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BEFORE THE HONOURABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICES TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. 1462/2023

Fazal Nabi (IHC No.698) presently Constabje at Police Station Tarnab District 
Charsadda. ................... Appellant

VERSUS

RespondentsProvincial Police Officer, KPK & others
v5>cr

,Sci-vtcc ■Jl'rffcrifnmiREPLY/PARAWISE COMMENTS BY RESPONDENTS.
$Jd£Li: 'ury Net.JRespectfully Sheweth:

Preliminary Objections:

That appellant has not approached to this Hon*ble tribunal v/ith clean hands. 

That the appellant has suppressed actual facts/factual position from this 

Hon'ble tribual.
That the appeal of appellant is not based on facts.
That the appeal of appellant is bad for non-joinder and misjoinder of 

necessary parties.
That the appellant is estoped by his own conduct to file the present appeal.

iJuteU

1.
2.

3.

4.

5.

REPLY ON FACTS:
Correct to the extent that appellant got induction into Police department on1.
30.01.1999. Later promoted to the rank of Head Constable in the year 2010 

and did his intermediate College Course in the year 2017. However, during his 

service multiple bad entries are reported in his service record, ranging from 

corrupt practices and gross misconduct to Inefficient behavior, for which he 

awarded (major punishment/minor punishments), including major 

punishment of reduction in pay by one stage as Nvell as the current major 
punishment of reduction in rank i.e from Head Constable to substantive rank 

of Constable. Orders/bad entries are annexed as A, A1-4 & B.
Incorrect. The appellant during his posting in PS Prang, was marked with a 

complaint submitted by Mst: Fahmida w/o Wisal r/o Saeed Gul quarters 

Charsadda (PS Prang), against Wasif s/o Mujahid, who had entered into her 

home in the area of Prang, assaulted her opened pistol and threatened her for 

killing. To the utter disregard, the appellant did not proceed on the subject 

complaint and subsequently, the complainant along with her sister were 

murdered in her house, for which FIR u/s 302/34-PPC PS Prang was lodged.

Moreover, the argument made by the appellant- that the matter 

relates to PS Sardheri, does not hold water as the complainant (Mst Fahmida) 

was living in the area of PS Prang and the murder took place in the same. To 

this effect, the respondent No.4/DPO Charsadda issued charge sheet along 

with Statement of allegation vide No.265-66/HC dated 03.03.2022, to which 

the appellant submitted his reply vis-a-vis the Inquiry officer. Copy of Charge 

Sheet, Statement of allegation and reply to charge sheet are annexed as C,

was

2.

Da E.



©
incorrect. Respondent No.4 had issued statement of allegation along with 

charge sheet vide No.265-66/HC dated 03.03.2022, whereby DSP Shabqadar 

nominated to conduct enquiry into the matter. The appellant submitted 

his written reply to the 1.0 dated 03.03.2022, wherein the 1.0 after 

conducting inquiry, recommended the appellant for major punishment, after 

it became evident that due to his negligence two precious lives were lost in 

the said occurrence - vide letter No.242/S dated 10.03.2022. Later on, 

respondent No.4 issued Final Show cause vide No. 351/HC dated 14.03.2023 to 

which the appellant submitted his reply on 15.03.2022. Consequently 

unsatisfied with the reply of appellant to the said final show cause, the 

respondent No.4 vide OB No.342 dated 24.03.2022 awarded major punishment 

of reduction in pay by one stage to the appellant. Copy of inquiry report, 

Final Show Cause and appellant’s reply are annexed as F, G a H.
Correct to the extent that appellant had preferred departmental appeal vide 

Diary No.2680 dated 20.04.2022 against the order of the respondent No.4 

dated 24.03.2022 before the appellate authority/respondent NO.3/RP0 

Mardan, wherein show cause notice for enhancement of penalty was issued to 

the appellant vide No.3852/ES dated 01.06.2022 to which the appellant filed 

his reply and was also heard in orderly room on 16.06.2022. However, 

respondent No.3, unsatisfied with the appellant’s reply, whose negligence had 

caused the loss of two precious lives, which could have been avoided, had he 

taken preventive measures and prompt action on the complaint duly marked 

to him, converted his major punishment of reduction in pay by one stage 

converted to reduction in rank from Head Constable to his substantive rank of 

Constable vide order No.4300/ES dated 20.06.2022. Copy of Departmental 

appeal, Show Cause and reply is annexed as I, J & K.
Correct to the extent that feeling aggrieved by the order passed by the 

respondent No.3 vide No.4300/ES dated 20.06.2022, the appellant filed 

revision petition before respondent No.1 on 28.06.2022. The appellate board 

was held on 18.04.2023 wherein petitioner was heard in person but his 

contention was bereft of any substance, which failed to render him as 

innocent. Moreover, it is pertinent to mention that he has already admitted in 

his reply to the Inquiry officer, during the inquiry against Irfan Khan SI the 

then SHO PS Prang in the same incident, that he took the subject matter 

(complaint of Mst Fahmida) as light and did not act promptly for the 

prevention of atiy untoward incident, which resultantly caused the loss of two 

lives. Subsequently, respondent No.2 had issued order No. S/1324-29/23 

dated 15.05.2023 on behalf of respondent No.1. Copy of Revision Petition & 

Order is annexed as L & M.
That appeal of appellant is liable to be dismissed on the following grounds 

amongst the others.

3.

was

4.

was

5.

6.



GROUNDS:
Incorrect. The orders passed by respondents against the appellant were issued 

after conducting proper legal proceedings i.e By issuing statement of 

allegation and Charge sheet etc.
Incorrect. As it is clearly evident from his stated admission, by which he did 

not took prompt action upon the complaint submitted by deceased Mst: 
Fahmida who was threatened to be killed and due to his negligence the 

incident took place.
Para already explained in para-2 of the facts.

Para already explained.
Incorrect. As it is evident from the appellant*s reply to the appellate 

authority that he took the complaint of Mst: Fahmida as light and did not take 

preventive measure to thwart any untoward incident which rendered him 

guilty and inefficient which is enough ground to award him major punishment. 

Incorrect. Contrary to the claims made by appellant, service record speaks 

the opposite, which is tainted with multiple bad entries.
It is pertinent to mention that if someone*s negligence which caused the Loss 

of two precious lives can't make choice of having punishment to his sweet 

will. The appellant is awarded major punishment for his unprofessional and 

negligent behavior towards Police duty which requires prompt action on 

sensitive issues, like the complaint that was marked to him.

The appellant was treated in accordance with law/rules.
That the respondents seek permission of this Hon'ble Tribunal for further 

additional grounds at the time of arguments.

A.

B.

C.

D.
E.

F.

G.

H.

PRAYER:
Keeping in view the facts above, it is therefore humbly prayed that the appeal 

of appellant being without merit and substance, may kindly be dismissed with cost.

Regional Ponce\Of|%cei^ 
Mardan V/L.^

District Ponce^fficer, 
Charsadda 

(Respondent No.4) (Respond

cAjji^ *

Addl: Inspector General of Police, 
HQrs; KPK Peshawar 
(Respondent No. 2)
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.ORDER
. This order will dispose of the departmental enquiry against IHC Fazal 

Nabi, . while posted at Police Station Prang, an application/complaint • of Mst; 
;■ Fahmeeda was marked to him for immediate action against accused wasif but he did 

not bother to do so and also admitted in his reply during an enquiry agajmst SI Irfan 

Khan that he take the same matter as light. Due to his such gross ne^ijence| 02-
precious lives were expired. Which shows his'inefficiency and lack of interest in.the

• • • I. •performance of his official duties. On the above allegation he was issued Charge
; Sheet togeth,er with statement of allegations under.Sub Section 3, ^ection 5 of

Police Rules 1975. Mr. InanvJan. Khan DSP Shabqadar was noninated as
.. ' inquiry officer for probing into the matter, by cbnductirig department^ inquiry

against him and he after fulfillment of codab formalities has submitted his
findirigs.

" Subsequently,THC Fazal Nabi, was.issued Final Show Cause Notice U/S 

5(3) Police Rules 1975 reply to which was received but found unsatisfactory.

After perusal of the enqui^ papers ,& recornmendation of th(i enquiry 

: ; officer as well as hearing hiip in orderely room', the undersigned reached tq the 

conclusion that the allegations levelled against the official has been proved,

; therefore, he is hereby awarded the “Major Punishment of Reduction in pay 

, by one stage”.
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1
<iSBf^is order will dispose of the departmental enquiry against ftsi

^hile posted at Po|ice Station Sardheri. On 11.08.2020 ------
m

.j . i. Mushlaq
liibzada r/o Sardhen submitted a written complaint againstjhim,

he stated that he was the complainant of ease FIR No. 135 dated

oneMabi. 

s/o Sa 
whereio
27.09-2019 u/s 379-PPC PS Sardheri and that he took Rs. 4,000 from him 

as aicgal gratification arid also tried to make his'case weak. In this regard a
also conducted throug|i SP Investigation 

dda wherein you held responsible for the same.
enquiry waspreliminary 

Charsa
On the above allegation he was issued Charge Sheet together with

statement of allegation^;-under Sub Section 3, Sec^tion 5 of Police Rules 

1975. The Enquiry Officer Farooq Zaman Khan DSP Shabqadar 

nominated for probing ?.nto the rriatter by conducting departmental enquiry 

against him and he after .fulfillment of codal formalities has submitted his

findings.

was

Subsequently, ASf-Fazal Nabi, was issued Final Show Cause Notice 

U/S 5(3) Police Rules 1975'reply to which was received.
After perusal of'the enquiry papers 

enquiry officer, the delinquent officer ASl Fazal Nabi .0 hereby awarded the 

major punishment of reduction in pay by two stages with immediate effect.

and recommendation of the

G

MUHAMMAD SHOAIB KHAN (P$P)
DisTRicr POLICE Officer 

CHARSADDA

O.B No
Date f‘?.020

dacid Charsadda the 12020

CC.

Pay Officer, 
I EC/FMC.

u
Scanned with CamScanner



ORDER
HC Fazal Nabi No. 698, 

memo:
sed off the departmental enquiry against

. 1772/ST, dated 16.07.2012 followed by
Wise List of Proscribed

This order will dispo
Moharrir PS Tangi, letter Nowhile posted as 

reminder No. 395-97/ST, dated 19.11.2012, regarding District
directed lime & againhe wasPS Tangi through DSP Tangi,marked toOrganization, was

telephonically by Steno/Reader of DSP Tangi 
failed to submit & thus the same letter is still i'or.dmg m

Moharrir, his act is highly objectionable and ag
his inefficiency, lack of interest in the performance

urgent basis, but he badlyi to submit reports on
in Police Station. Being a responsible

ainst the rules/regulations of the
of his officialPolice Officer as 

discipline force. This shows

duty.

Sheet together with statement of allegation 

Muhammad Zahir Shah
In the above allegation he was issued Charge

5 of Police Ru1o3 1975. Enquiry Officer

Kb,n, DSP Sb.b,.d.r ~ “I"™
enquiry officer alter conducting proper depattryentol enquiry submitted finding

under Sub Section 3, Section

issued Final Show Cause Notice U/S 5(3)Subsequently, HC Fazal Nabi No. 698 

Police Rules 1975 reply to it was received.

was

& recommendation of the enquiry officer, he is
lent without cumulative

After going through the enquii^ papers 

hereby awarded the minor punishment of “Steppage of one annual iincren

effect” & strictly warned to be careful in future.

IJistrtcfPolice Officer 
CharsaddaimO.B No

No 13.^3 ^7/^-
Date

/2013/PA, dated Charsadda 

Copy for information and necessary action to the:

1. Pay Officcr/OASI
2. EC/FMa^4^si,^0c

Scanned with CamScanner
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ORDER

This order will disposed off the departmental enquiry against HC Fazal Nabi 
No,698, while posted as MHC PS Tamab, during a meeting held in the office of the 
undersigned on 11.10.2010, the SDPOs/SHOs were strictly directed to inform their 
moharrir staff to provide Police strength on 12.10.2010 for special duty in proper/clean 
uniform but in vain and my instructions/directions were given deaf ear deliberately, 
which is against the rules & regulations sf the discipline force. In this regard he 

issued show cause notice, reply to which v.as found unsatisfactory.
was

t In the above allegation he was ifsued Charge Sheet together with statement of 
allegation under the KPK RSO 2000. inquiry officer Mr. Jehan Zeb Khan, DSP 

. Shabqadar was nominated for conducting departmental enquiry against him. Enquiry 

officer after conducting proper departmental enquiry submitted findings.

Subsequently HC Fazal Nabi No. 698 was issued final show cause notice reply to 

which was received and found unsatisfact.:.y.

After going through the enc airy paoen: & recommendation of the enquiry officer, 
he is hereby awarded the minor panish.j.cnt of “CENSURE” & strictly warned to be 

careful in future.

DistwCfToiice Officer, 
Charsadda■O.B No 

Dated 2^ jr/2Ql 1
No^7Charsadda the 1

7Copy to the: 
1. EC/FMCj/.

Scanned with CamScanner
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# ORDER

y"

This order will disposed off the departmental enquiry against HC Fazal Nabi 
No.698, who while posted as MHC PS Tarnab, made a report vide DD No.04, dated 

11.04.2010 but the case was registered on 05.10.2010 after lapse of 06 months, which is 

inordinate delay and negligence. His act is highly objectionable which amounts to gross 

misconduct on his part and renders him liable for punishment.

-y*

In the above allegation he was i.ssued Charge Sheet together with statement of 

allegation under the KPK Removal from Service (Special Powers) Ordinance 2000. 

Enquiry officer Mr. Zain Khan, DSP Charsadda was nominated for conducting 

departmental enquiry against him. The enquiry officer after conducting proper 

departmental enquiry submitted findings.

/j

Subsequently HC Fazal Nabi No.698 was issued Final Show Cause Notice, reply 

to which was received.

After going fjirptfgh the enquiry papers & recommendation of the enquiry officer, 
HC Fazal Nabi No.698 was found guilty. Therefore he is hereby awarded the minor 

punishment of “Stoppage of one annual increment without cumulative effect” 

warned to be careful in future.
& strictly

/■CUa

DistriiO.BNo

/2011

dated Charsadda the

Copy for information and necessary aciSon to the:-

1. Pay Officer/OASI
2. EC/FMG/

jtPtJuce Officer, 
Charsaddaip,Date

No /2011

Scanned with CamScanner
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.: _J_ .. This_order .will .dis^ose-bff^^e-.departraentaUapp$al~prefepred-by-Head- 

. . Constable Fazal Nabl fJo. 698 bf Charsadda District Polide against th'e 'order of District 
Police Officer, Charsadda, whereby he was awarded major punishiT^ent of reduction in pay 

by one stage vide OB: No. 342 dated 2403.2022. The appellant was proceeded against

«

departmentally on the allegations that he while posted at Police Station Prang, an 

application/compfaint of Mst: Fahmeeda was marked to him for irinmediate action against ' 
accused Wasif but he did not .bother to do so and also admitted in his reply during an 
enquir^ against Sub-Inspector Irfan'khan that-he took the same maltfer as light. Due to such- 

gross negligence. 02-precious lives were. lost. . ,
Proper departmental eriquiry proceedings were Initialed ,aga|nst him. He was 

issued Charge Sheet alongwith Statement of Allegations and Sub Divisional Police Officer . - 
(SDPO) Shabqadar, Charsadda washbminated as Enquiry Officen Jhe Enquiry Officer after ; 
fulfiiiing codal formalities submitted his findings to District Police Officer, Charsadda,, 
v^herein he held responsible .the delinquent Officer for negligence and'rfecommended for 
major punishment.

He was. issued .Final Show Cause Notice to vt^hich his reply was * 
received/perused arid found unsatisfactory, in'light of the recommendations of the enquiry.

* * * ' ' • I ♦

Officer he was awarded major puhishment of reduction in pay by one stage vide OB: No.
342 dated 24.03.2022 by the District Police Officer. Charsadda.

Feeling aggrieved from the order of District Police Officer, Charsadda, the
appellant preferred the instant appeal. He was summoned and he^rd in-person in Orderly
Room held in this office on 31.Orr.2022 during'which it transpired that the very act of the
appellant by not taking action on the application of above mentio'ned lady resulted in {he loss

I .
of 02 precious lives. The appellant admitted categorically that he took the issue in question
in a light mode: Hence,- the undersigned issued Show Cause Notice uncer Rule-11. Sub

Rule-4 Clause (d) of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules, '{975 as arnended 2014 for ■
enhancement to which his reply was received and found unsatisfactory.

• ’■ ■ ■ r ' i '
The appellant was heard in person in Orderly Room held in this office on

16.06.2022. However, he could not put uh any plausible reason for his act of negligence
which lead to killing of 02 ladies. '. : ^

Had he taken the application seriously which was marked to him-and had he-
.^called the accused .party to the'-Police Station for action as per law whichf included

■ preventive action, the murders could have been avoided. The lady had mentioned in her •
application that the accused wanted tp. kitl her and the same happened after a few days:

I
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/ ■. In my opinion Head Constable Fazal Nabi No. 698 did not perform'his duties 

as a Police Officer and his negligence resulted in death of 02 ladies.
This unprofessibnal approach and negligence cannot be tolerated in Police 

. Department where immediate action is required at every step.,
Keeping in view the above, I; Yaseen Farooq, PSP Regiopal Police Officer, 

Mardan, being the appellate^authority, hereby, converfthe major puhishrner^t of reduction in 

•pay by one stage into major punishment of reduction in rank from Head Constable to his 

substantive rank of Constable vyith Immediate effect •
Order Announced.

I

/

i
■

/
k

Regional Police Officet 
Mardiht f1

I

I Ii I

■^c' / 6 6

Copy forwarded to District Police Officer. Charsadda for information and 

necessary action w/r to his office Memo; No. 709/EC dated 12.05.2022. His Service Record 

is returned herewith. ■ ' .

No. 4‘.?0O. ; ./2G.22./ES, Dated Mardan tHe_
T 1*

A
(***** )
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•• i, OFFICE OF THE . '
DISTRICT. POLICE OFFICER, CHARSADD^ . 
PHONE# 091-9220400 FAX#091-92204 

EMAIL: charsaddadpo@vahoo.com 
CHARGE SHEET UNDEiR KPK POLICE RULES 1975

i

. I, Sokail Khalid, District Police- Officer Charsa<^da, as 
competent authority hereby charge you ASI Fazal Nabi, as follows, j

That you ASI Fazal Nab'i. while'posted at Police Station Prang, ' 
application/complaint of Mst: ^Falimeeda .was marked to | >ou ■ for 

^ immediate action against accused wasif .but you did not bother to so and, 
also admitted in your reply during an enquiry against SI Irfan Khari jJiat.you 

■taice the. same matter as light. DUe to your such. gross negligin :e, 02- 

preciods lives were expired. Whibh shows yoUr inefficiency and lack of 
interest in the performance of your offj.cial duties.

This amounts to grave misconduct on your part, warranting 
Departmental action against you as defmed in section-6(I) (a) ol| the KPK 

. Police Rules 1975. , i
1. By reason of the above, you appear to be gpilty of rniSconduct 

. under section 02(111) of the KPK Police kules 1975 and|has render
your self liable to all or any of the penalties as specified in section 
04 (I) a 8& b of the said rules.'. . ',

2. You are therefore, directed to submit your written defense within 
seven days of the receipt of this Charge Sheet to the Enquiry
Officer. , I

3. Your written defense, if any shpuld reach to the enqu
.within the specified.period, in case of failure, it shall be presumed 
that you have no defense to put-in ^d in that case an ex-parte 
action shall follow against you., !

4. Intimate, whether you desired to be heard in person. p

an

^ '
■ .1

I

ry officeri

I

j
1

f

OT^LicE Officer
CHARSADDA

Dis'

■ »
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OFFICE OF THE , ,
DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER, CHARSADqA ' 
PHONE# 091-9220400 FAX#091-9220fIC)l , 

EMAIL: chafsaddadDO@vahQO.com

■-i

•I'iM \ ■f1

%

DISCIPLINARY ACTION UNDER KPK POLICE RULES -^975 .
. I, Sohail Khalid, District Police Officer Charsdc da, as ^ 

competent authority am of the opinion that ASI FazaJ N£.bi, has 
rendered himself liable to be proceeded against as he has c omitted :he 
following acts/omissions, withirl the'meaning of section -02 (iii) of KPK 
Police Rules-1975. • . i

i

I

L , . STATEMENT OF ALLEGATIONS . .
That he ASI Fazal Nabi, while posted at Police Station, Prang, an

application/complaint of Mst: Fahmeeda was marked to him for'immediate 
action against accused wasif but he did not bother to do so and also 
admitted in his reply during an enquiry ag^nst SI Irfan Khan tliat he take 
the same matter as light. Due to Ins . such gross negligence, 02; precious 
lives were expired. Which shows his ino^ciency and lack of intejrest in the 
perforn .ance of his official duties.' !

This amounts to grave misconduct on, his part, warranting

• \

r

»■;

• . Departmental action against him. !
For the purpose scrutinizing the conduct of the said official, Mr. Inam 

' Jan Khan DSP Shabqadar, is hereby deputed to condpct prcrper 
departmental enquiry-against the aforesaid official, as contained in section - 
6 (1) (a)^of the dfore mentioned rules..The enquiry officer after completing all 
proceedings shall submit his verdict.to this office within (10) days. ASI Fazal 

' Nabi, is directed to appear before the enquiry officer on the date, time and 
. placed fixed by . the later (enquiry officer) a statement of charge sheet is 

attached, herewith.

I

9

* .•\
S

ICE OfficerDISTKI

' NoM^u^L/HC, dated Charsadda the OXj 01.12022 .
' CC:

Mr. Inam Jan Khan DSP Shabqadar (Enquiry Officer) 
2. ASI Fazal Nabi PS Prang

• .
I
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GOVEJRNMENT OF KMVni'.H PAKHTUNkHWA,
. . OFFICE OF The DY: vSUFEIti N TENDENT O'f POLICE,

.Shabqaoak 
pH;'091-61i8 I 302

EMAIL; DSPSHABOADAR(^^MI-.:C^

«
:

I
• \ ■

I

/S. da'tecl'SiiabqHi.hu' the .\.o I/202'2No.
f

♦
To.-

The District .Police Officer,
Charsadda.

ENQUIRY AnATNSTASIFAZAL NAJil Ol- PS I’RAIS.G
Iil

. Subject: . 
Memo:i

t. i

Kindly refer to your office order No. 26[)T)6/! Kb dated 0^03:2022.
1 Respected Sir,

. - 1.
Allegations against ASl.Pazal Nalii in the instant enquiry are that, he 

' ■ \yhile-posted at PS Prang, an application/complaint of Mst: Pahmeeda was 

marked to him for immediate action against accused Wasil'but he did notjiothcr 

. to do and also admitted in his reply during an enquiry against Si Irfan Khan that 

' he take the same matter as light. Due to-his such gross negligence, p2-precious

i

lives were expired. This shows, his inefficiency and lack of interest in the

performance of his duties.
To scrutinixe the conduct of delaulLef A.Si, enquiry in hand was»

marked bjithe District Police Officer, Charsadda to the nndersigned for enquiry ^ 

and report.
Accordingly, the defaulter ASl i'azal.Nahi was called, he was heard in 

and also recorded his written statc'mcni which is attached for readyperson
' reference. In his statement he admitted his fault that application of Mst: ,

was marked to him by Slid PSFahmeeda w/o Wisa'l against Wasif.s/q Mujahid 

Prang but he did not bother to take action against the accused parly and tpok the
altered into• issue light. Due to his negligence atid lake of interest, the issue was

heinous crime of double murder.
I
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CONCLUSION:
On 05.01.202'2, Mst: Fahmeeda (deceased) w/o, Wisal r/o Sifia Gul

application to SlIO IVang, in. which sheQuarter Charsadda submitted an 

. disclosed that one Asif s/o Mujahid'.r/P.Gulabad Sardheri entered her house
\

forcibly, beaten her. aimed pistol and also threatened her for dire consequences.^
marked to ASI Fazal Nabi for legal action, bijt.lle kertt1 '^'he same application was 

' ■ the same iii cool storage. After 12-dayS, on 17.01.2022 applicant l-ahmccda with

her sister Mst: Amina were shot dead vide FIR No. ^4, dated 17-.01.2022 u/s 

302/324-PPC PS Prang, initially FIR was registered against Racha. Khan and 

Kashif but later on complainant charged’the, real accused Wasif (}lc in liis

' statement recorded u/s 164-CrPC, who was already mentioned in the-a ipjicatirtn

submitted by deceased Mst: Fahmeeda. Fucthermorc, defaulter ASI Fa/al Nabi 

. has also admitted his fault in his reply about taking no action on the applicatidn . 

■ of deceased Mst; Fahecrnda proper on timoand told thalshe took the issue light.

' I

I

u I

■ I

I

RKCQMMENDATION: I

Keeping in view the available record and circumstances, the 

negligence of AS! Fazal Nabi has caused the lost o(' two lives. It was his 

responsibility to have taken action in the matter but in twelve days, he 
failed to make effort in application. ’ *

Being enquiry officer, am of the view that ASI t^a/.al N'ahi may be
I

I
9

given major punishment 1
V I '

l/l^
i)y: Superintendent of Police, 

Shabqadar.
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■ ■I FINAL SHOW CAUSE NOTICE

Whereas, the charge of negligence, was. referred to. enquiry officer for General 
Police Proceedings, containedu/s 5{3) Police Rules 1975.

and.
Whereas, the entjuiry officer has submitted his findings, fecomrlending you

, for Major. Punishment. . .
. AND , .

Whereas, I am satisfied with the recommendation of the enquiry officer that 

plaint of Mst;

. • «'. ■

application/corii1 you ASl Fazal Nabi, while posted at Police Station Prang,
F^meeda w4s marked to you for immediate action against accused wasif bqt you did not 

and also admitted in your reply during an enquiry against SI Irfmi Khan

an

_ bother to do so
; that you take the same matter as light. Due.tp your such gross negUgenp, 02r precious 

lives were expired. Which shows yoUr inefficiency and lack of interest in thp performance of

\

«yoUr official duties.
2.. Thus the act amounts to gross misconduct and renders yo|i liable for 
punishment, Under Police Rules 1975.

3 Therefore, I, Sohail Khalid, District Police Officer,. Charsadda in exercise of the 
' powers vested in U under rules 5(3) (af (b)' of Police Rules 1975, upoi. you tp 

explain as to why the proposed punishment may not be awarded to you.
• I * ] ’ •

4. Your reply should reach the undetsighed, within 07-days of receipf of this notice, . 
failing which disciplinary action pertaining to your dismissal, from's^ryice will be

II taken ex-parte. .

" 5‘. You are at liberty to appear in person
I hearing.

1

I t

,*

before the undersigned for personal

jI

f

LICE Officer 
CHARSADDA'

I

no._s2£L_/hc 

Dated j Q3_/2022

t
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Cj937-9?30113-114, 
OS 37-9230115

Phone No:
Fax No:
Email: diamardan@dmail.com

I

# f ?•

GOVERNMENT OF KHYBER PAKHTpNKHWA 
, OFFICE OF THE 

REGIONAL POLICE bFEICTRi ' 
MARDAN ’ /v <

t '

• • y

X !"•;■••• - ■
. i ' i v‘ • , V

No. /ES. dated. Mardan Region the

SHOW CAUSE NOTICE
\ .

Whereas, ymi (INC Fazal Nabi No.698) while ported at Police Station'. 
Prang, Charsadda vyere marked an application of deceased : Mst.Fahmeeda for ^ 
immediate action against.accused Wasif but you did not bother to do so and rather 

'.. admitted that you took the matter as light. Your this act of laxity and sheer negligence 

cost the killing of applicant Mst. Fahmeeda as well as her sister lyist A Tilna. On account 

of the aforementioned allegations departmental enquiry was initiated against you ^and

I

you were awarded punishment of reduction in pay by one stage v de O.B No.342. dated . 
■ , 24-03-2022, Feeling aggrieved, you nied a departmental appea^l and duijing personal

hearing it transpired that the .order of. punishment does not commensurate with the 

gravity of your misconduct, rather you deserve not to be retained in the force because of

the unbecoming of an officer. i
Therefoferftie^oposed that why your punishment s lali not j^e enhanced 

as envisaged under Rule 11.'Sub Rule 4 Clause (d) af the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police

I

I I
i

I

Rules, 1975 as amended 2014. 
Hence, I, Yaseen Farooq^^SP Regional Police OWicer, l\jardan in the 

exercise of the power vested under Rule 11, Sub Rule 4 Clause (d),of the Khyber 

Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules, 1975 as amerided 2014 call upon you d Show Cause as to
why not impose upon you the enhance punishment of dispiissei/rfemoval of service 

provided in the above-rhentioned rules,
Your reply shall reach this office within 07 days of feceipt.of the hlotice, 

■failing which it will be presumed that you have no explanation to offer.
You are at liberty to appear for ^rsinal hearing before the undersigned.

' 9

REGIONAL POLICE OFfICER,
\i MARDAN.

; IHC Fazal Nabi No.698 
District Charsadda I

cc.
The District Police Officer, Charsadda. 

2. . The Office Supdt: Region Office.
1

Aii
I-

OistrietTOiiee Offfeer 
•Charssdds

•.
I .

mailto:diamardan@dmail.com
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Better Copy

OFFICE OF THE
INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE 

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 
CENTRAL POICE OFFICE, 

PESHAWAR

Order
This order is hereby passed to disjx.oC of Revision Petition under Rule 11-A of Khyber 

Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules-1975 (amended 201<) submitted by FC Fazal Nabi No. 698 (the then HC), The

petitioner was awarded minor punishment of reduction in pay by one stage by DPO/Charsadda vide OB No. 

342, dated 24.03.2022 on the allegations that he while posted at PS Prang, an application/complaint of Mst: 
Fahmeeda was marked to him for immediate action against accused Wasif but he did not bother to do so 

and also admitted in his reply during an enquiry against SI Irfan Khan that he took the same mater as light. 
Due to such great negligence, two (02) precious lives were lost.

The Appellate Authority i.e RPO/Mardv^n.converted his punishment of reduction in pay by one 

stage into major punishment of reduction in ramv from Head Constable to substantive rank of Constable 

vide order Endst: No. 4300/ES, dated 20.06.202'i’.

Meeting of Appellate Board was held on 18.04.2023 wherein petitioner was heard in person. 

Petitioner contended that he is innocent.

Perusal of enquiry papers revealed that the allegations leveled against the petitioner have been 

proved. During hearing, petitioner failed to advance any plausible explanation in rebuttal of the charge. 

The Board sees no ground and reasons for acceptance of his petition, therefore, the Board decided that his 

petition is hereby rejected.

Sd/-
SABIR AHMED, PSP

Additional Inspector General of Police, 
HQrs; Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar

No. S/1324-29/23., dated Peshawar the 15-05/2023 
Copy of the above is forwarded to the:

1. The Regional Police Office, Mardan. The Service Roll and Fauji Missal, of the above named FC 
received vide your office Memo: No. 50f‘2/ES, dated 27.07.2023 is returned herewith for your 
office record.

2. District Police Officer, Charsadda.
3. AIG/Legal, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Pesh;.,.._r.
4. PA to Addl: IGP/HQrs: Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
5. PA 0 DIG/HQrs: Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
6. Office Supdt: E-IV CPO Peshawar.

Sd/-
(MUHAMMAD AZHAR), PSP

AIG/Establishment,
For Inspector General of Police, 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar
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GOVERNMENT OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 
OFFICE OF THE DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER CHARSADDA 

PHONE# 091 /9220400 FAX# 091 -9220401
EMAIL: charsaddadDO@vahoo.com

Authority Letter in Service Appeal No. 1462/2023 -Title Fazal Nabi

Mr. Ijaz Hussain, DSP Legal Charsadda, is hereby authorized to appear before the 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal, Peshawar in the above captioned Service Appeal 

on behalf of answering respondents. He is also authorized to submit all required 

documents and replies etc as representative of the answering respondents through the 

Additional Advocate General, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.

Regional Piblice Of icer, 
Mardan y

(Respondent 4^ ?/7

DistricLPtJlice Officer,
Charsadda 

i^tespondent No.4)
Fefe'eg,

AddI: Inspector General of Police, 
HQrs; KPK Peshawar 
(Respondent No. 2)

. >

mailto:charsaddadDO@vahoo.com


BEFORE THE HONOURABLE KPK SERVICES TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. 1462/2023

Fazal Nabi (IHC No.698) presently Constable at Police Station Tarnab District 
Charsadda.

Appellant

VERSUS

Provincial Police Officer, KPK ft others
Respondents

AFFIDAVIT

I, Ijaz Hussain, DSP Legal Charsadda (representative of the department) do 

hereby solemnly affirm and declare on Oath that contents of the parawise comments are 

true and nothing has been concealed from this Hon'ble Tribunal.
It is further stated on oath that in this appeal, the answering respondents 

have neither been placed ex-parte nor their defense has been struck off.

DEPONENT:
CNIC No. 17201-3070498-1
Cell #0321-9733628


