- BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUAL, PESHAWAR v :
‘Appeal No. 14/2016 | | |
Date of Institution ... 05.01.2016.
- * Date of Decision - ... 26.10.2017
- Noor Salam Khan son of Mir Salam Khan, Head Constable No. 295, P.S Miryan,
Bannu. : , (Appellant)
| VERSUS
1. Inspéctor General- of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar and 2 others.
: (Respondents)
MR. AMANULLAH MARWAT, | ... For appellant
Advocate. :
|
MR. MUHAMMAD JAN,
Deputy District Attorney, : ' ... For respondents. -
i
' MR.NIAZ MUHAMMAD KHAN, - CHAIRMAN | |
MR. GUL ZEB KHAN, _ MEMBER ' |
|
JUDGMENT
|
NIAZ MUIHAMMAD KHAN CHAIRMAN.- Arguments of the lt
learned counsel for the parties heard and fecord perused.
FACTS L - . I
2. The appellant was diSrﬁissed from service on 18.08.2015 against which he

filed departmental; 'Aapp-eal 0 76.08.2015. The departmental appeal was partlally :' }




penalty of compulsory retirement. The alﬁpellant then filed the present service

appeal against the appellate order on 05.01.2016.

ARGUMENTS.

3. The learned céunsel for the appellant argued that the very appellate order
speaks al?out-no proof against the appellant and despite that majér penalty has been
passed by the appellate authority. That the enquiry officer did not record the
sfa;[ement of any witness. That the enquiry officer only re]ied upon‘the previous

record of the appellant and submitted his répoft.

. 4  On the other hand, the learned Deputy 'District Attorney érgued that all the
codql forina_lities vx;ere fulfilled before passing the order of dismissal. That the
appellaté authority had airead'y taken a lenient view by converting major penalty of
dismissal into compulsory retirement. That it was the enquiry officer to record or

not record the statements of the witnesses in the circumstances of the case.

CONCLUSION.

5. Without deliberating in detail about the charges and proof, the impugned
order of appellate authority itself peaks that no solid proof was available against the
appellant and even then he was awarded inajor penalty of compulsory retirement.

On the basis of this appellate order, the present appeal deserves to be accepted,

| ) however, in view of the nature of the charges levelled against the appellant, the.

enquiry officer was bound to collect reliable evidence which he has failed to collect.

7. As a sequel to the above discussion; this appeal is-accepted and the appellant
is reinstated in service. The department is at liberty to hold a denovo enquiry

against the appellant within a period of 6 months. The issue of his back benefits
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shall be subject to final outcome of fresh enquiry. Parties are left to bear their own

- costs. File be consigned to the record room.

(GUL ZEB KHAN)
MEMBER

ANNOUNCED
- 26.10.2017




KHYBER PAKHTUNKWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESH-A‘WAR

No. 2346 /ST =~  Dated _31 /10/ 2017
To : o
The Deputy Inspector General of Police
Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,
Bannu Region Bannu. .
Subject: - . JUDGMENT IN APPEAL NO. 14/2016, MR. NOOR SALAM KHAN, T

I am directed to forward herewith a certified copy of Judgement dated
26.10.2017 passed by this Tribunal on the above subject for strict compliance.

Encl: As above

Qo et
REGISTRAR -
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA -
SERVICE TRIBUNAL oy

PESHAWAR. ~ oo
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08. ‘04.07.20;17  Counsel for the appellant and. Mr. Muhammad Adeel Butt; Additional AG for ‘

the respondent present. It was pointed out that the inquiry report is not produce by this

Tribunal. The respondent department is directed to produce inquiry report on or before -
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\'the nextdate ‘of hearing. To come up for such record and arguments on 28.09.2017 before

~
W

(Muhammad Hamid Mughal)
Member-

(Gul Ze Khan)

Mer¥ber

28.09.2017.

26.10.2017

Appellam with counsel present. Mr. Ziaullah, Deputy

District Attorney alongwith Mr.  Muhammad I‘arooq,

Inspector for the respondents also present. Representative of

the department submitted inquiry report, which is placed on

* record. Copy of inquiry report also handed over to learned

counsel for the appellant. Learned counsel for the appellant
requested for adjougmﬁ’cnt. Adjourned. To come up- for

arguments on 26. 102017 before D.B.

L ot
(Gul Ze n) (Muhammad Amin Khan Kundi)

- Member . Member

Counsel for the appellant and Mr. Muhammad Jan,
Deputy District Attorney alongwith Muhammad Farooq,
Inspector (Legal) for the respondents present. Arguments

heard and record perused.

This appeal is accepted as per our detailed judgment of

today. Parties are left to bear their own costs. File be

consigned to the record room=™"

\Mﬁn%@ . W

ANNOUNCED
26.10.2017




Appellant in perison and Mr. Asghar Ali, HC alongwith

04.08.2016 :
Ziaullah, GP for respondents present. Rejoinder submitted which is
placed on file. To come up ifor arguments on g R )
Member ) ber
02,12,2016 Counsel for the appellant a_n.&l Assistant AG, for respondents present. -

Learned Assistant AG requested for adjournment in order to produce
record of the inquiry report. Last% opportunity. for production of record
granted. To come up for record and final hearing on 02,03.2017 before
DB, '

(MU_I-_IAMMA,, IM KHAN AFRIDI) r
CHAIRMAN '
(MUHAMMA AAMIR NA R)
3
02.03.2017 Counsel for the appellant and - Asstt, AG for the
R ~.respondents present. Le:amed»AAG submitted before the court

that lhc casc has been prepared by.the learned. Addl. AG.who
OPERSTE not m allcndancc 10- ddy due. to. dcath of his: unclc To gome

up for final hearing before the DiB3. 011!-,()4_.07:,:3911.7,..
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‘  28.1.2016. Counsel for the appellant present. Learned counsel for the”

1 R ' appellant argued that the appellant was serving as Constable when

subjected to inquiry on the allegations of assgéiating himself with

gangs involved in criminal activities including car lifting and corrupt

L
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practices and dismissed from service vide impugned order dated

18.8.2015 where-against he preferred departmental appeal on

h 26.8.2015 which was partially allowed and punishment modified
from dismissal to that of compulsofy retirement vide impugned order
dafed 22.12.2015 - where-after the instant service appeal was

preferred on 5.1.2016.

That ‘ng,inquiry inﬂth;e,pr;esg:r_ibedxrnanne_r.s was condqctgq nor

Nt Dapositad
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any opportunity of hearing was afforded to the appellant and, above
/-"all, the appellant was exonerated of the.charges by the réview board

AT it despite such findings he was awarded majdr puriishrﬁéht"i'h the

~ Appsl
Secis

shape of compulsorily retirement.

- -, Points urged need consideration. Admit. Subject to deposit of

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

! re'spondents for written reply/comments for 13.4.2016 before S.B.

| . . . : Cha%;f

13.42016 . » Counséi for the appélla_ﬂt and Mr. Shafivz Zaman, H.C

alongwith Addl: A.G for respondents present;  Written reply
submitted. The appeal is assigned to D.B for rejoinder and final

hearing for 04.08.2016.

Chairman: «




Form- A _ 3
FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Court of
Case No. 14/2016
S.No. | Date of order Order or other proceedings with signature of judge or Magistrate
Proceedings
1 2 _ 3
1 05.01.2016 . ’ . :
: : The appeal of Mr. Noor Salam Khan presented today by
Mr. Amanullah Marwat Advocate may be entered..in the
i . ‘;' .
Institution register and put up to the Worthy Chaiffnan for
proper order. |
@A_@_Q,e, ’
2 | REGISTRAR =
oé’.r/’/é This case is entrusted to S. Bench for preliminary

- /6

hearing to be put up thereon 28~

CHA%“TMAN




) BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE

TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. 1l /2016

Noor Salam Khan ......ccccevvvviiiiiiiiiniiiiienennen. Appellant
VERSUS
Inspector General of Police & others......... Respondents
INDEX
NG| Description of Documents | Abnex | Pages
1. Service Appeal » 1-6
2. | Affidavit ' 7
3. Addresses of parties 8
4. Copy of Service Book Reference 9
No.543 ‘
5. Copy of Recommendation dt.25.10.10 1 10-16
| alongwith performance list “of the
appellant
6. |Copy of 1mpugned order dated| = | 17
| 22.12.2015 5
| 7. |Copy of Departmental Appeal dated 18-20
26.08.2015 (Respondent No.1) ,
| 8. |[Copy of impugned order dated 21
| 18.08.2015 {Respondent No.2)
| 9. 1Copy of Charge sheet alongwith 22-23
statement of allegation
' 10. Copy of Written Reply dt. 07 07.2015 24-25
11. Copy of application for provide copy of 20
report -
12. | Wakalatnama witl O\

Advocate High Court :

FR-1, 4th Floor, Falak Sair

Plaza Peshawar Cantt
Dated 02.01.2016 Cell No.0334-9054585
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE
TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

\ B, .F.Provinss
Service Appeal No. !‘_»f /2016 Bervioo Tribums

Oigry %Q_L é
049229/ /
Noor Salam Khan S/o Mir Salam Khan
Head Constable No0.295, P.S Miryan Bannu...Appellant

VERSUS

1. Inspector General of Poiice, Civil Secretariat,
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar

| - 2. Deputy Inspector General of Pohce Bannu, Region
Police Line Bannu.

3. District Police Officer, Police Line Bannu
...Respondents

Appeal against - order dated
22.12.2015 passed by respondent
No.1, whereby appellant was
compulsory retired from service on
appeal filed by: him against order
dated 18.08.2015 passed by
% respondent No.2, whereby, he was

05 I Tilwf{) dismissed from service.

PRAYER IN APPEAL:
To set aside impugned orders dated

22.12.2015 & 18.08.2015 passed by
respondent No.1 & 2 respectively




.‘;\}!

and to reinstate the appellant with
all back benefits.

Respectfully Sheweth-:-

1.

That appellant was appointed as a constable in
1995, since then he is performing his duty to the

entire satisfaction of the superiors.

That keeping in view his perforrhance appellant
was prompted head cbnstable during his service
on 22.07.2007 vide service book reference No.543
he carried out succes'sfull operation in which
dozen of proclaimed offender ender were arrested
as a result of which he was awarded cash prizes
by superiors. Details of which are annexed with -

the appeal.

That it is pertinent to mention here that he was
also assigned importanf task to pfovide Spy
iﬁformation about terrorist actiifities & due to his
information, network of the terrorist activities were

traced out and was destroyed. Moreover he was

also assigned a task to watch activities of police

officials and was providing the same information

to the superior, as a result of which, a member of




police officials were annoyed from him & started

‘conspiracy against the appellant by making verbal

compliant to respondent No.1.\

That on alleged verbal complaints appellant was
charge sheeted by respondent No.2 on the alleged .
allegations leveled against him without issuance
show cause notice on 29.06.2015, thereafter so,
called inquiry was conducted at the back of

appellant, whereby he was removed from service

- vide order dated 18.08.2015.

That against the said order appellant preferred
Departmental Appeal before respondent No.1
whereby removal from service was converted into
to compulsory retirement from service vide order

dated 22.12.2015.

That -appellant moved an application in the office

of respondent No.1 to provide copies of inquiry, so

- that he may defend himself in the departmental

proceeding because the inquiry has been
conducted at the back of the appellant but the
copy of inquiry was not provided to the appellant.
till date.




That feeling aggrieved from the said orders dated
18.08.2015 and 22.12.2015 passed by respondent
No.1 & 2 respectivelj./,’ petitioner seeks to assaﬂs
these impughedl orders- before this Honourable

Court inter alia, on the following grounds:

CROUNDS:-

A.

That the impugned orders dated 22.12.2015 &
18.08.2015 passed respondent No.1 & 2

| receptively by are against law & facts & record of

the case.

That allegation of general nature have been leveled
against the applicant and no any specific incident

been referred in the impugned judgment, so

- dismissal from service on such grounds is illegal

without jurisdiction and is liable to be set aside.

That major penal\ty has been imposed upon the
applicant as a result applicant was compulsory
retired from service, so keeping in view nature of
allegation it was incumbent upon the respondents
to conduct full-fledged inquiry against the
appellant.

That applicant was not provided an opportunity of
being heard, such action of respondent is the

violation of principle of natural justice.




&
That General allegations have been leveled against
applicant but he was not provided opportunity of

cross examination to him which has prejudiced

the right of appellant.

That respondent has not fallowed the prescribed

procedure laid down by the relevant law & dealt

- case of applicant in mechanical manner. Such

approach of the respondent are violation of the

prescribed rules.

That no one has produced is support of allegation
leveled against applicant nor any specific incident
has been referred against applicant. Moreover the
order passed by respondent No.l1 is self
contradictory on one it is stated in the impugned
order that no evidence has been avaiiable in
support of charges but on the other hand he was
imposed major penalty i.e. compulsory retirement,
so such punishment is based on assumptions and

preemptions and is liable to be set aside.

That applicant was assigned to watch the activitieé
of the police officials due to which a number of
police officials have ben annoyed against him. So
action of respondent by dismissing the applicant
from service is based on malafide. On one side
petitioner efforts are being appreciated on the

other side applicant was dismissed from service.




I. That orders passed by respondents are illegal, void
without lawful authority & without jurisdiction &

deserved to be set aside.

J. It is, therefore respectfully prayed that on
acceptance of the appeal, To set aside the
impugned orders dated 22.12.2015 & 18.08.2015
passed by respondent No.1 & 2 respectively and to

reinstate the appellant with all back benefits.

Any other remedy which deems fit by this

Honourable Court may.als be granted in_favour of

petitioner.

Through

Am%uﬂaﬁamat

Dated 02.02.2016 Advocate High Court
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE
TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. /2016

Noor Salam Khan ......cccceevviiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiininna.. Appellant
B VERSUS
Inspector General of Police & others......... Respondents

AFFIDAVI'T
[, Noor Salam Khan S/o Mir Salam Khan Head
Constable No0.295, P.S Miryan Bannu, do hereby

solemnly affirm and declare on oath that the contents

of the accompanying Service Appeal are true and

correct to the best of my knowledge and belief and

" - nothing has been concealed from thi ‘ble
7
Identified by DEPONENT

CNIC No0.11201-9449038-1

A
Ambgullah Marwst
Advocate High Court




BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE
TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

~Service Appeal No. /2016

Noor Salam Khan .......ccccevviviiiiviiinniniininnn.. Appellant
" VERSUS
Inspector General of Police & others......... Respondents

ADDRESSES OF PARTIES -

APPELLAN T:-

~ Noor Salam Khan S/o Mir Salam Khan
Head Constable No0.295, P.S Miryan Bannu

RESPONDENT S:-

1. Inspector General of Police, Civil Secretariat,
- Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar

2. Deputy Inspector‘General of Police. Bannu, Region
Police Line Bannu. »

3. District Police Officer, PW’ ine Ban

Appellant |

Through ,
Am%u% Marwat

Dated 02.01.2016 Advocate High Court
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1. Numwe:
"2, F/Name:
3. Caster
I

ac ooy \%mﬂ__@ NO. 543

J€. Place of residency:

N

. Date of Birth:
y. Oflice:

o

7. liducational Qualilication:

FORM OF CHARAC I'I"R ROLL

STATEMENT OF SERVICE.

District

Appeintment | P'l)'
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/ e \é - OFFICE OF THE .
NEL, Tty A :
N DISTRICT POLICE OFFICE,
"\"‘;'g::‘:'ﬂ'p ‘ B A N N U

' Nn._l_ 0&5_“}’ Dited S/ Lonaui

Tan - The Regional Police Officer,
[al g .
Bunnu Region, Bauna,

Suu: RECAMANDAT 4, -
Memce:
As per report ol vl‘nchargc DSB Bannu, HC Noor Aslam

No.543 has passed on usciul inform:tion 10 Bannu Control Room for conveymg

o Lakki Control. His case is forwarded lo.'\,onsuderataon please.

T’

L I‘ )

‘District Police Officer,
Bannu:
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Ve . OFRICE ORTHE. % ! '
| + INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE . | .
" KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA =~ . | - :

Central Police Office, Pcshawar o - :

"No. §/ 5 20 i//_s’Dated Peshawar thee‘?o?/ _Q/zo/ 5

ORDER , o

o : ; ’
This order is hereby passed to dlspose off dz,pa.rtmental appeal under Rule 11-a ot %
}\hybu Paichtunkhwa Police Rule-l975 submitted by Ex-Censtable Noor Salam No. 295

‘The .appcllant was awarded punishment of dismissal from service by the RPO/Bannu vide OB

Mo, 1794 dated 18.05.2014, on the charges that he supported car-lifting gangs/groups, involved

i dealing of stolen vehicles, Aknow's.for corruption, he asserted polmcal pressure for

fllmg,/droppmg of departmental enquiry and also having relation with smugglers . ,

. The Review Petition Board meeting was held on 26.11.2015, wherein the|

i appellant heard in person theenquiry papers were also examined in detalled The charges of'

Cr———— s =

b © uption and involvemnent in Anti social actlvmes have been leveled agamst the appellant while!

ne solid evidence has becn collected in. support of the charge s Jeveled against appellant.
i » b uu!mmore. hc was u Constablc therefore. his involvement in corruption and corrupt practicesw
. can mppon of lhe superwsory officers does not appeal (o prudent mind. In view of his length of '
ser "_’“? the board rccommends thgt_ the major penalty of dismissal from service may be canver edj

" iato major penalty of compulsary retirement from service, - ' . ‘

| ' .-~ 'This order is approved by the Competent Amhorify.

L S (NAJEEB-UR-RAHMAN BUGVI)
: : ' ' B o AlG/Establishment
~ For Inspector General of Police, {
- Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar, l

No.SI4ROT—Mns, ~ - | o . |
Copy of the above is forwarded to the: ' '
Regional Police Officer, Bannu.
District Police Officer, Bannu, -
PSO to IGP/Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, CPO Peshawar.
PRO to IGP/Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, CPO Peshawar. i
PA 10 Addl: IGP/HQrs: Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar. N
PA o DIG/HQrs: Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar. C : ‘ |
3

[} )

.PA to AIG/Establishment CPO, Peshawar,
Office Supdt: E-1V CPO Peshawar. -
Central Registrar, CPO '

-
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To

The Inspector General
Police Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,
Peshawar

Subject: DEPARTMENTAL REPRESENTATION AGAINST THE.

1.

IMPUGNED ORDER DATED 18.08.2015 PASSED : *

'py D.I.G, BaNNU REGION WHEREBY THE .
APPLICANT WAS DISMISSED FROM SERVICE ON . =

THE GROUNDS HAVINZ NO BASE.

That apphcant was appointed as a constable 1n:’

1995, since then he is performing his duty to the

entire satisfaction ol the superiors.

That keeping in view his performance applicant

was prompted head constable during his service.

on 22.07.2007 vide 'service book reference No0.543

he carried out successful operation in which dozen

of proclaimed offender were arrested as a result of

which he was awardcd cash prizes by superiors.

Details of which are annexed with Lhc;. c}ppgdl.

That it is pertinent to mention hele that he was

“also assigned important task to provide Spy

information about terrorist act1v1t1es & Idue to h1_s

information, network of the terrorist activities were




A.

traced out and was destroyed Moreover he Wés
also a331gned a task to watch actlvrtres of pohce
officials and was provwhng the same. information
to the superior, as a result of which, a member of
police officials were annoyed from him & started

conspiracy agamst the applicant by making verbal |

compliant to respondent No.1.

That on verbal complaint the applicant was charge
sheeted on the grounds mentioned therein on E
29.06.2015 which was replied by apphcant on
o7 .07.2015- by explaining every allegations

frivolously-leveled against him.

That D.I.G Bannu Region w1thout taking -1to .
consideration written reply submrtted by appncant ;
issued dismissal order of the a_pphcant on

18.08.2015.

That applicant’s seeks to assail impugned order |
dated 18.08.2015 inter alia on the followmc

grounds:

CROUN DS

That the 1rnpugned order dated 13. 08.2015 pésé”éd -
by D.I.G, Bannu is agamst 1aw & facts & record of

the case‘.




That applicant was assigned to watch the activities

" of the police officials due to which a number of

police officials have ben annoyed against him. 'So
action of respondent by dismissing the appheant
from service is based on malafide. On one side
petitioner efforts are being appreciated on the

other side applicant was dismissed from service.

That order passed by respondent is illegal, void
without lawful authority & without jurisdiction &

deserved to be set aside.

It is, therefore respectfully prayed that on '
acceptance the impugned order dated 18.08.2015
may please be set as1de and apphcant. may please

be rainstated in service with all back benefits.

4:

Applicant

of k-
Noor Salam

S/o Mir Salam
Constable No.295,
Bannu

Dated 26.08.2015 Cell No.0333-2766688 * -




POLICE DEPARTMENT.. " BANNUREGION

CORDER. f o ,f,'.f

My this order wri* d:spose off the departmentaE .

' proceedmgs initiated ac*amst (,onsgabie Noor :»a!am No. 295 of Bannu

District Police on commtttmg the fol owmg omissions:-

- o That he, Constable,! Noor Salam No. 295 of Bannu
Dlstuct' Police. s :upportmg Car llftlng-
gangca/qroups

o That he is also mvo[ved in dealmg of etolcn
vehicles.

« That he Is iknown for corruption. '

o That he s dcsertmg Political : pressure . for
filing/dropping of departmental enqunry

« That having. relat|on with smugg]ers

Addl: CP/Baunu was appomted as E"lquny
Officer to conduct pro-per departmental .prnceedmgs under Polrce Rules
1975. The E. O. conducted pr opei “lepartmental proceedings into the
matt(_r and submiitted his ‘md'nus 'wiu_reln the said exu,nquent Police

Constable has been declared . gurltv for the said allegatlons and has

been recommended for Major pun|<hment ‘ _
| L o oy
The said c'lelinqr}ent Police Consﬁabiéheérd-in
person in orderly room on 18.8.2015 by the undersigned to finally
show cause in his defense but hé badly failed tc rebut the said
. i . . . ' :
allegations. _ . ' . S : ! ‘ !

I; Muhamm"d Tahir PS~ Regionai Police

Officer, Bannu Reglon Bannu in eyermse of fhe powerf ‘vested :n me,
‘after thoroughly hearmg the appellant in- orderly room, am agree with

‘the flndmgs of the Enquuy Officer. Therefoue, Major punlshment of

dismissal from serwce under Police Rules 1975 is h(.reby ordered with
.

immediate effect. . U |

s ’ ' l ﬂ ' ‘.:
| 14
- 1 (Muhammad Tahtr)PSP

: Reglonal Police Cfficer,
i Bannu Reglon, Bannu.

' _.,...

- q i ' a/) := . o
o | 17 sEc, datea. )€ yos/2015. T ”‘“\‘
. . . 1 .

Copy . to the Districﬁt Police Officer, Bannu for
i | .

iformation and n/action.
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CHARGE SHEET

~~ WHEREAS, 1 am satisfied that a formal inquiry -as
- contemplated in ‘.the N.W.F.P.-Pblice Rules, 1975 is necessary .and
* expedient. . ' : :

AND WHEREAS, I am of the view that the allegation, if

established would call for a Maj_qr penalty as confined in Rules. 4-1 (b)
- of the aforesaid Rules. ' B S

. NOW THEREFORE, as roquired by Rule 6-1 ( a) of the

aforesaid Rules,I, Muhammad Tahir PSP, Regional Police Officer,

Bannu Region, Bannu charge you Constable Noor Salam Np.—295-

for misconduct on the basis of summary of allégations appended
~ herewith.’ | '

AND WHEREAS, I direct you further under the Rule (6-1)
- b of the aforesaid rules to put in a written defense within 07-days o_'f
_ the receipt of this charge sheet as to why a Major punishment :a_s ‘
' defined in Rule 4-1 (b} should not be awarded to you. Also state at the
:sam'e time whether you c_:fesii;e to be heard-in person or not. |

In case your reply is not received within the prescribed’
- period without sufficient reasons it would be presumed that you have
no.defense to offer and an €X-party action will be taken against you. -

S

(Muhdmmad Tahir)psp

Regional Police Officer,
Bannu Region, Bannu.

¥aq ) )/LS" «

.
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‘ 'STATEMENT OF ALLECATIONS. , LY

‘liable to be proceeded agamst as ‘he commltted the followmg

o _,misconduct within the meaning of dssmptmary rules-1975 (amendment |

" vide NWFP Gazette 27%: January-1976)

SUMMARY OF ALLEGATION.

. That ypu Constable, Noor Salam No. 295 of Bannu District Police N
~are support:ng Car-lifting gangs/qroups ’
. That you are also involved in dealmg of stolen vehicles.

. .‘That you are known for corruptaon.

PR

departmental enqunry
P B
Y « Having relat;on with smugglers.

appo'i‘nted as Enquiry Officer.

. The Enquiry Ofﬁcer shall provide reasonable opportunity of hearing to
the accused, record statements etc: and ﬁndmgs within 25 -days after
the recelpt of this order.

. The accused shall join the proceedmgs on the date, tnme and place
ﬁxed by the Enqunry Offlcer. o ¢

~ (Muhammad Tahir)PSP
Regional Police Officer,

b : | - -Bannu Region, Bannu.
NO: S /é JEC cla't.el z‘i\l; 2015
Copy to :- =

1 The Provmaal Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar for
“favour of information.
¢ 2. The District Police Officer, Bannu for mformation.

3. The Enqulry Officer.

(Muhammad Tahir)PSP
. Regional Police Officer,
S S R Bannu Region, Bannu.

Hoo o L]

1 Bk
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. I, Muhammad Tahlr PSP, Regional Police -
Offlcer, Bannu Reglon, Bannu as competent author:ty, am of the
'opmlon that Constable Noor Salam No. 295 has rendered himself - -

'« That you are. assertlng Political pressure for ﬁlmg/droppmg of -

‘ For the purpose of scrutlnlzmg the conduct of the said accused w/r to
the above ajlegations _The Addl: Supdt: of Police, Bannu is -
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BEF ORE THE KHYBER PAKH. TUN KH WA SER VICE T RIBUNAL PESHA WAR

Aggeal No. I 4/2016.

Noor Aslam Khan....... .............. ‘............;....(Appellant)

VERSUS

Inspector General of Police &.others.......cccoovevevevnennen, .. ivesneeanannanens (Respondents)

PARA WISE COMMENTS ON BEHALF OF THE RESPONDENTS

Respectful_lv Sheweth: -

PRELIMINARY OBJECTIONS. . i
- 1) That the appeal of appellant is badly time-barred.

2) That the order of.Respondent No.l is very much legal.

* 3) That the appeal is not maintainable in its present form.

4) That the appellant has concealed the actual facts from the Honourable

Trlbunal

5) That the appeal is bad in law due to non-joinder of necessary parties.

6) That the appellant has approached the Honourable Tribunal with

unclean hands.

7) That the appellant has got no cause of actlon and locus standi-to flle

the instant appeal

- 8) That the appellant has been estopped by hlS own conduct

OBJECTIONS ON FACTS

(1) |
- during the year 2015.

(2)

“(3)

@

()
(6)

(7)

the Respondent through unsound reasons

Incorrect The performance of appellant was found unsatisfactory

" Pertains to record. Appellant was promoted to the rank of Head

Constable sub]ect to seniority cum fitness.

Incorrect. Reportedly, he was found lnvolved in extractlng ‘money/
1llegal gratification from pollce officer, threatening them of
negative reporting to high ups against them and hand in gloves with
ant1 social elements and immoral activities. '

Correct to the extent that proper chargeé sheet based on statement
on allegatlons was issued to appellant and proper mqulry through

‘Addl: SP Bannu was conducted. After providing all the opportunities

of hearing and defense, he was dismissed from service by the
respondent’ No.2 and the same was converted into compulsory
retirement from serv1ce by the Respondent No.1.

‘ 4Perta1ns to record.

Incorrect. Relevant copies were prov1ded to the appellant by the
office of Respondent No.2 and opportumty of defense was extended
to him.

Incorrect.” The appellant has wrongly challenged the valid order of '

.~



e .

OBJECTIONS ON GROUNDS.

A

- .same may kindly K

Incorrect. That the order of the respondent is based on facts and in

accordance with law and rules.

. Ihcorrect‘. Pr'opér charge sheet based on statement on allegations were .
issued to the appellant and impartial inquiry was conducted through .
inquiry officer. The order of the respondent is legal and justified

under the law/ rules. - : :

. Incorrect. Keeping in view the nature of allegations p'roVed in the

- inquiry, the appellant  was awarded . .punishment of compulsory

retirement which-is a lenient in nature. ‘

. Incorrect.- All thebpportunities of defense and hearing were provided.

during the course of inquiry and order.

. Incorrect. Serious allegations were leveled against the appellant and

opportunities of cross examination over the witnesses were provided
to him. ' ' “

. Incorrect. The respondents havye observed all the codal formalities

during the departmental probe in accordance with Police Rules 1975.

. Incorrect. Charge sheet based on statement on allegations followed by

departmental inquiry was conducted ‘with accordance with law/ rules.

After 'receiving finding ‘report from the inquiry -officer, the

respondents passed a legal order which is based on law & justice.

. Ihcorrect. During -the assignment of duty, reportedly, he was 'found

involved in extracting money/ illegal gratification from police officer,

-'threatening them of ‘negative reporting to high ups against them and

hand in gloves ‘with anti social elements and immoral activities. _

Incorrect. The orders of the res;pohdents are legal, valid and based on _

facts and l_aw.

Praver: .

keeping -in view of the above facts and circumstances, it is _

humbly prayed that

dismissed with costs.

Inspector Generc of Policé, . Regional Police Officer,
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar. annu Region, Bannu.

(Respondent No.1) . , - (Respondent No.2) .

olice Officer,

Bannu.
‘(Respondent No.3)

e appeal of appe'llant is 'devoid. of tegal force, '-

v ‘.\. )



. BEF ORE THE KHYBER PAKHT. UN KH WA SER VICE T RIBUNAL PESHA WAR
: A A Aggeal No. 1 4/2016. .

1

- Noor Aslam Khan.................cu........ e ——— T RO l...'(A‘ppelLant') '

~

................ ............. '...(Resp_ondents') '

COUNTER AFFIDAVIT

We, the respondents 1, 2 & 3.do hereby solemnly afflrm and

declare that the contents of the attached para wise comments are true

and correct to the best of our knowledge and bellef and nothmg has

been with held o1 concealed from thlS Honorable Trlbunal

Inspector ene;z/l(o% : ional Police Officer,
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar. . Bannu Region, Bannu.

(Respondent No 1) S (Respondent No 2)

'(Respondent_No.3) S . - .



' ® e BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUN KHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHA WAR

“Noor Aslam Khan ....... e ————————— e (Appellant)-.

[ e Cerreieeen (Respondents)

AUTHORITY LETTER. o

Mr .Mir Faraz Khan Inspector, lncharge Legal Cell Bannu 1s hereby |

, authorrzed to appear before The Honorable Service Tnbunal Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar
on behalf of the. unders:gned in the above crted case. |

He is authonzed to submit and srgh all documente pértaining.fo the

. instant ap'peal_.

:onal Police Officer,
Bannu Region, Bannu .
(Respondent-No. 2)

V\/‘\_,

(Respondent No.3)



BEFORE THE SERVICES TRIBUNAL, KPK, PESHAWAR

In Re: Service Appeal No.14 of 2016

Noor Salam Khan................ PRSP Appellant -

VERSUS

Inspector General of Police & others............ Respondents

, REJOINDER FOR/ ON BEHALF OF
- APPELLANT IN THE CAPTIONED SERVICE
APPEAL

Respectfully Sheweth:

That all the preliminary objections raised / taken-

by respondents in the memo of written reply, are

illegal, void and not based on legal/ factual -

grounds besides that appeal is within time and

~appellant was illegally dismissed from service,
therefore, he has cause of action/ locus standi to
file appeal in this Honourable Tribunal.

REPLY ON PARAWISE:

- 1. Para No.l of the comments is incorrect, hence
denied. The appellant was appointed as
Constable in 1995 in Police Department and
since then he was performing his duties to best
satisfaction of his superior. | | |

2. Para No.2 of the comments is incorrect»tol the
extent that he was promoted Head Constable




v

<

subject to seniority-cum-fitness, but was
promoted on the basis of his performance and
taking part in successful operation, in which
dozen of proclaimed offenders were yarrested, as a

result of which, he was awarded cash prizes by

his superiors. (Details of which has already been
attached with memo of appeal). |

Para No.3 is incorrect, hence denied. The

-allegations leveled by the respondents against

appellant are general in nature. The respondent
has not properly replied para No.3 of the memo

of appeal and deviated from the same para, such o

action of respondent impliedly amounts to
admission. Moreover, it has been observed in
order dated 22.02.2015 that allegations are not

~ supported by any substantial evidence, but at

the same time, passed the impugned order,
which is highly illegal and smacks malafide on
the part of respondents. |

Para No.4 is incorrect, hence denied. No regular
inquiry was conducted to probe the baseless
charges levelled against the appellant, which was
mandatory for imposition of major penalty.

Para No.5 needs no reply.

Para No.6 1is incorrect, hence denied. The.

appellant approached respondents to provide
inquiry report vide application dated 15.12.2015,

- the same was not entertained and ultimately he

was refused to provide the same.

e




Para No.7 is incorrect, hence denied. The
appellant was wrongly removed from his service
through impugned orders, therefore, he has
rightly invoked jurisdiction of this Honourable
Tribunal, hence, the appeal of the appellant is
maintainable. .

REPLY ON GROUNDS:

A.

Ground “A” 1s incorrect, hence denied. The

impugned orders dated 22.12.2015 and
18.08.2015 passed by respondents No.1l & 2
respectively, are against law, facts and record of
the case.

Ground “B” 1s incorrect, hence denied. The
allégations levelled against the appellant are of
general nature and no specific incident has been
referred neither in inquiry report nor in
impugned orders, thus, the same are illegal,
without jurisdiction and liable to be set aside.

Ground “C” is incorrect, hence denied. It was

incumbent upon the respondent to hold full
fledged regular inquiry by providing opportunity
to the appellant and confront him with all
documents and material but the same exercise
was not carried-out by the respondent, therefore,
dismissal of appellant on such so-called inquiry,
1s illegal, without jurisdiction and lawful
authority.

Ground “D” is incorrect, hence denied. The
appellant was never ever associated with the
inquiry proceeding, neither he was provided an




“opportunity of béing heard nor confronted with
the material, thus, he was condemned unheard.
“Ground “E” is incorrect, hence denied. From the
whole inquiry report as well as impugned order,
it is not clear from the available material that
appellant had  been provided an opportunity of
cross-examination, therefore, the whole exercise
conducted by respondents, is highly illegal and
' punishment on the basis of such so-called
inquiry is not sustainable in the eyes of law.

Ground “F” is incorrect, hence denied. No codal
formalities and procedure laid down by the law,
had been adopted during inquiry.

Ground “G” is incorrect, hence denied. No one
has produced any evidence (both oral &
documentary) in support of allegations levelled
by respondents against appellant. No specific
incident had been referred to show involvement
of appellant in anti-state activities and it has
rightly been observed by respondent No.l that
there is no evidence in support of allegations, the
relevant para from the impugned order dated
22.12.2015 is reproduced below:

“The charges of corruption and involvement
in anti-social activities had been levelled
against the appellant while no solid evidence

~ has been collected in support of the charge
levelled against the appellant”

So keeping in view above findings reéord by
respondent No.1, the appeal of appellant should




have been accepted and restore the appellant on
| his position with all consequential benefits.

H. Ground “H” is incorrect, hence denied. The
| appellant was assigned a sensitive duty to watch
the activities of police officials, a number of
.police officials have develop_ed grudge against
him particularly by respondents No.2 and 3,
such action of respondent is based on malafide,
which is not sustainable.

I.  Ground “I” is incorrect, hence denied. The
impugned order passed by respondent are illegal,
void, passed without lawful authority and
“deserve to be set aside.

It is, therefore, respectfully prayed that on
acceptance of reply, the memo of appeal may
very graciously be aééep ¢cepted (4

Through

- Amantllah Marwat
Date: 03.08.2016 Advocate, Peshawar

AFFIDAVIT

I, Noor Salam Khan (appellant), do hereby solemnly
affirm and declare on oath that contents of Rejoinder
are true and correct to the best of my knowledge and

belief and nothmg has been concealed from this Hon’ble

¢ i)

Tr1bunal
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POLICE DEPARTMENT. . ° ' BANNUREGION

ORDER.

My this order will disp'ose off the departmental

proceeding's initiated against Constable Noor Sa!am N0.295 of Bannu

District Fohce on commlttmg the following om155|ons -

. That he, Constable, Noor Salam No. 295 of Bannu
District Police is supportmg . Car:lifting
, gangs/groups -
. That he is also mvo!ved in dealmg'of $tolen-
o vehtcies :
o T at’heis known for corruption

+ That he is asserting Political pressure for

filing/dropping- of departmental enquiry.
e That having relation with smugglers

lAdd! gp/Bannu was’ appomted ag Enquiry

Officer to conduct proper departmental proceedmgs under Police Rules

'1975. The E. O. conducted proper departmental proceedings . into the

matter and submitted his f1nd1hgs, wherein the ‘said delinguent Police
Constab|e has been declared pullty for the sald allegatlons and ‘has

been recommended for Ma;or punlshment

4 A - The sald delmquent Pohce Constable heard in
person -in orderly room on 18 8 2015 by the undersugned to finally
show cause in h|s defense ut he badly fau!ed to rebut the said

ailegatnons.

1, Muhammad Tahir PSP Regional Police
Officer, Bannu Re(_:uon1 Bannu in exercise of the. powers vested in me,
after thoroughiy hearmg the appeliant in orderly room, am agree with
the findings of the Enqmry Officer. Therefore, Major pumshment of
dism;ss!al frofmn serwce under Pohce Rules 1975 lS hereby ordered with
imrned{'ate eﬁfect. '

L
(Muhammad Tahtr)PSP

b ' : C7 Regional Police Officer,
g Bannu Region, Bannu.

No._| /774 /FC dated. _LZ/OS/ZOlS %M‘Zl

Copy to the District Pohce OfﬁCer, Bannu for

information and n/action.

T
(Muhammad Tahir)PSP
Regional Police Officer, .
Bannu Region, Bannu.

e 13)3 \@:‘




Réfere'rjce"attached PUC

Itis subm;tted that Constable Noor Salam
No 295 of Bannu Dnstnct Police was charge sheeted: based upon,
statement of allegatlons by your good self and the Addl: Supdt: of
Pohce Bar\nu was: appomted as Enqunry Officer .on the allegations -
mentsoned therein . the charge -sheet based upon statement of
allegatlons at PUC. , ' . A
. Now, the Addl Supdt of Pol:ce Bannu vnde .'
his Memo No, 346 dated 31. 7.2015 has submltted his report
wherein the sasd Poluce Ofﬁcna1 has been recommended for
awarding ma;or pumshment at F/A

Submltted for favour of kmd perusai and'

Esstt:Elerk.

0>} \\g

further o’rder_s‘p‘iease. :

T é_
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No. 3[{6 / dated Barmu the 3'/ / 7 A'/201'5_.

Super}inte.nd‘.ent of Police; Bannu.
To: The Regional PoliceOfficer, -
Bannu Region, annu. ..
: r

Subject: DEPARTMENTAL ENQUIRY AGAlNST N@OR SALAM NO. 295/FC

Kmd!y refer to your office endst: No..1514-16-dated 29.06.2015 oh the
sub;ect noted above. : -

Constable Noor Salam No, 295 has been charged for the commrssnons of the
following mlsconduct wrthm the meamng "of Police Rules amended vide NWEP Gazette 27"
January 1.97?.

» That he: ;constable, Noor Salam“N.o.295< of Bannu District Police are

supportmg car Irftmg gangs/groups.

» That he !so involvedin deahng of stolen vehicles.
> That he rs known for corruptlon v
» That he asserttng pohtrcal pressure for, ftltng/dropprng of departrnental .
renqurry | o '
D That he has relation with smugglers 5

The enqurry papers were marked to the undersngned vie Regional Police Officer,

‘Bannu Region, Banfy endst: No 1514- 16/EC dated 29.06. 2015. On 01.07:2015, the. undersigned

served upon the cHarge sheet ion the delinquent official as dlrected by Regional police Officer,
Bannu Region Barinu vide his offrce Me| o: No 1517/EC dated 30 06.2015. On 07.07.2015, the
delinquent official submitted hiS written reply in the response of charge sheet which has been
placed on enquiry frle He demed the allegatron in his wrrttenl reply submitted by him in the
response of char|ge sheet. In! order 10 know the reat facts the undersrgned summoned the
de!-nquent 0ffrc1a‘ and recorded his statement wherein he stated that his reply in the response
of charge sheet rr}ay be consudered his statement

. The undersrgned perused his service record and.it. was found that the del‘mquent
official \{vhi!e posted as 1/C DSB staff B nnu was charge sheeted based upon the allegation al; he
supported wrongly DSB8 constable Pervez Khan who extended support it0 2 notonous peddler
Usman rfo Ghularn Kala Ghon Wala The mvolvement of DSB staff unearthed when the accused
named the constable of who got re bular Bhatta in police name Knowing all this, he (Noor
Salam} trled his best 10 mahgn the SHO PS ‘Ghori Wala. The then DPO Bannu strictly'warned him
(Noor Salam) ta be carefu! in future and not to be mdulge in such practlce vide DPO Bannu OB
No.323 dated 18.03.2014 (co y enclosed.as annex ‘ A). ; _

His service record further reveals that he whﬂe pOSted%aS'l/Q DSB8 staff Bannu

was awarded major pumshment of reductlon from Offrcuatrng Rank of Head Constable to the

Rank of time scale constable Ylde DPO Bannu 0B No 217 dated 09. 03 2015 on the bases of the ‘

following charges (copy encio;sed, as annex: B).




1. That he whule posted as |/C DSB allegedly invo!ved:ih extracting money/illegal -

gratification frorn police officer,s, threatening them of negative reportmg to high ups against
them. ~ ‘ | ' ‘
2. That he was reportedly hand in g|oves W1th anti social- slements for taking weekly and

monthly as 1}legal gratnflcatnon.

3. That he reported mdulgence in |mmora| actuv:tnes further tarnighed the image of the
District Police #nd lead the unders:gned (DPO Bannu) to belief that he has. cé,ased to become 2
competent police off!cer B : |

4. That htla was carrying bad reputatmh as per conduct.lrules he was suﬁ,poSed to be

otherwise. _

Secret probe was also made |and it was found that the dehnquent ofﬁc»at has
ciose relation with anti somal eiements/cér ilftmg gangs/deahng of stolen vehicles. Secret
"s;ources further dlsctosed that. the delinquent ofﬁcnal is known for cl:orrupnon and using polmcal
pressure for ﬁlmg/droppmg of départmental enqumes -

Keepmg in view t \e above facts perusal of his’ serwce record, sufficient evidence
was found in his service record whuch is suffucnent for declanng gmlty him. It is therefore,

concluded that the a{legatlons Ieveled agamst the accused OfflCIal are proveo without any

shadow of dopbt henge recomm?nded him for award of major pumshment

b
Report is submitted please.

ABDITIONAL SUPERINTENDENT OF POLICE
BANNU. -




"ORDER: _ .

oot L . ‘ .

This order of t!he undersigned will dispose off departmental proceeding

initiated against Head Constable Noor Astam No.295 of PS Miryan Bannu under Police’
Rul-g-1.97.5',l by issuing show: cause notice to him on the basis of the follwing omissions /
commissions.. .~~~ - - o - -

> Tha]i'he while PQ'Pte.d as” Incharge  DSB -allegedly involved in extracting

moqe‘y/itlegal gratification fr‘oqn,poli;ce,- officer, threatening them of negative

reporting to'high'ups against.them.. .. - . : ' '

> That hve was ‘report}edlyfhand‘;:in,'g{oyes- with -a.ri{'ti-- social elements for taking
weekly and monthly!as illegal gratification. ' : '

of the district pplicc‘_e‘and-tead the undersigned to. belief that he has ceased to
" become a cornpetent and efficlent potice officer.

> That his reported indulgence in immoral activities further tarnished the image

be otherwise. =~ =

The Show causeinotice: was property served 'up}.on‘ﬁhe accused on dated 20-

© 02-2015 and he submitted reply ther%of onidated 23-02-2015. Opportunity of personal

‘hearing was also afforded jto the accused whichwas availed by him on dated 04-03-

2015 but badly failed to rebut thre‘au'egat'ions leveled against him.
i ' I

‘head constable and his substantive rz%-nk is s'tilit.fo'od const:ab'l'el

'Keeping in view the nature of misconduct-of 'thiue accused officer| even in the
stage when he was entrusted an im ortant assignment of collecting of information as

well as intelligenice duty, the undersigned-has’ got no other .option except to impose
upon him major punishment of reduction from officiating rank .of Head constable to

the time scale of constable! for a period of 03 years.

_ Pakhtunkhwa gazétt’e Notification, -20 /&ugq;t 2014), hereby reduce the accused Officer from
the _officiatip‘g,ran‘k of HC to the time scale constable with immediate effect.

i~ .

. : (7f~ ) + = r s =
ol Alo 51/7 4’4 1 3 /3 (ABDUR RASHID)PSP.

. . . . Distrct Police Officer,
' - %, Bannu.

No.23K2T7Ec - (0, — 5 72015,
| Copies 'forinforrrlﬁéric;h arid vato: - '

DSP/Rural, Bath. |
SRC, ~ -
~ Pay Officer. . .
'OASI along with enquiry fite.

. . . L ' . : . .l ! . . )
» That he was carrying bad reputation as per conduct rules he was supposed to

His service recol[d wa..S'_perus_ed and it was‘fdiund that he is an officiating |

Keeping in view tfpe-aboye" 1, ABDUR RASHID;. DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER, BANNU
" in exercise of'.th’e'power vested in;me under police -rul:e 1975 (Amended vide Khyber -

ST e



_ ORDER:
|

DSt Constable Parvez who ]extended su;bpo ) @ notonous peddler Usman R/O

© Ghulam Kalld Ghoriwala. The mvotvement of D_
named the oonstable of wh01 got. regular Bhatta m Pohce name Knowmg all this, he

tried his best to malign the SHO PS Ghonwata

v

To brobd into the1 allegat\om DSP/Cantt was’ appotnte'd as Enquiry
Offlcer forI initiating: proper departméntal proceedmg under Police Rules 1975

and the Enqurry Off1cer has recommended the defaulter HC for lement view..

ln the hght of enqutry report 1, Muhammad lqbal Drstnct Police '

Offtcer Bannu in exercrse of the powers vested in me undér Police Rules 1975

- (amended vide NWFP gazette 27 January 1976) hereby file the enquxry papers

with a stnct warmng to be carefut m future to HC Noor Astam No 543 and not '50

be indulge in such pract\ce

0B NO. 35"—’%: IR i trctP"

Dated /5@2.— /L(l . I/ |
No. %’Z'bg/ Lo /datedéannu the/7 /03/2014

COPV of above is subrmtted to tbe ‘ .ﬂ-' C

1. Regional Police Off\cer Bannu for favour of mformat\on w/ r to his Office
Mtlamo No.311/EC dated 07 2- 2014 SRR -
2. SRC. B

Drstnct Police Ofﬁcer, L

| }ﬂ /- B .' Bannu

HC Noor Astam No 543 lncharge DSB. Staff _Bannu Wrongty éupported his -

Staff unearthed when the accused :




From:-. The Regiona! Pélice Officer, =
Bannu Reglon, Bannu.

To:-  © -TheAdd: Supdt: of Police, Bannu

No:- [5/7 -_/Ec dated Bannu, the _Z.© /06/2015.
EPAﬁ\MENTAL ENQUIRY . AGAINST CONSTABLE

Subject:-
NOOR SALAM NO 295 '
Memo:- L .

Enclosed piea$e flnd herewn:h charge sheet based

upon statement of allegations each in tnplncate agamst Constable Noor

Salam No 295 of Bannu D:stn’
9 thlS office as a token of its rieceipt.

duplicate copy be submutted t
ted against the said

Besides, departmental proceedmgs be lmtta

Constable at your end being ‘an enqwry ofﬁcer appo:nted by the

underSIQned and’ fmdmgs sublmtte

aCthI'l

19,

(Muhammad Tahlr)PS’P
: Regional Police Officer,

Bannu Reglon, Bannu

Faa|S|1S

A I L T

o

ctPolice for serwce upon him and 1ts :

d to thqs ofﬁce for further legal '

£
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A \‘.n‘H‘r{S‘E SHEET A

WHEREAS I am satisfied that a. formal inquiry as
contemplated |n the N W. FP Pollce Rules, 1975 is necessary and

expedlent
|

AND WHEREAS I &m of the: view- that the allegation, if

establlshed would call; for a Ma]dr penalty as confined in Rules 4-1 (b)

of the aforesand Rules |

NOW THEREFORE as requtred by Rule 6-1 ( a) of the
mad “Tahir PSP Reglonal Police Officer,

arge you Constable Noor Salam’ No 295
ded

aforesaid Rules,I Muham

Bannu Regloh, Bannu. ch
for miscondudt on the basis of summary of allegatlons appen

herewith. )

L |
AND WHEREAS 1 direct you further under the Rule (6-1)

| oresald rules tg put-in a written defense within 07-days of

b of the af
" the receipt of this charge sheet as to why a MaJor pumshment as

defined|in Rule 4-1 (b) should not be awarded to you.
me whether you desire to be heard in person

Also state at the
same ti or not

In case your reply is not rece1ved within the prescribed
presumed that you have

period : wnthoUt sufﬂcuent reasons it ‘would be.
no defénse to offer and an ex# party actlon will be taken agalnst yOu.

i
R

R

ammad Tahur?PSP
icer,

;(M
F egtonal Police Of
?Bannu Reglon, Bannu.

,.ngfz,qt \ | / |



| STATEMENT( . ATIONS.

A I, lMuhammad Tahlr 'PSI'=" - Regional Police
Officer, Bannu Reguon, Bannu as competent: authorlty, am of the
opinion that Constable Noor Salam. No. 295 has rendered himself
liable to be proceeded agamst as he commttted the following
‘ misconduct w1than the meamng of dlsoplunary ru!es 1975 (amendment
vide NWFP Gazette 27th January-1976)

SUMMARY OF ALLEGATION. - -
» . l - -

. That you Constable Noor Salam No. 295 of Bannu D!struct Police -

are suppor‘tmg Car-hftmg gangs/groups
. That you are also mvolved m deallng of stoien vehicles.

. That you are known for corruptlon

+ That youy are asserting Polltlcai pressure - for ﬁhng/droppmg of

departmghtal enquiry.
« Having relation with smugglers.

For the; purpose of scrutmtzmg the conduct of the said accused w/r to
~ the abive allegatuons .The . Addi: Supdt: of Police, Bannu s
appomt d as Enqurry Ofﬂcer . -

The Enqu1ry Off:cer shali provide reasonab!e opportumty of hearmg to
the accused, record statements etc: and fmd:ngs within 25- days after
the receipt of this order

The accused shall jom the proceedings on the date, time and place

fixed byL the Enqunry Ofﬂcer /
- ,

| S
(Muhammad Tahir)PSP
Regional Police Officer,
‘Bannu Reglon, Bannu.

NO. \§\H /é JEC. aé:tut aq\s\zoo N ’

Copy to

1. The Provincial Pollce Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar for
favour of mformatuon

2. The District Pollce Officar, Bannu for mformatlon
/_,3 The Enduiry Off!cer

. . | \ ' . )
(Muhammad Tahir)PSP

Regional Police Officer,
Bannu Region, Bannu.

Q%mqf'l, J1S

RN P T N e,
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