
S.A No. 4950/2021C
■ 30.05.2023 Clerk of learned counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Asif

Masood All Shah, Deputy District Attorney for the respondents

present.

Clerk of learned counsel for the appellant requested for 

adjournment on the ground that learned counsel for the appellant is 

busy in the august Peshawar High Court, Peshawar. Adjourned. To 

come up for arguments on 30.08.2023 before the D.B. Parcha

Peshi given to the parties.O

(Salah-ud-Din) 
Member (J)

(Fareena Paul) 
Member (E)*Naeem Amin*

30* August, 2023 Learned counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Asad Ali1.

Khan, Assistant Advocate General for official respondents present.

Learned counsel for the appellant sought further time for2.

preparation of arguments. Adjourned. To come up for arguments 

on 08.12.2023 before the D.B. Parcha Peshi giverftome parties.

o
A

an)(Ka>ifla.Aj^
Chaim

(Salah-ud-Din) 
Member (Judicial) n

*Naeeni Antin*

■S..
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02.11.2022 Nemo for the appellant. Mr. Muhammad Jan, District

Attorney for the respondents present.

Previous date was changed on Reader Note, therefore, notice 

for prosecution of the appeal be issued to the appellant as well as

his counsel through registered post and to come up for arguments
A

before the D.B 26.12.2022.

(Mian Muhammad) 
Member (E)

(Salah-ud-Din) 
Member (J)

26.12.2022 Due to winter vacation, the case is adjourned to 

2^.03.2023 before the same.

29‘" Mar, I'on Clerk of learned counsel for the appellant present. Mr. 

Muhammad Jan, District Attorney for the respondents 

present. - ,\

Clerk of learned counsel for the appellant seeks
i ■' f;adjournment on the ground that learned, counsel Is' not

\^ J N -
available today. Last chance is given to the appellant to

L\N ■ 2 argue the'case on the'next date. To'cprhVup for arguments 

on 30.05.2023 before D.B. P.P given to the parties.i

^ 0
I

(Salah Ud Din) 
Member (Judicial)

(Kalim Arshad Khan) 
Chairman



.A/
Clerk to counsel for the appellant present. Mr. 

Muhammad Adeel Butt, Addl. AG for respondents present.

20.01.2022

Reply/comments on behalf of respondent are still 

awaited. Learned Additional Advocate General sought time for 

submission of reply/comments. Last opportunity is granted to 

respondents to furnish reply/comments on or before next date, 

failing which their right to submit reply/comments shall be 

deemed as struck off by virtue of this order. To come up for 

arguments before the D.B on 25.05.2022.•-v

(Atiq-Ur-Rehman Wazir) 
Member (E)

Learned counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Muhammad 

Rashid, Deputy District Attorney alongwith Muhammad Raziq (H.C) 

for respondents present.

Representative of the respondents submitted written 

reply/comments which is placed on file. A copy of the same is 

handed over to the learned counsel for the appellant. To come up for 

arguments on 10.08.2022 before D.B.

25'" May, 2022

(Kalim Arshad Khan) 
Chairman

(Fareeha Paul) 
Member(E)

D
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PreliminaryCounsel for the appellant present, 

arguments heard.
14.06.2021

Points raised need consideration. The appeal is

admitted to regular hearing, subject to all just and legal 

The appellant is directed to deposit security 

and process fee within 10 days. Thereafter, notices be 

issued to the respondents for submission of written
■ p

reply/comments in office within 10 days after receipt of 

notices, positively. If the. written reply/comments are not 

submitted within the stipulated time, the office shall submit

objections.

/

the file with a report of non-compliance. File to come up

for arguments on 25.10.2021 before the D.B.

Counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Muhammad Adeel 
Butt, Additional Advocate General for respondents present.

25.10.2021

Learned counsel for the appellant submitted an application for 

extension, of time to submit security and process fee. Application 

is allowed and he is directed to deposit the same within three 

days, thereafter notices be issued to the respondents for 

submission of written reply/comments. To come up for written 

reply/arguments before the D.B on 20.01.2022. / '

Appelisn* Deposited 
Securilyjrmcess Fes

(MIAN MUHAMMAD) 
MEMBER (E)
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FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Court of

/2021Case No.

Order or other proceedings with signature of judgeDate of order 
proceedings

S.No.

321

The appeal of Muhammad Riaz resubmitted today by Mr. Ibrar 

Khan Afridi, Advocate , may be entered in the Institution Register and put up 

to the Worthy Chairman for proper order please.

22/04/20211-

\

REGISTRAR \

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

up there on

H.



The appeal of Mr. Muhammad Riaz sbri of Rehman Zada r/o Mohallah Ghazi Khel P.O Sama 

Badaber Peshawar received today i.e. on 15/04/2021 is incomplete on the following score 

which is returned to the counsel for the appellant for completion and resubmission within 15 

days. . .

1- Address of respondent no. 5 is incomplete which may be completed according to the 
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.

ysT,No.

72021Dt.

REGISTRAR W 

SERVICE TRIBUNAL 
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 

PESHAWAR.
M. Ibrar Khan Afridi Adv. Pesh.

U-de^ jfhrdVi^dxkYj *7^

€^ct ^ l\aAAJ2^ kie-eyM

^fkx w\£k^y{L . /A' /^4
(pt.
/llP flsL

■g/lmM.

rn-k- (2o '^'t-4

-v.



Before The Hon^ble Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service
Tribunal, Peshawar

Service Appeal No. n /2Q21I

Muhammad Ria^ Appellant

Versus

Inspector General of Police 86 others Respondents

I N D E X

S.# Description of Documents Annex Pages
1. Service Appeal 1-6
2. Affidavit 7

3. Addresses of the Parties 8
4. Copy of CNIC A
5. Copies of FIR B
6. Copy of Bail Granting Order

Copy of Impugned Order^ dat^' 
29.12.2020
Copy of Departmental AppeS~dated 
09.02.2021
Copy of Impugned Order da^i^d 
•1^8.03.2021

C h-U
7. D IS
8. E I (l -
9. F

10. Wakalatnama n
Appellant

Through

Muhammad Ibrar Khah Afridi

Manik Shah
&

Bakhtiar Muhammad
Advocates High Court, 
PeshawarDated: 08.04.2021

c::

L
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Before The Hon^ble Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service
Tribunal. Peshawar

Service Appeal No. /2021

Muhammad Riaz S/o Rehman Zada R/o Mohallah Ghazi 

Khei, P.O Sama Badaber, Tehsil Hassan Khel, 
Peshawar

District
Appellant

Versus

1. Inspector General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 

Police Lines, Peshawar.

2. Capital City Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 

Police Lines, Peshawar.
3. SP/Saddar, Peshawar. 

SDPO, Saddar, Peshawar. 

OS] .'Pay^C-ric^

4.

CRC / FM shawar.

Respondents

SERVICE APPEAL U/S 4 OF THE SERVICE 

TRIBUNAL ACT,

IMPUGNED ORDER DATED

1974, AGAINST THE

18.03.2021, 

VIDE WHICH THE DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL

OF THE APPELLANT WAS DISMISSED AND 

AGAINST THE ORDER DATED 29.12.2020, 

VIDE WHICH THE APPELLANT WAS

DISMISSED FROM SERVICE.
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PRAYER IN APPEAL:

On acceptance of this appeal, the impugned

orders dated 18.03.2021 and 29.12.2020

may please be set aside and the appellant 

may please be re-instated in his service with

all back benefits and consequential benefits.

Respectfully Sheweth;

The appellant very humbly submits as under:

1. That the appellant is permanent resident of Tehsil 

Hassan Khel, District Peshawar and law abiding 

citizen of Pakistan, (Copy of CNIC is attached as 

annexure “A”).

2. That initially the appellant was appointed as Sepoy 

in Khasadar Force in the year 2014.

3. That after merger of FR Peshawar into Sub-Tehsil 

Hassan Khel, District Peshawar, the services of the 

were converted to Police Department.

4. That since his appointment, the appellant performed 

his duties efficiently upto the mark of his high-ups.
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5. That a fake and concocted case was registered i.e. 

case FIR No.552, dated 25.09.2019, u/s 302/364 

P.P.C of Police Station Mattani, in which the 

appellant was not charged by name, while the 

complainant malafidely and with connivance of local 

police charged the appellant and three other 

persons in his 164 Cr.P.C statement and it is to be 

noted that the appellant is on bail and the 

pending adjudication before the competent court of 

law. (Copies of FIR and Bail Order are attached as 

annexure “B” & “C” respectively).

c

case IS

6. That on the basis of above FIR, a departmental 

inquiry was initiated against the appellant.

7. That after conducting the departmental inquiry, the 

Inquiry Officer recommended that the i 

be kept pending till the decision of the court.

inquiry may

8. That, thereafter, the respondents issued final show 

cause notice, which was never received to the

appellant and without following 

formalities, issued

the codal

impugned order dated

29.12.2020, vide which major penalty of dismissal
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from service was imposed upon appellant. (Copy of 

Impugned Order dated 29.12.2020 is attached as

annexure "D”).

9. That the appellant moved departmental appeal 

dated 09.02.2021, which was dismissed vide order 

dated 18.03.2021 (copies attached as annexure “E” 

8s “F”), hence the present appeal, on the following 

grounds, inter-alia:-

GROUND S:

A. That the order of the respondents is illegal, against 

law and against the facts of the case, hence the 

same is liable to be set aside.

B. That no illegality whatsoever committed by the 

appellant nor any violation of law and procedure 

was committed, hence the allegations 

sustainable in the eyes of law.

are not

C. That the allegations so leveled are doubtful 

which proceedings were initiated as no 

associated the inquiry, no aggrieved person was 

examined, hence the same is not tenable in the eyes 

of law. Furthermore, the appellant has not been 

given any opportunity for personal hearing and 

similarly no show cause notice and charge sheet has 

been served upon the appellant.

upon

one was
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}

.X
D. That the allegations so mentioned and the recorded 

findings have no consequential or penal implications 

and the appellant cannot be made/held responsible 

for any omissions.

V

,E. That the allegations leveled against the appellant 

and their findings which are totally irrelevant as the 

Inquiry Officer after completion of inquiry

proceedings recommended that the inquiry may be

kept pending till the decision of the court.

F. That the past record of the appellant is clean, 

transparent, satisfactory and was never charged for 

minor omissions, hence cannot be held liable.

- G. That any other grounds will be raised at the time of

arguments with the prior permission of this Honhle 

Tribunal.

It is, therefore, ' humbly prayed that,

acceptance of this appeal, the impugned orders 

dated

on

18.03.2021 and 29.12.2020 may please be 

aside and the appellant may please be re-instated in 

his service with

set

all back benefits and consequential

benefits.

fj

I
;■

V
k
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A Any other relief, which deems fit appropriate in 

favour of appellant may also be granted.

Appellant
Through

(V

Muhammad Ib: an Afridi

Manik Shah
&

Bakhtiar Muhammad
Advocates High Court, 
PeshawarDated: 08.04.2021

'4
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Before The Hon^ble Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service

Tribunal, Peshawar

Service Appeal No. /2021

Muhammad Riaz . Appellant

Versus

Inspector General of Police 8b others Respondents

AFFIDAVIT

I, Muhammad Riaz S/o Rehman Zada R/o Mohallah 

Ghazi Khel, P.O Sama Badaber, Tehsil Hassan Khel, 

District Peshawar, do hereby solemnly affirm and declare 

on oath, that the contents of the Service Appeal are true 

and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief and

nothing has been concealed^om t^iis HonlDle Tribunal.
A)m (A

\t>\
\

DEPONENT



8

Before The Hon^ble Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service
Tribunal, Peshawar

f

Service Appeal No. /2021

Muhammad Riaz Appellant

Versus

Inspector General of Police 86 others Respondents

ADDRESSES OF THE PARTIES

APPELLANT!

Muhammad Riaz S/o Rehman Zada R/o Mohallah Ghazi
Khel, P.O Sama Badaber, Tehsil Hassan Khel, District 
Peshawar,

RESPONDENT S:

1. Inspector General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 
Police Lines, Peshawar.
Capital f City Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 
Police Lines, Peshawar.
SP/Saddar, Peshawar.
SDPO, Saddar, Peshawar.
OSI/Pay Officer CRC/FMC, Peshawar.

2.

3.
4.
5.

Appellant /?
Through

Muha^ ad iWar ^han Afridi

Manik Shah
&

Bakhtiar Muhammad
Advocates High Court, 
PeshawarDated: 08.04.2021
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f, \ )C•0 c
IN THE COURT OF MS ZEBA RASIIEED 

Additional Sessions Judge-XIV, Peshawar
Bail application

<s
4^.

FIR No.552, dated 25/09/2019, U/S 302/364 PPC. Police Station Matani
Peshawar

Yasir & others ...VS... The State
Order.....04
09/10/2019

1. Mr. Muhammad Ibrar Afridi Advocate for accused/petitioners; 

Mr. Sajeed Klian counsel for complainant and Miss Huma, APP for 

the State present.

2. Accused/petitioners namely Yasir, Luqman, Riaz and Hassan 

Jan seek post airest bail in case FIR No.552, dated 25/09/2019, U/S 

302/364 PPC, Police Station Matani Peshawar.

Facts in brief of the case are that on 23/04/2019 the 

complainant Khalid Gul reported tlie matter to the local police to tire 

ettect that on 11/05/2018 hours at 09:00 hours his father Rehman 

Shall received a telephonic call and he left his house but till evening 

he did not come back. The complainant and his relatives seaixhed him 

P 12/05/2018 his dead body was found at Aza Khel, which

seveiely tortured. They were in search, of the culprits and came to 

know that accused Waheed Nawaz S/O Muhammad Nawaz R/0 

Badhber Peshawaj- has committed the offence. Through the 

intervention of eiders of locality the accused was fined of 

Rs. 10,00,000/- out of which Rs.400,000/- were paid to the legal heirs 

of deceased. The complainant had also filed an application before 

PA/FR Peshawar who informed tire complainant that the 

took place in the criminal jurisdiction of Police Station Matani. 

Hence, the complainant lodged tire report and the instant FIR got 

registered.

>

3.

was
ifv

occuiTence

Si



'M''
• I / •• 'O'

4. After hearing the parties at 

record on file.
length; I have gone throughsomeli

5. Perusal ol the record on file reveals that accused/petitioners 

not directly charged in the FIR. The 

11/05/2018, while the FIR 

complainant recorded his statement u/s

are

occun’cnce took place on

was lodged on 23/04/2019. The

164 Cr.P.C on 28/09/2019 

wherein he charged the present accused/petitioners and stated that tlie 

accused WaJieed Nawaz during inteiTogation has named the

accused/petitioners for commission of offence. Motive is not stated in 

the report of complainant. The post-mortem report of deceased is not

available on file. Allegedly the deceased had left the house 

attending phone call but his CDR is not available on file. Thus, the 

case in hand is one of fiirther inquiry and investigation. The

after

accused/petitioners have remained in police custody however they 

have not confessed tlieir guilt and as such they are no more requi.red 

good puq3ose to
keep the accused/petitioners behind tlie bai’s for an indefinite period of

foi further investigation; hence, it would seiwe no

time.

6. Resultantly, application in hand is accepted subject to 

furnishing of bail bonds in the sum of Rs. 100,000/- (one lac nipe'es) 

each,.with two local and reliable sureties each in the like amount to the

satisfaction of this court. Record be returned.

7. Moharrir is directed to 

judicial and police records, however, this file b 

room after its completion and compilation.

Announced 
09/10/2019

annex the copy of this order with 

c consigned to record

M, BA RASHEED,



OFFICE OF THE 
SUPERINTENDENT OF POLICE

SADDAR, CCP, PESHAWAR
DATE: ^-1^/2. /2020■M NO. /PA

OUDER

Ex-Lcvy Muhammad RLaz CNIC No. 22501-78640074-9 of PS tlassan Khcl 

invoK'ed in case vide FIR No. 552'dataed 23.04.2019 u/s 302/364 PPC PS Mattani is hemby 

(iisiuissed iVom service after proper departmental proceedings under E & D Rules 1975 amended

()rdei- announced.

Superintendent/oT Police, Saddar Divi.sdon 
CCP Peshawar.

whited ^-y //^/2()20

s \ip\' of above is forwarded for information and necessary action to:
!. fhe Capital City Police Officer, Peshawar

fhe Senior Superintendent of Police Operations CCP Peshawar. 
7 bXM, f:C-l!. CC. AS.PO&OS.
-i. ; M(i along-^vith enquiry file for record.
'■ t/C Computer Ce!!. CCP, Peshawar, 
o. All concerned-

\
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OFFICE OF THE
APITAL CITY POLICE OFFICER 

PESHAWAR
Phone No. 091-9210989 
Fax No. 091-9212597

> i

f

ORDER

This order will dispose of departmental appeal preferred by Ex-Levy Muhammad Riaz 

who was awarded the major punishment of “Dismissal from Service” under PR-1975 by SP/Saddar 

Peshawar vide OB No.3550, dated 29-12-2020.

2- He while posted in Police Station Hassan Khel Peshawar was proceeded against 

departmentally on the charges of his involvement in a criminal case vide FIR No.552, dated 23-04-2019 

u/s 302/364/PPC PS Mattani Peshawar.

3- He was issued proper Charge Sheet and Summary of Allegations by SP/Saddar 

Peshawar and SDPO Saddar Peshawar was appointed as enquiry officer to scrutinize the conduct of the 

accused official. The enquiry officer after completion of enquiry proceedings recommended that the 

enquiry may be kept pending till the decision of the court. The competent authority while disagreeing 

with the findings of Enquiry Officer and issued him Final Show Cause Notice to which his reply 

also found unsatisfact ory. Hence he was awarded the above major punishment.
was

4- He was heard in person in O.R. and the relevant record along with his explanation 

perused. lO of the case was also summoned to this office alongwith case file. The 10 has stated that 

although the accused official has not been directly charged in the criminal case but later on nominated 

by the ai rested accused and challaned to the court of law. Moreover, there are no evidence or eye 

witnesses to show his innocense in the case. Therefore his appeal for setting aside the punishment 

awarded to him by SP/Saddai' Peshawar vide OB No.3550, dated 29-12-2020 is hereby rejected/filed.

y
(.^BAS)AHSAN) PSP 

CAPITAL CITY POLICE OFFICER, 
PESHAWAR

No. yPA dated Peshawar the

Copies for information and n/a to the:-

1. SP/Saddai‘Peshawar;
2. SDPO Saddar.
3. OSI/ Pay Officer/ CRC/FMC
4. Official concerned.

2021

/
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beforo:he KHVRFR p 

^gnjcg-Appeal Nn.4Q<;n

Muhammad Riaz Ex- Constable No,2784 of CCP Pesl

VERSUS
Provincial Police Officer, Kltyber Paklitunkhw

SEPLYBYRESPONDENts

AKHTUNKHW4 SERVrr’F 3BIgIJNALPESHAWAP

lawar Appellant
h

a, Peshawar and others, . Respondents.
NO. 1 tn4

Respectfully Sheweth:-

PRELIMINARY OBJKCTTONS.-

!• That the appeal is badly barred by law & limitation 

^«at the appellant has and proper parties.
not come to Hon’ble Tribunal with clean hands, 

no cause of action and locus standi to file the instant appeal 
estopped by h.s own conduct to file the instant appeal.

4. That the appellant has 

That the appellant is .
6. That the appellant has

That the appeal is not main 

BE£LV ON FATT^.-

1 ■ Pertains to record.
2. Pertains to record.
3. Pertains to record.

4. Incorrect. The performanc

5.

concealed the material facts from H 

-tainable being devoid of any merit.
on’ble Tribunal.7.

e of the appellant during service was neither satisfactmy 

in heinous offence specks volume of his inefficiency.

the charges of his 

u/s 302/364/PPC PS 

acquitted from the court of law.

upto the mark and his involvement i
5. Incorrect. The appellant - 

involvement in a criminal case

nor

It was proceeded against departmentally

After completion of all the codal formalities, he

on

was awarded Major Punishment ofDismissal from Service. 
6. Correct to the extent that proper departmental 

the law/niles when got involved in criminal case.onquny was conducted against him under

7. Incoirect. Court proceedings and departmental
which can parallel as per dicta of august

suggestions of Enquiiy Officer is 

8. Incorrect, Charge sheet with stat

proceedings are two different entities
court of Supreme Court of Pakistan, however the 

not binding on competent authority, 

ement of allegations ^
conducted and thereafter he was issued final show 

penalty of dismissal from service after

issued to him. Regular inquiry
cause prior the award of Major 

going through the finding by the

waswas

authority as per Rules ibid. 
9. Correct to the

competent

extent, that the , 

filed/rejected having
appellant filed departmental

appeal which after due 
substance in it as the charges level

consideration was no
cd against



. 4- .
c*

him were proved. Thus appeal of the 

dismissed on the following grounds. 
REPLY ON GROUNnSr- 

A. Incorrect. The punishment orders 

law/rules and liable to be upheld.

appellant having no legal footage is liable to be

are just, legal and have been passed in accordance with

Incorrect. After fiilfillmg all codal formalities, the charges leveled against the appellant 

stand proved, henee he was awarded the Major^punishment.
C. Para is totally incorrect and misleading as the appellant

statement of allegations due to involvement in the above criminal 
departmental proceeding 

defense

B.
were

was issued charge sheet with 

case. Detailed
conducted against him under Rules ibid. Proper opportunity of 

was provided to the appellant but he failed to defend himself. Before imposing 

major punishment on the appellant, he was issued final show cause 

D. Incorrect. Involvement in a criminal case

was

notice.
of committing culpable homicide is a heinous 

: was liable to be proceeded 

awarded penalty commensurate with his

offence and being a member of disciplined force he 

departmentally hence after proof of charge, he was
, guilt/misconduct.

E. Explained in the preceding p
F. Pertains to record, however the performance of appellant during service was not upto the 

mark being involved in a

aras.

criminal offence of committing culpable homicide. 
G. Respondents also seek permission of this Hon’ble Tribu 

time of arguments.
nal to raise additional grounds at the

PRAYERS!-

It is therefore most humbly prayed that in of above facts and submissions 
the appeal of the appellant being devoid of merit and legal footing, may kindly be dismissed 

With cost please.

Provincial :^ce Officer, 
KhyberPfafehtunkhwa, 

Pesha^tt

Capital City P^h 
Pesftawar.

fficer,

Superintendeht of Police, 
Saddar Peshawar.

Sub Di ional Police Officer, 
Saddar Peshawar.I
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before THF KHYRFR PAirPT

Service Appeal No.49sn77n->i

Muhammad Riaz Ex- Constable No.2784 of CCP Peshawar............

VERSIJ.S
Pro.i.ci.l Pota Of5„, Khyto

AFFIDAVTT

, r solemnly affirm and declare that the
aid lot and belief

mg as concealed/kept secret from this Honorable Tribunal.

UNKHWA service TRIBinVAT pvcxt ^ ^ ^

Appellant.

. Respondents.

We respondents 01

Provincial Klice Officer, 
Khyber P^htunkhwa, 

PeshiiAar.

\V;\
Capital Cit^Wt Officer, 

Peshaw^r^v .
3 /

Superintend^t of Police, 
Saddar ~̂ ^aiawar.

Cl

Sub Divisional Police Officer, 
Saddar Peshawar.
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rWARGE SHEET 'I

•:

satisfied that a Formal Enquiry as contemplated by Police Rules

that the allegations if established would call for

major/minor penalty, as defined in Rule 3 of the aforesaid Rules.
Now therefore, as required by Rule 6 (1) of the said Rules I, ABDUS SALAM 

KHALID Superintendent of Police, Saddar Division, Peshawar hereby charge you Ex- 

Levy Muhammad Riaz (constable designate) s/o Rehman Zada of PS Hassan Khel 

basis of following allegations:-

1. • Whereas .1 arh
1975 is necessary and expedient. 

And whereas, I am of the view2.

f •
vii.

on the

“You Ex-Levy Muhammad Riaz (constable designate) s/o Rehman Zada of 

criminal case vide FIR dated; 25.09.2020 u/sPS Hassan Khel is involved, in 
302/364-PPC PS Mattani, departmental enquiry is being initiated against you under the

Rule 1975.

'i
By doing this you have committed gross misconduct.

And I hereby direct you 
written defence within 7 days of the receipt of this Charge Sheet as to why the

proposed action should not be taken against you and also stating at the same time

^whether you desire to be heard in person. ,

■ 3.-
further under Rules 6 (I) of the said Rules, to put m a

4.

received within the specific period it shall be 

offer and ex-parte action will be taken
And in case your reply is not 

presumed that you. have no defence to
5.

against you.

US SALAM KHALID) 
Superintendent of Police Saddar Division 

CCP, Peshawar.

(A

•iJl.'.. •

T '
/PANo.

Date / 02^ / 2020.



DISCIPLINARY ACTION

I, ABDUS SALAM KHALID Superintendent of Police Saddar Division, 

Capital City Police Peshawar, as competent authority am offthe opinion that he Ex-Levy 

Muhammad Riaz (constable (jesignate) s/o Rehman Zada of PS Hassan Khel has rendered 

himself liable to be proceeded, against as he committed the following acts/omission 

within the meaning of .Section-3 of the Disciplinary Rules 1975.

I

■

STATEMENT OF ALLEGATIONS.

“You Ex-Levy Muhammad Riaz (constable designate) s/o Rehman Zada of 

PS Hassan Khel is involved in criminal case vide FIR No. 522 dated: 25.09.20JQ u/s 

302/364-PPC PS Mattani departmental enquiry is being initiated against him under the 

Rule (975.

For the purpose of scrutinizing the conduct of the said constable with 

reference to the above allegations an enquiry officer SnPa 

is appointed.

The Enquiry Committee/Enquiry Officer shall in-accordance with the 

provision of the Police Rules (1975). provide reasonable qpportunity of hearing to the 

accused ofticer/officials and make recommendations as to. punish or other appropriate 

action against the accused.

CL:
. t

(AB01IS SALAM KHALID) 
Superintendent of Police Saddar Division 

CCP, Peshawar.

No. o2>/ ^

Date 2.y / /2020.

/PA

c 1 ... r> ft -inrl ciiKnnit finHino u/itilin ctiniilptf^H nprinH

I

' rfT.

* _
■«
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OFFICE OF THE
SUB DIVISIONAL POLICE OFFICER 

SADDER CIRCLE, PESHAWAR

NO._^2j2=L^_/St: Dated Pesh: the Of I 12020,

To The Superintendent of Police, 
Saddar Division, Peshawar

Subject: DEPARTMENTAL ENQUIRY AGAINST (EX-LEVY
MUHAMMAD RIAZ (CONSTABLE DESIGNATE) S/O
REHMAN ZADA OF PS: HASSAN KHEL OF CCP,
PESHAWAR.

Memo:

Please refer to your office Endst: No.03/E/PA, dated
24.02.2020, on the subject noted above. 

ALLEGATIONS:

This is a departmental enquiry against Ex-Levy Muhammad 

Riaz (Constable designate) PS: Hassan Khel of CCP, Peshawar with the allegations

“That while he was posted at PS: Hassan Khel is involved in a criminal case
vide FIR No.522 dated 25.09.2019 u/s-302/364-PPC. PS: Mattani, Peshawar.”
This amounts to gross misconduct on his part & is against the discipline of the 

force.

For the purpose to scrutinizing the conduct of above defaulter 

accused/official with reference to the above allegations an enquiry ordered by the 

Worthy Superintendent of Police, Saddar Division, CCP, Peshawar & the 

undersigned was appointed as Enquiry Officer.
PROCEEDINGS.

During the course of enquiry, the defaulter accused/official 
mentioned above was called through his cell phone with the directions to appear 

before the undersigned in connection for personnel hearing and recording his 

statement. The accused/olficial produced before the undersigned heard in persons 

also recorded his statement which revealed that on 27.09.2019, he received a call 

from Inspector Muhammad Jan of PS: Mattani that complainant Khalid Gul s/o 

Rehman Shah r/o Badaber has charged him in case, vide FIR No.552dated 

23.04.2019, u/s-3G2/364-PPC, PS: Mattani for the commission of crime.

On this information the accused/official Muhammad Riaz 

immediately reached to PS: Mattani whereon he was arrested by the local Police of 

PS: Mattani and pn next day challaned to the court by the local Police accordingly. 

He further stated that during hearing in the court of law he made his observation 

before the Honorable court of law that he indulged in disease of liver since (04) 

years ago. One day police custody in the favour of accused got and interrogated 

him while on expiry he was jailed. ■



After. (07) days he acquitted by the court. He stated in his 

statement that he is the patient^ of liver disease & has falsely .been implicated in 

above cited FIR. He requested for provision of legal help into the matter. It is 

pertinent to mention here that father of accused/official also corroborated the 

version of his son (Muhammad Riaz) accordingly.

So for complainant has charged the accused/official in his 

statement u/s-164-Cr.PC for the murder of his father namely Rehman Shah. Copy 

enclosed please. On the other hands the accused/official Muhammad Riaz also 

produced the Standing Medical Board documentary proof duly examined by the 

Chairman Standing Medical Board/Medical Superintendent Police/Services, 

Hospital, Peshawar vide his letter No.6121/MS/SMB/2019-20, dated 26.11.2019, 

copy addressed-to the Worthy Capital City Police Officer, Peshawar was held on 

20.11.2019, whereas the Standing Medical Board were of the opinion that the 

patient with chronic liver disease Non B, Non C, Hepatic venous flow obstruction 

ascits-with varies in splenic helium & needs lifelong treatment & advised for light 

duty, for one year and will be reviewed after one year. In this connection the 

W/CCPO, issued order vide his office order letter No.l7333-36/CRC, dated 

29.11.2019 is worth perusal. >

?"

Keeping in view and in light of above discussion as well as in 

light ot observation issued by the Chairman Medical Board Peshawar to the 

Worthy Capital City Police Officer, Peshawar is worth perusal. The. name of 

accused/official Muhammad Riaz not lound in FIR. However, accused/official has 

been observe,before I.O in the case regarding his innocence & stated that would be 

ascertain his innocence before tlie court of law. However, accused/official arrested 

& sent to jail but seems innocent. Henceforth, in this regard the court is more 

competent.

Therefore, in view of the above discussion it is hereby 

. suggested that subject departmental enquiry against accused/official may be 

postponed .till the decision of the court if approved.
%

( KHAN)
Sub-Divisional Police Officer, 

Saddar Circle CCP, Peshawar.

7^



OFFICE OF THE 
SUPERINTENDENT OF POLICE,

SADDAR, CCP, PESHAWAR
DATE: )<f ^ /2020

/
I

/PA,NO.

FINAL SHOW CAUSE NOTICE.

1, Waqar Ahmed, Superintendent of Police, Saddar, CCP Peshawar, as competent authority under, the 

Police Disciplinary Rules, 1975 do hereby serve you Ex-Levy Muhammad Riaz.CNTC No. 22501- 

7864074-9 as follow;-

That consequent upon the completion, of enquiry against you by Enquiry Officer 
SDPO Saddar, Peshawar, for which you are given opportunity of hearing and 
producing evidence.

On going through the finding of Enquiry Officers submitted vide memo: No. 
03/E/ST, dated 01.06.2020. The material on record and other connected papers 
including your defense before the said Enquiry Officers.

1 am satisfied that you have committed the following acts/omissions specified in the said rules.

a)

b)
v:

That you are involved in criminal case of PS Mattani.

As a result thereof, 1, as competent authority, have tentatively decided to impose upon you 

majoi/minor punishment under the said rules.

•2.'

You are therefore, required to show cause as to why the aforesaid penalty should not be imposed 

upon you and also intimate as to whether you desire to be heard in person.

3.

If no reply to this notice is received within 15 days of its delivery, it shall be presumed that you 

have no defense to put-in and in that case ex-parte action shall be taken against you.

4.

Copy of the findings of Enquiry Officer is enclosed.5.

4#
Superintendent of Police, Saddar Division 

CCP,Peshawar


