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SA No. 13587/2020

Appellant in person present. Mr. Asif Masood Ali Shah,02.02.2023

Deputy District Attorney alongwith Sher Mohsin, Inspector (Legal)

for the respondents present.

Appellant requested for adjournment oh the ground that his

learned counsel is not available today due to strike of lawyers.

Adjourned. To come up for arguments on 10.05.2023 before the

D.B.
V

(FARED AUL) 
Member(E)

(SALAH-UD-DIN) 
Member (J)
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Learned counsel for the appellant present. Mr. 

Kabirullah Khattak, Additional.. Advocate General for the ■ 

respondents present.

25"'Ju!v 2022 1

Learned counsel for the appellant seeks adjournment in 

order to properly assist the Court. To come up for arguments 

on 20.10.2022 before the D.B.

I

QH
(Kalim Arshad Khan) 

Chairman
(Salah-Ud-Din) 

Member (J)
■ti

20“’ Oct, 2022 Learned counsel for the appellant present. Mr. 

Kabirullah Khattak, Addl: AG for respondents present.

Learned counsel for the appellant seeks adjournment 

on the ground that he has not prepared the case. To come 

up for arguments on before D.B.
.J

(FareenaPaulj
Member(Executive)

(Kalim Arshad Khan) 
Chairman

ih20"' Dec. 2022 Appellant alongwith counsel present. Mr. Asif Masood Ali

Shah, Deputy District Attorney for the respondents present.

Learned counsel for the appellant sought adjournment in

order to further prepare the brief. Granted. To come up for

arguments on arguments on 2.2.2023 before the D.B.

(FAREEHA PAtTL) 
IVlember(E)

(ROZINA REHMAN) 
Member (J)
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S.A No. 13587/2020

Mr. Arbab Saif-ul-Kamal, Advocate, for the, appellant 

present. Mr. Riaz Ahmed Paindakhel, Assistant Advocate General : 
for the respondents present.

Learned counsel for the appellant requested for ■
adjournment on the ground that he has not made preparation for 

arguments. Adjourned. To come, up for arguments on
25.02.2022 b^re the D.B.

26.10.2021

1

(SALAH-UD-DIN) 
MEMBER (J)

(MIAN MUHAMMAD) 
MEMBER (E)

Due to retirement of the Worthy Chairman, the

Tribunal is defunct, therefore, case is adjourned to
* \ ^ ’

25.05.2022 for the same as before.

25.02.2022

Counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Asif Masood, 

Deputy District Attorney for the respondents present.

Counsel for the appellant requested for adjournment on-the 

ground that he has not prepared the brief. Adjourned. To come up tor 

arguments on 25.07.2022 before D.B.

25*'^ May, 2022

; - *

i

(K.alim Arshad Khan) 
Chairman

(Fareeha Paul) 
Member(E)
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Due to tour of Camp Court Abbottabad and shortage
of Members at Principal Bench Peshawar, the case is

adjourned to 24.05.2021 before S.B.
1

15.03.2021

24.05.2021 Due to demise of the Worthy Chairman the Tribunal is 

defunct, therefore, case is adjourned to 03.08.2021 for the same 

as before.

Reader

03.08.2021 . Junior to counsel for the appellant and Mr. Kabirullah 

Khattak, Addf. AG alongwith Waseem Abbas, LHC for the 

respondents present.

Written reply/comments have been furnished and 

the same are placed on file. The appeal is entrusted to D.B 

for arguments on 26.10.2021.
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Court of
f..

V /2020Case No.- N*.

Order or other proceedings with signature of judge .Date of order 
proceedings

S.No.

321

The appeal of Mr. Farooq Ali Shah resubmitted today by Mr. 

Saadullah Khan Marwat Advocate may be entered in the Institution Register 

and put up to the Worthy Chairman for proper ordeV please.

04/11/20201-

? -
*,

REGISTRAR ^

This case is entrusted to S. Bench for preliminary hearing to be put
2

up there on

A

w-CHArRMAN

Appellant present through counsel. Preliminary arguments 

heard. File perused. ■

Points raised need consideration. Admitted to regular
• . • _*

hearing subject to all legal objectioftsV The appellant is: 

directed to deposit security and, process fee within 10 days. 
Thereafter, notices be issued' to respondents for written 

reply/comments. To come up for written reply/comments on 

15.03.2021 before S.B.

21.12.2020

/

•A?/;

Appellant Deposited 
Security & Process Fe® >

A*.

.s >:
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I

(Rozin^ehman). 
jyfemb\ (J)
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The appeal of Mr. £uf^n All ShahEx-LHG No. 472 Police Station Chital received today i.e. on

20.10.2020 is incomplete on the following score which is returned to the counsel for the 

appellant for completion and resubmission within 15 days.

Copy of departmental appeal (Annexure-D) is not attached with the appeal which may be 
placed on it.

No.

//-p

ys.T,

72020.Dt.

REGISTRAR^ -

SERVICE TRIBUNAL 
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 

PESHAWAR.
Mr. Saadullah Khan Marwat Adv.

— P

.. ;r

.Sv«:vU't' ly-lbuHaJ

Oiary Nv.

°mPb2o

i.i-
:r---

w
■< ■

... -P
.1

..y

'•
T

:.£ixm



BEFORE THE KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

S.A. No; //2020

D.P.O & othersFarooq AN Shah versus

INDEX

S. No. Documents Annex P. No.

1-3Memo of Appeal1.
"A" 4-52. Charge Sheet dated 08-02-2019

3. "B" 6Reply to Charge Sheet, 08-02-2019

"C"4. 7Dismissal order dated 09-04-2019

5. "D" 8Representation dated 26-04-2019

6. " ^" 9Rejection order dated 08-11-2019
\\7. 10Mercy Petition dated 13-07-2020

8. "G" 11Rejection Order dated 04-08-2020
Application for copies dated 09-10- 
2020

9. 12

Appellant
Through

cv_>>

Saadullah Khan Marwat 
Advocate
21-A, Nasir Mansion, 
Shoba Bazaar, Peshawar 

, Ph: 0300-5872676 
0311-9266609Dated 19-10-2020
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BEFORE KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

72020S.A No.

Farooq Ali Shah S/0 Kamel Shah, 

R/0, Utrish, Chitrai,

Ex - LHC No. 472,

Police Station, Chitrai.......... .. . Appellant

Versus

1. District Police Officer, Chitrai.

2. Regional Police Officer,

Malakand Region at Swat.

3. Provincial Police Officer,

RespondentsKP, Peshawar

«< = >0< = ><»< = >0< = ><=>

APPEAL U/S 4 OF SERVICE" TRIBUNAL ACT, 1974

AGAINST OFFICE ORDER NO. 2528>34/E-II, DATED

09-04-2019 OF R. NO. 1, WHEREBY APPELLANT WAS

DISMISSED FROM SERVICE OR OFFICE ORDER NO,

12063/E DATED 08-11^2019 OF R. NO. 2. WHEREBY

DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL OF APPELLATN WAS FILED

OR OFFICE ORDER NO. 3173/20. DATED 04-08-2020

OF R. NO. 03, WHEREBY REVISION PETITION OF

APPELLANT WAS REJECTED,
0< = ><»< = ><^C>< = >'0< = ><»

Respectfully Sheweth;

That appellant was enlisted, in the year 2004 as Constable and 

qualified the recruit course in the year 2005.

That on 08-02-2019, appellant was served with Charge Sheet and 

Statement of Allegations that he extended close contacts with 

drug dealers and reportedly getting money, chars and other favor 

from them. He was involved in the Racket of supporting and Spy 

drug dealers and providing .legal assistance in releasing them on 

bail. (Copy as annex "A")

1.

2.
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That on 08-02-2019, appellant replied the said Charge Sheet by 

frequently denying the allegations. (Copy as annex "B")

3.

That perhaps enquiry into.the matter was initiated and the same 

was not conducted as per the mandate of law. No statement of 

any concerned was recorded in presence of appellant nor he was 

afforded opportunity of cross examination what to speak of 

providing him chance of self-defense.

4.

That it was mandatory for the authority to serve appellant with 

Final Show Cause Notice but failed to do so.

5.

That on 09-04-2019, appellant was dismissed from service by R. 

No. 01 with immediate effect. (Copy as annex "C")

6.

That on 26-04-2019, appeliant submitted departmental appeal 

^before R. No. 2 for re-instatement igito service which was filed on 

08-11-2019. (Copies ^s annex "D" & "E")

7.

That on 13-07-2020, appellant, subtnitted Revision / Mercy 

Petition before R. No. 3 for reinstaterpent in service which was 

rejected on 04-08-2020. The same was received from the office 

on 09-10-2020 as per application for the purpose on 09-10-2020. 

(Copies as annex "F”, "G" & "H")

8.

Hence this appeals, inter alia, on the following grounds:

GROUNDS:

That appellant was Detective Foot Constable (DFC) and his duty 

was to serve concerned with summons for proceedings.

a.

That appellant has no concern with the allegations tented in the 

Charge Sheet / Statement of Allegation.

b.

That no enquiry into the matter was initiated by the Inquiry 

Officer as per the mandate of Law. No statement of any 

concerned was recorded in presence of appellant nor he was 

afforded opportunity of cross examination being mandatory.

c.
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That appellant was never served with any Final Show Cause 

Notice what to speak about the supply of enquiry proceedings.

d.

That SHO namely Muftah-ud-Din of Police Station Chitral was 

involved in such like activities but he was let free and appellant 

was made escape-goat, being subordinate and low paid 

employee. „ , ■

e.

That appellant rendered 15 years service to the department but 

no benefit of the same was ever ,extended to him in shape of 

pensionary benefits for the family..

f.

That the impugned orders are not per the mandate of law and are 

based on malafide. -
g-

It is, therefore, most humbly prayed that on acceptance of the 

appeal, orders dated 09-04-2019, 08-11-2019 and 04-08-2020 of the 

respondents be set aside and appellant be reinstated in service with all 

back benefits, with such other relief as may be deemed proper and just 

in circumstances of the case.

Appellant

Through

Saadullah Khan Marwat

Arbab Saiful Kamal

0

A awaz

AdvocatesDated 19-10-2020
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My ihis office order will dispose off the departmental enquiry against Constable Farooq Ali 

Shah No.472 Police Lines Chitral,

Brief facts pertaining to the initiation of the enquiry are that as per complaint of SHO PS 

Chitral, the accused Constable during his. posting as DFC in Police station Chitral, had extended close 

contacts with Narcotic/drug dealers in the jurisdiction of PS Chitral and had involved in taking money, Chais 

and other favour from them, in exchange of supporting and spying drug dealers by giving prior information 

to them before their house search and raids for arrestment. »

Mis this acl/omission being a serious crime on the part of a member of Law Enfoicing 

■ Agency and deforming the reputation and credibility of local Police in the eyes of public was penal able 

under disciplinary law/rules hence a departmental action under Police Rules 1975 amended 2014 was 

initiated against him.

)•
I
l

Accordingly he was issued Charge Sheet along with Summary of Allegations and Mr. Noor 

Jamal Addl: SP Chitral was appointed as Enquiry Officer under the referred rule.
t

Record reveals that during the course of enquiry, the delinquent Constable Farooq Ali Shah 

No.472 has been given ample opportunity of hearing & defense. After proper and impartial enquiry, the 

Enquiry Officer found him guilty and in his finding recommended him for Major punishment.

The undersigned perused the enquiry file, all relevant documents, found no material illegality 

or irregularity in the finding (Pf enquiry officer or enquiry proceeding and the charge against the accused 

• have proved beyond reasonable doubts.

issued Final Show Cause Notice vide this office order No.l317/E'Il datedFie vvar.

20.02.2''019, but his reply was not satisfactory.

The accused is 15 times previous convict and has been given major/minor punishment, which 

shows that the accused is a habitual convict and not amendable. During the enquiry he has failed to 

examine the witness and to impeach their credibility.
■ Above ali he himself has admitted his guilt in reply to Charge Sheet and during the enquiry 

proceeding before the Enquiry Officer:
Since the Charge against the accused have proved beyond any shadow of doubt and keeping 

such a criminal minded person in the force is detrimental both for the Force and the public, therefore 

upholding the report/recommendation of the Enquiry Officer the accused LHC Farooq Ali Shah No.472 is 

hereby dismissed from Service with immediate effect in the best interest of the public and Govt: duties.

Order Announced

cross

District Po;lrc'eOffleer

/NO. Z,S2g 3c/ /E-II, Dated Chitral the 
Copy to the;-

1. DSP/HQ Chitral.
2. SDPO Chitral & SHO PS Chitral
3. Rl/LO
4. Pay Officer.
5. EC
6. OHCforOB. 7. Aslam C.O,Security Clarence Form.

*9
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12 Hov. 2019 il:48W PIFPX HO, :03469240402Ffm :DP0 Sl.'JfiT

iMi
9^KIONAL POL™E OfL^CTR. M^LAm^NS

saidushariFswat! \A
Ph: 094MU03R1^8S A Fax Mo. 0946^9340396

Ml

£mailL(i.lPt^ia(akandi^<iiai\oo.com
4^

ORDER:

"Mo. 472 of Chitralill dispojie off appeal of Ex-LHC Farooq All ShahThis order v 
District for reinstatement in service.

■the are^thatLHC farooq A)! Shah No, 472 'Ahile posted as DFC
rs and other favotii

Brief facts O' 

PS Chitral has close contacts wlthnar :olics ^rug dealer and reportedly taking money, chj

them, in exchange of supportlni t and i pying drug dealers by giving prior informal ion to them before
Ouring his total sei'vioc he had been awa-ded 15 minor and

departmentally on
their house search and raids for arre itrnent

tlio appeal in hand he had been proceededmajor punishments on different char jcs. In 
charges that he had been found involved in. the racket of drug dealing and supporting i\c drug dealers, by

f being heard, thegiving prior infonnatioa etc. After providlig al! chance of defense and opportunity' c
AddI; SP Chitral had found the charge against the applicant as provedenquiiy officer Mr. Noor Jamal Khan 

and recommended for major punishm c DPO, Chitral after carefully perusing the Yholc record found
er, hence the same 
ihance of leniency

mt.Tl-
illegality' on the charge of any ma^rial Dfiiri'egularlty in the report of the enquiry offic

was no
no

phcld and as tire charge against tihe acebsed was of serious natuns and there 
k the case, hence he was dismissed from Service by DPC^. Chitral vide his office OB No. 2528-34/E-Tl,
■wasu

dated 09/04/2019. '

He was calhd in Orderly Room on. 23/10/2019 and heai'd hjm In person. His

service raoord shows that prior to this he was removed from service by District Police Officer, Chitral due
012 to 01/C3./2012 and there are also 40 bai entries availableto his long absence with effect from 09/01/2 

in his service record. The appellant alio faile d to produce any cogent reason in his self*c efence. Therefore

his appeal for reinstatement in service is hereby filed.

Order antiourSced-

fficer,
Shprif Swat

Regional P/i

f./E,No.,

j a__/2ni9.Dated
:i Police Officer,

Swat'with reference‘to his office Menj(^^ No._ 3553_/E-!i; dated 15/5/2019 an^ No.
dated 23-10-2019 his Service record albngwi li coriiplete'enquii-y fils are return herewith W record in your

office.

information and necessary action to Distr.iiz forCopy of ftbo

j/W\AA,W\A

Distrirt PeJifie
SVIM"AC LCi ' J L OCiff
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OFFICE OF THE
INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE 

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 
Central Police Office, Peshawar.

dated Peshawar the^ ( /2020./20,■ No. S/'

DSP/PAS,
CPO Peshawar.

TheTo

REQUEST FOR RE>INSTATEMENT IN SERVICE.Subject:

Memo:
Please refer to your office Memo: No. 1825-26/CPO/lAB/PAS, dated 17,07.2020.

The Competent Authority has examined and filed the revision petition submitted by 

Ex-LHC Farooq Ali Shah No. 472 of Chitral district Police against the punishment of dismissal from 

service awarded by District Police Offeer, Chitral vide order No. 2528-34/E-n, dated 09.04.2019,

being badly time barred.
The applicant may please be informed accordingly.•to

"7-m.
(SYEO^NIS-UL-HASSAN)

Registrar,
For Inspector General of Police,

A.
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(2405CPO)c5y^(iyl j/13/07/2020^vyl.(/L<J^c//l>Gl 

JUL~£^>yCL(:/^//^j1JybJ?ii/(Re4nstatement in Service);

I>^j7 L V L Zl 70^12- 7

Li^7y 7/kr^ 1/7J 7^ b(J? Iiji Li^7j0b/'li^7yt/'U>L^ L ^7 U
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• I • V I
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PIJK jTUN KHWA SERVICE TRIHUNAT.. PKSHAWAR.>y

Service Appeal Nn.1.*^.SR7 of: Q2QI

Farooq Ali Shah S/0 Kamel S .iah, 

R/0, Utrish, Chitral,

Ex-LHC No.472,

Police Station, Chitral .Appellant

Versus
1. District Police Officer, Zhitral.

Regional Police Officer Malakand Division at Swat-

Provincial Police Office r, KP, Peshawar............

Index

2.

3. Respondents

S.No. Description of Documimts _ 
Para wise Comments
Authority Letter.

Annex Page No.
1,2

2 3
3 Affidavit 4
4 Counter Affidavit.

Copies of Statement 
Final Show Cause Noti :e and reply 
Dismissal Order
Rejected order Respon dent No.2 ~ 
Rejected order Respoi dent No.3 
Copy of department al; against SHO 
Detail of Previous Con /iction

5If

5 A 1 to A 4 6 to 9
6 ‘ B1&B2 10,117 C 12
8 D 139 E 14

10 F 1 to F 2 15 to 1611 G 1 to G 5 17 to 21

Distrj/ct Police Officer, 
Chitral

t

%
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PIIKHTUN KHWA SFRVTrK TRIRITMAI PRSHAWAR

Service Appeal No.1 ?!KR7 nf ?n?n
1

Farooq Ali Shah S/0 Kamel Shah,. 

R/0, Utrish, Chitral, !

Ex-LHC No.472,

Police Station, Chitral........... Appellant
Versu.s

1. District Police Officer, Chitral.

Regional Police Officer hialakand Division at Swat.. 

Provincial Police Officer :KP, Peshawar................

2.

3. •
Respondents

Para\\dsg Con tinents on behalf nf Respondents. 
Ereliminarv ohjprtinng--
(1} That the appellant has got nu locus standi to.institute the present appeal.
(2] That the appellant has not ccme to the Tribunal with clean hand
(3) That the appealin hand is bi^dly time barred.

On facts;.
1. That para No. 1 relates to record.
2. That para No.2 relates to rec.,)rd.
3. That para No.3 relates to record.
4. That para 4 is denied. Duri: ig the course of enquiry the appellant has been given

opportunity of being heard cross examination and defence..... [Relevant copies
attached as annexure "A 1 tc A 4").

5. That para No.S is incorrect. The appellant has been given final Show Cause notice 
Visa vise heard in Orderly ;-.'oom...
attached as annexure "B 1 & B2").

6. That para No.6 is correct as rTter complying all legal codal formalities and keeping in
view seriousness of the allegation the appellant was dismissed.... [Copy of
dismissal Order is attached a t

7. That Para No.7 is

I
1

(Copy of final Show Cause Notice and reply

s annexure... “C").
^ departmental appeal was rejected by appellate

authorities... (Copy attachei: as annexure " D" ).
8. That Para No.S .is correct to the extent that the appellant had preferred a 

revision/mercy petition to R jspondent No.3, but the same was rejected being badly 
time barred.... (Copy attach id as annexure..." E").

Grounds;- ^
A. Incorrect. A police officer b.side on a specific place of duty is also bound to do 

mu tifanous duties according to need and circumstances when required.
B. Incorrect. During the procee ding the charge against the appellant have proved and



'i

C2)
C. , Incorrect. Proper departrr jntai enquiry has been conducted in course of which all

codal formalities have been complied and the appellant has been 
opportunity of defence anc'hearing..

D. Incorrect. Final Show Cau^e issued to the appellant (Copy already attached as 
annexure B-1 above).

E. Incorrect This shows the exculpatory confession

given full

on the part of appellant The
appellant had ample chance to produce any evidence against SHO if he had 
involvement in such rackeand even could complain to his high ups but he failed. 
The SHO was proceeded afainstdepartmentally with logical end .... (Copies attached 

' as annexure... "F1&F2").
F. Incorrect The charge against the appellant being serious deserve no leniency and 

any favour or to give any b;.:nefit to the appellant
G. That the order of respond|ents is in accordance with law justice and in the best 

interest of thexGovt: Policr-i department and the public as well. Beside the present 
enquiry and conviction, tl.e accused was previously dismissed and convicted 15 
times. Time in again he w,is given to be careful and amend himself and be

any

a good
gentleman, but all proved'futile. His Service Book is full of red entries. [Copies of 
previous dismissal and conviction record attached as annexure "G 1 to G 5").
That keeping of such elements in the force is detrimental to the force and society
and there is nothing malafifle on the part of respondents.

Prayer:
In light of these facts it is humbly prayed that the appeal may be dismissed 
with cost.

1. District Police Officer, Chitral.

2. Regional Police Officers
• i

Malakand Division at Swat' •fficei*;y Regional 

\..5aiau
iOB:

larif, Swat

3. Pro icial Police Office r,KP, Peshawar.

Respondents
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UN KHWA SERVICE TRTRTIMAT.. pfmh&wax>

r

BEFORE THE KHVRFP pit^H V
■:

’ -Service Appeal Nn.l ^'^R? >n i *

*
\

Farooq Ali Shah S/0 Kamel Shiih, 

R/0, Utrish, Chitral,

Ex-LHC No.472,

Police Station, Chitral..

F. /
;

t.

SI Appellant;
I

Versu5;
1. District Police Officer, Chit) al.

Regional Police Officer Mah kand Division 

Provincial Police Officer, KFJ Peshawar....

2.
at Swat.

3.
Respondents

Authority Letfpr (
r .

Mr. Sher Mohsin ul Mulk. fispector Legal, of District Police 

authorized/deputed to proceed to the honorable , Service Tribunal, KPK, Peshawar in 

~|o.v t^ftthe submission of Sprvice Appeal No.i3587 of 2020 Faro6q Ali Shah S/0 

mel Shah, R/O, Utrish, Chitral, Ex-1 HC No.472,Police Station, Chitral.

Chitral is hereby s

•I

■9
—1

1. District Police Officer, Chitral

2. Regional Police Officer, 

Malakand Division at Swr^.t ^ phicef,i^egiortal •» ■

-MM
S^u*Shanf, Swat.

\

3. Provincial i lice Officer, KP, Peshawar.

;

Respondents
. K

;

»!> ams-
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^ BEFORE THE KHYBER PUKH TUN KHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR.

^ Service Appeal Nn.l3587 of 2020

i!

Farooq Ali Shah S/0 Kamel Shah, 

R/0, Utrish, Chitral,
!

_ ■ Ex-LHC No.472,

■ Police Station, Chitral............ ;......Appellant

Versus

1. ' District Police Officer, Chitral.

Regional Police Officer Makkand Division at Swat- 

Provincial Police Officer, K ?, Peshawar...................

4.

5. Respondents

Affidavit
We the following respondents do hereby solemnly affirm that the contents of 

Parawise comments are true to the best of our knowledge and belief and nothing has been 
concealed from the Honorable Tribunal. *

1. District Police Officer, Chitral.

I

2. Regional Police Officer, 

Malakand Division at S wat. icb Officer.X
al^and Region,

Saidu Sharif, Swat

3. Provincial Police Officer, KP, Peshawar.

Respondents

•;
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(5)
BEEPRE the KHYRFR PItKfajN KHWA SFRVirp

Service Appeal Nn.1^-;«7 nficiin1‘

;

Farooq Ali Shah S/0 Kamel Shih, 

R/0, Utrish, Chitral,

Ex-LHC No.472,

Police Station, Chitral

4
!;

■Appellant

Versus
1. District Police Officer, Chteal.

Regional Police Officer Mal^kand Division 

Provincial Police Officer, Kg, Peshawar......:

2.
at Swat.

3.
Respondents

r:
Counter Affit^ayit ;;

■t \

1. District Police Officer, Chitral;

0

2. Regional Police Officer, ! 

Malakand Division at Svy it. Region,
^sairfj^5>nailr,iiyuui -

I

i !v

r*

3. Provincial Police Officer, KP, Peshawar.

Respondents
j
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;

i-mAL SHOW CAU^E NOTJCH

Whereas, as per complaint lodged by SHO PS Chitral vide 

D.D No.15 dated 0^.02.2019, you LHC Farooq All Shah No. 472 whi]'. 

posteci in Police stat on Chitral as DFC have close contacts with narcotie; 

drug deaJers and rep 3rtedly you are taking money, Chars and other favou: 

from them and furtl^er you are involved in the racket of supporting and 

spying dmg dealers and providing them legal assistance in getting bail. You: ■ 

this act shows gre js misconduct on your part as defined in Police. 

Disciplinaiy Rules, 1 .J75 amended 2014.- ,■

You wee issued Charge Sheet along with Sunimaiy' o:' 
allegation, vide this ( ffice No.1565-66/E- U dated 08.02.2019 and Mr. Nooj 

Jamal’Khan Addl: SP Chitral was apipointed as Enquiry Officer.

The Enquiry Officer after proper & impartial enquiry ha; 
found you guilty of n-isconduct and in his finding has recommended you foj 
Major Punishment.

In light of the above reasons you are issued this Final ■ * 

Show Cause Notice -to explain as to why you should not be awarded 

punishment. ' .

• Yoi r written reply if any should reach to the undersigned
within (3) days of the receipt of this notice, otheiwise it shall be presumed 

that you have no defe/ice to put in and in that case an ex-party action shall be 

taken against you. (Cepy of Finding Report is also attached).i

District

/E-I ,
Copy to the LHC Farooq Ali Shah No.472 posted Police ‘

Lincs^Chitral C/0 Line Officer Police Lines Chiti'al.

J3I7No.
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c/4>O.RD.EB

, . . My iliis uffice

-■iiL-Ji No.472 Police Lines Chitr J.
ier will dispose oi^e departndeural enquay agaanst Constable F:aa,o« Aiiq;

c-.-,.. l;: L:r:;:: “:::::: tt " “ “^
contacts with Nm-coti./dru.d 0 ■ t, ' ■ station' Chitral. had extendec close
.0 ““ - M «i. c,„, ■

- .c,.::::zrL::r .. ro

Hts this acb'omis.ion being a serious crime on tlie part of a 

-gency and deforming rite.reputation attd credibility oflooal Police in 
under disciplmaty law/rtdes her ce'a departmental-acti
ioiilaLed against him.

iiieniber of Law Enforcing 
the eyes of public was pena; able 

2DLon.under Police Rules,3975‘*amended
. was

Accordingly he w; 3 isŝ■ued Charge Sheet along witli Summary of Aliegati 
was appoiiuet ^ as Enquiry Officer under the referred i-ule. ' ■ ' " ions aiid -Mr, NoorLcmd Addl: SP Chirral.

Record reveals thao during the
course of enquiry, the deJiuq 

ample oj-joi-tLinity of hearing, & defense.
Constafcle Farooq /|i Shah

proper and impartial enqu ,ry, the-
t nd in his finding recommended him for Major pimiahrnent. ' ;. ’ :' ' '

uemNo.472 has been given
AfterEnquiry Officer found him guilty

The undersigned pc used the enqmry file all 
^regularity in the finding of e, qtury officer or ent 

have proved beyond reasonable dot bis. e

relevant documents, fomid 

enquiry proceeding and the charge against'the
material liJeg'nlity. 

accused '

no.. or

He was issued Fhial Show Cause, Notice 

not sadsfactory. • •
Vide this office order No. 1317/E-ll;' died20.02.2019, but his repljf was

V

The accused is 15 th les previous convict and has been given raajor/minor punishmeni, which 
upnvtct and not amendable. During the enquiry he*has failed

' [im[ [1-1^ accused is a habitm 

examine the wjuiess and to I to erbsspeach their credibility. 
Above all he himsell has admitted'hi 

proceeding before the Enquiry Officer.

im

>3 ^ilt in reply to Charge Sheet and'during tin, etrquly

====",

District PqH
lit^lv^2.g 36/£-lh Dated Chi-ral the 

, Copyiothe;-
T TSP/HQ ChitraJ.

A Pay Officer 
5. EC

.b- OHCforOB.

• No. :
^ 9. / /j q, /gpi^

i C. '
1

inspep^
7. AsJamC.O Security Clarence Fonn.
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12 l4ov. 2019 IIMSAM P-FPX HO. t03469240402;DPO SUAT

<\

OFFICE OF THE
GIONAL POLICE OFFICER. MAE£

SAEDU SHARIF SWAT.
Ptii 0946.03J0Sai~U * PaxNa. 0946-9^0396

■ EHtath dlematakaitdfSlva/Kio.eom !,

T

ismi
Vo. 472ofChilralill dis lose off appeal of £x*LHC Farooq All Shal1 115 order y 

District for reiasutcmetvt ti Mrytoo.
I ri«-'fMtso ‘tti} odHo are that LHC f arooq All Shah No. 472 w ille posted u 0FC 

' PS Chitral has close conic -.ts vltlinar^tlcs ^rvg dealer and reportedly taking money, ch: rs and other favour 
them, in exchange c-Tsupporting arxJ ^pying drug dealers by giving prior informa ion to -.hem before 

their house search and n ds for arreitmentj. [luring his total service he hod been avraWed 1;- minor and 
m^or punishments on di fefont char pcs. Ir tho appeal in hand he had been procwded|dcpaiT[Tienlal}y on 
charges that he had been foi'od Invol red In the racket of drug dealing.and supporting l ne drug dealers by ^ 
giving prior Information etc; After f -ovldlhg all chance of defense and opportunity- df being heard, the 
enquiry officer Mr. Noor ''ama! Khan

I;

AddI; SP Chitral had found the charge against the applicant as proved
int. The DPO, Chitral after carefully perusing the i 'hole racerd foundami recommended tor mi 'M-punishm

no illegality on tlie charg i of any mah rial ol inegularity In the report of the enquiry oEfli ar, hence ihe same
lead wse of serious nature and there was no shance of leniencywas upheld end os the oh irgo against dhe acc 

in the case, hence he nvb j d'lmissed from S rrvice by DPO, Chitral vide his office OB No. 2528'34/E'n,
dated 09/04/2019.

He was callid In Orderly Room on 23/10/2019 and heard him In person. His ;
i removed from seiyiceby Districi Police Offleer, 4
DlTto 01/03/2bi2''«id there aw'((lEQ46ljB 1 enirid3ai^Ia^||| ^ ,

cfence. Therefore-

\ service record flhoNVj thi' prior to this he wa 
to hia long absence with effect from (9/01/^

' In his service record. Th - appellant al 0 ftib d to produce any oogent reason in his sdf-i 
his appeal for reiti6tattir.'.<nt.in service la her by filed.

0

'3rder anhour :ed.

rCcer,
IShjirlfSwat

Regional P

/E,No..

^8 jti /2.019.Dated
nfonnation and necessuy action to Distrj :i Police Officer,

Swat vrith reference to his office Menu: No. 35S3_/E-n. dated 15/5/2019 an 1 No.
li complete enquiry file are return herewith |br rocorrf In yo«r

Copy of aboyc for

. .*datad 23-10-3019 his S'rvicc record alpngwi 
office. I

I

1d
1 I

f
4
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OFFICE OF THE 
INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE.

. KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA. , ; 
Central Police Office, Peshawar.. ..

/20, dated Peshawar the^-f. J020.No'. S/-.-
V

/

To The DS7PAS, . ; 
CP*.:) Peshawar. *

PJeaserefe ttfyoiir office .Memo: No. 1825-26/CPOAAB/PAS, dated Y7.07.202 L 

' The Competent Authority has examined and filed the revision petition submit ed by 

•Ex-LHC Farooq Aii Shah No. 472 of Chitral district Police against ihe punishnieht of dismissal; from /. 
service awarded by Distnct-sPolice Officer,. Chitral vide order No.' 2528-34/E-II, dated 09^04‘2019, 
being badly time barred.

Subject:
Memo:

REOUES " FOR RE-INSTATEMENT IN SERVICE.
i

9

The applicant, may'ple^e be informed accordingly. '

J

IS-UL-HASSAN);-:
• Registrar, '

• A For Inspector General of Police,
‘ ■ .^Kliyber Pakhtu'nkhwa, Peshawa^.-
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i nfARGE STlEEigir -

T/MUHAM iAD fUHQA^r JBIl^ O^vxr. China) as
competent authonty, hereby eh *rgc you Sr^i,6alvCrf while posted as SHO PS
Chilrsl ns IbllowSii

a. Thai it is oyidem fi im ll^perusal of U»e.^uJry/)|^tist'iiHG Ffle^ No;472
posted with you as PF0^n'.PS4Cbi(ffll.,ih^.^^^;^
dcaJers for you am In «huh youili^^gly^^iHeiSsug hand to do'their

business, which hoi dealer namely
^ ^“pb“cRchman.^ihus^uhayc.bcem^^^ racked ofsup^rting !
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/ ORDER ‘^i":4.

SlMiRohudOinNoMWMn « ^ ■‘'Pkumm^I c^uI^ pnic^iiiw iltliBl • ,
mNo.M«Mp,a5i„sHo tapouetsuii^ttw. ,

ncT faos rep -dintihc bWulon ottire Enquiry «u« uudci;-,

.-*
- *1 .

N

TtW il-is evi am. .from lhc>ru^oC ibc ctiquliy »gwnsl UlC Firooq Ali ShiJ^ 
No.472 posted as DFC PS ( hiual , that be was collecting money from nareolic cicala for
(SHO PS Chiira\)and m rett ml.e-h»d given Utt dealers fie* hM to^ *cm.buiinf».
been corroborated fronuhe 5 atoicnloradnig dealer namelyMujeeb urRehnOTiaDdihusbehave
been found indulged in the- ac},^ of supporting dhig dealers and have misused his powers and 
ignored his duties and respo sib.lityto curb.ihc drugs from tbewcieSy.andpatiicul^y 10 save, t
young gcnciBtion from the c il ofaddiction. 

He was
Acting SDPO Masny was. ipp-unted as 
under Police Rule 1975, am :ndai2014.

issue V Charge Sheet along with Summary of .Ahegations, Mr. ..
Enquiry OfTtcer to!pio^ departmentally agamsi nun /

his finding recomineoded h mfor minor punishroctiu ' . ^

mundersir*^ Per^

t-
Order Announcedb »•

t
,

V

r \V* ' ,
'v..t /t-* 4:^5/
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®^^atjonMu/koh S'-Police Rules 1975

i:; :?Sr‘”S:::s“"5;r •> «*»« .„

•i
=''® ''’at^the w

Prior permisstorf.^'"®'^ P'>«nt fror;, Jut^,, .
He Was

Mohammad 
enquiry, the 
and defe od Inspej tor

"•>■'••.*.», “• "“»«I «a.i,.. a. ”;" "' “ •
“ lo.produce

record shows tWm . '
V^^has proved beyond a„v '

defence in^hisfevor and : ^

•"“SlsSr^SSEH?”
e -.' ■•

' the enquiry officer h 
accused officiai is 
"'"^PPce period

service, 

''deeding and: ;

and the 
*° during the

op held

A-' ■ *- L
, ^'’^rict Po/ic, 

^^Chitrai

X 1.

Dated Chitrairhe

^ Pay Officer

e Officer, •

/20I2
necessary action

^riOPSMuikoh
'’■ </<: Police Po,tTerkh
5. deader for oe

i'-';
r-
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BEFORE THE KPK, SERVICE TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR
I

■■

;
S.A No.13587/2020

Farooq ^li Shah & OthersDversus

RE J OIN D E R

Respectfully Sheweth,

PRELIMINARY OBJECTION
I

iAll the 03 Preliminary Objections are illegal and incorrect. 
No reason in support) of the sanne is eveV given as to why 
appellant has n|) locu's stanci to jnstitiujie ‘:he oresent appeal, 

appellant has not come to the Hoh'ble Tribunal with cjean hands 

and the appeal is badly time barred.

ON FACTS

1-3. Not commented upon by the replying respondents.

4. Not correct:. The para of the appeal is corr ect regarding enquiry as 

per the mandate of law. As for as 0[|)portunit'y of cross 

examination is concerned, thq same was not made by appellant 
but by the enquit^y officer, etc.

5. Not cor^rect. No Final Show Cause Notice was served upon 

appellant to subrriit r'epiy to thd same as is evident frorrl the same:

6. Correct to the extent of disrinissal fronn service and as for as
' ' ' ' ! ' 1

I ' I ' ' 'complying pf legal formalities, the same were never observed.
i ■ I .' ; ■ ;

I

I ' i M i I I7. Needs no reply. [Regarding submission of appeal for reinstatement 
in sep/ice and its rejection.

8. As above.

GROUNDS;

All the grounds of the appeal are legal ar,id correct' while that of 
the r^ply are illegal and incorrect. The same are rejaffirmed once 

again. ' .
i I !
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c.-'" 2

It’
The duty of DFC is to serve notices etc upipn the required quarters 

and not to meet witn one and other. When alegetlcns were 

leveled against the SHO Mef:ah-u0-Din, it was irlcumdent upon 

the authoritiy / Inquirv Office - to deai h hi with the aiiegation to 

brin^ true facts on record but sa 'e. way was gi\'er to him for 

uiterior rhotivel desDite the fact that the said SHO was
I ' , ' ! 'I ’ ■ '

recqmmerided by the Inquiry Officer for major punishment but

!

minor penalty of withhoiding annua! increhnent for one year which 

is clear cut discrimination with appeiiant. ' >

Appeliant is highly qualified having MA Degree in Political Science. 
He can write Urdu and English but the said statements were not in 
his hand writing but of the Inquiry Officer anjd afppeliant was 

compelled to sign the same.

G

All s;uch acts we-e done af the instance of the said SIflO end being 

subordinate with durance and cgmpulsiorj

It is, therefore, most humbly requested 

accepted as prated for. '
that the a 3peal be

5A 40SJV

Appellarit

Through

Saadullah Khan Marwat
Dated: ' Advocate,

AFFIDAVIT

1'
I, Farooq Ali Shah Appellant do hereby solemnly affirm and 

declare that contents of the Appeal & rejoinder are true arid correct to 

the best of my knowledge and beliqf while that of reply of respondents 

are illegal and incorrect. '

I reaffirm the same op oath once again to be true anlj correct as 

per the available record.

. D E


