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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL,

PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal /2023

508, DistrictNawaz, ' Ex-Constable No.Muhammad

(Appellant)Hangu

VERSUS

1. Regional Police Officer, Kohat Region, Kohat.
■

(Respondents)2. District Police Officer (DPO), Hangu
r
{

I
APPEAL U/S 4 OF THE KHYBER \ -

PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL
/

I- •'
ACT 1974, AGAINST THE IMPUGNED i

? •

ORDER DATED 03/10/2023 WHEREBY

DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL OF THE
f-

APPELLANT AGAINST THE IMPUGNED

ORDER (IMPUGNED HEREIN! DATED

03/07/2023 WAS DISMISSED.

Prayer in appeal:

On acceptance of the instant Service Appeal,
j .

both the impugned orders may very graciously be set 

aside and the appellant may kindly be reinstated on

the post with al back benefits.

i
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Respectfully Sheweth:

after his , appointment asThat the appellant 

Constable was serving in, the department under the
1.

kind command of the respondents with full zeal and _

of sudden departmental # r■when alldevotion 1

initiated against him.proceedings were

That all. those proceedings were not in the in the2.

knowledge of the appellant and he came to know
J •

when final show cause notice was received by him. 

(Copy of final show cause notice is attached as

annexure “A”).

■

That the final show cause notice was answered well

grounds but

neither considered nor 

attached as annexure

3.

with reasonablewithin time

unfortunately those were

I (Copy of reply, is■d

“B”).

of the final show cause notice charge

issued to the

That prior 

sheet/ disciplinary action

4.

were

neither served upon him'appellant but those were
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“5 /

‘ •f'-

received by him but after coming to know 

about those, he succeed in getting its copy that too 

replied properly. (Copies of charge sheet

attached as

nor were

was.

/disciplinary action and reply are 

annexure “C”).

■

That the appellant was awarded major penalty of 

dismissal from service vide order having No. 3388- 

91/ EC dated Hangu, the 03/07/2023. (Copy of the 

order dated 03/07/2023 is attached as annexure

V

5.

r ■

'

“D”). ‘

That being aggrieved of the same the appellant 

submitted departmental appeal
I

before respondent No. 1. (Copy of departmental 

appeal is attached as annexure “E”).

6.

07/07/2023on

f
i

■ t

That respondent No. 1 vide impugned order having 

No. 1050/EC dated Kohat the 03/10/2023 rejected
r

the same unlawfully, illegally and without going to 

the merit of the case. '(Copy of the impugned order 

dated 03/ 10/2023 is. attached a's annexure “F”).

7.

«

i

■ ^
I
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That being highly aggrieved of the same the 

appellant prefers the instmt'service appe'al inter- 

ailia, on the following amongst others:

8.

r« ■

; .r
i- ■
i
I

• t.GROUNDS:
I '

r
A. - That veiy harsh penalty of dismissal from service 

has been awarded to the appellant for the offences

hcommitted by him, the appellant being anever
■

young person and according to Rule L (a) of the

Police Rules 1975 dismissal from service does)

disqualify for future employment. i- . •
? ■

I'
t. ■

B. That the allegation of pressurizing the SHO of the 

concerned police station is quite^baseless and does
f

not attract to’ the prudent mind how a police r •
i

constable of ordina,ry rank can interfere and

pressurize the police officer of high rank i.e. SHO
(

etc.

C. That another allegation/ charge regarding
/

involvement of the appellant in curse business of

narcotics is also baseless he never involved in such

like activities and it was so then there exists specific

I

/



laws governing that subject matter the appellant

be tried under those laws but not even a 

single case has been reported sigainst him. ^

.was to

similarly allegation/ Charge-Ill is also

such like

D. That

baseless, the appellant never involved in

mentioned in the impugned orders

passed by respondents No. 1 and 2.

activates as

the instant one the appellant was 

the basis of mere false

That prior to

dismissed from service on

and baseless allegations arid this Honhle, Service

Tribunal was pleased in reinstating him with all. 
< * ■

back benefits. Ill will of the respondents is evident 

order sheets of the HonTile Service

E.
f';

from the

Tribunal of the implementation' petition of the

appellant.
I

That in. the instant case nothing is available on 

record nor anything proved in the so-call inquiry 

which could connect the appellant with the charges 

leveled against him..

F. .

*
j

I
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1

not conducted in impartialG. That any inquiry was

neither an-y evidence was produced nor themanner
!•

a chance to cross-examine theappellant was given 

witnesses. Furthermore the appellant has been iy

condemned unheard in violation of the basic 

principle of natural justice.

That the impugned orders do. not fulfill the 

prerequisite of speaking orders wherein the grounds 

taken by the appellant in his defence have never 

been discussed. ‘

H. 5
!•

f

That the appellant hails from a veiy poor family eCnd 

the service is the only source of earning livelihood 

for himself and his entire family.

I..

That any other ground can . also, be talcen with 

of. this Honhle Tribunal during the

. J.

permission

arguments.

'It is, therefore, humbly prayed that

of the instant Service Appeal, both the

on

acceptance

impugned orders may very graciously be set aside



IJ' r
and the appellant may kindly be reinstated on'the

. post with al back benefits.

\
1

Any other relief as deemed appropriate in 

circumstances of the case, not specifically asked for, 

^ may also be granted to the appellant.

Appellant

Through

tDated: 25/10/2023 Muhammad Saeed Khattak
Advocate High Court, 
Peshawar. k'

/
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(e)r OFFICE OF THE 

DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER- 
HANGU

let: l av il'0> I

: V ^

aO^

Nh 'F< , ii.xUii U.ini:u iIk 1 (■

CAUSE NOTICEFINAL SK[•)V
1 ;pV District Police OflL^e.Lftyif Bahader.

auiliority. under the Jptyl" r
U1. rt *

iitmuK'tcni
(anu-Mdea 20141 Js hereby sen^c y 
while posted Police Station Th^

That eonscquenl upon '"'I’''''
the inquiry officer, in which yo^vc -i-- •* ‘"'I 
you failed 10 submit any rcas^bk- M -p-.n-e m '.-'ni 
recommended you for awarding ^'' ''
No. B31/SDPO, dated (:iq.(i.S.2n23. %
From going, through the fimiUig^gd 
officer, the material on record and « 
defense before the inquio' officer. |
1 am satisfied timi you have cortH 
specified in section 3 of the saiil ordifttf^.

As reported by the DSPO 
25.0^22023 P.& Thall, accused M 
Kahn r/o Domail District BannU ^
Huhantmad r/o Qa*l Pump. Hai 
with pistols by the local police o 
Its, dated 25.03.2023 u/s 4 
meanwhUe/during invesUgstion M 
Mawaa No. 508 while posted at P.^ 
pressurized the SHO P^S conew 
investigating the aforementioned 
ConsequenUy. th* SHO PS ThaU has 
above named accused in FIR.
Your association with criminals U rej 
started a enrse business of narcotics ^ 
in service.
You being s ^
indiscipiined manaer, disinterest, n 
gross misconduct on your part, which
As a result thereof, t. as omiietent auihod 

innxiv? upon you mapr penalty provided under the Rules Ml.
You. are, therefore, required 10 show cause 

should not be imposed upon y-ou also intimate whether >\n9m 

If no reply to this notice received within «■ 

numutl awrsc of cireumstooccs, it sIwM I**-* presumed Ilwrt wM 
and in that cawi as es-pade setion >haH l>e taken .ijuiiHSt >uui

The copy «il the fimbng of mqiiiry offitfcr U ciwldw

S08-» Constable Muhaauuud Nawa? No.
as l.ili •

i. ..t li<. -i! ....1 ,
* } •? Ml

111, • •*-s

\
. -ii iif 
il iih hniiu.: .

II!.•I,Hint' ii'!.iliMi4 
|- ^ j'!

\ii.

:i 1 -•i;.:

l)t> Nm. 14.
UiUl. s/o ."ihaii V.^ili

vide
1 ;eca^

Nour Muhammad s/<» .Sin-r
were arrested duly urnit.-<l 

^ Thall in ca:ic v'ide i•i^< Nm. 
D1 PPC/ I5AA In {In:

Constable Muhunv m.ui 
|Pha.ll have nilerf'erevi -nn} 
ud for not 
jq^cused in the c.ni- 
il|||n|^ccd and char,.'.* d ttn

f

:d beCaU've I..-,'', v

youf ic i;',-.:,..'..!. ji... ,.tii.

member of discipli force 
[CnCc aJld Jli (.«>1 :! 5
not he toics .itcd

a .. im.
t

lh.>
ix.

v%..
3

t- i*. .

^y^> «r. i5:- •

[fM,' no dt'i-.-Uv el-;'
4-

IS...

5. Ll^-

% lusnucr poucie officer, 
HAH6U
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7^ OFFICE Or THE 
DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER, 

HANGU
Tel No. 0925-623878 & Fax No. 0925-620135 
Email: dpohangu8@c;rnail.coiTi

isms
^)'

CHARGE SHEET

MR. ASIF BAHADER. PSP, DISTRICT POLTCF Ori-iCJjR. 

competent authority under Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules 

(amendments 2014) 1975, am of tlie opinion that you Constable Muhammad 

Nawa^: No. 508 while posted at Police Station Thall rendered yourself liable 

to be proceeded against, as you have omitted the following act/omissions 

within the meaning of Rule 3 cf the Police Rules 1975:-

1,
HAblGLL as

As reported by the DSFO Thall vide DD No. 14, dated
25.02.2023 P.S Thall, accused Kakecrn Ullah s/o Shah 
Wall K?.hn r/o Domail District Btnrnn and IToor 
Muhammad s/o Slier Muhammad.r/o ^2^-^ Pump, Iiangu 

arrested duly aimed with pistols by the local police

1. .

v/ere
of P3 Thall in case vide iTR No. 113, dated 25.02.2023 
u/s 400-401 PPC/ ISAii. In the meanwhile/during 
investigation you, Constable Muhammad Nawaz Wo. SOS 
while posted at P.S Thall have interfered and pressurized 
the SHO P.S concerned for not charging/investigating 
the aforementioned accused in the case. Consequently, 
the SEO PS Thall has disagreed and charged the above
named accused in FIR.
Your association with criminals is reported because you 
have stated a curse business of narcotics since your re
instatement in service.
You being a member of disciplined force had acted in 
inuisciplined
aiTiouiit to gross niiscon-duct .on your part, which cannot 
be tolerated.

11.

hi.
disinterest, negligence andmanner,

By reasons of the above, you appear to be guilty of 

misconduct under Rule 3 of the Rules ibid and have rendered yourself liable to 

all or any o: the penalties specified in the Rule 4 of the Rules ibid.
therefore, required to submit . your written ' 

statement; v/ithin 07days of the receipt of this Charge Sheet to the enquiry 

officer. • ,

2.

You • are

Yuur written defense if any should reach the Enquiry Officer 

within the specified period, failing which it shall be presumed that you have no 

defense to.put in and ex-parte action shall be taken agfjdnst you.
A statement of allegation is enclosed,! \4. V

^c. DISTRICT POLICE OFFiCER,^ 
HANGUchA-

4. .



it
OFFICE OF THE 

DISTRICT POLIC'E OFFICER, 
HANGU,

Tel No. 0925-623878 & Fax No. 0925-620135 
Email: dpohangu8@gmail.com

* < ^

DISCIPLINARY ACTION
MR. ASIF BAHADER. PSP, DISTRICT POLICE .I,

OFFICER, HANGU, as competent authority, am of the opinion that you,.

Muhammad Nawaz No. 508 have rendered yourself liable to be proceeded

against departmentally under Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police Rule 1975

{Amendment 2014) as you have committed the following acts/omissions.

As reported by the DSPO Thall vide DD Ho. 14, dated 25.02.2023 P.3 
Thall, accused Hakeem Ullah s/o Shah Wali Kahn r/o Doraail 
District Bannu and Ufoor Muhammad s/o Sher Muhammad r/o Qasi 
Pump, Hangu were arrested duly armed with pistols by the local 
police of PS Thall in case vide FIR No. 113, dated 25.02.2023 u/s 
'400-401 PPG/ I5AA. In the meanwhile/during investigation you, 
Constable Muhammad Nawaz No. 508 while posted at P.S Thall have 
interfered and pressurized the SHO P.S concerned for not 
charging/investigating the aforementioned accused in the case. 
Consequently, the SHO PS Thall has disagreed and charged the 
above named accused in FIR.
Your association with criminals is reported because you have stated 
a curse business of narcotics since your rc-i^slateinciit in service. 
You being a member of disciplined force had acted, in indiscsplin.ed 
manner, disinterest, negligence and amount to gross nilsccnduct on 
your part, which cannot be tolerated.

For the purpose of scrutinizing the conduct of said
accused with reference to the above allegations___')^i “

appointed as enquiiy officer. The enquiry officer sMall in acc )rdance with 

provision .of the Police Rule'1975, provide reasonable opportunity of hearing to 

the accused official, record his findings and make within twent}'’ five da^'s of the 

receipt of this order, recommendations as to punishment or other appropriate 

action against the accused official.

1.

11.

111.

2.
0\^ 13

The accused official shall join tliel proceeding on the
date, time and: place fixed by the enquiry officer.

DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER, 
HANGU

iiZ _____/EC, dated /O /■ /2023.
Copy of above to:-

No.

________________________ The Enquiiy Officer for initiating
proceedings against the accused under the provisions of Police 
Rule-1975 to fix the responsibility of the delinquent officer.
The Accused official;- with tlie directions to appear before o
Enquiry Officer, on the date, time and place fixed by him, for 
purpose of enquiry proceedings. .

.1.

2.

*******

mailto:dpohangu8@gmail.com
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g) OFFICE OF THE 
DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER, 

HANGU
Teh li92S’(i2}S7H Fax 092S‘62QI3S

- r.
■ *%

u■ >v* Bs. CO
U♦/'
Xia w

ORPUS tilt; acpnrtinciiliii unquiiy inilialt-d iiguinsl CoiiMable 
Station Tliall under the Kliyber Paklitunkhwa

T)This order is-passed
8,while posted at Police

on 4;cc
COMnh.muniul Nawa/. No. 50 

|.„|i„: HuK'S ..J75 (/Nnieiutnjcnt WM).
of Ihc 25.02.20a3 P.S -l-hall

Nof)i’ Muhammad s/o Shci Mt pg case vide FIH No.

invesligalion, Constable SHO P.S concerned for not
Tiiali has interfered accused in the case. Consequently,
lTlH&^PslharhrSrs:gS charged the above named accused m

uon
under:-1P1- A.l

■ E=srr■ ;as s£:;si=is^^^
a ciu'se

cannot be tolerated.
He was served with Oiargc. Sheet and statements of allegations under the 

Kliyl)cr I’aUhUmhhwa Police Rules i975 (Amendment 201^) vide this office No. 51/EC, date 
Uich he failed to submit his reply U. the DSP. City Hnngu. who was appointed ns

10.0:4.202:^. to W . . . r - • .
. l-:,umirv Officer to emuhct departmental enquiry against him. After completion of enquiry.

.In due course of
the

Hmiuii y Officer submiUeU his findings vide No. 831/SDPO, dated 09.d5.a023 
...u,nirv it was found that dm act of the defaulter CoifsTable Muhammad Nawaz N0.508 
muln- Ihr arabil of gro.ss misconduct thus, hold him guiUy for the chargee leveled against lum. . 
Consaiucnlly, he was called in orderly room on oS.06.20e3. but he did not appear before the _ 
mulersiRncd. Siilweqi.ently, a Final Show Cause Notice was issued to him this office vide No. 
iii't/FC, dated 17.05.202-2 to which he presented lii.s reply on 22.05.2023, which was found

comes

unsiilisfactojy.
Keeping in view of llie above and Inwing gone through available record, the 

umlcv.signed luw arrived at the conclu.<iion that defaulter Muhammad Nawaz No. 508 has committed 
ini.si-onducl. wlileb indicate that he is not mo»-e interested to serve the Police Department.

p-

y.ross
MtHvovcr. in sucli circiimstaiices, his retention in Police Department i.s burden on public c.'cchequcr, 
theivrme, 1. A.sif Uahader. (PSP), District Police Officer. Hangu in lecercise^ the powers conferred

I’ded hiin a matjor
r

!Iunder the Rules ibid, dispense with general proceedings and UWlIupon me
inmiKhnicnt of pi.sinis.sal from Service with immediate clTeol.
Oni'.T AiiiiiuiiK'uil.

Nil. /KC. dated Haiigii, tlie ^ ■.m.f k
Copy of above is submitted to llie Uegiuual ^icc Officer, Koiial Region,

DISTRICT POtICe OFFlCeR, 
HANGU

Ibtbiii for favour of information, please. - \ \
2. PayOfficcf.EC.Ueader&OHGforneeciisaryinUliKb

/OA 'C 01:>TRXCT POlaCE OFFICER, 
HANGUc

5 '■

. li
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.To

The Deputy Inspector General of Police 
Kohat Region.

DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL UNDER RULE 11 OF
THE POLICE RULES. 1975 (WITH AMENDMENT
20141 AGAINST THE IMPUGNED ORDER I i

• I

HAVING NO 3388-91/EC DATED HANGU. THE
03/07/2023.

Respectfully Sheweth;

, .. The appellant submits as under: 4
»•'

1. That the' appellant was serving under your kind 

command in the. department and performed his 

. duty with full zeal and devotion. When all of sudden

depai‘tmental proceedings were initiated • against

liim.

'2. That those pi'oceedings were not in'the kiiowgele of 

the appellant and he cara.e to imow when final Show

Caiise Notice was received by him and that final 

Show Cause Notice issued to . the appellant 

answered well within time but unfortunately the 

reply of tlie appellant was not considered.

f

C
\c:^ I
m

I in
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1 I ■iI*. !

I

ff

3. That the first allegation mentioned in the impugned •

order is baseless and does not attract to the

prudent mind. How a police constable of ordinaiy 

rank can interfere and pressurize the police officer 

of high ranks i.e. SHO etc.
u

4. That the second allegation/ charge regarding his 

involvement in curse business of nai'cotics is also
n

y
baseless. He never involved in such like activities. If

' it was so,, than there exists specific laws governing 

Co the subject matter, the appellant was to be tried

under the laws.
\

That as stated > in Para (S) No. 4 and 5, the5.

allegations/ Charge-Ill is also baseless. The 

appellant never involved in such like activities as \
1

mentioned in the impugned order.

That prior to tliis the appellant was dismissed from
•a

the service on the basis of mere false and baseless

6.

allegations and the Honhle KPK Service Tribunal

was pleased in reinstating him with all back I
¥

benefits. i

1.- That in the instant case nothing is available on 

record nor anything proved in the' so-called inquiiy . :i %
■I

A< •
I

K
I

• 0,-5 ^ 4:\

V
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1

which could connect the appellant with the charges 

leveled against him. ' . '

That partial inquiry has been conducted against tlie 

appellant neither evidence was produce nor the 

appellant was' allowed to cross examine the

8.

witnesses furthermore the appellant has been
I

condemned unheard in violation of the basic

principle of natural justice.

That the appellairt hails from a poor family and his 

this seiwice is the only source of earning livelihood
N.

, , for himself and his entire family.

9.

• •

It is, therefore, most humbly prayed that 

. acceptsince of the instant Departmental Appeal, the
I

impugned order having No. 3388-ai/EC dated 

Hangu the 03/07/2023 may-j.very graciously be . 

• vdtlidrawn and t eh appellcmt be reinstated on the 

post with all back benefits.

on

Dated: 07/07/2023 Your’s obediently

Muhammad Nawaz

£'X-c°b5fe,b/e A/'o.gog

cC

\
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This okler- v/ill • dispose of the deparlmenUd appeal prel'erved by E,\-Constab\e>^ 
Muhammad Nawaz No. 508 of district Hangu against the order of District Police Officer, Hangu 
wlier'eby heWas awarded major penalty of dismissa/ from service vide OB No. 378 dated 
27,06,2023. 7rs reported by SDPO Thai! Hangu vide DD No.'J4, dated 25.02.2023, accu.s’ed 

■ tlakcein Ullah s,'o Slinh WaJil Khan r/o Dohiail district Bannu and Noor Muinimmad s/o Slier 
Muluunniad r/o Qazi Pump district Hangu were arrested by the local Police duly armed with pistols 

. iira, ba^c; yiddVlHI5;2HQ;i7l^i.;daledia5;;Q2.202 ,̂ (i7sl4i30^401; PJ'Cy-i i5>XA^./DuJing diie/oaurse ol'' 
investigation, the appellant interfered into the matter and jrressurized SHO conceiiied for not 
investigating the aforementioned accused, PuTthetmoie, b.\s association vjitli ctiminaXs 'was a\so 
reported as he got himself involved in business of narcotics since his reinstatement in service. 'Tins 
act of the defauller amounts to gross misconduct. Moreover, he was previously dismissed Iroirt 
serricc vide DPO Hangu OB No. 261, dated 19.10.2020 for his involvement in a criminal vide FIR 
hh. 341,,dated 21.08.2020 U/S 302 PPG PS Thall. After availing the departmental appeJiate 
iuilhoritie's, he approached KP Service Tribunal which accepted his appeal. .He was reinstated.on 
28.11.2022 subioci to outcome of CPLA.

Proper departmental enquiry proceedings were initiated against him and SDPO City, 
Hangvi vvas nominated as Enquiry OflTccr. The Enquiry Officer after fiilflJJment o'/ coda! foiTncldie.s 
submitted liis Endings wherein the appeilant was found guilty of the chnrgas leveled again-si iiimt 
He was, therefore, rcconiinended for penalty under the relevant rules.

Keeping in view the recommendations of the Enquity .Officer and the above cited 
circumstahces/diie-'ciefauller bfficiarwas^awarded major punishment'ctf dismissal from service tmder 
the.relevant raJe-s by the District Police Officer, Hangu vide OB No.-378 dated 27.06.2023.

Peeling aggrieved from \he order of Dislricl Police Officer, Plahgu, xhe appeViunv 
' preferred the instant appeal. He was summoned and heard in'person in Orderly Koom.beid in the 

• olTice of the undersigned' on 26.09.2022. D\iving personal hearing the appellant did not. advance any . 
plausible ftxplanaiion in In's defense., ' -

Foregoijig.in view, I, Shcr Akbar, PSP, S.St, Regio/fM Poiite Officer, Koimt. 
'being the appeliale authority, am of the considered opinion that the charges leveled against him 

' have been established beyond any shadow of doubt. He lias rendered himself unfit for retention in a 
disciplined force. Hence, appeal of Ex-Constable Muhammad Nawaz No. 508 is liereby rejected, 
being v/ithout substance. ' •' -

Order Announced
2^09.2023' ■

■ ■

Kohat Region
./EC, Dated Kohat tlie___

Copy forwarded to District Police Officer, Hangu for information necessary 
lo his r-ffice Memo: No. 4536/LB, dated 'll-.09.2023, His Service Record is returned'-herewith.
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