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ft30.03.2016 , • Counsel for the appellant and Mr. Ziaullah, GP for responde 

present. The Court time is over therefore, case is adjourned to

20.6.2016 before D.B.

A

Member
(Executive)

Ch^ff^n

20.06.2016 Appellant in person and Mr. Aziz Shah, HC alongwith Mr. 

Ziaullah, GP for respondents present. Arguments could not be heard 

due learned Member (Judicial) is on leave. To come up for 
arguments on 28.10.2016.

r

28.10.2016 Counsel for the appellant and Mr. Mohammad Jan, GP for

respondents present.

Vide our detailed judgment of to-day in the connected
u.'O'

service appeal 1493/13 titled “Kaleemullah-vs- S.P Headquarter, 

Police Line, Peshawar and others”, this appeal is also dismissed 

as per detailed judgment referred above. Parties are left to bear 

their own costs. File be consigned to the record room.

ANNOUNCED
28.10.2016

r
(PIR BAKHSH SHAH) 

MEMBERy

(ABDUL LATIF) 
MEMBER
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Appeilant :;iri person ' and . Ass Adydcatie: C^neral for 

respond^s^ present; J;;Thqf,Tn is^ incomplete;:;
rejoinder along with connected appeals on 13.02.2015.

12.11.2014
•:

:i;

. J. •s

«

Reader:,v •!' *•.!* •
«;

;
.! v.<;

:•
' r:, Goyulsel. .for -.the appeEant and Addl: A.G for 

respondents present. Rejoinder submitted. The case is 

assigned to D.B for final hearing/arguments alongwith 

connected appeals for 25.08.2015.

13;02.2015

Oh an.

Counsel for the appellant and Mr. Ziaullah, GP for25.08.2015

respondents present. Learned counsel for the appellant requested 

for adjournment. To come up for Arguments alongwith connected 

appeals on

Member 'cr

Counselcfor the appellant and Addl: AG for 

respondents present: Due to not availability of D.B, 

therefore, the case is adjourned to 

arguments.

25.01.2016

/n for
7 /

Ch man
r'l



Counsel for the appellant present. Preliminary arguments 

heard and case file perused. Counsel for the appellant contended that 

the appellant has not been treated in accordance with law/rules. The 

appellant was dismissed from service under Police and Disciplinary 

Rules -1975 on 20.06.2013, against which he filed departmental 

appeal which has not been responded within the statutory period of 

90 days, hence the present appeal on 24.10.2013. Points raised at the 

Bar need consideration. The 'appeal is admitted to regular hearing

17.01.2014
■%

■ c

subject to all legal objections. The ajipellant is directed to deposit the

security amount and process fee within 10 days. Thereafter, Notice 

be issued to the respondents for submission of witten reply on

08.04.2014.

I for further proceedings.This case be put before the Final Benc^17.01.2014

Limrnn

5'

(j}(,
<2^0 -

Q4.7.2014 Appellant with co^msel and Mr.Riaz Ahmad, S,I(legal) on 

behalf of respondents with AAG present. Written reply received on 

behalf of the respondents, copy whereof is handed over to the 

learned counsel for the appellant for rejoinder^alongwith connected 

appeals on 12.11.2014,
/
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321

d' ,r-The appearof Mr. Waseem Javed resubmitted today by 

Arbab Aziz Ahmad Advocate may be entered in the Institution 

register-and pijtoup- to the Worthy Chairman for preliminary

Oil
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The appeal of Mr.Waseem Javed F.C No. 3757 received today i.e. on 24.10.2013 Is incomplete
i'.--

on the following scores which is returned to the counsel for the appellant for completion and 

resubmission within 15 days.

1- Addresses of respondent Nos. 1 & 2 are incomplete which may be completed according to 
, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Rules 1974.

.2- Copies of charge sheet, statement of allegations, show cause notice, enquiry report and 
replies thereto are not attached with the appeal which may be placed on it.

: 3- Annexures of the appeal may be attested.
'4- Memorandum of appeal may be got signed by the appellant.
5: Annexures of the appeal may be annexed serial wise as mentioned In the memo of appeal.
6- Copies of FIR and impugned order are illegible which rhay be replaced by legible/better one.
7- tvvo more copies/sets of the appeal along with annexures i.e. complete in all respect may 

also be submitted with the appeal in file cover.

ys.T,No.

l /Q 72013
Dt.

SERVICE TRIBUNAL 
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 

PESHAWAR^
Arbab Aziz Ahmad Khan Adv. Peshawar.

^^

r

■ .•
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BEFORE THE CHAIRMAN SERVICES TRIBUNAL. K.P.K.
PESHAWAR.

;i,V‘

IQU /2013Service Appeal No.

>•.

(Appellant)Waseem Javed
;

VERSUS•I

(Respondents)S.P. Headquarter and others

INDEX
PagesDescription of Documents DateS.Nos'- ■

1-5Service Appeal1.
6Affidavit2.
7Addresses of the parties 

Copy of F.I.R with better copy
Copy of Charge Sheet and reply
Copy of Finad Show Cause
notice and reply _____.
Copy of order dated 

20/06/2013
Copy of departmental appeal 

Wakalat Nama

3.
ji- 8-8/AA. 4.11 B & C 9-115.

D&E 12-146.

15F7.

G 16-188.
199

t:
Appellant 
Waseem Javed

Through

Arbab Aziz Ahmad
Advocate High Court, 
Peshawar.
Cell No. 0333-9139166

Dated: 07/11/2013

t
i' V-;.''
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\ BEFORE THE CHAIRMAN SERVICES TRIBUNAL. K.P.K.

■ r

PESHAWAR.

14 AHService Appeal No /2013

SJ/-10-J3Waseem Javed DFC No. 3757
S/o Javed Khan R/o Parang, Tehsil and District 

Charsadda (Appellant)

VERSUS

1. S.P. Headquarter, ^

2. C.C.P.g, Peshawar.
3. Provincial Police Officer, -filfe*- 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar (Respondents)

APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF THE
SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT. 1974., AGAINST
THE ORDER DATED 20/06/2013 PASSED BY
RESPONDENT NO. 1. WHEREBY THE
APPELLANT HAS BEEN AWARDED THE

//^PUNISHMENT DISMISSAL FROM SERVICE
WITH IMMEDIATE EFFECT.

Prayer:

10-4^ On acceptance of this appeal, the impugned order 

dated 20/06/2013 of the respondent No. 1 may kindly be 

set aside, and the appellant may kindly be order to the 

reinstated in service with all back benefits.

(
n

7.f!>

-t

- “'vS
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©
Respectfully Sheweth;

'•‘r

That the appellant was appointed as Constable in Police 

Department and serviced at different places unblemished 

record.

1

V ;

That the appellant performance was up to the mai'k and 

no chance of complaint is ever given to his seniors.

\ ■

■I ■ 3. That unfortunately the appellaint was falsely implicated 

in Case F.LR No. 1057 dated 24/10/2012 u/s 17 (3) 

Haraba/ 412 PPC at Police Station Paraiipura, in which 

the appellant was arrested and was released on bail by 

the HonTole Peshawar High Court, Peshawar on 

^ 25/03/2013 and thereafter the appell^t joined his 

service. Furthermore the case is pending trial before the 

learned ASJ, Peshawar. (Copy of F.LR is attached as 

annexure “A”).

;s-

ii'

i;. ' •
li':St '•
I- • .

'll

That formal departmental inquiry w.^as initiated against 

the appellant when he was in jail, where an inquiry 

proceedings major punishment was recommended vide 

inquiry report No. 10/C-S/R dated 10/01/2013. (Copy of 

Charge Sheet and reply are enclosed as annexure “B” 86

4.

r---' ■-
.'i

uC”)
P,

• :

That thereafter an illegal inquiry was conducted and the 

appellant was thereafter issued final Show Cause notice 

which was duly replied. (Copy of Final Show Cause notice 

and reply are enclosed as annexure “D” 86 “E”).

5
f

r"'
* •

:.h\
_• * •IK/ /

■
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6. That finally the appellant was awarded the punishment 

of dismissal from service by respondent No.l vide order 

dated 20/06/2013. (Copy of order dated 20/06/2013 is 

enclosed as annexure “F”).

I.i.. V
t- 4 T

. V
ir

}
7. That feeling aggrieved from the order dated 20/06/2013, 

the appellant filed departmental appeal before 

respondent No. 2, but without any fruitful result. (Copy 

_ of departmental appeal is attached as annexure “G”).

ir. :
I.

I'

s;\

That the appellant has not been found guilty of any 

offence and have never been convicted upto till now by 

Court of law, therefore, the impugned order dated 

20/06/2013, is against the law, facts, principles of 

justice on grounds inter-alia as follows:

8.

I
i f./ any

1^ '

It•I'-
If

GROUNDS:!

A. That the appellant is a law abiding citizen of Islamic 

Republic of Pakistan and is totally innocent and 

implication of appellant in the offence is due to ulterior 

motives in order to disgrace the appellant in general 

public.

a-
That there is no direct or indirect/ circumstantial 

evidence against the appellant, which could connect the 

appellant in the commission of alleged offence.

f B.

1
I

:1f •

C. That the complainant and eye witnesses of the case who 

are alleged victims of the alleged offence, appeared before 

the HonT)le Peshawar High Court and sworn affidavit 

regarding the innocence of the appellant, furthermore ?

I
1



\
&

'0^
o

categorically stated before HonTDle Peshawar High Court, 
that the appellant is innocent and implicated in the case 

due to misunderstanding.I

That the act of the respondents is against the settled 

principles of law that no person can be punish until 

proved guilty by the competent Court of law.

D.
1

That the impugned order is illegal and void ab-initio 

liable to be set aside, being passed order misapplication 

of law.

i E.k

If

t

i
t That the case of the appellant has not been decided by 

any competent Court of law, and is still awaiting for trial 

. proceeding, thus the dismissal order of the appellant by 

the authority is illegal and without any force.

F.l!

1 ‘a

That the appellant has not been treated according to law 

which act of the respondents is against the fundamental 

rights guaranteed by the Constitution.

G.1*' •

1

f
i •

i
<

H. That no proper inquiry was conducted to find out the 

true facts.
•i,

it-
'/i

That the appellant was not provided the opportunity of 

personal hearing.
I.

a
I

J. That the appellant has o ^ 

unblemished service record.
years of service withr

ti:
i

• k

i;
111

'It



-.r ' (5r.

y

I"i - ♦* i V- That appellant seeks permission of this august Tribunal 

to relay on additional grounds at the hearing of titled 

appeal.

K.

I
?•I

I

'
It is, therefore, humbly prayed that on acceptance of 

this appeal, the impugned order 20/06/2013 may kindly 

be set aside and the appellant ma}'' kindly be reinstated 

in service with all back benefits.f ■

Ory

Any other relief which this august Tribunal deems 

appropriate may kindly be awarded to meet the ends of 

justice.

‘t-

•

; .
|i

Appellant 

Waseem Javed\ \ \

Through

Arbab Aziz AhmadT
Advocate High Court, 
Peshawar.

Dated: 07/11/2013
f

/•
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. Itj-'V-ll before;THE CHAIRMAN SERVICES TRIBUNAL, K.P.K,

PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No. /2013

(Appellant)Waseem Javed

VERSUS

(Respondents)S.P. Headquarter and others

AFFIDAVIT

I, Arbab Aziz Ahmad, Advocate Peshawar, as per

instructions of my client, do hereby solemnly affirm and

declare that all the contents of the Service Appeal are true

and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief and nothing

has been concealed from this Honble Court.

ADVOCATE

V

aheen'



BEFORE THE CHAIRMAN SERVICES TRIBUNAL, K.P,K,
PESHAWAR.

/2013Service Appeal No.

(Appellant)Waseem Javed

VERSUS;•

(Respondents)S.P. Headquarter and others

ADDRESSES OF THE PARTIES

APPELLANT:

Waseem Javed DFC No. 3757
S/o Javed Khan R/o Parang, Tehsil and District Charsadda.

RESPONDENTS:

1. S.P, Headquarter,
2. C.C.PiP, Peshawar,
3. Provincial Police Officer,
4. Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

Appellant

Through

Arbab Aziz Ahmad
Advocate High Court, 
Peshawar.

Dated: 24/10/2013
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AlliiKPfS ^

^^-QEESUe_chiefca pitMiOTYPOUCE OFFirPr? 
PEmAWA^

Ocpnrtiiiciitnl Appeal No.
of 2013

Waseem Javed DFC No. 
District Ciiarsadda.

0. 3757 Son of Javed Khan R/o Prang 

....... . Appellant

. VER^S

SR. Superintendent Police. I lead Quarter... Peshawar.

.........^(^fipojiilcnls

^fSMIMENTAL^EAL ACAfM.T wu. 

Q^^BERDATED_20m/20l3 PASSED rv tjjp 

SR. SUPERINTENDENT OF POT TCP rap^p 

QMEIERS^PESHAWAR, WHF.RFRV r 

been DISMISSED FROM SERVIEF.

Respected Sir,
mnsnp
4©CEFTED

liie fippclinrit submits ns under:

:i) ii^ot appellant appointed ns constable in 

X^9, served at 

record.

cons

different pfaces with unblemished

2) That the appellant performa

fio chance of complaint is .ever
nee was upto the mark

and
given to his

seniors.



(!)

1
3) That unfortiimtely the appellmit was falsely

implicated in Case FIR No.l057 dated 24/10/2012

U/S 17 (3) Harab/412 PPC at Police Station
Pahnnpura; in ivhich the appellant 

ami was released on hail In/ the I Ion'hie Peshawar 

llisli. Court, , Peshaxvar .

zuas arrested

25f03f2013 andon
thereafter the appellant joined his service.

4) 1
dtij oj any

offence and have ficver convicted up till now by 

any Court of law, therefore, the impugned order

. . - dated 20106110-12, i a/^ainsi the law, facts, 

t^roiinds inler~alia asprinciple of justice 

follows:

on

Grounds:

a) That the appellant is a 

Islamic Republic of Pakistan
law abiding citizen of 

and is totally 

in the
motives in. order to

innocent and implication- of appellant
offence is due to ulterior 

disp,race%)pcllcmt in ifeneralpublic.

b) That there i 

evidence
IS no direct or indirect/ circumstantial 

against the appellant, which could 

connect the appellant in the 

offence:
commission of alleged

■K

cj That the complainant 

■ case who 

offence:

and eye witnesses of the
also alleged victinrs of the allege 

appeared before the lion ‘hie Peshawar

are



Hir-- . •'

Court

innocence of the
and sworn affidavit

regarding the 

appellant, ^ furthermore
S,a.,

fl'gli Court, that the

o

. appellant is innocent and

That the / 

initio.
»TO»rf order Is illegol a„d sold

ab-

1) not the case of die appeUanl has „o, been

icded by any oo,„pe,e„, Coun of law. and is sdtt

dwamasfor dial proceedins. thus ihe dismissal 

atdet of the appellant by the
authority is illegal

and without any force.

acceptance
impugned order max kindf^T'^^^^ appeal the
appellant may kimlly be ^ehstLS"^^ 

with all back benefits. ^^’^^iated m service

on

Dated 26/06/2013
Yours Sincerely, xffil

^Vascetn.. cived
T>FC No3757
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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
PESHAWAR
Service Appeal No. 1494/2013. 
Waseem Javed Ex-Constable No. 3757 Appellant.

VERSUS-

1- Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar. 
Capital City Police Officer, Peshawar.
Superintendent of Police Head quarter,
Peshawar

2-
3-

Respondents.

Reply for behalf of Respondents 1, 2 and 3. 

PRELIMINARY OBJECTIONS.

1.- That the appeal is badly time barred.
That the appeal is bad for mis-joinder and non-joinder of 
necessary parties.

That the appellant has not come to this Honorable Tribunal with 

clean hands.
4

That the appellant has no cause of action and locus standi.

That the appellant is estopped by his own conduct to file the 

instant appeal.

That the appellant concealed the material facts from Honorable 

Tribunal.

2.

3.

4.

5.

6.

FACTS
41- Para No. 1 pertains to record, hence needs no comments.

Para No. 2 is for the appellant to prove.

Para No.3 pertain to honorable court, hence needs no 

comments.

Pertains to record. However the department initiated 

departmental enquiry. The enquiry officer fulfilled all the codal 
formalities and was awarded the major punishment of dismissal 
from service. (Enquiry report is annexed as annexure A).
Para No. 5 is totally incorrect and baseless. A proper 

departmental enquiry was conducted by SP Headquarter. The 

appellant was properly served with show cause notices which 

were duly replied by the appellant. As the reply of the appellant 

was not satisfactory, hence, he was awarded major punishment 
of dismissal from service.

As a proper enquiry conducted all codal formalities are fulfilled 

the appellant proved guilty and was awarded major penalty 

according to law.

2-

3-

4- >-

5-

6-

s
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7- Para No 7 correct to the extent that departmental appeal was 

filed by the appellant but was rejected\filed after due 

consideration because the punishment order passed by the 

competent authority, ,as per the law and rules, (order annexed 

as B).

Para No. 8 is incorrect and baseless. The appellant was found 

guilty of snatching\looting a huge amount from innocent citizens. 
A case vide FIR No 1057 dated 24.10.2012 U\S 17(3) Haraba 

412 PPC, 13-AO, 7ATA PS Phari Pura was registered against him. 
A proper enquiry was conducted by SP Headquarter. Further 

proceeding in criminal court and departmental proceeding are 

two different proceedings and the appellant found guilty of 
misconduct.The enquiry officer concluded that the appellant 
tarnished the image of the police department, thus he was not 
deserve any leniency. Hence he was awarded major punishment 
of dismissal from service as per the law and rules.

GROUNDS:-

8-

A- Incorrect. The appellant was found guilty of looting three lac 

Saudi Riyals and an amount of one lac Pakistani rupees from one 

Mr. Arshad all s/o Mumtaz ali R/o Kas Koroona Shamsi road 

Mardan. Hence the punishment awarded was legal and according 

to law/rules.

Incorrect. Proper enquiry was conducted against the appellant. A 

case vide FIR No 1057 dated 14.10.2012 U/S 17 (3) Haraba 412 

PPC, 13-AO, 7ATA was registered against him. In departmental 
enquiry appellant was found guilty.

Incorrect. The appellant committed a gross misconduct and he 

defamed the image of police department in the eyes of general 
public.

Incorrect. The appellant was proved guilty after conducting a 

proper enquiry against him.
Incorrect. The order of major punishment was passed by the 

competent authority after conclusion of a denove enquiry. Hence 

the order passed by the competent authority is legal and liable 

to be up held.

Incorrect. Para already replied in preceding paras. However 

criminal proceedings in court- of law and departmental 

proceedings are different and can go side by side.

B-

C-

D-

E-

F-
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G- Incorrect. The appellant was treated as per the law/rules. No 

injustice was done to him.

Incorrect. Proper enquiry was conducted by the enquiry officer. 
After conclusion of the enquiry, he was found guilty and thus 

was awarded major punishment.

Incorrect. The appellant was served with show cause notice from 

time to time which he replied. But his reply was not satisfactory, 
hence he was awarded major punishment.
No comments.

That the respondents also seek permission of this honorable 

tribunal to raise additional grounds at the time of arguments.

H-

I-

J-
K-

PRAYER.

Keeping in view the above facts, it is therefore prayed that the 

subject appeal may kindly be dismissed.

y/
r o vi n c i a^Po I 
Khyter Pakhttmkhwa, 

^ Peshawar.'

Capital City Police Officer, 
Peshawar.

Supenruendent of Police, 
HQrs:, Peshaw ar.

/
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I ■€BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No.1494/2013. 

Kaleem Ullah Ex-Constable No.3757. Appellant.

VERSUS.
1. Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
2. Capital City Police Officer, Peshawar.

3. Superintendent of Police H/Q, Peshawar.

Respondents.

AFFIDAVIT.

We respondents 1 to 3 do hereby solemnly affirm and declare that the contents 

of the written reply are true and correct to the best of our knowledge and belief and 

nothing has concealed/kept secret from this Honorable Tribunal.

^rovincij 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 

Peshawar.

Polic€_Q£6eerr~~

:

Capital City Police Officer, 
Peshawar.

Su')>enjiMnde^t of ponce,H/Q 
Peshawar. /
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order

; clempartmental ,5 disposal of formal
I • ■ FC Nopr Slam ppc
f
• •

.:
, IB Department have be\‘'n lop^ed^th!!^ "it^h Inspector Yousaf Raza of 

S/0 Mumtaz Ali r/o karkn^ e?® from one Arshid AMMotor Way Entl^SangVprPhari'^rS’^i Ssl ^

against them vide FIR No.1057 daf^'?4?n was registered
PPC/13-AO/7ATAPSPhari Pura^ 24.10.2012 u/s 17 (3) Haraba/412

;
i

1 O.B NO.4088 date'd suspension vide

DSP Civil Secretariat & RI Polke enquiry was initiated.Omcer. They conducted the enoul.^i^ppH?^'’» """ ^PPointed as Enqul^ 
that the accused officials found g^iiST^f thL mi ^ submitted reports/finding 

. image of the whole Police Force in^rt^ p^ misconduct and tarnished the 
further recommended that maior ouni^P general public. The E.Os 
Officials vides Enquiry Report No, WC^r dated'« of.Mu"'’i

cause notice and seri'ed^uDon ThP ^'^^l show
Vide letter No.210 dated 15.01.2013 .^“whTchlhey received rr^pirer"''""^

I

rti ,
opined that the “a'’ccusrd'"omdJs “^1"'°" =°vght. He

'ooting/snatching a huge amoum Q^oss miscondect bybrought bad name to thi P^TL^LlTJi^T 
! concluded’in light of rconimendation^fT '' ^^P^rtmental enquiry if 
! . ^^‘^V"-arding%hemmaTo“^^^^^
; , offence. ^ nisnment from the date when they committed

■

opinion and other'materlal^LlilNr^n"'"’®"''.®"?"^ ^.Os & DSP Legal 
any shadow of doubt that thev-arp^n°?H^^^f°^K' proved beyond
iota of leniency, as he defamino thp^^' ^ charges and not desrve an 
of general public. TherefrJ m the eyis

; ■ ?iaJ252J£iSiiWjio.5i7's ’■^^S.-BE^vaseL

i /-< - 0
SR: SUPERIN ENDENT OF POLICE 

HEADQUARTERS, PESHAWAR '
O.B No. /dated -/< -. 72013

dated Peshawar, the4£/_^20l3
No. /«L <^<5^ '^9/PA,

Copy forwarded for information & n/action to-

.5. DSP/Hqrs, Peshawar 
7 OAR? Peshawar.
8.' Official co?cerne?.''°"®'"'‘'’ departmental file.
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* fcS '‘i f NOOR ISLAM NO 1^:16, 2I DFf; waqce..
f 'I P" •■{ K*I-EEIVIULLAH5174 and 4I SHEH7fln Mn «;<7s

^ -I H .! -

enquiry report AQAIMRt V|.'i • ¥ •HfS'

NO. 3757.3)
Ir.$

h
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Sir. \ i ./ H' /i
k',- leading to the instant departmental enquiry against thejjolice
|.;^o|nce,s/officials named above are that on 24.10.2012 complainant Arshad Ali s/o

vCiHTriimlr s/o Abdul Ghafoor and- 
Zubair^Shah s/o Amir Mohammad r/o Kass Koroona Mardan came to Police ■ 

l^-r^StationP^^ura and reported that they deal in money ExchangeTWiS 
^^/dan tor Peshawar in their Motor Car bearing No.7583/IDJ Corolla Model 

- 1998.99 vyhite colour in order to Change Foreigner Currency into Pakistani 
Currency, as they crossed Motorway Toll Plaza

I{
i/ i

t 1
Ir 4

i

I r
i

.!■

(

» , \5- 1^:
they saw a Pick up white clour

f s anding on road side at motor way wherein 07 persons'out of 
I Police, unifom and some were in plain clothes,

I ignored the signal and continued crossing their 
I us and signaled us with lights and at last we

* ‘
1 .. ¥. some were in 

signaled them to stop, but they 
way to Peshawar. They chased

;•*■ i f
\ Sf- t \

i..

i 'f^tercepted by them near Ring
I Road in the limits of Police Station Paharipura. They in aggressive mode asked ' 

I “PyP'd not comply with the signal to stop and pull down us from our 
r I vehicle and took us towards Wapda colony at Nowshera. They searched us and 
I I snatched Oj^s Saudi Riyat, One Lac Pakistani rupees and one Nokia SIM 

O.O300-5958076 fronLUMComplainant), 70,000 Saudi Riyal, 7250~U^ 
f Darha^, 509 Qatar Riyal and mobile Cell No.0312-8028181 from Taimur and 

.one Mobile Cell No.030^830332^ from Zubair Shah. Beside they also snatched 
l ^tor^r N0T583/^,/; 30 bore pistoll^^^I^ense copy lying in motor car 

r, I They threatened us of dire consequences in case of reporting the matter to 
. sand went awayjhe complainant added that they can identify the accused on 

(appearance. As such on the report of complainant a criminal case vide FIR
^,^^05Tda,ed 24.10.2012 u,s 17,3)/412/13.AO, 7-ATA was registered in Police 
, Statfon Paharipura against unknown accused.
^ f . As the
f i- 7
arrest of accused

were■r
.'t* i'i

a-

I ft I
i

4
f r. • rI f. X

^ it -4 t^5

fr- r■r. I f
it. i-
f f any
fi r
■* 1.

rf-
k :;■f: case was of serious nature andf recovery of stolen property and 

^ challenge for the local police Peshawar
merefore an Investigation Team comprising of the following Police Officers ' 

^constituted to trace the real culprits and recover the stolen property:-

f^'-T ;■ '^-®".°?P'ia''estigation City-ll Peshawar
l-V . 2:.f.yb Inspector Zahid Alam O.I.I/PS Paharipur 
f!* : I 3^c^spector Zakir KhalTl.O P.s Parip.

The Investigation Team 
property and arrest of real

i’ ‘ was
+■ 1

I* ;7 • was?
f-

I-;; f f■i f

l! trn was assigned the task of recovery of stolen

' ^ ups. TNe Investigation Team
started their sincere efforts to work out the task assigned to them. Subsequently

after taking painstaking step the Investigation Team succeeded in digging out the

?• ffPI:. f
i: i
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real position 
4 Peshawar which

of the ease and traced the Govt, 
was used in the commission of offen'c^'The tH7 

Waseem Javaid, Kaieemullah 
suspected in The' above

I accused Shahzad Raheem, 
' Raza being
> Custody was

_ •

also arrested 
Noor Islam and Syed

criminal case. 02 days Policegranted by the Court of L
Of teterrogafionthe above named

>. Police Force, 
i- ^oov4red from th

ew for their interrogation, 
accused were disclosed

« ____ °! ''’*®'T09ation followina si

their n'^:r '

During theI
During the as member of 

stolen
course

property

*1 ' S/ASI Noor Islam s»irs““
No. 1193280 aioniwith^^rL a® '’'='0'

5.5M00/-Pakiste®nrru4®ncr

t. currency,J HA.

li •7
7 •

i' I>• :? ? 2-Driver WasimJaJed -
# M . •
, 3-FC Kaieemullah

’ f -i .
‘•-FC Shehzad Raheem =

_5-IBinsp:YousafRaza =

k rS' 4,^000/- Pakistani C 

19^500 Saudi Riyai

.nAurrency.
fand ao<i

Darham UAe! & Ssoo/“ ^60
I

cVved

3(cat-

to aoV 
used on
v'rfe
d\nP°"'^

, '
I ^

' I «rere remanded to c

their'

i i
entral dail Peshi awar on expiry of their 
parade at CentralJail PeshI

by Police under the iaw.

awar were
y whom they were intercepted and

recovered articles 7^5

If Iwere taken into possession

r. “ s™
-nsksting of the under-signed "

trie allegation against th

f >
t psope^V ®

^ pesna'*
e Off'oets

orce and 
mary

and an Enquiry Committee 
r conducting proper enquiry into
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j
I ( em

.1.1 |5was constituted fo
e defaulters. cy-'(

y or Allegation was served f
Authonties as they were behind the bars

submit their written

? .
i • e case,. 

upon the defaulter
copy of the Charge Sheet &

officials through Jail 
Central Prisons Peshawar 

reply of the charge
directions to 

)
period. ' .

-a^y ^as

'7 against him is false alT
allegations leveled against him and regl "

against him is subjudice before the Court T ““ 'aS'a'a^ed

r™(““ii “ ™-
constable Shehzad Raheem

with the 
sheet within stipulated Vn'je 

ol^ero. Sv
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Reply of the
f ^

Town Peshawar s/o Rahimullah r/o University 

falsely

was also' i
received. He deposed tha!• c

that he has been
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charged in the above case. He further added that the case registered is frivolous

for keep pending

er^quiry till the firtal order of the court as the case is pending in the court and has 

not yet been decided.

i

t -fSi K-5
f

. V:. >/ the departmentaln I

■f iI ■'i-K< h \ ■ i
,. i . i f '

I J j 15 defaulter constable Kaleemullah

■ - ' which was-thoroughly perused. He also narrated that same story as mentioned in 

' i statement of his co-accused mentioned above.
f 11 ■. j « ‘''® defaulter driver constable Waseem No.3757 has not yet been

I I I ''™ "’'““S'' Authorities

which speaks that he is deliberately avoiding to join proceeding of the

departmental enquiry and reluctant to defend himself.
•1 ‘ f.f

•?
> r.

was also received,?

t ■ n *
■JI.

H'

«

4 >
5 I. hii’

I

I i1: i: 4

ij I I j. S.l Zahid Alam O.U PS Paharipura v:C.t 52 nh was summoned and his statement 'i:i ifu who in his statement deposed that he was present in Police Station

when the
it’ 3

I.1 i f%
! ■I

matter. Was reported by the complainant in Police Station. I

He added
I 11 ddnng the course of investigation he arrested the above suspects and on

i '-i I "i’T'property as mentioned above were recovered from their 

^ possession. He added that the defaulter officials mentioned above 
I culprits as they were denitrified by the complainant during identification parade.

I I .P 11 ' I®''''’ ' O was also summoned and his statement

i 1 117“f =“PP°rted the statement of the S.l Zahid Alam Khan

I i! recovery of stolen property

f' ii i1% *I I
f • <
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‘ r * are the real
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was/• -
. He addecf
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was made in his presence which were taken 
I f. into custody as per law and.he has affixed his signature over the recovery memo. 

J ' The' under-signed also

\ 1-.5
hXi

} II I, f II ^ Iv'll
^ ^ , summoned complainant Arshad Ali and his

|,| companion i.e. Taimur and Zubair Shah and their statements

They in their statenjents narrated the 
[■‘•3 \rf .— •
‘ back ground , of the

f t1 fi $
I were recorded, 

same story as explained in the above brief

fm
>

■I I
; . The complainant & Taimur added that they identifiedcase

•7 •>
I Waseem Javaid, FC Kaleemullah, Moor Islam S/ASI &

; Shahzad Raheem, and
‘ ■'

i Shahzad Raheem during identification parade".

I Tj I J complainant, eye witnesses and other rei(«/ant persons 

:| I they all along-with the under-signed went to the Jail. The Accused were given full

l-i. Ii:

a- 4%
Syed Yousaf Raza while Zubair only identified Noorr4 1 t
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F][fi\iAL SHOW CAUSE MOTyriF}• .

r
o ,. r, i- ^ Superintendent of Police, Headquarters Caoital

*

'

nJ^ consequent upon the completion of enquiry conducted 
against you by the enquiry officer for which 
opportunity of hearing.

(li)On going through the findings 
enquiry Officer, the material 
produced before the E.O.

you were given

and recommendation of the 
on record and other connected papers

I am satisfied thatt

specified in PoiroiSnJ^^T^i^lg^rofr^^^I
f

y "It has been reported that you S/ASI Noor Tsiam Mn racr-
■ ^terat Poi^elinT & FC KalepnLNm_a74;while
' ?rdloartaem ha f h a'°"9 with Inspector Yousaf Raza of
. Arshirl M ! Saudi Riyals from
' Rina Rnari nl Koroona Shamsi Road Mardan at

^ Change PS Phari Pura. A case to this
u/?i7nTM®®'hT'^ No.1057 dated 24.10 2012
tn orni ’ PPC/13-AO/7 ATA PS Phari Pura. This amounts
force™ ®9ainst the discipline of the

•L

one
\

I

2.dPriH^H^h^ thereof, 1, as competent authority, have tentatively
PO « D sdZ°rT rS's \Zsr -ajor^punishmenZ':dt

away from placrof Zng Perforating duty

3. You are, therefore, required to show 
aforesaid penalty should not be imposed upon 
whether you desire to be heard in person.

cause as to why the 
you and also intimate

4.doll, /“t) reply to this notice is received within 7 davs of itqI
j

I

J
5. The copy of the finding of the enquiry officer isii enclosed.

IiII

t

f!>
5

¥ y
SUPERINTENDENTvPET»OL[CE 
headquarters, Peshawar'

;:

tiv~-'3 -r! No. —/PA, SP/Hprs: dated Pesha,war the ^ '

Copy to official concerned
72013.
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Iv)CHARGE SHEET Hi
I, Superintendent of Police, Hsalg^iars,

Peshawar, ss a competent auttisii^L^ nereby,
- S^ASJL JMOOr Islam N0.1436i DFC giQ.^757 _________

■ No.5175, & FC Kaleem No. 5174 of Ca^blKO^f Police Peshawar with 
• the following Irregularities.

U Capital City Police 
charge that 

. FC Shehzad
-f:iW.

u t

ib "It has been reported that you Islam Nq.1436. DFC
' Waseem No.3757. FC Shehzad No.Si'^-^sg K^em No. 5174 whllp 

[ ) posted at Police Lines, Peshawar along an^Ssapector Yousaf Raza of 
;-.| IB department have been looted three;te» Saudi Riyals from one 

, Arshid All s/o^ Mumtaz AII r/o Kas Koftioa» ^amsi Road Mardan at 
I Ring Road near Motor Way Enter Change'f!SS6»< Pura. A case to this 

effect was registered against you vide F|Ra^057 dated 24.10.2012 
•u/s 17(3) Haraba/412 PPC/13-AO/7 ATAJSSfeari Pura. This amounts 
to gross misconduct on your part and Is ajiw’iff the discipline of the 

: force." '

)■■■fi E! i f •
[1

t:
?>;

I L-: I'n
■ ;

hi

1 1m You are, therefore, required to subBSJjcxjr written defence within 
. seven .days of the receipt of this charge'^^est to the Enquiry Officer 

committee, as the case may be.

rI

I '
\m I ! \ate

j Your written defence, if any, sfcad5d reach the Enquiry 
Officer/Committee within the specified periai filing which it shall be 

■j presumed that have no defence to put in *rd in that case exparte 
‘action shall follow against you.

’

r
!

m\t i
.Off* ftgtip.i s

■i I 1 -
.V •! 1m Intimate whether .you desire to be hears person.: j1Im 1-.'>■ :I> m 1

%
.n9'

*
A statement of allegation Is enclosed.
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-'5^n| SUPERDiTcNDENT OF POUCE, 
HEADQUARTERS, PESHAWAR
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information report. \

I..1MDI! -I—. 'gsS

• Km.Hi Rivals from his possession. Uicr on a case U/S 17(3)
above mentioned the locar*

2012 Police Station Pahari Pur agwnst unknown ^ Pi-^hawar. Waseem
Police conducted raids and arrested Noor Is am ASl insoecior
Police Driver. Constable Shahzad Constah|n Aii7rhrin Tiidi^l

‘ Intemecncc Bureau, iney werT^roduced bcfo« ihe^rt o ^i„„i«ratc has Rranted
Magistratriorob'tSIKmg Police custody on 30.10-12. TieJudicialMaii-------------B-------

Mivn rfavR Police custody in favour of the accujgd.
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