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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA

Kh yh" c—.fm

Sersdee Fribunal

PESHAWAR. 6503

Dl

SERVICE APPEL NO. 281 of 2023. z / Z{jg
Dated

Nawaz Khan Asstt. Sub. Inspector presently pos’red in " District
MONSEII <o et Appeilom‘

VERSUS

1. Provincial Police Officer Khyber Pakhtunknwa Peshawar.
2. Regional Police Officer, Hazara Region Abbottabad.

3. D|s’rr|c’r Police Officer, Monsehro
.................................................................... ... Respondents

Parawise Comments On Behalf Of Respondents No.01 to 03.
RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH:-

That respondents submit as under.
PRELIMINARY OBJECTION:-

a) The appeal is not based on facts and appellant has got no
cause of action or locus standi.

b) That oppedl is not maintainable in the present form.

¢) The appeal is bad for non-joinder of necessary and mis-joinder
of unnecessary parties. ' |

d) The appellant is estopped by his own conduct to file the
appeal.

e) The appealis barred by the law and limitation.

f) The appellant has not come'to the Honorable Tribunal with

clean hands.

FACTS:-

1. The appellant, while posted as OIl Police Station Phulrq,
one Muhammad Pervaiz Ex. Nazim U/C Phulra submitted
an application against him alleging there in that during

‘investigation of case vide FIR No. 169 dated 28.07.2022
u/s  302/109/15-AA/34-PPC  Police Station Phulrg,
appellant arrested the accused namely Shoaib s/o Sher

Muhammad and during in’rerrogcﬂoh he brutally tortured




@

the said acecused and demanded 05 Lacs, one

Clashankoof as bribe from him,

Simllarly, Mst. Neelum Shahzadi d/o Sher Muhammad r/o
Mlayari Phulra also submitted an application in which
she leveled the same allegations against him.

A fact finding enquiry was conducted by SDPO Oghi
who affer enquiry held the appellant guilty and
recommended him for proper departmental
proceeding. The appellant was properly charge
sheeted and departmental enquiry was entrusted to
Additional Superintendent of Police Mansehra who after
proper enguiry and after giving him opportunity of
defense, held him guilty and recommended for suitable
punishment.(Charge sheet, statement of allegations and

complete enquiry file is attached as annex:-A)

. After proper departmental enquiry, the appeliant was

awarded major punishment of reduction in rank from SI
to ASl vide OB No. 199 dated 10.11.2022.

. Incorrect. All the legal formalities were fulfiled. He was |

given chance to defend himself and to cross examine
the witness. Similarly opportunity of personal hearing was
given to him on 10.11.2022 before awarding him major
punishment. He preferred departmental appeal Which
was rejected vide order No.174 dated10.01.2023.(copy

of order is atteched as annex:-B)

. The appellant being investigating officer, conducted all

the investigation and interrogation of accused.

. That after arrest of accused, he was handed over to

appellant who conducted the investigation.

. That the allegation leveled against him was proved

during initial enquiry as well as during departmental

enquiry.
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7. That this fact has been c:dmiﬁed that accused was

2

arrested and handed over to appellant for investigation
who demanded bribe and resorted tortured against him.

8. The detail was already been given in Para 1 above.

9. Incorrect. Allegq’rions leveled: ogqinsf appellant were
proved during the enquiry préceedings.

10. That the instant oppedl' is not maintainable on the

following grounds:-

A. Incorrect. The impugned orders are correct, law-full
and according to principle of natural justice.
Hence, liable to be upheld.

B. Incorrect. A proper departmental enquiry was

initiated against him by issuing charge sheet,
statement bf allegations vide order No. 5929-30/PA
dated 15.08.2022. The enquiry officer received his
reply, wherein, he denied all allegations. The
enquiry officer also provided him opportunity of
personal hearing on dated 10.11.2022 besides cross
examination with evidence. The enquiry officer
after fulfilling all codal/legal formalities held him
guilty of gross misconduct in terms of Police Rules,
1975 and recommended him for suitable
punishment.

C. Incorrect. The appellant was freated according to
law and departmental rules.

D. Incorrect. The departmental appellant authority
rejected the appeals after taking into
consideration all the facts and circumstances of
the case.

E. Incorrect. As replied above.

F. Incorrect. The instant appeal is badly time barred.

Hence, not maintainable.




PRAYER:

In view of the above mentioned facts, the appeal in

hand rhoy kindly be dismisséd being ‘devoid of any legdl

| Inspector General of P

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar *
_ (Respondent No. 1)

RegionoWo’\ﬁOff{er |

Hazara Region Qﬁ%qﬂabad
piNo: 2)

‘RegREIFEMIE

Hazar

pistMansehriefficer
(ResplondelitiNo. 3)
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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA

Nawaz Khan Asstt. Sub. Inspector presently posted in District
" eereeerereeeneseeeeneeeen Appellant

MANSENTQ .. i cireens
VERSUS

1. Provincial Police Officer Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshowcr
2. Regional Police Officer, Hazara Region, Abbottabad.

3. District Police Officer, Mansehra.
Respondents

PUpeserr st nas st iplauerrsnsngerere NP AP s AP ruAnTevaiordranat T eI NRLTY

AFFIDAVI
We respondents do hereby solemnly affirm

and declare that the contents of comments are true and correct to

the best of our knowledge and belief and nothing has been

concedled or suppressed from this Honorable Tribunal.
o oodr Wk Tw U apr) e

oV Egw enmi

‘W—QYe é\ /

Khyber Pakhtunkhw Peshawar
(Respondent No. 1)

Reg olice Qfficer

Hazard Region Abbottabad
(Respondent No. 2)

Dis %% g;facer

ﬁ;stnM?ﬁ\ fra
(RebBHREYS No. 3)
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CHARGE SHEET

l, Irfan Tariq (PSP), District Police Officer, Mansehr

hereby charge you sI Muhammad Nawaz Police Lines as follows,
= lammad Nawaz Police Lines

On the complaint of one Muhammad.Pervez

been conducted through DSP Oghi. The enquiry officer after conducting preliminary enquiry has

submitted his report and proved the charges of assaulting the accused namely Muhammad

amounts to gross misconduct.

»
\

. Due to reasons stated above you appear to be guilty of misconduct under Khyber
Pakhtunkhawa Police Disciplinary Rules 1975 (amended in 2014} and have rendered yourseif
liable to all or any of the penalties specified in the said Police Disciplinary Rules.

You are, therefore, required to submit your written defense within 07 days of
the receipt of this charge sheet to the enquiry officer.

Your written defense, if any, should reach the enquiry officer within the

specified period, failing which it shall be presumed that you have no defense to put in and in

that case expartee action shall follow against you.

Intimate whether you desire to be heard in person or otherwise.

Statement of allegation is also enclosed.

Districh\Policg/Officer,
Mansehra

a as Competent Authority,

r/o Phuira preliminary enquiry has

2
S
A
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DSP LEGAL

MANSEHRA

i
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DISCIPLINARY ACTION

I, Irfan Tariq {PSP), District Pohce Officer Mansehra, as Competent Authority of the
opmcon that S| Muhammad Nawaz Police Lines has rendered himself liable to be proceeded
against as he committed the fo!iowmg act/omissions within the meaning of Khyber
Pakhtunkhawa Police Disciplinary Rules 1975 {amended ih 2014).

On the complaint of one Muhammad Pervez r/o Phulra preliminary enquiry has been
conducted through DSP Oghi. The enquiry officer after conducting prellmmary enquiry has
submitted his report and proved the charges of assaultlng the accused namely Muhammad
Shoaib involved in Case FIR No. 169 dated 25-07-2022 U/S 302/109/34 PPC PS Phulra it
amounts to Eross misconduct. '

For the purpose of scrutinizing the conduct of the said accused Officer with reference to

the above allegations. Mr. Addl: SP_Mansehra s deputed to conduct

formal departmental enquiry against $1 Muhammad Nawaz Police Lines

The Enquiry Officer shall in accordance with the provisions of the Khyber Pakhtunkhawa
Police Disciplinary Rules 1975 {(amended in 2014), provide reasonable opportunits} of hearing
the accused, record findings and make recommendations as to punishment or other
appropriate action against the accused

The accused and a well conversant representatlve of the department shall in the

proceedings on the date, time and place fixed by the Enquiry Officer.

No_S929 -30/PA dated Mansehra the (S /08/2022

Copy of the above is forwarded for favour of information and necessary action to: -
1. The Enquiry Officer for initiating proceedings against the defaulter officer under the
: provisions of the Khyber Pakhtunkhawa Police' Disciplinary Rules 1975. Preliminary
W{’M/ ‘ enquiry conducted by DSP Oghi is enclosed
—:Q%’_ 2. SI Muhammad Nawaz Pblice Lines with the direction to submit his written statement
to the Enquiry Officer within 07 days of the receipt of this charge sheet/statement of
/ allegations and also to appear before the Enquiry Officer on the date, time and place e

fixed for the purposes of departmeptal proceedings.

L 4

DSP LEGA
MANSEHRA

District Police

Mansehra




To Al (A
The Addl. Supérintendeni of Police, |
(Inquiry Officer) '
. Mansehra.

Subject:- REPLY TO THE CHARGE SHEETS DATED 15-08-2022.

u With reverence it is submitted that | am in receipt of
both the Charge Sheets one issued by the District Police Officer
Mansehra vide No. 5929-30/PA dated 15-08-2022 and the other
issued by the Superintendent of Police -(Invesﬂgo’rion) Mansehra
under No. 84-85/PA dated 15-08-2022 with some improvement fo |
that of DPO Mensehra. However, this may please be treated as

reply to both the referred éhorge Sheets.

1.  That while posted as Oll Police Station Phuria (District
Mansehra) an FIR Case No. 169 dated 28-07-2022 under
sections 302/109/427/34 PPC/ 15AA was registered against
accused Shoaib Son of Sher Mohammad and Sher

Mohammad $/O Khani Zaman etc.

2. - That ShOOlb accused was c:rrested by . \SHO PS, Phurla on
02~08-2022 from “Katha Parhom" vide Arres’r Card dated |
02-08-2022. (Copy of Card Amest is altached as “A")

47?27“" %{' ‘?”’%3. That the allegations as inserted in both the Charge Sheets

// ' "“‘\ are based on the comploih’r fled by Muhammad Pervez
" . General Councilor V/C Phulra are false, fabricated and
% Vw47 pased on malafide having no nexus with truth. The said

A
' Councilor has some personal grudge against me.

Muhammad Pervez is also supporting accused party. He is

neither complainant of the FIR nor eye witness of the

‘occurrence spot. What-so-ever he has mentioned in his




. o | Anex ()

complaint is totally® mcorred false,, .fabricated and based
- on'malafide and personcl vendeﬁc against me. (Copy of
complaint is attached as “B"). | H

That according to Arrest Card prepared by -SHO, PS,
Phurla the accuséd'Shooib was arrested on 02-08-2022
from from a place known as _"Kc’rho Parhani" while
according to his complaint dated 03-08-2022 Pervez

claims that accused Shoadib was produced by him in PS 1
Phurla before DSP Oghi and SHO Phulara. Complaint is "
therefore folse

5. That when said Pervez was not present on the place of

occurrence then as to how he can say that a Kolosh'rjikov
and Hand Grenade was in possession of Deceosed 'pcrfy
in their vehicle a’r'the time of occurrence. Even the spot
eye wﬁnesses and complainant of FIR Mst. Guishan Bib
Widow of deceased Pir Muhammad and others did not
say anything about availability of Kalashnikov and Hand
Grenade etc in their vehicle. About demand of Rs. 5 {five
lac) bribe from accused Shef Muhammad is also a false,
fabricated and concocted story of allegations on the part

of Pervez complainant.

6.  That so far as allegation with regcrd to torture of accused
Shoaib is concerned, in this respect it is stated that
occurrence took place on 28-07-2022 and accused was
arrested on 02-08-2022 by . \SHO, PS Phurla from “Katha
Parhani" and who was produced before the Judicial

Magistrate  Mansehra on 03-08-2022 where accused:

alleged torture at he hands of police. Doctor while

examining accused has scribed that there was only
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redness on’ his buttock but no bliood. As accused
remalned out of police arrest from 28-07-2022 to 02-08-
2022 and during the period managed such redness on his
buttock with the connlvcnce of complarnon’r Pervez who
is a very clever and cunning. When Pervez could manage
some other false allegations in his complaint then as to
~how he could not arrange such false redness on the
buttock of accused Shoaib before producing Magistrate.
(Copy of custody order and doctor report dated 03-08-
2022 Is attached as “C"). '

That only after obtaining custody dated 03-08-2022 of the
accused Shoaib, he was interrogated and he pointed out
place of occurrence cnd produced crime weapons
{Pistol & Kalashnikov etc). As the Kofoshnikov etc had
adlready been' recovered from accused Shoaqib then
question of demanding Rs.5 lac as bribe does not arise.
Allegations of complainant are false and fabricated
hence vehemently denied. (Pointation memo efc are
attached as “D"). '

That accused Shodib was never tortured by police nor
any amount as a bribe was demanded from him. The
allegations made in his complaint dated 03-08-2022 by
Pervez Councilor are totally incorrect, baseless, false and
fabricated which are vehemently deniad. Said Pervez is
desperately trying just to defend accused por’ry and to
spoil and destroy - the FIR/ double murder case of
deceased party. At no cost Pervez should be permitied to
interfere frc;m bringing the accused persons to face their
heinous crime committed by murdering 02 innocent ;

persons.
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reason and Jushflccmon

»

- In view of the facts and circumstances it is earnestly requested -
that Charge Sheet under reply may kindly be recommended to

K

/Wx (A)

That throughou’r entire service and porhculorly in the field
of investigation, | have olways tried my best to book the
Culprits to face the consequences of the crime
| ."commn"red by fhem No body who committed cny crime
was ever spared by me. The complaint of Pervez is false
cnd needs to be turned down rather he deserves to be.
taken to legal task as he has been frying' to interfere and

destroy the FIR case of deceosed party without any

be filed without any further pfo’ceedings for as the ollegaﬁohs

incorporated in the complaint being false, fabricated cnd

based on malafide and personal vendetta against me.

- Thanking you sir in anhcnpahon

//%%%/ .  Your Obedient Servant

Py
(Muham

D
MANSEHRA ted 20.08-2022

Sub Inspector
(the then OIl PS Phulra)
Police Lines Monsehra

03411 B3éo ,2?0

b2 LD .

ad Nowaz)




POLICE DEPARTMENT , ' DISTRICT MANSEHRA
From: The Additional Superintendent of Police,
" Mansehra. _ -
To: . The ljistrict Police Officer,
- Mansehra. '

No._341__/PAs Addl: sP, Mansehra dated the )] - 109/2022..

Subject: DEPARTMENTAL ENQUIRY OF S| MUHAMMAD NAWAZ
' POLICE LINES MANSEHRA., b ,
_ ——====INE> MANSEHRA.

Please refer to yoi:r office ends: No. 5929-30/PA dated
15.08.2022. ' ‘

written statement was recorded which is attached herewith enquiry file for
perusal and ready reference, Similarly,- complainant namely Muhammad
Pervaiz s/o Abduyl Latif r/o Thandi Benrhi Phulra was also summoned heard

Page1o0f3
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7 and observed that a éase vide FIR No.' 169 dated 25.07.2022 uls

302/109/34 PPC PS Phulra which was marked to the delinquent official for
investigation who arrested the accused namely Shoaib s/o Sher Muhammad

and interrogated. During the interrogation, he brutally tortured the accused
Shoaib and demanded 05 lacs as bribe.
- Shahzadi s/o Sher Muhammad r/o Mlayari Phulra submitted an application
- with the same allegations which was send to DSP Oghi for report. In this .

Similarly, one Mst: Neelum '

N

regard, report of DSP Oghi was received which reveals that the delinquent
official has tortured the ‘accused Shoalb (Apphcatlon alongw:th report of
DSP Oghi are enclosed)
: "Moreover, when delinquent off cial was posted as Oll PS
Saddar, a complainant namely Mian Muhammad Afzal r/o Jaba Mansehra

- submitted an application against the delinquent official -stating therein that

the delinguent official arrested the accused and when he visited the Police
Station, the delinquent official®was sitting with the arrested accused and was
busy in dinner. The same complaint was sent to SP investigation Mansehra
for further necessary action. In this regard the report: of SP Investigation
Manserha has received which revealed that the delinquent official was
served with a show cause notice for improper handling at the time when the
accused were under his custody. (Application alongwith report of SP
Investigation Mansehra are enclosed).
Furthermore, the previous pumshment record of the delmquent :
official was obtained from SRC /Inv which are as under:-

S# | OB-No/ dated Allegations/ charges Punishment
1. ]102/02.06.2015 [*While posted as ASI PS Saddar | Suspended/
o giving favour to the land mafia- | warning
2. | 539/19.06.2017 | While posted as Oll PS Nara | Censure
BY DPO Haripur | Amazai failed in the ability test &
performing ; official duties in
professional manners. ,

3. - While posted as OIlI PS Nara | Censure
Amazai that quality  of [ Fine Rs. 1000/-
investigation is not up to the

‘ | mark. e

4. | 135/24.07.2019 | Failed to recover the weapon of | Stoppage of 03

By DPO offence in case vide FIR No. | year increment
Mansehra 245/2018 u/s 302/381-A PPS | without

"

PC Phulra

cumulative e#fect

s

DSH
MANSEHRA

‘Page 20f3
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/R : In view of forgomg, | being enquiry officer found the delinquent | -
official guilty as he failed to prove his innocence. Hence, the. charges

leveled against him in the instant charge sheet are stand established

therefore, he is recommended for suitable punishment as described in

Ponce Efficiency and Disciplinary Rules 1975 (Amended-2014).

Enquiry Report along with all relevant attested documents/

papers are submitted for peru'sal, please.’

(MUHY
ADDITIONAL

_Copy to:
SP Investigation, Manserha w.r. to show cause notice 'No. 84-85 dated

15.08.2022 for further necessary action.
I/C complaint cell w.r reference to dy: No. 1842 dated 01.06.2022 and No.

2726 dated 5.08.2022 for mformatlon and further necessary action.

1.

2.

OHLe

bPO .‘Taoxdwa ! - W Y
et
)

| DSP LEGAL | o -
f . NSEHRA , Page3of3 Lo/l.‘ [ | )
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OFFICE QR THESUPERINEENDENT OF POLICE
U M BSTICATION, MANSEHRA
P No: §997-920104, Fax: No: 0997-920016

7

- sspinvmsg@gmail.com

) . Viansehra the /& ___/08/2022
To . The District Police Of

Manseh::a.

: /
Subject: APPLICATION. e

Memorandum: : A _ '
Kindly refer to your office Diary No.1842 dated 01.06.2022, on the

subject noted above. -

It is submitted that application of Mian Muhammad Afzal s/o Mian
Israecl /o Jaba Mansehra was sent to Ol PS Saddar for ‘repori. His detail report revealed that
it relates to case vide FIR No.74 dated 28.02.2022 u/s 302/341/342/109/34 PPC PS Saddar
Mansehra, registered on report of applicant who charged 06 accused namely Usama Rehman,
Zahid, Zaid, Riaz, Abdul Wahid and Ghulam Norani for murder of his son namely Shahzad
aged about 11/12 years and Mst: Fakhra d/o Mian Muhammad Bashir.

During the course of Investigation IO arrested accused Ghulam Norani,

obtained his police custody and interrogated him. It was found that said accused is real uncle
of accused Abdul Wahid and was in contact with him at the time of occurrence. During
mvestlgatxon he admxtted to have made conmvance with accused Abdul Wahid. He was
produced before the court and was remanded to Jail. Accused Usama Rehman got his BBA
from the Court of ASJ-I Mansehra, which was cancelled on 21.03.2022. IO arrested and
interrogated him on different m but he ditl not admit to have committed the offence during
the course of investigation. 10 produccd him before the court for obtaining police custody,
which was refused and he was remanded to jail. On request of IO prosecution filed a review -

petition against refusal of police custody, which was also turned down by the court of ASJ-VI

Mansehra.

Police arrested other nominated accused namely Riaz, Zahid and Zaid and
produced them before the court, obtained their 02/02 days police custody. Interrogation of .
accused led to recovery of weapons of offence i.e 30 bore pistols three in numbers.
P‘\" After completiop of investigation complete challan against arrested 05
R p;ccused while challan w/s 512 Cr.PC against ‘absconding accused was submitted to the court.
Investxgatlon of said case has been conducted on merit.

However, keeping in view of the complaint, SI Nawaz IO of the case is

served with a show cause notice for improper handling of accused at the time when they were

under his custody for investigation.
Submitted please. 47

Superintendent of Police
Investigation, Mansehra



. Perusal of complamt vide No.I842-C dated 01 dé. 2022, of District Pol;ce O_ﬂ“ c.br
' : Mansehra, subm:tted by complamant 0/ case vide FIR No. 74/22; _,' .
L 302/427/341/342/148/149 PPC PS Sadder revealed thit you careIessly o
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OFFICE oF ‘I‘HE SUPERINTENDENT OF POLICE ..
. INVESTIGATION, MANSEHRA Py
Ph; No: 0997-920106, Fax: No: 0997-920016 '

! P
¢ sgnnvmsa(a}gmml com "‘

“No. 77 ) /PA/Inv Dated Mansehra the _ /r /Cg / 2022
- = o

SHOW CAUSE NOTICE

liable to be proceeded under ru]e 5(3) of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules 1975 wnh
amendment 2014 for foIlowmg misconduct.

{
’

tmproperly handled arrested accused mvolved in double murder case! wllth'
caused. grievous dtstress the complamant of Ihe case. This is questwn mark
your profess:onallsm being IO of the case, and .Speaks your lack of interest m

your oj]‘ cial duties, whzch tantamount gross misconduct on your part.

. That by reason of above, as sufﬁcxent material is placed before the undersigned; lhereforc,

it is demded to proceed against you in gene ral Police proceedmg without aid of enquiry .
officer.

§. That the mxsconduct on your part is pre_]udrmal to good order of discipline in the police

»

force.

. That your retention in the pohce force wxll amount to encourage in efficient and

unbecommg of good police officers.

6 That by takmg cognizance of the matter under enquiry, the undersigned as competent

authonty under the $aid rules, proposes stern action against you by awarding one or more -
kind of pumshments as provrded m the rules.

. You are therefore, called upon to show cause as to why you should not be dealt strictly on

accordarice with the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules, 1975 thh amendment 2014 for
the misconduct referred to above.

- You should submit reply to this show cause notwe within 07 days of the receipt of this

notice fallmg which an ex parte action shall be taken agamst you.

. You are further directed to mform the undermgned that you wish to be heard in person or

not.

Supéerintendent of Police
Investigation Mansehra

Under Rule 5(3), KPK Police Rules 1975 with amendment 2014 o A

. That you SI Nawaz Khan whnl then posted as' OII PS Saddar have rendered yourself

1SR
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- * POLICE DEPARTMENT - MANSEHRA DISTRICT

1

ORDER

" This office order will dispose off the departmental en‘quiry proceeding against
| S1 Néwaz Khan who was procéeded against depafimehtally with the allegation that on the
complaint of oné Muhammad Pervez r/o Phuira preliminary enquiry has been conducted through
DSP Oghi. The enquiry officer after conducting preliminary enquiry has submitted his report and
proved the chargcs of assaulting the accused namely Muhammad Shoaib involved in Case FIR
No. 169 dated 25.07.2022 u/s 302/109/34 PPC PS Phulra. | ' _
The Enquiry Officer i.c. Muhammad Jamil Akhtar, Addl: SP Mansehra after conducting

proper departmental enquiry has submitted his report and proved the chargeé leveled against him.

On 10.11.2022, the delinquent SI Nawaz Khan was heard in person in orderly room but
he could not convince the undersigned in his defense. | .

I, the District Police. Officer, Mansgehra, therefore award him majo_r punishment of
“One step reduction in rank” to the delinquent SI Nawaz Khan, under Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
Police, Disciplinary Rules 1975 (amended in 2014). He is reinstated in servicé_, '

Ordered announced. -

District ce Officer

' gﬁ N ; : , Mansehra
OB No / : .

Dated lo M /2022

< .
OsP LEGAL
MANSEHRA




Ofl‘l(,L OF THE REGIONAL POLICE OFFICE!™

HAZARA REGION, ABBOTTABZ.

Re 0992-9310021-%_

&5 0992-931082.

: Nr.rpohazara@gmail.c-:_
NO: #{_'ﬁ;_/ PA  DATED /0 | ©Z /2.

-

o 'ORDER |

) . This ordcr will dispose of departmental appeal under'Rule 11-A of Khyber Pakhttmk]m
Polxce Rules 1975 submitted by ASI Nawaz Khan No. 133/H of district Manshcra against 1 .

order of punishment i.c. one step reduction in rank SI to ASI awarded by DPO Manshera vig e

OB No.199 dated 10.11.2022.

}Brief facts leading to the punishment are that the appellant while posted as OII Poli -
Station Phulra, proceeded departmentally with the allegation that on the complaint’ of one Jv..

" e\ammed/perused The undersigned called the appellant in OR and heard him in person. 1

- appellant has been given reasonable Opporlumty to defend himself against the charges, howm

_ he failed to advance any justification in his defense. Thus, thc disciplinary action taken by Ui

~

Muhammad Pervaiz t/o Phulm preliminary enquiry had been-conducted through DSP Oghi. 7..:
enqui.l); officer afler conducting preliminary enquiry submitted his report and proved the char; o

of assaultmg the accused namely Muhanpnad Shoaib involved in case HR No. 169 dat’-

L 2507 2022 w5 302/109/34 PPC Police Station Phulra.

" The appellam was issued. chary ge sheet and Addl: SP Manshera was deputed to conc: ¢

-+ departmental enquiry. The EO in l_n_s findings held the appellant responsible of misconduct. 2

\\{as'qalled in OR and heard in person, however he failed 1o advance any cogent reasc.

* Consequently, DPO Manshera: awarded him major punishment of onc step reduction in ra'( -

_from SIto ASI. Hence, the appellm:lt submitted this present appeal,

- ARer receiving his appeal, comments of DPO Manshera were sought

v

T 3

ebmbé\eh } authont by SR04 1easonah\e m\& the appea\ 15 habh, o be dismissed. Therefore in

e e B -

exercise of the powens confexred upon the under31gned umier Rule 11-4 (a) of Khyber

Pakhtunkawa l’o]:cc-Rules, 1975 the instant appeal is hereby rejected with immediate cffect.

Zedshan Asgliar (PSP)

REGIONAL POLICE OFFICER
HAZARA REGION, ABBOTTABAD

No. 7 74 /PA, dated Abbottabad the <€ - ¢ - /2023,
Cc.

DPO Manshera for information and necessary action with reference to his office Memo
No 14171/P1 dated 29-11-2022. Service record and fuji missal of the appellant is roturned -
herewith for record.

e{- L’J'{G‘OJ‘
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6

AUTHORITY LETTER

|, Regional Police Officer, Hazara, hereby authorized Amaad

Jadoon, reader DSP Legal to submit the comments on my behalf in

service appeal No-281/2023 titted Nawaz VS Provincial Police officer
“"and others.

Regign | Police Officer,
, Abbottabad



