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“BEFORE THE HONOURABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICES TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. 1462/2023

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

Charsadda. o sseeeseeeseesenes Appellant
VERSUS
Provincial Police Officer, KPK & others  ceninnnnnenne Respondents
ehror Totdtiihws
REPLY/PARAWISE COMMENTS BY RESPONDENTS. ™ 'Srvice Fritumnish
<
Respectfully Sheweth: vy Nev %b( ’
Preliminary Objections: L 3% _10-3>
: ’ 131 00U et

That appellant has not approached to this Hon’ble tribunal with clean hands.
2. That the appellant has suppressed actual facts/factual position from this
Hon’ble tribual.
3. That the appeal of appellant is not based on facts.
4. That the appeal of appellant is bad for non-joinder and misjoinder of

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

'REPLY ON FACTS:
1. Correct to the extent that appellant got induction into Police department on

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
was awarded (major punishment/minor punishments), including major
punishment of reduction in pay by one stage as well 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.
2. Incorrect. The appellant during his posting in PS Prang, was marked with a
vcomplaint 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 argurnent 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,
D&E.
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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
was 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. Consegquently
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 & 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/RPO
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 majcr punishment of reduction in pay by one stage was
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 1, 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.respovndent 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, durihg the inquiry against Irfan Khan SI the
then SHO PS Prang in tne same incident, that he took the subject matter
(complaint of Mst Fahmida) as light' and did not act promptly for the
prevention of any untoward incident, which resultantly caused the loss of two
lives. Subsequently, respondent No.2 had issued order No. 5/1324-29/23
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
amor_\gst the others.
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GROUNDS:

A. 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.

B. 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.

C. Para already explained in para-2 of the facts.

D. Para already explained.

E. 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.

F. Incorrect. Contrary to the claims made by appellant, service record speaks
the opposite, which is tainted with multiple bad entries.

G. 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.

H. The appellant was treated in accordance with law/rules.

I That the respondents seek permission of this Hon’ble Tribunal for further
additional grounds at the time of arguments.

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 wijth cost.

/

District Police Officer,
Charsadda
(Respondent No.4)

oaa lctie.

Addl: Inspector Generatl of Police,
HQrs; KPK Peshawar
(Respondent No.2)
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| ORDER | T =
. This order will dlspose of the departmental enquu'y against THC Fazal '

Nabi, . while posted at Police Statnon Prang, an apphcatlon /complamt of Mst:

: Fahmeeda was marked to him for immediate actxon agamst accused wasﬁ' but he' did

not bother to do so and also admitted in h1s reply dunng an enqurry agarmst SI Irfan

' Khan that he take the same mattcr as hght Due 'to hxs such gross neghi ence, 02-

prec1ous lives were expired. Which shows his: mefﬁcwncy and lack of interest in.the

L
» performance of his official dutles On the above allegatlon he was issue Charge

3

K Sheet together Wlth statement of allegatxons under.Sub Section 3, éechon S5 of

- ‘Police” Rules 19765. Mr Inam, Jan Khan DSP Shabqadar was nommated as
inquiiry officer for probing 1nto the matter by conductlng departmental inquiry

agaanst him and he after fulfillment of codal, formalltres has subnrutted his

. . ~
N

findmgs IR ' " : .
Subsequently, IHC Fazal Nabi, was. 1ssued Fmal Show Cause Nonce U/s

| . 5(3) Police Rules 1975 reply to which was recelved but found unsatzsfactory

After perusal of the enqulry papers & recommendatlon of théd en uiry
ofﬁcer as well as hearing him in orderely roorn the undersxgned reached tj the

conclusmn that the allegations levelled agamst the official has been proved

therefore he is hereby awarded the “Major Pumshment of Reductxon in pay

by one stage”

O B No ,ﬁfé I
Date zzéyﬁ /2022

_"&ﬁ_/ HC, dated Charsadda the 2
cc
‘Pay Ofﬁcer/ OASI o oo —

EC/FMC%}&' gt
1 /C Lab
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A}“s order will d“pose of the departmental enquiry a 878
b while posted at PoJme Station Sardheri, On " ogyzoggmst ASI Fazal
Sambzada r/o Sardherl submitted a written cumplamt e Mushiag
wherem he stated that he was the complainant of vase FIR Nzga:nst' shim,
27.09: 2019 u/s 379-PPC PS Sardheri and that he tool Rs. 4,000 ;i :&:Ld
m

ification an
a8 i ilcgal gratl lc{iﬂaiso tried to make his'case wcak In this regard a

or reliminary enquiry was also conducted through SP Investigation
charsadda wherein you held respons1b1e for the same.

On the above allegauon he was 1ssued Charge Sheet together with
statement of allega‘uons under Sub Sectxon 3, Segtion 5 of Police Rules
1975. The Enquiry Officer - Farooq Zaman Khan DSP Shabqadar was
nominated for probing *nto the matter by conducung departmental cnquiry
against him and he after fulﬁllment of codal formahtles has submitted his
findings. ;
Subsequently, A&ZE Faaal Nabl, was issued Final Show Cause Notice

' u/s 5(3) Police Rules 1975 reply to which was received.

After perusal of ‘the enquiry papers and rceommendauon of the
enquiry officer, the delmquent officer ASI Fazal Nabi ia hereby awarded the

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

S ;

MUHAMMAD SHOAIB KHAN (P$P)
DIS’I‘RIC‘}‘ POLICE OFFICER
CHARSADDA

0.B No_ 8 Z g
Datc %/2020

-1111-6__"1_?:/ HC, datﬁd Charsadda the yh-to [2020
Cc.

Pay Officer,

EC/FMC. - | -
S Abtesled

. Scanned with CamScanner

Armesste” A1
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ORDER

This order will disposed off the departmental enquiry against HC Fazal Nabi No. 698, -
while posted as Moharrir PS Tangi, letter No. 1772/ST, dated 16.07.2012 followed by memo: -
reminder No. 395-97/ST, dated 19.11.2012, regarding District Wise List of Proscribed
Organization, was marked to PS Tangi through DSP Tangi, he was directed time & again
telephonically by Steno/Reader of DSP Tangi t0 submit reports on urgent basis. but he badly
failed to submit & thus the same lettex-is stiil perding in Police Station. Being a responsible
Police Officer as Moharrir, his act is highly objectionable and against the rules/regulations of the
discipline force. This shows his inefficiency, lack of interest in the performance of his official

duty.

In the above allegation he was issped. Charge Sheet together with statement of allegation
under Sub Section 3, Section 5 of Police Rules 1975. Enquiry Officer Muhammad Zahir Shah
Khan, DSP Shabqadar was nominated for co:*.qucting departmental enquiry against him. The

enquiry officer after conducting proper -depa;‘:té*r.entai enquiry submitted findings.

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

Police Rules 1975 reply to it was received.

After going through the enquiry papers & recommendation ol the enquiry officer. he is
hereby awarded the minor punishment of *Stcppage of one annual increment without cumulative

effect” & strictly warned to be careful in future. '

™

¢t Police Officer
O.B No /'8 Charsadda ,
Date /_/2013
No /PA, dated Charsadda ‘Le
, rsadda ke 2 ol /2013

Copy for information and necessary uction (o the: M
1. Pay Officer/OASI A/&f
2.

EC/FMCLy ¢ ﬂo o‘;(k F@/ (j W,

Scanned with CamScanner
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“uniform but in vain and my instructions/directions were given deaf ear deliberately,

. Shapqadar was nominated for conducting departmental enquiry against him. Enquiry
_-officer after conducting proper departmental enquiry submitted findings.

ORDER

This order will disposed off the departmental enquiry against HC Fazal Nabi
No.698, while posted as MHC PS Tarnab, during a meeting held in the office of the
undersigned on 11.10.2010, the SDPOs/SHOs were strictly directed to inform their
mobharrir staff to provide Police strength on 12.10.2010 for special duty in proper/clean

which is against the rules & regulations <[ the discipline force. In this regard he was
issued show cause notice, reply to which v.as found unsatisfactory.

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

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 paners & recommendation of the enquiry officer,
he is hereby awarded the minor panisk..cnt of “CENSURE” & strictly warned to be
careful in future. T '

olice Officer,
Charsadda

0.BNo. 237

Dated 2./ /2011 |
No37 77-78/PA, dated Charsadda the ;;{.3[/29201 1

Copy to the:
1. EC/FMCV

S  paled
s

Scanned with CamScanner



*+
N

PRy

9 ORDER

A .
P .,V\,V\e)ééz/ifé’ o '
£ /= Al ‘1

. " This order will disposed off the departmental enquiry against HC Fazal Nabi
No0.698, 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

v misconduct on his part and renders him liable for punishment.

In the above allegation he-was i;ssuc-:! 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.

Subsequently HC Fazal Nabi No.698 was issued Final Show Cause Notice, reply
to which was received. -

~—

After going through 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” & strictly
warned to be careful in future.

0.BNo_ 344

Date_&A3 12011

NO&Q%#ZIPA, dated Charsadda the _p€/ £,3 /2011

Copy for information and necessary action to the:-

1. Pay Officer/OASI A
2. EC/FM W

Charsadda

Scanned with CamScanner
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-'_,,,. < O . This, order will dlspose-ofhihe deparimental_appealhpreferred -by-- Head~ ——]

Ca enqurry} against Sub. lnspector lr-fan Khan that he took the same- maller as lrght -Due-to such* =

- — ___._.—___.__--_7—..—.-

. Constable Fazal Nabi No. 698 &f- Charsadda District Police aqalnst the ‘order of District
Police Officer, Charsadda, Whereby he was awarded major punishment of reduction in pay
by one stage vide _OB. No. 342 dated 24.J03.2022. The appellant was proceeded against
departmentally on the allegations that he while ‘posted at Police Station Prang, an
'applicationlcomplaint of Mst: Fahmeeda was marked to him for irn ediate action against -
accused Wasif but he did not bother to do so and also, admitted rn his reply during an

gross negllgence 02 -precious Irves were. lost o

Proper deparlmental enqurry proceedrngs were initiated laqalnst him. He was '
issued Charge Sheet alongwrth Statement of Alleganons and Sub Dlvrslonal Police Officer . ~
(SDPO) Shabgadar, Charsadda was nommated as Enqurry Officer. The anurry Officer after |
fulﬁllrng codal formalities submitted -his _findings to District Polllce Officer, Charsadda,
wherem he held responsrble the delunquent Off icer for neglrgence nd: recommended for
major punishment. ' T . : - o

-~

He was . issued Flnal Snow Cause -Notice to which his reply was
received/perused anid found unsatrsfactory ‘In light of the recommendatlons of the enquiry.
Officer he was awarded major pumshment of reductron in pay by one stage vlde OB No
042 dated 24.03.2022 by the District Polrce Officer, Charsadda : ,

Feeling aggrieved from the order of Dlstnct Police Offi cer Charsadda, the
appellant preferred the mstant appeal He was summoned and heard in- person in Orderly
Room held |n this office on 31. 05 2022 dunng which it transpured that the very dct of the:
appellant by not taklng action'on the applrcatron of above mentrorted lady resulted in the loss
of 02 precrous lives. The appellant admltted categoncally that he took the issue in question
in a lxght moede. Hence; the unde rsrgned |ssued Show Cause Notice unjer Rule-11, Sub--
Rule 4 Clause (d) of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Polrce Rules, 197"5 as a ended 2014 for .

' enhancement to which his reply was recelved and found unsatasfactory |

The appellant was heard in perSon in Orderly Room held in this office on'

- 16. 06 2022. However ‘he could not put up any plausrble reason for his act of neglrgence_
o which lead to Killing of 02 tadies. o ’

_Had he taken the applrcatlon senously whrch was marked to h|m and had he:
.,cailed the accused party to -the . Pollie Station for action as ‘per law whicht included
- preventive action, the murders could have been avonded The lady had mentroned n her'-'_
apihcatron that the accused wanted to km her and the same happened after a few days. -

3‘.@&-@ .U




in my opinion ‘Head Constable Fazal Nabi No. 698 did not p rform his duties
‘ asa Police Officer and his negligence resulted in.death of 02 ladies.

This unprofesswnal approach and neglagence cannot be- tolerated in Police
' . Department where immediate action is requlred at every step.,
p o : Keeping in view the above; I Yaseen Farooq, PSP Reglopal Pollce Officer,
S Mardan, bemg the appellate authorlty hereby convert ‘the major pu'\lshmer}t of reductson in
- -pay by one stage into major punishment. of reductlon in rank from Head Constable to his
| substantiye rank of Constable with tmmediate effect . . P -

L ' Order Announced. . - . . . - v! " '
' = K ) . , B . ) ..
‘l ’ ' S -~ . . = .7+ Regional Pol?e fficel, .
Y R S . SEET * Mard
' o [g 2¢e J/ES,  Dated Mardan the_ N / &) 6 ' 12?22.‘
i' : " Copy forwarded to District Police Offcer, Charsadda for information and

necessary action wir to his office Memo: No. 709/EC dated 12.05.2022. His Service Record
is returned herewith. '

X (u’aa-ﬁ)
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' . OFFICE OF THE o {

DIbTRICT POLICE OFFICER, CHARSADD/}
PHONE# 091-9220400 FAX#091-922040

. - EMAIL: charsaddadpo@yahoo. com\ '

CHARGE SHLET UNDER KPK. PG)LICE RULES 1975 ‘

/que)éuw c

S Sohail Khahd Dlptnct Pohce Ofﬁcer Charsladda,
competént authonty hereby. charge you ASI Fazal Nabi, as follows. | . .
That you ASI Fazal Nabi, while’ posted at Police Statlon Prang, .
an apphoatmn/ complaint - of Mst:’ Fahmeeda was  marked to| aif
. . immediate action against accused wasif but you did not bother to Fq) so and ,
‘ © also admitted in your reply during an enquu'y against SI Irfan Khan | at.you
: ﬂ . ~tai{e the same matter as light. Due to your such. gross neglig nce, 02- -
L prec1ous lives were explred Wh1dh shows your 1nefﬁcxency and lack of
_ 1nterest in the performance of your ofﬁmal duties.” . . | o -l
o T - This amounts to grave nusconduct on your part, warrantmg . o .
s Departmental action agamst you as deﬁned in schon-G(I) (a) oi the KPK
+ " Police Rules 1975. o
' - 1. By reason of the above, you appear to be guilty of mxsconduct
B under section 02(JII) of the KPK Police Rules 1975 and 'has render .
[ T _ your self liable to all or any of the penalt1es as speqﬁed uf section .
" .. - 04 () a&b of the said rules.’
2. You are therefore, directed to subrmt your written’ defense mthm
T, o seven days of the recelpt of thls Charge bheet to th<J~ Enquiry
i . " Officer. .

’ v A_ 3 Your written defense, if any should reach to the’ enqu ry ofﬁcer'
' l e -~ within the spec1ﬁed _period, in"case of failure, it shali be resumed

that you have no defense to put-in and 1n that case r'm ex—parte‘
action shall follow against you..
‘4, Intimate, whether you desired to be heard in person

! . . Lo . . : ) |-

AT

-~ . DIs LICE OFFICER
' ' CHARSADDA . |

qikt



mailto:charsaddadpo@vahoo.com

SO

C OFFICE OF ’I‘HD
DISTRICT FOLICE OFFICER, CHARSAD[iA

PHONE# 091-9220400 FAX#091-9220401

AEMAIL. chaijsaddadpo@yahoo com

@ Anlexsze 1

DISCIPLINARY ACTION- UNDER KPK POLICE RULES ..,1975 . | l

: I,- Sohail Khalid, Dlstrlct Pohce Officer Charsa da, as-*
"y . competent authority am of the opinion that ASI Fazal Nabi, E s

", - rendered himself liable to be proceeded agamst as he has comitted the
' : follong acts/omissions within the meamng of sectlon -02 (m) of PK
. Police Rules-1975. .

! . .
} e STATEMENT OF ALLEGAT IONS a ' " : ‘
o That he ASI Fazal Nabi,’ Whlle posted at Pohce Statlon Prang,
apphcatwn/ complaint of Mst: Fahmeeda was marked to him for immediate
.~ . action against accused - ‘wasif but he did not .bother to do so and also o
. to- -adrmtted in his reply during an enqulry agamst SI Irfan Khan that he take S

o the same matter as light. Due to his.such gross negligence, 02: prccmus

- lives were expired. Which shows hlS ma$ﬁ01ency and lack of mtelrest in the .
perfon-i:nce of his official duties. : : I

A is amounts to grave m’isconduct ‘on : ‘his part, warranting,
o Departmental action agamst him. = : . |

For the purpose scrutinizing the conduct of the sald ofﬁc1ai Mr. Inam 1
" "Jan Khan DSP Shabqadar, is 'hereby deputed to condqct proper
" departmental enquiry-against the aforesald ofﬁc1a1 as contained in section -
6 (]) (a) of the afore mentioned rules.-The enqulry officer after co plletmg all
. » proceedmgs shall submit his verdict to this office within (10} days, ASI Fazal
- .7 "Nabi, is directed to appear before the enqulry officer on the date, 'time and -
. placed fixed by the later (enqu1ry ofﬁcer) a statement of charge sheet is

-_}. ' 'attachedheremth . L . S -

3496 /HC dated Charsadda the . azl az /2022

,/1’. Mr Inam Jan Khan DSP Shabqadar (Enquu'y Officer}
2. ASL Fazald Nabi PS Prang .
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o ~-'A~\_he>am'—F\'

. (JOVERNMENI or K1iynir PAKHTUNKAWA,
- QFFICE OF THE DY: SUPERINTENDENT OF Pouu,
" ' SHABQALAK - . . '
4 PH: '091-6281302 ' o
l:MAIL DSPSHABQADM?OGA AIL.COM - '

No. %\\-\G,} /S chted Shaquhu the \o\ X /2098 !

=

. e

To, - |
‘ ‘The District Police Oﬁicer .
~ Char sadda d L
Subject: - . NQUIRY AGAINS L ASI FA?A.L NABI OQF P$§ l’l{ANG !
Memo: '
A . Kindly refer to your offlce order No. 26 66/! I(; dated 03-03-2022.
' Respected Sir, '

Allegation$ against AS1.Fazat Nabl in Ilhc msLant cnquiry arc that, he

" while ‘posted at P$ Prang, an appllcanon/compldxm ol Mst Yahmeeda was’

marked to him for 1mmedlate actlon agamst accused Wasul but he did not pothcr

. to do and also admltted in l'hs 1eply durmg an enquuy a;,amet Si-Trfan Khan that

o he take the same mattcr as lwht Duc tor his- such ;,ross negligence, P2- precious

and report.

lives were expired. !hls shows, his mcfﬁcncncy and Tack of interest in the
performance of his dutn(:s . '
To scrutml/c the conduct of ddaultu ASI, enquily-i hand was

marked bythe District Police Of_ﬁcer,-(;harsadd;a to the undersigned for enquiry

Accordmg,ly, Lhc defaultcn AS] I a/al Nabi was called, he was heard in’

", person and also recorded hlS wuttcn statcmcm wtm,h s auachcd for Icady_

" reference. In hlS statemcnt he admltted his lau[l Lhdl applmauon of Mst:

heinous crime of double murder. © . ¢ ¢

Fahmeeda w/o Wisal ammsf Wasxf s/o Ml.!]ahld was marked to him by SN0 PS

Prang ‘but he did not bother to take action agams«t Lhc ace uscd parly and l$0k the

- issue light. Due to his nc;,h;,(.nce ahd lake o[ mlczcsl the issuc was altercd into

fetdid

- .




L ION: . , . ) :
On 05.01.2022, Mst: Fahmeeda (deécascd) w/o. Wisal r/o Sigla Gul

Quarter Charsadda submitted an apphcatlon to SHO- l’rang, in. which she _
disclosed that one Asif s/o MU]ahld r/o Gulabad Saldhcn entered her housc

. forcibly, beaten her, aimed pistol and also thrcatcm_d her Ior dire (.onscqucm.cs

]he same appllcatlon was marked to AS! Fazal Nabl for lcgal action, bdt He kept

the same in cool storage. Aftcr 12- days. on 17. 01.2022 applicant ¥ ‘ahmeeda with
her 51ster Mst: Amina were shot dead v1de FIR No 34, dated 17.01. 2022 u/s

.302/324 PPC PS Prang. initially FIR was rcgtstcn ed n;,,unst Bacha. Khan and

' _Kashlf but later on complamant charpcd the real a(unscd Wasif ‘1“’ in his

_ statement.recorded u/s 164-CrPC, who was already mentmned in th(.-applllcatmn :

submitted by deceased Mst: I‘ahrheeda l‘urthcrmoré, defaulter AS lJa'/al Nabi -

e

has also admltted his fault in hls reply about takmg no a(.uon on the apphcatlon .

n_of deccased Mst: Fahecmda proper on time: and told thaL he took th(. issuc light.

' REQQMMENDATION _

. Keeping in view the avallable record and cu-cumstances, the
| neghgence of ASI Fazal Nabi has caused the lost ol two lives. It was his
v_‘responsablhty ‘to have taken action in- the mattcr but in twclve days he

- failed to make effortin appllcatxon ‘ ,

Being enquiry ofﬁcer am ofthc view that ASI Falal Nahn may he-

’ __)7

. l)y Sumndent of Police,

, /f@ _ | .‘ . bhahqadar

glvenma]orpumshment. o " . ; ' _1




© for Major Punishment.

| 'bother to do so and also admltted in your reply dunng ‘an enqulry agamst SI Irfan Khan .

Dated ¢4 - 03 /2022

FINAL SHOW ‘musE. 'NOTICE

Whereas, the charge of neghgence was. referred tQ. cnqulry ofﬁcer for General -
Pohce Proceedmgs contained u/s 5(3) Police’ Rules 1975
AND. : : : )
Wherea's,.the enquiry' ofﬁcer has subm1tted his ﬁndmgs, recomrhend ng you .

g Whereas, I am satisfied Wlth the recommendation of the enquiry officer that -

laint of Mst:

you ASl Fazal Nabi, wh1le posted at Pohce Statron Prang, an apphcatlon /co
Fahmeeda was marked to you for- unmedlate act10n against accused wasif but you did not
that you take the same matter. as light. Due, to your such gross neghgeIm',e 02- prec1ous
lives were expn‘ed Which shows your 1nefﬁc1ency and lack of 1ntercst in the performance of
your official dunes ‘ ' ' ‘

2. Thus the act amounts to gross rmsconduct and renders you liabie for,
pumshment under Police Rules 1975.. : oo : : ' | '

3. Therefore, I Soha11 Khalid, DlStrlCt Pohce Ofﬁoer, Charsadda in exercxse of the
powers vested in ine under rules 5(3) a) (b) of Police Rules 1975, 1<:all upon you tp

) expléun as to. why the proposed. pumshm«,nt may not be awarded to you.

' 4 Your reply should reach the unders1gﬁed within 07 days of recelpt of this notlce, .
‘ fallmg which d1s01phnary actlon pertammg to your dlsmlssal from's |rv1ce will be

‘takenex-parte . o L L

' ‘5 You are at hberty to appea.r in person before the undersngned for personal
hearlng S . . ' - :

No_Sﬁ_/ HC
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“No. 5‘%53

B 'heanng it transpired that the oorder. of. punlshment does not commensu

- IHC Fazal Nabi No. 698

| ;ﬂrn1<:zzotz_ jr'
Phone No: (4937-9280113-114,
Fax No:

. OFFICE OF THE wwwwwu
REGIONAL POLICE OFEICER:.. "~
' MARDAN | A

[ES, dated, Mardan Reg&n the 015t Juh

SHOW CAUSE NOTICE

! Whereas you (HC Fa;al Nabl No. 698) whrle poét|ed at Pohce Statlon\ :

'~_Prang, Charsadda were marked ‘an applrcatlon of deceased: Mst. Fahmeeda for
) rmmedlate action agamst accused Wasif. but you did not bother to do so and rather

&

" admltted that you took the matter as irght Your this act of laxity and sheer neglrgence
x cost the krlllng of applicant Mst. Fahmeeda as well as her sister- Mst1 Amina. On account
_-of the aforement:oned allegatrons departmental enquiry was initiate against you ; and.

you were -awarded punishment of reductlon in pay by one stage v de 0.B No.342, dated

. 24-03:2022, Feelmg aggrieved, you ﬂled a departmental appeal and duTng personal

ate with the

' gravrty of your misconduct, rather you deserve not to be retamed in the force because of

the unbecomrng of an oﬁ" icer. e i
Thereforegusﬁaroposed that why your punlshment shall not pe enhanced |

as envrsaged under Ru!e 11, Sub Rule 4 Clause (d) of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police
Rules, 1975 as amended 2014. A g SRR

" Hence, |, ‘Yaseen Farooq.fSP Reglcmal Police Olﬁcer, ardan in the

exercr4e of the power vasted under Rule 11, Sub Rule 4 Clause (d). of the Khyber

= _Pakhtunkhwa Polrce Rules, 1975 as amended 2014 call upon you ko Show Cause as to
- why not impose upon you the enhance pumshment of drsmlssailremoval of service

" provided in the above-mentioned rules

Your reply shall reach this off ice W|th1n 07 days of recezpt of the Notlce _

’ faslrng whrch it will be presumed that you ‘havé no explanat:on to offer.

You are at liberty to appear for pers&nal hearrng before the undersrgned

. REGIONAL POLIC OFFICER,

N ¢ S MARDAN.

w /Eﬁ

District Chgrsadd , ‘.
CC.

1. / The Dlstrlct Pohde Officer, Charsadda
2. L The Office Supdt Regron Office. '

e District¥olice Offfser
- Charsadds

3
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L Better Copy

OFFICE OF THE
INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
CENTRAL POICE OFFICE,
PESHAWAR

URDER :
This order is hereby passed to dispi.e of Revision Petition under Rule 11-A of Khyber

Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules-1975 (amended 201 4) suiaitted 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 O3 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 ﬁot 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/Marden_c_m,llye,rted his punishment of reduction in pay by one
stage into major punishment of reduction in ra'._l;" fr-om Head Constable to substantive rank of Constable
vide order Endst: No. 4300/ES, dated 20.06.202.

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. §/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. 50:2/55S, dated 27.07.2023 is returned herewith for your
office record.

District Police Officer, Charsadda.

AlG/Legal, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Pesh:.......

PA to Addl: IGP/HQrs: Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
PA o DIG/HQrs: Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

Office Supdt: E-IV CPO Peshawar.
-—

AN AN el

Sd/-
A W ) (MUHAMMAD AZHAR), PSP
L AIG/Establishment,
For Inspector General of Police,
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar




D)

GOVERNMENT OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
OFFICE OF THE DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER CHARSADDA
PHONE# 091/9220400 FAX# 091-9220401

EMAIL: charsaddadpo®@yahoo.com

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

Mr. ljaz 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.

District.P¢6lice Officer, ~ - Regional Police Officer,
Charsadda . Mafda
éRes pondent No.4) (Responden
elitet ?@Eﬂmﬁ 0.%6; \/Z

3N .
U ey S ety
Lo, | A ) -
SR .

“—?

Addl: 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 (I'HC Mo.698) presently Constable at Police Station Tarnab District
Charsadda.
Appellant

Provincial Police Officer, KPK & others
..................... Respondents

AEFIDAVIT

l, ljaz 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 statgd 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




