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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL.

PESHAWAR

APPEAL NO. 113^ /2023

Mr. Mohsin, Ex-Constable No: 1249/
DFC PS Sardheri, Charsadda.

f i

APPELLANT

VERSUSi.-

1- The Inspector General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
Regional Police Officer, Mardan Region at Mardan.

3'---: District Police Officer, District Charsadda.

■i-f.

2-

RESPONDENTSt

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
d3-04.2023 WHEREBY THE DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL OF THE
APPELLANT HAS BEEN REGRETTED ON NO GOOD GROUNDS.

PRAYER:r-- That on acceptance of this appeal the impugned order dated
31-12-2020, and the Appellate order 30-03-2023 may very
kindly be set asrde and the appellant mav 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 appellant.

h
"t-
?
■'ll S'

s

R/SHWETH:
ON FACTS:

-i-

W
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 high ups.

2. That the appellant while performing 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 
annexure

?!

ii
■;

A.

3, That the learned Judicial Magistrate, Charsadda, vide order/ 
judgment dated 20-09-2022 acquitted the appellant from all the 
charges levelled against him. Copy of acquittal order dated 20-09- 
2022 is attached as annexure

?■ ■

B.
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1:1

That after securing acquittal from the competent court of law when 
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 31.12.2020 is attached as annexure.

4.ii-

1
1^1

C.
*

5. That appellant feeling aggrieved from the impugned order dated 
31.12.2020 preferred departmental appeal .which was rejected by 
the appellate authority vide appellate order dated '30.03.2023 
communicated on 03.04.2023; Copies' of departmental appeal & 
appellate order dated 30.03.2023 are attached as. 
annexure

4’j

D&Ej- '‘‘1

6 That feeling aggrieved and having no other remedy filed the instant 
appeal on the following grounds a'mongst the others. . '

GROUNDS:

A- That impugned order dated 31-12-2020, and Appellate order dated 
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 liable to be set aside.

That appellant has not been treated by the respondent Department 
in accordance with law and rules on the subject noted above and 
as such the respondents violated Article 4 and 25 of the Constitution 
of Islamic Republic of Pakistan 1973.

C- That it is too heartburning that when the competent court of law 
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 forbidden by the 
constitution of Islamic Republic of Pakistan 1973.

That appellant was charge sheeted for some other allegations but 
was dismissed on the ground of FIR,Tor which the appellant 
not charge sheeted.

That no charge sheet and statement of allegations Was served upon 
the appellant before the issuance of the impugned orders.

That no regular inquiry has been conducted ' 
the appellant has been condemned unheard,-

, that no right of personal hearing and personal defense has been 

provided to the appellant.
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That, the treatment meted out to the appellant dearly based on 
discrimination and mala fide and as such the respondents violated 
the Principle of Natural Justice.

H-

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.

I-

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

J-

It is therefore, most humbjy prayed that the appeal of the 
appellant may very graciously be accepted as prayed for, please.

Dated: 12-05-2023

APPELLANT
MOHSIN

Through:

NOOR MOHAMMAD KHATTAK
ADVOCATE SUPREME COURT

A. V

MRAN KHAN
cUMA^FAROOQ

wAleed adnan

MAHMOOD JAN
Advocates, Peshawar

AFFIDAVIT
I, Mohsin, 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 HonlDle Tribunal.

DEPONENT
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL

PESHAWAR

CM NO. /2023

IN
APPEAL NO. /2023

> .

. I

MOHSIN VS POLICE DEPTT:

APPLICATION FOR CONDONATION OF DELAY IN FILING THE
ABOVE NOTED APPEAL

R.SHEWETH:

That the appellant has filed an appeal along with this 
application in which no date has been fixed so for.

1-

2- That the appellant prays for the condonation of delay in filing 
the above noted appeal on the following grounds inter alia:

GROUNDS OF APPLICATION:i

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

B- That it has been the consistent view of the Superior 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 this 
application the delay in filing the above noted appeal may 
please be condoned.

APPELLANT-#
MOHSIN

THROUGH:

NOOR MOHAMMAD KHATTAK 
ADVOCATE SUPREME COURT
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ll/t // 1,- r,-•t • oI'FlCj- OFTHE
DIS'TRICT POLICE OEEiCER, CHARSADDA
PHONEI? 091-9220^00 FA:<i09 1-051-4661 ■

F.MATT.-. chaxg.add; ,d-3oC:v-i-hoo-com 
' CHARGE SHEET UNDER KP 9 POLICE RULES 1905' ’

1''i

5 0*'
. -f:

Distrkl Police OQ'iccr Charsadda, as 
Cun: table Mohsin No'. 1249. as

I Muhammad Shc.aib Khan
competem authcrity hereby charge 3 
follows..

'i

'•Lvou
■y •••.

“•

1/Constable Mohsin No. 1249,-wiile posted at Police Station 
DEC.'absenti;d vuurseT.frorn your lawful- duly vide DD No.32 

10 10.2020 of PS Sardheri to, till dale wilhoui any leave or pnor 
- permission from vour senior, officers. Besides. SP Investigation Charsadda 

reported Ude his office leUer.No.l27/Complain1 /Inv: dated 15.10.2020. that . 
vou are irresponsible & don’t take interest 111 of.icial duties due to i\-hich the 

. District & Session Judge Charsadda calico SHO/CIO to tlre courl and
time. You also

That- vou 
• Sardheri as 

dated

'\

*N

complamed regarding ncn-complitmce of ecu 4 orders in 
showed great negligence due 10-which DD L o.04 dated 10.10.2020 w'as

-

entered against lou. , . • _ .
■ This shows your inefficiency and lack of .nt;-rest in the perfoiniance cl

your official duties.
This ame»unts to grave 

Departmental action against you 
Police Rules 1975.

By reason of the above, you appeal’ to Le guilCy of misconduct under 
section 021111}'of tde KPK Police Rules : 975 -uid has render yourself 
liable to cJl or .any of the penalties as si ecified m section 04 (i) a & b 
of the said rules.

2. • You are

misconduct on' your part, warranting 
as defined in •scction-6iI| (a) of the KPK

4

:r

1.

written defense withintherefore, dfiected. to submit your 
days ofthej eceipt of this Charge LJicct to the Enquiry'Officer.

•to the enquiry officer v.athin
seven
Ycur written .defense, if any should reaca3.

of fidiurc. -i shall be presumed that you’the specified peried, in case
defense lo put-in and in that case -ai ex-parte action shall . -hai'e no

follow against you :
Intiiriate. whether you desired lo be hea’d in jxn-son.4

\
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i
Ji IV: UHAMMAD SHOAIB KHAN (1 'SP)

• DiSTkiCT POLICE OFl'lCEi; . 
Cli.kRSADDA'i•i
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Legible Copy

OFFICE OF THE
DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER, CHARSADDA

PHONE# 091-9220400 FAX #091-6514661 ■ 
EMAIL: Qharsaddadpo @yahoo.com

:

•I''t

CHARGE SHEET UNDER KPK POLICE RULES 1975:
i

1. Muhammad Shoaib Khan, District Police Officer Charsadda. as. 
.competent authority hereby charge you Constable Mohsin No.1249, as follows.

That you Constable Mohsin No. 1249, while posted at Police Station 
. Sardheri as DFC, absented yourself from your lawful duty vide DD No.32 dated 
’ 10.10.2020 of P.S Sarcheri to til! date without-any leave or prior permission from 
your senior officers. Besides, SP. Investigation Charsadda reported vide his office , 
letter No.l27/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/CIG to the court and complaihed regarding non-compliance, of court 
orders in time. You also showed great negligence due to which DD No.04 dated 
10.10.2020 was entered against you.

:

!i

6"

■

It

I- ■

^ "" This shows your inefficiency and lack of interest in the performance of your 
official duties.:

; This amounts to grave misconduct on your part, warranting
Departmental action against you as defined in section-6(l) (a) of the KPK Police 
Rules 1^5. ,

1. By reason of the above, you appear to be guilty of misconduct under 
section 02/111) of the KPK Police Rules 975 and has render yourself 
liable to all or any of the penalties as specified in section 04 (I) a & b of 
the said rules. ' . 'I-,

£ 2. . . You are therefore, directed to submit your written defense within seven 
. days of the receipt of this Charge Sheet to the Enquiry Officer.l! '

r
3. ■ Your written defernse, if any should.reach to the enquiry officer within 

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 action shall follow 
against you . .

:r
rl:
.1;

4. Intimate, whether you desired to be head in person.ti-
f.

r- Sd/-\
MUHAMMAD SHOAIB KHAN (PSP)

DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER 
CHARSADDA

5;

1 ‘ i';

1.

I'

1.
i
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IN THE COURT OF KIRAN SHAUKAT. iCI 

PUDD/JIUDICIAL MAGISTRATE, CHARiAnnX V

.w
'is • .f
•:l

'Ki!:b
- v.i;

. n -IT'
i'if! ; r>

Stale vs Muhsin , ,,
Case FIR No.^ dated 26.10.2020 u/s 4::0/46H/471 PPr-.p4;

Present: A.P.P tor tlie State Accused Molisin, I lazrat Umar'' 
and Fazal Akbar on bail alongwkii counsel. Accused Muhammad 
Fayyaz at’seondihg.

Arguments on application ii/s 249-A C r.P.C' heard and recoid 
gone through, •

1
I

Cliar.sridcla::S
:i|

ORDER-
20.09.2022'-

>::li
S1
S;

ht-
a-"

.
Brief story o' the prosecuiion 

Badar BaklU-SHO alongwiih Police palro!

0'':40 Hours during gasht at Baliiola Bazar, imercepied Moior Car 
Alto bearing No. L\VT</2456 Chassis No. SB 308P,K:8S0498 Engine 

No. B-342006 driven-by Fazal Akbar, Motor Car Allu bearing 

Regd No.dioi-RIA Engine No.' NC-B-424554. Cha.ssis No. 
.S}i30SPR963095 diiven by Mohsin and Moior Car Corolla bearing 
Regisu-ati-on No. K/.Ol 2. Engine N0.2NZr--]: 129S> and Chassis NCX 
Ni<E 120-0030394 driven „bv

ca.se i: that the complainant

parly on S4:iO-2020 at

■t /V¥■

X- ’̂- ‘r.
'llii 'z!

^ '/O"
■h

one Hazrai t.linar that the drivers on
- querv' failed to produce any registration documents of the vehicles :c '-•N

sc the said vehicle being suspected to be thed proj:'ert-y wore seized\
U Ss 523/550 Cr.PC' while the drivers were nounded cfou n U/S 54 
Cr.PC and in this regard Naqal Mad No,17 dated 14 
ertered in the relevtnt register; that permission for inquir;, from tlie

■I
J ■■ -10-2020 was

2i'
court was obtained tind on receipt of !vac\/rSL renori;-, the instant 
Ci-ise F,1R was lodged U/.Ss 420.46b & 4713 fPC. Durin,^'iiie cour.se. 
of investigation, Statement of Mohsin U/S 161 Cr. PC

74;; •
j !

was recorded
wno disclosed he bud'pLircha.sed vehicle b..'aring Read N’o.3i01-

lUA (rom One Miihammad Fayyuz, iheretory the said Mithumniad 
[•■ci^-yaz was also inculpated in the case a..' accused Hence, tiie
present case.

;] On complelior. ol'investigation, con^plcic ehalian again.st the

, was SLibmitlcd by the prosecution on 12-02-2021 before tlie ■
7!7

i i Suutyys Mclhsin ■ , III - iiumk;4 Page 1
7lim
■y:

17
iiJ.i:Z':
U'l
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^ ■ :>a M , ^

: :.j
-.1; , learned Judicial Magisiraie-l, Charsadcja. BaseH upon DFC report.. 

Accused .Muhammad I-asaz was dccf.arcd proclaimed olTendcr vide 
order-dared 25-02-202) whereas Froxisicn irs 24:-A Cr. I’C’ 

complied with the pieseiit accused. Formal charge was also-framed, 
to which the accused did not plead ihei'c t uilt and ciaimed trial.

Later on. ihc case was entrusted to this cour vide order '’6 06 '’()" 1
<4

of the Honorable District & Sessions Judge Charsadda whereafter 

statement of prosecution witnesses was recorded as PW-02 to P\V-
• 05, ' ..

..i
:;p^■53

I- I

•■B
'SI

i:

(
f’Sii
r'v:;'

■•M

.Jl
■ hi . .i Feiusal of the record would transpire that It lias not been 

pt'pved that whelhe the accused have re-stamped the Chassis plate 
c»r other%vise the aci used was cheated by sorieono. .As per available 
record, all the accused have produced the d"Cumonis regardina the 

purchase of vehicle (recovered-from them' showing all of them, 

-bonallde purchaser but the investigation ofiicer has nut proceeded i 
Ins investigation tc the logical erd tliere i;. nothing on record to 

attribute any sort of tempering to acciiged. Jn this regard 

stalement/cross cxiniinalion of Irsvesiigd.ion Ofllcor is worth 
::rP2rt<sal wherein in ho admitted that ucc ised arc the .-bonafidc 

purchaser of die/chicles taken in pos.session and that durum 
inqiiir)' in instant .case, no other person vvtre charged. He furLher

admitted that diirin ; inquiry he has not rcct ived any .MRA rcpori.s '

qua the documents produced by the acc.isec. Me olsn .-idniiucd that 

during inquiry he, had not recovered any ii strurneul of tampering ' 
e'-c fro-m Ihe accuse.;. . • '

In view of the discussion, there 'cxi5;> no [)ro-babi!iiy of the 
' conviction ol'lhe accused Mohsiii, llazral U nar and i'cizui .Akbar, if 

the; prosecution succeeds to produce their evidence, l-urihcr undcr 

. lilt! scheme of “criminal adniinistriKiun cf .Tiislice’’ the accused

has.alwaw'; an edge over the prosecution till he doicnhinaiion ofh-is 

giiiil, because during sucii proce.ss. he is to be ptestinicd innocent 

and a single reasonable doubt can'be sufficient to earn him 
acquittal. Section 2-J9-A Cr. Ffl empowers a Magi.stratc- to acquit an 
accused at any siai,e of the proceeding, if for the icasiins li> be

4
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recoi-ded he believes that either the charge is groundless or there is ' 

no probability ol'lhc accused being convicted.

Ft)r the reasons elucidated above, there seen.s no pro.spcci oj’ 

accused to be convicted, hence, the accused name!}' Mohsin. Ma/j-jf 

Umar and Fazal Akbar are hereby acquitted u/s 24y-A Cr.FC. 
Since, they are on bail, their bail bonds stand canb lled and .sureties.

• are absolved. More so, pn)secuiion through ev'idan;e and record 

file has made out .a good, case against tlie abs.onding accused 

Muhammad Fay^'az, thus. He is declared as iWlaimcif olVcnder.. 

Hi.s name be entered in the relevant register; nl PS. Pcrpciual 
wan-ani of arrest be issued against him. Case prope-ty be kepi iniaci . 

till arre.si and trial ofPO.

filfe. be consigned to Record Room atiW its ncCesshi-v' 
completion & compilation. ■ ‘ .
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ORDER

This order will, disposeci off depsir ir,entai inquiiw. against Consiabk; 
Mohsin No. 1249, who v-hile posted as. DF^ PS Sardheri was reported direcdy 
charged in case FIR No. 274 .dated. 26.10.2020 u/s 420/468/471 PPG P:.r 
Khanmai evident vide SO’/Ii'^vestigation let.er No. 1749/Inv: dated 27..10.2020 . 
which shown his inefficiency and negligence in the performance of his official, 
duty. ' . . '

Of!
r,

.c

•'.a
; ■

4
On the above allegation, he w^as .ssued charge sheet together,.with• 

statement of allegations, under sub section. 3, Section 5 of. Police Rules 19'7b 
and Mr.'Khalid Khan-DSP/Tangi was ap pointed as Enquiry Officer." Proper 
departmental enquiiy was conducted into the matter and on fulfillment of a.l 
codal formalities, submitted his findings.

4
cii

After going through the enquin/ i^ape^zs recommendation of the enquir:/ 
. officer and keeping ir.- view" the recovt ly of tempered vehicle from the 

possession of delinquent official and indulgence in criminal .act,. Constab.le 
Mohsin No. 1249 is hereby dismissed from -service with immediate effect.

44
.

iii
1

<I C;'
-;;i| r
t;:; MUHAMMAD SHOAiB KHAN (PSl

District Police Officer, /
' Charsadda '

'lil.y
. -1

No. O ''2c> ./HC. dated Charsadda the 5 / ! ^I / 2/0 n4
Copy for informat-pn to the>

1) SP/Investigation Charsadda. .
2) D.istrict Accomtts Officer, Charsa.ida
3) DSP/'Sardherl
4) - EC/FMC/Pay .Officer .
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i. o iR D C iR.

• Thia order viii dispvse-o*: tr-e rtepa'iirr.entai eppeal. preferred by Ere- 
■ Coins’iab’Se Sfiohsin] Ho. i'.'i4G cf Charsarca Dirlnc: Police agahst the order .of the then 
-pistrict ^'01106 Officer, Charsaeda, virnereby le was awardee major punishment of 
dismissal frem service vide 03;. Nc. 12''0 Ga-l:cd'3'i.12.2C20.The c.ppeiiantv»/as proceedeki 
against departmentaily or; rhe aiiS'^atior'S that h;i while posted as DrC Police Station 
Sardheri was charged in, case vide FIR No. 274 dated 26.-10.2020 U/S 468/471>PPC 
Police Stston Khanmai as evident vide Superintendent of Police, Investigation, 
Charsadca letter No. 174£7lnv: dated 27.10.202i . , .

i
■))

A \
dll ^

. ip
Proper depadmental e-nquiry procseoings were Initiated against him. He-was- 

issued Chis.'ge Sheet aiongwith. Statement o' .Ailegations and Sub Divisional ^ice-' 
Officer, (SDPO) Tangi, Charsadda was noininalad as'Enquiry' Officer. The Enquiry Officer 
after fulfilling codal form.a'Iities suomiffeef his' findings, wherein he recommended thi=! 
delinquent Officer for.major punishment.

I
;• . Mk

5 r ■

The then Oistrict Felice Officer. Charssdda after agreeing with t.h^! 
recommencations of Enquiry Officer and -eeepirg in view the receveny of tempered vehicle, 
from the possession cf delinquent Cff.csr as: we!i as his indulgence in criminal act. 
Therefore, he was'awarJed major punshmeiit of dismissal from service by the then 
District Police Officer. Charsadda v.de hi: efnee 03: Ko. 1210 dated 31.12.2020.. r?

j / . •

Feeling aggrieved -Toni the or ler df tne then District Police Offics;', 
Charsadda. the appeiiaT preferred the nstant appeal.-Ho was'summoned and heard in . 
person in Orderly Room f std in this offiu or 2T.03.2023. ' , '

'I
lii

•lli
If

From the perusal of the euquir-y fiie and sejvioe record of the appellant, it 
has been found that aliegatiens ieveiec again::t the appellant have been proved beyor;d 
any shadow of doubt. Moreover, ths.i volver-ient of sppeilam in suc!\ like activities is 
cieahy a stigma on'his conduct. Hence.’ff.-D.retfjntion of appellant in-Folice Depsitmefir vcii 
stigmatize the prestige of entire Pciice;, orce instead cf fighting crime, he has himself 
indulged it criminal activities. The appe 'ant ar^prdached tiiis forum at a belated stage i;y 
filing the irstanT appeal .vhich is badH 'irne bkr;ed by C2 years, 01 month and 06 da''/£ •• 
wilbfcul udyanoing any cogent isasoii •'egarciing such de>3y. Moreover, he could not 
preGoni sn;.' cogent jLetificatior> to '.y- rrant 'ntarferenoe. in the order passed by the 
comoetec; authority, ' . . ' -
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Keeping 'n view the-abo'.^t, I, Mcrjammaci ASs Khais, PSH RO'gir.vi-j.-H RolHe'rs
Officer, IVlardaBi, being the appeiiate ci iherity find no substance in the appeal tnarefoi-?, 
the • ejected and filed, being d-ivoid c;f merit as well a.s badly time banvd by ;2
yesis. C I r-ior.t-h and 05 'fays'.

Crcfpr Airu~iOfJ-ic@a\
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.'2023.;• C.''Dated ii/j£rd !-■} the

Copy ferwarded to Die;' ;l ;Poii:;e Officer, Charsadda for information aivd.

• nscesscp; w/r to his cfice Memo: N-n 2Cc/E;G-dated 2'’..C2.20.23. His serv/ice record is 

I'stu rnec e.rew'i th .•
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ORDER.

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 
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 Khahmal as evident vide Superintendent of Police, 
Investigation, Charsadda letter No. 1749/Inv: dated 27.10.2020

Proper departmental enquiry proceedings were initiated against him. He ■ 
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 
recommended the delinquent Officer for major punishment

The then District Police Officer Charsadda after agreeing with the 
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 
dated 31.12.2020. T

was

was

.

. Feeling aggrieved from the order of the then District Police Officer, 
Charsadda, the appellant preferred the instant appeal He was summoned and 
heard ih 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.

Keeping in view the above, I, Muhammad Ali Khan PSP Regional Police 
. \ Officer, Mardan, being the appellate authority find no substance ip'.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.

Order announced ,
Sd/-

Regional Police Officer, 
Mardan

N0.1483/ES, dated Mardan the 30/03/2023

Copy forwarded to District Police Officer, Charsadda for information and necessary
w/r to his office Memo: 206/EC dated 21,02.2023. His service record is returned 
herewith.

. /



VAKALATNAMA
BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL

PESHAWAR.

//// No____ /20^

(APPELLANT)
(PLAINTIFF)
(PETITIONER)

Moks

VERSUS
(RESPONDENT)
(DEFENDANT)0

i/v^.
Do‘hereby appoint and constitute Noor Mohammad Khattak 

Advocate Supreme Court to appear, plead, act, compromise, 
withdraw or refer to arbitration for me/us as my/our 

Counsel/Advocate in the above noted matter, without any liability 

for his default and with the authority to engage/appoint any other 

Advocate Counsel on my/our 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 account in the 

above noted matter.

Dated. / /2Q2

CLIENT

ACCEPTED

NOOR MOHAMMAD KHATTAK 
ADVOCATE SUPREME COURT

’WALEED ADNAN
i

KAMRAN KHAN
' ^

UMAR FAROOQ MOHMAND

MUHAMI^D AYUB 
ADVOCATES^

&

OFFICE!
. Flat No. (TF) 291-292 3^*^ Floor,

Deans Trade Centre, Peshawar Cantt. 
(0311-9314232)


