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SERVICE APPEL MO. 281 of 2023.
Uiilvci

Nawaz Khan Asstt. Sub. Inspector presently posted in District
AppellantMansehra

VERSUS

1. Provincial Police Officer Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.
2. Regional Police Officer, Hazara Region, Abbottabad.
3. District Police Officer, Mansehra.

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 appeal is not maintainable in the present form.

c) 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 appeal is 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 Phuira, 

one Muhammad Pervaiz Ex. Nazim U/C Phuira 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 Phuira, 

appellant arrested the accused namely Shoaib s/o Sher 

Muhammad and during interrogation he brutally tortured



the said accused and demanded 05 Lacs, one 

Clashankoof as bribe from him.

Slmiiarly, Mst. Neeium Shahzadi d/o Sher Muhammad r/o 

Mlayari Phuira also submitted an application in which 

she leveled the same allegations against him.

A fact finding enquiry was conducted by SDPO Oghi 

who after 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 enquiry 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)

2. After proper departmental enquiry, the appellant was 

awarded major punishment of reduction in rank from SI 

to ASI vide OB No. 199 dated 10.11.2022.

3. Incorrect. All the legal formalities were fulfilled. 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 dated 10.01.2023.(copy 

of order is atteched as annex:-B)

4. The appellant being investigating officer, conducted all 

the investigation and Interrogation of accused.

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

appellant who conducted the investigation.

6. That the allegation leveled against him was proved 

during initial enquiry as well as during departmental 

enquiry.



9

&

7. That this fact has been adnnitted that accused was 

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. Allegations leveled against appellant were 

proved during the enquiry proceedings.

That the instant appeal is not maintainable on the 

following grounds:-

10.

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 of 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 treated 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.
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PRAYER:

In view of the above mentioned facts, the appeal in 

hand may kindly be dismissed being devoid of any legal

<7,, _
Inspector General of Pofice

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar ^
(Respondent No. 1)

y

Regionai-P51ice Officer 
Hazarg^gegipn

V

(Res^fewd^HKNo. 3)
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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA

SiRVICE APPEL MQ. 281 of 2023.

Nawaz Khan Asstt. Sub. Inspector presently posted in District 
Mansehra Appellant

VERSUS

1. Provincial Police Officer Khyber Pakhtunkhwo Peshawar.
2. Regional Police Officer, Hazara Region, Abbottabad.
3. District Police Officer, Mansehra.

Respondents■ f

AFFIDAVIT

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 

concealed or suppre^d from this Honorable Tribunal.

V<OY

'ifeV'c

t
Inspector General crfLRoHce ^ 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar 
(Respondent No. 1)

7
dice Officer 

Hazar^Region Abbottabad 
(Respondent No. 2)

Reg

(Relii^g®!^ No. 3)

Dis icer

i
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I, Irfan Tariq (PSP), District Police 
hereby charge you Sj Muhammad Nawa^ Police Linp^

On the complaint of one Muhammad Pervez 
been conducted through DSP Oghi. The enquiry 

submitted his report and 

Shoaib involved in Case 

amounts to gross misconduct.

Officer, Mansehra 

as follows.
as Competent Authority.

r/o Phuira preliminary enquiry has 

officer after conducting preliminary
enquiry has 

accused namely Muhammad 

U/S 302/109/34 PPC PS Phuira. It

proved the charges of assaulting the

FIR No. 169 dated 25-07-2022

Due .0 reasons stated above yo'u appear to be guilty of misconduct 

akhtunkhawa Police Disciplinary Rules 1975 (amended in 

liable to all or

I
underKhyber 

yourself2014) and have rendered
any of the penalties specified in the said Police Disciplin 

You are, therefore, required to
ary Rules.

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 

Specified period, failing which it shall be

that case expartee action shall follow

enquiry officer within the 

defense to put in and inpresumed that you have 

against you.
intimate whether you desire to be heard in person or otherwise. 

Statement of allegation is also enclosed.

no

V

'c

i

District^olic^Officer,' 
Mansehra ♦

DSP LEGAL 
MANSEHRA

)

■»-

r
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disciplinary ATTinM

/ I, Irfan Tariq (PSP), District Police Officer Mansehra, as Competent Authority of the
/ opinion that S). Muhammad Nawaz Police Lines has rendered himseif liable 

I against as he committed the following act/omissions 

Pakhtunkhawa Police Disciplinary Rules 1975 (amended in 2014).

On the complaint of one .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 charges of assaulting the accused 

Shoaib involved in Case FIR No. 169 dated 25-07-2022 U/S 302/109/34 

amounts to gross misconduct.

For the purpose of scrutinizing the conduct of the said accuser) Officer with reference to 

the above allegations. Mr.

formal departmental enquiry against SI Muhammad Nawaz PoIIcp l Ihpc

The Enquiry Officer shall in accordance with the provisions of the Khyber Pakhtunkhawa 

Police Disciplinary Rules 1975 (amended in 2014), provide reasonable opportunity of hearing 

the accused, record findings and make recommendations 

appropriate action against the accused.

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

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

to be proceeded

within the meaning of Khyber

namely Muhammad t
PPC PS Phuira. It

fv

AddI: SP Mansehra is deputed to conduct

e

■:

as to punishment or other

I

District Police OfKcer, 
Mansefira'ZC^/PA dated Mansehra the /S^No /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 

enquiry conducted by DSP Oghi is enclosed

. SI Muhammad Nawaz Police 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 

fixed for the purposes of departmental proceedings.
OSP LEGAL- 
l\nANSEHRA

District PoHije Q 
Mansehra

fcer,

)( '—j

L
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To

The Addl. Superintendent of Police,
(Inquiry Officer)
Mansehra.

Subject:- reply to THE CHARGE SHEETS DATED 15-08-2022.

Sir,
With reverence it is submitted that 1 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 (Investigation) Mansehra 

under No. 84-85/PA dated 15-08-2022 with some improvement to 

that of DPO Mensehra. However, this may please be treated as 

reply to both the referred Charge Sheets.

That while posted as OH Police Station Phurla (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 S/O Khani Zaman etc.

1.

That Shoaib accused was arrested by ;\SHO, PS, Phurla on 

02-08-2022 from “Kathci Parhgni" vide Arrest Card dated 

02-08-2022. (Copy of Card Arrest is attached as “A").

2.

That the allegations as inserted in both the Charge Sheets 

are based on the complaint filed by Muhammad Pervez 

General Councilor V/C Phuira are false, fabricated and 

based on malafide having no nexus with truth. The said 

Councilor has some personal grudge against 
Muhammad Pervez is also supporting accused party. He is 

neither complainant of the FIR nor eye witness of the 

occurrenco spot-. What-so-ever he has mentioned in his

3.

\
me.
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complaint is totally'^incorrect, false,, fabricated and based 

on malafide and personal vendetta against me. (Copy of 

complaint Is attached as “B”).

4. That according to Arrest Card prepared by .SHO, PS, 
Phuria the accused Shoaib vvas arrested on 02-08-2022 

from from a place known as "Katha Parhani" while 

according to his complaint dated 03-08-2022 Pervez 

claims that accused Shoaib was produced by him in PS 

Phuria before DSP Oghi and SHO Phulara. Complaint is 

therefore false.

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

occurrence then as to how he can say that a Kalashnikov 

and Hand Grenade was in possession of Deceased party 

in their vehicle at the time of occurrence. Even the spot 
eye witnesses and complainant of FIR Mst. Gulshan 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 Sher Muhammad is also a false, 
fabricated and concocted story of allegations on the part 
of Pervez complainant.

That so far as allegation with regard 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 Phuria from “Katha 

Parhani" and who was produced before the Judicial
DSP LEGAL Magistrate Mansehra on 03-08-2022 where accused
WIANSEHRA

alleged torture at he hands of police. Doctor while 

examining accused has scribed that there was only

£55*. - •
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redness on' his buttock but no blood. As accused 

remained out of police arrest from 28-07-2022 fo 02-08- 

2022 and during the period managed such redness on his 

buttock with the connivance of complainanf 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 fhe 

buttock of accused Shoaib before producing Magistrafe. 
(Copy of custody order and doctor report dated 03-08- 

2022 Is attached as “C").

If

7. That only after obtaining custody dated 03-08-2022 of the 

accused Shoaib, he was interrogated and he pointed out 
place of occurrence and produced crime weapons 

(Pisfol & Kalashnikov efc). As the Kalashnikov etc had 

already been recovered from accused Shoaib fhen 

quesfion of demanding Rs.5 lac as bribe does nof arise. 
Allegations of complainanf are false and fabricated 

hence vehemently denied. (Pointation meirio etc are 

attached as “D").

8. That accused Shoaib 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 denied. Said Pervez is 

desperately trying just to defend accused party and to 

spoil and destroy the FIR/ double murder 

deceased party. At no cost Pervez should be permitted to 

interfere from bringing the accused persons to face .fheir 

heinous crime commifted by murdering 02 innocent 
persons.

\

case of
I, Iji.

w,.__ L
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9. That throughout entire service and particularly in the fieldII
of investigation, I have always tried my best to book the 

culprits to face the

■«

consequences of the crime 

committed by them. No body who committed any crime
was ever spared by me. The complaint of Pervez is false 

and needs to be turned down rather he deserves to 

taken to legal task as he has been trying to interfere 

destroy the FIR case of deceased party without

be
;

and

any
reason and justification.

In view of the facts and circumstances it is earnestly requested 

that Charge Sheet under reply may kindly be recommended to

be filed without any further proceedings for as the allegations 

incorporated in the complaint being false, fabricated 

based on malafide and personal vendetta
and 

against me.
Thanking you sir in anticipation.

//
Your Obedient Servant

(Muhamrfibd Nawaz) 
Sub Inspector 
(the then Oil PS Phulra 
Police Lines Mansehra

\
DsP LEGAL 
IVlANSEHR^Ie^ ^-08-2022

o3^t-836o

/

k'
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POLICE DgPARTMFMT

From: district Mamcchp^
Mans*"^' of Police,

The District Police Officer 
Mansehra.

To:

'^°-3iL_/PA/Addl: 

Subject:

SP, Mansehra dated the 2~/
_ /09/20?? ■

5)LicrLIMF.SMAMSFMP^^ SI IVHIHAMMAD MAWA7

Please refer to your office ends; No. 5929-30/PA

undersigned by the comoete^T* entrusted to the
un<..r KP Polte eTd rI Tst?',r“? '"““'•'•I
conduol of ocooood rt/oi., If «.o

mmm about the

official was initiated by the under^med delinquent
enquiry, the delinquent official wasLm Purpose of transparent

perusal and ready reference qimii i herewith enquiry file for
Pervaiz s/o Abdul Latif r/o Thandi BeSi PhuTrfw"^"*, Muhammad
in person and his written statement w7 7 ® ®° ®^"’'^oned heard
herewith enquiry file. On Se oThe ^00. 0

15.08.2022. dated

perused the
file

Page 1 of 3

-i-'

Ei"’ I -



<■ •

t
£■

and observed that a base vide FIR No. ’ 169 dated 25.07.2022 u/s 
302/109/34 PPG PS Phuira which was marked to the delinquent official for 
investigation who arrested the accused namely Shoaib s/o Sher Muhammad 
ancf interrogated. During the interrogation, he brutally tortured the accused \ 7 
Shoaib and demanded 05 lacs as bribe. Similarly, one Mst: Neelum 
Shahzadi s/o Sher Muhammad r/o Mlayari Phuira submitted an application 
with the same allegations which was send to DSP Oghi for report. In this 
regard, report of DSP Oghi was received which reveals that the delinquent 
official has tortured the accused Shoaib. (Application alongwith report of 
DSP Oghi are enclosed).

Moreover, when delinquent official was posted as Oil PS 
Saddar, a complainant namely Mian Muhammad Afzal r/o Jaba Mansehra 
submitted an application against the delinquent official stating therein that 
the delinquent official arrested the accused and when he visited the Police 
Station, the delinquent officialTwas 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 punishment record of the delinquent 
official was obtained from SRC /Inv which are as under:-

PunishmentAllegations/ chargesS# OB-No/ dated
Suspended/•While posted as ASI PS Saddar 

giving favour to the land mafia
102/02.06.20151.

warning
While posted as Oil PS Nara 
Amazai failed in the ability test & 
performing; official duties in 
professional manners.

Censure539/19.06.2017 
BY DPO Haripur

2.

While posted as Oil PS Nara 
Amazai that quality of 
investigation is not up to the 
mark.

Censure 
Fine Rs. 1000/-

3.

Stoppage of 03 
year increment 
without
cumulative^-effect

Failed to recover the weapon of 
offence in case vide FIR No. 
245/2018 u/s 302/381-A PPS 
PC Phuira

135/24.07.2019 
By DPO 

Mansehra

4.

Page 2 of 3

d^ple^al
mansehra

i
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In view of fot^oing. I 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 
Police Efficiency and Disciplinary Rules 1975 (Amended-2014).

Enquiry Report along with all relevant attested documents/ 
papers are submitted for perusal, please.

///

.4

;

(MUHAMMAD JAMiymHTAR) 
ADDITIONAL 3gPERJ|NJC<DANT OF POLICE. 

llJW^FFICER)
M^lNSEHRA. >

(EN

>Copy to:

1. SP Investigation, Manserha w.r. to show cause notice No. 84<85 dated 
15.08.2022 for further necessary action.

2. I/C complaint cell w.r reference to dy: No. 1842 dated 01.06.2022 and No. 
2726 dated 5.08.2022 for information and further necessary action.

Ol-ic-lon

pPD

!

DSP LEGAL 
'MANSEHRA , Page 3 of 3
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B-F POLICEOFFICEt

iVESn^TION, MANSEHRA 
'97-92010flL Fax: No; 0997-920016 
ssDinviiis»@gmail.coin

Tj-lo:

No. / 08/2022/Ibv: Pate(MSlansehra the

To The District Police Officer, 
Mansehra. V<■

APPLICATION.Subject:Ar/
Memorandum:

Kindly refer to your office Diisry No. 1842 dated 01.06.2022, on the

subject noted above.
It is submitted that application of Mian Muhammad Afzal s/o Mian 

Israeel r/o Jaba Mansehra was sent to Oil PS Saddar for report. 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 10 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

/

investigation he admitted to have made connivance 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. 10 arrested and 

interrogated him on different but he did not admit to have committed the offence during 

the course of investigation. lO produced him before the court for obtaining police custody.

I

which was refused and he was remanded to jail. On request of 10 prosecution filed a review
also turned down by the court of ASJ-VIpetition against refusal of police custody, which 

Mansehra.

was

A.<? 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.
After completiop of investigation complete challan against arrested 05

was submitted to the court.

3

^ p V-6-^^^ccused while challan u/s 512 Cr.PC against absconding accused 

Investigation of said case has been conducted on merit.
However, keeping in view pf* the complaint, SI Nawaz 10 of the case is 

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

under his custody for investigation.
Submitted please.

were

• 1 Superintendent of Police 
Investigation, Mansehra
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1OFFICE OF tHE SUPERINTENDENT 6f POLICE 
INVESTlGATldN, MANSEHRA 

Ph; No: 0997-920106, Fax; No: 0997-920016 
! ssDmvmsa{g).gmail.com

f'ly' W lei*

zz /PA/Inv: Dated MaOsehra the 2022.
"i^'lI • iSHOW CAUSE notice :: N-

lUnder Rule 5(31., KPK Police Rules, 197S with amehdmpot 2014)

kNawaz Khali, while then nnsted aa Oil PS Sadd.f have rendered yourself 

liable to be proceeded under rule 5(3) of the Khybef Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules 1975 wiih 

amendment 2014 for following misconduct.

1.

■ ;

f

; r. 2. Perusal of complaint vide NoJ842~C dat^d 0t.66.2022, of District Police i^^^r

Mdnselira, submitted complainant of case vide FIR No. '7^/22‘(t
• ' ' ' t ' i,*'

revealed that, you carelessly ahd " 
improperly handled arrested accused involved in double murder cdse^ ^ 

caused grievous distress the complainant of the

■(

302/42f/341/342/148/l49 PPC PS Sadder

1
;

case. This is question mqrk qn 

your professionalism being 10 of the case, and speaks your lack of interest in
your official duties, which tantamount gross misconduct on your part,

3. That by teason of above, as sufficient material is placed before the undersigned; therefore, 
It IS decided to proceed against you in gene ral Police proceeding without aid of enquiry 
officer. ‘

4. That the misconduct on your part is prejudicial to good order of discipline in the police 

force.

5. That yoiir retention in the police force will amount to encourage in efficient and 

unbecoming of good police officers.
6. : .‘That by taking cognizance of the matter under enquiry, the Undersigned , 

authority under the said rules, proposes stem action against you by awarding 
kind of punishments as provided in the rules.

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

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

8. You should submit reply to this show 

notice failing which an ex parte action shall be takCii against yOu.
9. You are further directed to inform the undersigned that you wish to be heard in p 

not.

m

I
as competent

one or more

7. on I

notice within 07 days of the receipt of thiscause

erson or

■

Supeiinteodent of Police 
Investigation M ansehra

t

J
—J••



W. •

C'^ }
• \

*: 6/u
j

^ ^ / /■ ^ / V
/jiX> !^y

1I
(y/y^(> CT"
Li; ^ ^ 4 cyf’ /^y ^ ^

^j o^
y

o

L u/:

- ^

X/
cryy

,Cs -V ^ ^

^'’J>BOh y y ^ //A'y^

L^S/X^ y (y • ' ^ y 4/X • ^
‘ "^/ (-#» hsi^ cy y' ^ \i ^ ' j J
l ^ . y^y

a
"• c/^

Ci

/ iJ- />3^
4^ cii

r

ci. j’‘ °'<'-
s

(^Lr'' •

'>
^U/

■2
)<;.•«

y/.ye- y C^£>i.? ■
/ •

L>V^' y /-^ ■ ^ rw -
y -y .y V/^/ r^/r '' cy^ - . •

vy y'/^
3y)yo-y """

y ^

y. j.^y’y ^ y " ^

r /"<vy/r. /o^ y /
y

/«/ C' 6- ^ ^
y

n
r

-Ifel
j .

/

/?
4. /iy o w 6-o^ : y/y c_*>

u/ .J^ cP 

6/^

■ u ^ J /
A>/. *'■

^ ^ r jL

z'
r y? ^'« y/ •-:y^ - y/<•

Z' ' Z"\ 6-/" \ J/^ ^
cy ^y/y Z .

^ ^ U ;;^ C/ ^ ^

y ^ ‘yX Z

i
<&/ly

/U-/A (f'^

(/ J 4,> c^ -
Z 6^Z >

y ^ c:^ &
y (< /;

if LX ̂

cX>
-»' Cx^y y! > n

2.^y

/y yy

! yy yy''

Z-- 4, J>3^ CvZ 4 y ^
_pLpj^
' • '^ '^! A^ ^ J

u,,9^(v^4/Zy ‘V

i ^ .■\ V'^= y'

^ XI >!• y / ^ O^■)

yy Z ‘ • ij ^ y cT c* ^ (
z z y.4

u/ ^-'Cy^ •
C (aV'l. (y i) cy yy ^- 

. pff yu ZLJZZ/'^ X y^'
r

!



/J/77XX^09 )
(I (j ^ ^ ^

1.L^CZJ
. /

(/1'
o^ Im 'T^ J u^

I ^•A^-£5
■ '

■/^>y
c-o/' ^ (i:: r

/
6^^ z' - 

4^
IjJ ‘•

•

^ c^

(y! ^ i- cy ' ^ 

,Ce X>S^ y 

^ /^U jy^

0 /4

y y"' V
O' /<^ / -/, yy7 (

oyS^
^ t-

-/T ^ y'y •‘- "L ‘
^ , ay<yy^
y /y^

fO ^
4;

r
r

) U <S^

■ y •o. r 'y y ^
yy ■y'r . y /y 

"w>^^ V

^ £££- ^ zr4S ^ •\‘

r
r J yy jy ' y.X C/U/ / _i

^ "t'c. 4^0y6^/

'^cJ^

/ )J /(/ >> ^ ydSfr 

r-f ^yy

y *y" / , i

c^ <^r
' J

J 3a^X?
J

y /y
y

oJ (f «5> y^/
y' V Jyyy;:'/ J '2, u ^ y/^

: ^ /y'('y y
- o-^ • y c. O/>y’//

-/(y . ,,y ^. y >y
I \t'A-y' f. >

y /

y.-»
y"

. o-^cyy
4/y y) ^cykyj'^ y- J''> /fc--'

/*
y y '- 6-^

, ^ yr - -

/

yu (^ cyfy ry1^ J
r^)oy. r

Cy '

/~) /yy y ^ " 

ycyy
jjcy

C V ^
> • .

cCy/^^
co J - cy ^

A

^ '>

u y / ’/ . u> ^":J u^ %::/y/
' ■-,;y'^‘' 4- )

4>6 Y Y ^^/\i^ a
- >

/

/yyX^u!"Y • y' c>^ ^/y ^ NV^ .

__-i.

Pi#"’-'



w
w

*

o
/.• ^ ^ o ,^r(Ji//

g.
3®^

H

'rMyiO f
Wd%^

ot>
Ifea-y Wf

^Yi>//' 0:J ^ ;;r 
, v^

V'
y '0 ’

o yyy €•f!:;(. •I 'j>
ElbJj'/yS> m

•.L0
i. 'MIP ajy •> ?;(ii o

!?9 13 r^ Y^ ^y'' ^ /

/ - '’^'V
; OIJJ^ blM , /.

hS
-!i
1-I
r
?

y yoi^ I;i
/*.»I

•o

/
4^

w?
V

b (f/j/

'?S.s5.hR^;,M<'

6<
^ /sS>

'9 \

'j, iPe^^d
9J

Vu:Juy/r^
J>/

!

'i

*

yiT"..>
‘^****''**» ^'AAiiacftia

7

■ i



%

C/)
4

i

en

las

ay^ Qjc ^u^jbf (T'^^y'
ad
II

c '^}'(/i />yyiK JM

;/ U'

[e-A'iy^.’-^.

£. f/^

io^Ca ‘'y^ ''’
I; »//> ^(Z-

u
'y>»/

Oy

'*%'

U^J.'
r / ^ ^

/

r-tt
i‘5

I
ji^jy o'tiw y ''.'1

s, L !
:> j ^

jL -V*

*1 T•i ( P"'€- 6 .

tSAs-/-
P'7

i

>J: V

■<*

;u}

y

.■ - ^mM•1^i i 77^
.1

. ' y^i'k-rr



AN

a!

C/?
J

f

> ^/yj U' Ly/US^ T

u? (/'
!i^(yisj>

_

.i ,(„yyy-j'
yjy

uA sIs
s

;i

5 been 

ry has 

immad 

alra. It

c
I

- a
/. U>

»|;

^ /A1

f
:■

t

inX

e. JmJ F/^(fi *

:
t

vi^yy-(j
;

0^\p tj
V j^>. i\

\

o3kB-^^mnf r

:•M

i

S..

«
I •

j^ANSEHRA:

:

■

If-' -‘2
: 'rf'i I

-,u r«^'' -r*-'
>^- /

fv'

\
. :

■ / ■• r• ;: >



V

* POLICE DEPARTMENT MANSEHRA DISTRICT

ORDER

This office order will dispose off the departmental enquiry proceeding against 

SI Nawaz Klian who was proceeded against departmentally with the allegation that on the 

complaint of one Muhammad Pervez r/o Phulra preliminary enquiry has 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 Shoaib involved in Case FIR 

No. 169 dated 25.07.2022 u/s 302/109/34 PPC PS Phulra.
The Enquiry Officer i.e. Muhammad Jamil Akhtar, Addl: SP Mansehra after conducting 

proper departmental enquiry has submitted his report and proved the charges 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 deRnse.

I, the District Police Officer, Mansehra, therefore award him major punishment of 

“One step reduction in rank” to the delinquent SI Nawaz Khan, under Khyber Pakhtunkliwa 

Police, Disciplinary Rules 1975 (amended in 2014). He is reinstated in service.

Ordered announced.

District Pirtfce Officer 
MansehraC

OB No
/O /// /2022Dated

dspiviansehra
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OFFiCJC OF TilE REGIONAL. FOLICE OFFICE:'
HAZA ItA KEGJON, ACBOTrABA:, 

I* 0992-93100214:
^0992-931002 

[3r.rpoIia2ara@giuail.cr: 
DATED /oi^^Xh-:./7J- /FANO:

ORDER
‘ ■ -Tills order will dispose of departmental appeal under'Rule 11-A of KJiyber Pakhtuiikliw

Police Rules, 1975 submitted by ASI Nawaz Khan No. 133/H of district Manshcra against ll; 

order of punlshpient i.e. one step reduction in rank SI to ASI awarded by DPO Manshera Vic

OBNo.199 dated 10.11.2022.
'Brief facts leading to the punishment ai'e tlial the appellant while posted as Oil Pol:.< 

Station Phulm, proceeded departmentally wiUi tlie allegation that on the complaint of one

Muliammad Pervaiz r/o Phulra preliminary enquiry had been-conducled llirough DSP Oghi. -Tl,: 
enquiry officer alter conducting preliminary enquiry subiiiilled his icporl and proved Uie ch.ir ,c‘ 

of assaulting the accused namely Muhanynad Shoaib involved in case FIR No. 169 dall 
: ’ 25.07.2022 u/s 302/109/34 PPG Police Station Phulra.

The appellant was issued chaige sheet and Addl: SP Manshera was deputed to cond; j 

■; departmental enquiry. The EO in his findings held tlic appellant responsible of misconduct. 1’.

was called in OR and heard in person, however he failed to advance any cogent 

Consequently, DPO Manshera awarded him major punisluncnl of one step roduction in ra. 

from SI to ASI. Hence, tire appellant submitted tliis present appeal.

After receiving liis appeal, conimeuts of DPO Manshera

reasc

were sought 4
examined/perused. The undersigned called tlie appellant in OR and heard him in person. X: 

appellant has been given reasonable opporlunity to defend himself against Lite charges, howc\
he failed to advance any justlficaUon in liis defense. Thus, Uie disciplinai-y action taken by the

Ciulkoi'ily appeal Is liaUc to te TWrefore, In
exercise of tlis powers conferred upon the undersigned under Rule 11-4 (a) of Kliyber 

Pakhlunkawa Police Rules, 1975 the instant appeal is hereby rejected witli immediate cffecL

Zeeshau Asgwar (PSP) 
REGIONAL POLICE OFFICER 

HAZARA REGION, ABBOTT'ABAD

/ ./PA, dated Abboltabad the iism.No.

Cc.
DPO Manshera for infomiation and necessary action with reference to his office Memo 
No 14171/PI dated 29-11-2022. Service record and fuji missal of Uic appellant is returned 
herevvitl) for record.

L-.

mailto:3r.rpoIia2ara@giuail.cr
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AUTHORITY LETTER

I, Regional Police Officer, Hazara, hereby aufhorized Amaad 

Jadoon, reader DSP Legal fo submif fhe commenfs on my behalf in 

service appeal No-281/2023 tifled Nawaz VS Provincial Police officer 

'and others.

f

Regioridl Police Officer, 
Hazard, Abbottabad
/


