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02.11.2022 Junior of learned counsel for the appellant present. Mr. 

Muhammad Riaz Khan Paindakhel, Assistant Advocate General ^

for the respondents present.^".x . -v - r... A. \
s N': V

Junior of learned counsel for the appellant requested for
V

‘ - ^ \ •

adjournment on the ground that learned counsel for the appellant 

is busy before Hon’ble Peshawar ^ High'" Court,' Peshawar.

\ . Adjourned. To come up for arguments on 26.12.2022 before D.B.
\V

^ \ TV
(Mian Muhammad) 

Member (E)
(Salah-ud-Din) 

Member (J)

/

. 27"’ Mar, 2023 Learned counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Fazal' 

Shah Mohmand, Addl: AG for respondents present.

Learned counsel for the appellant seeks adjournment 

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

for arguments on 08.06.2023 before D.B. P.P given to the 

parties.

?

A

(Salah Ud Din) 
Member (Judicial)

(Kalim Arshad Khan) 
Chairman
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Clerk of learned counsel for the. appellant present. Mr. 
Muhammad Adeel Butt, Additional Advocate General for the 

respondents present.
Clerk of learned counsel for the appellant requested for 

adjournment on the ground that learned counsel for the 

appellant is not available today due to strike of lawyers. 
Adjourned. To come up for arguments on 10.08.2022 before the 

D.B.

07.06.2022

'FT
(Salah-ud-Din) 

Member (J)
(Fareeha Paul)

Member (E)
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06.05.2021 Due to demise of the Worthy Chairman, the Tribunal is 
non-functional, therefore, case is adjourned to 
07.09.2021 for the same as before.

07.09.2021 Learned counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Kabirullah 

Khattak, Additional Advocate General for the respondents 

present.

Learned counsel for the appellant requested for 

adjournment on the ground that he has not met preparation for 

arguments. Adjourned. To come up for arguments before the 

D.B on 20.12.2021.

IP-
(ATIQ-UR-REHMAN WAZIR) 

MEMBER (EXECUTIVE)
(SALAH-UD-DIN) 

MEMBER (JUDICIAL)

20.12.2021 Learned counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Muhammad 

Adeel Butt, Additional Advocate General for respondents present..

Learned counsel for the appellant requested for adjournment 

as he has not prepared the brief. Adjourned. To come up for 

arguments before the D.B on 16.02.2022.

(Atiq Ur Rehman Wazir) 
Member (E)

i
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Counsel for the appellant and Addl. AG for 

respondents present.
Learned AAG seeks further time to furnish 

reply/comments. Learned AAG is required to contact the 

respondents and facilitate the submission of 
reply/comments on 18.11.2020 before S.B.

28.09.2020

y

Chairman

Junior counsel for appellant and Addl; AG alongwith 

Zafarullah, Inspector for respondents present.
18.11.2020

Representative of respondents has furnished the requisite 

reply/comments. Placed on record. The appeal is assigned to D.B for 

arguments on 10.02.2021. The appellant may submit rejoinder within 

- 10 days, is so advised.

Due to Pandemic of Covid-19, the case is adjourned to10.02.2021

06.05.2021 for the same.
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Counsel for the appellant present. Preliminary arguments 

heard and case file perused. Learned counsel for the appellant 

argued that this is the second round of litigation. Previously the 

appellant was dismissed from service against which he filed 

service appeal No. 1377/2014 in this Tribunal which was decided 

on 30.08.2018 and directed the respondents for conducting de- 

novo enquiry. Thereafter the appellant was reinstated into service 

but his back benefits for the period from 01.10.2013 to 05.10.2018 

were withheld with immediate effect vide order dated 07.12.2018.

I Against the said order, the appellant filed departmental appeal on 

24.12.2018 which was rejected on 27.03.2019. The appellant then 

filed revision petition which was also rejected vide order dated 

07.01.2020, hence the instant service appeal on 06.02.2020. The 

appellant tohp stated that the appellant has not been treated in 

accordance with law and rules.

18.06.2020

'
V

i’>\ ••
• t

Points urged need consideration. Service appeal is admitted 

subject to all legal objections. Appellant is directed to deposit 

security and process fee within 10 days, thereafter, notices be 

issued to the respondents for written reply/ed^
04.08.2020 before S.B. /

A^i^SlI^Deposited 
Sec!Ji%’ a Process Fee -

ents for

4
(MAIN MUHAMl^D) 

MEMBER

04.08.2020 Junior counsel for the appellant and Mr. Kabirullah Khattak, , 
Additional AG for the respondents present.

Learned Additional AG seeks time to contact the 

respondents and furnish the requisite reply/comments. 

Adjourned to 28.09.2020 on which date reply/' 
positively be furnished. /

shall

V.
i

(MIAN MUHAM^MAD ) 
MEMBER (r)
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FORM OF ORDER SHEETA'

Court of
i

72020Case No.-

Order or other proceedings with signature of judgeDate of order 
proceedings

S.No.I

321

The appeal of Mr. Najibullah resubmitted today by Mr. Saadullah 

Khan Marwat Advocate may be entered in the Institution Register and put 

up to the Worthy Chairman for proper order alease. decrease

17/02/20201-

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

put up there on r\

CHAIRMAN ■ .
.1' -Ji.

■ . VA

Due to public holidays on account of Covid-l9, the case 

is adjourned. To come up for the same on 18.06.2020 before

27.03.2020

S.B. a
Reader
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The appeal of Mr. Najeebullah son of Mehrullah Cook Constable No. 256 Police Station Faizu 

Lakki.Marwat received today i.e. on 0^.02.2020 is incomplete on the following score which is 

returne’d to the counsel for the appellant for completion and resubmission within 15 days.

1- Memorandum of appeal may be got signed by the appellant.
. 2- Annexures of the appeal may be attested.

3- Annexures of the appeal may be flagged.
4- Appeal may be page marked according to the Index.
5- Copy of revision petition mentioned in the memo of appeal is not attached with the 

appeal which may be placed on it.
6- Five more copies/sets of the memo of appeal along annexures i.e. complete in all 

respect may also be submitted with the appeal.

3^7 ys.T,No.

Dt. I(^ /2020.

SERVICE TRIBUNAL 
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 

PESHAWAR.
Mr. Saadullah Khan Marwat Adv. Pesh.

civ j'.
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i
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BEFORE THE KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR

S.A No. /2020

Najeeb Ullah D.P.O & othersversus

INDEX

S.# Description of Documents;
Memo of Appeal

Appeal No. 1371/14

Annex Page
1. 1-3
2. "A" 4-6

3. Judgment dated 30-08-2018 "B" 7-10
4. Order dated 07-12-2018 "C" 11
5. Departmental appeal, 24-12-2018 "D" 12
6. Rejection order dated 27-03-2019 13
7. Rejection order dated 0.7-01-2020 W p// 14

Appellant

Through

; (Saadullah Khan Marwat) 
Advocate

; 21-A Nasir Mensioh, 
Shoba Bazar; Peshawar. 
Ph: 0300-5872676 

0311-9266609Dated 04-02-2020

.
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BEFORE THE KPK. SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

/2020S.A No
e<.--

Najeeb Ullah S/0 Mehrullah, 

R/0 Sharbi Khel, Lakki Marwat. 
Cook Constable No. 256, Police 

Station, Faizu Lakki Marwat . . . .

^<ry No.

Appellant

Versus
!

District Police Officer, 

Lakki Marwat.

1. i ■

\2. Deputy Inspector General 

of Police, Bannu Range, 

Bannu.

3. Provincial Police Officer,. 

KP, Peshawar. ....... Respondents

0< = ><J^>< = >0< = ><S>< = ><i>

APPEAL U/S 4 OF THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT,

1974 AGAINST OB NO. 691 DATED 07-12-2018 OF
• \

R. NO. 1 BACK BENEFITS FOR THE PERIOD FROM

01-10-2013 TO 05-10-2018 WERE WITHHELD

WITH IMMEDIATE EFFECT OR OFFICE ORDER NO.

1400 / EC DATED 27-03-2019 OF R. NO. 02

WHEREBY APPEAL OF APPELLANT WAS FILED AND

THE PERIOD OF OUT OF SERVICE WAS TREATED AS

UNAUTHORIZED ABSENCE AS WITHOUT PAY OR

OFFICE ORDER NO. S / 271 / 20 DATED 07-01-

2020 OF R. NO. 03 WHEREBY REVISION PETITION
WAS REJECTED:

o < = > o < = >.<=> < = >0< = >0
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RespectfuHv Sheweth:

That facts and grounds of the matter has been fully narrated in 

the Service A. No. 1377 / 2014 as well as in the judgment dated 

30-08-2018. (Copies as Annex "A" &. "B")

That in the judgment dated 30-08-2018, the department 
directed to conduct De-Novo enquiry in accordance with Rules 

within a period of ninety (90) days from the date of receipt of the 

judgment. The issue of back benefits shall be subject to the 

outcome of De-Novo Inquiry.

1.

2. was

3. That the said judgment was remitted to the respondents for 

compliance by appeliant as well as by the Registrar of the hon'ble 

Tribunal, but no regular inquiry was ‘ conducted and the 

respondents relied upon, the former documents and again passed 

an order on 07-12-2018 by R. No. 01 and the back benefits were 

withheld with immediate effect for no legal reason. (Copy as 

annex "C")

That on 24-12-2018, appellant submitted departmental appeal 
before R. No. 02 for grant'of back benefits which was rejected on 

27-03-2019. (Copies as Annex "D" &"E")

4.

5. That thereafter, appellant filed Revision Petition before R. No. 03 

for award of back benefits which was rejected vide order dated 

07-01-2020. (Copy as Annex "F")

Hence this appeal, inter alia, on the following grounds:-

GROUNDS:

That in the judgment dated 30-08-2018, the hon'ble Tribunal 
directed the respondents to conduct De-Novo

a.

enquiry in
accordance with Rules within a period of ninety (90) days and to

also decide issue of back benefits but no De-Novo enquiry was 

conducted.

b. That appellant was even not served with any fresh Charge Sheet, 

Statement of Allegation and to conduct De-Noyo enquiry, but 
relied upon the formers which were against the law and judgment 
of the hon'ble Tribunal.
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That R. No. 02 & 03 also relied upon the order passed by R. No. 
01 and did not take into consideration the concluding para of the 

judgment of the hon'ble Tribunal.

c.

d. That the back benefits were subject of De-Novo enquiry and when 

De-Novo enquiry was not conducted by the respondents, then 

appellant is entitled for all back benefits from the date of 

termination from service and reinstatement / release of monthly 

salaries.

That all the three impugned orders are not per the spirit and 

mandate of law / judgment, so has no legal value, rather based 

on ulterior motive. ‘ '

e.

It is, therefore, most humbly prayed that on acceptance of 
the appeal, orders dated' 07-12-2018, 27-03-2019 and 07-01- 

2020 of the respondents be set aside and appellant be awarded 

all back benefits since the date of termination from service i.e. 

09-05-2014 till his reinstatement in service with such other relief 
as may be deemed proper,and just in circumstances of the case..

Appellant
Through

Saadullah Khan Marwat

Arbab Saif-ul-Kamal

Amjad Nawaz 
AdvocatesDated 04-02-2020
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BEFORE THE KPK. SERVICE TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR

S.A Noti21\_/2014

Najibunah:S/o Mehmllah, R/o Sharbi Khel, 

Ex - Cook Constable No. 142 PP, Shahbaz 

Khel, P.S Pezu District Lakki Marwat . . . . Appellant

Versus

District Police Officer, Lakki Marwat.

Deputy Inspector Genera! of Police, 
Bannu Range, Bannu.

Provincial Police Officer, KP, Peshawar

1.
2.

Respondents3.

APPEAL U/S 4 OF THE SERVICE TRIBU^.^AL ACT,.

1974 AGAIF^ST OB MO. 289, DATED 09.05.20:lj^ 

OF R, MQ. 1 WHEREBY APPELLAE^ST WAS 

DISIVilSSED FROM SERVICE WITH EFFECT FROM -
OR OFFICEQ1.010;2013 RETROSPECTIVELY

/ EC, DATED 10.06.2014 OR R. MO-ORDER NO.
2 WHEREBY DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL OF 

APPELLANT DATED 21.05.2014 WAS REJECTED

FRO NO LEGAL REASON.
0<>< = ><^0< = >0<=:><;:0< = ><^

Respectfully Sheweth:

That on 01.06.2010, appellant was appointed as Cook 

Constable in the force and since then he was performing his 

official duties to the best of the ability and to ttje entire 

satisfaction of superiors. !

That on 01.10.2013, the local police raided the house of 

Bahadar Khan to recover Punjabi Ladies brought for selling / 

buying / Zina. Mst Aasia Bibi, & Mst Shenaz s'ibi were 

recovered and accused Muhammad Ramzan, Nazir Ullah and 

Samiuflah were arrested on the spot while others decamped

from the spot as per the version of FIR. Report u/s 371-
►

A/371-B PPC r/w 13AO was lodged against the 'accused. 

(Copy as annex "A")

1.

2.
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That formal enquiry was conducted by the Police which was3.
not admissible under the Law & as a result pfj the same, 

served with charge sheet and statement ofappellant was 

allegations on
worth perusal wherein no specific allegation was leveled

07.10.2014. Statement of allegation requires

against appellant but others.
The said charge sheet was replied, dtpnying the 

denied then the matterallegations, when allegations are 

requires full probe. (Copies as annex B & C )
the impugned order, enquiry into ;the matterThat as per

initiated by the department but appellant , was 

associated with the same. What was the result of 1^^ Inquiry

4.
neverwas

not disclosed by the authority in theReport, the same was 

impugned order.
That denove enquiry was 

the impugned order but the same was also not conducted as

ordered by the authority as per5.

per the mandate of Law.
That after concision of so called enquiry proceedings, report 

submitted for onward action to the authority; but here it
6.

was
would be not out of place to mention that the enquiry 

proceedings were not provided to appellant with; the charge

sheet.
That appellant was as per the impugned order served with 

final show cause notice which was replied and denied the 

allegations as above. (Copies as annex D St. E |

That on 09.05.2014, on 

subsequent allegations 

01.10.2013 to

7.

the aforesaid allegations and8.
sinceof absence from duty 

16.01.2014, appellant was dismissed from
1975 with effect fromunder Police Rules,service

01.10.2013 retrospectively. (Copy as annex ''F")!
That , on 21.05.2014, appellant submitted departmental 

appeal before R. No. 2 for reinstatement in service, but the 

same was filed on 10.06.2014 without support of any

9.

(Copy as annex "G" & "H") :
1 26.08.2014, appellant submitted Revision/Mercy

reason. >

That on
Petition before R. No. 3 which was filed on (37.10.2014.

10.

(Copies as annex "1" & ”J")



s
That appellant submitted application before R.j No. 1 for 

supply of the documents mentioned Therein but invain.

(Copy as annex "K") j

Hence this Appeal, inter alia, on the following grounds.-

11.

GROUNDS:
That appellant was appointed basically as Cook Constable & 

used to Cook for the employees. :

That the local Police raided the house of Bahadar Khan who
I

happens to be paternal uncle of appellant, so he is not 

responsible for his activities, if any. ■

That as per the version of R. No. 1, iformal enquiry was 

conducted which was not admissible under the law, and 

then regular one but result of this enquiry was not known.

made but this was also not per the

a.

b.

c.

Denove Inquiry was 

mandate of law, so the impugned orders are of no legal

effect.
That the charge sheet and statement of allegations nowhere 

contain allegation of absence from duty, so subsequenj^ 

thought cannot make basis for punishment.

/■

/d. /

;
I

e. That the impugned orders of the respondents are made with ^ ^ 

retrospective effect, so no administrative could be operated / ■
/

retrospectively.

That trial in the matter is under process, so its result be / 

awaited'. The impugned orders are based on malafide as per/ 

the record.

f.
/ /•I

!!

therefore, most humbly prayed that on acceptance ofIt is,
the Appeal,-order dated 09.05.2014, 10.06..Z014 and 07.10.2014 

of respondents be set aside and appellant be reinstated in 

with ail back benefits, with such other relief as may be deemed

service

proper and just in circumstances of the case.

/WI
Appellant

Z, k’ ^Through
Saadullah Khan Marwat

c i7\w
if-ul“Kamal

1T L-X'X

MisM^dbina Naz 
Advocates,

Arba,

Dated: 6 .11.2014
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BEI^ORE ]’HR K1 fYBF-R P/^lT11NKI! WA SiESVlCirrRiBLlNXl. PESHAWARA

Sl'jnHri', APPEAl, NO. l.W7/:()N
AS-A

Dale ol'insiiUiLion ... 06.1 1,20 HI
!)a!c u

• a •srjiKHiiiciii ... j().us.2uis
^ IA’ ./'IIf. ■

2\ ./
Najibullah S/o MchrulJah, IH'o Sharbi Khel, 

.'Si' #2 E^-Cook Constable No. 142 PP, Shahbaz Khcl 
ft: E;S Pezu District Lakki Marwat.

’ft. •■AiH’

A’'ANS^A.. A"2A'

(Appellant)
•'■•AH-

|»
VERSUS

E District Police Orniccr, Eakki Marwat and two otiicrs.

(Respondents)

SERYIClftPPEAE UNDER Sl'CTlON 
TRIBUNAI. aC'P.

N 01' THE SKRVirn:
_____ 1974 AGAINSO^ OB NO. 289. DATED

Q9,.,Q5.2014, of respondent NO I WHEREBY AiWi r Awr

ftT
A:iT;

N/.iv/
Hi ^ail-ui-Kamal, Advocala,
i:?f. ;feMr. Kabirullah Kli

■'T:i SiA-

'Wa'or appcllan'.'
alUik, Addilional Advocate Ccncral «‘'i Uv.,'ji-'or respondents’

Vi MUHAMMAD AMIN KHAN
- <|.kMR, AHMAD i-IASSAN :dKUNDl .. MEMBER (.rUDlCIAL) 

member (EXECUTIVE)I
S'91
t ■ judgment

'9|i';T

Alt
Muhammad a min eh am kundi. MEMBER: - Learned

At Mr Ihe appellants present. Mr. Kabirullah KhaUal

l^eneral for the respondents also present
.'i'-'s ■■'Ve'''

Brief facts of the

<- /Lddiiional Advocatc

. ArgLancnis heard and record pcnised. 

case as per present service appeal are that the appe|lant 

as Cook-Constable. He

t-'-thnA ■'x'2 '

Hu ■

.ii Sii*® Mrving in Police Department
wa.s dismissed iVorn 

by the competent authority- 

local police P.S Pczii recovered Mst. Asia Bibi

) 24-.* ' ’ '**. t
||ervice vide impugned order dated 09.05.2014

on
;|||: allegation that on 01.10.201

j

ci -ii
TV:

r'-.
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reveled from the inquiry repon dated 04.12.2013, It was lurther

lirceicd lo de-no\o liujuii) 

equired to serve fresh

13.02.2014 as
42

;uili^jril\conleiuled iIkU when the eoiniieieiu 

against the appellant than the competent authority 

charge sheet anci statement of allegation or to give opportunity to the appellant

was r

for reply to the charge sheet earlier framed against the appellant but no

afforded to the appellant. It was

i!

opportunity of reply to the charge sheet was.It'll;
not satisfibd from thefurther contended that ^vhcn the competent aulhoiitv

conducied against the appellant than the conapclcnl authority

was

first inquiry

should have mentioned a reason for de-novo inquiry but the competent auihoiity•M

has not mentioned any plausible reason lor conducting dc-novo mquny 

therefore, the impugned order is illegal and liable to be set-aside and piaycd loi 

acceptance of appeal.

On the other luuui, learned Additional Advocate Oeneial loi the

respondents opposed the contention ot learned counsel lOi ilie appellant and

contended that the appellant was serving in Police Department as Cook-

.IlillSS l Constable, later on he was dismissed from service on the ground that he was

involved in moral turpitude ol'lence and a criminal case was also tegisteicd
! ..

against the appellant. It was further contended that all codal lorinaliues were

fulfilled and the appellant was also provided opportunity of cross

and defence therefore, the appellant Nvas righty dismissed Irorn |serviee and

prayed for dismissal of appeal.

Perusal of the record reveals iliat the appellant

Department as Cook-Constable. I'hc record further reveals that after framing ol

charge and statement of allegation inquiry was conducted against the appellant
(

but the .winpetent authority was not satisfied from the aforesaid Inquiry and

■ n*

=■

exa minaiion

IWP'I go ' 
•AC
Akuyi:;.

■ -'-w. ■

yfv. :AV.. ,
serving in PoliceWHS6.

W-? 'S'-'
on

“directed to conduct dc-novo inquiry bri,! the competent aulhmity has not
V' /it-' AM-Xsu. w'I

t^-iaenlioned any plausible reason under ffeetron/^ Sub-bfeetfoit 6 ol l<.hybcr
c/:i

1S'—1

W/''ife
O i



& Disciplinary) Rules, 201 1 loi
Pakhlunkhwa Governmc.U Servants (Efficiency

the record lo showthere is noihinp on

provided opporlunity lo submil

of allegalion. Furlhermore, there is nothing

.K-oiovo iiuiuirv. Moreover,

inquiry the appellant

conduetin;'.
was

that before a de-novo

!' chare;e sheet and statementreply
,„„„l .Il« copy or .he Joo.oco .oop.i.y

indicate that after conducting a de-
-rifit 'Sd on the

-lii c-hr: .

the recordissued to the appellant 

novo inquiry a Inial show-cause notice vvas

nor
was

issued to the appellant. Moreover,
I

leveled against hiin by the 

also passed

■2R
was also acquitted from the chargethe appellant

and the impugneo. order w'as

i order is also void. As such we are 

ppeal, set-aside the impugned order and

ice. flowcvcr, respondcnl-dcpartmeni

in criminal casecompetent court m 

retrospectively therefore, the impugneo■!W 'if-: ■
w-..':. oyg, ■

vW'

■ constrained to partially accept the a•R'
is directed to

:• •: reinstate the appellant m service
with rules within a permd oi' 90 days 

' of back bcncfhs shall be
comluch de-novo inquiry in accordance

from the daw of receipt of this judgment. 1 he isslu

ol' de-novo iiRiuiry. Parties aie Icfl to bear their own
subject to the outcome

File be consigned to the record roomcosts.

announced
30.08.2018

h'aMMAD Atylfh! KHAN ICUNDl) 

memBEN
\ /■V a / (MC\

f \viP VM ■ cH-J ;

(AHMAD l-bkSSAN)
member

%1

••5■<a A

• i.p.A 'Ay. My
I rV:.!.'

^^0:
Date of P'ffi-var.:.; /Ad-w . 

!■ > ^

EE Oil

by:

:2l'MrH
Tci*- ....—Nd'b-k bdf''

W -ri-y. .AA
■):'E•P .•N-'.i

Pave eDCwi', t
g>;;vc oi’

I

."vb, .aiiAiiilh

■ipyi ys
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*1“" Ori'N 1- i‘i*» *'"•cOUDF.U.
My ilii^ oi-dcr will dispose oft the dcparuricnui! enquiry initialed apainsl C'ook 

iNajih ('liHh Mn.142 wbil.!. imslcii at VV Shdiha/. KUel was found lo uuluipc rn ihn

'■;'''ll(i-,v;up allep.’iiioiis:
S'-'

infornuilion rccoveicd the lf)iici\ving ladies.riuii on 0!.! 0,2013 the local Police of PS Pc'^n
i. Msl.: Asia Bibi w/o Muhammad Nawaz r/o Rana Town Lahore (Punjao;,

Shcluiaz bibi w/o Allaii Oita r/o Thaia Kargran Disirict Shcikliupura (.Punjab) 
from his residential house situated at village Shahbaz KheL 

fhal he .cnuiined L.bsenl from duly from 01.10.2015 lo 16.01.2014 ftolal 108 days') w.ihou.
eetdini pru.ii-leave from competent authonty.

Mohammad Ramzan s/o Akhlcr v/o Pai Khel Panynla District D1 Khan
3 cartridges w-as also

on

ii. Mst:

Besides.
alungwilh 12-bore Repeater without accused without No. a-d , , , ,, , ,,
apiirchcndcd on the.spot. Moreover, accused Nazirullah and Sami UHah S.s/o MehiulUh i.o 
Sharbi Khel were also found with rille 7-MM No.BN-26a and 7-MM riOe alongwnh Repeat^- 
12-l)orc. respectively, the recovered ars/nmmunilion were without heense/pemil. ffolh die 

pprehended on the spot, and a ease vide ITR Nut320 dated 01.10.2013 u/s y - 
A/371-B ri’C/13-AO PS Pezu was registered. _ - , , I
Thai (his till show gross miscondiicl. on his part and make him liable lo be punished under

PoliecRnlcs-lOVn. , c-i r i r' i
He was served with Charge Shed alongwith summery of allegations and SI l..egal t.nil

.ianan Khan Nvas appointed as Ihnquiry Officer. The enquiry ofneer aaer conducted proper 
• dqu.riinenial enquiry submitted his finding report w'hich revealed that.the accused oJiiciai wi-^s 1 O.m 

the above mentioned criminal case, hence experi action might, be initiated against the accused otlicei
ilic matter. Mr. i.iaytit ,Ali

accused were a

,3,

but he then DI'O I.akki Marwat order for Denovn enquiry tiuq 
DSP/Nauranu cdHiticled Denovo cnciuirv and submitlcd his finding rcpoit. and held him guidy ol the 
moral turpitude and of absence from duly w.e from 01.10.2013 lo 16.01.2014 (108) days during me 
period he spent, as proclaimed'offender in criminal ease referred above. 1-mal Show Cause. Notice 
issued lo the delinquent official and served the said, notice through Dl-C! PS -Pc'/.u and later the 
accused offiein! submillcd his reply to ihc tlnal show cause notitc find aNo appeared nvihe nrdo'iy 
loom whcrciii he did' not. satisfied llic undersigned and ihe .sciicl olficial was awarded N moi 
num-.hment of dismissal, from service vide this ofnee OB No,2S9 dated 09.05.2014. l ie pretened rm 
■uaval to ihc Woriliy Regional Police Officer, Bannu Region, for soUing aside the dismissal,ordei 
vide lius ol'licc f)B No, ciuoted above. The Worthy RPO Bannu rejected his appeal vide Ins C.lrdc: 
l•.lu]sl: No.lOhO/LC dated 10.06,2014. After that he preferred an appeal m. Honorable Service 
fnbinial, Khyber Pakhlunkhwa, Peshawar for his reinstatement into service, Ihe Honorable Servme 
inlmnal setting aside the dismissal order and was rein.slatcd into service subject \yiih the Denovo 
c'vinnv proceedings and the issue, of back benefits shell be subject to the outcome of denovo inquny 
pioc..iedings vide judgment No,1933 dated 25^2^ He was reinstated into .service with tire sake 
oi' IT.-.novo criciuiry. Tire enquir)' papers were marked to SP/invst: l..akki Marway for Denovo inquiry, 
•'.i^'liivsi,;- t.akk.i Mainvat alter conducting Dc-novo P-nquiry submitted his Intdmg report wlncn 
rm.'.ilcd that the .snbiccl official is reinstated by Honorable Service 1 ribuna! Kh.vbcr Pakhutnkhw 
I'esluwar as well a,s aequillcd from the subject case, hence, the inquiry pajrers may be fled rvithmu

‘

a.

. ans ftirlhcr action.

Thcivlorc. I Asif Gohar, Dislriet Police OfHcer, UkUi Manvat exercise ol the 
power vested in me under I'olice IUiles-1975.1 lake a lenient view the inquiiy papers are berchy f led 
-.viihoiii anv fonher action while his back benefits for the period Irom ()l.l0-20l.f to O.TlO.MlUraic
o ilhlu'ld wilii iiniiicdiatc effect.

/i il>. No. .'1

07.., / 2(Mk.
District rttlicc OiTiccr, 

i.rikUi MarwatN
^ / -/;Z-.r '2"iK

Copy of above is submitted for favour ofinformaiion lo:- 
Provinckil Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar w/r to his letter No.l380/E&.! 

dated 22.10.2033.
2. The- Regional Police Officer, Bannu Region, Bannu w/r to his Er.dst; No.3217-18/EC dated 

26.10.2018.
3. HC, EC, PO and OHC for information and necessary action.

/ i.Uiied i.akki Mainvai the

• 1. The



Back Benefite(iiifr.JKliJ?l'i^!^

10-201-'i
.iTuT

:: i ’

>^.>uC^jirr-L^371A, 371B-13AOf^01-

.U>U,>^30-08-201
are constrained to partially accept the appeal, set-aside

in service. Hov^ever,
As such we
the impugned order and reinstate the appellant

respondent-department is directed to conduct de-novo inqi^iry in 

accordance with rules within a period of 90 days from the d?jte of 
receipt of this judgment. The issue of back benefits shall be subject

to the outcome of de-novo inquiry.

^U-S.Pwl:>^ De-Nove^
A ♦

That the subject official is reinstated by Honorable Service Tribunal 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar as well as acquitted from the subject 

the inquiry papers may be filed without any further actiori.case, hence
>U(>x):3l^^UDPOwt>y^

lenient view the inquiry papers are hereby filed without anyI take a
further action while his back benefits for the period from 01-10-2013

to 05-10-2018 withheld with immediate ^effect.
X- , l(_|KVy

^ ‘
^Back Benefitso:^DPO. '̂ V

Benefits

-7

*L,if/12/2018:.^o>^

xcV
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BANNU REGIONPOLICE DEPARTMENT ;;;
1\

ly this order will dispose off departmental appeal, preferred .by C6olt';.Gonstable. Nai.eeb^'tJUar: No.256 of district 
olice Lakki, wherein, he has requested back benefits of the period from 01.10.2013 to 05.10.2018 which has been 
/ithheld by DPO Lakki Marwat vide OB No.491 dated 07.12.2018 after conducting de novo inqiin'/ into the charges.

ORDER
. -I

f.

The detail is as under;-

That on 01.10.2013, the local police of PS Pezu recovered two ladies namely Mst; Asia Bioi w/o Muhammad 
Nawaz r/o Rana Town Lahore and Mst-: Shehnaz Bibi w/o Alla Dita r/o Sheikhupura from iLs residential house 
and also arrested three accused Muhammad Ramzan s/o Akhtar r/o Paniala district DIKhc-n, Nazir Ullah' and

I

Sami Ullah Ss/o Mehrullah r/o Sharbi Khel along with two repeaters 12 bore and one T.W/. rifles and register a 
case vide FIR No.320 dated 01.10.2013 u/s 371-A/371-B PPC/13AO PS Pezu against tnem including the 
appellant. The appellant also absented himself from official duty from the date of occurrence i.e 01.10.2013 
to 16.01.2014 (108 days}. • '

That the appellant Aas proceeded departmentally by DPO Lakki Marwat through SI Gul Jan.nr. (E.O). The Ini^uiry 
Officer concluded ■ his findings that the case registered against the appellant (cook conrnable Najeeb Ullah) 
comes in the purview of moral turpitude ahd such like person may cause negative effect on cne society as well as 
department..Th? E.O further opined-that the appellant is still at large and recommended for severe punishment. 
DPO Lakki entrusted the inquiry papers to DSP Naurang for de novo inquiry as proper procedure was not followed

in the case. i

That DSP Naurang submitted his findings, who concluded that the appellant is a stigma on the face of police 
force. Being a member of police force, he has operated prostitution dens and retention of such like criminal in 
the force brings bad name for the force and in the last recommended him for award of major punishrrient. 
After services upon FSCN at his home address, he was dismissed from service by DPC Lakki Marwat on 
09,05.2014 from the date of absence i.e 01.10.2013. |

That subsequently, his appeal was filed by then RPO Bannu on 10.06.2014 and the appellant instituted a 
service appeal in KP Service Tribunal on 06.11.2014 vide appeal No. 1377/2014, where, his appeal wus partially 
accepted and set aside the order of DPO Lakki Marwat. However, the department was dircc.ted to conduct de 
novo inquiry in accordance with rules vide order dated 30.08.2018. j

That in the light of judgment of KP Service Tribunal, de novo inquiry was conducted ihr-.>ugh SP/lnv: Lakki
, I

Marwat, wherein, it was opined that the appellant has been reinstated by KP Service Tribunal and the Addl:

• Sessions Judge-11 has also acquitted him from the case under 265-K hence, it will be better ro file the inquiry. ' 
That DPO Lakki Marwat, vide order dated 07.12.2018, filed the inquiry and the back benc-fits for the period 
from 01.10.2013 to 05.10.2018 were withheld. Now, the appellant has requested to grant him the aack 
benefits at this belated stage.

ks a result of his appeal, the appellant was heard'in persi by the undersigned in orderly room today on 
:6.03.2019 but he failed to substantiate his request on plausible grounds. The perusal of the above depictsjthat 
enient view has already been taken by inquiry officer and competent authority in his departmental proceedings.

leeping in view the aboe, I, Abdullah Khan, Regional Police Officer, Bannu Region Bannu, in exercise of the powers 
-ested in me under Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules, 1975 (amended in 2014) hereby file the appeal of the 
ippellant and the out of service period is treated as unauthorized absence as without pay.

'RDER ANNOUNCED

(ABDULLAH KHAN) PiiP , 
Regional Police Officer, 
Bannu Region, Bannu

lo- /EC, dated Bannu the /03/2019 |

Copy to the District Police Officer, Lakki Marwat w/r to his office Memo; No,437/EC dated 
6,01,2019 for information and n/action along with the service record containing the inquiry file of the appelhSmT^ 
or record in office which may be ackhowledged please.

i2C/zM^ jPo

(ABDULLAH KHAN) PiiP 
^Region.al Police Officer, 
^anni: Region, Bannu

A'y' ^nih'



? i OFFICE OF THE
INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE 

I KHYBER PAKHTLNKHWA 
I S PESHAWAR.
j___ [/20, dated Peshawar the

o
72020.No. S/

ORDER

' This order is hereby passed to dispose of Revision Petition under Rule 11-A of Khyber

Pakhtunkhwa Police Rule-1975 (amended 2014) subn^ittedby Cook Constable Najeeb Ullah No. 256.

j Brief facts of the case are 
289, dated 09.05.2014 ;on the allegations that on 01.ip.20i3, the local Police of PS Pe/.u recoveicd two ladies

namely Mk: Asia Bibilw/o Muhammad Nawaz r/o Raka xiwn Lahore and Mst: Shehnaz Bibi w/o Alta Dita r/o 

i Sheikhpura from his residential house and also arrested ithree accused Muhammad Ramzan s/o Akhtar r/o

Paniala District DlKhaia. Nazir Ullah and Sami Ullah Vo Mehrullah r/o Sharbi Khcl alongwith two repeaters
vide F1i1no.^320, dated 01.10.2013 u?s 371-A/371-B PPC/13AP

that the above named official was dismissed from service vide OB No

12

bore and cine 7MM rifles and register a case
and absence from duty from tfe date of occurrence

was filed by RPO, Bannu

i.e.
PS Pezu against them including the appellant

16.01.2014 for total period of 108‘day$. His appeal for reinstatemen
01.10.2013 to
vide order Endst; No. 1680/EC, dated 10.06.2014. uk instituted a service appeal Nc. 1377/2014 in KP Service 

Tribunal, Peshawar oii 06.11.2014. Service Tribunal PeViawar partially accepted his appeal, reinstated the

, directed io condiid de-novo enquiry in accordance with rules. He

service for the purpo^eko'r3e-novo
conducted and his back benefits for the period from 01.10.2013 to

appellant in service and the department was 

provisionally reindded in
enquiry by DPO, Lakki Marwat vide OB No

was
573, dated 05.10.20i8.;De-novo enquiry was
05.10.2018 was withheld by DPO, Lakki Marwat vide OB No. 691, dated 07.12.2018.

Meeting of Appellate Board was held [m 25.07.2019. The petitioner was heard in person in the 

Appellate Board meeting. During hearing petitioner contended that he has been acquitted by the couit of Addl.

Session Judge-Il, Lakki Marwat.
leveled against the petitioner and guilt of inOTal turpitude was proved 

during enquiry. He also remained PO in the above mentioned criminal case. He has already got benefit from the 

Service Tribunal, court,'and in de-novo enquiry. Therefore, the Board decided that his petition is hereby

rejected.

Serious ;allegations was

order is issued with the approval by the Competent Authority.This

(ZAIB ULLAH KHAN)
AlG/EsUiblishment,

For InspectorCeneral of Police, 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar,

/20,

Copy of the above is forwardedBo the:

Regional Police Officer, Bannu. One Service Roll and
enquiry File) of the above named FC receive^ vide your office Memo: No. 2492/LC, dated Q..07.2 -.
returned herewitli for your office lecoid.

2. District Police Officer, Lakki Marwat.
3. PSO to IGP/Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, CPO Peshawar.
4. PA to Addl;1G?/HQrs; Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

PA to DlG/HQrs: Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar,
6. ' PA to A!G/Legal, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.;
7. : Office Supdt: IMV CPO Peshawar. ;

No. S/

1.

5,
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|W BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR
•i

WRIT PETITION NO.955/2020

Najeeb uLLAh s/o MehruUah, R/o Sarbi Khel, Lakki Marwat Cook Constable No.256,
(Petitioners)ILakki Marwat

VERSUS
s

The inspector General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar & others

(Respondents)

AUTHORITY LETTER.

Mr. Zafar Ullah Khan, Inspector Legal is hereby authorized to appear 

before The Peshawar High Court Bench Bannu on behalf of the undersigned in the

above cited Writ Petition.

He is authorized to submit and sign all documents pertaining to the

present Petition.

District Police Dfficer 
Lakki Mar\ rat 

Respo.ndenV^o.1

Regional Police-Officer 
Bannu Region, Bannu 

Respondent No.2

Ijce^^cer, 
-Peshawar

Provincia 
Khyber PakhtuFTkh

Respondent^No.3



BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR
Appeal No. 955/2020.

' Najeeb Ullah S/o Mehrullah, R/o Sarbi.Khel, Lakki Marwat 
Cook Constable No.256, District Lakki Marwat

(Appellant)
VERSUS

1) District Police Officer Lakki Marwat.
Regional Police Officer Bannu Region, Bannii. 
Provincial Police Officer KPK Peshawar.

2)
3)

(Respondents)
Para wise REPLY BY the RESPONDENT NO. 1,2 & 3

Respectfully Sheweth:

PRELIMINARY OBJECTIONS

1) That the appellant has no cause of action.

That the appeal of appellant is not maintaiiiable under the law and rules.

That the appeal is bad due to Non-joinder and mis-joinder of un-necessary party. 

That the appellant has approached the Honorable Tribunal with unclean hands.

2)

3)
-4)

OBJECTIONS

1. Pertains to record, hence need no comments.
. 'r.

2. In compliance with the directions of Honorable Tribunal De-novo enquiry into the 

matter was conducted by SP/lnv Lakki Marwat and submitted findings report 

before Respondent No.1, upon which R.No.1 issued order vide Order Book 

No.691 dated 07-12-2018, which is reproduced below”

’ Enquiry papers are hereby filed without any further action, while his back 

benefits for the period from 01-10-2013 to 05-10-2018 are withheld with 

immediate effect. (Photocopy of order is Annexed “’A”)

3. In compliance, with the directions of the Honorable Tribunal, the Worthy R.No.3 

issued a letter vide No.1381-82 dated 22-10-2018 with the directions to conduct 

De-novo enquiry through Mr. Shafiq Khan SP/Investigation Lakki & the same was 

then marked to SP/inv Lakki for necessary action and compliance, upon which 

proper enquiry was conducted and findings report was submitted before R.No.1.

4. Proper enquiry was conducted by SP/Investigation Lakki Marwat .& after fulfilling 

all legal//; codal formalities submitted his findings before R.No.1, who after through 

perusal of the same, issued order as explained in above Para.

5. Pertains to record.



OBJECTION ON GROUNDSL.
J: A. In-correct: In compliance with the directions of the Honorable Tribunal, the Worthy 

R.No^3 issued a letter vide No.1381-82 dated 22-10-2018 with the directions to 

conduct De-novo enquiry through Mr. Shafiq Khan SP/Investigation Lakki & the 

same was then marked to SP/inv Lakki for necessary action and compliance, upon 

which proper enquiry was conducted and findings report was submitted before 

R.No.1. (photocopy of letter is Annexed ‘’B”) / .

B. In-fact proper charge sheet based upon summary of allegations was already issued 

as the allegations were the same as alleged in former enquiry and on the basis of 

same De-novo enquiry was conducted by SP/lnv Lakki Man/vat.

C. In-correct: That the instant service'appeal of back benefits wa^ properly perused / 

gone through the available record of the petitioner and also heard in person by 

R.No.2 & 3 in orderly room but appellant failed to substantiate his request on 

plausible grounds, hence R.No.2 filed the appeal of appellant and the out of service 

period was treated as unauthorized absence as without pay vide order No. 1400/EC 

dated 27ip3-2019. (photocopy of order as Annexed “’C”)

D. In-correct: A detail inquiry into the matter was conducted by SP/Investigation Lakki
\

Marwat in accordance with law / rules and put up findings to R.No.1 (competent 

authority), who issued order that unauthorized absence treated as withheld vide 

OB No.691 dated 07-12-2018.
i

E. In-correct: All the respondents fully complied with the directions of the Honorable 

Tribunal and the orders of the respondents were passed in accordance with law, 

facts and based on justice.

Prayer:
Keeping in view of the above facts and circumstances, it is humbly prayed 

that appeal'of appellant, being not maintainable, may kindly be dismissed with costs.

Regional Police Officer, 
Bannu Region, Bannu 

(Respondent No. 2)

Inspector ^eo^aTjo^olice 
KPK,

(Respondent No.3)
avyarr

District Pojice Qfficer, 
Lakki MarvratV 

(Respondent
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=4/' ^V' BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR
Appeal No. 955/2020.

Najeeb Ullah S/o Mehrullah, R/o Sarbi Khel, Lakki Marwat 
Gook Constable No.256, District Lakki Marwat

I(Appellant)
VERSUS

1) District Police Officer Lakki Marwat.
2) Regional Police Officer Bannu Region, Bannu.
3) Provincial Police Officer KPK Peshawar.

(Respondents)
AFFIDAVIT

I, Respondent No.l do hereby solemnly affirm and declare that the contents 

of the accompanying comments submitted by me are true and correct tO' the best of 

my knowledge and belief and that nothing has been concealed from this Honourable 

court.

' )
!

DEPOIVE NT

V

/

/

%

X
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E:\All OfficeNSROCharue Sheet Order 2- hileiuie occ*

'“U>ORDER.I «• h off the departraenlal enquh-y initiated against Cook
found to indulge in the

My this order will dispose 
Constable Najib Uilah No.l42 while posted at PP Shehbaz Kliel was). ^
following allegations;-

That on 01.10.2013 the local Police of PS Pezu on infoimation recovered the following ladies,
i Mst: Asia Bibiw/o Muhammad Nawaz r/oRana Town Lahore (Punjab).

ii' Mst: Shehnaz bibi w/o Allah Dita r/o Thata Kargi'an District Sheikbupura (Punjab) 
from his residential house situated at village Shahbaz tChel.

That he remained absent from duty from 01.10.2013 to 16.01.2014 (total 108 days) without

aloimwith 12-boi-e Repeater without accused without No. a^d ^ carbidges was also 
apprehended on the spot. Moreover, accused Nazirullah and Sana LUl^ Ss/o Mehiullah r,o 
Sharbi Khel were also found with rifle 7-MM No.BN-260 and 7-MM rifle aiongwatb Repeater

without license/pemit. Botii the

1

12-bore respectively, the recovered ars/ammunition were .71
accused were apprehended on the spot, and a case vide FIR No.3.0 dated 01.10._013 u.s o 
A/371 -B PPC/13-AO PS Pezu was registered.
'fhat this all show gross misconduct his pan and make him liable to be punished underon3.
Police Rules-1975. . j oi r 1 r- 1

He was served with Charge Sheet alongwdth summery of allegations and SI Legal Oul
officer after conducted proper 

was PO in
,!anan Khan was appointed as Enquiry Officer. The enquiiy . ,
depanmenlal enquiry submitted his finding report which revealed that the accused official 
ihe above mentioned criminal case, hence expert action might be initiated agauist the accused otfic 
but he then DPO Laicki Marwat order for Denovo enquiry into tliz matter Mi. L.uyat . 
DSP/Nauranii conducted Denovo enquiry and submitted his finding report and held him guuty 
moral turpitude and of absence from duty w.e from 01.10.2013 to 16.01.20j4
ocriod he spent as proclaimed offender in criminal case referred above, hmai Show Cause Nonce 
issued 10 the delinquent official and served the said notice through DFC PS Pezu and latei the 
accused official submitted his reply to the final show cause notice and also appeared m <>rcerly 
room wherein he did not satisfied the undersigned and the said olficiaj was awarded Major 
ounishment of dismissal from service vide this office OB No.289 dated 09.Oo.2014. He piefcrred 
anneal to the Worthv Regional Police Officer, Bannu Region, for setting aside tire dismissal ordci 
vide Ibis office OB No. quoted above. The Worthy RPO Bannu rejected his appeal vide his Older 
Fndst: No.lbSO/'EC dated 10.06.2014. After that he preferred an appeal in HonoraWe ^eivice 
Tnbunai, Khvher Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar for his reinstatement into service, The Honorable Service 
i'Vibunal setting aside the dismissal order and was reinstated into seiwi te subject with the Denovo 
■M^quirv proceedings and the issue of back benefits shell be subject to the outcome ot aenoyo inquiry 
nmceedings vide judgment No.l933 dated 25.09.2U1S. He was reinstated into service with the sake 
oi’ Denovo enquiry. The enquio' papers were marked to SP/lnvst: Lakki Maiwat for Denovo 
SPfiivsf Lakld Marwat after conducting De-novo Enquiry submitted his finding repoit wTich 
revealed tliat the subject official is reinstated by Honorable Service Tribunal Khyber PaidituirKhwa, 
R-'hawar as well as acquitted from the subiect case, hence, the inquiry papers may be filed withoiu

of the

an

any further action.

Therefore I Asif Gohar, District Police Officer, Lakki Marwat exercise of the 
newer vested in me under Police Rules-1975,1 take a lenient view the inquiry papers are hereby tiled 
f :ftLran“fmtf r action while his back benefits for the period fntm 01.10.2013 to OS.lO.dOiSjjre

withheld with immediate effect.^

/OB No.

Dated; //X /2018.
District V^licc Otecr, 

Lakld MarwalX.
Dated Lakki Marwat the ^7 /j2-“'/2018. ■

Copy of above is submitted for favour of information to:-
1. The Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar w/r to his letter Mo.l380/E&i

dated 22.10.2018.
2. The Regional Police Officer, Bannu Region, Bannu w/r to his Eiidst; No.3^17-.LS/Ek dated 

26.10.2018.
3. HC, EC, PO and OHC for information and necessary action.
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Office of the Inspector General of Police 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar

—------/h&L dated Pustiawar thr

U:
 No.

/10/20 IK
To: The District Police Oniccc 

Lakki Marwtil •;
Sui)jeci;

a<;ainst
Memo: y-c\

v\ x:

Pica.se refer to your ofrlce lette
i No. 118/4/EC duled 12.10.2018

lfie .subjectcited above. on

2. OentiVQ uepnrtniciiit-iJ
'■^ntiuiry tjgjdnsl Ex-EC Niijeeb Utlah

I Lakki Marwni and final
iT^ay be conducted 

outcome be
!S.suarice of formal order, for the periesal

through Mr,' Muhammad
Khan, !=r/lnvestigaiion

communicated :o this office, 
Worthy [(IP.

on or before 15.1 1.201X, before i
of

”5^

mi MUHAMMAD ABW KUAN).
^^Oeputy Inspector Gcacrai of Police 

Inlemai Accounta bi! ity 
Kh^'bcr Pakhtunkhwa^ 

Peshawar

^ ■

FSP

/d]vKANo: /. /'H&l,
t-^faHovc is fr,r«.-ardv-d lor infornuidl, t'i’ 

I “^iic Regional Polioo O/lioor, Bunni,

Muhammad Shafiq hhau, SP/Invesii "2. Mr.
,o. / Lakki M.nr\vat

Mo A/y

:jk-\

(DR. MUHAMMAD A BIO lOlAN)
l>3pniy Inspector General offel 

Internal Aceomitabilitv
Khyber Palchtunkhw’a'

Pe.shavvar

i’SP
lee

\
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My this order will dispose off departmental appeal, preferred by CSok^GbJtabterN^eb-llUah No.256 of district 
police Lakki,-wherein, he has requested back benefits of the period from 01.lbT2oT3 to 05.10.2018 which has been 
withheld by DPO Lakki Marwat vide OB No.491 dated 07.12.2018 after conducting de novo inquiry into the charges. 
The detail is as under:-

BANNU REGION
J ORDER

• That on 01.10.2013, the local police of PS Pezu recovered two ladies namely Mst: Asia Bibi w/o Muhammad 
Nawaz r/o Rana Town Lahore and Mst; Shehnaz Bibi w/o Alla Dita r/o Sheikhupura from his residential house 

also arrested three accused Muhammad Ramzan s/o Akhtar r/o Paniala district DIKhan, Nazir Ullah and 
Sami Ullah Ss/o Mehrullah r/o Sharbi Khel along with two repeaters 12 bore and one 7MM rifles and register a 
case vide FIR No.320 dated 01.10.2013 u/s 371-A/371-B PPC/13AO PS r 
appellant. The appellant also absented himself from official duty from the date of 
to 16.01.2014 (108 days).

and

Pezu against them including the 
occurrence i.e 01.10.2013

• That the appellant was proceeded departmentally by DPO Lakki Marwat through SI Gul Janan (E.O). The Inquiry 
Officer concluded in his findings that the 
comes

registered against the appellant (cook constable Najeeb Ullah) 
in the purview of moral turpitude and such like person may cause negative effect on the society 

department. The E.O further opined that the appellant is still at large and recommended for severe punishment. 
DPO Lakki entrusted the inquiry papers to DSP Naurang for de novo inquiry as proper procedure was not followed 
in the case.

case

as well as

• That DSP Naurang submitted his findings, who concluded that the appellant is a stigma on the face of police 
force. Being a member of police force, he has operated prostitution dens and retention of such like criminal in 
the force brings bad name for the force and in the last recommended him for award of major punishment. 
After services upon FSCN at his home address, he was dismissed from service by DPO Lakki Marwat on 
09.05.2014 from the date of absence i.e 01.10.2013.

• That subsequently, his appeal was filed by then RPO Bannu on 10.06.2014 and the appellant instituted a 
service appeal in KP Service Tribunal on 06.11.2014 vide appeal No.1377/2014, where, his appeal was partially
accepted and set aside the order of DPO Lakki Marwat. However, the department was directed to conduct de 
novo inquiry in accordance with rules vide order dated 30.08.2018.

That in the light of judgment of KP Service Tribunal, de novo inquiry was conducted through SP/lnv: Lakki 
Marwat, wherein, it was opined that the appellant has been reinstated by KP Service Tribunal and the Addl:
Sessions Judge-ll has also acquitted him from the case under 265-K hence, it will be better to file the inquiry.

. That DPO Lakki Marwat. vide order dated 07.12.2018. filed the inquiry and the back benefits for the period 
from 01.10.2013 to 05.10.2018 were withheld. Now, the appellant has requested to grant him the back
benefits at this belated stage. .

As a result of his appeal, the appellant was heard in person by the undersigned in orderly 
26.03.2019 but he failed to substantiate his request

room today on
plausible grounds. The perusal of the above depicts that 

lenient view has already been taken by inquiry officer and competent authority in his departmental proceedings.
on

Keeping in view the aboe, I, Abdullah Khan. Regional Police Officer, Bannu Region Bannu, in exercise of the powers 
vested,in me under Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules, 1975 (amended in 2014) hereby file 
appellant and the out of service period is treated as unauthorized absence as without pay.

ORDER ANNOUNFFD

the appeal of the

(ABDULLAH KHAN) PSP . 
Regional Police Officer, 
Bannu Region, Bannu

/^erO /EC, dated Bannu the XJ /03/2019No.

Copy to the District Police Officer, Lakki Marwat w/r to his office Memo: No.437/EC dated 
16.01.2019 for information and n/action along with the service record containing the inquiry file of the appeit^ 
for record in office which may be acknowledged please.

jPo

(ABDWLLAH KHAN) PSP 
Regional Police Officer, 
t&dnnu Region, BannuW
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