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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUAL. PESHAWAR

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
'‘-r;

1. Inspector General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar and 2 others.
(Respondents)

MR. AMANULLAH MARWAT, 
Advocate.

... For appellant

MR. MUHAMMAD JAN, 
Deputy District Attorney, For respondents.

. MR. NIAZ MUHAMMAD KHAN, 
MR. GUL ZEB KHAN,

CHAIRMAN
MEMBER

JUDGMENT
;*•

NIAZ MUIHAMMAD KHAN, CHAIRMAN.- Arguments of the

learned counsel for the parties heard and record perused.

FACTS

2. The appellant was dismissed from service on 18.08.2015 against which he
; - ;.j

filed departmental appeal oh/|6v08.2015. The departmental appeal was partially
........

accepted on 22.12.2015 and tfe. penalty of dismissal was converted into majorrV
j.- •
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penalty of compulsory retirement. The appellant then filed the present service 

appeal against the appellate order on 05.01.2016.

ARGUMENTS.

The learned counsel for the appellant argued that the very appellate order3.

speaks about no proof against the appellant and despite that major penalty has been 

passed by the appellate authority. That the enquiry officer did not record the

statement of any witness. That the enquiry officer only relied upon the previous

record of the appellant and submitted his report.

On the other hand, the learned Deputy District Attorney argued that all the4.

codal formalities were fulfilled before passing the order of dismissal. That the

appellate authority had already 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 major 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.

(NIAZ IHAM HAN)
CHAIRMAN

(GUL ZEB KHAN) 
MEMBER

ANNOUNCED
26.10.2017



KHYBER PAKHTUNKWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR

MNo. 2346 /ST Dated 31 /lO/ 2017

To
The Deputy Inspector General of Police 
Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 
Bannu Region Bannu.

Subject: - JUDGMENT IN APPEAL NO. 14/2016. MR. NOOR SALAM KHAN.

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.

Enel: As above

REGISTRAR . 
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 

SERVICE TRIBUNAL
PESHAWAR.
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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 

the nextjdate\)f hearing. To come up for such record and arguments on 28.09.2017 before
d;b.

08. 04.07.2017

.4:
Cly

(Muhammad Hamid Mughal) 
Member

(Gul Z^Khan) 
Medroer

28.09.2017 Appellant with counsel present. Mr. Ziaullah, Deputy 

District Attorney alongwilh Mr. . Muhammad Farooq, 

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 appelhmt. Learned counsel for the appellant 

requested for adjournment. Adjourned. 'Fo come up for 

arguments on 26.10.2017 before D.B.

4
/
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(Gul ZeuKMn) 
Member

(Muhammad Amin Khan Kundi) 
Member

26.10.2017 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, 

consigned to the record room.’'*
File be

Chairm;

ANNOUNCED
26.10.2017
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Appellant in person and Mr. Asghar Ali, HG alongwith04.08.2016
Ziaullah, GP for respondents present. Rejoinder subrnitted which is 

placed on file. To come up for arguments on__0

^^ber0^1j

Member ■

02.12,2016 Counsel for the appellant and Assistant AQ for respondents present, 
Lemed Assistant AG requested for adjournment in order to produce
record of the inquiry report. Last i opportunity for production of record

!
granted. To come up for record ahd final hearing on 02.03,2017 before 

P,B

(MUHAMMADk^IM khan AFRIDL) 
CrtAIRMAN

!

(MUHAMM AlfAAMR NA^XR) 
MEMBER:
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Counsel for the; appellant and Asstt, AG for the
!

respondents present. Learned, AAQ :§ubn'iipGd before the eoiirt 
that the case has been prepared by.the learned, Addl. AG who 

"isniot in attendance lo-day duQi tp .death wf his:_unGl.e. 'fo cpine 

V up far final hearing before the DlB'Ol3^;Q4■^7;2pl.7.^' ■

02.03.2Q17
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Counsel for the appellant present. Learned counsel -for the 

appellant argued that the appellant was serving as Constable when 

subjected to inquiry on the allegations of associating himself with 

gangs involved in criminal activities including car lifting and corrupt 

practices and dismissed from service vide impugned order dated

18.8.2015 where-against he preferred departmental appeal on

26.8.2015 which was partially allowed and punishment modified 

from dismissal to that of compulsory retirement vide impugned order 

dated 22.12.2015 where-after the instant service appeal was 

preferred on 5.1.2016.

That no inquiry in the prescribed manners was conducted; nor

any opportunity of hearing was afforded to the appellant and, above 
»
/all, the appellant was exonerated of the,charges by the review board 

but despite such findings he was awarded major punishrhent in the 

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 

respondents for written reply/comments for 13.4.2016 before S.B.

;
28.1.2016'
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Counsel forThe appellant and Mr. Shafiuz Zaman, RC 

alongwilh Adcii: A.G for rGspondents present, Written reply 

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

hearing for 04.08.2016. -- '

13.4.2016 .
'•f!
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FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Court of

14/2016Case No.,

Order or other proceedings with signature of judge or MagistrateDate of order 
Proceedings .

S.No.

321

05.01.20161 The appeal of Mr. Noor Salam Khan presented today by 

Mr. Amanullah Marwat Advocate may be ente'red-in the 

Institution register and put up to the Worthy Chairman for 

proper order.
\

I-- r? if
REGISTRAR^

2
This case is entrusted to S. Bench for preliminary 

hearing to be put up thereon SiB-' ^ ./(>

CHAIRMAN
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE
TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. tU /2016

AppellantNoor Salam Khan
VERSUS

Inspector General of Police & others Respondents

INDEX
pe^Griptionc^Documem^^ Annex

1-6Service Appeal1.
7Affidavit2.

Addresses of parties 83.
Copy of Service Book Reference 
No.543

94.

Copy of Recommendation dt.25.10.10 
alongwith performance list of the 
appellant___________________________
Copy of impugned order dated 
22.12.2015

10-165.

176.

Copy of Departmental Appeal dated 
26.08.2015 (Respondent No, 1)

18-207.

Copy of impugned order dated 
18.08.2015 (Respondent No.2)

8. 21

Copy of Charge sheet alongwith 
statement of allegation

22-239.

Copy of Written Reply dt.07.07.201510. 24-25
11. Copy of application for provide copy of 26

report
W akalatnama12. 7A

Throu^

ih MarwatAma:
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

Service Appeal No. /2016 Smiod Trlbosu^

Noor Salam Khan S/o Mir Salam Khan
Head Constable No.295, P.S Miiyan Bannu...Appellant

VERSUS

Inspector General of Police, Civil Secretariat, 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar
1.

Deputy Inspector General of Police. Bannu, Region 

Police Line Bannu.
2.

District Police Officer, Police Line Bannu3.
.. .Respondents

Appeal against order dated 

22.12.2015 passed by respondent 

No.l, whereby appellant was 

compulsory retired from service on 

appeal filed by^ him against order 

dated 18.08.2015 passed by 

respondent N0.29 whereby, he was 

dismissed from service.

Prayer In Appeal:
To set aside impugned orders dated 

22.12.201S & 18.08.20l5 passed by 

respondent No. 1 & 2 respectively
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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 performance appellant 

was prompted head constable during his service 

on 22.07.2007 vide service book reference No.543

2.

successful 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

he carried out

the appeal.

That it is pertinent to mention here that he was 

also assigned important task to provide Spy 

information about terrorist activities 86 due to his

3.

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



r

police officios were annoyed from him & started 

conspiracy against the appellant by making verbal 

compliant to respondent No. 1. \

4. 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.

5. 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.

6. That appellant moved an application in the office 

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

that he may defend himself in the departmental 

proceeding because the inquiiy 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 dated7.

18.08.2015 and 22.12.2015 passed by respondent

No.l & 2 respectively, petitioner seeks to assails 

these impugned orders before this Honourable 

Court inter alia, on the following grounds:

GPCLN DS:-

A. That the impugned orders dated 22.12.2015 & 

18.08.2015 passed respondent No.l 8& 2
receptively by are against law & facts Ss 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.

B.

That major penalty 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.

C.

D. That applicant was not provided an opportunity of 

being heard, such action of respondent is the 

violation of principle of natural justice.
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E. That General allegations have been leveled against 

applicant but he w^as not provided opportunity of 

cross examination to him which has prejudiced 

the right of appellant.

F. That respondent has not fallowed the prescribed 

procedure laid down by the relevant law 85 dealt 

case of applicant in mechanical manner. Such 

approach of the respondent are violation of the 

prescribed rules.

G. 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.l is self 

contradictory on one it is stated in the impugned 

order that no evidence has been available 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 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 applicant 

from service is based on malafide. On one side 

petitioner efforts are being appreciated on the 

other side applicant was dismissed from service.

H.



That orders passed by respondents are illegal, void 

without lawful authority 85 without jurisdiction & 

deserved to be set aside.

L

It is, therefore respectfully prayed that on 

acceptance of the appeal, 

impugned orders dated 22.12.2015 85 18.08.2015 

passed by respondent No.l 85 2 respectively and to 

reinstate the appellant with all back benefits.

J.

To set aside the

Any other remedy which deems fit by this 

Honourable Court may alsp be grantedjru^vou;; of 

petitioner.
. //

lO'^
AppHlant

Through

AmaifidlabdUanvat
Advocate High CourtDated 02.02.2016



BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE
TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. /2016

Noor Salam Khan Appellant
VERSUS

Inspector General of Police & others Respondents

AFFIDAVIT
I, Noor Salam Khan S/o Mir Salam Khan 

Constable No.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.

Head

Identified by DEPON ENT
CNIC No.11201-9449038-1

Am^^liah^MarwsC^

Advocate High Court
/
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE
TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

/2016Service Appeal No.

AppellantNoof Salam Khan
VERSUS

Inspector General of Police 8& others Respondents

ADDRESSES OF PARTIES

APPELLANT:-

Noor Salam Khan S/o Mir Salam Khan 

Head Constable No.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, Poii ine Ban

Appellant
Through

AmmullsCfiMarwat
Advocate High CourtDated 02.01.2016

d
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OFFICE OF THE

District Police Office
BANNU.

V\

-/

‘.'V-'V loSS*^ Oc lcd / lo/2()H)Nvi.

The lU't^iaiKi/ Pdltcc (yfu'cr,
lUmnK /laiuiii.

v>; -

Suu: RECAMANDATi';ri. •

Memo;

Aii per report of Incharge DSB Bannu, HC Noor Aslam 

No.543 has passed on uscTuI inCorn-i.-nlori in Bannu Control Room for conveying

to Lakki Control. His case is forwarded for consideration please.

t
District Police Officer, 

Bannti. ••

C
l'

H ;
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1■OFFICE OK THE .
> INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE 

KFIYBER PAKHTIINKHWA 
Centra! Police Office, Peshawar ,

No. S/'^.^f 5//5Tnated Peshawar the.95//S/20 /p

, /

ORDER
■ I

This order is hereby passed to dispose off departmental appeal under Rule 11-a c]‘ 
Kiiyber Pakhtunkhwa Police Rule-1975 submitted by Ex-COnstablc Noor Salam No. 29S 

■|lie appellant was awarded punishment of dismissal from service by the RPO/Bannu vide OB 

Ko. 1794 dated 18.05.2U15, on the charges that he supported car-lifting gangs/groups^ involved 

, in dealing of Stolen ^vehicles, knows for corruption, he asserted political pressure for ; 
I’lling/dropping of departmental enquiry and also having relation with smugglers. .

The Review PetilioA Board meeting was held on 26.11.2015, wherein the 

appellnnt heard in person theenquiry papers were also examined in detailed. The charges of 
corruption and involvement in Anti social activities have been leveled against the appellant while 

no .solid evidence has been collected in support of the charge s leveled against appellant. 
I’unltennore. he was a Constable therefore, his involvement in corruption and corrupt practicesw 

can support of the supervisory officers does not appeal to prudent mind, .In view of his length of 
.service ihc board recommends that the major penalty of dismissal from service may be convened 

into major penalty of compulsory retirement from service.

This order is approved by the Competent Authority.

r

i(NAJEEB-LR-RAHMAN BUGVl) 
AIG/Eslablishment 

For Inspector General of Police,
■ Kliyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

■

No' u f7% 0^1-ffins
Copy of the above is forwarded to the;

1. Regional Police Officer, Bannu.
2. District Police Officer, Bannu.’
3. PSO to IGP/Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, CPG Peshawar.
4. PRO to IGP/lChyber Pakhtunkhwa, CPO Peshawar.
5. FA to Add!: IGP/HQrs: Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
6. PA to DIG/HQrs; Khyber Pakhtunkiiwa, Peshawar.
7. , PA to AIG/Establishmenl CPO,' Peshawar.

. 8. Office Supdt: E-IV CPO Peshawar. " . ,
9, Central Registrar, CPO.

'

TOTRL P.01i
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To

The Inspector General 

Police Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 

Peshawar 1.

Departmental Representation against the

DATED 18.08.2015 PASSED 

Region whereby the ,

DISMISSED FROM SERVICE ON

Subject;
IMPUGNED ORDER

by D.LG, Bannu

APPLICANT WAS 

THE GROUNDS HAVING NO BASE.

Respe cted Sir

appointed as a constable inThat applicant was 

1995, since then he is performing his duty to the
1.

entire satisfaction of the superiors.

That keeping in view his performance applicant 

prompted head constable during his service, 
22.07.2007 vide service book reference No.543

in which dozen

were arrested as a result of 

awarded cash prizes by superiors.

, 2.
was
on
he carried out successful operation

of proclaimed offender

which he was 

Details of which are annexed with the, appeal.

to mention here that he wasThat it is pertinent
assigned important task to provide Spy 

about terrorist activities 8s due to his

3.
also
information
information, network of the terrorist .activities were

c

4
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destroyed. Moreover he was 

watch activities of police
the same information

result of which, a member of 

annoyed from him & started 

gainst the applicant by making verbal

traced out and was 

also assigned a task to
officials and was providing

to the superior, as a 

police officials were 

conspiracy a 

compliant to respondent No .1.

was charge 

therein on
verbal complaint the applicant4. That on

sheeted on the grounds mentioned
replied by applicant on

29.06.2015 which was 

07.07.2015 by explaining every allegations

frivolously leveled against him.

withoutv taking intoD.I.G Bannu Region5. That
11

of the applicant on
issued dismissal order 

18.08.2015.

assail impugned order 

^ the following
6. That applicant’s seeks to

18.08.2015 inter alia ondated 

grounds;

That the impu 

by D.I.G, Bannu is against law

the case.

A.
& facts & record of

/

1'
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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 applicant 

from service is based on malafide. On one side 

petitioner efforts are being appreciated on the 

other side applicant was dismissed from service.

H.

That order passed by respondent is illegal, void •, 
without lawful authority 85 without jurisdiction & ; 

deserved to be set aside.

1.

It is, therefore respectfully prayed that oh ' 

acceptance the impugned order dated 18.08.2015 

may please be set aside and applicant may please 

be reinstated in service with all back benefits.
a;

Applicant

bi/

Noor Salam
S/o Mir Salam 

Constable No.295, 

Bannu
Cell No.0333-2766688

:
0

Dated 26.08.2015
i

c 7 ẑ

ik.
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HANNl) REGIONPOLICE DEPARTMENT.

ORDER.

My this order v/ii! dispose off the departmental 

proceedings initiated against Constabiei Noor Salam No.295 of Bannu 

District Police on committing the following omissions:- ■ ; '

o That he, Constable,! Noor Salam No. 295,of Bannu
supporting Car-lifting • •Police.District

gangs/groups. , , '
o That he is also involved in dealing of stolen-

IS

vehicles. ■ '
• That he Is known ror coi'ruption. 
o That he is asserting Political ^; pressure foi' 

filing/dropping of departmental enquiry.
» That having relation with smugglers' ■

AddI: SP/Bannu ■ was appointed, as Enquiry 

Officer to conduct proper departmental proceedings under Police Rules 

1975. The E. 0. conducted proper'departmental proceedings into the 

matter and subrriitted his findings, wherein the said deiinquent Police 

Constable has been declared . guilty for the; said allegatiops' and has 

been recommended for Major punishment ' ' , '

The said delinquent Police Constable het^rd in 

person in orderly room on IS.8.2015 iby the undersigned to finally 

show Cause in his defense but he badly failed to ■ rebut the said 

allegations. ■

I, Muhammad ! Tahir. PSP, Regional Police 

Officer, Bannu Region, Bannu in exercise of the powers'vested in me, 

after thoroughly hearing the appellant in orderly room, am agree .with 

'the findings of the Enquiry Officer. Therefore, Major punishment of 

dismissal from service under Police Rules 1975 is hereby ordered with 

immediate effect. !

A ^
■a

i (lyluhammad Tahir}PSP 
: Regronar Police Officer,
i Bannu RegioiL Bannu.

C-/08/2015. kT ‘'S I? 1 U__ /EC, dated.

Copy . to the District Police Officer, Bannu for

No.

information and n/action. •

/

(Muharrrrnad Tahir):pSP 
Reg ipfiaPRpiice; Officer, 
Bo n nil Reg rb n, Ba n n U;:



CHARGE SHFFT

whereas, I
contemplated in the Nl.W.F.P. 
expedient.

am satisfied that

Police Rules, 1975 is
a forma! inquiry

necessary ..and
as

AND WHEREAS, I
established would call for 

of the aforesaid Rules.

am of the view that the allegation, if 
a Major penalty as confined in Rules. 4-1 (b)

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

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

Bannu Region, Bannu charge you Constable Noor Salam No.2951111 llSi:

IP 

III-.ws
i AND WHEREAS, I direct you further under the 

b of the aforesaid rules Pule (6-1)
put in a written defense within 07-days of 

d J receipt of this charge sheet as to why a Major punishment as 

,n Rule 4-1 (b) should not be awarded to you. Also state at the 

same time whether you desire to be heard-in person
pill" -' ■ iiaf
I

f

tl
or not.

IP,ri:

.In case your reply is 

period without sufficient 

no. defense to offer and

not received within the 

reasons it would be presumed that you have 

an ex-party action will be taken against you.

.prescribed

n
/

I3 m
(Muhammad Tahir)1isP 
Regional Police Officer, 
Bannu Region, Bannu/

I
I

j. illlli;.

iiiii
n

pit
■ll'



1'^
STATEMENT OF ALLEGATIONS.

iii®l «»#
1.
■;

Muhammad Tahir PSP, Regional Police 

Officer, Bannu Region, Bannu as competent authority, am of the 

, opinion that .Constable Noor.Salam No. 295 has rendered himself 

-liable to be proceeded against as :he committed the following 

■ misconduct within the meaning of disciplinary rules-1975 (amendment 
fcyilf --.’ vide NWFP Gazette 27^'^: January-1976)

I,
1

SiI

'^1

SUMMARY OF ALLEGATION.I
I •■.rr r
m <!' • That you Constable, Noor Salam No. 295 of Bannu District Police

are supporting Car-lifting gangs/groups.
• That you are also involved in dealing of stolenWehicles.
• That you are known for corruption.
• That you; are. asserting. Political pressure for filing/dropping of 

departmental enquiry.
^ • .Having relation with smugglers.

;■

#77v.r-:
M

Mi
1]
mpi For the purpose of scrutinizing the conduct of the said accused, w/r to

the above allpgRtinns The Addl: Supdt: of Polic_ef_Bannu is
appointed as Enquiry Officer.

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

- The accused shall join the proceedings on the date, time and place 
fixed by the Enquiry Officer.

jp*.ililfc I |i« :
11

(Muhammad Tahir)PSP 
Regional Police Officer, 

_Bannu Region, Bannu.
- /6 /EC JitJ.’- . '

Copy to :-

l.'The Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar for 
favour of information.

.' 2. The District Police Officer, Bannu for information.
3. The Enquiry Officer.

iii11
I I NO. ISI

,if!p
a

w 'i •-

|^li§I Aii

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

L iP'

SI
II
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!;a .w/
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BEFORE THEKHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHA WAR
Appeal No. 14/2016.

Noor Aslam Khan (Appellant)

VERSUS

Inspector General of Police & others (Respondents)

PARA WISE COMMENTS ON BEHALF OF THE RESPONDENTS

Respectfully Sheweth:

PRELIMINARY OBJECTIONS.

- 1) That the'appeal of appellant is badly time-barred.

2) That the order of Respondent No.I 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 
Tribunal.

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 action and locus standi to file 
the instant appeal.

8) That the appellant has been estopped by his own conduct.

OBJECTIONS ON FACTS

(1) Incorrect. The performance of appellant was found unsatisfactory 
- during-the year 201 5.

Pertains to record. Appellant was promoted to the rank of Head 
Constable subject to seniority cum fitness.

Incorrect. 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.

Correct to the extent that proper charge sheet based on statement 
on allegations was issued to appellant and proper inquiry 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 
retirement from service by the Respondent No. 1.

Pertains to record.

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

In'correct. The appellant has wrongly challenged the valid order of 
the Respondent through unsound reasons.

(2)

'(3)

- (4)

converted into compulsorywas

(5)

(6)

(7)



•r •

OBJECTIONS ON GROlJNn<i

A. Incorrect. That the order of the respondent is based on facts and in 
accordance with law and rules.

B. Incorrect. Proper 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.

c. Incorrect. Keeping in view the nature of allegations proved in the 
inquiry, the appellant was awarded punishment of compulsory
retirement which is a lenient in nature.

D. Incorrect. All the opportunities of defense 
during the course of inquiry and order.

E. Incorrect. Serious allegations were leveled against the appellant and 
opportunities of cross examination 
to him.

and hearing were provided

over the witnesses were provided

F. Incorrect. The' respondents have observed. . - . ^ the codal formalities
during the departmental probe in accordance with Police Rules 1975.

G. Incorrect. Charge sheet based statement on allegations followed by 
departmental inquiry was conducted with accordance with law/ rules 
After receiving finding report from the inquiry officer 
respondents passed a legal order which is based

the
on law 6t justice.

H. Incorrect. 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.

I. Incorrect. The orders of the respondents are legal, valid and based 
facts and law. on

Prayer:

keeping in view of the above facts 

humbly prayed that
same may kindly^^smissed with costs.

and circumstances, it is
e appeal of appellant is devoid, of legal force,

Inspector GepBnfTof Police, 
Khyber Palcfitunkhwa Peshawar. 

(Respondent No. 1)

Reshnal Police Officer, 
Bannu Resion, Bannu. 
(Respondent No.2)

‘fCtPoUc^Officer, 
Bannu. 

(Respondent No.3)

YDistr



' theKHYBERPAKHWNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PKSH4W4R
Appeal No. 14/2016.

Noor Aslam Khan
(Appellant)

VERSUS

Inspector General of Police a others,
(Respondents)

COUNTER AFFIDAVIT

We, the respondents U2 & 3 do hereby solemnly affirm 

declare that the contents of the atta'ched 

and correct to the best of

and

para wise comments are true 

knowledge and belief and nothing has 

been with held or concealed from this Honorable Tribunal.
our

Inspector General vUce,
Khyber Pakhtuoi^wa Peshawar. 
~(Respondent No.1)

'Hesjpnal Police Officer, 
Bannu Region, Bannu. 
(Respondent No.2)

District Wcer,
Bannu.

(Respondent No. 3)
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BEFORE THEKHYBERPAKHTUNKHWA SERVTCF. TRIBUNAIPFSIHAWA w
Appeal No. 14/2016.

Noor Aslam Khan
.(Appellant)*,

VERSUS

Inspector General of Police & others (Respondents)

AUTHORITY LETTFR

'^araz Khan Inspector, Incharge Legal Cell, Bannu is hereby

authorized to appear before The Honorable Service Tribunal Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar 

■ on behalf of the undersigned in the above cited case.

authorized to submit and sign all documents pertaining to the

instant appeal.

'3

Inspector General 
Khyber Pakhtupkfi 

, (RespondeotNo. 1)

\pfPolice, . 
wa Peshawar.

'Resional Police Officer^ 
Bannu Region, Bannu. - 
(Respondent No.2)

y Distn^tMl^eOffi^r,

Bannu.
(Respondent No. 3)
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BEFORE THE SERVICES TRIBUNAL, KPK. PESHAWAR

In Re: Service Appeal No. 14 of 2016

Noor Salam Khan Appellant

VERSUS 'V

Inspector General of Police & others Respondents

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

Respectfully Sheweth;

That all the preliminaiy 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 to the 

extent that he was promoted Head Constable

-f"



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 arrested, as a 

result of which, he was awarded cash prizes by 

his superiors. (Details of which has already been 

attached with memo of appeal)'.

3. 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 

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.

4. 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.

5. Para No.5 needs no reply.

6. Para No. 6 is 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.
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7. 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:

Ground “A” is incorrect, hence denied. The 

impugned orders dated 22.12.2015 and 

18.08.2015 passed by respondents No.l & 2 

respectively, are against law, facts and record of 

the case.

A.

Ground “B” is incorrect, hence denied. The 

allegations 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.

B.

C. 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, 

is illegal, without jurisdiction and lawful 

authority.

D. is incorrect, hence denied. The 

appellant was never ever associated with the 

inquiry proceeding, neither he was provided an

Ground “D”

i
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♦

opportunity of being heard nor confronted with 

the material, thus, he was condemned unheard.

E. 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.

F. Ground “F” is incorrect, hence denied. No codal 

formalities and procedure laid down by the law, 
had been adopted during inquiry.

G. Ground “G” is incorrect, hence denied. No one 

has produced any evidence (both oral 85 

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 antisocial 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 record by 

respondent No.l, the appeal of appellant should

I



S'..

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 developed grudge against 

him particularly by respondents No.2 and 3, 
such action of respondent is based on malafide, 

which is not sustainable.

is incorrect, hence denied. The 

impugned order passed by respondent are illegal, 
void, passed without lawful authority and 

deserve to be set aside.

GroundI.

It is, therefore, respectfully prayed that on 

acceptance of reply, the memo of appeal may 

very graciously be a<^|e^edj4^s^

Through

Amanmlah Marwat
Advocate, PeshawarDate: 03.08.2016

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 nothing has been concealed from this HonT^le 

Tribunal.
<;>_v

Jr D. NEdNfT
V' r

//
A,
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RANNU REGIONPOLICE DEPARTMENT.
ORDER.

My this order will dispose off the departmental 

initiated bgainst Constable Noor Salam No495 of Bannuproceed ngs
District Police on committing the following omissiohs:-

. That-he, Constable, Noor Salam No., 295 of Bannu
supporting - CarTliftingDistrict Police is

gangs/groups. .. *. ,•
• That he is also Involved in dealing Of stolen

vehicles.
. Tiat he is known for corruption. ^
• Tiat he is asserting Political pressure 

fi ing/dropping of departmental enquiry.
• Tiat having relation with smugglers.

for

3P/Bannu was appointed as Enquiry
Rules

Addi:
Officer ,to conduct proper departmental proceedings under Police 

conducted proper departmental proceedings into the
1975. The E. 0. 

matter and
Constable has been declared guilty 

been recomrhended for Major punishment

submitted; his findijigs, wherein the said delinquent Police

for the said- allegkions and has

delinquent Police Constable heard inThe said

person in orderly roqm on

in his defense ti)ut he

18.8.2015 by the Undersigned to finally 

badly failed to rebut the said
show cause 

allegations.

Muhammad Tahir PSP, Regional PoliceI
Officer, Bannu Region! Bannu in exercise of the.powers vested in me,

, am agree withafter thoroughly hearing the appellant in orderly room
Therefore,' Major punishment ofthe findings of the Enquiry Officer

dismissal frofO service under Police Rules 1975 is hereby ordered with 

immediate effect.

L
(MuhammaH Tahir)PSP 

^ Regional Police Officer, 
Bannu Region, Bannu.

. /^Z 08!/ 2015. 1 ^ h' ^

District Police Gffider/ B|nnu for
/EC, dated

i
Copy .to the

information and n/action.

No.

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

Q
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iR/Sir,

Reference attached PUG.
i

i
It is submitted that Constable Noor Salam

. 295 of Bannu District Police was charge sheeted: b^sed. upon,

self and the Addl; Supdt: of
No
statement of allegations by your good
Police,'Bannu vyas appointed af Enquiry Officer on the allegatipns

based Upon .Statement ofmentioned therein the charge ■ sheet

allegations at PUC.
Now, the Addl; Supdt; of Police, Banriu vide

his Mdmo: NO, 346 ;dated 31.7.2015 has submitted, his report,

has been recommended . forwherein ^the said Pplice. Official 

award ng - major punishment at F/A.
Submitted for favour of kind perusal and

further orders please.

Esstt: :ierl^odt:Office
/

\A//RPO^anriu,

1)^

L

.
\'V-

Ec
M.

Iv



Superintendfint of Police, Bannu.

The Regional Police Officer,
Bannu Region, ^annu.

nu,the

1•^rom:

To:
.• - ,

3/ / J /2015.

MfnOR N0.295/FiC:

No.1514-16 dated 29.06.2015 oh the

.34'6 / dated Bap 

nFOaRTMENT^I EN-QUIRV AGAINST

No

Subject:

Kindly refer to your office endst;

subject noted above.
of theNo.295 has been chargecj for the ccmmiss,ons 

;n. of Police Rules amended vide NWFP Gazette 27
Constable Noor 'Salam 

misconduct .within the meaningfollowing 

January 1976. District Police areSalam No.295^ of Bannu
that he; constable, Nbqr
supporting car liftin^gangs/groups.

That he also involved in dealing o

>

of stolen vehicles
>

That he ts1<nown for corruption.

That heiasserting political pressure 

enquiry.!
That he has relatio i

> for filing/dropping of departmental
>

with smugglers.
,,arked to the undersigned vie Regional Polic

as directed by Regional Police Officer, 

.On 07.07.2015, the 

heet which has been 

him in the

ndersigned summoned 

in he stat'edthat his reply

' > e Officer,

the enquiry papers were 

Bannu Region, Banhq endst.
the delinquent official

served upon^he cliarge sheetion
vide his'office Me 1517/EC dated 30.06.2015

■no: No
Bannu Region, Barinu 

delinquent 

placed on enquiry 

response

reply in the response pf charge s
official submitted pis written

He dejiied the allegation in his writter|

the real'facts the u

reply submitted by
the

of charge sheet. In:order to know
gailnquentofficiaUd recorded his statement where,n

of charge Sheet nlaV be considered his statement.

a notorious peddler

in the response

found that the delinquent
I '

as he
it .was

official while posted as l/C DS^ staff B 

ongly DSB constable
Khan who extended support toPervez

nearthed when the accusedsupported wr
involvement of DSB staff u

r/b Ghulam Kala Ghorii Wala. The i
' ■ ' regular. Bhatta in police nameame. Knowing all this, he (NoorUsman

named the constable of who^ got strictly warned him 

such practice vide DPO Bannu OB
0 PS Ghori Wala, The then DPO Bannu

Salamjt^ied his best td maligri the SH

careful in future and not to be indulge in
(Noor Salam) to be

323 dated IB.03.2014 (copy
His service record further reveals that he while posted

ishmUt of reduction from Officiating Rank of Head Constable to the

.217 dated 09^03.2015 on the bases of the

enclosed.as annex: A).
as l/£ DSB staff BannuNo

awarded major puni. ^
scale constable j/ide DPO Bannu OB No 

1'
follovying cbargds (copy enclolsed as

was

Rank of time
annex: B).



/ If
' /

i
: in extracting money/itlegal Iposted , ias I/C DSB allegedly involved

threatening them of negative reporting to high ups against
1. That he while 

gratification frojn police officers^,

Ithem. . with anti social elements for taking weekly and
2. That he was reportedly h’and in gloves

monthly as i legal gratification.

P.,„ i,.d .P. ppd.l*.d »»■•

petent police officer.
4. That hi was carrying b^d reputation as per. conduct, rules he was 

Otherwise.

com supposed to be

official has; also made 'and it was found that the delinquent 

' g of stolen vehicles. Secret

for corruption and using political

Secret probe was
social Llements/c^r lifting gangs/dealing

close relation with anti 

sources further
disclosed that the delinquent official is known

for filing/droRping of departmental enquiries.
Keeping in view tie above fafs, perusal of his service record

for declaring guilty him. It is therefore,

pressure , sufficient evidence

service record which is sufficient

„.d.d.d....... -‘f“ “ °r
Uded him for award of major puRishment

found in hiswas

shadow of doubt hence recomm^

Report is submitted please.

additional SUPERINTENDENT OF POLICE,
BANNU .
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: )
ORDER: \
this order of the undersigned will dispose off departmental proceeding 

initiated against Head Constable Noor Aslam No.295 of PS Miryan Bannu Under Police 
Rule-1975,'by.issuing show! cause notice.to him on the basis of the foUwing orhissions /

commissions. .
■ >. That he while posted :as lhcharge DSB.;allegedly involved in extracting 

money/illegal gr.ati&ation frotn police Officer, threatening them of negativ 

reporting to high upi against.them.' ..

reportedly hand in gloves with anti social elements for taking 
^kly and monthly! as illegal gratification.

> That his reported indulgence in immoral activities further tarnished the image 
of the district police and lead the undersigned to belief that he has ceased to
become a competent and efficient police officer.

> That he was'
we

V •1: per conduct rules he was supposed to> That he was carrying':bad reputation 
be otherwise.

02-2015 an?h^S^ffi?'^^<rf'on£tSK201^%^rtun1ty^per^n^ 

hearing was also pffordedjto the accused which .was availed by him on dated 04 03 
2015 but badly failed to rebut the,allegations leveled against him.

1' . . .
His service reco'd was perused and it was fciund that he is an officiating 

head constable add his sub:itantive rank is stillfood constable.

' Kkping in view the naturi of miscondatt of ttlie accused officer even in the 
stage when he was entrusted an' im^OFtant.assignment of coUeeting of information as 
well as intelligence duty, the undersigned .has gpt no other .option except to • upon him major banishment of r.ediiction from officiating rank of Head constable to 

the time scale of cpnstablel for a period of G3 years.

as.;i-
I

1

lU .fli;.

I
K

ift
::i'

. Keeping in view tk aboye 1, ABDUR RASHID,,.’DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER, BANNU 

the .offidatvn'g.ran'l^ of HC to the time scale constable with immediate effect. .

liiW

____
Mo a/7 ^i' (ABDUR RASH1D.)PSP. 

Dist^ Police Officer, 
^a^nnu.

■ io\^3 /2015.
ft.

Copies for information arid n/ato:

DSP’/RUral’, Bannu.
:5RC, ' 1
Pay Qfficer.
OASi' along with inquiry file.

1.
2.

tv Z.§:
it. 4.
>v .

II

Wh.
m.
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ORDER: DSB'Staff, Bannu wrongly supported his ■
Usinan R/0 

the accused

•■■' ' fe"Noor Aslarti No.5.43 .Incharge

Constable Parvez who unearthed when

malign the Sp PS Ghoriwala.. ,.

ric , if- 
- ••:•; il>t.,notorious peddler■

DSB
he• Ghulam 

named the 

tried his best to

I

1tV

"tut 5ig
■ffi
/

. Officer for 
■ and the Enquiry Officer ha^ recom ::te

' . si^PoliceMuhammad Iqbal District
.und&r Police.Rules 1975 

; hereby file the enquiry papers 

HC Noor Aslam'No.543 and not

light of enquiry report
Bannufn exercisd of the po^Vers yested in

27iJ'anuary.l976)

'
> ■>in the

me
.Officer
(amended vide NWFP gazette

.vri.t wnrhina to hie_cai:gmi in-future to

I

•to a
»»

with a
be indulge in such practice.

i

.
M

. w
■ y

r.(Jfiiicer,• District R^ice

dated^annu, the/f . _ /oi/.^OIA.

: *•

OB NO._^ ,
Dated; t Lj

Copyof abt)Yd.is5ubrn:itted tot|ne;'
., 4ional Police Ofjicer, Bannu for favour of information- r to h. Off;« 

.311 /EC dated:07-P.7-7014

5
• '• p

t.o > / r
No.

•;

. I

• • . J
> :■ -i

Memo No

2. SRC.
3. OASI

I

: DistrictPoiice Officeri
• .Bannu.

;
i i

i
.;.

:

!

I
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I;
Si

i. - The Regional Police Officer, 
Bannu Region, Bahnu.

From;-.

The Addl; Supdt: of Police, Bannu ,

the 31^06/2015.
To:-

I
{S'/7 ,/EC (dated Bannu,

,^^aAai^/'FNTAL ENQUIRY AGATNST CONSTAT 

<;alam! NO. 295;

No:-

Subject:-

Hemo;-
find herewith charge sheet based 

statement of alligations e^ch in triplicate against Constable Noor 

29^ of Bahnu Distribt Police for service upon him and its . 

be submitted to this office as a token of its receipt.
initiated against the said

Enclosed please

upon
Saiam No. 
duplicate copy 

Besides
Constable; at ypur end, being an
undersigned |rid fincjings submitted to 

action.

idepartmental proceedings be
enquiry officer, appointed by the

this office for further legal

r/

(Muhammad Tahir)PSP 
Regional Police Officer, 
Bannu Region, Bannu
^ VK £ \ C ■ ■

i
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i;

. SHEET i!

satisfied that, a . formal inquiry as
necessary and

WHEREAS, I am
the !N.W.F.P. Police .Rules, 1975 iscontemplated in 

expedient.

view that the allegation, if 

confined in Rules 4-1 (b)
; and whereas, I ^ of the

established would call: for a Majdr penalty as 

of the aforesaici Rules.!

required by Rule 6--1 ( a) of the

, Muhammad Tahir PSP, Regional Police Officer,
Constable Npor Salam No.295

of Allegations appended

NOW THEREFORE, as

aforesaid Rules,! 

Bannu 

for miscondudt on 

herewith.

Regiofi, Bannu-charge you
the basis of summary

further under the Rule C'6-1) 
defense within oy-days of 

'Major punishment as 

. Also state at the

: and whereas, I direct you
b of thJ afori^aid rules to put in a written

df this charge shfeet as to Why a■ the receipt 
defined 

same ti

in Ru|e 4-1 (b^ should not be awarded to. you
‘ desire to be heard in person or not.

In case ybur repIV is not received within the prescribed
period without sufficlL reasons it would be, presumed that you have

defense tb offer and an ex^party action will be taken against you.

me whether you

no

y

ammad TahirjPSP 
t^gional Police Officer, 
Bannu Region, Bannu.

m
' ^5^^ A ' i.

i



£

I

NATIONS.EMENTCSTAr
, a

Regional Police 

am of the
viuhammad Tahir PSPI, 1'

Officer, Bannu Region, Bannu as competent authority, 
opinion that Cohstablje Noor Salam, No. 295 ,has rendered himself

he comlnitted the followingliable to ;be proceeded agaipst as 

misconduct within the :meaning of disciplinary rules-1975 (amendment

vide NWFP Gazette 27'^ January-1976)

<gTTMMARY OFiALLEGATION.
•iI

. That you Constable, Noor Salam No. 295 of Bannu District Police 

supporting Car-lifting gangs/groups.
• That you are aiso involved in dealing of stolen-vehicles.

• That you are known for corruption, 
asserting (political .pressure for filing/dropping of

are

• That you are 

departm'^ntal enquiry.

• Having relation with smugglers.

For thejpurpbse of scrutinizing the conduct of the said accused w/r to 
the above Allegations The AddI: Supdt: of Police, Banmi is 
appointed as Enquiry Officer. ; i

The Enc^uiry Officer sljall,provide reasonable opportunity of hearing to 
the accLsed, "record statements etc: and findings within 25-days after 
the receipt of this cruder.

The accused shall joih the proceedings on the date, time arid place 
fixed bj the Enquiry dfficer.

(Muham'fnad Tahii^)PSP 
Regiona) Police Officer, 
Bannu Region, Bannu.

NO.
Copy to

1. The Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar for 
favour of information.

2. The District Police Officer, Bannu for information.
3. The Enquiry Officer.

A ^

(Muharnmad Tahir)PSP 
Regional Police Officer, 
Bannu Region, Barinu.

% 1 i/ (S

L
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