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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRJBUALV'-" ,•

Appeal No. 584/2016

Date of Institution ... 17.05.2016

Date of Decision 30.08.2017

Abid ur Rehman S/o Fazle-e- Haq,
R/o Village Musa Kilay, Charsadda, 
Ex-Acting DSP, Police Line, Peshawar

•2.

(Appellant) • •:

VERSUS

Inspector General of Police, Peshawar. 
And 2 others.

... (Respondents)1.

ARBAB SAIF-UL-KAMAL 
. Advocate For appellant.

MR. MUHAMMAD ADEEL BUTT,, 
Addl. Advocate General For respondents;

MR. NIAZ MUHAMMAD KHAN, 
MR. AHMAD HAS SAN

CHAIRMAN
MEMBER

JUDGMENT

NIAZ MUIHAMMAD KHAN. CHAIRMAN.- Arguments of the learned

counsel for the parties heard and record perused.

FACTS

2. The appellant was compulsorily retired by the impugned order dated

12.02.2016 against which he filed departmental appeal on 01.03.2016 which was not

responded to and then the appellant filed the present appeal before this Tribunal on

17.05.2016.

ARGUMENTS 'r-

The learned counsel for the appellant argued That the present appeal though3.
■v

is pre-mature for certain reasons but in view, of the judgment reported, as ’2,005--’
X'‘L -.1
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0 SCMR 890 such pre-mature filing of appeal is not fatal for the case provided that

the time required is completed during pendency of the appeal. The learned counsel

for the appellant while arguing on factual side submitted before the court that

basically there was a complaint filed by some person against the appellant which

was submitted to the Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.

That the enquiry was marked by an S.P namely Muhammad Afzal to himself with

malafide intentions where upon he appointed an enquiry officer who gave his report

in favour of the appellant. That immediately thereafter the Provincial Police Officer

served a charge sheet and statement of allegations upon the appellant and levelled

some six charges against the appellant without referring to the charge mentioned in

the earlier complaint. That the appellant submitted reply to the said charge sheet in

detail and thereafter enquiry committee was appointed who submitted its report and

found the appellant guilty. The learned counsel for the appellant assailed the whole

proceedings on the ground that majority of the charges leveled against the appellant

in the charge sheet were of general character and proof of all those charges are not

based on specific evidence rather some secret enquiries were made the basis of the

guilt of the appellant. That under the settled due process the enquiry committee

should have have examined the concerned witnesses regarding each charge by

giving opportunity of cross examination to the appellant. That none of the above

requirements have been fulfilled. That even the appellant was examined on the basis 

of a questionnaire which was not on oath. That service record of the appellant is

unblemished rather excellent as he has been awarded many commendation

certificates, cash rewards and on one occasion he was recommended for a Civil

Award. That no adverse entry is available against the appellant in his ACRs. That

the first enquiry report was in favour of the appellant and it was the same

Muhammad Afzal, SP who managed to issue the charge sheet to the appellant as he

was posted as PSO to the PPO at the relevant time. The learned counsel for the

appellant relied upon certain Judgments of the superior courts including PLD 1989
.. /

Supreme Court 335 in support of his arguments. That dismissal order must be based . !• )
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on evidence. He relied on another judgment reported as 2008 PLC (C.S) 1249 in

support of his contention that whenever any civil servant is discharged for

disproportionate source of income or leaving beyond his available means, no

punishment can be awarded without conducting formal enquiry. He generally

argued that fact of the present disciplinary proceedings were such which warranted

holding of a thorough enquiry keeping in view the elements of due process.

4, On the other hand, the learned Addl. Advocate General argued that the strict

application of rule of evidence is not the requirement of law and an enquiry officer

need not follow the method of recording the statement of a person by a regular court

or a Tribunal established under the law, therefore, the manner of recording the

statement of the appellant by the enquiry officer in question and answer form, would

not render the statements inadmissible in evidence. In this regard he relied upon a

judgment reported as 2005 SCMR 1802 wherein, interalia, the same argument was

supported and that even formal oath is not necessary in disciplinary proceedings.

That this judgment has been followed by this Tribunal in many decisions and he

also pressed into service one of such decision bearing No. 3050/2010 dated

16.12.2013 which judgment was upheld by the august Supreme Court of Pakistan in

Civil Petition No. 260/2014, dated 09.04.2014. The learned AAG further argued that

when the questionnaire was put before the appellant he disclosed certain facts

against himself which falls within the definition of admission and there was no need

of any enquiry qua the admitted facts. That under rule-3 (c) of the Police Rules

1975 if a civil servant is considered to be reasonably corrupt due to his own

belonging or belonging of any of the dependents then burden shifted to him to rebut

the same and it is not for the authority to provide proof of such admitted facts. He

further argued that after giving final show cause notice to the appellant alongwith

enquiry report the appellant was required to submit reply but he did not submit any 

reply rather he relied upon the reply submitted to the enquiry officer, in reply to the

charge sheet and statement of allegations. That in the enquiry report many new facts

were alleged(proved or not proved) and the appellant was required to defend himself
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against those charges in his reply which itself is sufficient for the guilt of the

appellant,

!■

CONCLUSION.

5. The earlier enquiry report conducted on the basis of a complaint was

admittedly a fact finding enquiry whereby the enquiry officer did not recommend

initiation of disciplinary proceedings and the department did not initiate proceedings

accordingly. The charge sheet and statement of allegations issued afresh has got no

nexus with the earlier complaint of the enquiry proceedings as the charge sheet \

■contained some new charges against the appellant.

Coming to the fulfillment of the elements of due process, we are to see that6.

whether the accused was given the chance of reply, personal hearing, copy of

enquiry report, final show cause notice and examination of witnesses (if any,

examined by the enquiry committee) and right to cross examine those witnesses. If

we see the record all these steps have been duly carried out. The only missing step is

J non examination of witnesses and then rights to cross examine the witnesses. It is an 

admitted canon of law of evidence that even before the forum where the general law

of evidence is applicable with full force there is no need of any proof of admitted

facts. And the burden of proof vacillates stage wise according to the shifting of

burden of proof. It is also an admitted principle of law of evidence that there are two

types of burdens i.e. Probative Burden and Tactical Burden. Probative burden is

always on the person who alleges something against another person which include

the prosecution and department in the present case. But tactical burden keeps on

shifting as the case progresses. The probative burden of all these charges were on

the department to have been discharged. If we go from charges No. 1 to 5 there is no

admission on the part of the appellant right from the first day up to the end,

therefore, it was the probative burden of the department to have proved the charges

No. 1 to 5 by producing some reliable evidence but it appears that no reliable

evidence has been brought in support of charges No. 1 to 5 nor any witness has been
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examined. Reliance on secret enquiry is never a valid method of proof. Nevertheless
!:

.1.the burden of charge No. 6 regarding corruption shifted to the accused on the ground

that when some details of property were brought forth to the accused in the

Vquestionnaire the tactical burden shifted to him to give full account of all those

properties and it could not be left to the department. The reason is that apart from

the principle of law of evidence discussed above Rule 3 (c) of Police Rules, 1975

says that the accused shall give reasonable account of his sources. But when the

enquiry report and also in the final show cause notice, the detail about his property

was given, the appellant did not reply the same at all and relied upon his reply to the

charge sheet but in the charge sheet there was no mention of his those properties.

Non submission of reply to the final show cause notice and enquiry report is another

admission on the part of the appellant qua charge No. 6 only.

Coming to the issue of questionnaire it may be kept in mind that the7.

appellant was not examined as witness against himself because no person can be a

witness in his favour or against himself unless he volunteers for the same. This

examination of the appellant was not as a witness but an examination in his personal

hearing which is different from the examination as witness. In this respect charge

sheet may be looked into in which it was written whether the appellant wanted

to be heard in person to which he replied in his reply and requested for personal

hearing. During his personal hearing some martial was put before him which he

could not reasonably answer or account for nor did he put any reply to the enquiry
"i

report or final show cause notice as mentioned above. So far as the role of

Muhammad Afzal S.P is concerned, it was the burden of the appellant to have

proved his malice or malaflde but he evaded the questions regarding involvement of

any official in his reply in the questionnaire. The judgment relied upon by the

learned counsel for the appellant on the point that dismissal should be made on the *1'

basis of evidence or disproportionate sources should be made basis of penalty when

a formal enquiry is conducted. Evidence does not mean the statement of witnesses ,y

only/when facts are admitted or otherwise proved or when burden is shifted to other
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side who cannot discharge his tactical burden. The formal enquiry has been

conducted and it cannot be said that in each and every case the examination of
I

witnesses, as discussed above is must. The witnesses were only to be examined

when the committee deemed it appropriate regarding those facts which were not

admitted or regarding which there was no documentary evidence and in Police

Rules, 1975 it has clearly been mentioned that the enquiry officer shall enquire into

the charges and may examine such oral or documentary evidence in support of the

charge. [In Rule 6 (2) the word "may" shows that there is no need of examination of

witnesses in each and every case as held by this Tribunal above that for charges No.

1 to 5 it was necessary for the enquiry officer to have examined the witnesses

(despite the use of the word “may”] as the discretion given to any authority is not be

exercised capriciously but judiciously and if the circumstances of a case warrant that

proof should be procured through witness then the word “may” become “shall” and

vice versa for the authority exercising the discretion. The service record and awards

etc. have no bearing on specific charge when proved or admitted.

The nutshell of the above discussion is that charges No. 1 to 5 have not been8.

proved against the appellant and charge No. 6 is proved against the appellant and

there is no reason for upsetting the impugned order. The appeal is dismissed. Parties

are left to bear their own costs. File be consigned to the record room.

Z MUIH^„____
chaTrman

KHAN)

(AHMAD HASSAN) 
MEMBER

ANNOUNCED

30.08.2017
1
‘I

• ?. s
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30.08.2017 Appellant alongwith counsel and Addl. Advocate 

General alongwith Suleman, Reader for the respondents 

present. Arguments heard and record perused.

Vide our detailed judgment of today, this appeal is 

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

consigned to the record room.
I

<

'Member

ANNOUNCED
30.08.2017

;

I

i

i;
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Counsel for the appellant and Mr. Muhammad Adeel 

Butt, Additional AG alongwith Mr. Abdur-Rahman, 

Inspector for the respondent present. Counsel for the 

appellant seeks adjournment. Adjourned. To come up for 

argurnents on 18.08.2017 before D.B.

13.. 25.07.2017

-i

•i

(Ahmad Hassan) 
Member

(Muhammad Hamid Mughal) 
Member

\

A
18.08.2017 Junior counsel for the a'ppellant present. Mr. Suleman,

’ Reader alongwith Mr. Ziaullah, Deputy District Attorney for the 

respondents present. Junior counsel for appellant seeks 

adjournment on the ground that learned senior'counsel for the 

appellant is not available today. Adjourned. To come up for 

arguments on 20.11.2017 before D.B.

(Muhammad Hamid Mughal) 
Member (J)

(Muhammad Ai^n Khan Kundi) 
Member (J)

i

18.08.2017 Appellant submitted an application for fixation of the case 

before Mr. Ahmad Hassan, Learned Member and also for early 

hearing. To come up for arguments on 30.08.2017 before the D.B 

in which Mr. Ahmad Hassan, learned Member will sitting.

jflaimTan

tit



• y*

j584/2016 • ?*

't ;

iAppellant alongwith his counsel present. Mr. ^bdur Rehman, ^
i ■ >1 '• ! '

Inspector and Mr.‘ Sulemah, Reader with Mr. Kabimll^ Khattak,
25.05.2017

Assistant AG for the respondents also present. Ty;relevant record

mentioned in order sheets dated 28.02.2017 and 20.04.2017 has not 

been produced. Last opportunity is given to representative of the 

respondent-department namely Abdur Rehman, Inspector to produce 

the relevant ACR pertaining to the year 2010 till 2015 alongwith
V •;,.

service book of the appellant on the next date positively otherwise, 

costs will be imposed on the respondents. To come up for record and 

arguments on 19.07.2017 before D.B.

w

> m<

(MUHAMMAD AMIN KHAN KUNDI) 
MEMBER

(OULZ^KHAN)
VfEMBER

Appellant in person present. Mr. Abdur Rehman, Inspector 

(legal) alongwith Mr. Muhammad Adeel Butt, Additional AG for 

the respondents also present. Record submitted. The same is 

placed on record. Due to strike of the bar learned counsel for the

19.07.2017

appellant is not available today. Adjourned. To come up for 

arguments on 25.07.2017 before D.B.
-mmi

(MufT^^^m^d.Amin Khan Kundi) 

Member

'n ■' * •

(Gul Ze^Khan)
ber

' is

If
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,28.02:2017 Appellant with .counsel and Mr. Usman Ghani, Sr.GP 

alongwith Mr. Salman Khan, H.C for respondents present. Arguments 

partly heard. Learned counsel for the appellant submitted that during 

the period in which the appellant has been charged to be involved in 

malpractice, the respondent department has given good ACR’s. Since 

Synopsis of ACR’s for the said period is not before the Tribunal, 

therefore the respondent-department is directed to produce all the 

synopsis of the ACR-s of different periods as mentioned in the charge 

sheet. To come up for such record and further arguments on 

20.04.2017 before D.B.

:

K

\

:
*;.*

(MUH^MA(AHMAD/HAS SAN) 
MEMBER

AZIR)
MEMER

v

:

/ ■

Counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Muhammad Suleman, 

Head Constable alongwith Mr. Muhammad Adeel Butt,. Additional 

AG for the respondents also present. Record mentioned in the 

previous order sheet dated 28.02.2017 not produced by the 

respondents. The respondents are directed to produce the same 

positively on the next date of hearing. To come up for record and 

arguments on 25.05.2017 before D.B.

20.04.2017

i
(Muhammad Amin Khan Kundi) 

Member
assan)

Member

j

;

;
!
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!Counsel for the appellant and Mr. Ziaullah, GP for 

respondents present. Rejoinder submitted which is placed 

on file. To come up for arguments on ■

19.10.2016

(PIR Bi KHSH SHAH) 
i liEMBER

(ABDUL LATIF) 
MEMBER

i

01.12.2016 Counsel for the appellant and Mr. Salman Khan, HC 

alongwith Addl. AG for respondents present. The D.B is 

incomplete due to relinquishment of charge by Judicial Member. 

To come up for arguments on 3 ' ^ '

Member

03.02.2017 Counsel for the appellant and Mr. Usman Ghani, Sr. GP 

alongwith Salman Khan, H.CTor respondents present. Learned Sr.GP 

requested for adjournment. To come up for arguments on 28.02.2017.

I-

(Ashfaque Taj) 
Member

(I\^/Aan^l^Nflzif)- 
Member
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heardm Preliminary arguments

'counsel for the appellant present
perused. Through the Ir,stent eppeel, the eppellent hes

pugned order doted 12.2.2016 mde wh,ch ma.or penalty of cornpulsor.ly

retirement from service was 

impugned order, the appellant filed

ponded within statutory period hence

I’f.
if

and case! file1.
I I

Ij'...: im
the appellant. Against thef'i

m u ■
imposed on m

departmental appeal on 1.3.2016

the instant-appeal. : .-rpN iTO'
m which was not res.■

^ -■(

If - further ;
Since the instant appeal is within tinte and matter requires

of this Tribunal therefore, the same is admitted for regular

fee within 10

respondents for written

f!)'■ P;1
iT consideratio n 

hearing. Subject to 

days,

ply/corViments for 22.7.2016

fi'- deposit of security and process
•' I '•

issued to the

before S.B.

notices be
i7i c >>cclii c:- re

■tD 3 ■0.0 o. a>
<C CO
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W: illj

Member42

Falak Nawaz, DSP (legal)pi^d|| j|'iV

Appellant with counsel and Mr22.07:2016
Representative:' ialorigwith Additional AG for the respondents present

informed that comments have.been submitted for
,1

iCii ■..
iv of the department 

obtaining signature

He requested for adjournment. Request is accepted. Last opportunity ■ j

given for submission of written reply/comments for 17.08.2016 before

■Ik
of the officers concerned which will be done soon. ;|i5

. I.p

i: f" ^
"It

■ f
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i a . . ' ■ l-ivS.B.;.

MEMBER. .
•V

a!-Pi' 5:, U1m i• 1; .

S'P I

17.08.2016 Appellant in person and Mr. Salman, HC 

alongwith Addl. AG for respondents present. Written 

reply submitted. The appeal is assigned to D.B for 

rejoinder and final hearing on.P’.l(:?.2016.
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Form- A1

:FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Court of

S84/2016Case No.,

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

S.No.

31 2

The appeal of Mr. Abid-Ur-Rehman resubmitted today 

by Mr. Saadullah Khan Marwat Advocate, may be entered in the

01/06/2016
1

Institution register and put up to the Worthy Chairman for 

proper order please.
/

REGISTRAR

' This case is entrusted to S. Bench for preliminary2
^

hearing to be put up there on

f

t-

*•

f!

/

f;

Ih

a
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This is an appeal filed by Mr. Abidur Rehman today on 17/05/2016 against the order 

dated 12.02.2016 against which he preferred/made departmental appeal/ representation on 

01.03.2016 the period of ninety days is not yet lapsed as per section 4 of the Khyber 

PakhtLinkhwa Service Tribunal Act 1974, which is premature as laid down in an authority 

reported as 2005-SCMR-890.

As such the instant appeal is’returned in original to the appcllant/counsel. The appellant 

would be at liberty to resubmit Ifesh appeal after maturity of cause of action and also removing 

the following deficiencies.

1- Annexures of the appeal may be attested.
2- Memorandum of appeal may be got signed by the appellant.

I^l-_lwr72016

SERVICE TRIBUNAL 
KHYBER EAKHIUNKHWA 

PESHAWAR.

Mr. Saadullah Khan Marwat Adv. Pcsh.

r

1
Jl ,

1

(
i

i

ii

i
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2^- ,
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'■iWm BEFORE THE KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR

S.A No.S'g^ 72016

Abid ur Rehman Versus I.G.P & others

INDEX

S.# Description of Documents Annex Page
1. Memo of Appeal 1-3
2. Commendations Certificates, "A" 4-18

3. Application, 14.07.2015 "B" 19-20
4. Fact Finding Enquiry, 24.07.2015 "C" 21-22

4. •

5. Charge Sheet, "D" 23-24

6. Reply to Charge Sheet \\ 25-26

7. Statement of Good Conduct, " p" 27-35

8. Final Show Cause, 02.02.2016 "G" 36

9. Reply to Show Cause, ^ x , (4. 37
10. Impugned Order, 12.02.2016 W J//

11. Representations, 01.03.2016 H ^WJ II

i.’.

Appellant
Through

(Saadullah Khan Marwat) 
Advocate
21-A Nasir Mansion, 
Shoba Bazaar, Peshawar. 

0300-5872676 
0311-9266609

I
Dated:/6.05.2016

2

■i'Ph:
1
4^.

3
-I,
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BEFORE THE KPK. SERVICE TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR
i

S.A No.^. /2016
Abid ur Rehman 
R/o Village Musa Kilay, Charsadda, 
Ex-Acting DSP, Police Line, Peshawar

S/o Fazl-e-Haq,

Appellant

Versus
IMVM* rrOt^ 

IHa„ M ,A. Inspector General of Police, Peshawar. 
Chief Secretary, KP, Peshawar. 
Secretary, Government of KP, Home 

Department, Peshawar. ..........................

2.
3.

Respondents

0< = >0< = >«< = >0< = >0

A^PPEAL U/S 4 OF THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT. 1974 

AGAINST OFFICE ORDER NO. 1226/15. DATED 12.02.2016

Of__ Rf___NO. 1 WHEREBY MAJOR PUNISHMENT OF

COMPULSORY RETIREMENT FROM SERVICE FOR NO LEGAL 

REASON.

o < = > o < = >o< = > o < = ><^>/

Respectfully Sheweth:
v"

That on rendering Tor more than 27 years unblemished service to the
t

.Police Department, appellant was awarded with 

'' commendation certificates, cash prizes worth 50 thousand, excellent 

ACRs, etc. (Copies as annex "A")

1.

dozens of

That on 14.07.2015, M/S Habib Ullah and Aman Ullah submitted 

application before R. No. 1 against appellant regarding dispute’ 

shop with Rehman Ullah, being partner in the disputed shop. (Copy as 

annex “B")

over a

That enquiry into the aforesaid complaint was initiated by Sub-Divisional 

Police Officer, City-I, CCP, Peshawar wherein'report was submitted to 

Superintendent of Police, CCP, Peshawar that appellant has no role in 

the said matter as from his statement, it was crystal clear that he is 

neither stack holder nor has any other interest in the disputed shop. He 

only wanted to resolve the dispute between the parties as jirga.

However, appellant was directed not to interfere in the said 

matter. Thereafter, the matter was. closed vide enquiry report dated 

24.07.2015. (Copy as annex "C")
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4. That after the lapse of about 3 months, appellant was served with 

charge sheet along with statement of allegations, leveling seven charges 

against him. The said charge sheet was replied by denying the 

allegations with cogent ^reasons mentioned therein. (Copies 

"D" & "E")
as annex

5. That subsequent enquiry into the matter was initiated but appellant 

neither associated with the same nor he was afforded opportunity of 

cross examination over witness(s), being mandatory.

was

6. That various dignitaries submitted applications, affidavits in favour of 

appellant that his role and performances was up to the standard during 

service. (Copies as annex "F")

7. That on 02.02.2016, appellant was served with final show cause notice 

regarding the aforesaid allegations without supply of the enquiry 

proceedings, being mandatory which was also replied in the aforesaid 

manner. (Copies as annex "G" & "H")

8. That on 12.02.2016, major penalty of compulsory retirement from 

service was imposed upon appellant for no legal reason. (Copy as annex
"I")

9. That on 01.03.2016, appellant submitted representation before R. No. 2 

for reinstatement in to service but in vain. (Copy as annex "J")

Hence this appeal, inter alia, on the following grounds:-

GROUNDS:

That as is evident from the spotless service of appellant ranging for 

about 3 decades, he not only earned excellent ACRs, commendation 

certificates, cash prizes but also served the department to the best of 

his ability and without any complaint.

a.

b. That there was a dispute over the shop between the parties and 

appellant has no concern with the same but to save the parties from 

taking any adverse action, mediation was made between them to solve 

the matter.

That when appellant was declared innocent in the first enquiry report, 

there was no need of subsequent enquiry on the same charges and that 

too when no reason of disagreement with first enquiry was given for 

holding of the subsequent enquiry.

c.
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d. That the allegations leveled in the charge sheet were of general nature 

and has no concern with the reality.

That as per law and Articles of the. Constitutions of Islamic Republic of 

Pakistan, no one can be booked time and again for one and the same 

cause.

e.

f. That beside the aforesaid fact, Ehtesab Commission, KP has also issued 

notice in this respect, meaning thereby that appellant has been made 

escape goat for no legal reason.

That behind the matter, hidden hands are promoting their ill will and 

nefarious designs as appellant has made altercation with PSO of worthy 

I.G.P, namely Muhammad Afzal, the then SP City.

g-

h. That no reason, whatsoever, was given in the charge sheet making 

deviation from the report of Sub-Divisional Police Officer, City-I, CCP, ■ 

Peshawar in letter dated 24.07.2015.

That the act of R. No. 1 in the subject matter, is totally based 

ulterior motive and personal grudge.

on

It is, therefore, most humbly prayed that on acceptance of the appeal, 

order dated 12.02.2016 of R. No. 1 be set aside and appellant be reinstated in 

service with all back benefits, with such other relief as may be deemed proper 

and just in circumstances of the case.

Appellant
Th rough

Saadullah Khan Marwat

Dated: |6.05.2016
Arbab Saif-ul-Kamal

4^,
&

Afshad^^areed^
Advocates,
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ProviIH•i.^l Police OlTicer. 
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/'Oi:/XI Vr'/ /B-Ill. ci;;cd Pesiuivvar ihc

C0^■lMF.NnATlON CERTiliiCATEXBA^M
No

Subject:

CFted 10.! 2-2011Memo: 'ioffice I.-Iier No.lS917fF-CPlease refer to your

on live subject cited above.
.-.bid ur 

c-'.ith for
1 in r/o Inscecto:Commendaiion Ceriincaie Cla.ss-1 

ibehman SNO of Police Slaiion Badabeic duly siuned u:e >
. K;:cr

record, p'c'se.
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OFFICE OF THE
SUPbRINTENDENT OF POLICE, CANTT, 

CAPITAL Crn^ POLICE, PESHAWAR. '
rjo. iilCLiyR, DT:^,^£^^^2012.

• Insp; Abid ur Rehman
5H0 Sarbanri

. Peshawar.

B Subject: C.RIME REPORT IN FTP nAVc;

Memo:

During bid days it was observed with pleasure that cri 
against property was at anial! time 

street crime.

- crime .
iow, especially House robbery and '

This has been achieved through your dedicated supervision 

and efforts of your team.

Well done and keep it up!

SUPtRINTENDENT Or POLICE/ 
CANTT, PESHAWAR.
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..■-12 201.3 12:12 FAX 0910210927 PPO KPK PESHAWAR ®001

From The Provincial Police'€rfliCC7; ' 
Khyber Pakhtunkhvva, Peshawar.

Section Oftlcer (Cabinet),
Govt. ofKhybcr PalchUinkhvvn, 
Adrnii: Ihci->;iti.incn(.

/13, flaicd I’esli.iwiir ilic.

To ■ The
% 1 '

rS ^ / //
iulCOmmjlnda'I'ion of civ[l awaia3>s independence '
■DAY 14^^ AUGUST, 20 M. _______________

No. .S/_ 
Subject

i/20I3.

iS
3I Memo •’ ;

Please refer to your office letter I'lo. SOC (E&A.D) 12 - 17 /20j47’ '

I Vo! -HI / Awards, dated 26.11.2013, iv I-
§ The proforma annexure-I alongwith English & Urdu Citation (Both 

hard tuid soft) in r/o following rccommcndccs sent heiewith ns desired please;-arc

1. Mi-. Shah Nav/az Khan, Acting DSP Operations/Elite Force CCP, Peshawar, •

2. Constable Wajid Ali, (Iviartyred) CCP. Pbshawar.

3. SI Haji Saad Ullah Khan, District Bannu.

4. ASl Arshadullah Khan, District nnnnu.

5. ' SI Abdul Hameed KJian, District Bannu.

6,. Constable Saced Rchman. District Bannu.

7. ASl Amirangzcb (Martyred), District Buner.

;8; Inspr: Abid-ur-Rehman, CCP, Peshawar.

U ■

i
11

It' !

.f
I ;

/f-yld (SYED Fh3a HASSAN SHAH)
AIG/Establishment,- '

For Provincial Police'Officer, 
C^^ir^Chyber Pakhtunl<]iwa, Peshawar,

: 7:,:-
Copy of above ts forwarded to the Section Officer (Police), Govt, of 

Khyber Pakhtunkhw.a, Horne &. TA‘s Dentt: Peshawar for infornaation w/r to his office letter' .

No. SO (Police) / HO / 1 i -M /2pi2 / Vol - V[, dated 22.1 1.201,3

r.

i

I Ho. S/ .' /13,

I
11

I
l: (SYED'FIDA ^^AN SHAH)'

AIG /Establishment, ' ,•
For Provincial Police .Officer, ■'

Palditunkhwa, .P.eshawar. !

' ni" ' .

;

' ’ vs •<tn( HTiMieh 1 :()l.'".CimSin.-d Li.io/.vAW.VITCIi G'.’AM',,' 'iOfJ lo SO 31. Jni».( (jy.ui .'.01 i

;

;
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zu _ 7_7_c:
I'hc Dcpuly Siipcrinlcndcnt ol Poiicc.
(.'ily-I, CCI‘. Pc:;h;i\v:ir,

The Supcrintencicnl oi Police,
City, CCP, Pcsha\var.

No. /ST, dated Pcshawav, the

FACT TTNOTNG ENOUfR-Y.COMPLAI NT AGAINST ABID UR REHMAN DSP 

CHAMKANI.

‘‘rrnin

T; To
.'S

/ 07/2015,o

'■ Subject:-

Peasfe refer to your Office Memo: No.S50?/PA, dated 22-7-2015(attached in original) "i

. .d
the matter, has been conducted, the following were summoned, fiill .v,; 

given to them. They v.-ere
Enquiry into 

op]Dortunity for hearing heard and their statements were recorded. ,were

Abicl-ur-Rchman DSP/Chamkani. (His statement is attached as annexure “A”)- ■ 

hi:,ii Arnaiiullah s/o A?cnm Gul r/o Shaheen Muslim Town (applicant). (His statement
1.

2.
is attached as annexurc “B”) • . •
Niamat Gu! Khan S/0 Muhammad Gul INO Chowk Nasir Kdian. . ■ . ;■

(Original owner of the landed property). (His statement is attached as annexure 0 ) /

Ahmad S/0 Nisar Ahmad r/o Chowk Nasir IGian witness of the baigainingZulfiaqar
of the said landed property. (His statement is attached as annexure C )

4.

Rehmanullah S/0 Abdus Sattar r/o outside Al-IChidmat Hospital Mohallah Nishtar. 

Abad Hashtnagri Son-in-law of applicant and Partner of the landed property. (His
5.

statement is attached as annexure ‘‘D’')
Ghulam Nabi S/0 Gul Akbar Mohallah Chinigran Chowk Nasir Khan occupant .of the 

upper slorcv uf the Blala Kh;
Malik Zahoor Elahi President Kochi Bazar, Peshawar

;niiu',.xnie “h"').

6.
(His slalcmcnl i.s alladicd as annexure “E”)- .

(His statement is attached as
ana.

7.

'hhe following related persons arc nol available reportedly they are abroad to Saudi

Arabia for Umra Shareef;-
Abdul Gaffar (brother of Rehman UIlah)s/o Abdul Sattar r/o outside Al-IGiidmat• 1.
Hospital Mohallah Nishtar Abad Plashtnagri.

Zamin Gul .s/o Gulistan r/o Chari Banda p/o Khas Kahai, f & Distt: Hangu.• 2.

Facts of the enquiry are that applicant Haji Am.aniitlali and Rehmanullah are clo.sed

relatives. Applicant Haii A.nan Ullah is a lathcr-in-law of Rcliman Ullalr. Tlicy both purchase about

Marala landed property consisted by a shop with upper storey (Bala Khana) situated at Chowk , -
Rs. 40,20.000. TiieHp d

while Rahman Ullah p

one
Nasir Khan from one Niamat Gu! s/o Muluvmmad Gul r/o Chu\vk Nasir KJian 

appltcunl AmaiiMllah regislercd the landed jiropei-Iy ol Im; share on his name
h.Ier Ivoiher namelv Ahdni (.iaITar .s/o Abdpu! Sattar r/o

1:
on y.

■ ■ t

!•
iire on llie naim.- of Ids e

-1
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• >-*V'

■■

■;

Kliidmat Hospital Mohallali Nishtar Abad Hashtnagri. Since one year the applicant given ^ 

rent Rs.20,000 per month without the permission of Rehmanullah Partner of
,,gl^is.de Al- 

e’ftJie said shop
applicant in wliich a Tea :;hop is running, 

applicant) demanded share in the rent .

2015 he sold his share landed property on one

>- on rThe allagcd person Rehman Ullah (son-in-law of • /InP-
of Tea Shop but the applicant pretend him. Lastly on 25 3- •: .

Zamin Gu! S/0 Gulistan R/0 Charai Banda P.O. Khas

was written between Rehman Ullah and Zamin GulTehsil & District Hangu and Agreement deed
attached as Annexure “G”. Rehmanullah demanded the vacation of the Shop from

law of Rehman Ullah. The applicant promised that he will vacate the

i::
(Photocopy 

applicant Amanullah father-In- :U;
. In the month of Ramzan when the demand oftea shop and "Bala IChana” in the month of Ramzan

not fulfilled he looked the Shop and “Bala Kliana”. After one hours the applicant
- di'A.' :';l:

Relimanullah was
along with occupant of “Bala Kliana” Ghulam Nabi S/0 Gul Akbar r/o Mohallah chinigeran Chowk 

Nash (who is a friend of original owner Niamal Gul.and is living in Ihc Upper Storey. “BaiaOana” 

of the said landed property since 25 Years) broken the locks and occupied the landed properly again.
-h

to P.P Kachehi-i Gate for lodging report about the matter. In the meantmie,
closed friend of Rehmanullah.'

The applicant also came
Rehmanullah called to Abid-ur-Ifchinaii DSP/Chamkan who is a

Rehman DSP/Cha.nkani reached to.P,.P Cliowkyadgar as .lirga member wlicrc .some ciders

not patch up, some hot words were.
Abid-ur-
of the vicinity together a.s .Tirga members but 'tire matter was 
exchanged between the parties and hence the present complaint

•T:in hand against Abid-ur-Rehman .
f;• .1

DSP/Chamkani.
s
1
I
I
I

i

no role in the said matter asBesides this. Abid-ur-Rehman .DSP/Chamkam having 

from the statement, it is crystal clear that he is
other huerest. lie is tlie only IViend orilduuan Ullah and he wan, lo solve the dispute between the 

relatives as .lirga Meinher.

However, Abid-ur-Rehman DSP/Chamkani

neither .stake holder in the disputed shop nor have any I

bnear

intercepted that do not interJcrc inwas i:'-r

ithe said matter. •

/Submitted please.

A.-:(EncIosed;27 Sheets.).
;;t''

i .

SUB-DIVISIONAL POLICE OFFICER, 
OCITY-i, CCP PESHAWAR

• I

■ !

!

i-
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OFFICE OF THE
INSPECTOR GI-:NEIC4L OF 1>0LICE 

KHYRER PAKHTUNKHWA 
Central Police Office, Peshawar

CIIAR(;(': SHEET

Nasir Khan Durrani. Inspector General of Police, Khyber 
Pnkhlunkhwn, Peshawar as Competent Aiiihorily, undre. IChybcr Paklitunkliwa Police 

rules 1975 (amended 2014) hereby charge you Mr. Abid-ur-Raliman the then Acting : 
SDI’0/K.allar.g now closcti to ClTO (under suspension) as follows;-

i. That you while posted as SHO of Police Stations Sarband, Chamkani,' 

Badhber, Maltani, I-layalabad, Paharipura Peshawar and SDPO/Chamkani 

Circle were in league and mixed up with smuggler and criminals including 

kidnappers and cxlbitionisl.

ii. That you utilized the services of Ismail Special Police Force OlTiciai for ' 

collecting money from smugglers and kidnappers.

iii. That you arc carrying a stinking reputation being involved in irnrhoral 

activities.

iv. That you have links with the anti social elements and provide them 

support,

V. That you liuve a very loose and unprofessional commarifi as a police . 

officer \v!uch has degraded tiic imago of police amongst general ;>ubl!C.

vi. That you have a persistent rcpuiaiion of being corrupt.

By reason of the above, you appear to be guilty of rnisconducl under the 

Kltyber Pakhlunkhwa Police Rules 1975 and have rendered yoursel f liable to ail or any of 

liie nennitic:'. specified in the said Rules,

You arc ihcrcforc. directed iu siihinil your wiiiten defense witlfin .seven 

(07) days of the receipt of tins Charge Sheet to the Enquiry Ofncei/Comiriiuee.

Your written defense, if any. should reaclt the Enquiry Committee cyithin 

the specified period, failing wirich it .shall he presumed that you have no defense to put in 

and in that case ex-parte action shall be taken against you.

You arc directed to intimate wh.ciher you desire to be heard in person or

I,

I

I
T
I

I
i
I
I
If
n;

i
i';

I
olherwise.

A statement of allegation is enclosed.

..-(NASH^ KHAN DURRANI) 
Inspector Genera! of Police, 

Khyhci Fakhlunkliwa, Po:;!uuvar.
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orricr. OF Tiin:
INSIMCCTOK GKmilM Or POLIGiii 

KIlVilFU i'AiCil l UNknVVA 
CetUral Police OlTicc, Peshawar;

Hiiil
ms:

DlsiCIPLlNARV ACl’IO.N

I, Nasir Khan Durrani, in.'-'peefor General of Police, Khyber 

Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar being Competent Authority, am of the opinion .that , i-

Mr. Abid-ur-Rahman the then Acting SDPO/KcUlang (under suspension) now closed to 

CPO have rendered himself liable.to be proceeded against, as he has committed'the 

following acts oromissions/commiscions within the meaning of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa ' . 

Police Rules 1975. ■ ■

STATFMFNT OF ALLEGATIONS

That he was while posted as SlIO of Police Stations Sarband, Chamk'ani, 

Badhbcr, Mattani, Mayalabad. Ikiharipura Peshawar and SDPO/Chamkani 

Circle was in league and mixed up with smuggler and criminals including 

kidnappers and extortionists.

That he has utilized the services of Ismail Special Police Force Official for . 

collecting money from smugglers and kidnappers.

That he carries a stinking reputation being involved in immoral activities. 

That he has links with the anti social elements and provide them support. 

Tiiat he lias a very loose and unprofessional command as a police olTicer 

which has degraded Ihc image ofpolicc amongst general public.

VF That he has a persistent reputalion ofbeing corrupt.

The said act of negligence depicts of ineffcicncy, disobedience, 

discipline and lack of professionalism which amounts to grave misconduct on his part 

warranting stern disciplinary action against him.
For the purpose of scrulini/ing the conduct ol' the said o.flicer witli 

reference to the abo\c allcgaiions, an inciiiiiy Committee consisting ol the lollowing 

Ofllccrs of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa is constituied under Police Rules 1975.

i. Dr. Ishtiaq Ahmad Marwat. RPQ/Kohaf.

ii. Mian Na.secb Ja!!. SP/E & 1, CPO.
The Inquiry Conjmiliee/offccr {S) shall, in accordance with the provision 

■ of the said Rules, provide reasonable opportunity of hearing to the accused ojfceis,

■ record ■ and submit its finding within 1)7 days_of the receipt of this order,

lo puiiisJimciU or other appropriate action against the accu.sed

1.

.. (■

n.

i

111.

IV.

m

I

!

; !

ii.s

nlllcer.

A-NA'SIR khan DURRANI) 
Inspecfor General of Police. 

Khvher f’akhtunkhwa, I’eshawar.
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The worthy Members,
The Inquiry Committee
constituted by the Competent Authority
vide letter No.

Reply to Charge Sheet datedSubject:

Respected Sir,

That the charges leveled against me are baseless, result of some biased and . 
prejudicial misinformation and hence I wholesale deny the same and explain my position 
as follows:-

General explanation:

That I feel much mentally disturbed rather shocked to learn about the allegations 
as mentioned in the Charge Sheet- and cannot reconcile the same as on the one 
hand (i) I have not received a single adverse ACR throughout my long service 
career of 27 vears with “A plus”'reports: (ii) not ever punished departmentally 
vviiii even a minor penalty; (Hi) having no single bad entry in my service record; 
(iv) having earned Commendation Certificates, Gold Medal 2010, Rs.50,000/- • 
Cash Award 2011. recommended for QPM Award 2013-2014 (v) ambushed and 
critically injured by militants, and 1 have been blamed for something worst I ever 
thought of on the other.

1.

Thai may T also submit with regret lha! a few officers in Ihc Police Department are 
highly inimical towards me !br the reasons totally unknown to me, who have 
conveyed certain baseless, ill-founded accusations against me to the worthy IGP 
and thus caused the instant proceedings by twisting the situation against me. In . 
this regard, I will fully explain the same alongwith evidence in my defence at the 
opportune time.

2.

Charge-wise explanation:
Regarding Charge (i), may 1 explain that 1 have never remained SHO at Police 
Station Chamkani while I remained as SHO at other Police Stations but during my 
stay at such stations, no one eyer raised any sort of complaint whatsoever against 
me nor any of my immediate bosses had ever made any complaint against me 
rather my performance had always been appreciated by the high-ups during such 
times. The charge of being in-league with smugglers and criminals etc. is a totally 
false and has nothing to do with reality on the ground.

1.

2. Charge (ii) regai'ding Ismail Special Police force olTicial is also incorrect and I 
also deny the same.-When 1 was posted as SDPO Saddar Circle and seriously 
injured in an attack by the militants at frontier Road. 1 choieed him in my Security 
Squad due to his being an ex-Army personnel and there was no other object 
behind such choice.

3. Charge No.(iii) is sweeping, ambiguous and without any basis and therefore, the 
same is also denied. There has been no such complaint whatsoever from any
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quarter against me.

4. Charge No.(iv) is also baseless. While posted at the Police Stations Badaber,-' 
Sarband, Mattani and Mathra, the areas known for the militants, I had taken 
decisive steps against the anti-social elements and eliminated many miscreants 
from the surface of the soil and have personally lodged F.I.Rs against the militants . 
by names and as a result of my successful operations against the militants I had 
become their arch enemy and therefore was numerous times attacked by them and 
was once critically injured in one ambusli (Press-Clipping attached ^.s Annex:-A): 
Moreover, I have established Riaz Shaliecd and Manzoor Shaheed Police Posts af 
Sarband after clearing those areas from the militants with succe.ssful' 
operations/battles.

Charge No.(v) is also incorrect. I performed my duty always considering the same 
as a Jihad and maintained the image of the Department with my utmost efficiency,' 
competency and bravery. My service has always been appreciated by the general 
public. I also submit the statements of the respectable elders of the localities where 
I remained as SHO and I also request the Inquiry Committee to examine those 
elders in my defence to clarify my position. (Statements of the elders are attached 

Annex:-^).

Charge No.(vi) is also ambiguous, generalized and sweeping in nature and has 
nothing to with the reality as is rcficcted from the statements

At (he end I will atkl that having a hrillianl service record of my performance' 
available with the r.)epartment vide Commendation letters {Annexi-C) and- 
particularly during my past 04 years sei-vice, on account of such outstanding and 
un-matched performance. I have been recommended for the Pakistan Police 
Medal, OtiaUke-Azam Police Medal— (Annex:-D) and similar other Medals have 
been awarded to me by the senior Officers. Moreover, the former Chief Minister, 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa has also awarded me
Award of Rs.50,000/- {Annex:-^) on account of my best performance.

5.

6.

Gold Medal {Annex:-E) and Cash

That I also request for personal hearing.

In wake of the explanation offered hereinabove, I request that the charges leveled 

against me may kindly be withdrawn and T inay be exonerated therefrom.

7.

Yours fnilhrully

A bid-i/r-Ra h man
tnspector/ASDPO, Katlang, 
Mardan
Presently CPO, Peshawar

Dated: /01/2016
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OFFICE OF THE
INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE 

ICHYBER PAKHTUNKHVVA 
Centra! Police Office, Peshawar

__/'i6, Dated Peshawar the I/2Q16.8^1No. S/

FINAL SHOW CAUSE NOTICE

AVHERFAS, ycni Abid-iir-Raiinian, Inspector while posted as SOPO/Kallang 
Mardaii, commillcd gross misconduct as .dclined in Police Rules 1975 (amended 2014), 
resultantly you were Charge Sheeted and enquiry committee is constituted under Police Rules 

. 1975 and RPO/Kohat and SP/E & I CPO were appointed as enquiry committee.

You were proceeded against dcpartmentaliy on charges that you as SPIO.of 
Police, Stations your general reputation arc not good, rather reported to be involved in 
corrupt practices for miniting money. •

WHEREAS, an enquiry was conducted and the enquiry committee finalized the 
proceedings and provided full opportunities ,of defence to you including personal hearing. The 
Enquiry Committee concluded that the subject enquiry has probe through different’sources. The 
charges leveled and the allegations framed as',per charge .sheet against-you stands proved.

AND WHEREAS, on going through the finding and recommendation of Enquiry 
Officers, the material placed on record and other connected papers including your defence before 
the said Enquiry Commillcc, I am satisfied that you Itavc committed gross misconduct and guilty 
of the charges leveled against you as per charge sheet/ statement of allegations conveyed to you 
vide S/245/16, dated OS.01.2016.

1.

2.

3.

4. NOW THEREFORE, I, Nasir Khan Durrani, Inspector General of Police, 
Kliyber Palditunkhwa as Competent Authority have tentatively decided to impose upon you, any 
one or more penalties including the penalty of “Dismissal from Sendee” under Police Rules- 
1975 (amended in 201d)

You are therefore, required to Show Cause within seven (07) days of the receipt 
of this Notice, as to why the aforesaid penalty should not be imposed upon you, failing which it • 
shall be presumed that you have no defence to offer and exparte action shall be taken against 
you. Meanwhile also intimate whether you desire- to be heard in person or otherwise. Copy of 
enquiry report is enclosed.

jmsm KHAN DURRANI) 
Inspector General of Police, 

Khyhcr Pnkhlunkl-iwa, Peshawar.

INSPECTOR ABID-UR-RAHMAN.
Presently posted in CPO
(the then SDPO/Katlang Mardan)
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i

To;
)

The Worthy I.G.P. 
KI’K, Peshawar.

;
!. .f

i ;
i Subjcci; Hnal Show Cause NntiVp! -0-; O';

a.’'

!
KPPLV iI>JiJNAL^nv CAUSE NOTICE

Respected Sir, :

■».«

Ref. Final 

•'Ubjeci noted aivov'c.
Shinv Cause Notice No.8S9/16 dated i T02.02.2016 on the , I;

■d1;
! ;

I iia'.'c^ ^ comprehensive reply in January, 2016 with regard^
^ ^ d.«je sheet and statement of allegations before the Enquiry^

as reply to the Final Show Cause i

t .

V.

CtimiVinrce. The .same shall be treated

Notice too. (Cop\' attaclicd).

:*■

;
1 request my honour to close/ set aside all 

me and exonerate

I! * I
the proceedings against

Prom the baseless charges.nse
t

1 hanking yoif sir in anlicipalion. '

Yours obediently,

Inspector Abid^ir-Rehman
Presently posted in CPO 
the thci S;.i)PO/ I'Ctitlang Mardan

;
Dated; 08.02.2016

6 ' '

;
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OFFICE OF THE

INSl'EC rOR GENERAL OF POLICE 
KilYBER PAKIITUNKHVVA 

< Pnlicc Oriuic, Pcsiiioviir

/'! 5, Dated Peshawar the A^j:^\2J2016.No. S/

ORl)E«

This order is passed to dispose ol' dcparlnicntal proceedings initiated against 

liispecior Abid-ur-Rliman the tlicn Acting SDPO/K;U!ang Mardan.

Inspector Abid-ur-Rahman presently under suspension was charge slieeted under 

the Rhyber Pakhtunkhwii Police rules 1975 (amended 2014), a.s undcr:-

i. That he while posted as SHO ol Police Stations Sarband, Chainkani, Badliber, 
Maltani, Mayatabad, Paharipura Peshawar and as SDPO/Chamkani Circle was in 
league and mixed up with smuggler and criminals including kidnappers and 
extortionist.

ii. That he utilized the services of an official of the Special Police Force namely 
Ismail for collecting money from smugglers and kidnappers.

iii. That he is carrying stinking reputation being involved in immoral activities.
iv. That he has links with the anti social elements and also in liabil of providing 

support to them.
V. That he has a very loose and unprofessional command which has degraded the 

image of police amongst general public, 
vi. That he has a persistent reputation of being corrupt.

A secret report regarding his integrity of Inspector Abid-ur-Raiunan

(F.x--SDPO/Cl’.amkani and currently SDPO Katlang) was received v/hic]-) is reproduced below;-

"Inspector Abid ur Rahman is working on acting charge as SDPO Katlang 
Mardan. The officer, during his previous postings has remained as SHO ofPoUce 
Stations Sarband, Chomkam, Badher, Matiani, Hayatabcd. Paharipura 
Peshawar and later on was appointed as SDPO Chamkani Circlein 2014. During 
the above postings.s the officer used to take huge amount of money from cloth, 
cattle, timber and liquor smugglers. His links with kidnappers and extortionists 

< have also been repot ted during his posting in Peshawar.
It has also been reported that he had kept his private gunners for collecting' 
monthlies from the outlaw.fsmugglers. Ismail Special Police Force Official has 
been his “Kar-e-Khas" in this regard.
Reportedly his moral integrity during his posting in Peshawar was not intact and 
was fond (f wine and women and used to attend gatherings with the leading 
smugglers of Sarband and smugglers used to call him as “angel ”.
During his current posting in Mardan, no complainl of moral or financial 
cortruption has been reported and is taking interest in his duties''

For conducting probe into the allcgalioiis leveled against Inspector

Abid-ur- Rahman an Enquiry Committee consisting of Dr. Ishtiaq Ahmad Marwat, RPO/Rohat

and Mian Naseeb Jan, SP/ E& I, CPO was constituted. The Enquiry Committee besides

conducting enquiry regarding the above allegations also probed through secret sources. The

enquiry committee after conducing oru]ui.i;y concluded Ihat:-

i. He has purchased an expensive apartment in Askari-II Peshawar Cantt: in 
the year 2011.

ii. Purchased more than 100 Kana! :agricultural lands ■ in Musa’Kaley 
Charsadda in different years/places in his and wife

iii. .Al.so have purcha.sed a precious and expensive plot in Qazi Kaley 
Pc.'^Jinwar.

name.

iv. Hi.'; sons/dauglUcrs are sludyio in an exiieusive educational institute's i.e 
Pe.sh;swar Mode! School and P.asim Schuo! System and ihcir monthly fees 
as admitted by him is more than Rs. 20000/- per month.

b



\

V. rile alleged sale deed in his wife name seems to be attempting to whiten 
the black money as no specific description of property i.e Khata, Khasra 
and Moza is mentioned in the deed.

vi. He is living beyond his known source of income.

vii. An enquiry is also under process against him in Provincial Ehtisab 
Commission as admitted by him-self.

viii. Besides above, the reputation of accused officer was verified through 
Special Branch Peshaswar, which indicates that during his posting at

stations he used to collect monthlies from smugglers.

■i'

1.
•f

various
ix. Probe through other secret sources, the general reputation of the accused 

officer is not good, rather reported to be involved in corrupt practices for . 
minting money.

After conculusioii of the enquiry that proved the allegations, Final Show Cause 

Notice was issued to the accused officer. Fie furnished reply to the Final Show Cause Notice but 

his reply was found unsatiffactory.

In his reply the accused officer only mentioned his services but refused to answer 

the main allegations of corruption. In the light of finding of the enquiry committee and report 

from secret sources, Inspector Abid-ur-Rahman, the then Acting DSP Kallang Mardan is held 
j^ihli^of the charges leveled against him. Therefore I, Nasir Khan Durrani Inspector General 

of Police Khybcr Pakhtunkhwa being Competent Authority hereby impose punishment of 

pulsory retirement on Inspector Abid-ur-Rahinan with immediate cllccl.

Order announced.

com

^(N'ASIR khan DURRANI) 
Inspector General cf Police, 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Pesitawar
iM /16,No.

Copy of the above is forwarded to the:

1. All Additional Inspectors General of Police Khybcr Pakhtunkhwa.
2. Regional Police Officer, Mardan.
3. Capital City Police Officer, Peshawar.
4. The DIG/Headquarters, Khyber Pakhtunldiwa,^ Peshawar.
5. District Police Officer, Mardan.
6. The Accountant Genera! of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.
7. AIG/Establishmcnt CPO Peshawar.
8. PSO to, IGP/Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, CPO.
9. PRO CPO Peshawar.
10. Office Supdt: E-I, CPO Peshawar.
11. Accountant CPO.
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The worthy Chief Secretary, 
Government of Khyber Palditunkhwa 
Civil Secretariat, Peshawar

\ Subject: Departmental appeal against the office order No.1226/15 dated
12.02.2016 passed the Provincial Police Officer. Khvber
Pakhtunkhwa whereby the appellant was imposed upon major *
penalty of Compulsory retirement.

Respected Sir,

With due respect I have the honour to submit this Departmental Appeal for 
your kind consideration and favourable action on the following facts and grounds:

That the appellant has put in more than 27 years outstanding service in the 
Police Department and during his service he was appreciated from time to 
time on account of his efficient, diligent performance and awarded with 
dozens of Commendation Certificates, Cash Prizes worth 50 thousand, good 
ACRs etc.

1.

2. That on the basis of a frivolous and vexatious complaint of Habibullah and 

Amanullah against the appellant, an inquiry was initiated by the Sub- 
Divisional Police Officer, City-I, CCP, Peshawar. After a detailed inquiry, 
the report was submitted wherein it was found that appellant had no role iri 
the matter as the appellant was neither stakeholder nor had any interest in the 
disputed shop. He only wanted to resolve the dispute between the parties as 
Jirga.

3. That the complainant then filed an application before the KP Ehtisab 
Commission but meanwhile, the appellant was also issued Charge Sheet and 
Statement of Allegations which duly replied, the allegations 
denied wholesale and appellant also explained his position and moreover, 
numerous respectable elders of the areas where appellant had remained 
posted submitted written statements/affidavits in support of the honest and 
straightforward performance of duties rendered by appellant.

was were

4. That subsequently an inquiry was iniiiated at the back of the appellant and 
without associating him with the inquiry proceedings and affording hi 
fair chance of defence and personal hearing, the Inquiry Report was 
submitted holding the appellant guilty of the charges and recommending 
major penalty for appellant.

That then appellant was issued Show Cause Notice without supplying the 
copy of the Inquiry Report which too was replied in detail but vide 
impugned order No.1226/15 dated 12.02.2016 appellant was imposed upon 
the major penalty of compulsory retirement, therefore, this departmental 
^peal is submitted inter-alia. on the following grounds:-

im a

5.

•O,
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Grounds:

A. That the charges leveled against the appellant are false, concocted, based on 
misleading and malafide wrong and ill-founded information, therefore the 
order under challenge is not according to law, justice and fair-play and thus 
needs reconsideration by your good-self in the best interest of justice as well 
as good-governance.

That the Inquiry Officers failed to dig out the ground realities and actual 
facts which led to the institution of complaint against the appellant. 
Moreover, the inquiry proceedings have not been conducted in accordance 
with the prevailing Rules particularly Rule-6 of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 
Police Rules-]975. The appellant has not properly been associated with the 
inquiry proceedings and afforded an opportunity for clarification/explanation 
of the alleged charges. Accordingly, the report submitted is based on mis- 
fmdings and resultantiy not competent to support the penalty muchless 
major.

That as per Rule 16.25 of the Police Rules 1934, a Police Officer called 
upon to answer a charge of misconduct must be given every reasonable 
opportunity of proving his innocence but misfortunately the appellant has 
been deprived of a fair chance of proving his innocence which has resulted 
into the imposition of major penalty.

That the Inquiry Report clearly and squarely confirms the fact that the 
Inquiry Committee has failed to gather oral or documentary evidence in 
support of the charge what to speak of offering an opportunity to the 
appellant to produce his defence oral and documentary. Not a single witness 
has been examined nor any piece of documentary evidence was collected by 
the Inquiry Committee as per the requirement of Rule-6 of the KP Police 
Rules-1975 read with Rule-16.25 of the Police Rules-1934.

That the findings of the Inquiry Report are fairly based on hearsay and 
support has been taken from speculations, surmises and conjunctures rather 
than any tangible, solid and cogent material which reveals that the inquiry 
findings were pre-determined, pre-decided hence unlawful.

That the Inquiry Committee also failed to trace the genuine sources of the 
assets nor allowed the appellant to explain the- same but directly jumped to 
the conclusion declaring the assets as through unlawful means. Moreover, 
the Charge Sheet does not contain the charge of alleged assets but the 
Inquiry Committee of their own included the same which is also beyond the 
scope of the charge sheet.

That the so called declaration of corruption or corrupt practices alleged 
against the appellant and subsequently found by the Inquiry Committee is in 
stark contradiction and tussle with the service record of the appellant 
spreading over a period of 27 years wherein no such allegation was ever

B.

C.

D.

E.

F.

G.

j
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raised nor any single complaint was previously filed against him. All the 
ACRs granted to the appellants by the superior senior Police Officers are the 
well-established evidence of the. neat, clear and the impeccable, service 
record of appellant. The report of the inquiry is belied/falsified by the 
departmental record and service history of the appellant.

That the proceedings and punishment are quite premature, untimely inas 
much as the Kfiyber Pakhtunkhwa Ehtisab Commission has also started 
inquiry into the charges.

H.

That the appellant also requests for personal hearing.I.

It is, therefore, humbly requested that on acceptance of this departmental 
appeal, the office order No.1226/15 dated 12.02.2016 may graciously be appealed 
and set aside and the appellant may kindly be reinstated into service with all back 
benefits.

Yours faithfully

Abid-ur-Rehman 
Bx-SDPO, 
Katlang, Mardan

/ 70^2016Dated:

/•
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To
The Secretary,
Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 
Homes & Tribal Affairs Department, 
Civil Secretariat, Peshawar.

Departmental appeal against the office order No.1226/15 dated 
12.02.2016 passed the Provincial Police Officer, Khyber 
Pakhtunkhwa whereby the appellant was imposed upon major 
penalty of Compulsory retirement.

Subject:

Respected Sir,

With due respect I have the honour to submit this Departmental Appeal for 
kind consideration and favourable action on the following facts and grounds:

That the appellant has put in more than 27 years outstanding service in the 
Police Department and during his service he was appreciated from time to 
time on account of his efficient, diligent performance and awarded with 
dozens of Commendation Certificates, Cash Prizes worth 50 thousand, good 

ACRs etc.

your

1.

That on the basis of a frivolous and vexatious complaint of Habibullah and
inquiry was initiated by the Sub-

2.
Amanullah -against the appellant, an 
Divisional Police Officer, City-I, CCP, Peshawar. After a detailed inquiry, 
the report was submitted wherein it was found that appellant had no role in 
the matter as the appellant was neither stakeholder nor had any interest in the 
disputed shop. He only wanted to resolve the dispute between the parties as 

Jirga.

That the complainant then filed an application before the KP Ehtisab 
Commission but meanwhile, the appellant was also issued Charge Sheet and 
Statement of Allegations which was duly replied, the allegations were 
denied wholesale and appellant also explained his position and moreover, 

respectable elders of the areas where appellant had remained

3.

numerous
posted submitted written statements/affidavits in support of the honest and 
straightforward performance of duties rendered by appellant.

That subsequently an inquiry wa.s initiated at the back of the appellant and 
without associating him with the inquiry proceedings and affording him a 
fair chance of defence and personal hearing, the Inquiry Report was 
submitted holding the appellant guilty of the charges and recommending 
major penalty for appellant. .

4.

That then appellant was issued Show Cause Notice without supplying the 
copy of the Inquiry Report which too was replied in detail but vide 
impugned order No.1226/15 dated 12.02.2016 appellant was imposed upon 
the major penalty of compulsory retirement, therefore, this departmental 
appeal is submitted inter-alia on the following grounds:-

5.
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Grounds;
5V

That the charges leveled against the appellant are false, concocted, based on 
misleading and malafide wrong and ill-founded information, therefore the 
order under challenge is not according to law, justice and fair-play and thus 
needs reconsideration by your good-self in the best interest of justice as well 
as good-governance.

A.

That the Inquiry Officers failed to dig out the ground realities and actual 
facts which led to the institution of complaint against the appellant. 
Moreover, the inquiry proceedings have not been conducted in accordance 
with the prevailing Rules particularly Rule-6 of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 

Police Rules-1975. The appellant has not properly been associated with the 
inquiry proceedings and afforded an opportunity for clarification/explanation 
of the alleged charges. Accordingly, the report submitted is based on mis- 
findings and resultantly not competent to support the penalty muchless 
major.

B.

That as per Rule 16.25 of the Police Rules' 1934, a Police Officer called 
upon to answer a charge of misconduct must be given every reasonable 
opportunity of proving his innocence but -misfortunately the appellant has 
been deprived of a fair chance of proving his innocence which has resulted 
into the imposition of major penalty.

C.

That the Inquiry Report clearly and squarely confirms the fact that the 
Inquiry Committee has failed to gather oral or documentary evidence in 
support of the charge what to speak of offering an opportunity to the 
appellant, to produce his defence oral and documentary. Not a single witness 
has been examined nor any piece of documentary evidence was collected by 
the Inquiry Committee as per the requirement' of Rule-6 of the KP Police 
Rules-1975 read with Rule-16.25 ofthe Police Rules-1934.

D.

That the findings of the Inquiry Report are fairly based on hearsay and 
support has been taken from speculations, surmises and conjunctures rather 
than any tangible,.solid and cogent material which reveals that the inquiry 
findings were pre-determined, pre-decided hence unlawful.

E.

That the Inquiry Committee also failed to trace the genuine sources of the 
assets nor allowed the appellant to explain the ; same but directly jumped to 
the conclusion declaring the assets as through; unlawful means. Moreover, 
the Charge Sheet does not contain the charge of alleged assets but the 
Inquiry Committee of their own included the same which is also beyond the 
scope of the charge sheet.

F.

That the so called declaration of corruption ;or corrupt practices alleged 
against the appellant and subsequently found by the Inquiry Committee is in 
stark contradiction and tussle with the service record of the appellant 
spreading over a period of 27 yeai's wherein no such allegation was ever
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raised nor any single complaint was, previously filed against him. All the 
ACRs granted to the appellants by the superior senior Police Officers are the 
well-established evidence of the neat, clear and the impeccable service 
record of appellant. The report of the inquiry is belied/falsified by the 
departmental record and service history of the appellant.

That the proceedings and punishment are quite premature, untimely inas 
much as the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Ehtisab Commission has also started 

inquiry into the charges.

That the appellant also requests for personal hearing.

It is, therefore, humbly requested that on acceptance of this departmental 
appeal, the office order No.1226/15 dated 12.02.2016 may graciously be appealed 

and set aside and the appellant may kindly be reinstated into service with all back 

benefits.

H.

1.

Yours faithfully

Abiomr-Rehman 
Ex-SDPO, 
Katlang, Mardan

J_/0^2016Dated:
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To

The worthy Provincial Police Officer, 
Khyber Palditunlchwa, Peshawar.

Departmental Review against the order No.1226/15 dated
12.02.2016 whereby the petitioner was imposed upon major
penalty of Compulsory retirement.

Subject:

Respected Sir,

With due respect I have the honour to submit this Departmental Review for
your kind consideration and favourable action on the following facts and grounds:

1. That the petitioner has put in more than 27 years outstanding service in the 
Police Department and during his service he was appreciated from time to 
time on account of his efficient, diligent performance and awarded with 
dozens of Commendation Certificates, Cash Prizes worth 50 thousand, good 

ACRs etc.

2. That on the basis of a frivolous and vexatious complaint of Habibullah and 
Amanullah against the petitioner, an inquiry was initiated by the Sub- 
Divisional Police Officer, City~I, CCP, Peshawar. After a detailed inquiry, 
the report was submitted wherein it was found that petitioner had no role in 
the matter as the petitioner was neither stakeholder nor had any interest in 
the disputed shop. He only wanted to resolve the dispute between the parties 

as Jirga.

3. That the complainant then filed an application before the KP Ehtisab 
Commission but meanwhile, the petitioner was also issued Charge Sheet and 
Statement of Allegations which was duly replied, the allegations were 
denied wholesale and petitioner also explained his position and moreover, 
numerous respectable elders of the areas where petitioner had remained 
posted submitted written statements/affidavits in support of the honest and 
straightforward performance of duties rendered by petitioner.

That subsequently an inquiry was initiated at the back of the petitioner and 
without associating him with the inquiry proceedings and affording him a 
fair chance of defence and personal hearing, the Inquiry Report was 
submitted holding the petitioner guilty of the charges and recommending 
major penalty for petitioner.

4.

That then petitioner was issued Show Cause Notice without supplying the 
copy of the Inquiry Report which too, was replied in detail but vide 
impugned order No.1226/15 dated 12.02.2016 petitioner was imposed upon 
the major penalty of compulsory retirement, therefore, this departmental 
review petition is submitted inter-alia on the following grounds:-

5.
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Grounds:

That the charges leveled against the petitioner are false, concocted, based on 
misleading and malafide wrong and ill-founded information, therefore the 
order under challenge is not according to law, justice and fair-play and thus 
needs review by your good-self in the best interest of justice as well as good- 

governance. ’

That the Inquiry Officers failed to dig out the ground realities and actual . ^ 
facts which led to the institution of complaint against the petitioner. 
Moreover, the inquiry proceedings have not been conducted in accordance 
with the prevailing Rules particularly Rule-6 of the Khyber Palchtunkhwa 
Police Rules-1975. The petitioner has not properly been associated with the 
inquiiy proceedings and afforded an opportunity for clarification/explanation 
of the alleged charges. Accordingly, the report submitted is based on mis- 
findings and resultantly not competent to support the penalty muchless 

major.

That as per Rule 16.25 of the Police Rules 1934, a Police Officer called 
upon to answer a charge of misconduct must be given every reasonable 
opportunity of proving his innocence but misfortunately the petitioner has 
been deprived of a fair chance of proving his innocence which has resulted 

into the imposition of major penalty.

That the Inquiry Report clearly and squarely confirms the fact that the 
Inquiry Committee has failed to gather oral or documentary evidence in 
support of the charge what to speak of offering an opportunity to the 
petitioner to produce his defence oral and documentary. Not a single witness 
has been examined nor any piece of documentary evidence was collected by 
the Inquiry Committee as per the requirement of Rule-6 of the KP Police 

Rules-1975 read with Rule-16.25 of the Police Rules-1934.

That the findings of the Inquiry Report are fairly based on hearsay and 
support has been taken from speculations, surmises and conjunctures rather 
than any tangible, solid and cogent material which reveals that the inquiry 

findings were pre-determined, pre-decided hence unlawtul.

That the Inquiry Committee also failed to trace the genuine sources of the 
assets nor allowed the petitioner to explain the same but directly jumped to 
the conclusion declaring the assets as through unlawful means. Moreover, 
the Charge Sheet does not contain the charge of alleged assets but the 
Inquiry Committee of their own included the same which is also beyond the
scope of the charge sheet.

That the so called deolfimticm of corruption or corrupt practices alleged 
against the petitioner and subsequently found by the Inquiry Committee is in 
stark contradiction and tussle with the service record of the petitioner 
spreading over a period of 27 years wherein no such allegation was ever 

raised nor any single complaint was previously filed against him. All the

A.

B.

C.

D.

E.

F.
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ACRs granted to the petitioners by the superior senior Police Officers are the 
well-established evidence of the neat, clear and the impeccable service 
record of petitioner. The report of the inquiry is belied/falsified by the 
departmental record and service history of the petitioner.

H. That the proceedings and punishment are quite premature, untimely inas 
much as the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Ehtisab Commission has also started 

inquiry into the charges.

That the petitioner also requests for personal hearing. ■I.

It is, therefore, humbly requested that on acceptance of this departmental 
review, the office order No.1226/15 dated 12.02.2016 may graciously be reviewed 
and set aside and the petitioner may kindly be reinstated into service with all back
benefits.

Yours faithfully

Abid-ur-Rehman 
Ex-SDPO, 
Katlang, Mardan

pQ2J20\6Dated:
5
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL
PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No. 584/2016

Abid ur Rehman (Appellant)

Versus

Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Chief Secretary, Civil Secretariat, 

Peshawar and others (Respondents)

Subject:- COMMENTS ON BEHALF OF RESPONDENTS

Respectfully Sheweth!
Preliminary Obiections:-

a) The appeal has not been based on facts.
The appeal is not maintainable in the present form.
The appeal is bad for non-joinder and mis-Joinder of necessary 

parties.
The appellant is estopped to file the appeal.
The appeal is barred by law and limitation.
The appellant has not come to the Honorable Tribunal with clean 

hands.

b)
c)

d)
e)
f)

FACTS:-
1. Incorrect, appellant while posted as SHO of various Police Stations 

of Peshawar and as SDPO of Police circles allegedly committed 

corruption by joining hands with smugglers anti social elements, 
and accumulated wealth beyond his known sources. Enquiry 

committee has given the details of property acquired by appellant 
through corrupt means and he also failed to produce any proof 

before the enquiry committee with regard to legitimacy of the 

property. Copy of the findings of enquiry committee containing 

details of property required through is enclosed as Annexure-A. 
Incorrect, the impugned order has not been based on the complaint 
of Habibullah and Amanullah rather the same was based on open 

and secret enquiry findings conducted in pursuance of charge sheet 
issued to appellant.
Incorrect, as explained in reply to Para-2 that appellant was not
proceeded against departmentally in pursuance of complaint of /

/
Habibullah and Amanullah but the accumulations of wealth beyond’ 
his known sources and involvement in corruption were behind the 

departmental proceedings initiated against appellant.
Correct to the extent of issuance* of charge sheet to appellant, 
however, reply submitted by appellant in response to charge sheet 
was not found satisfactory and plausible.

•i

2.

3.
/

y
4.



r>>
Mia---

%

5. Incorrect, appellant was associated in the enquiry proceedings. He 

was cross-examined by the committee wherein he failed to 

substantiate the legitimacy of property purchased by him. 
Appellant joined service in Police department as constable and he 

admitted that he is living in luxurious flat purchased at rate of 45 

lac and his children are students of expensive educational 
institutions. Copy of statement of appellant is enclosed as 

Annexure-B.
Incorrect, the said persons being well wishers of appellant have 

submitted affidavit in his favour. Appellant was charged for 

accumulating wealth through illegal means and acquiring property 

beyond his known sources.
Correct appellant was served with final show cause notice and his 

reply was found unsatisfactory.
Incorrect, impugned order is just, legal and speaking one. The order 

has been based on sound reasons and grounds.
Incorrect, According to Rule 11(c) of NWFP (KPK) Police Rule 

1975 the appeal shall lie to the officer one step higher than the one 

who passes the original order provided that in case of orders passed ,v 
by IGP only a review petition can be filed before the same 

authority. Appellant submitted representation before wrong forums 

and ignorance of law is no excuse. Respondent No. 3 sought 
comments of Respondent No. 1 on the representation of appellant 
and reply was submitted vide this office letter No. 2581/16 dated 

31.03.2016 wherein the above rules were quoted. Copy of the letter 

is enclosed as Annexure-C. The appeal of appellant is not 
sustainable on the given grounds..

6.

7.

8.

9.

GROUNDS:-
A. Incorrect, appellant was in league with anti social elements and 

smugglers and concealed his involved in corruption and corrupt 
practices. The property acquired by appellant as detected by the 

enquiry committee is the ample proof of his involvement in 

corruption and accumulation of wealth through illegal means. 
Incorrect, appellant has been punished for acquiring property 

disproportionate to his known sources and living beyond his known 

sources.
Incorrect, appellant has wrongly referred to enquiry proceedings 

which have got no concern with the departmental proceedings 

initiated against appellant which culminated in passing the 

impugned order.

B.

C.
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D. Incorrect, the allegations were specific and the enquiry committee 

reported that the bulk of the allegations leveled in the charge sheet 
were proved.

Incorrect, appellant was charge sheet and he submitted reply in 

response to the charge sheet wherein he did not plead that he 

earlier proceeded against on the basis of same charges.
Incorrect, departmental and criminal proceedings are distinct in 

nature and both can go side by side. The proceedings initiated by 

Ehtesab Commission are criminal in nature. Furthermore, the 

notice of Ehtesab Commission further establishes the departmental 
charge.
Incorrect, regular departmental enquiry was conducted through 

committee headed by the most senior officer and appellant failed to 

establish the mala-fide on the part of committee or any other Police 

officer. Furthermore, this contention of appellant is afterthought as 

he has not taken this ground in his reply to charge sheet.
Incorrect, as . explained above that the present departmental 
proceedings were initiated against appellant on charges of his 

involvement in corruption and corrupt practices. These proceedings 

were not the outcome of complaint submitted by Habib Ullah and 

Amanullah.
Incorrect, the impugned order has been passed bona-fidely and 

appellant failed to point out any mala-fide on the part of respondent 
No. 1 or any other Police officer.

It is therefore, prayed that the appeal of appellant may be 

dismissed with costs.

E.

was

F.

G.

H.

L

r
ecretaj/y, 

^^--"Home 4 TAs Department, 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar. 

(Respondent No. 2 & 3)

Khyber ‘Pakhtunkhwa, 
Peshawar. 

(Respondent No. 1)



V

<;frvtce tribunalKHYBER PAKHTUMKHWArefore the
PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No. 584/2016
...........(Appellant)

Abid ur Rehman.......
Versus

, Civil Secretariat, Peshawar 

................... (Respondents)
Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Chief Secretary 

and Others................. .................................................

AFETDAVIT

Falak Nawaz AIG Legal CPO, Peshawar do here by solemnly

ina comments On behalf of
I,

oath that the contents of accompanying
correct to the best my knowledge and belief. Nothing has been

affirm on 

Respondents are 

eoncealed from this Honorable Tribunal.

deponent
'7

Falali Nawaz, 
AIG/Legal 

14203-2060203-5

^ 8/J

7^
taiia\iM A_dvocate J 

^‘ONIMISSIOHBR , .| w
Mhi-OATH

High Court Fcsnawar



i:
DEPARTMENTAL ENQUIRY AGAINST ABID-UR-REHMAN A/SDPO KATLANG 
MARDAN (PRESENTLY UNDER SUSPENSION CLOSED TO CPO)________________

ENQUIRY REPORT / FINDINGS

On receipt of charge sheet alongwith statement of allegations 

against Abid-ur-Rehrnan acting SDFO Katlang Mardan, now under suspension, closed 

to CPO vide No. S/243-44/16 dated 08.01.2016, proper departmental proceedings were 

initiated against the accused ofrlcer.

The charge sheet and statement of allegations were served upon

the accused officer accordingiy.

The charges framed against the accused officer by the competent

authority are reproduced as under:-

That you while posted as SHO of Police station Sarband, 

Chamkani, Bdhber, Maltani, Hayatabad, Paharipura Peshawar 

and SDPO/Chamkani Circle were in league and mixed up with 

smugglers and criminals including kidnappers and extortionist.

That you ui.iii'/ed the services of Ismail Special Police Force official 

for collecting irioney from smugglers and kidnappers.

That you are carrying a stinking reputation being involved in 

immoral activities

That you have iinlcs with the anti social elements and provide them . 

support.

That you have a very loose and unprofessional command as a 

Police officer which has degraded the image of police amongst 

general public.

That you iiave a persistent reputation of being corrupt.

II.

Hi.

IV.
'1

V,i

i
VI.

The accused officer submitted reply to the charge sheet wherein 

he denied ail the allegations leveled, against him. He was personally heard and cross- 

exatriified in detail. He purchased a luxury apartment in Askari-ll Peshawar and more 

than 100 Kanals land, regardir.g these purchases, he was asked about his source of 

income to which he {produced a copy of alleged sale deed wherein his v/ife was given 

Rs. 35 Lacs by her brothers os inheritance share.

A copy of rioclaration of income in assets for the year 2015 was 

obtained which indicates that he; purchased apartment, plot and agriculture land 

amounting Rs. 3,02,31,246/-. (mo;3 lhan 3 Crores). (Copy annexed).

1, 5 .1 l*A ^ r, jylfv I Hi'

/ ’. /A w



aRegarding collection of money from smugglers etc through ASI 
Muhammad Ismail (Ex: serviceman) he denied the allegations and stated he is serving 

with him as a gunman.

,ASi Muhammad Ismail Ex: serviceman was examined, who 

denied the allegations, but admitted that he is serving with accused officer as a gunman.

CONCLUSION

He has purchased an expensive apartment in Askari-ll Peshawar 
Cantt: in the year 2011.

Purchased more than 100 Kanal agricultural land in Musa Kaley, 

Charsadda in different years / places in his and wife name.

.Also have purchased a precious and expensive plot in Qazi Kaley 

Peshawar

His sons / daughters are studying in an expensive educational 

institutes i.e Peshawar Model School and Rasim School System 

. and their monthly fees as admitted by him is more than Rs. 

20000/“ per month.

The alleged sale deed in his wife name seems to be attempt to 

whiten the black money as no specific description of property i.e 

Khata, Khasra .and Moza is mentioned in the deed.

He is living beyond his known source of income.

An enquiry is also under process against him in Provincial Ehtisab 

Commission as admitted by himself.

Besides above, the reputation of accused officer was verified 

through Special Branch Peshawar, which indicates that during his 

posting at various stations he used to collect monthlies from 

smugglers.

Probe through other secret sources, the general reputation of the 

accused officer is- not good, rather reported to be involved in 

corrupt practices for minting money.

The allegations framed against him stand proved.

Submitted please.

///
!

(DR,
Regional Po\\p.^ pfficer, 

Kohat Region (E.O)

(MIAN NASIB JAN)
Superintendent of Police

E.O
■ t.'v f?.'Ci', i*M.
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To

The worthy Members,
The Inquiry Committee
constituted by the Competent Authority

Subject: REPLY TO CHARGE SHEET

Respected Sir.

That the charges leveled against me are baseless, result of some biased and 
prejudicial misinformation and hence 1 wholesale deny the same and explain my position 
as follows:-

Gcncral explanation:

■ 1, That 1 feel much mentally disturbed rather shocked to learn about the allegations 
as mentioned in the Charge Sheet and cannot reconcile the same as on the one 
hand (i) I have not received a single adverse ACR throughout my long 
career oT 27 years With “A plus” reports; (ii) not ever punished departmcntally 
witli even a minor penalty; (Hi) having no single bad entry in my service record; 
(iv) having earned Commendation Certificates, Gold Medal 2010, Rs.50,000/- 
Casli Award 2011, recommended for QPM Award 2013-2014 (v) ambushed and 
critically injured by militants, and I have been blamed for something worst 1 ever 
thought of on the other.

service

9 That earlier, ones 1-labibulIah and Amanuallah had filed an application leveling 
certain allegations against me to the then SP City, Peshawar now PSO to worthy 
IGP. On the basis of the said application an inquiry was conducted through Gul 
Nawaz Khan, DSP City, Peshawar. After detailed inquiry, the Inquiry Officer gave 
finding in my favour and hence the complaint was dropped. Thereafter, the said 
llabibullah and Amanullah filed the same complaint before the Khyber 
Pakhtunkhwa Ehtisab Commission. The Commission also started inquiry into the 
matter and sent a letter to the worthy IGP for appointment of the focal person to 
join the inquiry. As spon as the letter from the Ehtisam Commission was received 
in tlie office of the Avorthy IGP, tiie instant proceedings were launched. May I also 
submit with regret that a few officers in the Police Department are highly inimical 
towards me for the reasons totally unknown to me, wiio have conveyed certain 
baseless, ill-founded accusations against me to the worthy IGP and thus caused the 
instant proceedings by twisting the situation against me. In this regard, I will fully 
explain the same alongwith evidence in my defence at the opportune time.

Cliaruc-wise exirtanation:

1. ITegarding Charge (i), may I explain that I have never remained SHO at Police 
Station Chamkani while 1 remained as SHO at other Police Stations but during my 
stay at such stations, no one ever raised any sort of complaint whatsoever against 
me nor any of my immediate bosses had ever made any complaint against 
lather my performance had always been appreciated by the high-ups during sucli 
times. The charge of being in-Ieague with smugglers and criminals etc. is a totally 
false and has nothing to do with reality on the ground.

me

- 2. Charge (ii) regarding Ismail Special Police Force official is also incorrect and 1 
also deny the same. When 1 was posted as SDPO Saddar Circle and seriously 
injured in an attack by the militants at Frontier Road, 1 choiced him in my Security



2S
Squad due to his being an ex-Army-'personnel and there was no other object 
behind such choice.

Charge No.(iii) is sweeping, ambiguous and without any basis and therefore, the 
same is also denied. There has been no such complaint whatsoever from any 
quai ter against me.

Charge No.(iv) is also baseless. While posted at the Police Stations Badaber, 
Sarband, Mattani and Mathra, the areas known for the militants, I had taken 
decisive steps against the anti-social elements and eliminated many miscreants 
from the surface of the soil and have personally lodged F.I.Rs against the militants 
by names and as a result of my successful operations against the militants I had 
become their arch enemy and therefore was numerous times attacked by them and 
was once critically injured in.one ambush (Press-Clipping attached 2iS A}mex>A). 
Moreover, I have established Riaz Shaheed and Manzoor Shaheed Police Posts at 
Sarband after clearing those areas from the militants with successful 
operations/battles.

4.

Charge No.(v) is also incorrect. I performed my duty always considering the same 
as a Jihad and maintained tlie image of the Department with my utmost efficiency, 
competency and bravery. My service has always been appreciated by the general 
public. T also submit the statements of the respectable elders of the localities where 
I remained as SHO and I also request the Inquiry Committee to examine those 
elders in my defence to clarify my position. (Statements of the elders are attached 
as

5.

6. Charge No.(vi) is also ambiguous, generalized and sweeping in nature and has 
nothing to with the reality as is reflected from the statements

At the end 1 will add that having a brilliant service record of my performance 
available with the Department vide Commendation letters {Annex\-C) and 
particularly during my past 04 years seiwice, on account of such outstanding and 
Lin-matched performance, I have been recommended for the Pakistan Police 
Medal, Oiiaid-e-Azam Police Medal— (Annex>D) and similar other Medals have 
been awarded to me by the senior Officers. Moreover, the former Chief Minister, 
Khybci' Pakhtunkhwa has also awarded me Gold Medal {Annex:-^) and Cash 
Award of Rs.50,000/- (Annex\-¥) on account of my best performance.

That I also request for personal hearing.7.

in wake of the explanation offered hereinabove, I request that the charges leveled 
against me may kindly be withdrawn and T may be exonerated therefrom.

Yours faithfully

Abirbur-Rahman
Inspector/ASDPO, Katlang, 
Mardan
Presently CPO, Peshawar

i)Dated: /01/2016
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OFFICE OF THE
INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE 

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 
Central Police Office, Peshawar

S/ dated Peshawar, the J ^ ^ 3 /2016.No.
/

To: - The Section Officer (ConVEnq)
Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 
Flome & Tribal Affairs Department

DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL AGAINST THE OFFICE ORDER NO.Siibject:-
1226/15 DATED 12.02.2016 PASSED BY THE PROVINCIAL
POLICE OFFICER. KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA WHEREBY THE
APPELLANT WAS IMPOSED UPON MAJOR PENALTY OF
COMPULSORY RETIREMENT.

Memo:-

Reference your office memo No. SO (Coni/Enq)/HD/Pol- 

O/Appeal/2015 dated 14.03.2015, on the subject noted above.

According to Rule 11(c) of NWFP (KPK) Police Rule 1975 the appeal 

shall lie to the officer one step higher than the one who passes the original order 

provided that in case of orders passed by IGP only a review, petition can be filed 

before the same authority.

In view of the above statutory rules, the appeal of appellant may be

Hied please.

AIG/Legal,
For Provincial Police Officer, 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar
/
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BEFORE THE KPK, SERVICE TRIBUiNjAL, PESHAWAR

S.A No. 584/2016

Ur Rehman IGP & Othersversus

REJOINDER

Respectfully Sheweth.

PRELIMINARY OBJECTION

All the 06 preliminary objections are illegal and incorrect. 

No reason in support of- the same is ever given as to why the 

appeal is not based on facts, not maintainable, bad for-mis and 

non-joinder of parties, estoppel, barred by limitation and unclean 

hands.

ON FACTS

1. Not correct. The so called allegations regarding corruption, 

association with smugglers, anti-social elements and wealth 

beyond his known source is without proof. The inquiry committee 

also-based allegations on assumption and presumption. No notice 

was given for the alleged allegations to appellant to show proof of 

the charges before the case in hand.

2. Not correct. The matter regarding open and secret inquiry was not 

independent but has brought on surface for the first time in the 

subject matter.

3. Not correct. The Para of the appeal is correct. Rest of the Para 

regarding wealth and corruption has been replied in Para No 2, 

above. Being private dispute of shops, appellant was directed not 

to interfere in the said matter. Inquiry report was closed on 24-07- 

2015

4. Admitted correct by the respondents regarding issuance of charge 

sheet and submission of reply.



. - .i

/

4
5. Not correct. Page 9 attached with the reply is question answer over 

appellant by the department and not the cross examination over 

the witness(s) of appellant.

6. Not correct. The Para of the appeal is correct regarding affidavits' 

'tendered in favor of appellant by the locals.

7. Admitted correct by the respondents regarding issuance of final 

show cause notice and reply there to.

8. Not correct regarding penalty of compulsory retirement from 

service.

9. Not correct. The Para of the appeal is correct regarding submission 

of representation before the authority. The representation 

made to the competent authority.
was

G R O U N D S!

. All the grounds of the appeal are legal and correct while 

that of the reply are illegal and incorrect. The 

adopted.
same are again

As for as proceedings initiated in Ehtesab Commission

against appellant is the ample proof of malafide of the 

respondents as no one can be legally prosecuted time and again
one- and the same cause, because from the action of 

respondents it is not clear as to whether action/proceedings 

against appellant of the department was correct or that of the

on

Ehtesab Commission.

It is, therefore, most humbly prayed that the appeal be 

accepted as prayed for.

Appellant

Through

Saadullah Khan Marwat 

Advocate,Dated: 19.10.2016



/

AFFIDAVIT

I, Abid ur Rehman appellant do hereby solemnly affirm and 

declare that contents of the Appeal & rejoinder are true and correct to 

the best of my knowledge and belief while that of reply of respondents 

are illegal and incorrect.

I reaffirm the same on oath once again .to be true and correct as 

per the available record.

DEPONENT
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1

r.=forf the SFRVICE TRTRIINAL, PESHAWAR

72016 .. .:Sfk!
I A No.'S

Fazl-e-Haq^Abid ur Rehman , S/0
R/o Village Musa Kilay, Charsacl.da, / 
Ex-Acting DSP, Police Line:,. Peshawar. . . i

Ir ^Appellant/
i/ >. -

I j:/
r Versus/

■ / •

1. inspectdi^ General of Police
2. Chief Sepretary, XE, Peshawar.
3. :

Peshawar.
/

l

Secretary, Goyeriiment of KP, Home• ( Respondents
Department, Peshawar.

1974gFRVXCE TRIBUNAL ACT^
nATph 12.02.2016

appeal 4 OF THEj

Af^ATNST OFFICE ORDER
MAJOR PUNISHMENT OE 

FpnM qfrvItCE for NO LEGAL
R, NO. 1 WHEREBYOF

r n M P U LSO RY R ETI REM E N_T

REASON.
«< = ><»< = ><=i>< = >^< = >‘^ '

ie <.

Ghani, Sr.GP
sent.‘Arguments

Mr. Usmancounsel andAppellant with
28.02.20V7 Kiian, H.C for respondents pre

^sel for the aUuhnt snbmitted that during

whichithe appellant has been , _

alongwithMi. Salm^
partly heard. Learned CO

charged to be involved in
the period .in wh
malpractice, the'respondent department 

i Synopsis:of,ACR-^ for the said penod .

therefore the ^ mentioned in the charge

and further arguments

has given good ACR’s. Since

ot before the Tribunal, 
all, the

synopsis of the AGR’so on
for such recordsheet. To^ come |up

20.04.2017 beforeiD.B.
ft

AZIR)(lyruH(AHMAD/HASSAK)
■member

i memer7



I * * '»i-

!
. (
/ ■

t

i-
1

!
: f I

i

II

: I

i

Date of Presentota of/^^E>l4?:tson_

Nuimbefl- olTWcris___— ■

Copying Fe.-?_____
Urgent_______ __ ^

Total _ ______

Name of Copy:c::t.

Date of CompJsc'jiO-j d C 

Date'of Delivery cf

i

1
!

I
i3^^ I

_! i

Of

;

I
; 1:
:

/ •• ;

J
t■f i

!

\
:
t

I

I

• !-•

i
I

\

I



All communications should be 
addressed to the Registrar KPK 
Service Tribunal and not any 
official by name.

khVSber pakhtunkWa
SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

Ph:- 091-9212281 
Fax:-091-9213262DatediV V/ ^2017/ST

To,

The Inspector General of Police, 
Gov^ernment of Khyber Paktunkhwa, 
Peshawar.

Subject: - TUDGMENT IN APPEAL NO. 584/2016, ABID UR REHMAN.

I am directed to forward herewith a certified copy of judgment dated 

30/08/2017 passed by this tribunal on the above subject for strict compliance.

\Enel: as above

REGISTRAR ^ 
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 

SERVICE TRIBUNAL 
PESHAWAR


