
Order or other proceedings with signature of Judge or MagistrateDate of
order/
proceeding

No

s
321

BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL

Service Appeal No. 1357/2017

Date of Institution 
Date of Decision

07.12.2017 
... 01.08.2018

Sub Inspector Ahdul Wahid (Now Head Constable) son of
Maghfoor Shah, Posted at District Security Branch, Inside 
Police Station Nowshera, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.

Appellant
Versus

1. The Regional Police Officer, RPO Office, Mardan.
2. The District Police Officer, DPO Office, Nowshera, Khyber 

Pakhtunkhwa.
3. The Provincial Police Officer, Central Police Office, Khyber 

Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.
Respondents

Member
-Member

Mr. Muhammad Hamid Mughal 
Mr. Ahmad Hassan----------------

-? :

01.08.2018■-

JUDGMENT
r

MUHAMMAD HAMID MUGHAL. MEMBER: - Learned

counsel for the appellant and Mr. Muhammad Jan learned Deputy

District Attorney for the respondents present.

2. The appellant is aggrieved against the order dated 10.11.2017

passed by the appellate authority/respondent No.l whereby the 

appellate authority modified the penalty of dismissal of appellant

from service and converted the same into reduction from his
;

substantive rank of ASI to the rank of Head Constable.
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5;
t; 3. Learned. counsel for the appellant argued that preliminaryS-

£
inquiry was conducted against the appellant and interim report was

I
'if

submitted, thereafter disciplinary action was initiated against thea-:.

appellant however during the course of regular inquiry, the inquiryf..
5

officer has not' recorded the statements of witnesses/officials, rather
51-- transposed the statements recorded during the course of preliminary

% inquiry. Further argued that the rep6rt of inquiry was not conveyed
'i .
I. ■ ' to the appellant at the stage of issuance of Show Cause Notice.

Learned counsel for the appellant argued that though the appellate■

1 authority partially accepted the appeal of the appellant by modifying

the punishment however the punishment was awarded to the
I-

\ appellant without adhering to the legal requirements and completion
i
I . ■
i.
I:. of codal formalities. Learned counsel for the appellant vehementlyI

stressed for setting aside the orders whereby punishment was

awarded to the appellant.

4. As against that learned Deputy District Attorney while

I opposing the present service appeal argued that the appellant has

I committed misconduct and that impugned orders of punishment

r were issued after fulfillment of all the codal formalities; that charget
sheet/statement of allegation was, served, regular inquiry was

I : conducted, the appellant joined the inquiry proceedings and that:4..
I .

upon issuance of Show Cause Notice the impugned orders of

punishment were issued.

5. Arguments heard. File perused.
£

6. SMS complaint was submitted by Mr. Sher Flaider against theli
I
i
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__________ ____________—________h^A-------------
appellant for his non co-operation when car liftersjthrown his kid

out of the car and took away the car of the complainant.

It may be mentioned that the inquiry officer stated in his

V

t

r . ■.
7.

report that the statements of Mr. Luqman Khan SDPO Pabbi Circle,
i. ■

Inspector Shad Ali SHO Pabbi, Muhammad Fayaz MHC PS Pabbi,

I Mr. Muhammad Ayaz Wireless Operator and Mr. Shehzad Gul
§

Manager PSO Pump Taru were recorded. Statements of the aboveI
fI-I' 'V mentioned officials/witnesses are available on file and perusal of the
I-
S -•t cut down dates mentioned there on would show that thesetI? •
I statements were recorded either on 05.09.2017 or 06.09.2017
•?s
I whereas the charge sheet/statement of allegation was issued on

■

-S

07.09.2017. When the learned Deputy District Attorney wasI'. -•

confronted with the cut down dates as mentioned below the.i- •I
I statements of witnesses, he remained unable to rebut the argument

■

■f; .r of the learned counsel for the appellant that the statements of
l
7:

officials/witnesses were not recorded after the issuance of charge^•1 .

sheet rather these statements were recorded during the course of
I ■, preliminary inquiry and that the inquiry officer simply transposed
4

these statements. Learned Deputy District Attorney could noti
5 •I demonstrate from the material on record that the report of inquiryi

was conveyed to the appellant. In the stated circumstances this
3-
i' ■ Tribunal is of the considered view that the impugned orders ofI
1VI punishment could not withstand. Consequently the impugned orders 

of punishment are set aside. However the respondent department is
i

at liberty to conduct and conclude the departmental inquiry against

-
7.

% ■
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1

•3
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4*
-i.
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the appellant in accordance with law. The present appeal is accepted

in the above terms. Parties are left to bear, their own costs. File be
.b-

A consigned to the record room after its completion.

I-A'
mad Hassan) (Muhammad Hamid Mughal) 

MemberMemberr
r
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Learned counsel for the .appellant and Mr. Muhammad Jan learned01.08.2018

Deputy District Attorney present. <

Vide separate judgment of today of this Tribunal placed 

file, the impugned orders of punishment are set aside. However 

the respondent department is at liberty to conduct and conclude the 

departmental inquiry against the appellant in accordance with law. 

The present appeal is accepted in the above terms. Parties are left to 

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

on

\

\
\

(MUHAMMAD HAMID MUGHAL) 
MEMBER

mMAD HASSAN) 
MEMBER

ANNOUNCED
01.08.2018
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Counsel for the appellant and Addl: AG for respondents 

present. Written reply not submitted. Requested for adjournment. 
Adjourned. To come up for written reply on 13.03.2018 before

26.02.2018

(Ahmad Hassan) 
Member(E)

RiazCounsel for the appellant . present. Mr. 

Paindakhel, Assistant AG alongwith Mr. Fayaz Khan, H.C for 

the respondents present. Written reply submitted, lo come up 

for rejoinder/arguments on 21.05.2018 belore D.B.

13.03.2018

a
(M. Hamid Mughal) 

Member

Clerk to eounsel for the appellant and Mr. Ziaullah, DDA21.05.2018

for respondents present. Arguments could no^^^ajheard^^^ to 

incomplete bench. Adjourned. To come up for. arguments on

01.08.2018 before D.B.

(Muhammad Amin Kundi) 
Member-
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Counsel for the appellant present. Preliminary arguments 

heard. It was contended by learned counsel for the appellant 

that the appellant was imposed major penalty of dismissal 

from service vide order dated 12.09.2017 on the allegation 

that one Sher Haider Resident of Ghulshan Abad, Peshawar 

reported to him regarding the snatching of his Motorcar by 

,the unknown Car Lifters but the appellant being responsible 

i Police Officer, failed to pay due attention and take timely 

action on the complaint. The appellant also filed departmental 

appeal which was partially accepted and the dismissal from 

service was converted into reduction from his substantive 

rank of ASI to Head Constable vide impugned order dated 

10.11.2017 hence, the present service appeal. Learned 

counsel for the appellant further contended that neither charge 

sheet was framed nor statement of allegation was served upon 

the appellant nor proper inquiry was conducted therefore, the 

impugned order is illegal and liable to be set-aside.

08.01.2018

The contentions raised by learned counsel for the 

appellant heed consideration. The appeal is admitted for 

regular hearing subject to deposit of security and process fee 

^ within 10 days, thereafter notice be issued to the respondents 

^ for written reply/comments for 26.02.2018 before S.B.

Process Fe© ^

(Muhammaa Amin Khan Kundi) 
Member

• :*•••
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FORMOF ORDERSHEET
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Court of

1357/2017Case No.

Order or other proceedings with signature of judgeDate of order 
proceedings

S.No.

1 2 3

07/12/2017 The appeal of Mr. Abdul Wahid presented today by 

Mr. Hafiz Noor Muhammad Advocate may be entered In the 

Institution Register and put up to Worthy Chairman for proper 

^^^^^^^^order please.

1

\ £2.

REGISTRAR

I' hi-In.2- This case is entrusted to S. Bench for preliminary hearing 
to be put up there on 1x4. .

28.12.2017 Appellant in person present and requested for 

adjournment due to non availability of his counsel. 

Adjourned. To come up for preliminary hearing on

18.01.2018 before S.B.

(Gu n)
Member (E)

i
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BEFORE THE KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL.

PESHAWAR.
Appeal No. jv!

AppellantAbdul Wahid

VERSUS

The R.P.O, Mardan & Others Respondents.

APPEAL UNDER SECTION-4 OF KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL
ACT-1974.

INDEX
Sr. No. Description of Documents Dated Annexure | Pages

1. 1-5Appeal
2. 6Affidavit
3. 10.11.2017 A 7RPO Order
4. 8DPO Order 12.09.2017 B

T5. 9FIR No.632 04.09.2017 C

6. 10Copy of DDS No.24 05.09.2017 D
7. 11Show Cause Notice 11.09.2017 E

8. 12-13 IReply 12.09.2017 F .
9. 14-1: i

IDepartmental Appeal 09.10.2017 G

10. 16Dispensation Application
11. 17Affidavit
12. 18Wakalat Nama

PLANT
Through

ft 7
Hafiz Noor Muhammad
Advocate High Court, 
CC No.50798 
Cell:0331-5533123

HAFIZ NOOR MUHAMIMAl 
MA. LL.M. 

ADVOCATE HIGH COURT 
ISLAMABAD 
C.C # 50798



V,

'V
-1 -

BEFORE THE KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL,
PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No. O-S ^ jx!

Sub Inspector Abdul Wahid (Now Head Constable) S/o Maghfoor Shah, 
Posted at District Security Branch, Inside Police Station Nowshera, KPK.

Appellant

Kltyber Pakhtukhwa 
Service Tribunal

VERSUS 13^1 

ol
Oiary No.

^ 1. The Regional Police Officer, RPO Office, Mardan, KPK.

^2. The District Police Officer, DPO Office, Police Lines, Nowshera, KPK. 

■^3. The Provincial Police Officer, Central Police Office, Peshawar, KPK.

Respondents

Dated

APPEAL UNDER SECTION-4 OF KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL 

ACT-1974, AGAINST THE ORDER DATED 10.11.2017 (Annex-A), 
PASSED BY THE RESPONDENT NO. 0 1 & DISMISSAL ORDER 

DATED 12.09.2017 (Annex-B) PASSED BY RESPONDENT N0.2.

PRAYER
ON ACCEPTANCE OF THIS APPEAL, BOTH THE ORDERS DATED 

10.11.2017 & 12.09.2017 PASSED BY RESPONDENTS MAY KINDLY 

BE SET ASIDE AND THE APPELLANT RESTORED AS S.I WITH 

ALL BACK & CONSIQUENTIAL BENEFITS.

Respectfully Sheweth;

n.
Registrar

FACTS:

/rHr>7 1. That the appellant was appointed as Constable on 15.07.1999 in 

KPK Police. The appellant was promoted as Head Constable in due 

course. Later on, he was promoted as ASI on 25.04.2014 followed by 

confirmation as ASI. The name of the appellant was also brought on 

list "'E". Later on, on 29.05.2017, the appellant was promoted as ST. 

All the promotions have been granted to the appellant on the basis 

of his efficiency, honesty, hard work, professionalism etc after due

.
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qualification of the promotional courses, as prescribed in the Police 

Rules-1934.

2. That the appellant has always performed his duties with 

professionalism, efficiency, and honesty, therefore, has been 

awarded commendation certificates besides on time promotion. 

The service record of the appellant is neat and clean.

3. That while posted to Police Post Tarujabba, on 04.09.2017, while 

patrolling in the area, at about 1400hrs, Mr. Sher Haider S/o Eid 

Akbar, R/o Peshawar met with the appellant and reported the 

snatching of his car by five unknown accused persons. 

Immediately, a Marasla to this effect was recorded and sent to P.S 

Pabbi for registration of F.l.R. Resultantly F.l.R No.632 dated 

04.09.2017 U/S 395 PPC P.S Pabbi, District Nowshera (Annex-C) 

was registered. Every effects were made and all the unknown 

accused were arrested on 05.09^2017, a report to this effect has 

already been entered vide Sr. No.24 dated 05.09.2017 (Annex-D) of 

the Daily Dairy of P.S Pabbi. The complainant Mr. Sher Haider 

insisting that the recovered Pistol and Vehicle be handed over to 

him without due process while he was requested to approach the 

competent Court of Law for taking possession of both the moveable 

property on Sapurdari. This infuriated him and he lodged a false 

complaint through SMS.

4. That upon the said SMS/ Complaint, a facts finding inquiry 

conducted by the D.P.O through acting S.P Investigation. Copy of 

the said Inquiry Report has not been provided to the Appellant, 

however, upon the said report, the D.P.O dismissed the Appellant 

in summary Police proceedings vide Order dated 19.09.2017 

(Annex-B), after serving the appellant with final Show Cause 

Notice dated 11.09.2017 (Annex-E), the reply dated 12.09.2017 is 

Annex-F.

5. That the appellant filed Departmental Appeal (Annex-G) to the 

respondent No.l which has partly been accepted and the appellant 

is re-instated into service however, the major penalty of dismissal 

has been converted into another major penalty of two steps

was

was
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reversion to the rank of Head Constable directly from the rank of 

Sub Inspector/which is not warranted under the law, hence this 

Appeal inter alia on the following grounds: -

GROUNDS:
A. That the major punishment has been awarded on the basis of fact 

finding inquiry which is not warranted under the law.

That the impugned orders are against law and facts on record, all 

norms of justice including the principles of natural justice, hence 

untenable and need to be set aside.

That neither Departmental Inquiry has been conducted nor any 

witness has been examined nor the opportunity of cross 

examination of the witnesses is extended to the appellant, nor any 

witness or record is produced and the appellant confronted, 

therefore, the order is not sustainable.

That neither copy of the so called Inquiry Report is provided nor 

any weightage can be given to the findings in view of the arrest of 

all the five unknown accused on the very next day. Had there 

been any negligence on part of the Appellant or some other 

consideration, the accused would not have been arrested rather let

B.

C.

D.

off.

E. That as per Rules, the Inquiry Officer cannot recommend 

punishments but in the instant case, he did so thus the Inquiry 

Officer transgressed his legal limits.

That no major penalty can be awarded in summary Police 

proceedings and as per Rules, proper Departmental Inquiry is 

necessary for the award of major penalty.

That the Appellant has-unblemished service record and has never 

ever committed any negligence or misconduct in the past.

H. That the impugned orders are without jurisdiction and in conflict 

with rule-5 & 6 of the KPK Police Rules-1975 in as much as the 

respondent No.l is not vested with the authority to pass an order 

of demotion in the instant case and the whole action taken against 

the appellant is therefore. Coram non-judice and of no legal effect.

F.

G.



1

1. That the respondents acted illegally and with material irregularity 

in proceedings against the appellant on the basis of alleged 

charges of “misconduct" in as much as the appellant never 

committed any such act which could warrant disciplinary 

proceedings agaihst him.

That the appellant had an excellent record of service in the 

department and he was also awarded with commendation 

certificates for his good performance.

That the respondents even otherwise while proceedings against 

the appellant under the KPK Police Rules-1975 has failed to 

adhere to mandatory requirements of rule-5 & 6 of the said rules 

and not holding of the regular inquiry in the matter was in 

negation of rule -6 and was in the nature of sham proceedings not 

approved by law. The non-holding of departmental inquiry in the 

instant case is apparently against the settled procedure which 

Omission and Commission go to the root of the case and renders 

the impugned orders as void ab initio and of no legal effect. The 

appellant was denied a fair chance of defense. Thus actions of the 

respondents are not only against the law but also against the 

principles of natural justice as well, hence untenable.

That the defense version of the appellant as contained in the reply 

to Show Cause Notice etc and in the departmental appeal in 

which the appellant specifically dealt with the alleged charge of 

“Misconduct" has been brushed aside without any just cause and 

in this manner the appellant has been denied adequate 

opportunity of defending himself.

That the respondents failed to give meaningful hearing to the 

appellant. The malafide of the respondents are apparent from the 

face of the record. It is thus crystal clear that the respondents did 

not apply their judicious and independent mind before the 

imposition of major penalty.

That the impugned orders are in negation with the express 

provisions of law laid down by this Hon' able Tribunal, superior 

courts of the country including that of Supreme Court of Pakistan

V.

J.

K.

L.

M.

N.



in which it has been ruled unequivocally that in case a major 

penalty is proposed to be inflicted upon the civil servants then 

concrete evidence is necessary and regular inquiry is to be held. In 

the instant case, neither any evidence is available nor any inquiry 

is conducted.

That the respondent No.l has demoted the appellant two steps 

and that too, without adopting proper procedure, examination of 

record and taking into account the facts and circumstances of the 

case, hence the punishment awarded is not warranted under the 

Law.

That the impugned orders are otherwise erroneous and not 

sustainable in law.

That the appellant shall urge some more grounds at the time of 

pre-admission and final hearing of the appeal after the receipt of 

objections etc. with permission of this Hon' able Tribunal.

O.

P.

Q.

PRAYER:

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

this Appeal, the impugned orders may kindly be set aside and the 

appellant reinstated to the previous position of S.I w.e.f. 29.05.2017 

alongwith all back benefits including seniority with his batch mates.

Any other relief which this Hon' able Tribunal may deem 

fit and appropriate, may also be granted in the interest of justice.

APPELLANT

Through

Hafiz Noor Muhammad
Advocate High Court, 
Islamabad,
CC No.50798 
Cell:0331-5533123
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BEFORE THE KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL.
PESHAWAR.

Appeal No.

Abdul Wahid Appellant

VERSUS

The R.P.O, Mansehra & Others. Respondents.

AFFIDAVIT
AFFIDAVIT OF: Sub Inspector Abdul Wahid (Now Head Constable)
S/o Maghfoor Shah, Posted at District Security Branch, Inside Police 

Station Nowshera, KPK.

I, the above named deponent do hereby solemnly declare and affirm as 

under: -

That the contents of the attached Appeal are true and correct to the best 

of my knowledge and belief and nothing has been kept concealed from 

this Hon' able Court.

Deponent

juaWIMAO

Sr
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ORDE R.

Khan of

was awarded
This order will dispose-off the appeal preferred by Ex-SI Abdul Wahid 

Nowshera District Police against the order.of District Police Officer, Nowshera, whereby he 

Major Punishment of dismissal from service vide OB No. 1420 dated 12.09.2017.
Brief facts are that the appellant while posted as Incharge of Police post Taru one

Sher Haider resident of Gulshan Abad, Peshawar, reported to him regarding the snatching of his Motorcar 
by the unknown Car Lifters but being a responsible Police Officer he failed to pay due attention and take

vide FIR,No. 632 dated 04.09.2017 u/s 395PPC was
highly objectionable and

timely action on the coriipliant. Later on a case
registered at Police Station Pabbi. The above role of the defaulting Officer

and discipline of the Police. Force. Consequently he was. proceeded against

departmentally through SP Investigation, Nowshera, who after fulfillment of legal formalities, submitted

proved and suggested him. for appropriate

was

against the .norm

his report, wherein the allegations leveled against him
issued Final Show. Cause Notice, to which his reply was found unsatisfactory.

were

punislunent. He was 

•Therefore he was awarded Major Punishment of dismissal from service by the District Police Officer,

Nowshera,

He was called in orderly room held in this office on 08.11.2017 and heard him m
excused by the opponent parly and requested

view his
He produced a-compromise deed, whereby he wasperson.

for apology. Since the punishment of dismissal from service is too harsh, therefore, keeping in 

long service the penalty: of dismissal from service is converted into Major Punishment of reduction 

from his substantive rank of ASI to the rank of Head Constable as he is officiating Sub
y

Inspector He is kept under special report for three months.

• ORDER ANNOUNCED.

*^^(Muhartm/ad Alam Shin>vari)PSr

Regional Police Oftker,
Mardan

No. /?339''3^/ES, Dated Mardan the ^ f tl /2017.

Copy forwarded for information and necessary action to the:-
Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar w/r to his office Memo: No. 1231- 

32/E&I dated 25.09.2017 please.
District Police Officer, Nowshera for information and necessary action w/r to his office Memo: 

No. 8190/PA, dated 12.10.2017. The Service Record is returned herewith.

1.

2.

( * * * *

r



Ar)7Wi>- - Sr ^ -
nowshera districtPOL.rC£ DEPARTMENT

DI’^MTSSAL ORDER

" ■ . This order will dispose off a '^epartmental .enquiry initiated,

under Khyber Pakhtunkhwa .Police Rules, 1975 agaihk, Sr Abdut Wahid,, under the 

allegations that .he .while posted as I/C PP Taru. SMS complaint submitted by Sher

vide FIR No.- 632 dated 04.09'.2017 u/s .395 PPG' PS

■ 1
■: h 

r I

Haider and thereafter a case 
Pabbi was registered on his complaint. To .ascertain facts, p.reiiminary enquiry has

/

been co.nducted by.' SP Investigation ■ Nowshera, who after doing the needful

undersigned vide ,his office No. 1414/GC dated 07.09.2017,,• submitted his report to 

.wherein he was found guilty of the misconduct. i'l ’0iviir •
proceeded against

departrnentaiiy through SP Investigation, .Nowshera vide this office .Endst: .No, 22:/PA,- 

dated 07.09.2017, ...who after, fulfillment-of legal formalities, submitted his report,

■ wherein the allegations leveled against him were, proved and suggested him for 

appropriate punishment. ■ . . .

of which he .. wasOn account ivi

■i

pi

Therefore, he was’.issued Final Show Cause Notice, to. which, ■■ 

he submitted his reply and found unsatisf,a.ctory.- n
i-.

.c
He was heard inyOrderly Room on 12.09.20.17, wherein he ■ 

in his defense, therefore, he is hereby awarded. failed to produce any cogent reason 
major punishment of dismissal from service with immediate effect, Iriexercise of .the .
powers vested in me under, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police Rulesjf^^^S. /r

\/ y wOB, \
. WI t

Dated /->Vd-7/ /2017. '• •' 7(W^id Mdhmood.yp'^P, 
District^Poliee Officer, 

Notvsher-a.
fro' /p/\^ dated Nowshera, the /A. / f 7/201-7--:

Copy.for information and necessaryaotidn to the:-
Nn./UW-

Inspector General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar w/r 

'■ to this office Memo: No.- 6831/PA, dated 06.09.2017 & Endst: .No. 

. 6918-19/PA 06.09.2017.
Deputy Inspector General of Police, Mardan Region-I, Mardan w/r 

to'this office letter No. 6917/PA,, dated 06.09.2017.

Pay Officer.

Establishment Clerk, .

5. : ■ FMC with relevant papers.
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CAUSENOTI^FlNAkSH^
T/C PPAbduUWahid, while posted as

result of preliminary 

therein

Whereas, you ^
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The Regional Police Officer, 
Mardan.

Subject: APPEAL AGAINST DISMISSAL ORDER O.B N0.142fi 
lZg9.2017 PASSED BY THE PLSTRTrT

DATED
POLICE OFFrCFR.

NOWSHERA.

Respected Sir,

It is submitted; -

1. That on 04.09.2017, while patrolling in the area, at about 1400hrs, Mr. Sher 

Haider S/o Eid Akbar, R/o Peshawar met with the appellant and reported the

snatchmg of his car b)' five unknown accused persons. A Marasla to this effect 
was recorded and sent to P.S Pabbi for registration of F.l.R and resultantly F.I.R 

No.632 dated 04.09.2017 U/S 395 PPC P.S Pabbi, District Nowshera 

registered. Every effects 

on 05.09.2017,

was
made and all the unknown accused were arrestedwere

a report to this effect has already been-entered vide Sr. No.24
dated 05.09.2017 of the Daily Dairy of P.S Pabbi. The complainant Mr. Sher 

was insisting-that the; reco.vered Pistol, and Vehicle be handed 

him without due process while he
over to

requested to approach the competent 
Court of Law for taking possession of both the moveable

was

property on
Sapurdari. Tlris infuriated him and he lodged a false complamt through SMS.

2. That upon the said SMS/ Complaint, a facts finding inquiry was conducted by
the D.P.O through acting S.P Investigation. Copy of the said Inquiry Report has 

not been provided to the Appellant, however, upon the said report,

dismissed the Appellant in summary Police proceedings, hence this appeal 

the following grounds; -

the D.P.O

on

GROUNDS:-

1. That the major punishment has been awarded 

iiaquiry which is not warranted under the law.
the basis of fact findingon
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The Regional Police Officer, 
Mardan.

Subject: appeal against dismissal order O.B Nf0.14?fi 
12,09.2017 PASSED BY THE DISTRICT POLICE 
NOWSHERA.

DATED
OFFICER.

Respected Sir,

It is submitted: -

1. That on 04.09.2017, while patrolling in the area, at about 1400hrs, Mr. Sher 

Haider S/o Eid Akbar, R/o Pesha met with the appellant and reported the 

snatching of Ins car by five unknov.m accused persons, A Marasla to this effect

war

recorded and sent to P.S Pabbi for registration of F.l.R and resultantly F.I.R 

No.632 dated 04.09.2017 U/S 395 PPC P.S Pabbi, District Nowshera 

registered. Every effects were made and all the unknown accused were arrested 

on 05.09.2017, a report to this effect has already been-entered vide Sr. No,24 

dated 05.09.2017 of the Daily Dairy of P.S Pabbi. The complainant 

, . Ha.ider was insisting, that the recovered Pistol-and'Vehicle be handed 

him without due

was

was

Mr. Sher
.AM over to

process while he was requested to approach the competent 
Court of Law for taking possession of both the moveable property
Sapurdari. This infuriated him and he lodged a false complaint through SMS.

2. That upon the said SMS/ Complaint, a facts finding inquiry was conducted by 

the D.P.O through acting S.P Investigation. Copy of the said Inquiry Report has 

not been provided to the Appellant, however, upon the said report, the D.P.O 

dismissed the Appellant in summary Police proceedings, hence this appeal on

on

the following grounds;

GROUNDS: -

1. That the major punishment has been awarded 

inquiry which is not warranted under the law.
the basis of fact findingon

<1
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2. That neither Departmental Inquiry.has been conducted nor any witness-has 

been examined nor the opportunity of cross examination of the witiaesses is

extended to the appellant, therefore, the order is liot sustaiirable. 

That neither3. copy of the so called Inquiry Report is provided nor any 

weightage can be given to the findings in view of the arrest of all the five 

unknown accused on the very next day. Had there been any negligence 

part of the Appellant or some other consideration, the accused would not
on

have been arrested rather let off.

That as per Rules, the inquiry Officer cannot recommend punishments but in 

,the instant case, he did so thus the Inquiry OffiGer-,.:transgressed, his. legal 

limits.

4.

5. That no major penalty can be awarded in summary Police proceedings and as 

per Rules, proper Departmental Inquiry is necessary for the award of major 
penalty.

That -the Appellant has unblemished service record and has never 

committed any negligence or misconduct in the past.

It is, theiefoie, piayed that on acceptance of this Appeal, the Order passed.by 

the D.P.O may very kindly be set aside and the Appellant reinstated m service with 

all back and consequential benefits.

6. ever

Yours obedieiatly.
K

Abdiil Wahid
S.I, R/o Adam zai Nowshera

/q -?
Dated; i ^

Contact No. o
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\BEFORE THE KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL,

PESHAWAR.
Appeal No. m

H

Abdul Wahid Appellant

VERSUS
i i

:5The R.P.O, Mansehra & Others. Respondents.

SERVICE APPEAL

APPLICATION UNDER SECTION-151 OF CPC FOR DISPENSING
WITH FROM PRODUCTION OF CERTIFIED COPIES OF ALL

ANNEXURE.

Respectfully Sheweth:

i; That the Appellant has filed the accompanying Appeal before this 

Hon able Tribunal. This application may kindly be read and 

considered as an integral part thereof.

That at this stage, it is impossible for the Appellant to produce 

certified copies of all the annexure, however, I undertake to 

produce the same subsequently as per directions of this Hon' able 

Tribunal.

That it is in the best interest of law and justice to allow this 

Appeal. Under the circumstances, it is therefore, humbly and 

respectfully prayed that this Hon' able Tribunal may kindly be 

pleased to allow this Appeal and the Appellant may be exempted 

from the production of certified copies of all annexure.

-r'.

2.

3.

(*

^Appellant

.yThrough to\
Hafiz Noor Muhammad
Advocate High Court, 
CC No.50798 

Cell:0331-5533123

-



i
3

i

iti-
BEFORE THE KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL.

PESHAWAR.

4

t

\

Appeal No. 717

Abdul Wahid Appellant
j

VERSUS

The R.P.O, Mansehra & Others. Respondents.

AFFIDAVIT
i

AFFIDAVIT OF: 1, Sub Inspector Abdul Wahid (Now Head Constable) 

S/o Maghfoor Shah, Posted at District Security Branch, Inside Police 

Station Nowshera, KPK.

I, the above named deponent do hereby solemnly declare and affirm as 

under: -

iThat the contents of the attached Application are true and correct to the 

best of my knowledge and belief and nothing has been kept concealed 

from this Hon' able Court.

Deponent

r-
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WAKALATNAMA0/

BEFORE THE KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL.
PESHAWAR

VERSUS

1. hereby appoint Hatiz Noor 

Muhammad, Advocate in the above mentioned case, to do all or any of the following 

acts, deeds and things: -

3. To appear, act and plead for me/ us in the above mentioned case in the Court/ 

Tribunal in which the same may be tried or heard, and any other proceedings 

arising out of or connected herewith.

4. To sign, verify and file appeals, petitions, suits, affidavits and applications etc 

for compromise or withdrawal or for referring to arbitration of the said 

may be deemed necessary or advisable by him for the conduct, prosecution 

defense of the said case at all its stages.

AND hereby agree: -

b. That the advocate shall be entitled to withdraw from the prosecution of the said 

case if the whole or any part of the agreed fee remained unpaid.

In witness whereof 1/ we have signed this Wakalatnama hereunder, the contents of 
which have been read/ explained to me/ us and fully understood by me/

j

case as

or

us.

V

Signature of executant (t

Accepted by:

Hafiz Noor Muhammad
Advocate High Court,. 

Islamabad.
CC: 50798 

Cell: 0331-5533123

HAFIZ NOOR MUHAMMAD 
MA. LL.M. 

ADVOCATE HIGH COURT 
ISLAMABAD 
C.C # 50798

• 1

s-

MIR AND YOUSAF ZAI LAW CHAMBER
House No.9, Street No.3, Islamabad Homes, H-15, Near M-2 Link Road, Islamabad. Ph: 051-5139055, Cell: 0331-5533123. 0345-5550699
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BEFORE THE HQNOUfUBLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL, KHYBER
pakhtunkhwa,...peshawar

Service Appeal No. 1357/2017f'
I Sub Inspector Abdul Wahid (Now Head Constable) s/o AAaghfoor Shah, 

Posted at District Security Branch, Inside, Police Station, Nowshera KPK.
»

..Appellant
E R S U S

1. The Regional Police Officer, Mardan-i, AAardarL 

The District Police Offier, Nowshera.

The Provincial Police Officer, khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

2.

3.

..Respondents« « «

BIP.I.Y...Q..N.M.HALF OF RESPOND

Respectfully Sheweth: -

PRELIMINARY OBJECTIONS

That the appellant has got no cause of action or locus standi.

That the appeal is badly time-barred;

That the appellant has been estopped by his own conduct to file 
the appeal
That the appeal is not rnaintainabie in its present form.

That the appellant has not come to the Honourable Tribi^l with 

clean hands.

1.

2.

j.

4.

5.

On Facts

Para to the extent of Joining Police department pertains to record

hence, no comments vyhile rest of the para Is incorrect. Because

every Police Officer/Official .is under obligation to discharge his;
duties with zeal and zest therefore; plea of the appellant is not 
plausible. ■ ' ■ .

Para not related, as outstanding performance, courses and 

subsequent promotions' do not exonerate any official from his 

future wrong deeds. Therefore, stance of the appellant is not ' 
tenable.

Incorrect, The appellant while posted as incharge Police Post Taru, 

Police Station, Rabbi was approached by complainant namely Sher 

Haider r/o Gulshan Abad, Peshawar regarding his motorcar lifting, 
which he parked near h.T road. The appellant instead of helping 

him asked the said person to report the same to the local Police of 

Police'Station, Chamkani as the area where the incident had taken

1.

2.

3.



V''
place come within the territorial jurisdiction of Police Station, 

Chamkani- The aforennentioned complainant approached Police 

Station, Chamkani but to no avail hence, he came back to Police 

Post, Taru met with the, appellant and he noticed that another SI of 

Police Stcvtion, Sarband, Peshawar entered Police Post, Taru ^
i

alongwith car lifter namely Malang duly armed with pistol. The 

appellant provided protocol to the said car lifter and when the 

complainant asked the; appellant that he is the person who has 

lifted his motorcar because he was carrying pistol of the 

complainant in his hand but the appellant turned a deaf ear over 

the complaint of Slier Haider (Complainant). Resuitantly, colleague 

of the complainant called SDPO Pabbi who asked them to come to 

his office. Moreover, the pistol carrying by the accused Malang was 

checked with the license of Sher Haider and found correct. 

Therefore, the above; named accused was interrogated who. 

revealed that the motorcar in question is parked in PSO Pump at 

Taru and he was trying to snatch another car. The complainant 

aiongwith Police Officers/Officials rushed to PSO Pump for recovery 

of his motorcar in question when in the meantime 04 other car 

Hfters/colleagues of the accused Malang arrived to PSO Pump. The 

local Police did not bother to arrest the aforementioned car lifters
I I

hence, with the help of nearby people, the complainant arrested 

ail of them and handed over to Police. Therefore, the complainant 

made a complaint through SMS whereupon, enquiry was conducted 

through Superintendent of Police, investigation, Nowshera who

after thorough probe; and fulfillment of all legal and codal
(

formalities recommended the defaulter Police Officer for 

appropriate punishment. After the said enquiry, he was issued final 

Show Cause Notice to which he submitted his reply but the same

v^as found unsatisfactory hence, he was awarded major punishment
;

of dismissal from service. (Copy of charge sheet is Annexure ‘Wk 

copy of statement of allegation is Annexure “B” and Copy of reply 

is Annexure

Correct to the extent that the appellant made SMS complaint 

whereupon full-fledged enquiry was conducted and after fulfillment 

of all legal and codal formalities, he Vv-as av/arded major 

punishment of dismissal from service. (Copy of enquiry report is 

Annexure “D”, copy of Final Show Cause Notice is Annexure ‘"E*’ and 

copy of reply 1s Annexure “P'’).

r

4.



p
5. Correct to the extent that the appellant filed departmental appeal 

against the order of bismissal and the appellate authority he 

Deputy Inspector General of Police, Mardan Region-1, Mardan while 

taking lenient view converted the punishment of dismissal into 

punishment of reduction in rank i.e from officiating rank of SI to his 

substantive rank of Head Constable.

That the appeal of the; appellant is liable to be dismissed on the 

foUovs'ing grounds: -

O.

6.

GROUNDS

A. The para, is correct uptp the extent of punishment and rest of the 

para is denied as wrong and incorrect, the impugn order is in 

accordance with lavv'.

8. Para is incorrect as orders passed by the competent authority are in

accordance with lav/ and rules,
i

The para is consisting pf false allegation in fact all the legal and 

coda! formalities were;fulfilled and proper opportunity has been 

given to the appellant. {Statement of the witness is Annexure'

Para incorrect needs no comments.

C.

D.

£. The para.is incorrect as! per law. The enquiry office can suggest the 

punishment keeping in view all the available evidence recorded by 

him. ;

F. Para is incorrect, detail reply has been given above.

G. The para is incorrect. As the appellant failed to fulfill his duty as to 

protect the deprived people from the clutches of criminal

Para is incorrect hence, no comments.H.

The para is incorrect. After proper,enquiry., the enquiry officer has 

found the appellant guilty. It is pertinent to note here that the 

enquiry officer has no ill well with the appellant.

Good service record ■ and commendation certificates do not 

exonerate someone frorn his further wrong deeds.

J.

Para has already been explained.K.

L. The para is already explained.

M. Para is incorrect. The appellant was given reasonable opportunity 

for production of oral as well as documentary proof and he v/as



mi

given opportunity to- be heard in person not before the enquiry 

officer rather the officer who has imposed the punishment and 

similarly he was heard by the appellate forum as well and 

reasonable relief, to appellant in service, was given.
i

N. Para is Incorrect and the detail explanation has been given in para 

'Wh’'of the ground. |

0. F^ara is incorrect and after the fulfillment of legal proceeding 

according to law, the punishment as well as the relief was given to 

the appellant.

P. Para is incorrect needs ho comment.

Q. That the respondents will also urge niore grounds at the time of 

arguments v-zith the permission of this Honourable TribunaL

It is, therefore, most h.uiTibly prayed that on acceptance of above 

submissions the appeal of the appellant may very kindly be dismissed with 

cost.

Provincial 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 

PeshawaTv
Respondent No. 3

RegionaN£®Hce Officer, 
Mardan, ‘ 

Respondent No. 01I

DiKtric :4 l^ficer,
lent.

Resfponoent No.02 .

.iar*iw .



PAKHTUNKHWA. PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. 1357/2017.

Sub Inspector Abdul Wahid (Now Head Constable} s/o Maghfoor Shah, 
Posted at District Security Brarkh, Inside, Police Station, Nowshera KPK.

ERSUS

1. The Regional Police Officer, Mardan-I, Mardan.

The District Police Offie!r, Nowshera.
i

The Provincial Police Officer, khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

2.

3,

.......Respondents

AFFIDAVIT

We the respondents No, 1,2 0:3 do hereby solemnly affirm and 

declare on Oath that the. contents of reply to the appeal are true and 

correct to the best of our knowledge and belief and nothing has been 

concealed from the Honourable Tribunal.

Provinciall^olicetoficer,
Khyber

Peshawar. 
Respondent No, 3

RegiWial Police Officer, 

ResporKf^t No. 01

Respondent Na,02
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CHARGE SHEET

ii
I, WAHID MEHMOOD, PSP District Police Officer, | ;Nowsiiiefa, as 

competent authority, hereby charge SI Abdul Wahid I/C PP Taru asiper Statement 

of Allegations enclosed.

1.

!
f

! 1

2. By reasons of above, you appear to be guilty of misconduct uriderlPol
i i I |i i

Rules, 1975 and have rendered yourself liable to all or any of the penaljties specified 

Police Rules, 1975.

ce

in
I •

)
••i ;

I

You are, therefore, required to submit your written defense ,[!7

days of the receipt of this Charge Sheet to the Enquiry Officer, as the case ma}^ pe.

i I . j
Your written defense, if any should reach the Enquiry OfifJcer y^\th\r\ tipe

i ■specified period, failing which it shall be presumed that you have no defense to put in 
and in that case ex-parte action shall follow against you. I

3.

4.

5. Intimate whether you desire to be heard in persorm
;

i

I(Wahid
Distric

lehn^ood)P^ 
Pdlice Offie^r,

I
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; i: ;m 1

i\
DISCIPLINARY ACTION f \l!s

•/ :'"i:
- :

competent authority am of the opinion that SI Abdul Wahid has rendefedii himseif

)
\I, Wahid Mehmood. PSP^ District Police Officer,!; Nowshera as
\I'i \\

liable to be proceeded against as he committed the following acts/omissions ^ 

meaning of Police Rules, 1975. il !
in thfeith

t

;•M ;
STATEMENT OF ALLEGATIONS f

Whereas, SI Abdul Wahid, while posted as I/C PP Tarullnow
' * ^ ' I I ^ ' i isuspended Police Lines. As a result of preliminary enquiry & analyzing: ofl fijotage of

CCTV Camera installed at PSO Pump Taru, the response' towards apprehejlsipn (]f 

accused and checking of the Motor Gar in such like occasion being a responsible

I.

police
Officer, I/C PP Taru and the occurrence happened in his jurisdictional terrritolryj: his

'' {III |'‘
cooperation and making no efforts in the arrest of accused speaks volume of 

irresponsible and strange behavior on his part.

non

i! iI

i

For the purpose of scrutinizing the conduct of thehsaid
! ; I :i I I 1

Officer with reference to above allegations, Mr. Sanaullah Khan, Superint|er;<Jent 6
accused

Police, Investigation, Nowshera is hereby nominated as Enquiry Officer.

The Enquiry Officer shall in accordance with the provision of Police
I ' III I

Rules, 1975, provides reasonable opportunity of hearing to the defaulter pfficic jij record 

his findings and make immediate recommendations as to punish or othbr e piirophate 

action against the defaulter official. ;

SI Abdul Wahid is directed to appear before tlpe\Enq-uiry Qf;ficer on 

the date, time and place fixed by the Enquiry Officer.
!I

‘

t

>;};
(Wah eKnfo6d)PSP 
District^itce Officer, 

Ndwshera.l | j
No. 2^1^ /PA. 

Dated 07.09 /2Q17.
;

i
!

i

!•
.-.fr

I

i

il

j!

J

11
!i.

!
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No. I

Dt: /: 7 hoi7
J

1

DEPARTMENTAL ENQUIRY AGAINST SI ABDUL WAHID THE THEN I/C P.P TAF
DISTRICT NOWSHERA

IJ

Charge Sheet/Statement of Allegations issued by the DPO .Nowsljierd
i i I'l '

against SI Abdul Wahid the then l/C P.P Taru now suspended Police Lines Noyshera 

vide his._office No. 22/PA, dated 07.09.2017 wherein the undersigned has D,een

appointed as enquiry officer to conduct departmental enquiry against the above named

delinquent Sub Inspector: - 

Brief of Allegations: - |i1

SMS complaint submitted by Shcr Haider r/o Gulshan Abad Peshpvj|iwr 

alleging therein that on 04.09.2017 at about 11:00 hours he alongwith his kid trave ing

towards Taru, parked his'motorcar near G.T road in order to purchase house items. In
' ' I i- r

the meanwhile, some unknown car lifter thrown his child from the car and took away|his 

car. It is further alleged that the mobile Police post Taru was present near the spot, i/ha 

decamp silent spectator and made no efforts to overpower the culprits. I foirthlyiti
rushed to SI Abdul Wahid incharge Police Post, Taru, who also present there,' recjuestel

I ' ' ^
him for taking action, in response to which he replied that this not our jurisdiction W|Tile 

this is Police Station Chamkani jurisdiction and I also requested him to convey nie; pjage 

regarding motorcar lifting on wireless but he refused and departed me towards piyiide 

Station, Chamkani when 1 reached there, the concerned Police station also refused 

regarding the jurisdiction. Me came back to Police Post, Taru met with inchaijge ancj the 

same time another SI Police Station, Sarband Peshawar entered Police Post alO|ngjLvith 

car lifter namely Malang duly armed with pistol. The car lifter embraced the iricharge' I' ! '
Police Post, Taru, he was provided protocol. The SI Police Station Sarband Peshavvar jivhb 

was in plain clothes introduce himself with incharge Police Post, Taru, stated that l>e i.s
: ' ■ i'

Malang who try to his motorcar, but he did not succeeded and arrested him with the help
il ' ii I’

of other Police. Upon which SI Abdul Wahid replied to SI Police Station, Sarband ith^at he
!' j tpi i'is notable citizen of the area and he invited him for lunch. Subsequently, one qolleague 6f 

the complainant called SDPO Pabbi on his mobile and informed about the incident wlio

1

f.ii

Ii;
r

(1

i

f

\
asked to come to Police Station, Pabbi all the persons. The pistol carrying by Malang|[car

! Irl 1
lifter) was checked with the complainant license and found correct on the namp of

' I I i ! ■
complainant which evident that his motorcar also snatched by Malang. Malahg iwas

' 'll ^ *confined in Police Station, Pabbi lockup where he stated that the stolen motorcarjparked
: I ! 'in PSO pump Taru and was trying to snatch another car but was caught on jspot. S^P|()
I' 'III ij

Pabbi sent him alongwith Police Officials to PSO Pump for recovery of his carwfier e| tfip

car was parked. In the meanwhile, four another car lifters colleagues of accused Malang

arrived to PSO pump.

ii

I I
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Me requested to Police officials present with him to overpower/arrest;the
* ' ' ' j ill ^

car lifters, but they refused and at last he arrested all the car lifters with the hdlp of, 
^ nearby peoples and handed over to Police. The whole, incident is duly recorded and||t|hc|,

'i- CCTV cameras of PSO pump. They were taken to Police Station, Pabbi wherejihq;
I ! ii'

■ requested for lodging FIR against them but SDPO Pabbi and his staff turned deaf'ea'r 

. same. He (complainant] requesting for taking action against defaulter Police Officers, i
Registration of FIR: - ■ :

y>.'

to
ii

On the Murassila written by SI Abdul .Wahid the then I/C PP Taru a i:asc 

vide-FIR No. 632 dated 04.09.2017 u/s 395 PPC P.S Pabbi has been registered as pei'!

report of the complainant whereas it was noticed that in the aforementioned Murasiila!I 11 I'
written by SI Abdul Wahid, the accused have been shown as unknown, while recovery oh

' * I
pistol has been made. { i

Proceeding: -
On 11.09:2017, the delinquent Police official i.e SI Abdul Wahid was ca' 

to the office of the undersigned and Charge Sheet/statement of allegations were ser 

upon him to which his reply received to the undersigned. He has stated in his reply f'la :i 

on the day of occurrence he was on mobile gusht in the meanwhile complafriant Sheri 

Haider alongwith his kid met him stating that his Motorcar bearing No.6338/XLl white!

ec

ed

Colour parked at Taru Stop by leaving his kid in it and he went to the nearby shops td 

buy some food items, on return he found his kid standing and stated that somejnc 
thrown him from the Motorcar and they have stolen away the said Motorcar. He |hai 

further mentioned in his statement that the complainant Sher Haider and his! son vj^fjjre:
boarded in the vehicle and they rushed towards Peshawar to search the stolen veliicle

He has further stated that in the meanwhile he has passed on the said infoPmatiol tc^; 
Nowshera Control Room regarding the aforementioned stolen vehicle. Wher ||ey: 

reached to Jagrha Chowk Peshawar wherein a mobile vehicle of Peshawar Police par tec !
' I ! ^1 Itherein was also informed regarding the said incident. In the meanwhile the complainant 

alighted from the Police vehicle and boarded in the vehicle of Motorway Police and tpld 

them about the said occurrence. SI Abdul Wahid has further mentioned in his statembntl

that in the meantime he received a phone call from PP Taru that complainant Sheri
i ■ I I'

Haider has come up to the PP Taru, therefore he rushed to the PP, in the meanwhile Sufi'

Inspector Gul Rehman alongwith other companions visited Taru having another person! 

and stated that in Taru Bazar the same person aimed pistol at him and attempted to 

snatch his vehicle- but the said person was overpowered hence brought up to the Police

Post Taru. SI Abdul Wahid further stated that the accused in question was arrested and!

in the meanwhile the pistol possessed by the said accused was owned by complainant! 

Sher Haider and stance of the complainant was found genuine when the said pistol n ^a|| 

matched with license having by the complainant, 'fhe accused was interrogate'd wici ein;
!ihd stated that the stolen vehicle has been parked at PSO Pump Taru. As per pointatio

■Si
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the accused the stolen vehicle was found parked in PSO i’ump Taru which was prop'erly
I I

taken into Police custody. A mobile phone was also recovered from the stolen vehicle^ an ■
• • ' ! ij i i

incoming call on the said mobile phone was received from unknown accused to whoft if:
:: I If :

was told that Malang is waiting for at PSO Pump Taru and they were invited :to cope i 

subsequently in a vehicle bearing No. 3556/Lahore in which four young men; ca-mq. tp 

PSO Pump Taru and they were also arrested and confined in the lock up oflP.S Pabbf 

hence the aforementioned FIR has been registered and investigation entrusted 'to 

investigation staff. !:

ii

:

the

Besides, statements of the following have been recorded: -

Mr. Luqman Khan SDPO Pabbi Circle. 

Inspector Shad Ali SI 10 Pabbi 

Muhammad Faya/. MHC PS Pabbi 

Mr. Muhammad Aya/ wireless operator. 

Mr. Shehzad Gul Manager PSO Pump Taru.

:

■

;

The spot of occurrence as well as other relevant places have been 

inspected by the undersigned alongwith the following officers: - j

Mr. Shehanshah Gohar DSP Hqrs: Nowshera. 

Mr. Luqman Khan SDPO Pabbi Circle.

Mr. Shad AliSllO Pabbi.

SI Abdul Wahid Incharge PP Taru.

Finding: -
Knquiry in the aforementioned matter conducted so far; by 

undersigned and watching footage of the CCTV camera installed in the PSO p'umii'
hei

5fru
which revealed that: -

1. Proper FIR in the said matter has been registered.

2. Recovery of stolen motorcar and pistol have been made.

3. All the accused involved in the case have been arrested.

Whereas
4. The footage revealed that SI Abdul Wahid being 1/C of PP Taru faile^c

I
cooperate with the complainant Shcr Haider in arrest of accused

!
Ii

I;
i

to

ati

PSO Pump Taru hence the allegation of non-cooperation levelled by the
M I I I

complainant Shcr Haider against SI Abdul Wahid the then l/C P ^ Tard
is correct prima facie. 1

i
5. The footage/statement of-SI Abdul Wahid revealed that the

were arrested soon after the occurrence, while SI Abdul Wahid has riot
ii

shown the accused arrested in the Murassila written by him. 11 i

acctisec

I
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Recommendations: -

From the enquiry conducted so far by the undersigned; and

available record revealed that the allegations of non-cooperation with the complaii^i
* i ^ ^

Sher Haider by SI Abdul Wahid the then I/C PP Taru and not mentioning arrest 

accused in the Murassila, the aforementioned allegations against SI Abdul Wahic 

been proved therefore, he is recommended for approp^te

the

nt

of ^hei 

Have!

ishmentif agreed p ease. I

V

Superintendent of police, 
Investigation, NowsHera.

[

W/DPO No<vshGi*a !
;
r

J
i

I ,

i

!

u
I

I
I

!
I

I
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li r ;?! *i|! FINAL SHOW CAUSE NOTICE i! • ii-l:

; '■

;■ 1- ' 'ii'‘
i 'i i ;

l/C PPWhereas, you SI Abdul Wahid, while posted; as 

suspended Police Lines, Nowshera as a result of |prelinn|
i:l

H * naryTaru. now
enquiry conducted by. SP Investigation, Nowshera stating thereir|| t 

analyzing, of footage of CCTV Camera installed at PSO Pumpi T^n.j
towards apprehension of car lifter and checking of Motor |arjin

;
t

lat1 I

ii
:he;' :

I

• 1 :i ^response
such like occasion being a responsible Police Officer, (I/C of the pP) the11! Ii :;1 ■

• i
ii; happened in your territorial jurisdiction, your non cooperaticj^ a^nd 

;' making no efforts in the arrest of accused speaks volume of irresponsit ajnd
your part. The SP Investigation, Nowshera dLrii'g

?

!i il-i n ; occurrence1

• i

;he-! strange behavior on 

course of enquiry found you guilty.
i':

»■

i ;. • !
1

against11^ ■
Iment of

On account of which you were proceed,ed 

departmentally through SP Investigation, Nowshera, who after fulfi 

legal formalities submitted his report, wherein the allegations leveled aga nst 

you were proved and suggested you for appropriate punishment.

Therefore, it is proposed to impose Major/Mji^or 

including dismissal as envisaged under Rules 4(b) of '^he 

Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules 1975.

1

I'*

I!;riii'.l
5

i; ! I
I

1:1.

penalty;
i; • 1

i

Khyber
i

!
!

Hence, I, Wahid Mehmood, PSP, District Pplice pffipr 

Nowshera, in exercise of the powers vested in me under Rules 5(3) (a) & (b) 

of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules 1975, call upon you to jShow jCpuse
! I

Finally as to why the proposed punishment should not be awarded to ypu.
; I I

Your reply shall reach this office within 07 days (pf ttje |ec|eipt 

of this notice, failing which; it will be presumed that you have rio defense to
• ; I 1

offer. 1;

i i'i i; i

1 j
!i!

! I1:11;•
ii

i

j! !
I

;;i!h i:
thebefore!' You are liberty to appear for person

!l i •i
J

undersigned.
t

H in
?!

iicep^fficer, 
era.’ I

! I

:i !!! District
No.

^ /PA, 

Dated //— ^ 72017.

^ No.’ll

; i

i

;

1 III!
:. I :i !; !:

i
‘I •)

r;

ii ;

!i ;1• j
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ill ENQUIRY REPORT

t. Aileeations{
■/

SMS complaint submitted by Sher Haider aileginR therein that he alongwilh his kid 

traveling towards Taru, parked his motorcar near G.T road jn order to purchase house items. In the 

meanwhile, some unknown car lifter thrown his child from the car and look away his car. It is further 

alleged that the mobile Police post Taru was present near the spot, who decamp silent spectator and 

made no efforts to overpower the culprits. I forthwith rushed to SI Abdul Wahid incharge Police Post, 

Taru, who also present there, requested him for taking action, in response to which he replied that 

this not our jurisdiction while this is Police Station Chamkani jurisdiction and I also requested him 

convey message regarding motorcar lifting on wireless but he refused and departed me towards

\

iiHi%

■

to
il

iH#la
Police Station, Chamkani when I reached there, the concerned Police station also refused regarding 

the jurisdiction. He came back to Police Post, Taru met with incharge and the same time another SI 

Police Station, Sarband Peshawar entered Police Post alongwith car lifter namely Malang duly armed 

with pistol. The car lifter embraced the incharge Police Post, Taru, he was provided protocol. The 51 

Police Station Sarband Peshawar who was in plain clothes introduce himself with incharge Police 

Post, Taru, stated that he is Malang who try to his motorcar, but he did nofsuccecded and arrested 

him with the help of other Police. Upon which SI Abdul Wahid replied to Si Police Station, Sarband 

that he is notable citizen of the area and he invited him for lunch. Subsequently, one colleague of the 

complainant called SDPO Pabbi on his mobile and informed about the incident who asked to 

Police Station, Pabbi all the persons. The pistol carrying by Malang (car,lifter) was checked with the 

complainant license and found correct on the name of complainant which evident that hi.s motorcar 

also snatched by Malang. Malang was confined in Police Station, Pabbi lockup where he stated tfial 

,the stolen motorcar parked in PSO pump Taru and was trying to snatch another car but was caught 

spot. SDPO Pabbi sent him alongwith Police Officials to PSO Pump for recover sent him alongwith 

Police Officials to PSO Pump for recover of his car where the car was parked. In the meanwhile, four 

another car lifters colleagues of accused Malang arrived to PSO pump. He requested to Police officials

J

Slip
i;

illii
come to

,1:

on

present with him tO'everpower/arrest the car lifters, but they refused and at last ho arrested all the

car lifters witH^fhe help of near-by peoples and handed over to Police. The whole incident i.s duly

of PSO pump. They were taken to Police Station, Pabbi where he• rc(;o;fl

requested H^B'ng FIR againsfthem but SDPO Pabbi and his staff turned deaf

.(corh^laip^nr^.^ec^Mting for taking action against defaulter Police Officers 
' ■ --r S' - »• "Z- "m

I
la car to same. He

■;

Proceeding !

II As per report of the complainant Sher Haider, a case vide FIR No. GT2 dated 04-09- 
2017 u/s 395 PPG Police Station, Pabbi has been registered and recovery of .stolen pistol and vetiicle 
has been made.

' ;
IS1

Statements of the following concerned officials have been recorded; -

Mr. Luqmari'Khan SDPO Pabbi Circle.

Inspector Shad Ali SHO Pabbi 

SI Abdul \^ahid incharge PP Taru.

Muhammad Fayaz MHC 1% Pabbi n__

1.

2.

3.

9si. A.
: ~~1

)
.1

/
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W- s. Mr. Muhammad Ayaz wireles.s operator, 

Mr, Sliehzad Gul Manager PSO Pump Taru.6.

The spot of occurrence 

undersigned alongwith the following officers

as well as other relevant place.s have been in.spccled by the

ISm 1. Mr. Shehanshah Gohar DSP Hqrs: Nowshera. 

Mr. Luqman Khan SDPO Pabbi Circle.

Mr. Shad Ali SHO Pabbi.

SI Abdul Wahid Incfiarge PP Taru,

ti ■ 2.

3,

4.
i■ Finding

!
Enquiry in the aforementioned 

undeisigned has reached to the conclusion that: -
matter conducted so far by the undersi-'u^d,. the

I *

.1. Proper Flit in the said matter has been registered. 

Recovery o( stolen motorcar and pistol have b

'■

2.

Mm
ccn made.

Alt tfie accused involved in the case have been arrested.3.

However, footage of CCTV 
efforts has not been made available due 
a crucial evidence to

provision of footage is made available, 
your good office.

camera installed in the PSO Pump Taru, 
to non-availability of CCTV

de.spiie best 
camera operator/expon.s whicfi is

\
] ! mm

fix responsibility regarding the accused Police
officials. As soon

responsibility will be fixed forthwith

iJS thc) facility of 

and communicated toif mmm Interim report is submitted please.I

■ s.
Superintendent ol Police,- 
Investigation, Now.;ii,;ra.

7 i
Worthy DPfS Ptease .
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KHYBER PAKHTUNKWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

Dated 24 /8/ 2018No. 1716 /ST

To
The District Police Officer, . 
Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 
Nowshehra.

Subject: - .IDPr.MENT IN APPEAL NO. 1357/2017. MR. ABDUL WAHID.

I am directed to forward herewith a certified copy of Judgement dated 
1.8.2018 passed by this Tribunal on the above subject for strict compliance.

Enel: As above

Jf^REGlSTRAR 
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 

SERVICE TRIBUNAL 
PESHAWAR. !
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