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02.1-1.2022 Learned counsel for the appellant present. iVlr. Ahmad Jan,
}

41
S.I (Legal) alongwith Mr. Asif Masood All Shah,' Deputy District-? ; :r

l

Attorney for the respondents present.
>T

I
X

Learned counsel for the appellant requested for adjournment
1V:

on the ground thatshe' has not made preparation for arguments.

‘ tAdjourned. To come up for arguments before the D.B on ' i>

27,12.2022. 2

rz
i

(Mian Muhammad) 
Member (E)

(Salah-ud-Din) 
Member (J)
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til Counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Kabir 

Ullah Khattak, Additional AG alongwith Ahmad Jan SI for 

respondents present.

05^" July, 2022

Respondents have not submitted written 

reply/cominents. Learned AAG seeks lime for submission 

of written 'reply/comments. Last chance is given- for 

submission of written reply/comments. To come up for 

written reply/comments on 05.09.2022 before S.B.

0.
(Kalim Arshad Khan) 

Chairman

Appellant present through counsel.05.09.2022

Kabir Ullah Khattak, learned Additional Advocate 

General alongwith .Ahmad Jan S.I (Legal) for 

respondents present.

Reply on behalf of respondents was submitted. Copy 

of the same was handed over to learned counsel for 

appellant. To come up for rejoinder, if any, and 

arguments on 02.11.2022 before D.B.

(Rozina Rehman) 
Member(J)



ly •r* ,

20.12.2021 Appellant present through counsel.

Preliminary arguments heard. Record, perused.

Points raised need consideration. Instant appeal Is 

admitted for regular hearing subject to all legal objections. 

The appellant is directed to deposit security and process 

fee within 10 days.- Thereafter, notice be issued to 

respondents for submission of written reply/comments. ToAppeJIant Deposited 
Secufe^ Process Fe® -

—come up for written reply/comments on 07.03.2022
.....^

before S.B.

(Ro^ f^hman) 
/Member (J)

iii^
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24.05.2022 Learned counsel for the appellant present. Mr. ' 
Kabirullah Khattak, Addl. AG alongwith Mr. Raziq H.C and Mr. 
Gulzar Ahmed SI for the respondents present.

Written reply/comments on behalf of respondents not 
submitted. Representative of the respondents seeks time for 

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

,for written reply/comments on 05.07.2022 befon

i

B.

(Mian Muhammad) 
Member (E)
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Form- A

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 Mr. Malik Taj presented today, by Roeeda Khan 

Advocate may be entered in the Institution Register and put up to the 

Worthy Chairman for proper order please.

15/10/20211-

VU/
REGISTRAR .

This case is entrusted to S. Bench at Peshawar for preliminary 

hearing to be put up there on
2-
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. before the HON’BLE service trtrttnatj

PESHAWAR
'r>

■3''

t

In Re S.A No. '2021 •■■■{A

r.

Malik Taj

VERSUS

IfiCapital City Police Officer Peshawar & Others

)

■, I ■)INDEX i >
' >?-As# Description of Documents PagesAnnexure

Grounds of Petition.1,
' j.

Affidavit ..«, V2. ' V^■^6

Addresses of Parties
.ji :r

Condanation of delay application4. •'8-9w :

Copy of transferred order5. “A” \D
Copy of charge sheet & reply “B” & “C”6,

Copies of show cause notice and reply7. “D & E”

Copy of impugned order dated 
27.11.2020

8, F’
7^\

Copy of departmental appeal, and
rejection order____________. ____
Copy of Roznamcha

“G & H”9.

. F' '10.

Wakalatnama11. [i

5

APPELLA

Through

oeedaT^Eah
Advocate, High Court 

Peshawar, i
.''.v !

Dated: 14/10/2021

' ■
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BEFORE THE HOISPBLE SERVICE TRTBTINAT
PESHAWAR

j ;

t;>
I •

i.In Re S.A No. /2021
«

Malik Taj SI Investigation Officer CTD at District 

Peshawar.

AppellMt
VERSUS

<:
•, *

1. Capital City Police Officer Peshawar.
2. Senior Superintendent of Police investigation 

CCP, Peshawar.
3. DIG, CTD Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.

i

Respondents

SERVICE APPEAL U/S-4 OF THE
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICED 

TRIBUNAL ACT 1974 A GAINST THE
ORDER OB NO. 171 DATED 27/11/2Q2Q.
WHEREBY THE APPELT.ANT HAS BEEN
AWARDED MAJOR PUNISHMENT OF
TIME SCALE OF INSPECTOR FOR TWO
YEARS AND AGAINST WHICH THE

_ __ ,_ _
APPELLANT FILED DEPARTMENTMi

APPEAL WITHIN ONE MONTH FROM
THE DATE OF COMMUNICATION OF
THE IMPUGNED ORDER DATED l

27.11.2020 WHICH HAS BEEN
REJECTED ON 24.09.2021 ON NO GOOD
GROUNDS.

Prayer>i

A’ii»

ON ACCEPTANCE OF THIS SERVICE
APPEAL BOTH THE IMPUGNED ORDER

IS]



i
k I

' 1
QB__NQ.171 DATED 27/11/2020 AND
2^4.09.2021 OF MAJOR PUNISHMENT OF 

TIME SCALE OF TWO YEARS MAY 

KINDLY BE SET ASIDE AND THE
appellant may kindly be
RESTORED ON HIS ORIGINAL PORT 

ALONG WITH ALL BACK BENEFITS OF 

SERVICE.
!

■ I
*■

Respectfully Sheweth.
'■'■i

!■

1. That the appellant is working, inf police 

department since long time in District 

Police Peshawar . and now has been 

transferred to CTD Department aftei 

appointment the appellant performed his

duty with full devotion and hard work
. I' ■ -v'*'

complaint what so ever has been made 

against the appellant. (Copy of transfers,iei 

order is attached as annexxire “A”!

. 5

2. That while performing of his official duty

with respondent department a charge sheet

& statement of allegation has been issued to

the appellant on 16.05.2019 which has been
.(

properly replied by the appellant where the
'l; j ■

appellant denial all the allegation leveled 

against him. (Copy of charge sheet & reply 

are attached as annexure “B & C”).
t' V.: 
; I

■Hi
3. That after that a final show cause notice 

has been issued to the appellant which hai



'! ■

I .

been properly replied by the appellant 

where the appellant denied all 1;he 

allegations leveled against the appellani

(Copies of show cause notice and reply are 

attached as annexure “D” & “E”)

I

I

4. That on 27.11.2020 the appellant has been \

awarded major punishment of time scale lof 

two years service without providing 

opportunity of personal hearing and
I r *1

without conducting departmental inquiry 

against the appellant but the said order lids 

been communicate to . the appellant 

18.12.2020. (Copy of impugned order dated
' I

27.11.2020 is attached as annexure “F”). i

on

V :

5. That the appellant submitted departmental 

appeal - within one month from the 

communication of the impugned order dated 

27.11,2020 which has been rejected 

24.09.2021. (Copy of departmental app&l
I

and rejection order are attached ’ hs 

annexure “G” & “H”).

• i: on

>

1-

6. That feeling aggrieved the Appellant

prefers the instant service appeal befdre 

this Hon’ble Tribunal the followingon

grounds inter alia-*
V'! •

H'
-1

tit



I

GROUNDS:-
• I.'

A. That the appellant has not been treated 

accordance with law and hence his rights 

secured and

m

guaranteed under the 

Constitution of 1973 were badly violated

V'*

B. That no opportunity of defense and personal 

hearing has be^'en provided to the appellant..9

;

C. That no departmental or regular

has been conducted by the Respondent 

department.

inquiry

D.That there is no proof are evidence 

regarding the allegation leveled against the 

appellant. \:
1

E. That the impugned order is void because: at 

has been passed without fulfilling the co.daf 

formalities.

F. That the innocent of the appellant has also 

. been clarified from the Roznamcha report 

dated 15.06.2019. (Copy of Roznamcha is 

attached as annexure “I”).
5
t

G. That there is not mentioned the 

punishment given to the appellant of time

1 ?



scale for two years in any major or minor 

punishment mentioned in Police Rule 1975.
I

H. That any other ground not raised .here 

graciously be* allowed to be raised
may

1 . •

at the
time full of arguments on the instant

.. •
service appeal.

It is therefore, most humbly prayed that on 

acceptance on acceptance of this 

appeal both the impugned order ob 

dated 27/11/2020 and 24.09.2021 of 

punishment of time scale of two years may 

kindly be set aside and the appellant

service

no. 171

major

may
kindly be restored on his original post along

with all back beneGts of service.

APPELLANT !.

Through

Roe
Advocate, High Court 

Peshawar.

an

Dated: 14/10/2021

;j;

NOTE:-

As . per information furnished by my client, mo 

such like appeal for the same appellant, upon , the 

same subject matter has earlier been filed, prior to 

the instant one, before this Hon’ble Tribunal.
(;

dL ■L

Advocate.
* ■:

■ /
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BEFORE THE HQN’BLE SERVICE THTOTTNAt:

PESHAWAR

In-Re S.A No. /2021

Malik Taj

VERSUS

Capital City Police Officer Peshawar & Others
i

AFFIDAVIT f

I, Malik Taj SI Investigation Officer CTD at District 

Peshawar, do hereby solemnly affirm and declare that all the 

contents of the instant appeal are true and correct to the best of 

-my knowledge and belief and notliing has been concealed'^’or 

withheld from this Hon’ble Court.

/

h .

\J

DEPONENT

Identdfied by:
. i

Roeeoa Khan
Advocate High Court 
Peshawar.

1

f- \ \

h •

V

rn; ■
;

I
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\
;



iy r \

' \W

1

BEFORE THE HON’BLE SERVICE TRTRTTNAt
PESHAWAR \

i

I

In Re S.A No. /2021

: f

Malik Taj

VERSUS
I

Capital City Police Officer Peshawar & Others '

addresses of PARTTF.R
j

PETITIONER.

Mahk Taj SI Investigation Officer CTD at District 

Peshawar.

s;'

addresses of RESPONDF.MTff

1. Capital City Police Officer Peshawar.
2. Senior Superintendent of Police investigation 

CCP, Peshawar.
3. DIG, CTD Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar..

T

;
APPELLANT

Through

Roe^a IQian
Advocate, High Court 
Peshawar.Dated: 14/10/2021 /

/:

'«■

\ ■

I

;
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BEFORE THE HOISTBLE SERVICE TRTRTTNAT.'

PESHAWAR

In Re S.A No. /2021

• Malik Taj

VERSUS

Capital City Police Officer Peshawar & Others

APPLICATION FOR CONDONATION OF DELAY (TP

KespectfuUy Sheweth,
Petitioner submits as under:

That the appellant submitted departmental1,

appeal within one month from the date of 

communication of the order dated
27.11.2020.

Grounds:

A. That the impugned order is void and 

illegal and no limitation run against the 

void orders because it has been passed 

with fulfilling the codal formalities. ’.

\

B.That there are number of precedents'of 

the Supreme Court of Pakistan which 

provides that the cases shall be decided 

on merits rather than technicalities.
<)



i.

:

C. There are judgment of the supreme 

as specific provision • in 

service law that limitation has been 

counted from the date-of communicatio

court as well

n.

It is, therefore, requested that -thp 

limitation period (if any) may kindly ibe 

condone in the interest of j tice. ■

i\

■'WJ
APPELLAN'

Through

Roeeda Khan
Advocate, High Court • 
Peshawar. ;

!

Dated: 14/10/2021 ✓

i I
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;
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OFFICI' OFTiri' i '
CTOR GENERAL OF I’OLlCEr 

KHYHER PAK'llTUNKHWA 
central police office

PESIIAVVaR. ,
Fax; 091-9210927

1 / o,'9'/20I8

I NS PE

PH: 091-9210239
dated Peshawar the

No, /E-II

ORDER

r''

^ The competent authorityrlias been pleased 
fotlovvnig newly promoted Inspectors 
immediaje crieci. •

to approve the transfer/posling of the 
lo the Regions/L'niis as noted agamst then- names With

S.Nn, Natm; nf Ol'llccr 
■‘vijid Navva/. Nn.T-l/'iTi 
Ahdn,'; Sneed No, No.'K/Td""

Frnm Tn
I'la7,ni-a Rcgidii 
Lol'i.'’,; iscgion 
Koii.si Regioii 
Kohai Region 

O.i.Khan Region 
0,l..l<.han Region 
D.l.Khali Region 
D.I.Khan Region 
CCP, Peshawfi)- 

Elite Force 
'Mardan Region
Mardan Region 
Mardan Region 
Mardan Region 
Mardan Region 
CCl’, Peshawar 
CCP, Peshawar 
CCP, Peshawar 
CCP, Peshawar

l-iazara Region 
Kohat Region 
Kol'jat Region 
Kohat Region 

0 I.Khan Region
D [.Khan Region

2..

ILi7.i GuI No. K/O?
Idafaib-iir-Rehman Nm K/l 66 
Minlraj Sikandar Yar No. 
MLilianimad Acinan No. D/37

_Nfiqceb Ullah No. D/42 
Sliarii' Ullali No. D/12 
Carfar All No.P/3'S
C'hani-ur-Rchman No. M/157
Rchad Ali No. MR/123 

_Abclus Sajid No. MR/6 
Imrad Ali Khan No. MR/129 

_Bal<hlaj Khan No. MR/128 
Akhai- Ali No. MR7204 
Shah .lehaii Khan Nc71v350~ 
Liaqai Ali No, P/351 '
Klui.shdil Khan No. P/364 
ZalTar Ali No. P/383 ’
Zahir Shah k7. P/384 
Muhainmad Ha.ssan No. P/TT" 
imiiax Kliar, No.7/45 
Zubair Kliari No. P/47 
Gill Sher No. P/50 
inayatiillah No. P/52 ’
Ali Akbai- No. P/60 
Munir Khan No, pTtsT 
Khushal Khan No. P/68 
Muhammad Israr No. P/7H 
Mira Khiari No. MTNiaf)
Sher Azam No. P/44 
Malik Taj No. iV55 

JLiI'ccz-uT^Rchman No. P/391 

Alchtar Na.scci' No. |'/392 
Abdul GhaiTar No. IV25 
Sultan Miiiiaiiiinad No. P/30 
Malik Ahmad No. lY^ 
inamullah NorP./62 
I kilt in r Ail Nr> P/A4

.1

4
5
6
7

^ITI.Khan. Reg ion8
D.l,Khan Region9

C.T.D10,
Malakand Region
Mardan Region
Mardan Region 
Mardan Region 
Mardan Region 
Mardan Region

12
13’
14,

15
!6

C.T.D17
C.T.D18
C.T.D19,
C.T.D20

CCP, Peshawar 
CCP. Pc.shawai- 
CCP, Pe.shawar 
CCP, Pe,shawar 
CCP, Peshawar 
CCP, Peshawar 
CCP. Pe.shawar 
CCP. Peshawar

C.T.D21
C.T.D22
C.T.D23.
C.T.D.24
C.T.D25
C.T.D .26
C ,T.D27.

'C.T.D28
CCP, Peshawar . C.T.D29 , CCP, Peshawar' C.T.D30
Mardan Region Mardan Region31
CCP, Peshawar 
CCP,.Peshawar 
CCP, Pc.shawar

C.T.D
C.T.D.).) )..

CCPeshawai'--.....34
CCP, Peshawar CCi^e.shawar

.10
CCP, Pcshawtir CCPeshawar36
CCP, Peshawar 
CCIT Peshawar 
CCP, Pe,shawar

CCPeshawar37
C(3Peshawar
CCPesahwar-

38
39
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r.HAR'GE SHEET. .

]' Jehsii ^eb jKha'ri' Sen or Su(ierihteode,nl 

compeyAuthoV,Sl t,ereby c^yge you SI Malay Taj as follow:-

■:^,rr—l! t\
IS I :1 \

!■

/,■;
j'1

i of Rolice, Invesligatjon, Peshawar, as ' .

1

S :,:«
t Icases,, it has-been ^ noted with great ., t \

' 'it Dvfiina' scrutinyi of und.er/i.nve^tlgation ^ _
vyu bbs peen-ynsfeoeb-iro. Pol,ce S.a.ion, SGH. Town a„0 .

;:bi|Ty,,ogyi;rtasdAnSpy of reopaffl^irecfipns by .he concerned staT,^ ,
'■ ..d’ rnkle..o realise pendlt, case, .oAer submiUed cpa.a, nor hand .over

i

1

' ' lJbn.c-rned moharrerlorTuflherproceedirig.,
' ■ , ■ ■ ' • V ' ' ' '

'■ V4 amoJnts^q gro.s m'sconducf, oegligenc^ . ^

. ■ .which yo.u are liable-for'ponishnient as defined in 

, ,, ■ '.IL, h 'M ^ ' /, ■' I
|M'97b. ' . ^

and.malafide on your^ part .for,' ™ 

Police pisciplinary Rules,(I'O

■ ■

of,the above, ybo-appeared,to be gudty-of:.misconduct 

Rulet: ',975 and have VPndered-yourself iiable'.o albor any-of.the

under
■ ! :

-1 . By'the reasons

■poric^ ©.isciplinary
penlils speeded in’the said,Rules. ■ 

You areilherefore'

!
Idetence within seven days of . L

required: to s.ubrhit your written
■ ' ' ' irv'Otticer/Commir.ee2.

. rhpTeceipttof'Woj^f^e shedt lb the inquiry

''ifemerU desire to bqh^afei in person

A , ' ■ :/ d' !,
'' "iivK staU'menf.of alleg'ation is enclosed.,

i
‘

7i » 1 '1i ;f ' t3'S'j ■''-Intirnalo1

*1

(
: ' ; A'

■I !I. I

I ' a;■ r f
i.

0i; i.
■ ■\ 1I I SiipcrintcndcntiOf 

Investigation 1 ;
, Capitai CityrPo\icc,rt'Shrvvvar-. ;;

tI. Senior1

L j

. i I*.
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j
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V II i.i ^ ii'iIlI'ii ''i ) ' ji, ^^ j'fxl'tiT 5^1 MALAKjr^ .1

I• .1 I\
■S'-. \1 I . I

L

P.S as Ipesha^a^1

(investigation)
-dsred''himselt liable to be 

Within the meaning

1 •i 1

5' i;'Ji '.
: , 1 aebs" ,Eobl .Hhe^ , Sen®, ^,3,.*ToVl^^

■|p,ocdecifediag|in5lashetes,i. li

I* I III

: \i 5

II
i

f k 1I.P, Police B'lsclpiinerv Rules 1975., • ’U

I •

^'rnk inoted vl/ith,great conce
d PishtakharaV'wi^^'e

i

iSTA, it has been h'

investigation case.s,
Police Station

, ,) During eoruliny of under SGl-l.-’l’e'^'^ ari
without any

I

j cogent reason, 

to finalize pending 
for -further

,pe,vou'riesdeeni.r-ori^^<™-
vvilh youstill ibenclingI thp cases in the enclosed list is staff, Von

iUpile ■ „or handfovet concerned
■c lies: neither yu^niHecl.cnallan

i'dlroceeclih^ ;:
' I •

j 1 unable
mohaner

1
r *.

*11 i 1 .i ' . i ona malaficet, count fcgri'nnl-b^^-*'

i defined in Po"ce

t )
Oiscipllnarv Rules.

ks
That an the. above acts a ^

di3 part f^ Which he IS litib-ehotPP—^, i . if.'

s to the '
f T • t-r

ii

cused with reference
ted asihe inquiry officer.

i r-
\he conducl of said ac 

js depu
1-1 I

l^nr—
I

.. I 0.'. ■

I
ii hi) to'thei pules

finding within

Uent'or other

jbcve.allpaliCps.^J^,
wUh the provisio

r. record its
ccpidance

toithi’ act
recommendations

ducted in a »lshall be con
de reasonable opportunilv ol hearing

1' '.P'owde.reas this order'!>. maV.e
, , ,5 days of the race 111°''"® .

1;used officerXhe i'nqui.ry•iv) . ■s as loipunis
t * I.

k

i
i

inst the'accused fixed by fhe
and time and place ^te action lagaiappropna on tV.ie date

d shall ibin. the i
iThe accus|a • . t

I{■'t I 'm !t

inpuhOflicPri^- ^(1.
I k • i I • ' i \

I'ml, :

I' 1
i\ \- f Police,i ’ i [.vintcndwl o

investigaUon

1< ’-1. n-
', 'i'..t Senior Supe

CapUal City l^oUcr^

I I■J I11^, t 1fpesba'A-ar.; 1 \\I I1
'i

i
(jefaulterr.

theagainst
ihatlng proceeding

1975.. 

r the reply

r I
1

sLibnVilted'to .the
rf police'DisciplinarViiRule.

QTO is directed tOpSubmi

■

lyrPlheiciihffiey'""""
ti^e'piovision■ ;

unjief

9.. Si Maiak 1 a
3„„tn-iatv.oriale9atiohS...

;
I. !TiOW

I ■ Ii
I

k

Q91.92U36Z
I 09i-anc&'^2.'TEL
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CAPITAL CITY POLICE PESHAW^' 
OFFICE OF THE
JIOLICE INVP-STinA-i-.nr.
Diiicd Pci,linw:ir ilic _£^!2^2^

%\

SENIOR SUl’EI^IN TI-NnENT OK 
No. /0 P-£~l |>A

.•I

FINAL SHOW CAUSE NOTIpp

LUNDER rules 5(31 KHYRFP. p.- KHTUNKHWA

^ 3you SI Malik Tai tho th»n

proceeded under Rule 5(3) of the Khyber ' 

misconduct:-

^POLICE.RULFS, iq7^]

LO PS .'^ishtakhara hevP rendered

Pakhtunkhwa, Police Rules, for following
yourself liable to be

During scrutiny of. under investigadon cases, it has been nc 

concern that you'have been transtfirred 

Pishtakhara, while the

noted with great
from Police Station SGH, Town and 

in the enclosed list is still pending wiih vou

spite of repeated directions by the concerned 

to finalize the pending

cases
without any cogent reason, in

staff, you were unable 

challan nor handed 

proceeding.

r' ' ■

cases, you neither Submitted 
over the case files to the concerned Moharrer for further I

2. That by reason of the above,
decided to or d “ therefore it is

3. . Tha t t Of ingulryiofncer.

, Pfejudicial to good order of discipline in the Police Force
A . That your retention in the Police Force will amount to 

good Police Officer.

Vou are, therefore, called

encourage in efficient and unbecoming of

.• 5.
upon to show cause

accordance with the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
as to why. you should not be dealt strictly in 

Police Rules,- 1975 for the misconduct referred to
above.

S. You should submit reply to this, show 

tailing which an ex- 

You .nre

cause notice within 07 days of the receipf'l'of the notice
parte action shall be take.-, against you. 

further directed lo inform the undersigned that you7
wish to be heard'in person.or not!

I Senior Su feridetit of Police, 
Investigation

Capital City Police, Peshawar.
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CAPITAL CITY POLICE PESHAWAR , 1o/S^ . ,.
OFFICE OFTHE :

JiDEivi(IKPOLICEiNVT:sTi<;AT.i0Ni>K<;n^Vvjn5., .

Cl 1

^ r*i'

1..'^ ^-5'^ S v»*
\ ■ J

SUPF.RTN'^,
■,

v.\
S':

'C . "s ; A„ .■Dated PeshawariheII__/2fl20 .. •
.X

ORDER

’’his ofdRr will .dispose .Oft ,I'he'deciartrVicntal inquiry
investigation ..ffiefif oLthis^nit, InitlalmL hy'Mr: Shahsada KaiAsb Farooq She'then SSP 

2 Investigatior;, on'the grpunds that, he;kepf pehding various case files witliQul.arvy cogent 

reason,-The alleged officer was served, with Charge'Sheet-& Summar 
Mr Noor UHah DSP lnv:'Can» was nominated-'as inquiry officer. .'

The Inquiry of^cer found Inspector .Malik Taj guilty and recommend Kim for' major 
punishment. ' -

of Inspector Maiih Taj 'the then '

y of allegations artd

He was also contacted lime and again to appear before the undersigned to clear his 
position regarding case FIR No, 306 dated 04,0<i.2016 u/s 341/148/149 PPC 
but he did not bother to atterod the office of undersigned

PS I own

1 hereby being a competent authority agree with recommendation of inquiiy officer. 
Therefore, inspector Malik Taj is hereby awarded '‘major puniahmant of-t|me scale of 
inspector for two years as defined in .Police Disciplinary Rules, l.QTS" amended 201^. 
Order announced.

SENlOBJSJJReRTfTffflDENT OF POLICE 
TR^ESTIGATION, PESHAWAR1

OB, No..]:iLCl3tea 5'^/ II 12020 
Copies (or information and necessary action to the 

>.^_^orthy Capital City Police officer, Peshawar,
DIG, CTD Khyher Pakhtunkhwa.

> SP Investigalicn PBI/HQrs: Peshawar 
'• DSP Inv: Cantt, CCR
> Oil PS Town^wifh t

Peshawar.
the direction to complete the case file of FIR ;N6. 305 dated 

Town.Peshawar within a week.ttme.positlvely.

" ^orig-'wi;i-i enquiry flle-for record, 

ncernedAll

f

■)

\3>/'

V.

'Oi-G^fd])

TOTAL F',£lt
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OFFICE OF THE 

CAPITAL CITY POLICE OFFICER, / 
PESHAWAR

? . 5

;
S

S
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■

I'his order will dispose of the deparimenuil ap|5cal pruFcncd by Inspccior Ms.Uik 
Taj who was awarded Ihe major punishment of ‘’Time scale for l"'o years” under PR.-197.) by .

SSP/l'nv; Peshawar vide OB No. 171, dated 27.11.2020.

o 1

ORT)ER.

Oh A V'

chat the appellant while posted nt' 

the charges that he being.

I

Short facts leading to the instant appeal 

li'.vescigation wing proceeded against departmentaily on 
Investigation officer, kept pending various case files without any cogent reason.

are2-

and Summary of .Allegations by y •1-le was issued'■■'.proper Charge Sheei3-
SSP/lnvcstigaiion. DSlVInv: Caht't: Pwhawar was appointed as enquiry officer to scrumu^e the;- 
conduct of the accused official'. The enquiry onicer-aficr conducting proper enquiry subm.Ued his;,^ 
llndings and recommonded ihm-bTficlal for major punisliment. The competent authonly in lighi of^ _ 
the findings of the enquiry off cer.'issued him Pinal Show Cause Notice, to which he replied but die ' 

same was found unsatisfactory, hence was awarded the above niajor p^umslimen!

i

V.i

; >
I

i
y.

He was heard uTperson in O.R and the I'clevani record along with his explanation^-
also obtained froni.',-,,

4-

perused. A IVesh report rcg.ardihg current petidcncy on the part of appcllrmt 
SSP-lnv: Peshawar. According to the report of SSP-lnv. Pe.shawar five eases,arc still pending 

liiiiv from 2015, 'iDuring''personal hearing the appellnnt also failed to 
e.xpianalion in liis defence. Therefore, his aiJpeal for setting "side tiic p 
him by SSP-lnv. PeshnwurVidc OB No. 171, dated 27.10.2020 is licreby rejeetod/nicd, beingh^^

was
r

submit any' plausiblcjj''.

nnislimcnt awarded t.o, .•

also rime burred.

/
■ I

M'

(abbas ahSan) fsp
CAl’ITAT CITY I’OLfCE OFFICER. 

l’F..SnAWAR

'v
1.

Z^i 10 92,d? fO U ^ £ "J /pA dnt'cd'Peshuv/avt'ae
Copies for Inrormatlon and necessary action lo the

No

;
,1, SSP/lnv: Pushtivvar.
2. EC-i/EC-lI/AS . •.
'3. FMC along with enquiry'flc. 
4, Off ciai Concern. j M

;

;
SbPfrUIMTFVnEIJT OP POUCH 

CTO KOU.M RCGION' 
bOHAT

"^7Tooti la KVibiOT TSn? SO'/i!
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V
BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PEStlAWAR.

Service Appeal No.7599/2021
Appellant.Sub Inspector Malik Taj of CCP Peshawar

VERSUS

Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar and others. Respondents. 

REPLY BY RESPONDENTS NO. 1. 2&3.

Respectfully Sheweth:-

PRELIMINARY OBJECTIONS;-

1. That the appeal is badly barred by law & limitation.
2. That the appeal is bad for mis-joinder and non-joinder of necessary and proper parties.

3. That the appellant has not come to Hon’ble Tribunal with clean hands.
4. That the appellant has no cause of action and locus standi to file instant appeal.
5. That the appellant is estopped by his own conduct to file the instant appeal.

6. That the appellant has concealed the material facts from Hon’ble Tribunal.

7. That the appeal is not maintainable being devoid of any merit.

REPLY ON FACTS:-

1. Para pertains to record.
2. Incorrect. In fact the appellant was issued charge sheet with statement of allegations 

and initiated departmental enquiry against him as he kept pending \irious under 

investigation cases without any cogent reason. The enquiry officer after conducting 

enquiry proceedings under KP Police Rules 1975 (amended 2014) recommended him 

Major punishment hence issued final show cause notice to which he replied and was 

awarded major punishment of time scale for two years. (Copy of charge sheet, 

statement of allegations, enquiry report. Final Show Cause Notice are annexure as 

A,B,C,D).

3. Incorrect. After completion of the enquiry proceedings, he was issued final show cause 

notice to which he replied but his explanation was found unsatisfactory hence the 

allegations stand proved.

4. Incorrect. The competent authority before imposing the punishment had r-ompleted all 

codal formalities and sufficient opportunity of defence was provided to him however he 

failed to defend, hence was awarded Major punishment of time scale for the period of 

two years.

5. Incorrect. The appellant filed departmental appeal against the penalty to the appellate 

authority but failed to defend himself with plausible/justifiable grounds, hence his 

appeal was rejected on merit however the appeal was also time barred as per law of 

limitation.



6. ThM appeal of the appellant being devoid of merit and limitation may be dismissed on 

the following grounds.

REPLY ON GROUNDS:
A. Incorrect. The ajjpellant was treated as per law/rules and no violation of the Constitution 

of Pakistan 1973 has been done by the respondent department.

B. Incorrect. The appellant availed the opportunity of defense and was also called person 

to explain his innocence but failed.

C. Incorrect. Proper departmental enquiry as per prevailing Rules ibid was conducted 

against him however failed to rebut the charges as he was found guilty committing 

misconduct within the meaning of Rules ibid.

D. Incorrect. The allegations were proved against the appellant hence was reprimanded as 

per law/rules.

E. Incorrect. After fulfilling of all codal formalities, he was awarded Major punishment of 

time scale for a period of two years by the competent authority.

F. Incorrect. Proper departmental enquiry was conducted wherein the allegations leveled 

against him got proved against him.

G. Incorrect. The punishment awarded by the competent authority is as per KP Police 

. Rules 1975 (amended 2014).

H. That respondent may also be allowed to advance any additional ground at the time of 

hearing of the appeal.
PRAYER.

It is therefore most humbly prayed that in light of above facts and submissions, the 

appeal of the appellant being devoid of merit and legal footing, may kindly be dismissed 

with costs please.

\

Capital City^om 
Peshawar;

Deputy Xj^eral of Police, 
CTD Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

Senior^iiupe:
Investigation, Peshawar.

Police,



BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No.7599/2021 .

Sub Inspector Malik Taj of CCP Peshawar Appellant.

VERSUS

Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar and others. Respondents.

AFFIDAVIT

We respondents No. 1 , 2 & 3 do hereby solemnly affirm and declare that the 

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

and nothing has cbncealed/kept secret from this Hon’ble Tribunal.

\

Capital City PoW 
Peshawar*

'Ulcer,

:eral of Police, 
CTD Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

Senior Indentof Police, 
Investigation, Peshawar.
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No.7599/2Q21

Sub Inspector Malik Taj of CCP Peshawar Appellant.

VERSUS

Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar and others. Respondents.

AUTHORITY.

I, Capital City Police Officer, Peshawar, hereby authorize Mr.Akmad 

Jan SI legal of Capital City Police, Peshawar to attend the Hon’ble Court and submit 

written reply, statement and affidavit required for the defense of above seryice appeal on 

behalf of respondent department.

\

Capital Citv/PlM^Officer,
Pes^av^. V
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CAPl li AIv Cn Y POLICE PESilAWAR 
OFFICE OF THE '

SKNiOR SUPERIN liCNDlCNI OF PQLICK INVESTIGATION PESHAWAR
nJo'. /PA ' ' 1 Dated Peshawar'the_iJ_/___ /2019

1

I1

I

i;
!

1 1I* •I F--J____ -i--------U. II-.
1

i' ICHARGE SHEET.a.
1- .! •(

■ ■ I I

dehan Zeb [Khan' Senior SuRerintende|nt of Police, Investigation, Peshawar, as 

; ; compgte'rlt autho'rity. hereby charge you SI MalaKTaj as follow:- r

(i), P’uring scrutiny of| under investigation cases, it has been noted with great 

’ • Iconpei'h th^tjli^ou has been' transferred ifrom Police Station, SGH, Town and 
'; ' ' '^lii^'hiakHdlia l|hile, ih4 ca^^. in th^ enclosed list is still pending with you without 

r' 'any cogent Ireasdn, Inspite of rep^,a|ip|dir|irections by the concerned staff, you 

’ unable' to finalize pending case^, neither submitted cldallan' nor hand over ■ 

concerned nioharrer for further proceeding.;

I

*

\

I I

i

• I misconduct negligence and malafide on your part for*' T ",I' ,
This atnountd |o gross
v/hich you are liable ifoTpunishment as 'defined in Police Disciplinary Rules
' '.IL ' P ' • ^
197§.. ^

(ii)
ii

■ f:
..i|i

By the reasons of,the above, you appeared.to be gUjilty pf: misconduct under 

1975 and have rendered yourself iiabie to all or any of the
1.

Police Disciplinary Rules
I * ,

penalties specified in 'the ^aid, Rules.I ;

therefore, required to qubmit your written defence within seven days of 

the-receipt'Of'th[?'cti$rge sheet to the Inquiry Officer/Committee
^ :: ■ ' n' i , ■
IntimateWhether .you desire,to person? ,

' A Statement of allegation is enclo^d.

You are:I 2.

(
1

I 3]I1

f I

!'5I *' I

4.

I

i

Senior Superintendent of Poliee, 
Investigation

Capital CityrPoliee','Peshawar.

I
i\. I-i

'*1

i

1

;
I • I

I. •
!

1
I

,1
<1

I 'i I
i

1

1 l
4 .

::
'-i

I ;
i

I

-: .'i ■

Fax. 091-9211362,.Malik MUHAMMAD SaaoShahced POLICE Lines, Peshawak -Tel. 091-9210642 .
1

L*'...... 'v- '•
/

7,
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CAPITAL CrrY POLJCE PKSHyYY 
OFFICE OF THE

^'F.WTbR SIJPEUIN-L ENDENT OV POLICE tNVKSTlGATIpN rESIIAWAB:
Dated Peshawar.lhe 19

/7^ J"'!'

No.
1 !

V : 1 !

, . ! nic;riPl:'lKlARY’XcTiibt)l AGAInST SI MAL’AK TAJ
----------- 1' M' •! ■ ■■, ■ ; .''i: I'll II

PS PISHTAKHARA NOW CTDj

' \
THF THEN IG PS SGH. TOWN AND.5

\• j 1i .
11 1

I ' 1

of Police, (Investigation), Peshawar, asZeb KhaniSepior Superintendent ^
of the:opinion‘that ?! Malik Taj has rendered^himself liable to be

^ ■ proceeded, against as he ha^^co^i^ptltter^ the fplloWing acts/omissidns within the meaning
I I ; . t I i < I

o.f .Pollce disciplinary Rules, 1975.,

c^tatfment of allegations

1.1 Jehan 

corhpetent apthority] 'am
« ' 1 !d3

i

»

1

■ 'll

i

,) Dur,ng scrutiny of under investigation cases, it has been noted with great concern 
transferred.from Pol.ee Station SGH, Town and Pishtakhara, while

r

that you^has been
without any cogent reason.the cases in the enclosed list is still pending with you 

' inspite ot repeated diredt^hb: by me cencerned sta«, you unable to «-iize pen^ 

cases. neither:^^itted,cda,,an nor hapd, over concerned mobarrer for fudher

' ''j —i.' ■ '
,pr,6.deed'ing. d

/ That all the,' above acts amount tOjgross ....
; rhis part for which he is Kable for punWhment as defined in

1 t

Dss misconduct, negligence'and malafide on •I
• 1.

, IS ii) in Police Disciplinary Rules, 1975.1 J \;
t

dt! , y.
- I accused with reference to the 

iJUkis deputed as the Inquiry Officer.
For the purpose of scrutinizing the conduct of said

atidns,^4l^^_7^/(^OyHtl.^a<4^iii)
above'alle^E 

The

5
I

wilh the provisioni^ of the Rules to •.

record its finding within 

to punishment or other

Inquiry shall be conducted in accordanceiv)
provide reasonable opportunity of hearing to; the accused officer, 

15 days of the receipt of this order & make recomrnendahons as

appropriate action against the accused.

The accused shall join the proceeding on the 

Inquiry Officeft ''

date and time and place fixed by the
v) 1

I,..'1

: \ i t ■ 'j \
I

I 1

Senior Superintendent ot Police, 
Investigation

Capital City Police, Peshawar.

• :5' \ I. \
i

1 i

; <
i t.*

the defaulteriniiiating proceeding against

1975.
Copy :of above, is submitted to ithe 1.0 to;, 
under the'provision of .Police Discipiinaryi Rules,

2- S, Maiak Ta, now CTD is directed to submit the reply to themharge sheet and 

summary of allegations.,

3

;

i
i i

■!

I

FAX. 091-9211362-TEL. 091-9210642Police Lines, PeshavvahMAUK MUHAMIVIAD Saad Shaheed

jj.». «•
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To The Senior Superintendent of Police 
Investigation Ctp, Peshawan

The Deputy Superintendent of Police, 
Investigation Cantt: Division, Peshawar.

1629 /ST dated Peshawar, the

From

No. 12.06.2019.

Subject: ~ action against si MAI AK tat THF
aa IQ PS,S6H, TOWN AND PS PT«!HTAKHARfl NOW

Please -refer to 
16.05.2019(attached originally).

FACLS OF THE ENQllTRy

your Office Diary No. 93E/PA dated

It is a

repeated directions by the concerned staff 
cases neither submitted challan '
further proceedings.

reason Inspite of 
you unable to finalize pending 

nor hand over concerned moharrer for

proceedings of THF FMOl >tpv

allegations agains^SI Malar^aj'^' ‘'f

SarnrcT".®"'’ T 28.05.2019 appeared in the office of undersigned

number 0922-9260212 to inform ffie deiinque™ offidril Malaf Ta^to

^"'"^yofa/fegaf/ons.

i



Jr

;*-.(» •. \

l1/ \/•
attend the office of the undersigned and. make his defense but achieving 

no result.

to
J

Besides this, the delinquent official was contacted on his 
mobile cell Nos. 0334-1929305, 0312-1314168 for time and again but he did 
not bother to attend the office of enquiry officer and make his defense which 

that the delinquent is deliberately did not taking any interest to appearseems 
and make his defense.

CONCLUSION.

Keeping in view of the facts/circumstances, I came to the 
conclusion that the delinquent official is not taking any interest to pursue the 

■ process of the enquiry and did not make his defense, therefore I am of the 
opinion that if approved, after full filling of legal formalities, he may be 

awarded major punishment.
' i

Submitted please. ■

Deputy Superintendent of Police, 
Investigation Cantt: Div:Peshawar.

5

♦
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I

summary of allegations.;

pav 001-Q211362
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CAPITAL CITY POLICE PESHAWAR 
OFFICE OF THE

SENIOR SUPERINTENDENT OF POLICE INVESTIGATION PESHAWAR.
No. ■ Dated Peshawar the /5 / /2Q20

FINAL SHOW CAUSE NOTICE

(UNDER RULES 5(3> KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA. POLICE RULES. 19751

1. That you SI MaHk Tai the then I.O PS Pishtakhara have rendered yourself liable to be 

proceeded under Rule 5(3) of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Police Rules for following 

misconduct:-

During scrutiny of under investigation cases, it has been noted with great 

concern that you have been transferred from Police Station SGH, Town and 

Pishtakhara, while^ the cases in the enclosed list is still pending with you 

without any cogent reason. In spite of repeated directions by the concerned 

staff, you Were unable to finalize the pending cases, you neither submitted 

challan nor handed over the case files to the concerned Moharrer for further 

proceeding. ■'''•-•A..

2. That by reason of the above, as sufficient material is placed before the undersigned, therefore it is
decided to proceed against you in general Police proceedings without aid of Inquiry officer.

3. That the misconduct on your part is prejudicial to good order of discipline in the Police Force.
4. That your retention in th§ Police Force will amount to encourage in efficient and unbecoming of 

good Police Officer.

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

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

6. You should submit reply to this show cause notice within 07 days of the receipt of the notice 

failing which an ex-parte action shall be taken against you.
7. You are further directed to inform the undersigned that you wish to be heard in person or not.

Senior Su^eftht^dent of Police, 
Investigation

Capital City Police, Peshawar.


