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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA. PESHAWAR

SERVICE APPEAL NO. 770/2023 lafe-
3Muhammad Ayaz _ (EX- Inspector FSL) (Appellant)

VERSUS

The Addl. Inspector General of Police Investigation, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.1.

The Director Forensic Science Laboratory, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.2.

(Respondents)

Preliminary Objections: ■

That the appellant has got no cause of action to file the instant appeal.

That the appellant has not come to this Honourable Tribunal with clean 

hands.

I.

That the appeal is bad for mis-joinder and non-joinder of necessary 

parties.

That the appeal is bad in its present form, thus it is not maintainable. 

That the appeal is liable to be dismissed in liminie.

III.

IV.

V.

Parawise reply on behalf of respondents;

Respectfully Sheweth; -

It is submitted that appellant Muhammad Ayaz Khan Inspector 

Fire Arms section FSL Peshawar was charge sheeted by the competent 

authority to the effect that: -

1. Inspector Muhammad Ayaz Khan of Fire Arms Section FSL Peshawar have a 

large number of live cartridges and you have not maintained a proper 

register for inventory and live cartridges despite instruction from seniors
f

previously.

2. When DSP admin FSL asked you for stock register you have told that the 

register was at your home.

3. That you have never informed your seniors regarding unaccounted live 

cartridges and inventory.

'>
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4. Storing large number of ammunitions in a haphazard and unsafe way could 

have resulted in accidental mishap at FSL.

5. Upon search of the Fire Arms Section by DSP Admin FSL, 68.5 grams (gross 

weight) CHARAS was recovered from your cabinet under lock and opened 

with keys by yourself in the presence of Rabat Ullah (Incharge HR) and Sana 

Ullah (Line Officer FSL).

6. The above-mentioned allegations show your lack of interest in official duty 

and attempt to misappropriate govt, property (unused ammunition). It is 

not clear at this stage that as to how much ammunition you have taken 

away from FSL for your personal gains.

In order to probe into the matter proper departmental enquiry was 

conducted which resulted In Compulsory Retirement of the appellant vide 

order dated 06/01/2023.

The appellant filed departmental appeal before the Addl. Inspector 

General of Police Investigation, who vide order dated 02/03/2023 was 

pleased to uphold order of the Compulsory Retirement of the appellant.

Being aggrieved from the impugned order appellant Muhammad Ayaz 

has filed the instant appeal to which para wise reply from the respondents 

is submitted as under: -

Reply on Facts:

Though Para I of the appeal pertains to record however, it is submitted 

that the appellant may have served for 31/32 years in the Police department 
but he reached to the rank of Inspector on his own turn. During service he 

was an ordinary employee and no outstanding performance was either 

shown or recorded in his service record.

1.
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Correct to the extent that the appellant replied to the charge sheet and 

statement of allegation served upon him before departmental enquiry. 
Though he denies the allegation levelled against him, however during 

enquiry the allegations were established beyond any shadow of doubt and 

he was accordingly awarded one of the major punishment i.e Compulsory 

Retirement from service vide order dated 06.01.2023.

2.

This para of draft appeal is incorrect and mis-reading. After initiation 

of the departmental enquiry against appellant he was properly charge 

sheeted and served with statement of allegation to which he submitted reply 

and subsequently an enquiry committee consisted of Mr. Irshad Khan SSP Inv. 
and Mr. Janan Habib DSP Admin Investigation Unit, CPO, was appointed by 

the competent authority who conducted enquiry against appellant. The 

enquiry committee associated the appellant with the departmental 
proceedings and also provided opportunity to the appellant to defend 

himself. The appellant has alleged that he was not provided enquiry report. 
If his allegation is true, then how he has annexed copy of enquiry report with 

the draft appeal. From this para one can ascertain that the appellant is trying 

to gain sympathy of this Honourable Tribunal.

3.

That although the appellant had submitted reply to the charge sheet 
and statement of allegation, wherein he denied the allegations levelled 

against him, but on the other hand the enquiry committee also collected un 

rebuttable evidence against the appellant which provided very cogent and 

solid reasons for awarding major punishment to the appellant.

4.

Correct to the extent that the appellant had file departmental appeal 
before AddI: IGP Investigation, however after examining record thoroughly 

the appellate authority found no other option except to uphold punishment 
order of competent authority and turned down appeal filed by the appellant.

This para is legal hence, no comments.

5.

6.

Grounds;

A. Incorrect. The impugned order of the competent authority and the appellate 

authority dated 06/01/2023 and 02/03/2023 respectively are quite in 

accordance with law, facts and evidence on record, hence they are tenable in 

the eyes of law and attract no interference.
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B. Incorrect. Record of the enquiry manifestly shows that the appellant was 

associated with the enquiry, replies submitted by him were considered at 
length, he was questioned in light of the office record by the enquiry 

committee and at the time of conclusion of departmental enquiry he was 

served with Final Show Cause Notice and was also heard by the competent 
authority in person. Furthermore, he was also heard in person by the 

appellate authority. Hence his allegation that he was condemned unheard 

and not treated in accordance with law and rule is false and unfounded.

C. Incorrect. Under the law/rules the enquiry committee may record 

statements of witnesses necessary for just decision of the enquiry. Appellant 
cannot force the enquiry committee to record prosecution witnesses in 

accordance with his wishes. The enquiry committee has performed in 

accordance with law and strictly followed the due process of law. Record 

shows that the enquiry committee during office inspection of the appellant 
found different bore rounds and Charas from his cupboard, which was 

exclusively under his use and thus he was responsible to respond queries of 
the enquiry committee. The enquiry committee did its job in accordance with 

law and no violation of rules took place thereby.

D. Incorrect. The departmental proceeding against the appellant were purely 

based on bonafide. The competent authority was having no reason to have 

mala fide or ill will against the appellant. The entire departmental 
proceedings were quite in accordance with law, merits and were 

impartial/transparent. Hence neither law nor principles of justice and fair 

play were violated.

E. Incorrect. The enquiry report itself reflects that different bore live rounds 

excessive from stock and contraband Charas was recovered under the 

possession of appellant from his office. Thus, it denies the stance taken by 

the appellant that no incriminating material was recovered. The recovery of 
the contraband items from possession of appellant prima facie connects the 

appellant with the allegations levelled against him and thus was rightly 

punished by the competent authority.

F. Incorrect. Neither allegations against the appellant nor punishment awarded 

to appellant is based on surmises and conjectures. The charge levelled 

against him was specific and clear, which the appellant badly failed to rebut 
and thus after satisfying all codal formalities appellant accordingly punished 

in accordance with law and rules.

G. Incorrect. The appellant was strictly treated in accordance with law and rules 

and thus it heeds no Interference.
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This para is not relevant with the merits of the impugned orders and 

as well as to the instant appeal. The Police department has nothing to do 

with the family status of the appellant. Hence no sympathetic consideration 

towards appellant is attracted.

H.

Incorrect. The competent authority and as well as the appellate authority use 

to treat subordinate employees on equal footing. Employees who performed 

well are appreciated and rewarded while those who are guilty of misconduct, 
negligence and un becoming of a good officer are awarded punishment 
commensurate with their guilt. Thus, under the circumstances the question 

of having personnel grudges against the appellant by the respondents does 

not arise.

I.

Incorrect. The enquiry committee collected sufficient Incriminating material 
against the appellant which attracted the punishment, so awarded to the 

appellant.

J.

K. Incorrect. The enquiry proceedings were strictly conducted under the Police 

Rules 1975 (amended 2014) and the appellant was accordingly afforded 

opportunity to defend himself.

L. Incorrect. The impugned orders are quite in accordance with law, just, legal, 
maintainable and tenable in the eyes of law. Hence it deserves to be up-held 

In the great interest of law and justice.

M. Incorrect. Guilt of the appellant has been established beyond any shadow of 
doubt and he was rightly punished in accordance with law and rules.

N. Incorrect. Perusal of both the punishment orders will transpire that both 

authorities i.e the competent and the appellate authority heard the appellant 
in person. Hence the objection raised by the appellant is absolutely incorrect, 
false and unfounded.

O. Incorrect. The finding report consists of direct and in-direct incriminating 

evidence against the appellant which prima facie called for awarding major 

punishment to appellant.

P. Incorrect. The appellant was accordingly associated with enquiry 

proceedings.

Q. Incorrect. As stated in the above paras the appellant reached to the rank of 
Inspector at his own turn instead of in recognition of his alleged efficient 
working.

R. Incorrect. The enquiry committee being consisted of mature and experi­
enced officers have performed their role during the enquiry in accordance 

with law and rules. It is not open for appellant to call in question their fair 

and impartial role in conducting enquiry against appellant.
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S. Incorrect. The enquiry connmittee has not violated any law or rules while 

conducting enquiry against the appellant. The enquiry committee has 

furnished cogent reasons which formed basis of the punishment to the 

appellant. Moreover, the enquiry report also indicate that the appellant is 

very much connected with the allegations against him.

T. Incorrect. Stock register is very much present in the laboratory. If it was not 
available as alleged by the appellant than he was supposed to raise this 

question at the time of enquiry, but it appears that the appellant kept silent. 
The findings of the enquiry committee are very much valid, legal, just and 

fair. Hence in accordance with law, just, legal, maintainable and tenable in 

the eyes of law. Hence such an important material cannot be brushed aside 

and the competent authority rightly based the punishment and the finding 

of the enquiry committee.

U. Incorrect. Action against the appellant in quite legal. Un-doubtedly Police is 

a discipline force and whoever is found indulging in negligence/misconduct 
in his duty he is awarded punishment commensurate with the guilt. The 

allegation that the appellant was singled-out in isolation is unjustified and 

exaggerated.

V. Incorrect. The enquiry committee thoroughly checked all the stocks and after 

due satisfaction found the appellant guilty and recommended him for 

punishment.

W. Incorrect. The appellant is reminded that the enquiry is not conducted only 

for the loss to the public exchequer but it is also conducted regarding 

misconduct, indiscipline and other criminal activities. The stance taken by the 

appellant regarding conducting enquiry only in respect of loss to Govt, 
property is incorrect, false and misleading.

X. Incorrect. Act of the appellant was not only falling in preview of negligence 

but also within the domain of misconduct, indiscipline and criminal act for 

which he has been accordingly punished.

The respondents seek permission of this Honourable Tribunal to rebut 
the other grounds being raised by the time of hearing of the appeal before 

the Honourable Tribunal.

Y.
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Prayers:

$
It is therefore, humbly prayed that the point raised by the appellant in 

the instant appeal are based on surmises, presumptions and the same are un­
substantiated which have no force in the eyes of law. Against the appellant a 

proper , legal , transparent and fair enquiry was conducted and both the 

competent and appellate authorities have applied their judicial minds and 

thereafter awarded punishment of "Compulsory Retirement" to the appellant 
over and above the appellant is well connected with the guilt as levelled against 
him and there is ample proof of his guilt, therefore, in the great interest of law, 
justice and fair play the impugned order my please be up held white the appeal 
filed by the appellant may graciously be dismissed with costs.

G^eral of Police,AddI: Insp
Investigation, Khylfer Pakhtunkhwa,

/ Director FSL
Khyber Peikhtunkh 

Peshawar Peshawar

Respondent No. 1Respondent No 2
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Forensic Science Laboratory 
29, Sector B-1 Pliasc-V Hayatabad 
Khyber Pakhtunklnva Peshawar 
Tel. 091-9217394 / Fax. 091-9217251 
No 5^/ /FSL Dated ^/o7/2Q22

CHARGE SHEET

I, Waqar Ahmad Director FSL, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar as competent authority, 

hereby charge you Inspector Muhammad Ayaz Incharge Firearms Section FSL as follows:-

That you Inspector Muhammad Ayaz Khan of Fire Arms Section FSL Peshawar have a 
large number of live cartridges and you have not maintained a proper register for 
inventory and live cartridges despite instruction from seniors previously.

When DSP Admin FSL asked you for stock register you have told that the register was 
at your home.

That you have never informed your seniors regarding unaccounted live cartridges and 
inventory.

Storing large number of ammunition in a haphazard and unsafe way could have 
resulted in accidental mishap at FSL.

Upon search of the Fire Arms Section by DSP Admin FSL, 68.5 grams (gross weight) 
CHARAS was recovered from your cabinet under lock & key was opened with keys by 
yourself in the presence of Rabat Ullah (incharge HR) and Sana Ullah (Line Officer 
FSL).

The above mentioned allegations shows your lack of interest in official duty and 
attempt to misappropriate govt, property (unused ammunition), it is not clear at this 
stage as to how much ammunition you have taken away from FSL for your personal 
gains.

1.

2.

3.

4.

5.

6.

By reasons above, you appear to be guilty of misconduct under Rute*3 of Police Rules 

1975 and have rendered yourself liable to all or any of the penalties specified in Rule-4 of the 

Rules ibid.

Your written denfence if any should reach the Enquiry Committee, within the specified 

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

exparte action shall be taken against you.

You are, therefore, required to submit your written defense within seven days of the 

receipt of this Charge Sheet to the Enquiry Officer.

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

A statement of allegations is enclosed.

---- (WAQAR /(HMADL^P
DireCrSr

Forensic Science Laboratory 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 

Peshawar



Forensic Science Laboratory 
29, Sector B-1 Phase-V Hayatabad 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar 
Tel. 091-9217394/Fax. 091-9217251 
NoCO-^V/FSL DatedJ^/c7/2022

DISCIPLINARY ACTION

1 Waqar Ahmad Director FSL, K.hyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar being 
competent authority am of the opinion that you inspector Muhammad Ayaz Khan 
of Firearms Section FSL have rendered yourself liable to be proceeded against 
departmentally, as you have committed the following acts of 
omissions/commissions within the meaning of Riile-3 of Police Rules 1975.

STATEMENT OF AIXEGATIONS

1. That you Inspector Muhammad Ayaz Khan of Fire Arms Section FSL Peshawar have a 
. . large number of live cartridges and you have not maintained a proper register for

inventory and live cartridges despite instruction from seniors previously.

2. When DSP Admin FSL asked you for stock register you have told that the register 
was at your home.

That you have never informed your seniors regarding unaccounted live cartridges 
and inventory. .

Storing large number of ammunition in a haphazard and unsafe way could have 
resulted in accidental mishap at FSL.

Upon search of the Fire Arms Section by DSP Admin FSL, 68.5 grams (gross weight) 
CHARAS was recovered from your cabinet under lock & key was opened with keys 
by yourself in the presence of Rabat Ullah (incharge HR) and Sana Ullah (Line 
Officer FSL).

The above mentioned allegations shows your lack of interest in official duty and 
attempt to misappropriate govt, property (unused ammunition). It is not clear at 
this stage as to how much ammunition you have taken away from FSL for your 
personal gains. , , .

3.

4.

5.

6.

For the purpose of scrutinizing with reference to above allegations Enquiry 
Committee comprising of Mr.Irshad Khan SSP Investigation and Mr. Janan Habib DSP 
Investigation has already been constituted.

(WAQAl^HMAD) R
Din

Forensic Science Laboratory 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 

Peshawar
Copy of above is forwarded to the:-
1. Addl; Inspector General of Police, Investigation, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 

Peshawar for kind information.
2. Mr. Irshad Khan SSP Investigation CPO, Peshawar.
3. Mr. Janan Habib DSP Investigation, CPO, Peshawar.



\

Forensic Science Lnboretory 
29, Sector B-1 PhaseS Hayatabad 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar 
Tel b Fax 091-9217394 / ^ ,
No_2S3_/FSL, Date

ID

FINAL SHOW CAUSE NQTICF

Peshawar '^spector Muhammad Ayaz of Firearms Section FSL
fo“S

1. ';^P«or Muhammad Ayaz Khan of Fire Arms Section FSL Peshawar have a 
iw t cartridges and you have not maintained a proper register forinventory and live cartridges despite instruction from seniors previously^

register was

informed your seniors regarding unaccounted live cartridges

a haphazard and unsafe way could have

^ ^^yo^ur^home^*" asked you for stock register you have told that the

3. That you have never 
inventory.

4. Storing large number of ammunition in 
resulted in accidental mishap at FSL.

cSIraTw? ‘■y 68.5 grams (gross weight)
vou^r^f ^ th r"’’ ® '^as opened with keyl by
^ureelf in the presence of Rabat UUah (incharge HR) and Sana Ullah

and

(Line Officer

6. The above mentioned allegations shows interest in official duty and 
sta^« rn (unused ammunition). It Is not clear at this
sta^ as to how much ammunition you have taken away from FSL for your personal

Jr.s; r,rn;.ss",: "»
Commi«o« ‘•’rough the findings and recommendation of the Enquiry
befTJ^h^Vnn r r ” '“P®"' '"'“'“•"S your defense
p!!hl ^ Committee. I Waqar Ahmad, PSP, Director FSL, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
^hawar issue you this final show cause notice to offer you full opportunity to 
With satisfactory reply supported by evidence In your defense.

matter.

come up

HA^ADJJ>SlS^' 
director

Forensic Science Laboratory 
KP, Peshawar
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File Rex Locker No. 01
Bore Quantity Bore Quantity
303 84 7.62 115
12 83 44 27

7.62 G-3 30 .223 56
.2227.92 4 89

30 219 9mm 123
8mm 11 7mm 23

32 1938 14
27.65 66 2.2

25 5
File Rex Locker No. 03

QuantityBore Quantity Bore
30 17512 125

7.62 112259mm
11.2221.223

File Rex Locker No. 04
QuantityBoreQuantityBore

336680 30312
2823 7.627.62 G-3

.223 11428mm
312 44.222

5638 7.927mm
2219 3030.6

3>7.65

sd/-l\/lember 

Sanaullah LO FSL
sd/'Member 

Insp: Zahoor Khan 
Incharge Chemical Section

sdZ-Member 
x Safdar Khan 

Incharge FPB Section
verified by

sd/-
Khalid Khan DSP/Admn 

FSL,Peshawar

c
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Detail of live cartridges for the period from 01.01.2021 to 30.06.2022 
(18 months Fire Arms Section FSL)

S.No. Caliber Received Available in 
Rex (Locker)

Difference

1 SMG 7.62 Bore 8410 255 8155
12 Bore2 2185 888 1297t

3 303 Bore 660 420 240
.223 Bore 684 375 307
.222 Bore 195 112 835

130 616 7mm 69
8mm 100 53 477

15 30 158 44 Bore
7.92 Bore 20 60 409

53 43G-3 1010
416 192691968511 30 Bore
148 220223509 mm12

5 0513 25 Bore
361932 Bore 5514

2588 3160734195Total
Sd/ by

DSP/Admn FSL

- 4^ (i-? l/l

FSL Peshawar have a large number of live cartridges and you have 

not maintained a proper register for inventory and live cartridges 

despite instruction from seniors previously.

2. When DSP Admin FSL asked you for stock register your have 

told that the register was at your home.

3. That you have never informed your seniors regarding unaccounted 

live cartridges and inventory.
4. Storing large number of ammunition in a haphazard and unsafe way 

could have resulted in accidental mishap at FSL.
5. Upon search of the Fire Arms Section by DSP Admin FSL,
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68.5 grams (gross weight) Charas was recovered from your cabinet 
under lock and key was opened with keys by yourself in the 

presence of Rabat Ullah (Incharge HR) and Sana Ullah 

(Line Officer FSL)

6. The above mentioned allegations shows your lack of interest 

in official duty and attempt to misappropriate govt, property 

(unused ammunition). It is not clear at this stage as to how much 

ammunition your have taken away from FSL for your personal 
gains.

FSL(/il4

/^U/0^/V^26.O7.2O22.^7^562-64/FSL(i/:lL^(>A.:^ll>Ul/

-:/u>ruVOjl:^FSL

c ••

/V>0t
- r -1

-2

-3

-4

-5



o
M-05-

■ 7ii$FSLcr^vT/P(a)i;;it/

-:ur(/

^ t^(j^ F S L^r^y I ^ f l?Csx*J Lt^/" )

^(J>f

(j^ oi? Z- If ^ J y v^l/ il 0 5 Zl

^2;^j LIL i« c/i: Ir U ^ b'4( (jf (j^-(3>f

—^yrfi^UU'fiJ/"jZ^jlbUyy^^>^^L9>t^JrV

-2yjl>'

-3/riJlr'
• w(^

-4/:i)lr'

b^Jjj^'j ySc/ />

-C^ijfj^.J^i'i}/

♦

-7yjl^



V-, -sfe.-06-

,P>1
^ •♦ •• ^ #

-iC-1/"/u^iA '-^>'^>'1?^*^

JAiiOl -10/tiJfi^

V ♦

Jt-CL, t/l ^ ^ ^ -<'L/<f<^W(/</J-?l/c^(vij _ I

L/!? '^\i-'^ U“ ^■‘ t ^ ^>j£- tT "ij Kj>05 iji<> U iJ »>"J -f

-<^ (3 Lcfjvls-'i/l^i—l^*yu
l/llji Jf/^SO P.><> I? L<4-i/

(c^l^il?'-/(^)

. C

S- i



•A*





r /

v_ ■
'>

'ci^_ \
/

T -cT
e^/ y-lj

Ky

8

8^,
I

; J^Jj, \y

f^L-J/i)(yil
hi'8-’^^ ^AiJ 

U ■ /vi1^ ' '^ -^
l^bl.



^4

fi>- 0^.
4-, -Jf I

1

*

f

^o^Jj^

<:^Ll(yj;>^i}>^ y->

^

)

1

9 ■ ^J

CS^

£k/ V I
-r''ii^'( w "iii.\

t teT-.'^ ..' -•



i

.

r . •

*

5>.

\

. 4« '

\

<

\

i



Forensic Science Laboratory
29, Sector B-1, Phase-V, Hayatabad, 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
Tel, 091-9217394 / Fax. 091-9217251

-if
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ORDER

This order will dispose off the departmental enquiry against Inspector 

Muhammad Ayaz of Firearms Section FSL Peshawar who committed the following acts 

of omission/commission:

1. That you Inspector Muhammad Ayaz Khan of Fire Arms Section FSL Peshawar 
have a large number of live cartridges and you have not maintained a proper 
register for inventory and live cartridges despite instruction from seniors 
previously.

2. When DSP Admin FSL asked you for stock register you have told that the 
register was at your home.

3. That you have never informed your seniors regarding unaccounted live 
cartridges and inventory.

4. Storing large number of ammunition in a haphazard and unsafe way could have 
resulted in accidental mishap at FSL.

5. Upon search of the Fire Arms Section by DSP Admin FSL, 68.5 grams (gross 

■ weight) CHARAS was recovered from your cabinet under lock & key was opened

with keys by yourself in the presence of Rabat Ullah (incharge HR) and Sana 

Ullah (Line Officer FSL).

6. The above mentioned allegations shows your lack of interest in official duty 

and attempt to misappropriate govt, property (unused ammunition). It is not 

clear at this stage as to how much ammunition you have taken away from FSL 

for your personal gains.

Inspector Muhammad Ayaz was placed under suspension and charge 

sheet and summary of allegations were issued to him while an enquiry committee 

comprising SSP Investigation Unit CPO Mr. Muhammad Irshad Khan and DSP Admn 

Investigation Mr. Janan Habib was constituted to conduct the departmental enquiry 

against the above named official.

Findings of the enquiry committee were received wherein Inspector 

Muhammad Ayaz was found guilty. Final Show Cause Notice was issued to the 

defaulter Inspector and reply of the same was received which was found to be 

unsatisfactory.

He was heard in person and was given ample opportunity but he could 

not present any plausible justification regarding allegations leveled against him.

1
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Forensic Science Laboratory
29, Sector B-1, Phase-V, Hayatabad, 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
Tel. 091-9217394 / Fax. 091-9217251

I have gone through the available material placed on file and has found 

Inspector Muhammad Ayaz of Firearms Section FSL guilty of the charges leveled 

against him.

Keeping in view the above facts and his 31 years' of service I, the 

undersigned being competent authority, hereby award him major punishment of 

"Compulsory Retirement from Service" under Police Rules 1975 (Amended 2014 KP 

Police E&D Rules 2014), with immediate effect.

Order announced.

(WAQAR A^MAD) PS^ 
Direbtoiu--^^ 

Forensic Science Laboratory 
.P, Peshawar.

6 ^/01/2023No. —■aJ?- /FSL. Dated Peshawar, the

Copy of above is forwarded for information and necessary action to the:

1. Addl. Inspector General of Police, Investigation Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar 
for kind information, please.

2. Accountant General, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
3. SSP Investigation Unit, CPO Peshawar w/r to his office letter N0.527/PA/SSP, 

dated 31.08.2022.
4. Accountant, FSL, Peshawar.
5. Line Officer, FSL, Peshawar.
6. Official concerned.

?.
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;h: 4CO Pismissal, removal from service,
_______compulsory retirement_______________

(ii) Reduction from substantive rank to lower
rank or from hi^er stage to lower stage in 

_________ the same time scale of pay.
2. B-Minor Punishments:

Withholding of promotion for one year or less.

3. CO Fine up to rupees Fifteen thousand C15000/-}

00 Fine up to rupees Ten thousand CIQOOO/-) 

(iii) Fine up to rupees Ten thousand CIOOOO/-}

Fine up to rupees Five thousand C5000/-)

Fine up to rupees one thousand CIOOO/O

4. Stoppage of increments for a period not exceeding 
__ three C3) years with or without cumulative effect

Provincial Police Officer DPO/SSP DPO/SSP DPO/SSP/SP DPO/SSP/SP DPO/SSP/SP\ •4•4Ir
Provincial Police Officer DPO/SSP DPO/SSP/SP DPO/SSP/SP DPO/SSP/SP DPO/SSP/SP

%

PPO/Addh ICP/CCPO/RPO/DIG 1DPO/SSP/SP DPO/SSP/SP DPO/SSP/SP/ASP/DSP DPO/SSP/SP/ASP/DSP DPO/SSP/SP/ASP/DSP
Provincial Police Officer

Addl: IGP/CCPO

RPO/DIG
Civj 11

DPO/SSP/SP DPO/SSP/SP DPO/SSP/SP DPO/SSP/SP DPO/SSP/SP I
■ • 'ASP/DSP ASP/DSP ASP/DSP

PPO/Addl: IGP/CCPO/RPO/DIG DPO/SSP/SP DPO/SSP/SP DPO/SSP/SP/ASP/DSP DPO/SSP/SP/ASP/DSP DPO/SSP/SP/ASP/DSP
5. Censure PPO/Addl; IGP/CCPO/RPO/DiG DPO/SSP/SP DPO/SSP/SP DPO/SSP/SP/ASP/DSP DPO/SSP/SP/ASP/DSP DPO/SSP/SP/ASP/DSP

Forfeiture of approved service up to two C2) years

Confinement to quarters guard up to fifteen CIS) 
days of Constables and Head constables.

6. PPO/Addl: IGP/CCPO/RPO/DIG DPO/SSP/SP DPO/SSP/SP DPO/SSP/SP/ASP/DSP DPO/SSP/SP/ASP/DSP DPO/SSP/SP/ASP/DSP
7.

DPO/SSP/SP/ASP/DSP DPO/SSP/SP/ASP/DSP

<NASIR KHAN DURRANI (PSP) 
Inspector General of Police,

/ Provincial Police Officer, 
R^ybfir Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar,

❖ Amended vide Nottfication No: 38S9/Ugal, dated 27/08/2014 issued by IGP, KPK
. y
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BEFORE THE HONORABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE
TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. 770/2023

Muhammad Ayaz (Ex-Inspector FSL) (Appellant)
Versus

Additional Inspector General of Police, Investigation etc (Respondents)

AUTHORITY LETTER

Mr. Muhammad Ibrahim Azhar, Acting SP/ Legal, Investigation Unit, Khyber 

Pakhtunkhwa, CPO Pesha^var is authorized to submit Para-wise Comments/ reply and 

defend above captioned Service Appeal on behalf of respondents in Hon’ble Khyber 

Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal, Peshawar.

A
"—-■'L/yifector,
FSL, Kh)fcer Pakhtunk^^^^ 

Rs&hawai:^''"'''^ 
(Respondent No. 2)

Additional Inspecfoi^eneml of Police, 
Investigation, Khjmer Ptfmtunkhwa, 

Peshawar
(Respondent No. 1 )

r'



w
'k'

m
BEFORE THE HONORABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE' \

TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR
r^

Service Appeal No. 770/2023

(Appellant)Muhammad A) az (Ex-Inspector FSL)
Versus

Additional Inspector General of Police, Investigation etc (Respondents)

AFFIDAVIT
II, Muhammad Ibrahim Azhar, Acting SP/ Legal, Investigation Unit, Khyber 

Pakhtunkhwa, CPO Peshawar do hereby solemnly affirm on oath that the contents of 

ments/ reply in above captioned Service Appeal on behalf of Respondents 

le best my knowledge and belief. Nothing has been concealed from this 

Honorable Tribiinal.

Para-wise comi

are correct to t

Vv9t^ b«^i^

&r 

AW DEPONENT
WcsT

r-

r

MUHAMMAD IBRAHIM AZHAR 
Acting SP/ Legal, Investigation Unit, 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, CPO Peshawar

Superintendent of Police
Invests '

Khyber PalshtuiiK'^^ Peshawar

missioner \ ©’

\

\
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■ # OFFICE OF THE ADDITIONAL INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE.
INVESTIGATION - KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA, PESHAWAR. V

Ph: 091-9210024 Fax: 091-9210052

ORDER

order will dispose-off the departmental appeal of the then Inspector 

Muhammad Ayaz of Forensic Science Laboratory (FSL), Khyber Pakhtunkhwa under 

11 KP Police Rules 1975 (amended 2014) against the impugned order, passed by ■ 

Director FSL, bearing Endst; No.22-27/FSL, dated 06.01.2023, whereby the 

appellant was compulsorily retired from Service on the following charges levelled 

against him:-

This

1. That he while posted as Incharge Fire Arms Section, FSL has a large 

number of live cartridges and he did not.maintain proper register for 

ir ventory and live cartridges despite instructions from seniors issued 

ir this regard earlier.

2. hen DSP Admin FSL asked him for stock register, he replied that the 

register was at his home.
3. Tiat he neither informed his seniors regarding unaccounted live 

cartridges and inventory nor produced any cogent reason.
4. S;oring large number of ammunition in a haphazard and unsafe 

manner could have resulted in accidental mishap at-FSL.

5. lilpon search of the Fire Arms Section by DSP Admin FSL, 68.5 grams 

(gross weight ) CHARAS was recovered from his cabinet in the 

p ‘esence of Rabat Ullaih (Incharge HR) and Sana Ullah ( Line Officer 

F5L)

6. Tie above mentioned allegations show his lack of interest in official 

duty and attempt to misappropriate Govt: property (unused 

ammunition). It is not clear at this stage as to how much ammunition 

h 5 has been taken away from FSL for his personal gains.
Proper departmental enquiry against him was conducted by a committee 

consisting of DSP Admin Khalid Anwar & Inspector Syed Amarat Ali Shah of FSL,
KP.

Upon the finding of enquiry committee he was issued Final Show Cause 

Notice to which he replied. His reply to the Final Show Cause Notice was perused 

and found unsatisfactory. He was given an opportunity of personal hearing and 

heard in person by Director FSL, KP, but again he failed in producing any cogent 
reason in support of his self-defence.



pQveusic Science Labovaiorv

.../FSL

' '^^STIOATION WiNC 
^In'lHtrPukhuiahhwa. Pcsha-.var '

Un receipt ot his appeal, the undersigned called all the relevant record a& 

perused. He was called, heard and given full opportunity, but again failed in 

producing any plausible justification regarding the allegations levelled against him.

Heni;e, being found guilty of the gross misconduct and the charges 

levelled against him being proved beyond any shadow of doubt, therefore, the 

undersigned being competent authority came to the conclusion that the punishment 

of compulsorily 

appeal is hereby rejected.

Order announced.

Diruy .......^

rj-

retirement is just and commensurate with his misconduct and his

f

(DR. ISHT D MARWAT)
PSP/PPM

Additional Inspector General of Police, 
Investigation, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 

Peshawar

12023.
Copy of the above is forwarded for information and necessary action to

No. Invest: dated Peshawar the

the:-

Admin: Investigation HQrs: CPO, Peshawar.

2. Director/FSL, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

3. SSP/ Investigation HQrs:, CPO.

4. PA to Addl: IGP/Investigation, KP, Peshawar.

1. DIG /

irp.ctor
Porcnslc

*(hvherPukhiitnkhawa, Pcsijawa.^


