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S-No ‘ Date of Order or other proceedings with signature of judge or Magistrate
order ~
proceeding
S
1 | 2 L 3 :
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL,
' PESHAWAR.
APPEAL NO.245/2015
(Syed Farid Shah-vs-Provincial Police Officer Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar | =
and others). ooy
-':L

01.06.2016 * JUDGMENT ~ |

PIR BAKHSH SHAH , MEMBER: -

Appellant with counsel (Mr. Fazal Shah Mohmand, Advocate) and Hayat

Muhammad, Reader alongwith Mr. Muhammad Jan, GP for respondents present.

2. Appointed as Police Constable in the year 1983, the appellant was stated
o be Inspector Incharge Investigation, at Police Station Daudzai, Peshawar, That
he was departmentally proceeded against and show cause notice was issued to

him by CCP Peshawar containing the following chérge:—

“During re-investigation conducted by Investigation R e
Branch of CPO you were held responsible for defective

investigation in case FIR No. 517 dated 05.11.2013 u/s

302/324/427/34 PPC P Daudzai s a result of which the
_ court gl‘axlted bail to the accused Misal Khan etc who were

charged by c’omplainant Mumtaz Ah_mad Fo-r the murder of

_his daughte; - Mst: Seema and. .i'njm_'ed ».cll_'%lughter-in—-']aw‘v g

(Aiman). Besides, Taxi driver who was later-on identified

as Kamran /o Hayatabad was also killed in the incident.

You neither obtained CDR ofl both the “deceased and

.. *“
. '.g (‘“; P




X

.

]

accused nor sent'the recovere?i emptieé and damaged car to

FSL for énalysis and ﬂ’ll-lS sgjc’;i'lcd the cases.”
The appellant he submitted his reply to this show caﬁse nolicc_. However, CCP
Peshawar' vide his order dated 27.10.2014 reduced him to the rank of Sub-
Inspector and his departmental appeal was also rejected vide order dated
25.02.2015, hence this appeal under section-4 of the Khyber Pakhtpnkhwa '

Service Tribunal, 1974.

Arguments heard and record perused.

[0S}

4. Evidently, no charge sheet was issued to the appellant nor aﬁy regular
enquiry was conducted in the case. Charge against the appellant is that he’
conducted poor investigation in case vide ['JR No. 517 dated 05.11.2013 when he
neither obtained CDR of both the deceased and accused nor sent the recovered |
emplies and damaged car to I'SL. The appellant in his reply has denied the
allegations. Acpordiﬁg to him S.I Naseem Akbar Incharge of the P.S Naguman, at
the first instance had reached on the spot and no Mobile was recovered from the
deceased nor the accused were arrested on the spot, therefore the question of
CDR does not arise. That the empties were not sent to the Laboraléry for the
reason as weapon of offence was not recovered/available and the motor car was
got examined from the Arms experts as well as Mechanic and all the case
property was duly secured. On record, there is no judgmem or order of the Court
or any finding of the officer who hgd re-investigated the case, to show as to
whether investigation by the appellant infact was poor and faulty and that it was
th¢ same poor and faulty investigation which turned out to be the cause of
damaging the case The above factual position in view, this cannot be deriied also
that no time limit has been prescribed in the impugned orders for imposition of
penalty of reduction in rank awarded to the appéllant which is a conflicting

situation with FR.29. For the said reasons in brief; the Tribunal is of the




-~ FE considered' opinion that ample opportunity of defense has not been provided to
the appellant‘ for which reasonthc impugned orders cannot be maintained.
Consequently, the impugned orders dated 27.10.2014 and dated 25.02.2015 are
set aside and appéllant reinstated to the status of his substantive rank before he
-Was reduced to the rank of Sub—Inspectbr. However, if the deparljmem deems
proper, de-novo pruceediﬁgs may be started against the appellant in which full
opportunity of defense and hearing be provided to him. Appeal is allowea in the
above terms. Parties are lefl to bear their own cost. File be cdnsigned to the |

record room.
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/ (PIR BAKHSH SHAH)
Je MEMBER

(ABDUL LATIF)

MEMBER

ANNOUNCED
01.06.2016




02.12.2015 1 Counsel for the appéllaﬁt and Mr. Aziz Shah, Head
Constable alongwith Mr. Ziaullah, GP for respondents present.

. Counsel for the appellant requested for adjournment. Therefore,

the case is adjourned to Y- 4 ' /é for arguments.

N—

Member S . Mhber

11.04.2016 Appellant with counsel (Mr. Fazal Shah Mohmand, Advocate)
and Mr. Hayat Muhammad, Reader alongwith Mr. Muhammad Jan, GP
for respondents present. From perusal of the record‘ it found that
subsequently investigation made.in the FIR under description by_.Crime
Branch which is not available on record simila;ly court order on the
bail application of the accused is also not available on the record. The

‘respondent_-department is directed to produce the same. To come up

for such record and orderon |7 — <& °— /(/7
; g T
i - - U

Member : mber

04.05.2016 Counsel for the appellant and Mr. Usman Ghani, Sr.GP for
respondents present. Order could not be announced due to

Learned Membc?g (Ezm'e) J& on Jeave. To come up for order

.

-

on 01.06.2016.




for_the

31.03.2015 - Counsel for the appellant present. Learned counsel N
appellant argued that the appellant was serving as Inspector when -

subjected to inquiry for inefficiently conducting a criminal case registered

vide FIR No. 517 dated 5.11.2013 regé%&d under sections 302/324/34

PPC PS Daudzai and that vide impugned order dated 27.10.2014 he was

~

_reverted_frorh the post of inspector to Sub-Inspector. That he preferred

. -

departmental appeal against thé 'said order on 5.11.2014 which was

Herf

27 Mapng

reje.cted on 25.2.2015 and hence the present service appeal on 24.3.2015.

That no prépe_r charge sheet was issued nor inquiry conducted in

/

the prescribe manners.
Points urged need consideration. Admit. Subject to deposit of

Lrify & PTOCGSS"Fea

f
5

Appe
e

security and process fee within 10 -days, notices be issued to the

respondents for written reply for 24.6.2015 before S.B.

¢

Sl
Chairman

4. . 24.06.2015 ~~ Counsel for the appellant and Mr. Hayat Muhammad, Reader to
B A DSP alongwith Addl: A.G for respondents present. Requested for

‘ ‘édjournment. To come up for written repchomments on 1.9.2015

- | before S.B.
' A ' ' Chkan

Appellant in person and Mr. Muhammad Hayét, Reader to DSP

5 01.09.2015
alongwith Assistant A.G - for respondents present. Written reply

submitted. The appeal is assigned to D.B for rejoinder and final hearing

for 2.12.2015.
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Form- A

'FORM'OF ORDER SHEET

Case Nd.

C) IA /2015

o
.

S.No.

. Date of order

Proceedings

Order or other proceedlngs W|th signature of judge or Magistrate

2

24.03.2015

'}é%f

The appeal of Syed Farid Shah presented today by -Mr.
Fazal Shah Mohmand Advocate may be entered in the
Institution register and put up to the Worthy Chairman for

proper order.

This case is entrusted to Bench _L for prellmmary

hearing to be put up thereon 35 "33 "f

CH/%IRMAN

LW
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x BZFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KPK PESHAWAR

Serwce Appeal No 2 !4 S /2015

Syed Farid Shah...c.c...cvviveviceeieeceeieeeeeeeeenne, Appellant
VERSUS
PPO & Others................ e Respondents
INDEX
S.No | Description of Documents Annexure | Pages |
1. Service appeal with affidavit - 18 |
2. Copy of FIR with better copy A o
3. Copies of the statement of aforesald “B”, “C”, ‘o'_ 1%
PWs alongwith better copies & “D” )
4, Copy of show.cause notice, reply as well | “‘E”, “'F & - 17
as suspension order G A
5. | Copy of the order ‘ " IR
|6. | Copy of departmental appeal . ot \O-8% -
|7. | Copy of the order B I a2y -
18. Copy of FSL report o ‘K" 28
9. | Wakalat Nama | 126
| S R
_ . | ' o Appellant -
Dated-: 20-03-2015 _ - Through :

Ataullah Khan
Fazal Shah Mohmand,
Advocates, Peshawar

OFFlCE (,antonment Plaza Hat 3/B Khyber Bazar Pebnawar
Cell# 0301 8804841




| ESEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KPK PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No a 5 /2015

Syed Farid Shah Sub- Inspector, CTD, Peshawar R/o Akra Pura,

DisStrict NOWSNEIa. . .uceeeeerrsrnranennsnrararrasranarannnaeannn Appellant
S.9.P Provinen
VERSUS Service Trjﬁbu.n&
o ‘ : ' Piary No
1. Provincial Police Officer KPK Peshawar. oated. 0?__!,1\_‘;»
- 2. Capital Clty Police Officer Peshawar. :
.............. &...‘...........Respondents

APPEAL U/S 4 OF THE KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT 1974
AGAINST THE ORDER _DATED 25-02 -2015_PASSED BY
RESPONDENT NO 1 WHERE BY DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL
OF THE APPELLANT FILED AGAINST THE ORDER DATED 27-
10-2014 OF RESPONDENT NO 2 HAS BEEN REJECTEDIFILED

- PRAYER:-

 On acceptance of this appeal the impugned order dated
25-02-2015 of respondent No 1 and Order dated 27-10-2014

- of respondent No 2 may kindly e set aside and the appellant
may kindly be ordered to be restored to his ongmal rank of

inspector ‘with all back benefits.

Respectfully Submitted:-

1. That the appellant jomed Police Department as constab\e |

in the year 1985 and after qualifying/passing of lower and .

intermediate course was promoted as AS| in the year
- 2008. o

W e o
_ That the appellant was then selected for upper class

course, which he qualified successfully and brqught on

promotion list ‘F".




<«

That the appellant was thereafter promoted as inspector in
~ the year, 2011. '

That in the year, 2013, the ‘appellant was posted‘ as

- Incharge Investigation at Police Station Daudzai,

Peshawar, where aftér: régistration of case FIR No 517,

- dated 05/11/2013, u/s 302/324/34 P.P.C, Police Station

Daudzai, he was deputed for 'conducting" investigation of

the said case. (Copy of FIR with better copy attached

‘as annexure “A”).

That according to the lodger of FIR namely Naseem Akbar
Sl Incharge Police Post Nagumén Police Station Daudzai,

~ he received'informétionA on 05/11/2013 during Gasht at

about 12:45 hrs that skomeflu‘nknown culprits have fired
upon a motorcar No OOQS/LHQ in limits of village Kareri on
road side wherein the passengers bresent in the motorcar
have been murdered. Oh receipt of this information he
alongwith police party reached to the spot where he found
that tlhe unknown driver of Acar and a lady were lying

murdered whereas it came to his knowledge that a minor

injured girl has already been taken by the inhabitants of

the area to the LRH, Peshawar for medical tre_atment.

From the persona} search of driver he recovered his CNIC.

| Meanwhile, Mumtaz Ahmad S/o Sharaf Ud Din R/o Afghan

Colony, arrived to the spdt and reported that deceased

Mst: Seema Ahmad who had been married to one Misal

Khan had some grudges and on account of said ill will, he .

“committed the said incident and. charged the said Misal -

Khan for the commission of offence. Accordingly the




10.

rnentioned case registered against the said Misal Khan,

and his other unknown accomplices.

That on receipt of the said_FIR the appellant was deputed

for investigation ‘of'the case, who properly 'co.ndocted

| investigation of the case, honestly and fairly.

- Thét during' course of investigation, the co.mplainan't.

Mumtaz Ahmad PW Bilal Ahmad S/o Mumtaz Ahmad and .
Shiraz Ahmad S/o Mumtaz Ahmed gave supplementary

| statements wherein' they charged some other accused

namely Hazrat Khan, Munawar Khan and Khaista Rehman
besides Misal Khén who had already beeh charged in the
FIR in their statements recorded u/s 164 Cr. P.C. (Coples '
of the statement of aforesald PWs alongwnh better

copies are attached as annexure “B”,“C”, & “D”).

That appellant tried his best level by condticting so many

raids at houses as well as suspected abodes of accused,

- but they had already gone into hiding and there was no

likelihood of their arrest,. therefore they were proceeded

. agalnst 204 and 87 Cr.P. C

That meanwhile, the appellant was transferred from Police
Station Daudzai and investigation was entrusted to ‘his

predecessor namely Hamdullah Khan SI.

That lateron the case was transferred for reinvestigation to

Crime Branch CPO on the request of complainant party

o




N

1.

14

15,

13.

That on the conclusion of- the mveshgat:on Cnme Branch
made a complamt to respondent No 1 that the appellant
during the course of investigation did not obtam CDR of

the deceased as well as of the accused wuth further

. charge that the appellant had not sent the recelved '

empt:es and motorcar mentioned above to the FSL

analysis and oplnlon and thus spoiled the case.

~ That on the basis of said complaint respondent No 1

'- _directed respondent No 2 to proceed agains't the appellant

departmentally.

That’respondent No 2 on receipt-'of said directions from
" -re'spondent No_1-t_is.sued' Show‘Cause Notice on the same
charges to the appellant and also suspended the appellant .
| vnde order dated 24/09/2014 The appellant rephed the

" show cause notlce (Copy of show cause notlce reply

as well as suspensaon order are attached as annexure

“E” “”F & “G”)

That respondent No 2 without observing legal formalities

to carryout departmental inquiry against the appellant

.awarded him puniShment of reversion from rank of .

inspector to that of SI vide order dated 27/10/2014. (Copy

~ of the orderis attached as annexure “H”).

That the appellant filed: departmental app_eal ag'ainst the

aforesaid impugned order before respond.ent No 1. (Copy

of departmental appeal is attached as annexure “I”).




16.

17.
o respondent No .1 ‘and order dated 27/10/2014 of

That respondent No 1 without any legal formalities,

personal hearing of the appellant filed his appeal vide
order dated 25/02/2015. (Copy of the order is attached

as annexure “J”).

That the |mpugned order dated 25/02/2015 of the

respondent No 2 are against the law, facts and prihcipals

of justice on ground inter alia as follows:-

GROUNDS:-

A.

That the impugned orders are illegal and void ab-initio. |

That m'andafOry ‘provisions. of law and riles have b_adly
been violated by the respondents and the appellant has

not been treated accofding to law and rules and the

_appellant did nothing that amounts to misconduct.

That no inquiry was conducted to find out the true facts - -

and circumstances, and prove or dlsprove the allegations

. agalnst the appellant.

That no charge sheet/summary of allegatlon ‘was

communlcated to the appellant

That the impugned orders are not speaking order and thus

not tenable in the eyes of law




F.

That there is no mention of law under which th_e

proceedings were carried out or the impugned orders were

- passed.

That the appellant was not provided the opportunity of

personal hearing and the impugned order is defective as

- well..

That the appellant had alfeady sent the motorcar which
was fired upon by the accused to the FSL for the

det_erminatioh' of holes ,preséht on the car. The result of

 which was 'r_eceiv'_ed in _positi_ve. (Copy of FSL report is -

attached as annexure “K”). Whereas regards non

sending of crime empties to the FSL is concerned to the

appellant had already s_eéledfthe same in a parcel and

~ were kept in safe vcust‘od'y' in Police Station Mal Khana, to .

be sent after the recovery of weapon of offence if the

~ absconding accused are arrested and weapon recovered

from their possession or at their instance.

That as regards allegations regarding the non obtaining of
CDR is concerned, in this' regard it is submitted that
neither the deceased had in possession of any mobile set

nor any mobile number was registered in their names.

Similarly during the process of investigation conducted so "

for by appellant,_the -acbused wefe absco_nding th'erefor'e,'
the appellant was not able to obtain the CDR, either of the

deceased or of the absconding accused. |

That the allegations against thé appellant are totally. false,

frivolous and baseless.




K. .Thatthe appellaht have_spbtless career spanning about 30 |
- years with clean record and have always earned excellent

ACRs throughout his service career.
L. Th'ét the appellant seeks the pérmission of this honorable
tribunal for further/additional - grounds at the time of

"~ arguments.

It is therefore prayed that appeal of the appellant

“may kindly be accepted as prayed for in the heading of the = =

- appeal ' Ay '
- VPP
. ' o - Appellant
Dated-: 20-03-2015 Through =
~ Ataullah Khan

Fazal Shah Mohmand,

- Advocates, Peshawar

Ry
7




* Ataullah Khan

BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KPK PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No /2015
'Syed Farid Shah............ e Appellant
VERSUS |
PPO & ‘(-)ther-s.'..'. ............... .................. Respondeﬁts
AFFIDAVIT

I, Syed Farid Shah Sub-Inspector, . CTD,

- Peshawar R/o Akra if’ura, District Ndwshera, do hereby

solemnly affirm ahd decllare on oath th-at the contents of

‘tﬁis Appeal are true and correct to the bést of my

~ knowledge and belief and nothing has been’concealed
~ from this honorable Tribunal.

v LR

identified % - DEPONENT

Advocate Peshawar




N st diad i aseanll ~rerTt
s

LR
{ .
]

waJJbu} i Hf;

Lj)’”!’plb.&/low)/iu/wlfj(fg'GJI)IJ)JUFF../C{W,: e TR

t
’ - : H . l .
t - (d' ")’1 R (/bu’(h')/ Q/'ZO 06. 2011;/)"1/11/-'1'»’..1:*“/;255/ aﬁ/‘.—uj.«f,(_/':! ' i :
: l
|
f

Me- rl"/./rxb

d)');‘b whi

: .o ’ . p : i

. .0 i, P — . ] . . | LA | T o |
/3.&0' 'c‘;v) ~o73 .f.‘ S - \5/7 p':" } R ?8

: ; L

l

'IA

' . o f-l —

. _:a/l L . . ‘.i!_ .

M 5@ 9 f"/‘U""(L”' /‘4/3o<7,~"‘>o/3.-' o L

t
1
T R o :.!- 11:1; ,
?/c}(ﬁ‘tou'wovdﬂw /)L;“: O EE | R B Tttt e S
L PPc 302> 350 727 _w. Vot el ReeslE bt 1o
T |
|

- ————

_(l i

)J) O/J/ fﬂ)/ (/‘"(‘L'ﬂ‘/ér 3.1?.970"’"’”&;(//.%J¢ O,p/_,! u_/gf/g,w 78)]]
| Z}L /. J?(f//L/JC«O//"J)/u»‘;/f‘”)/ IU)fJU/jc'_ wj"é-))/—s'_i)i

RIS |t ot = s "{'.3'.
; . - g T T g g L "
1 o . J;)dﬂ/ RN R fi“ﬁ JiE) V.J’f’i*!_e.."t:'}- -

- ; T Lol R S T

- : N L M)""",\»Lx(/ @J)A./x"(/e"(j"A' I’ LA j!~:w l la’"f 3?"'!‘}5:‘211“ iij ip %n;ﬂ%» ]
1 ' 3 N R IR R B TAURE]

! c‘-L {a(lJ/ /-’7)2 >)~e,u.9/-,¢;r j g/ jd,oy/' ;fulf.'.pm!gr.._di LAt o J’ uﬁ’,’.ﬁfq:"r?wubf A
i T ':‘_.'. AR ATERT RS TES 1141»1 el 1
| ll L. - . v/)j/(/bﬂ‘f/} [ AR Y /; !’,*'f {’1 ! I é ”.:,;l?;, R
J ke il e |
i L'(ﬂ 7 ?‘Mc"l’“”"’/uf/“’c"'{’" 5/@/)16&9!(} )v'ﬁ}/ 4 H ,/ ; ? PRt
. % 'aﬁa/":%aﬁnﬁ"a
Y N 4"0’/’/’0/”')"6! 2”“/‘"”0"0& 0)0}’/.:&/ i< *: .tlg'” R
: k

i X A ’ ‘ !;“

‘ : /‘}A)"Ol-'adzaw‘//rsv/ﬁf pé”/u-ﬁdfcw@/hg/‘wj’jaoj_l’ obl/oﬁ_.‘.e“l&’ < - ::‘ i

‘,‘ O?’/L//Tj"r’ gf)ﬁa”ﬂ)(/ol”’g-o‘bﬁ”&wu&-ﬂa&/(,GO/JU /,//")l K
v

i

i

i

o ,%U/lv I/)LLJ—/M;J@JO’ZW:)O“;;&: - i l)GdeL j i/H" :;-:z;;‘;:-i
‘ 2 d. X .| IR FUONT W
AJ//-C/J/*’/""’“”WJL/""/’Ufo‘ ”"Cﬁ‘ﬁff e °/I1u{1§JJHG

A s Lo e T
o JObl‘P?/A?/("“(‘”’UM’TM/ //JJDJC/}LOG” O% 1‘i'if|;- &}%»g u"""
O}” ,wl.n 2 ol [ 9‘4*’/ Q(’C/’U’ﬂ o i{%,‘fﬁﬁ fﬁjﬁ,’gﬁ’f“}l W -
NPT e ul' ,W/Wc"éfcf‘bu f ik (r“'/[ﬁp : ]U 3

\.Ml)y ! ' ’ ' }5 sl .'! .:IH" ‘.
/‘(]/(C’)’Qf/}/'p)ﬁ]cﬁ-(jw/)fo))’é WAJ)QMW&JL»? "g afi! ?f‘ :“f :5 i;;}if ;',‘l"": :“

L ek el 1

3l aSlsldle LA OF & /o""ﬁ‘*ﬁ/ e U/"/ o S il H'! Lrﬁw- et

9;]

*

. L,,.z,»,,»/ x/,:c// S -
b uwdf//;u;u,w/(WJJ&U"”@G'G@”IWO) ' */11"‘”{ ) I;‘i o
| VORI o (/,/ L«:J/u///// L O"/“/Z”/ ]/’ ('/W ”””Q/S’ §~fyd (R0 S
L, h,
" J// 2, 27 /)b |2 bl P b0 LM'{':/} Hari ol
Lo Sulerdy s VLI e i
1 74 2 A SR F : iy
j//bZ))-’/’fJ)v/,Ud’W”’/ay Wd i /(;:.«. TI‘ BRGNS
{l.‘f”” y/- u/ 5 /))_;Qlﬂ/)dy f‘ubw."%‘;f’ SN B
MO(J‘/'U(,J/)JJ-A}/C/JJG"/// o °P ero TR gl
‘. i B 1 ;k‘;."‘ . . :l g ‘, . 1'- -:' ‘“}
. . i ‘] . '! o \ l
| . J ‘E g
r, L | |
e A RPN
SRR RO AR R AN
! . ‘ ' '%1: &



- s
.

“ .
:' |
i P
b i
3 i
:'f o
H ¥

- ot

1 i
‘.;ﬂ‘ A
’ Rl
~ - i
3 a

i - ‘e

" .
Ladt "

4 ,

Bty
¢ Fow
T B
YA ¥
Ty N
3 BEE -
3 s
3 P

" m
SR .i 2%
1
£33
-
R
oy

-

e a . e
[ Oyt
y ==

o T So
bt s el A
-
T e

T e

—_—— .-

v -
I Loy

g

- - =
A i et

c:;»zy%uwfz.cﬁtrc//—fbu
/(/pyu;"-//"" ///(//HJU

1/(.) UM/OH)J/}L’/;"”O
0/«-(70/6“{9}""L/

/ﬁﬂ;figd
§=1743

.

e
>

IRt

A
T

- mT,

-
&
-

T - —

PR
- J”

R

-_-'.’.I"
N
ot +— 2
L A G
(I I e

P )

§ b N, R
° P

f// (. >3 /,(,?//Lf/*//

uﬂaf/‘///é")/ O’/f “‘/ A é"
I, /,e/_/j, Qu} Lad

.
ve
. !
A +
B
EECEUN 3
. t e
P N
l“
=, Oy
o -
TN
. ! :
st
]
- r
.
b
'
- .
.
' . Al
f ”
1) )
-
i
1.
&

U//@f St
)u) rajﬁv’/‘///‘}w'p (‘”

S .
s
/; ”'/Jf°

o“zéka

Ol)ff./ OLOJUA-/-fyf'J/ !

'/ ~ =z ) ' t

,_L,.OC’_.C-'— (’__/.,7'-)
,ﬁa//,/(ﬁ/ C;JJ“
/(,u/o'.. (’[/./
(/9 éﬂf

Bl Rt Praufiorls

F.:Lg-"-'.a-—"
R i e L
e ity . e e ———— = —— o ——
=
v
Mroa o crind L s Rans
» o

.~._.
TR T

ath

e
M T

A T wa

;»_ buﬁ uxum'ubwuuu.

L.
PR A -
<

ra

I
A
]
'
'
\ H
* PRI cee i
.. .
.- H
* t
- . ve a ]
A% -
|
. 1
o !
. ‘s
ST :
. = '
+ .
s, \
- ol :
N 1 1 t
. .
. < !
e R, “
s . :
R . . . 0
.o \
A Y .
s A . " ~ ':.
L
_ N .
) .
M3 t 4 .
? . '
) :
. » t
[ ',
2 . \, [
y. ~t rast
A . t e
h o N R
B ‘
' . ¥ [
. t
'
VN ',' ' \ N !
Y
1
L \
'
[ L '
| \
. ’
Yos
. '
- .
aty
» \ e
1 4
.
.
g o Y s
. b
1 - L \
. EIREN S
.I P .
oo N0t ' ]
b ’ ~ . o
i .. S f!. '
L . !
A AN )
v LY
H A
L
L R

Ull“

l/'l{; /Jﬂcufj/tz'_.lav/ld‘/‘r-’t()_f - :

S WA e T i . RN ‘ . S
. DR 1.‘-..‘.~‘:i \
“ \ ‘. .
M . . Pt o .
AN S . l .
!‘*-\t—:‘,, \ Y ....} LAY
. . . Al

¥ '
“we
o
o
" 1
,]‘_ .
. -
' &
v
i
L o,
2
1
— Y L4
i
e SR
“ o b




wlesw s P 3 e sandhmataling PamS v sRRc ok aulle SRR Tl ~- M TR e RN e -
on b oot B ol B P I L S . e )
St . TR DAL A~ et s S e .“..\N«.n‘.l [ P % LI
. N - e Tamer L wms ORI
o . .- L Y e TEELO)
- —— - N . - ) e e rrm o imm e e R S EEER -
—a—- e i : g e~ — L T s AT o s -
- - R = : I e ) R Rt : .
. .. - .- P . e e Lt -l ER L s ooyt oy s o SR
L. — TR BT IRRRT OLTITT el AL E -
o e s AV ey e
P p e e o = - - .« - -——— = - e A s B AR
= s =TSR, . ~ -, T - :
Ll.ee T T2 - = [ I R e R . - - e e W g A
4y L e _- e — - . . A aew- - B - T . v —— - LA T o S AT et
a e et e T e e it o e = - PR o a2 —a b S
H i ot e T N T T I S L A T T e — - ST, RIS S e I e e
et R B~ 2.t . TTLLLo e e e eem B LT fo T e SR e e TR
o~ =t g Do 25 e D e I P L NS STT T R L L A ity n E »3X;
(S —— it 1 rp— T At ekt . - Faind iy ma TS - pre ~ oy
! T. [ = = ~ - e . o " - P SR i i Rt . Y L R
H e e oura, e - -z ous - b SRR N e e et e s e me——a e = e . E1 § 200
o TSRS, e P = LT A mlog - - e F TR e T Ty ROt bt o i iRl ) R e
A I L S =4 - - T — s mAt- - - A.\. . - . -t D R e R eyt AL s ety et A L .
PRESEE R o N E e R i P SN n(‘nn- RS u . A P "t.’”uﬂn.nﬂll‘l.d“.hha.r\ - TRk el Yo TR S mmes T o -3 J:IﬂFu‘“ﬂ.‘l.'“‘vﬂMﬁlIE.!‘mll? i ety g VAT xR prYapao Yo LY i e 2 3
n,anu R i T o S s e ' TR = T o ts . . . i B w3 : e bt o b ogate 21
TN TEE T AR S ot e e == e ke weiviriaalt
M = = B - - | = ~ = 7. = — B ———— e~ PR e
A o e a s TR T s Deen e s memm S ntee pme T S TR P et X N RN : - = w el RTESET
LN N Tl et an s PRI 'l — = ve —_ - I b ~ port A, A\ I - R oy R et Tl
P NI DA TEES T R S T L2 E S TEE e et S R T s : =
D : Tt = =R RS-SRS S T TS - =0 )
- — - bt - - - - . -
4 nd .Ha. - - e — ] - 2z e g > .9 [} -/ A .
P . el L = = T _=_° = = 3 ~ Yo i -
P L e kil e - = et - P W el et e me e D P Y - -~ - - 8T - B
N - = - .. /. = - —_— = 7 e - Re) N - N\ —_— e amemm - —— v~
Y = .= TR - - . G T = ~ PR
v . —~ - L et 4 - ~— — — = Pt — e . —
o= I\..a — - - ...ﬂ\ bt - = o -t ™ t. - . ] \' M .
LAy - e L - R e T o e bkt J e O el L 7 — .- .- - - -
L) Yo b T . =, = ~ -~ - e it mrm— e L. P~ e — i e w e
S —- 5 = S - - GeseE S = = - W
% 2 g2l e gy 2 GRERNECR-: M
. ”. - = - s - -— o B - 3] (- . - - — . :
o NN e e - - - - . e = - -~ - . — ] N
./ ~ Pad = = - = , = 5 -_ - - o - Y ‘- - .ﬂ R
. : P = Z-5-w§sc%- s 3 8¢ e T 3
S Z I T Se i ey o= o L@ - . o= —1,
~ . . oz R o A N R A N Y - B = = = e
. o - bed = 7z = W= —_ s - = = 5" - - - - !
. - — T by - - —_— e .
= = E v 2 T¥L o, T L Z 09 & C =z = !
) = _.A —. ATg= =, - = fong T = .
A TN . bod - -- R S =~ e N i
R el S 2 - < —_ T e o eme e e e aas PR o NS o JPP cw e m e i ceeawm -
e . - Vo) .- - 0 |- — 4“.\1!0[‘47 |!|‘I|CS - — - .- - . - - -
i < ) u* 3 s = 5 0= e .
. - . - o U~ ¥ 82 —~ 5 5% o o= o= L
Y .- &3 = = =2 .= = = '
V 1 - 7 - ~ 4 I..n.h i n\. = - — o - PR
N S PO = e v Lm0 e = . - h .
. . =S “ . = - = = 0 0~ = P —_ o K
-~ - LA r~ PR e b4 -~ . ona — 1]
} ) = o - 3] 2= e G- by
\ - - — (ot} - — . o — e N v - .
CO ST N S Z o2 =2 = o L
\ . 7 - e - —_ - 17 — = — o— T K
N = =~ N/ P -z ] TR A n &
- F P T e ———— e P e e -~ B3 e M — e —_ - - R
- it A = = U = Z .
z O = = - 35 gz ¥ T = i
N ~ o . - - |l¢.|n~.1|u.u Y. o - —  ve e TR
\ == 3w 2o Cc . =B ¥ 2 &
= =~ ol .- o —_ o em — - o ~ 4
: LA = }
\ s £ & F °% ;3% il E G i
" i :
. - oL . . . A - ~N e = P m_
. . = o 5 = 2 & = . :
. / - = . c = = S T T €= w
L | =) <. N oy = > Rl o 1 =
L . : = Z..2 a0 = = 3 =
. - — o - et = pd i 7 — o
- = Z T 2 o 2 T = .
. - — = jend P = . . — by} b
. o - = .= = = o = = 5 °
: = = U = 5§ g T2 2 =
: - = 5 222 2 3z < "3
= i 3 5
N - .= ~ D S— = v = o 9
H { X Va - = = ™ z o o= 3
] — H —_— e L e = s : = ¢ o~ =
s Tt T Tz o= 25 U, 5
i " g - Y bof o I e o - H by
= JR e puly pod
- =~ = = =z w3 A =
- -

'/: h-)

e o e 1
b

-
LINO
¢

.
'

)

.
e

av sty &
]
-
.

PR T X Mo
—— e e
Tt I T SN

 rmees 4 o

: /

. . . ¢
. . e e aet mmmmpe b o e -cem v . . -— =

. e g - ~ - AL . A it - -~ Ay -
2 Y e e et pekmemran . R i eeies am T . palivcpiesmpgpaigy P T Y TN T I T e T oo e
A L - e W e T S et A T T s == Vo nzEL . C—
: f S P14 Lus tvtsda OB S cfe sy Vreod . i
bl y Br et 0 ha e N
: 0
.-




the stloresand aecused for

PO N P Y
. -
B I i .
+ . . ‘ 1 2"
: Lot
oL, . I
!' I ’ B '.1 . t o
o PP ' i ) i "
: , . :
Lo Tl
. . o {
. St ‘ :
R o a
. . o 5 ‘L
Statement of Bilal Ahmad son of Mumtaz Nhmad, aged about S8 venes. ' -~
, : AL P : . .
. RO - . . : o o R
resident ol Alohan Colony, Strect No, Peshawiron ontlsl : P : ‘
: . . ! b : .
! Py '
. E .é 4 ¢
! . 1 H
b iy
. H s ;i ¢ '
. Lo . v
My wister Msto Nedmn Abhonwdo v deiver | A ;
. ;- | Sk
Kantean were mordered and Vst Aiman aged abdut 2 vears flauchice oy , i,
0 o . ‘ .
. . - - . - - | . B .
ol my deceased sister was fired at cifectively on LT3 and the seportin 4 " !
. g i [ .
- : W T - . |
(his elTeer was made by my Sather Mnmtaz Ahosdiaearnsd \llr:ll iNhian o . ' |
AR s 1 . ;
A \ \ |
son ol Rokhan hushand of my decensed sister alonzwith other ?nlsmm n ‘ o ] . ‘
' M T t ) '
. . R . . 1 s { '
aeetsed, We were inoscarch of unhoown aecased aindafiter dae L ' :
. N
- . . " . ! . ;o “
citisfiction eame o know that the names of unknown tecised see " i :
. . v .
CHazeat Nhan, Munawar Khan sons of Rekhan, residents of Sadetd hhend ' L .
Non 1 oand Whaists Rabean son ol Ghanise Ralinan, Beaee vatizren il b '
!
the comumission of the offenee. , !
N, i * ,
} .
! -
j X , *
Certificd us tod Cr.2CL i -
7 . (o 1, N '
. . ". /7 . ‘S,“!] { ;,‘/-5 , I8 {
< p i L L .
Judls MEC-TXL Peshavwar, i T
T I ; :
Dated: - 18IS, , i
IR NN o i f
e x . i
K ' [ ll W ;
v i f ..’1 ’ . N 1
r' i J 3
- i s Y . .
o . f b i A .
. ' ! VIR !'_i C e . I
: Lo nl',':-.}.l [ !
' . . J g‘ . i :|
| ¥ l 'l‘ ! K
. ! R | ,-ll." 3.' !
e t l ! ¥ i E ‘ |
-’ P S B P
: i N . t ) !
| ' ! ! i o R
; ) ;
| . ' I 1 . !
. TR 1 *
! " . 1
I‘ i
Pt X
b I)
1
. v ,
. ! ! : A
P ' = !
! |,
' ] | . ‘ ‘ s . ' [
. | ' i
: J
]

-




Better Copy .~ - .~ PageNo.

Statement of Bilal Ahmad son of Mumfaz Ahmad, aged about

- 30 years re51dent of Afghan Colony, St. No.9. Peshawar on

oath.

- My sister Mst. Seema Ahmad, taxi driver Kamran were

| .niur.dered and. Mst. Aiman aged about 2 years daughtef of my

deceased sistcr was fired at effectively on 5/11/13 and the ré.port to

this effect, was made by my father Mumtaz/Ahmad against Misal

khan son of Rokhan husband of my deceased sister alongwith other
unknown accused. We were in search of unknown accused after due

satisfaction came to know that the names of unknown accused are

Hazrat Khah‘ Munawar Khah soris Of- 'Rokhan rcsidcnt% of Séeed

snck No.l and Khalsta Rahman son: of Ghaniur Rahmcm Hence I

charge all the aforesaid accused for the commlssmn of lhe ofﬁnce

RO & AC. © Certified ws 164 Cr.PC.

xxSdxx xxSdxx  18/11/13
| Bilal Ahmad - Judl: MIC-IN,Peshawar.

 NICNo. 17301 2110595 7 . Date: 18/11/13




, S R —
nr..... . - . . , H } N - I'
4 S N " ; H [ ‘
. : 1 !
o ol ¥ PR : : Ty "|
R . = 5 ’ PR
®-~ R !
14 . . ‘\l
R { }
. ‘ ' r t
. , 1 v
. ! . |.+' I,‘_\i
' | ’ | R i
. . 2q e . . B R N H
Statement of Shivaz Ahmad son of Mo, A noeed abour 28 i § *
, _— . : > L o RN A
yearsoresident of Afahan Colony, Street NauY, Peshiawar og o lill 0 ||‘- ;
' ] . .
' i ! R O SR ‘
N H | { g ¢ : '
‘ . [ oo [
, t LI |
. . . H [ v, I
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of my deceased sister was fired at effectively on 31113 and the reportta |0 0
. : |
this effeet was made by my father Mumtaz Ahmad asatnst Misal Wi {
B . - It ]
. son ol Rokhan husband of my decensed sister atopeswith other nhanm g . T l
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aecusede We o were inoscareh of unknown accused and alter duoe ] E ' .
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Posatisfuction came 1o hnow that the names of unknown accuseed are : ‘ '
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Statemcnt of Shiraz Ahmad son of Mumtaz Ahmad, aged about

'28 years resident of Afghan Colony, St. No.9. Pcshawar on

‘ oath

| My sister Mst.. Seema Ahmad, taxi driver Kamran |
- were murdered and Mst. Aiman aged about 2 yearé daughter of my

deceased sister was fired at effectively on 5/11/13 and 1h(, report to '

this effeot was made by my father Mumtaz Ahmad against M1sal

Khan son of Rokhan husband of my deceased sister dlongwuh other

unknown accuse. We were in search of unknown accused and after

due satlsfactlon came to know that the names of unknown accused-

are Hazrat Khan, Munawar Khan sons of Rokhan, residents of

- Saeed Abad No.l and Khaista Rahman son of Ghamur Rahman

Hence I charge all the aforesaid accused for the commission of the -

offence.

"RO&AC. " Certified w/s 164 Cr.PC.
xxSdxx o xxSdxx - 18/11/13°

- Shiraz Ahmad;t - : S Judl: MIC-IN,Peshawar.
NIC No. 17301-9348995-3 © Date: 18/11/13
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© Statement of Sher Baz son of Khansher, ‘agcd about 54/55 years

resident of Labour Colony, Hayat Abad, House No. H-195,

Peshawar on oath.

Deceased Kamran was my son he used to playy

his motor car No. 0098 LHC, Alto of red colour as Taxi. On the

been murdered by some unknown accused at kareri. the report about

the occurrence was made to the police by'MumtaZ Ahmad father of

Better Copy - | . Page No. ! >(

—!

: Day of T Wés'informed that rhy son Kamfan alonlgwith- a lady has .

b

the said lady which was testified sick by my son Imran, on )

| récei\_/ing the information I came to my house and after burying the

dead body of my son I sick search of the accused. And after due N

satisfaction sick that my son has been murdered by accused o

o . MUm'taz'Khan,ﬂMunawar Khan sons of -Rokhan, resident of sick at

pfesent Saeed Abad No.1, Peshawar. and Khaista Rahman son of

unknown, resident of Dag sick , Lachi Koroona,} sick M all the

aforesaid four accused for murder of my son Kamran.

RO & AC. ~ Certified u/s 164 Cr.PC.

xxSdxx | CxxSdxx  18/11/13
S-her-"Baz." - - Judl: MIC-IN,Peshawar.‘
NIC No. 17301-sick o Date: 18/11/13
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2. ' Show Cause Notice is being issued to him separately.!
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-

CAPITAL CITY POLICE OFFICER,

PESHAWAR

Mo /é{'S 7= 66 /oA ated Peshawar the <Yy 7 /2014,

NGO wN

Copies for inf: and ln/a to the:-

Inspector General of Police, KPK, Peshawar w/r to above cited
refererice. :

Addi: Inspector General of‘ Police, Investigation, KPK, Peshawar.
DIG/E &1, KPK, Peshawar. |

DIG/CTD; KPK, Peshaivar.

AIG/Establishment, KPK, Peshawar,

PSO to, IGP-KPK, Peshawar.

SSP-inv: Peshawar.
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OFFICE OF THE CAPITAL CITY POLICE OFFICER, PESHAWAR.

'a

SHOW CAUSE NOTICE ls
1
(Under Rules 5 {3) KPK Police Rules, 1975) b

j.. That you Inspector Farid Shah while posted as 1.0O. P.S Daudzai now s
CTD, Peshawar have rendered yourself liable to be proceeded under Rule 5 P
(3) of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules 1975 for following misconduct:

5
/During re-investigation conducted by Investigation Brad‘ch of CPO you ﬂ
were held responsibie for defective investigation in c:'.aé'e FIR No. 517 i
dated 5.11.2013 u/s 302/324/427/34 PPC PS Daudzai as*ai’f' result of which g
the colrt granted bail to the accused Misal Khan etc WhO' were charged. by ; '
complainant Mumtaz Ahmad for the murder of ‘his daughtcr Mst Seema and ;
injured daughter-in-law (Aiman). Besides, Tax; dnver who was later-on [
identified as Kamran r/o Hayatabad was also killed ln Lhe mudent You {
neither obtained CDR of both the deceased 'and accused nor sent the i
recovered empties and damaged car to FSL for analy5|s and thus spoiled the -

case/ : ' , . | ‘! ' '
. . , : | ERER . O

iy
>’1:1' o

That by reason of above, as sufficient fnatena! is Dl..a.ﬁ?d before the b

oul in gcne*a[

[} )

ltimk,lﬁl\.'ﬂt.\.l, thcniTui‘e it is ut:\,lucu [Xe; ulu\.c.t.,q LIBJlnf{ t
O

" ef GIlSClpllne

erﬂoent and unbecommg of good Police ofﬂcer

5. You are, therefore, called upon to show cause:as 1o why iyou should not
he dealt strictly in accordance with the Khyber PaKhtunkhwa POIICG Rules
1975 for the misconduct referred (O above H ‘

»
e e T T

g llljg.
You should submit reply to this show cause notice wuthlnl{07 days of the LA
receipt of the notice failing which an ex parte actlon Fshail be taken

against you. :
L '
7. You are further directed to mform the under igned th,alt },you wish tosbe

| 0

T S T
g R X o SN
e

(W)

et 3 anins

P T

heard in person or not.

CAPITAL CITY POLICE OFFICER
PESHAWAR

———

No. 7" .. /PA, dated: /7 ' /2014, W
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' ©Inspector Farid Shah;was placed under s'uspenSIan:a' ;

H Show Cause Notice on the dlrect:on of the IGP KPK o'n ;”t"h‘ i

; Vo I 4

P ,menhoned below - EE | » lss ' .ls"ll ' !

| - R .
‘ ; “During re- mvestngatlon conducted by Investlgatloh Branch of |
2' “ CPO, held hlm"esponsmle for. defective Invest:gatron in case ‘5

'FIR No. 517 dated 5.11.2013 u/s 302/324/427/3? PPC 33 .
- PS PS Daudzal as result of whlch the court granted bail’ to -

accused Mlsal Khan etc who were charged byl clomplamanb

Mumtaz Ahmad for the murder of his daughten M t Seema'i-

1
and mJured his daughter-xn law (Alman) Bemdeé 'f‘axl drayer

| '*'
who was Iater-on indentlfzed asr& ‘
| also killed in the madent But he neltherlei obtaz |l DRnof
: f.,i 1 T, .:r'
both the. deceased and accused norqserLt; the;"fjl:ecovered‘ "
Ol g b -,
o -empties and damaged car to FSL for analysils,:an'd- Iflgus}is;)ouled T
i . . ‘ [ e b ?i t e '.‘
. . ", : | . e ¥ 11'!"|4 ;ll c.p ARTRAN
lhe case L ; ‘: . . : . ln ‘:,, ‘E ! [ :‘fi'ligé‘"vi ‘ '
' :I i } i‘? ;. I;f" i o

- e
: Hls written reply to the SCN obtalned and he' was also callo m’ _j;»;.':,_

' OR and heard him in person on 23.10. 2014 He’ could not defelnd hlmself| | | ]
Pcuusal of rccord reveals that he dld not obta:n CDR. of the: deﬁ.‘easc‘:d and :

accused. He is found guilty- of poor mvest:gatlon Therefore hel:s reduced
Lo the rank of sub -Inspector., »

fi . :
;E : ’ ! i»I: ]
: ' TR o E‘;l
13 ! . '. " "
: o ~N‘5' "?098 S_? JPA dated Peshawar thel'f X7 le|t

| | el

“1/. 7- Inspector General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa lPeshawar w/r t
his office letrer No. 14736~ ~41/P.P.Q dated 16.9. 7014 fmc' tlllﬂ'c:lrlcé;
l.ndst: No 1857-66/PA, 'dated 24.9. 2014 . since jdebartmcntal-' .
cnquiry agamst the delinquent official has been fmahzed ]Therefore .
he rnay please be re-instated in service if so aggred plea<e| '

l'lll

" Copies forinf: and n/a to the:- A !. .

C 27 DIG/E &1, KPK, Peshawar. o ~
o '3/ DIG/CTD, KPK, Peshawar. --Encl l
4/., /\IG/Establlshment KPK, Peshawar

+ 5/.7.PSO to IGP-KPK, Peshawar. P !

6/ SSP/Invst Peshawar. : S T T
7] . AS/PO/EC-I-II[FMC - S :

8/ - :Official Concerned - Poor o

N
4

Appeal file zaf ¢t
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A

‘ Subject:- APPEAL AGAINST THE ORDER OF WORTHY CAPITAL

CITY POLICE OFFICER,

PESHAWAR DATED

27/10/2014, WHEREBY THE APPELLANT WAS

AWARDED THE PUNISHMENT OF REVORATION

FROM RANK OF INSPECTOR TO THAT OF SUB-

. INSPECTOR.

| Pfaye'r:

On acceptance of this appeal, the.impugned order may please be

set-aside and be restored to my own rank with all benefits.

' R'eSpected Sz’f,

- officiating Sub-Inspector and then was selected for |

That the appellant was enlisted in* Police

Department as Constable in the year, 1985 and
due to hard work and efficient performance and
afler qualifying lower and intermediate classes

was promoted as ASI in the year, 2008.

That thereafier, the appellant was prométed as

upper class course, which.the appellant qualified

in the year, 2011 and after fulfilling all the criteria
ac per-law/rules for promotion, the appellant was

promoted to the rank of Inspector.

That in the vear, 2013, the appellant ywhile posted

as Officer Incharge .Investigation Police Station

y/



Daudzai, the appellant conducted investigation of

Case FIR No 517 Dated 05/11/2013, U/s

302/324/34 P.P-C Police Slu/i(_)/'/.' Dauc/éa[.

 That according to the FIR Story, same unknown

culprits fired on a Taxi Motorcar No 0098 LHO

on Karairi, Road as g result the occupation

therein i.e. the unknown driver and lady were

expired whereas a minor girl of two years
sustained injuries. SJ Naseem Akbar Incharge

Police Post Nguman on recovery of CNIC of the

deceased /aa’y contactec/ her father namely

Mumtaz  Ahmad S/o Sharif Din  R/y Afghan

Colony, street No 9, Peshawar who accordmgly‘

arrived to the spot and deceased daughter Mst
Seema Ahmad alongwith other unknown accusea’

(Copy of FIR is attached).

T hat on receipt of Copy of FIR | 1mmedzate/y
reached to the spoz‘ During the spot inspection |
recovered and took into  possession 8 crime
empties of 7.62 bore, 5 crime empties of 12 bo;e ‘
one crime empty of 30 bore pistol, b/oua’ s/amca’
articles, motorcar and sealed all the articles

CXCCPL motorear in separate parcels.

That durmg mvestzgaz‘zon on 18/11/2013, the

complainant then charged some others accusea’

| . namely Hazrat Khan, Manawar Khan and Ghani



10.

Ur Rehman in' his  supplementary  statement

recorded u/s 161/164 Cr.P.C. (Copy attached).

That during investigation, I sent the hlood stained
articles and motor car to FSL for examination and
opinion, which were received in positive.
According to the Export opinion, the holes present
On various /7(11*13' of the motor car in question were

caused due to fire sheets. (Copy attached).

7 hat'the.crime empties were kept zn safe custody
in sealed parcels, for the reason that if the
accused were arrested and the weapons of offence
entire recovered form their possession or at their
instance, then the same would be sent alongwith

the recovered crime empties to Ballistic Export for

~ examination and opinion as per law and practice

in vogue.

That efforts were made time and again for the -
arrest of accused by conducting raids ar their

houses and other their suspected abad@s but were

“not found because they had gohe into hiding to

unknown places, hence I proceeded against them

Uls 204/87 Cr.P.C for proceeding U/s 512 Cr.P.C.

That meanwhile | was transferred fbrm Police.
Station Daudzai to Police Station Faqir Abad,
whereas Sub-Inspector-Hamd Ullah was posted as

Incharge Investigation Daudzai.

M



Il That afterward as per information after receipt of
the Show Cause Notice issued to me, I came to
know that the said case afterward was transférred
to investigaz‘ion' unit CPO for re-invest}’gation' in .

which | was blamed that'] had neither sent the
Motorcar No 0098 LHO and récovered crime
empties to FSL Jor examination and opinion nor

had obtained CDR of the deceased and accused. ,

12. That astonishingly as stated above, I had sent the
 said motor car for examination to FSL for
determination of the holes on it the result. of
which was received in positive and I placed it on
| file. (Copy attached as stated above) whereas the |
crime empties were not ‘necessary to be sent for
examination without the recovery of weapons of

ojfence as per practice in vogue.

13 That further as per charge that 1 had nor obrained
CDR of the deceased and accused. In this regard
it is submitted that ‘none of the deceased wére‘
having in possessioh of mobile phone sets,
similarly 1 had made efforts abbut the mobile.
phone numbers of accused if any but could not

detect because they were absconding.

That obtaining of CDR and detecting of mobile
numbers if any with accused was the Jjob of that

investigation officer who had arrested the accused




e L& | afterward. Even durz’hg re-investigation, they

could not do so.

15, That the appellant was punished for none of

wrong doing or any slackness during the course of

_ investigation conducted so far one my part.
16. That the appellant have got spotless .career
through out my service and always obtained

excellent ACR’s and Commendation Certificates.

In the light of above submissions,

it is, humbly requested that the impugned order

may kindly be set aside and I may please be
restored to my original rank of Inspector with all

back benefits.

-

- Dated:- 05/11/2014 Your Obediently

Sub Inspector.

Ay

2>




KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA

No. S/ /358 /15, Dated Peshawar theedJ /232015,

ORDER

This order is hereby passed to dispose off departmental appeal
under Rule 11-a of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police Rule-1975 submitted by Sub-

Inspector Syed Farid Shah the then Inspector. The appellant- was awarded f‘«f,
punishment of reduction from the rank of Inspector to Sub-Inspector by Capital o
City Police Officer, Peshawar vide Order - Endst: No. ZO:|;8‘§§5/PA} dated :
27.10.2014. A L i i DN PO SR
In the-light of recommendations of Appeal Boar@gl,ffhiéétiqg held on’ L
18.02.2015, the board examined the enguiry in detail & other rél;e‘:\:/':arft‘.- documents. - ‘ *: '

It revealed that the appellant was served with Show Cause Notice! The:appellant |
was held responsible for defective investigntion in. ¢ase FIR,ING! 517, dated -

‘

papers which revealed that during re-investigation 'conciucted""l':;;){“%ffiwcstigation-'

U3.11.2013 U/S 302/324/427/34 PPC, PS Daudzai. From the perusal of eénquiry |

Branch of CPO the appellant has held responsible in case FIR'INo. 517. The
charges establishment against him. o BRI
K

He was also heard in person. He failed to dftl”gi:'-fé{hyf plz;usiblejﬂ-'i :
grounds in his defense. The enquiry papers were perused. The!charges stands
established against him. Therefore, the-appeal of Sub-Inspector Syed Farid ShahI )
regarding punishment of reduction from the rank of Inspector tofSub',—,Iii,spector hasf_’ !
ho substance; hence his appeal is hereby filed. n AT A '

< _ T
Y AT
S Sdi- ., |
- NASIR KHAN DURRANI
Inspector General of Palice,
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,
Peshawar

No. S/ A3 7 — 45 15,

Copy of the above is forwarded (o the:

1. Capital City Police Officer, Peshawar w/r to his .office memo:
No.2211/PA, dated 20.11.2014. B

- PSO to IGP/Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, CPO Peshatvar. o
PRO to IGP/Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, CPO Peshawar. b
PA to Addl: IGP/HQrs: Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar, =
PA to DIG/HQrs: Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar. !
PA to AIG/Establishment CPO, Peshawar.
Office Supdi: E-II, CPO Peshawar.

Office Supdi: E-III, CPO, Peshawar.

(MUHAMMAD ALI KHAN)
DIG/Trg: -
For Inspector General of Police,

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

2N U L

OFFICE OF THE ' B
INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE -

Central Police Office, Peshawar L‘ \
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BEFOhE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
- PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No.245/2015.,

Syed Farid Shah SI CTD Peshawat ............ e Appéllant.
VERSUS |
1  Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
, 2 CapitalA City Poﬁéé Officer, Peshawat. ..... e Respondents.

Reply on behalf of Respondents No. 1 &2.

Respectfully Sheweth!
PRELIMINARY OBJECTIONS.

That the appeal 1s badly time barred.
That the appeal is bad for mis-joindet and non-joinder of necessary parties. -
That the appellant has not come to this Hon’able ‘Tribu;lal with clean hands.
That the appellant has no cause of action.

That the appellant is estopped by his own conduct to file the instant appeal.

AN A o e

That the appellant has concealed the material facts from this Honorable
Tribunal

Facts:-

Para No.1 pertains to record, hence needs no comments.
Para No.2 pertains to record, hence needs no comments.

Para No.3 pertains to record, hence needs no comments.

> B ho=

Para No.4 is correct to the extent that the appellant while posted at PS -
Daudzai Peshawar was entrusted with an investigation in case vide FIR

No.517 dated 05.11.2013 U/S 302/324/34PPC PS Daudzai.



5. Para No.5 is correct hence needs no comments.

6. Para No.6 is incorrect thé appellant conducted a defective investigau'orn in
case FIR No. 517 dated 05.11.2013 U/S 302/3024/34PPC PS Daudzai
Peshawar. While conducting the investigation the appellant neither obtained
CDR of both the deceased and accused nor sent the recovered empties- and
damaged car to FSL for analysis and thus spoiled the case. During re- =
investigation conducted by investigation Branch CPO, held the appellant
responsible for the negligence of conducting a poor invesﬁgadoh which
helped the accused in granting bail by the court.

7. Para No.7 Pertains to record. Hence needs no comments.

8. Para No.8 pertains to record. Needs no comments.

9. Pertains to record hence needs no comments.

10. Para No.10 is cotrect to the extent that as the appellant spoiled the case
hence the case was sent to investigation Branch CPO, for re-investigation.
Wherein the appellant was proved guilty of misconduct.

11.Para No.11 is cotrrect tol the extent that the appellant while conducting
investigation committed gross misconduct and negligence by ignoring the
real facts. He failed to obtain CDR of both the deceased and accused and
also failed to send the recovered empties and damaged car to FSL for

analysis and thus spoiled the case.

12.Para No. 12 is correct to the extent that the appellant was proceeded

departmentally and proper enquity was conducted against him. He was
issued a Show Cause Notice which he also replied but he failed to defend
himself.

13.Para No.13 is explained above in detail.

14.Para No. 14 is incorrect. In fact a proper depattmental enquiry was

conducted against him. Wherein the appellant was proved guilty of chafges




)

leveled against him, The appellant also submitted his reply to the Show Case
Notice and was heard in person in OR on 23.10.2014 but he could not
defend himself, hence was awarded majér punishment of revetsion from

rank of inspector to the rank of SI vide order dated 27.10.2014.

15.Para No.15 is correct to the extent that the appellant filed a departmental

appeal but was rejected/ filed because the chatges leveled against him were
stand proved. | ‘ |

16. Para No.16 is in correct. In fact all the codal formalities wete fulfilled. The
appellant was called & heard in person in OR on 23.10.2014 but he failed to
defend himself. _ A

17.Para No.17 1s incorrect. The orders. passed by the 'compe;tent authority are

in accordance with law and rules and liable to be upheld. |

Grounds:-

A) Incorrect the orders passed by the competent authority ate in accofdance
with law/rules.

B) Incorrect. The appellant is treated as per law and no provision of law has
been violated.

C) Incorrect. A proper departmental enquiry was conducted against him.

D) Incorrect. The appellant was issued a charge sheet & summary  of
allegations.

E) Incorrect. The orders passed by the competent a{lthority are per the law &
rules.

F) Incorrect. The appellant being a member of a disciplined force was

proceeded under Police Disciplinary rules.




G) Incorrect. The appellant was called & heard in person in OR on 23.10.2014,
and after fulfilling all codal formalities he was awarded the punishment of
reversion to rank of SL

H) Incorrect. Para already explained in Para No.11.

I) Incotrect. In fact appellant committed gross misconduct & negligence on
his part & failed to obtain the concerned CDR either of the accused or of
the deceased. He also failed to send the recovered einpty and damaged car
to FSL for analysis. Thus he helped the accused in granting bail by the
coutt. '

J) Incorrect. The allegations leveled against him were stand proved.

K) Para is for the appellant to prove. A

L) Respondents also seek the permission of Honorable Tribunal to produce
further gfounds, points at the time of arguments.

<

PRAYER:-

It is therefore most humbly prayed that in light of above facts and
submissions, the appeal of the appellant may kindly be dismissed with cost.

—
Provincial Police Officer,
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,

Peshawar. 3, ‘9’/ (5"

Capital Ci




BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
PESHAWAR,

Service Appeal No.245/2015.
.SyedvFarid Shah SI CTD Peshawar ......... e Appellant.
VERSUS

1. Provincial Police Officer, KhyBer Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

2. Capital City Police Officer, Peshawat. .......................... Respondents.

AFFIDAVIT

We respondents No. 1 &2 do heteby solemnly affirm and declare that the

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

belief and nothing has concealed/kept secret from this Honorable Ttibunal.

focy

Provincial Police Officer,
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,

Peshawar. 3 ’g’] (“5’

Police Officer,

hawar.




BEFORE THE KPK SERVI CE TRI BUNAL PESHAWAR.

. Service Appeal No 245/2015.
Syed Farid Shah ...ccannuimsennmonninanas Appellant.
~ VERSUS

PPO & OtherS.cccsseecesssrererssmcsssessasssssssssssosersassarssseanssresssass Respondents

REPLICATION ON BEHALF OF THE APPELLANT.

REPLY TO PRELIMINARY OBJECTIONS.

Aill the objections raised by the respondents are incorrect and as such
denied. The appellant has got valid cause of action and locus standi to bring the
present appeal, he has come to this honorable Tribunal with clean hands, and the
appellant is not estopped by his conduct to bring the instant appeal. instant
appeal is well within time, in which necessary parties have been imp leaded and
the appellant has concealed nothing from this honorable Tribunal.

REPLY TO FACTS/GROUNDS:

‘Comments of the respondents are full of contradictions, rather amounts to
- admissions and are based on malafide. Respondents have failed to show that the
- version of the appellant is incorrect. Even respondents have failed to show and
substantiate their version referring to any law and rules. Respondents have failed
to substantiate their version and bring anything on record in support of their
version. In the circumstances the appellant has been deprived of his rights
without any omission or commission on his part and he has been deprived of his
rights guaranteed by the Constitution and law of the land. It is also important to
mention here that the appellant had already sent the motor car to the FSL and its
result was received and placed on file whereas crime empties were kept in safe
custody so that the same be sent when the crime weapons are recovered and
opinion is obtained accordingly from ballistic expert. |

in the circumstances the appellant has been punished without any fault on
his part. Respondents have admitted that no charge sheet and show cause notice
were issued to the appellant. Respondents have also admitted that no inquiry was
conducted in the matter to prove the allegations against the appellant, as such
the impugned orders are void ab-initio and not tenable in the eyes of law.
Respondents have also admitted that the appellant was not provided 6pportunity




of personal hearing. As regard allegations regarding non obtaining of CDR is
concerned, the same are totally baseless and unfounded, because when the
mobile sets were neither recovered and nor registered in-the names of deceased
or accused and more so the accused were absconding, as such the appellant has
not committed any omission or commission nor is guilty of misconduct.

It is therefore .proYed that appeal of the appellant may

kindly be accepted as prayed for. .

Dated:-26-11-2015. ' « Appeliant

Through /

s

Attauliah Khan

& Z h
Fazal Shah Mohmand

_ Advocate Peshawar
AFFIDAVIT

|, Syed Farid Shah Sub Inspector CTD Peshawar, (the appellant), do hereby

solemnly affirm and declare on oath that the contents of this Replication are
true and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief and nothing has been
concealed from this honorable Tribunal.

Identified by ‘ DEPONENT
Fazal Sham | |

Advocate Peshawar.




KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESH AWAR

No. 1010 /ST | Dated 10/6/ 2016 -
To : N
' The C.C.P.O, ‘E
A Peshawar.
Subject: - JUDGMENT

[ am directed to forward herewitth a certified copy of Judgement dated
1.6 .2016 passed by this Tribunal on the above subject for strict compliance.

Ioncl: As above - \

REGISTRAR
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICE TRIBUNAL

PESHAWAR.




