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The appeal of Mr. Mohsin presented today by My,
Noor Muhammad Khattak Advocate. 1t is  lixed  for
preliminary hcaring before tessmg Single Bench at Peshawar
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1.
:BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL
. PESHAWAR

APPEAL NO. 13& /2023

Mr. Mohsm, Ex- Constable No: 1249
DFC PS Sardher: Charsadda , . o |
cannnnes aenserisenes LTS wrernrnenneenreeessesneanss APPELLANT -

""'VERSUS

-1- Th'e ‘Ins'pector General of Police, Khy-ber Pakhtunkhwa, PeshaWa'rn
2-» Regional Pdlice Officer, Mardan-Region at Mardan. .
3- «"District Pollce Oﬁ" icer, District Charsadda

e . RESPONDENTS B

APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT 1974 AGAINST THE IMPUGNED
ORDER DATED 31-12-2020 WHEREBY THE APPELLANT HAS
BEEN DISMISSED FROM SERVICE AND AGAINST THE
APPELLATE ORDER DATED 30-03-2023 COMMUNICATED ON
03.04.2023 WHEREBY THE DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL OF THE
APPELLANT HAS BEEN REGRETI'ED ED ON NO GOOD GROUNDS

-/

PRAYER

That on agg:_gptance of this agpeal the |mpugned order dated
31-12-2020, and the Appellate order 30-03-2023 may very
- kindly be set aside and the appellant may kindly be reinstated
into service with all back benefits. Any other remedy which
' this august Tribunal deems fit that may also be awarded in

_ favor of the aggellant :

RISHWETH: .

ON FACTS: o e S

N 1. That appellant ‘was an employee of the respondent Department and
performing. his duty with full zeal & zest and up to the entire
‘satisfaction of his hlgh ups.

2. That the appellant whlle performlng his duty was. charged in a
. criminal case vide FIR No.274 Dated:. 26-10- 2020 under section. -
420/468/471 PPC in Police Station Charsadda and was charge

sheeted for absence. Copy of the charge sheet is attached as
ANNEXUIE wauvvsnsssssessesssssssssnnnss rrnseees R RRICIEE oAl

3. That the Iearned Judncnal Maglstrate Charsadda, vide order/ - |
: “judgment dated 20-09-2022 acquitted the appellant from all the

charges levelled against him. Copy of acqwttal order dated 20 09-
2022 is attached as annexure ......... TTTTTTETPRPRPRR— . 3




Za -

- That after secunng acqurttal from the competent court of law when | L
the. appellant approached the concerned quarter concerned for -

joining his duty the appellant was handed over the impugned order -

. dated 31.12:2020 whereby he was dismissed from service. Copy of

the order dated 31.12.20201is attached as annexure ....... ~.._-. ..... ....C."

.

. That appellant feelrng aggneved from the rmpugned order dated"

31.12.2020 preferred departmental appeal which-was rejected by

- the appellate authorlty vide appellate order dated 30.03.2023 .

communicated on 03.04.2023. Copies of departmental appeal &

~appeliate  order dated 30 03. 2023 are . attached  as.

annexure--u' lllll .._!lhll_llulllll'tllim llllllllllllll mEERREEERACany . EEEINETNNNEES

That feelmg aggrleved and hawng no other remedy fi led the mstant_' |

I appeal on the followmg grounds amongst the others

A-

S

- _as such the respondents violated Article’4.and 25 of the Constrtutron o

o GROUNDS

That |mpugned order dated 31:12- 2020 and Appellate order datecl
30-03-2023 issued by the respondents are. against the law, facts,
" norms’ of natural justice and: ‘materials on the record hence not
tenable and Iiable to be set asrde '

That appellant has not been treated by the respondent Department o

in accordance with law and rules on the subject noted above and

' of Islamrc Republic of Pakrstan 1973

e

That it is. too heartburnrng that when the competent court of Iaw :
“has acquitted the appellant for the criminal charges; then there is.
no plausible .ground or justification to- proceed and punish the
appellant for one and the same charges. The act of respondents is
tantamount to double jeopardy: which is strictly’ forbldden by the
constltutlon of Tslamic Republlc of Paklstan 1973 '

That appellant was charge sheeted for some other allegatrons but' S

~ was dismissed on the ground of . FIR for Wthh the appellant was |

: ‘E-

".\_,/

not charge sheeted

That no. charge sheet and statement of allegatlons was served upon' :
the appellant before the issuance of the |mpugned orders '

That no regular IanIFY has. been conducted in to the matter hence I

the appellant has been condemned unheard

That no nght of personal hearmg and personal defense has been "
provrded to. the appellant t :



Dated

3

That, the treatment meted out to the appeilant clearly based on

discrimination and mala fide and as such the respondents vuolated
the Principle of Natural Justice.

That even otherwise the penalty imposed upon the appellant is very
harsh by Dismissing the appellant from service which does. not

 commensurate with the facts and circumstances of the case of the

appellant which is not maintainable in the eye of law.

That appellant seeks permission to advance other grounds and -
proofs at the time of hearing. :

It is therefore, most humbly prayed that the appeal of the

~ appellant may very gracrously be accepted as prayed for, please.

. 12052023 - W

- APPELLANT
- MOHSIN
Through:

NOOR MOHyMMAD KHATTAK
ADVOCATE SUPREME COURT

MN KHAN

UMAR FAROOQ

o ALEEDADNAN

@ —
MAH MOOD JAN
Advocates, Peshawar

AFFIDAVIT

I, Mohsm Ex-Constable No: 1249, DFC PS Sardheri, Charsadda, do hereby
solemnly affirm and declare on Oath that the contents of this Service
Appeal are true and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief and
that nothing has been concealed from this Hon’ble Tribunal.

e

DEPONENT
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL -

~ PESHAWAR
~ CMNO. /2023
IN. |
) APPEAL NO. /2023
0 " MOHSIN ~ VS POLICE DEPTT:

I -

APPLICATION FOR CONDONATION OF DELAY IN FILING THE -
~ ABOVE NOTED APPEAL,

R SHEWETH

1- That the appellant has filed - an appeal along with this
application in-which no date has been fi xed SO for.

2- - That the appellant prays for the condonatlon of delay in fi Ilng
the above noted appeal on the following grounds inter alia:

GROUNDS OF APPLICATION:

A- That valuable rights of the appellant are involved in this case‘_'
hence the appeal deserves to be decided on merit.

B- That |t has been the consistent view of the Supenor Courts that
cases should  be decided on merit rather than technicalities

including the limitation. The same is reported in 2004 PLC (CS)
‘ 1014 and 2003 PLC (CS) 76.

It is therefore prayed that on acceptance “of th[S
application the delay in filing the above noted appeal may

please be condoned _
APPELLANTM

MOHSIN
THROUGH:

NOOR MOHAMMAD KHATTAK
ADVOCATE SUPREME COURT
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o OIFICE OF THEE
DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER, CHARSADDA
PHONE# 08 1-9220400 FAX!091-0514661
EMAIL: charsaddi dwotivahoo.com
CHARGE, SHEET UNDER KP¢ POLICE RULES 1975

o
-
»
=
N
v

\
\VA
-\

i I Muhammad Shcaib Khan, Cistrict Folice Officer Charsadda, as
_ competent authcrity hercby charge vou Con:table Mohsin No'1249. as
: -+ [follows.. T :

) That- vou Constable Mohsin No. 1249 wnile posted at Police Station ¥
c . Sardheri as DFC, absented voursef.[rom your lawful duty vide DD No.32 . : .
. ' dated 10.10.2020 of PS Sardheri to ull datg without any leave or prior | - -
- - permission from your senior. officers. Besides, SP Investigation Charsadda '
SR _ reported vide his office letter No.127/Complaint /Inv: dated 15.10.2020, that
B R vou are irresponsible & don't take interest in oficial duties duc to which the
.- District & Session Judgs Charsalda callea 3HO/CIO 1o the court and A
§ . complained regarding nc n-complisnce of veu-t orders in time. You also
9 showed great negligence due to “which DD Mo.04 dated 10.10.2020 was
k entered against you. , . ’ : Co
This shows your inefliciency and, lack of .ntirest in the pcr’formancé of
your official duties. . - :
- ' This ameounts to grave misconduct on’ vouar parl, warranting
Departmental action agamst-you as defined in scction-6il] (&) of the KPK
e _ Police Ruies 1975. ' . :
= L By reasor of the above, vou appear i0 te guilty of misconduct under '
. . section 02(1) of t1e KPK Police Rules 7975 and has render yourseil )
; ' iabie to &all or any of the penalties as specified in section 04 (ija&b 0
of the said rules. : )
You are therefore, directed to submit your written; defense within co.
seven dayvs of the.1eceipt of this Charge “heet to the Enquiry Officer -
3. Ycur written defer:se, if any sheuld reaca 1o the enquiry officer vathin
‘the specified pericd, in case of failure, -t shall be presumed that you
have no defense 1o put-in and in that case 23 ex-parte action shall .
follow against you IR

W

.

4, Intimate. whether you desired 1o be hea-d m person. T

— = . .
M UHAMMAD SHOAIB KHAN {¥SP) -
s o : © DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER .
CHARSADDA \
!
1
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: ofF cial duties..

. _' . " Ledible Copy

o OFFICE OF THE .
DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER, CHARSADDA |
* PHONE# 091-9220400 FAX #091-6514661 - '
EMAIL (;harsaddadpo @yahoo com

CHARGE SHEET UNDER KPK POLICE RULES 1975

1 Muhammad Shoalb Khan Dlstnct Police Officer Charsadda as

- .competent authorlty hereby. charge you Constab!e Mohsin No 1249, as’ follows

That you Constable. Mohsm No 1249, while posted at Police Statron :
Sardherr as DFC, absented yourself from your lawful duty vide DD No.32 dated .
*10.10.2020 of P.S Sarcherr to till date without.any leave or prior permission from
“your senior officers. Besrdes SP. Investrgatlon Charsadda reported vide his office .
- letter No.127/Complaint/Inv: dated 15.10.2020, that you are irresponsible & don't
take interest in official duties due to which the District & Session Judge Charsadda-

* called SHO/CIO to the court and complained-regarding non~compi|ance of court:

“orders, in time. You also showed great negligence due to whrch DD No. 04 datecl ‘
10.10.2020 was entered agalnst you. : '

. Thig shows your mefF crency and lack of mterest in the performance of your -

: Thls amounts to grave mtsconduct on your part warranting
Departmental action aga:nst you as defi ned in-section- 6(1) (a) of the KPK Police
-Rules 1975.

1. By reason of the above, you appear to be quilty of mlsconduct under
section 02/111) of the KPK Police Rules 975 and has render yourself
liable to all or-any-of the penaltres as spec;ﬂed in <ectlon 04 (I) a& b of

- the'said rules. o

2. You are therefore directed to submit your written defense wrthrn seven
, days of the recerpt of thls Charge Sheet to the Enqurry Officer.”

< .

3 - Your written defernse, if any should.reach to the enqurry off icer w1th|n'
~ the specified period, in case of failure, t shall be presumed that you have

" no defense to put-in and in that case a ex-parte actlon shall follow
‘against you

4, -I'ntimate,,whether you desir_ed ,to_'be head in person.’

S |
- MUHAMMAD SHOAIB KHAN (PSP)
DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER _
CHARSADDA ‘
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- IN THE IN THE COURT OF KIRAN SHAUKAT, SC[ %
!]UDL[I!U lClAI. ICIAL MAGISTRATE, CHARSADDA ”

State VS Mubsin l
(,ase“FIR No.274 dated 26.10.2020 uss 4 0468/471 PP hP&

Charsadda '
Va
2L i B
ORDER- Present: A.P.P for the State. Accused Molwm Hazrat Unu
25"
2 Q.OS).ZOA_ and Fazal Akbar on bail alongwitit counsel, f\.cum.d Muhamimad
-y Fayyaz. absconding.
A Arguments on application w/s 249-A € r.P.C heard and record
vy ,‘3" - gone'through, . o
) 2{*/%2// - Brief story of the proaecutmr case is tlmt the complainant -
Sk - - 2/ "Badar Bakht SHO .xlonuulh Police patrol ]arl\ on 41022020 ar
- 07:40 Heurs during E,a:,ht at Bahlola Buzur,” 1nleuep1u.l Motor Car
W Alto bearing No. LWR/2456 Chassis No. $B 308PR880498 Engine -
D ,‘, 2. . No. B- 342906 driven -by Fazal Akbar, Mator Car Allo bcanm_
' Regd  Ne. :IOT-RIA Ln&me No. I\-(, 3424554, Chussis  No.
//1,«-/5”” SB30SPK963095 dijven by Mohsin and Motor Car-Corolla bearing

/O’ ’2_ - Registration No. l\/\()]" Engine NO. Z’.NZH: 1299 and Chassis NO..

(\ NZE120-0030394 driven by one Hazrat Usar that tha drivers on

B .,~-——’*~“‘ query falkd to plOdLlLu any registration doc‘lmems of the vehicles
QQ\Q \ Q’D\ sc the said vehicle being suspected to be thet Property were seized
o // t'Ss 523/550 Cr.pC wh!le the drivers were nounded down LIS 34
ertered in the relevent register; that permission tor inquiry from the

court was obtained and on réceipl of MRA/ISL reports. the instant

Cnse FIR was lodgtd U/Ss 420,466 & 470 TPC. ['uxuk the course.

Coli mvestloatxon Statem-*nt of Mohsin U#S 1€1 Cr. PC was recorded

wio disclosed he bad- purchased vehizle braring Regd No.3101-

RIA hom One f\/fuh:mmmcl Favyuz, lhetcmr-* the said \Iulmnuudd

Cr.PC and in this regard Nagal Mad No.17 dated 14-10-2020 was

Fayyaz was also incul pated in the case as uu.usu.l Hgm.e the
ey {

]Jl esent case,
On r.nmplelm' 01 lll\ebllgdlll)[l con: pieie challar ug ainst the

. accused was submitied by the prosecution on 12-02-2¢21 before the

b T v — A v

‘e
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- . '
lnrned Judmlal Ma:v, e-1, Lharmddm B;ﬂ;ed upen DF C - report. ;

Avcused Muhammad Favaz was declared pr »clalm-n_ c-th.ndu vide
“order d *tvd 25-02-2021 whereas Prm'l:;acn us A Cr po

complied with the present accused. Formal charge was also. framed,

~to which the accused did not ple: 1d their sunlt and Ummu:! lrm! _ e

Larer on. the case was Lnlmsted to tlm cour: \'1du arder “() Ué 202 lﬁ_.

" af the Honorable Distrm & Sessions Judge Char;adda whereaher~

statemerit of prosecution witnesses was rezorded as PW-02 to PW.-
L 03, '
]’uu.sa] of lh record: wouhl lmmpir llmt It has not been

R proved that w helhe thie accused lrave le-<iam|)ed the Chassis plate

or otherwme the act used was chcmcd by soreone. As per ave tilable
m.olcl, al! the ..l(.l.uv.d have pmdu-.ed the dncumcm\ re z.ardmu thc
parc.hase of vdncll' (ru.overed from them whou ing all of lht.m. Ceo IEE

bonalide purchaser but tlu. mvc:.u;atu)n vBlicer has not pro«.eeded 1

~ his, lme';unalmn t¢ the loglc']l end the'e i nothing on record W
' ntmbutc any sort of temp:rlng; to accuged. n this repard

statement/eross  eximination of Investigd.ion O!'ﬁccr is worth

o ,___::--q;— 2 rusal wherein i he admmud that ave sed are the bmmlu!u

Ro\q Q\Q ’[‘lJrChaSCr of thé --chicles taken in pcme»mon and that during

s
',,./ inquiry in m<=tanl m%. no other person w( re charged. He . Fwthcl

- adimitted thﬂt (lurm; mqmry he has not rece nzud any !VIRJ\'tchrh‘ '

qua the |0z,ument9 p:oduwd by the accu:ec He zlso u{mmul that

‘during mquuy he. had not mcovcsu] any fi-strumoent of Lampcung' . ' i
e _from the accuse.. . . .
tn view of the discussion, there 'cvii‘- s‘ no probability of the
e muclwn of the accused '\zlohs)n Hazrat U nar and Fazal Akbar. i
“the pmsg\,uuon succeeds to produce their e\-rdenLc k ur{hu- under
. 111&: scheme of “criminal .ldmuu&trmun cf' Iusltcc’ [Ik accused .

“has.ahway s anvadge over the prma.umon till he determination of his . . - B

guilt beciuse dunn;f such pmu_ss. he is to be pmwm ed mnac‘chl

and a single reasonable doubt cenbe sufficient o eam him o .
' acquittal. Section 249-A Cr. PC empowers a Magistrate 1o acquit an K 3

wecused at any stase of the proceeding. if for the reasons to be

1. - < 3 Mohsin } o Tl Page 2 - i
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recorded he beheves that either the charge is grou:.dless or there is”

no probability of the accused bemg convicted.

For the reasons elucidated above, there sec SUCIY prmpgcl nl'
) cas i

accused to be convicted, hence, the accusid namcl\' Mohsin. Hazrat’

Umar and Fazz\I Akbar are heseby acqultled /s 249-A Cr.PC.

Slm,c thev 'u'e on bdl] their b'ul bonds \umcl cancetied and surcties.

- are absolved. Mom 50, prusecution througzh ewdc.n se and record on
file has made out .a gocd, case agamsl thc abs :onding accused

Muh.munad l‘avyzu, lhus he'is declarcd as. l’mnfarmul oftender.

His' nimne bu. mlucd m thu u:levant re&,!stu i PS P;rpv.lu.d

wammt of arrest be issuec ag,.nust hin, Ca..e p:ope "ty b; k;pl intaet .

lill alrcsl and trial of PO. - o

rll(. . be ‘consigned to Recond Foom aftur its nedessary

N

complezion & compiiation. *

Announced.

20.09.2022, \,,
R ’\‘E}N\m
,.t ay !LI-TIT:'EHI'WI\:T;!?n_uc
" Lrarsaddy’ ‘
. ‘
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. . : -
ORDER ‘ o -
This order will. dispesed off depczr mental mquiry. against Lonstabh

Mohsin ‘\Io 1249, who vhile pusted as DF . PS Sardheri was réported -direc piY
charged in case FIR No. 274 datec 26.17.2020 u/s 420/468/471 PPC P35

Khanmai evident vide S?/Investigation let:er No. 1749/Inv.'daLed 27:10.2020 .
- which shown his inefficiency and neghmmie in the performance ol his official .-

duty. . -

On the above '_allcgation, he was .ssued charge sheet together . with:
statement of allegations. under sub section: -3, Section 5 of Police Rules 197\)
and Mr.  Khalid Khan DDSP/Tangi was appointed as Enqulry Officer.” Propfr -

departmental enquiry was conducted into the matter and on {ulﬁl ment of a:l

‘codal formahmes subm1 ted his 11nd1ngs

After going through the enquiry papezs & recommendanon of the enquu y

...ofﬁcer -and keeping ir- view the recovery of tempered vehicle from ths .

[

possession of delinquent official and indulgence in criminal act,- (,onstab s
Mohsin No.1249 is hereby dismissed from service with immediate eitect.

OfNeo-1Ho L R " O

—

ES — P i - . . B .
At -3 . MUHAMMAD SHOAIB KHAN (PSE

District Police Officer,
: : " Charsadda
No. "/_5 -2¢ ./HC, dated F‘harsacldct tne 37742 J 200 '

Cop) for informat- on to the:-

Sp/ Investication Charsadda.
District Accoursts Officer, vhax salda o .
DSP/Sardheri ' ‘

4) EC/FMC /Pa3 Sfficer

wg::
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- Consiable Mohsin Mo, 1848 of Charsacca Dictrct r
District Folice COfficar, unafsa"‘ca W ,s'mb,! 12 OWaE

PR

- This order will disprse-of the Jepawmental eppeal preferred by Ex. o
“ohoe agalnst the order of the then
S awarges major punishment of
dismissai frem service vide OB: Mo, 1270 dated 31.12.202 'i ne-zppeiiant was proceedeic
against departmentaily or the alefations arzat hi while p sied as DFC Police Station
Sardheri was charged in case vide Fil No. 174 dated 26.10.2020 U/S 488/471-PFC
Police 8¢ toq Khanmai as evicent vide mennz ndent of Police, Investigation',
Charsadca ':‘t@r No. 174¢/Inv: daied 27.10.2021 '. ' ‘

Proper ‘iepartmentai enqurw proceacings were ini Hiated against hm‘ He was
tssued Charge Sheet aiongwith, Staternert o Allegations and Sub Divis iunal Nﬁ
Officer, (EDPO) Tangi, Charsadda was nominatad as Enquiry Officer. The Enguiry Ofﬁcer!;
after fulfiling codal formalities su_xmn“‘(.d his* fi*dmo_,, wharsin he recommended the:

~delinguen t Officer for mraj::r punishment.

The tren District FC“L."" Officer. C]a zdda; after agreemg with ths

' recommenaations of Enguiry Officer and <eepir 3 in view the recoveiy of tem parnd \lehlc

from the possession of delinquert Cd.cer as visll as his induigence in criminal ac
Theréfore, he was awaried majcr punsnment of dismissal from service by the *hen
District Polize Cfficer, Cha_rsadda vde hi- office C3: Mo, 1210 daied 31.12.2.020.

'Feelin"’r 9gnrieve/d fom the or fgr of tie then DISti’iCL Polise Of’icw,

Charsadda, the appelian preferred the nstant a!)peal He was summoned and hea: !
parson in Crdefly Roorn b 2ld in this offic or 22703.2023, o
- From the a’-ruéa! oi the equiry fle and service record of the appeflant, it

as been faund that alis Jaticns ievelec again:t the appellant have beern proved béyond

any shadow of deubt. Moreover, the i voiveriant of appeiiant in sulli like activitice is
cieariy a stigma on his conduct. i-ie.-ncc, ~2 retertion of appeitant in-Folice ..aepaitmem vl

stigmatiza the préétige of entire Poiice: . wree as anslea" of § ghl ng crime, he has himself
induiged i~ criminal activides. The apps lant ap p oache "u foriim &t a belated stage by -
fling the instans appea. which is badl ima b wred by 02 vears, ‘;:'_i month and 05 dajs -

withoul advancing a Ty zagent g ;7\,01 ~agarling such de@,/_. Wiorsover, he could not

' it ,.‘ stificat 0“‘ to v wrant piefersnce in e -order pasged by e

or

~
ee:s)

S1

Keeping in view the.above; I, Muhammad o Khan, PSP Reg mifne
Cfficer, Kuardan, beinq the appeiiate ot thority find no substanca inthe a ppe } :"n:—v.t'eaf:ss-e, -

the smirs s igjected and filed, being d. xvu"’ £ merit az well az badly time harrel by 2
Cygers, O ridnth ar:d 0z days. _ !
5 Apiaounced, .
R
' S, Hegionatl Polise Officer,
e Bigrdain.
: - T b
FES. Dated Miard withe _ % ' o= 12{‘323.

Copy forwmarded fo Disr o Pofize Officer, Charsadds for inf ur“noiv 2 and

- necessi e wir 10 his cfice Memo: No 20 "/E O dated. 21 .02 2028, His secvice rg0ied (S
: u—w‘-" ) :
retumnec Parewith ~ : ‘ .
- S

”&_{,w/ duy) N R

~ s

-

.




 No.1483/ES, dated Mardan the 30/03/2023

' legibleCopy
ORDER. = .~ o
" This order will dispose-of the departmental appeal -preferred by Ex-

‘ *‘Constable Mohsin No. 1249 of Charsadda District Police against the order of the |

then District Police Officer, Charsadda, whereby he was awarded major punishment

- of dismissal from service vide OB: No. 1210 dated 31.12.2020.The appellant was

proceeded against departmentally on the allegations that he while posted as DFC . -
Police Station Sardheri was charged in case vide FIR No. 274 dated 26.10:2020 -
U/S 468/471-PPC Police Station Khanmal as evident vide Superintendent of Police, -
Investigation, Charsadda letter No: 1749/Inv; dated 27.10.2020 =~ W

Proper departmental enquiry: proceedings were. initiated against him. ' He .
was Issued. Charge Sheet alongwith Statement of Allegations and Sub Divisional = -

- Police Officer. (SDPO) Tangi Charsadda was nominated as Enquiry Officer. The

-Enquiry Officer after fulfilling ‘codal formalities submitted his findings, wherein he.

re't;om'mend’ed the delinquent Officer for major puni_shmen't'

~The then. District Police Officer Charsadda “after ‘agreeing with the

j . recommendations of Enquiry Officer and keeping in view the recovery of tempered
- vehicle' from the possession of delinquent Officer as well as his Indulgence in |

criminal act. Therefore, he was awarded major punishment of dismissal from

“service by the then District Police Officer, Charsadda vide his office 03: No. 1210 " y

dated 31:12.2020, -

..~ . Feeling agglrieved. from the ordéer‘f the t_hen Disfric_t Police Qfﬁcer,»
Charsadda, the appellant preferred the instant appeal He was summoned and

" heard in person in Orderly Room held in this office on 22 03.2023. .

From the perusal of the enquiry file and-service record of the appellant, it -

* - has been found that allegations levelled against the appellant have been proved
. beyond any shadow of doubt. Moreover the involvement of appellant in such like
- . activities is clearly a stigma on his conduct. Hence in retention of appellant in Police - -
Department will stigmatize the prestige of entire Police force as instead of fighting
- crime, he has himself indulged in criminal activities. The appellant approached -
- this forum at a belated stage by filing the instant appeal which is barred by 02
- years years, 01.month and 05 days without advancing any cogent reason regarding

such delay. Moreover, he could not present any. cogent justification to warrant
reference in the order passed by the competent authority: o T :

B Keeping in vié\& the 'abdvé; 1, MUhamrr-iad Ali Khan PSP 'Re_gio'na'l Poiice
Officer, Mardan, being the appellate authority find no substance in the appeal,

~ therefore, the same is rejected and filed, being devoid: of merit as well as badly

time barred by 02 years, 1 months and 06 days. =~ - .- - o .
Orderannouriced . ‘ L
*  Regional Police-Officer, -

Mardan - -

Copy forwarded to District Police Officer, Charsadda for info_rmatibn and necessary |
w/r to his office'Memo: 206/EC dated 21.02.2023. His service record is returned - - N
herewith. . o S S -




. above noted matter.

B D e

VAKALATNAMA

BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL
. PESHAWAR,
Mﬂe@é/ﬂé& No___ /2043
. " (APPELLANT)
(Mohgin - ~ (PLAINTIFF)
’ | | ~ (PETITIONER)
 VERSUS - -
~ | - (RESPONDENT)
/)0(/4:, DW . - (DEFENDANT)

e bl

ereby appoint and constitute Noor Mohammad Khattak._'
Advocate Supreme Court to appear, plead, act, compromise,
withdraw or refer to arbitration for me/us as myj/our
‘Counsel/Advocate in the above noted matter, without any liability
for his default and with the authority to engage/appoint any other
Advocate Counsel on my/our cost. I/we authorize the said
Advocate to deposit, withdraw and -receive on my/our behalf all
sums and amounts payable or.deposited on my/our actount in the

»

Dated.___ /. 202

CLIENT

ACCEPTED
NOOR MOHAMMAD KHATTAK
ADVOCATE SUPREME COURT
as—
'WALEED ADNAN
KAMRAN KHAN

UMAR FAROOQ MOHMAND

o 3 _11‘5:&;:

. W '
, | A - MUHA D AYUB
OFFICE; - ADVOCATE

. Flat No. (TF) 291-292 3" Floor, '

Deans Trade Centre, Peshawar Cantt. ) % }V}W@D

(0311-9314232) ' : @WW -



