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BEFORE THEKHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA <^BRVrrF^ TRTRIimai

PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. 2-^/i /2023

i
■!

Muhammad Tariq (LHC No.1608)
Pistrict Police Mardan...................

I
5 Appellant

'5\
Versus

\

1) ' The Provincial Police Officer KPK Pesha

2) The Regional Police Officer Mardan (Region). 

The District Police Officer, Mardan

war.

3).i .

Respondents

Service Appeal U/S 4- of the Khyber 

P^khtunkhwa Services Tribunal Act 1974 against 

the order dated 19.10.2023 of Respondent No.l 
whereby the appeiiant
service and order dated 28.11.2023 of 

respondent No.2 whereby the departmental 
appeal of the appellant has been rejected.

was dismissed from

PRAYER

On acceptance of the instant appeal the order dated

19.10.2023 of Respondent No.l and order dated

28.11.2023 of Respondent No.2 may be set aside and 

the appeiiant may be reinstated into service aiongwith 

all back and consequential benefits OR any other 

remedy which the august tribunal deerns fit and 

appropriate may also be awarded in favour of 

appellant.
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Respectfully
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1) That the appellant joins the police department in the year 2011 

and performed his duty with zeal and zest.

2) That the appellant while posted, in the PAL Office Mardan 

dismissed from service and

■ was
consequently filed departmental 

appeal as well as service appeal in the above mentioned

'I

tribunal.
f

3) That the tribunal while deciding the service appeal of the 

appellant partially allowed the appeal and remanded the 

for de-novo enquiry to the respondents to complete the
case

same
inquiry within a period of 30 days strictly in accordance with 

relevant law/rules. (Copy of order dated 25.10.2022 of this

Hon’ble tribunal is Annexure “A").

4) That the respondent without issuing any charge sheet, show 

cause notice or conducting full fledged inquiry, straight away
removed the appellant from service vide Order dated
19.10.2023 communicated on 23.10.2023. (Copy of Order 

dated 19.10.2023 of DPO Mardan is Annexure “B”).

5) That appellant feeling aggrieved from the above said order 

filed an appeal before Respondent No.2, which was also 

dismissed on 28.11.2023. (Copy of Appeal an(^ Order is 

annexure “C” & “D”). !.

6) That the orders of respondent No. 1 and 2 being against the 

law, facts and natural justice are subject to be set aside on the 

following grounds;-

\

y
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GROUNDS

. a. That the impugned orders dated 19.10.2023 and 28.11.2023 

against the law, facts, norms of justice and material available on 

the record, therefore not tenable and liable to be set aside.

are

b. That inquiry has not been conducted against the appellant in the 

prescribed manner nor any statement has been recorded in 

presence of appellant, nor any opportunity of cross examination 

has been given to the appellant which is the violation of law and 

rules therefore the impugned orders are liable to be set aside.

c. That neither show cause notice has been given to the appellant 

nor any inquiry report has been conveyed to the appellant.

d. That no chance of personal hearing has been given to the 

appellant which is also the violation of natural justice.

I

, e. That the appellant has not been treated in accordance with law
and justice.

f. That even the recommendation ^ of the inquiry officer and 

respondent No.1 are not in harrnony and the appellant has 

punished twice.

g. That the appellant performed his duties honestly and regularly 

without no complaint.

h. That the^appellant is a poor person having no other source of 

income and if the appellant is not re-instated then the entire 

family would suffer from starvation.

i. That the appellant has been condemned unheard and no 

opportunity of personal hearing has been provided, which is the 

requirement of law, justice and equity.
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j. That this honorable Service Tribunal

instate the appellant as being a poor person,

k. That the appellant seeks permission to advance other grounds at 

the time of hearing.

has vast powers to re-
I
}

]

\
£

It is therefore, humbly prayed that

appeal the appellant may kindly be re instated on his job. Any 

other remedy which deems fit may also be granted.

Appellant (
Muhammad Tariq 
LHC 1608
District Police Mardan

on acceptance of this
I
t.

3

7

i \c
;;
\

Dated: 3 »-'7/-
I)

t Throughr

•ri
f Muhammad Riaz Khan 

Paindakhel
Advocate High Court District 
Mardan
Cell No. 0302-8360219

!

AFFIDAVIT

I, Muhammad Tariq (LHC No.1608) District Police 

hereby affirm and declare
Mardan, do

on oath that the contents of the 

Service appeal are true and correct to the best of my knowledge 

and, belief and nothing h

if'

been concealed from this on'hieN
Tribunal.

V
DEPONENT

, ,1

\
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICES TRIBUNAL.

PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No. /2023

Muhammad Tariq Appellant
Versus, ,/

The Provincial Police Officer KPK Peshawar and 

others Respondents

ADDRESSES OF THE PARTIES

APPELLANT:
Muhammad Tariq (LHC No.1608) 
District Police Mardan.

RESPONDENTS:
i

. 1) The Provincial Police Officer KPK Peshawar. 
The Regional Police Officer Mardan (Region). 

The District Police Officer, Mardan
2)

3)

Appellant 
Muhammad Tariq 
LHC 1608
District Police Mardan

Dated: j
Throughi

Muhammad Riaz Khan 
Paindakhel

. Advocate High Court District 
Mardan
Cell No. 0302-8360219
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il-tBEFORE THE HQN^BT.E SERVICE TRIBUNAll
PESHAWAR's-

V.
's.

Khyhvr

S3iIn Ke S.A No. .'T^g /2022 ■ D»i>«-y No.

Tariq Ali Ex-LHC/Police No. 627 R/o Charsadda Road 

Mirwas Mohallah Kohistani Mardan.

I

Appellant

VERSUS

1. District Police Officer Mardan
2. Regional Police Officer Alardan.
3. Inspector General of Police KPK Peshawar.

I

/
Respondents

APPEAL U/S-4 OF THE KHYBER
PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICES TRIBUNAL1

Of ACT 1974 AGAINST THE ORDER DATEDteuistjrair •
09-03-2022. WHEREBY THE APPELLANT
HAS BEEN AWARDED MAJOR

IPUNISHMENT OF DISMISSAL FROM
SERVICE AND AGAINST WHICH THE
APPELLANT FILED DEPARTMENTALj

APPEAL ON 15.03.2022 WHICH HAS
BEEN REJECTED ON 05.04.2022 ON NO
GOOD GROUNDS.

;

* ‘'J':-:prayer:- N ,■ -
K

. I. ,

ON ACCEPTANCE OF THIS APPEAL I

BOTH THE IMPUGNED ORDERS DATED

09/03/2022. & 05.04.2022 MAY KINDLY
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^ . Service Appeal No, 570/2022
- <j/-

Appellant aiongwith his counsel namely Messrs Said Basher 

KJian and Roeeda Khan, Advocates, present. Mr. Said Basher Khan,^ 

Advocate submitted Wakalatnama on behalf of the appellant, which is 

placed on file of connected Service Appeal bearing No.. 5)59/2022 

titled “Niaz Aii Versus District Police Officer Mardan and

ORDER
o 5.10.2022z.

two

Others”. Mi'. Atta-ur-Rehman, Inspector (Legal) aiongwith Mr. 

Muhammad Riaz Khan Paindalchel, Assistant Advocate General for 

the respondents present. Arguments'heard and record perused.

Vide our detailed judgment of today, placed on file of Service 

Appeal bearing No. 569/2022 titled “Niaz Ali Versus District Police 

Officer Mardan and two, others”, the appeal in hand is allowed by 

setting-aside the impugned orders and the appellant is reinstated in 

service for the purpose of de-novo inquiry. The de-novo inquiry shall 

be completed within a period of one month of receipt of copy of this 

judgment, strictly in accordance with relevant law/rules. Needless to 

mention that the appellant shall be fully associated with the inquiry 

proceedings by providing him fair opportunity to cross examine the

\

p T ?
I

Witnesses as well as production of evidence in his defence. The issue 

of back benehis shall be subject to the outcome of de-novo inquiry. 

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

'S' 0
]

0
roojTi.

A t
ANNOUNCI-n 

^25.10.2022/^
rs2) I

i\1
1

r* f>i=\ >■

(Mian Muhammad) 
Member (Executive)V:,

■S'cr.-

(Salah-Ud-Din) 
Member (Judicial)

\
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‘ BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICES TRIBUNAL PESHA AR

i ■ XService Appeal No. 569/2022
• •/ V

Date of Institution... 18.04.2022
A

Date of Decision ... 25.10.2022 Cv-'v-

Niaz Ali Ex-LHC/Poiice No. 2697. R/0 Charsadda Road Mirvvas Mohaliah 
Kohistani Mardan.

(Appellant)

tVERSUS

District Police Officer Mardan and two others.
(Respondents)

MESSRS.
SAID BASHER KHAN

&
ROEEDA KHAN, 

Advocates For appellant.

MR. MUHAMMAD RIAZ KHAN PAINDAKHEL, 
Assistant Advocate General

\
For respondents.

SALAH-UD-DIN 
MIAN MUHAMMAD

MEMBER (JUDICIAE) 
MEMBER (EXECUTIVE)

CONSOLIDATED JUDGMENT:

SALAH-UD-DIN. MEMBER-. Through this single judgment, 

intend.to dispose of ilie instant service appeal as well as connected Service

we

-Appeal bearing No. 570/2022 titled “ Tariq Ali Versus District Police 

Otticer Mardan and two others”, as common question of law and facts are 

involved in both the appeals.

2.• P.vfEO Precisely stated the facts surrounding the instant s'ervice'appeals are 

that liie appellants
I

pioceeded against departmentally on the allegations 

that with their active connivance with one ICamran, he

were
•r 5 s. i -'.'K

.r

was shown arrested in

a concocted case FIR No. 1057 dated 01.09.202] under Section i5AA
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Police Station Rustani so as to create plea o(' ali-bi for Kamran in the
■ ■gi

intended murder of his opponents; that Kamran went to jail in the

aforementioned case on 02.09.202 i, while his brother namely Amir Sajjad 

committed murder of two persons on the following day regarding which 

case FIR No. 889 dated 03.09.202] under Sections 302/324/34 PPC was

registered at Police Station Toru, wherein Kamran was also directly charged

On completion of ihe inquii^, the appellants were awarded major 

punishment of dismissal from service vide separate orders dated 09.03.2022 

passed by the then District Police Officer iVIardan. I’he depaitmental appeals 

of the appellants were also rejected, hence the instant service appeals.

3. Respondents contested the appeals by way of submitting para-wisc 

comments, wherein they refuted the assertions raised by the appellants in 

their appeals.

Learned counsel for the appellants has contended that the appellants 

are innocent and the allegations leveled against them were totally wrong and 

baseless; that no material in support of the allegations against the appellants 

was available but even then the. inquiry offeer has wrongly held that the 

allegations against the appellants stood proved; that no evidence was

4.

produced during the inquiry proceedings in respect of the alleged 

connivance of appellants with one Kamran, therefore, the 

Authority was thus,

competent

not justifed in awarding them major penalty of 

service; that depaitmental action was also taken againstdismissal from

Constable Ayaz All, however he was awarded minor penalty of forfeittire of

two years approved service, while the appellants 

discrimination and

were treated with

were awarded major penalty of dismissal from 

that no opportunity was provided to the appellants for cross e.xaniination-of

f

service;
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the witnesses examined during the inquiry' andabey weriTalso no.t provided 

any opportunity to produce evidence in their defence; that the inquiry 

proceedings were conducted in sheer violation of mandatory provisions of 

Police Rules. 1975, therefore the impugned orders are liable to be set-aside

t

and the appellants are entitled to be reinstated in service with all back

benefits.

On the other hand, learned Assistant Advocate General for the5.

respondents has argued that the appellants in connivance with one Kamran

had managed registration of a concocted case under Section 15AA against

Kamran for the purpose of creating plea ali-bi for the said Kamran in the 

intended murder case, which was then committed on ,03.09.2021, resulting in 

death of two persons; that a regular inquiry was conducted in the matter and 

the appellants were provided opportunity of personal hearing as well as seif
I' '

defence; that evidence of Abid Khan IHC and Constable Ayaz Ali No.' 1663

was recorded during the inquiry, which proved the allegations leveled 

against the appellants: that the appellants had connived in facilitation of the

accused charged in case FIR No. 889 dated 03.09.2021 under Sections

302/324/34 PPC registered at Police Station Toru, therefore, they have 

rightly been dismissed from service.

6. We have heard the arguments of learned counsel for tiie parties and 

have perused the record. , - '

7. A peiusal ot tne record.would show that the investiszatinc officer had 

examined Constable Ayaz Ali No. 1663 and Abid Khan ,1HC during the

inquijy, however the appellants have not been provided an opportunity of

t ‘
examination ot the said witnesses. The statements of the said witnesses

Cia>ysTKi>
1

cross
-•V !■ ,
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recorded during the inquiry thus could not be used as evidence against the 

appellants. According to the statements of Constable Ayaz Ali No. 1663 and 

Abid Khan IHC, the appellants were present in District Courts Mardan on 

02.09.202! and o!ie Kamran, who was charged in FIR No. 889 dated 

03.09.2021 registered under Sections 302/324/34 PPC at Police Station 

Toru, had come to the couit alongwith the appellant Niaz Ali 

LHC. Appellant Niaz .Ali LHC has categorically mentioned in his reply to 

the show-cause notice that as per the entries in daily diary No. 4 and daily

diary No. 05 dated 02.09.2021, be alongwith other police officials were on 

Nakabandi duly in front of Police Post Shaheedan and not at all visited

District Courts Mardan on the said date. The inquiry officer had not given

any opportunity to the appellants to produce evidence in rebuttal of the

allegations leveled against them. The appellant namely Tariq .Ali was posted

at PAL Office Mardan, while appellant Niaz Ali was posted in Police Post

Shaheedan and their role hi the alleged episode is not the same but the orders • 

passed on their departmental appeals are verbatim copies tjf each

other, which would show' that the depaitmenta! appeals were decided in a 

perfunctory manner. Moreover, the appellants were not provided copy of the 

inquiry report alongwith final show-cause notices issued to them and they

were thus not in a position lo properly defend themselves. In these

circumstances, we deem it appropriate to remit the matter back to the

competent .Authority for de-novo inquiiy in accordance with relevant law

and rules.
f '

8. In view of the above discussion, the appeal in hand as well as 

connected service appeal bearing No. 570/2022 titled 

District Police Ofheer Mardan and two others

' i’.s'i'Kr)% 1

Tariq .Aii Versus

ri Hn.si ,
are allowed by setting-aside• \ • U-)
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the impugned orders and the appellants are reinstated in service for the

purpose of de-novo inquiry. The de-novo inquiry shall be completed within

a period of one monih of receipt of copy of this judgment, strictly in

accordance with relevant lavv/rules. Needless to mention that the appellants

shall be fully associated with the inquiry proceedings by providing them fair

opportunity to cross examine the witnesses as well as production of evidence

in their defence. The i.ssue of back benefits shall be subject to the outcome-

of de-novo inquiry. Parlies are left to bear their own costs. File be consigned

to the record room.

ANNOUNCED
25.10.2022

(SALAH-UD-DIN) 
MEMBER (JUDICIAL)

(MIAN MUEIAMJMAD) 
MEMBER (EXECUTIVE)

fX,-. ‘
^h>DC-r i\i

Service Fr.:-

• '

It
(•D 2- y

1 /. ■llJJL
i ij:ji I
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aOFFICE OF THE 

DISTRICT,PO.LICE OFFICER, 

‘ MARDAN
Tcl No. «»37*9730I09 & Fa* No. 0937«923011l 

Email:

So-

Noi3^ DalcJjfj//l>/2023 

OKDKit ON oKNOvo r:NOiintv or i.irc m. tahiq no mns fOLi) KO.m)

/I'A

Tliis order wilJ disposc-off dc-novo Deparlmcnial Enquiry under Police 

. ' Rules 197a. iiiillated against LHC Muhammad Tariq No.627 (New No. 1608), under Uie 

allegations that while posted at PALOfnee Mardan (now Guard ACUC Mardan) on 01-09-2021,
he in collaboration with IHC Abid Khan No.3293. the then In-chargc PP Shaheedan and LHC 
Kiaz AJi jNo.3333 his brother liad showTi arrest of one Kainran resident of Nawan Killcy T 

with a (30) bore without numbcr/unliccnscd pistol and (05) rounds in the area of PS R 

ease FIR No.1057 dated 01^0.2021 U/S I5AA PS Rustam, who was actually present at Nawan 

Killcy (Toiu) at the time of his alleged arrest, as proved from' 
produced before the concerned c

oni
usiain vide

|»is CDR analysis, lie
ourt on the following day & was fined-Rs.! OOO/-. However, in a 

deliberate and preplanned move, he intentionally refused to pay the fine, hence he was sent to 

Judicial Lock-up. -ntc main purpose of accused to be arrested and lodging in Jail was to have a 

plea of alibi and to get himself absolved from being charged in a murder case vide FIR NodiS9 

dated 03-09-2021 U/S 302/324/34 PPC PS Toru. ^vhich was
, ■ Amir Saiiad, after due planning & conspiracy, in which, he (accused.Kamran) was also eharced

for the comm.ss.on of crime. Thus. LHC Muhan,mad Tariq abetted & connived with Kamran to 

get him plea of alibi in

was

conuniiicd by his brother namely

murder ease vide FIR No.889 PS Toru by registering a false base against .
h.m &show.ng h.m arrested in Police Station Rustam, whereas in'ac.uali.y he was present in
Toru otihal lime.* \

After the allegations^ leveled aghinsi him were established during tltc "

Muhamma4 Tariq was served with Final Show Cause 

07-02-2022 & founding his reply as 

No.634 dated 09-03-2022, i 
Muhammad Tariq from service.

• I

Notice vide No.l074-75/PAv dated 

unsatisfactory, the then DPO Mardan vide this office OD 

ssuctl Vide order No.2122-24/PA dated 10-03-2022 dismissed LMC

*
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I.aicf-on. he wayreltisiiJieS in scmcc on ihc Uimeliofis of K.V Service 

office, OS N»,2<;71 daicd 20^12-2022. issued vide <)rd«r/e.iawscmw( 
No.7.70-74.'Ec dsued 21-12-2022 and a de-novd ciKiuir)* vvas conducted by Mr, Ruhini I tiissaiii, 
SP/llQrs aty Traffic IVsbatvarand Mr. Kamal Hussain D.SlVbegal CCP Pe.sltawar, wherein the 

CiKiuiiy Ranel held Die deli,K]«ent oflkiul responsible for the charges leveled again.si him and 

fowid him guilty oriniseonduet. however, strangely enough recommended tltat as the delauliihg 

. has already tentained under (05);days Qunrters.Guardi so awarding Idm any punishntcnl

on account oFsuch a grave misconduct wherain assassination of a person was fodlitated wouid 

be a double jeopardy to the accused official and five days ,Quarters Guard may be considered

Tribuliui via^j litis

sv'-.

as-
suiiubfc pii!iishijiciil iti the msiam case.

The uiuiertagncd did not agtee with the.findings being

...... . All SKCo,„pli,i„„ i
,,„n* Cl-O P«,„, -

grave misconduct, which resulted in benefiting.an accused ' 
to tneniion that under Police Rules-1975., Hnejuirv Offiecr is 

ote« 10 ^Kinire &. to give satrdie. whether eterges letyled against the delinquent tdlleial wem 

«.abhsi,ed ornot:and he cannot diree, the authority concemed about quantmt, of punishment to '

flimsv; anU another

deiihquasi onwial of comnnssjojt (>(' 

ota murkier case. is pcrtincm

Ffnal Oi»<rT t«
l.l fC Muhammad Tarifl was heard,m,OR on } 2-10-302J, durine rvhiehrhe,

aulhoritv 1 wfulhont) has been established in two consecutive depaffineniai 
being ituthority awarded htm 
O^O3r2022, i

faffed to pjvscm

em|uirics, thus ihe undersigned 

i» sei^ie'e Miih ciTca from 

-1975.

mnior punishment of dismissal froi 
in exercise <Jf che poucr yesied hi me iinderl>olice Kules

. Dated

% (fNaji-'ch-iir-Relimmi Ihigvi) PSP
Dlstriet Police Offieer. M.-,rdan.

ntoiTCopy forwarded for inform,tion‘& n/aciion

31/fh« EC&P,0 (DPO Office) Mardan.;

4) The In-eharge Lab (Hrmis) DPO Office Mardin.
5) The bSHDPO Office) Mardan with ( ) Sheets.
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This order will disposg-off the departmental appeal preferred by Ek=
LHC Tariq'.Aji No. 10$,&. ;.of Mardpn District' Poiicei against the order of District 
Police Officer, Mardan.i-whereby ha was .awarded major,pdhishment of dismissal 
from .service vide OB; Nq!: 2102 d^ted 19.10.2023. The appellant was proceeded 

against a de=novo Departrnantal Enquiry, under the allegations that while posted at. 
PAU Office Mardan on 01-09=2021, he in collaboration with IHC Abid Khan No.3293,

^ the then In-Charge Police Post Shaheedan and LHC Niaz Ali No.3333 his brother

{

had shown arrest of one Kamran resident of Nawan Killey Toru with a (30) bore 

without number/unlicensed pistol and (05) rounds in the. area of Police. Station 

Rustam vide ease FIR NoO057 dated .01-09-2021 U/S ISM PoliSe. Station Rustam 

who was actually present.at Nawaii Killey (Toru) at the time of his alleged arrest, as 

proved irom his Gall Data Record analysis. Ha was produced before the concerned 

court on the following, day 4 was fined Rs.1000/». However, in a deliberate and 

preplarin.ed move, he intentionally refused to pay the fine, hence, he was sent to 

Judicial L6ck=up.: The main purpose of accused to be .arrested and lodging in Jail 
was ,to have a plea of alibi and to get .himself absolved from being charged in a 

murder case vide FIR NaSSQ dated 03=09*^2021 U/S 302/324/34 PPC Police Station

i

f •

^ oru, which was committed by his brother namely Amir Sajjad, after due planning &
conspiracy, in which, he (.accused Kamran) was .also charged for the commission of 
crime-. Thus;. LHC Muhammad Tariq abettid ^ connived with Kamran to get hirn, plea 

of alibi-In murder case vide FIR NC -.889 Police Station Toru by registering a false 

against hirn & showing him arrested in Police Station Rustamcase whereas in
actuality he'was present in Toru at th

After the allegations leveled against him were estsplished during the 

course (.'f departmental enquiry conducted by Mr. Adnan -.Aiam, the then Sub 

Divisional Police Officer,; (SDPO) Sheikh Maltoon

at time.5

r‘
i

'•

the , accused official LHC
Muhammad Tariq was served with Final Show Cause Notice vide at founding 

teply as unsatisfactory, the then District Police Officeit, Mardan vide his office OS 

No.634 oated 09=03-2022, dismissed LHC Muhammad Tpriq from 

Later=on, he was reinstated

his •

service.
in service on the directions of Khyber 

Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal, vide OB No.2671 dated 20-12=2022 issued vide.i

order/endorsement No,7270.74/EG dated 21-12.2022 by the District Police Officer, 
Mardan and a de-novo enquiry was conducted by Mr -Rahim. Hussain



r

' Suparintenclent of Poiic^ Headquarters, City Traffic Peshawar \
and Mr. KamalHussain Deputy Sup#fint#nd@nt of Poiics, Capital City Police, Peshawar, 

delinquent official
whereinths Enquiry Panel held the

responsible for the charges leveled
against him anq found him 

: feoomrnended that as the-defauiting officiai 

Quarters Guard,

ciuilty of rhisconduct, howov©r strangely enough 
has already remained under (05) days 

so. awarding him any punishment on account of such a grave 

would be a double 

may be considered as

. misconduct Wherein assassination of a person was facilitated
jeopardy to the accused official and five days Quarters Guard
suitable punishment ih the;(nstant case.

The District Police Officer, Mardan did 

another.' dtmcvo ‘
not agree with the findings being 

enquiry was- conducted thfough Mr. Mehir Ali 
Complaints & Enquiry, Accountability Branch Central. Police

c,s, „ „ ,p R„te.,(75

enquire. & to give verdict whether charges level

were e^ablished or not.and he^
. concerned about quantum Of punishment to beawarded.

The delinquent Officer
ao„„, ,p

enquiries, thus the District Police 

awarded: him maior .punishment 
2022.

flimiy and

Superintendent of Police 

Office, Peshawar,
V-

Enquiry 

e.d against the 

cannot direct' the. authority

Officer is meant to 

delinquent official

was heard in Orderly Room on 12^10^2023

as the

departnierital
e Officer,; Mardan' being authority 

service with effect from 09-03-of disrhissal from s

'■ ■

order of District Police OfficerFeeling aggrieved from the
,,, .pppp,

Orderly Room held in this office on 23.11,2023.'

- '"'“"^“^ftPewsaioftheenquiryfiieandservicerecbfdoftheapDellant

■No.SSo dated 03-09-2021 

involvement of appellant

Mardan, the 

in person in ,

i i■ F
Moreover, the Investigating. Officer of case FIR No.

u/s 302/324/34 PPC Police Station Toru also affirmed the 

in.this heinous criminal case because“cal( Data Record of 

was present in' his village Toru despite his arrest
accused. Kamran revealedi that he 

in case F iFrNo:
and on the

I



II,

• art.r.

>
I i

very next day hs came to dIstricrCourts, Mardan from his horn# where from he
sent to District Jail, Mardan. The accused Officer namely Abid All No 

staged the drama of.the FIR for sending
In , nnurt.,

Wtei. Ttemto,,. of i„ poiio. D0B.nn,.m wai
0, fo,oo 0, ,00,ood,of taming Cflm,, ho ho, himoolf

" r " »• “““ ony »90hf iuofif,0.600
regarding his [hnocance

Keeping in'.yiew the

Iwas
f 627 (appellant) 

accused Kamran to Jail just to facilitate him

r

Suleman, PSP Regional
olice 0.fficer, Mardan, being the appelllte authority, .'find 

appeal,.therefore^ the same

(

no substance in the I*.'
IS rejected and filed, being devoid of merit

Order Ahnettn^nH

(MUHAMMAD SlJLEMAN) PSP
Regional Pbllce Offider^

1,1
\ •

_/ES, , Bated Mardan the 

Copy forwarded to
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nae«sa^ action w/r tom. Office MalnaNr^

Heoorcl i;3 returned herewith'
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