahoh
Advocate High Court

At Hanpur




KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

No 434 /ST ) Dated 01 /03/2018

To

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

Subject: ORDER/IUDGEMENT IN APPEAL NO._ _ 677/2015, MR. SAJID
- FAROOQ. :

[ am directed to forward herewith a certified copy of Judgment/Order
dated 22 / 02/2018 passed by this Tribunal on the above subject for strict compliance.

Encl: As above \

: REGIST%;
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA

9/(7/ SERVICE TRIBUNAL
PESHAWAR.




