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Order or other proceedings with signature of judge

today by Mr. Muhammad Riaz Khan Advocate. It is fixed for

preliminary hearing before Single Bench at Peshawar on |
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICES TRIBUNAL,
PESHA M{AR

Service Appeal No. 5 /2023

Muhammad Tariq ............... e, e, . Appeliant

- -The _ Provincial ~ Police  Officer . KPK = Peshawar and

others...... e ettt . Respondents
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Appellant

Muhammad Tariqg
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District Police Mardan

.
Dated: 3 -//~113

Through ‘/ﬂﬁ .

Muhammad Riaz Khan
Paindakhel

Advocate ngh Court DlStI‘lCt
Mardan

Cell.No. 0302- 8360219
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: BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICES TRIlBQNAL-,

~ Service Appeal No. %ﬁ ol /2023

o .'Muhammad Tarig (LHC No. 1608)
.. 4 Dlstnct Police Mardan .. fesrerees ADPellant |

Versus

1)*  The Provincial Police Officer KPK Peshawar.
2)  The Regional Police Officer Marc.l‘an (Region).
3)', The District Police Officer, Mardan. ,
..................... evveseeeesssssssnnneeenenn . RESPONAeNts

" Service - Appeal U/S 4 of the Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa Services Tribunal Act 1974 against
the order dated 19.10.2023 of Respondent No.1
whereby the appellant Was dismissed from
service and order dated 28.11.2023 of
~ respondent No.2 whereby the departmental
- appeal of the.appellant has been rejected,

PRAYER

On acceptance of the instant appeal the order dated
+.19.10.2023 of Respondent No.1 and order dated

28.11.2023 of Respondent No.2 may be set aside and

-.the appellant may be reinstated into serwce alongwith

all back and consequential benefits OR any other

remedy which the august tribunal deems - fit and

appropriate may also be awarded in favour of
- appellant. | |
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-. ,2).
o g dismissed from service and consequently fi led departmental

e
g 4

That the appellant jOlnS the police. department in the year 201 1
and performed his duty with zeal and zest.

That the appellant while posted in the PAL Office Mardan was

L appeal as well as servrce appeal in the above mentioned

3)

o)

.6) ..

tribunal.

That the tribunal while demdmg the service appeal of the '

| appellant partially allowed the appeal and remanded the case
for de-novo enquiry to the resporndents to complete thesame
inquiry within a period of 30 days' strictly in accordance with

relevant law/rules. (Copy of order dated 25.10. 2022 of- thlS |

- Hon'ble tribunal is Annexure “A").

That the respondent without issuing any charge sheet, ‘show

_ fause notice or conducting full fledged mqwry, straight away

removed the. appellant from serv:ce vide Order dated

- 19.10.2023 communicated on 23.10.2023. (Copy of Order
~ dated 19.10. 2023 of DPO Mardan Is Annexure “B”). -

'That appellant feeling aggneved from the above,sald""order,

filed an appeal before Respondent No.2, whicH was also -
dismissed on 28.11.2023. (Copy of . Appeal and Order is

l

annexure “‘C” & “D").

- 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;-



GROUNDS

- That the impugned orders dated 19.10.2023 and 28.11.2023 are

against the law, facts, norms of justice and material available on
the record, therefore not tenable and Iiable to be set aside.

. 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.

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

nor any inquiry report has been conveyed to the appeliant.

. That no chance of personal hearing has been given to the
.- appellant which is also the violation of natural justice.

. That the appellant has not been treated in accordance with law

" and justice.

. That even the recommendation :of the inquiry officer end

respondent No.1 are not in harn;lolny and the appellant has
punished twice. | '

. That the appellant performed h:s duties honestly and regularly

. without no complalnt

- e

o

. That the"appella'nt is a poor pers~on having no other source of

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

family would suffer from starvation.

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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Dated: 304~} 03

~and. belief and nothing has been concealed from this

j- That this honorable Service Tfibunal has vast powers to re-
" instate the appellant as being a poor person.

k That the appellant seeks permission to advance other grounds at
~the time of hearing. o ,

-

it is therefore, humbly prayed that on acpeptance of this
appeal the appellant may kmdly be re instated on his jOb Any.

other remedy which deems fit may also be granted.
o ~ Appellant /\@
o i " . Muhammad Tanq :

LHC 1608 o
District Police Mardan

- Throug’h{ ﬁg/‘
"Muhammad Riaz Khan
Paindakhel
Advocate High Court District

Mardan
Cell No. 0302- 8360219

4

" AFFIDAVIT

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

hereby affirm and declare on oath that the contents of the
Service appeal are true and correct to the best of my knowiedge

Tribunal.

DEPONENT
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICES TRIBUNAL,
| PESHAWAR. R

Serv'if:e. Appeal No. /2023

MUhamMMad TariQ. . eeeceeereessnnnerensrenmnreeressseseees Appellant a

Versus

~.The . Provincial .Police  Officer - KPK  Peshawar and

OtherS... e . RESPONAENts

ADDRESSES OF THE PARTIES

APPELLANT:
Muhammad Tariq (LHC No.1608)

_ District Police Mardan.

~RESPONDENTS: -

1) The Provincial Police Officer KPK Peshawar.
!

2) The Regional Police Officer Mal;dan (Region).
3)  The District Police Officer, Mardan ' o
_ (\\
\.

: N
Appellant
‘Muhammad Tariq
LHC 1608

District Police Mardan

4 . ' Thro‘ugh-(\/\;:?, .
Muhammad Riaz Khan
Paindakhel
. Advocate High Court District
- Mardan - ‘
~ Cell No.-0302-8360219
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%BEFORE THE HON'BLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL T
PESHAWAR
. l\l yt ( s I’ \ld\:u‘t'd:w»
InRe SANo. _ 570 /2022 S-S/ I
poalBl]2022-

Tamq Ali Ex-LHC/Police No. 627 R/o Charsadda Road
Mirwas Mohallah Kohistani Mardan.

Appellant
VERSUS |

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

} | Re’spondents

{jedto-day  p)KHTUNKHWA SERVICES TRIBUNAL
lepgistrarY. ACT 1974 AGAINST THE ORDER DATED
'$\4\>>  9-03-202. WHEREBY THE APPELLANT
HAS BEEN AWARDED  MAJOR
PUNISHMENT OF DISMISSAL FROM
SERVICE AND AGAINST WHICH THE .
APPELLANT FILED DEPARTMENTAL
APPEAL, ON 15.03.2022 WHICH HAS
BEEN REJECTED ON 05.04.2022 ON NO
GOOD GROUNDS. ~

T APPEAL. U/S-4 OF THE KHYBER

PRAYER:-

ON ACCEPTANCE OF THIS APPEAL .
BOTH THE IMPUGNED ORDERS DATED
09/03/2022, & 05.04.2022 MAY KINDLY -

/



7 Service Appeal No. 570/2022
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Appellant éiongwith his counsel namely Messrs Sa;dBasher
Kh'an and Roeeda Khan, Advocates, present. Mr. Said Basher Khan,
Advocate submitted Wakalatnama on behalf of the appelléni, which is
placed on file of connected Service Appeal /bearing No. 5§9/2022'
titled “Niaz Ali Versus District Police Officer Mardan and twe
Aothers”.‘ Mr. Atta-ur-Rehman, Inspector (Legal) alongwith Mr.

Muhammad Riaz Khan Paindakhel, Assistant Advocate General for

\.
a7

the respondents present. Arguments heard and record perused.

Vide our detajled judgment of Loday, placed on file of Service
Appeal beanng No. 569/2022 titled *Niaz All Versus Dlstuct Police
Officer Mardan and two. others”, the appeal in hand is aliowed by
setting-aside the impugned orders and fhe appgf!ant 1s reinstated in
service for the purpose of de-novo i'nquiry, The de-novo inquiry shall
be completed within a period of one month of receipt 6f'c'o-py’of-this
Judgment, strictly in accordance with relevant law/rules. Needl‘eSS te
mention that thehppeilant shéil be fully associated with the- inquiry
proceedings by providing him fair opportunity to cross examipe the
witnesses as well as production of evideﬁce in his det‘"eﬁ‘ce'. jTl'le issue
of back beneﬁts shall be subject to the outcome of de-novo. inquiry.
Parties are left to bear their own costs. File be consigned to the record

room.

ANNOUNCED - | X
25.10.2022 ~

" (Salah-Ud-Din)
Member (Judicial)
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Service Appeéf No. 569/2022 SR ‘
Date of Institution ... 8.04.2022 i L
Date of Decision ... 25.10.2022 S et
Niaz Ali Ex- LHC:’Pohce No. 2697. R/‘O Chdlsadda Road Mirwas Mohallah
'f\ohlstam Mardan.
(Appdlant)
VERSUS . - N
District Pc;li ce Officer Mardan and two others.
' (Respondents)
MIZSSRS.
SAID BASHER KHAN,
g |
ROEEDA KHAN, ‘
- Advocates : ‘ --- For appeliant. )
MR. MUHAMMAD RTIAZ KHAN PAINDAKHEL, : \
Assistant Advocate General ‘ --- For respondents.
SALAH-UD-DIN . --- MEM BLR {J UDICIAL)
MIAN MUHAMMAD --- MEMBER (EXE CU TIVE)
CONSOLIDATED JUDGMENT:
SALAH-UD-DIN. MEMBER:- - Through this single judgment, we

intend to dispose of the instant service appeal as well as connected Service

Appeal bearing No. 570/2022 titled © Tariq Al Versus- District Pdlice

L © Officer Mardan and two others”, as common question of law and facts are

g LA )
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o

involved in both the appeals.

RN 3 0L 4 2. Precisely stated the facts surrounding the instant service appeals are

that the appellants were proceeded against departmentally on the allegations

]

vivet® that with their active connivance with one Kamran, he was shown arrested in

a concocted case FIR No. 1057 dated 01.09.202}1 under Section 13AA

'
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Police Station Rustam so as to create plea of al/i-bi for Kamran in the
PERN

-

intended murder of his opponents; that Kamran went to jail in the
aforementioned case on 02.09.2021, while his brother nameI)A,I Amir Sajjad
commi.tted murder of two persons on the following day 'regal:ding which
case FIR No. 889 dated 03.09.2021 under Sections 302/3?4/34 PPC. was
regi‘s:.tered at Police Station Toru, wherein Kamran was also directly charged.
On completion of the inquiry, the app-eilants were awarded major
punishment of dismissal from service vide separate orders dated 09.03.2022

passed by the then District Police Officer Mardan. The departmental appeals

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

\7 3. Respondents contested the appeals by way of submitting para-wisc
comments, wherein they refuted the assertions raised by the appellants in

their appeals.

4, Learned counsel for the appellants has contended thai the appellants

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

| bascless; that no material in'suppo'rt of the allega_tions‘agav’mst the app_eilants
was available but even then the. inquiry ofﬁcér has i—Qroneg held tha,lt the
allegations against he app’eflané. stobd proved,; L‘hét no evidence .was:
produced during the inquiry proceedings in respect of tfw alleged

connivance of appellants with one Kamran, therefore, the competent

7

Authority was thus, not Justified in awarding them major penalty of )
. i

dismissal from service; that departmental action was also taken against

. Constable Avaz Ali, however he was awarded minor penalty of forfeiture of
FRTED o

WO years approved service, while the appellants were treated wiih

Fa e T IS
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i » discrimination and were awarded major penalty of dismissal from service:

ey iogTh pitvaaad
=7 -4:;.,“:

o

that no opportunity was provided to the appellants for cross examination-of
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the witnesses examined during the inquiry and-they wer® also not pr owded

any opportuhity to produce evidence in their defence; that the 1nquiry

proceedings were conducted in sheer violation of mandatory provisions of’

Police Rules, 1975, therefore the impugned orders are liable to be set-aside
and the appellanis are entitled to be _reinstated in service with all back
benefits. '.
\
3. On the other hand, learned Assistant Advocate General fOT the
respondents has argued thét the appellants in connivance with one Ka.mran
had managed registration of a concocted case under Section 15AA against
Kamran for the ﬁurpose of creating plea ali-bi for the said Kamran in the
\

‘ -
intended murder case, which was then committed on 03.09.2021, resuiting in

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

‘the appel!dms were provided opportumtv of pe ersonal hearing as well as self-

v’

~defence; that evidence of Abid Khan THC and Constable Ayaé Ali No. 1663

‘was recorded during the .inquiry, which proved the allegations leveled

' \'11.;';‘:-‘151 T
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- against the appellants: that the appellants had connived in facilitation of the

accused charged in case FIR No. 889 dated 03.09.202! 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 oi learned \_ounsc.l for the pcums and

have peruscd the record.

7. A perusal of the record. would show that the investigating officer had
examined Constable Avaz Ali No. 1663 and Abid f\han [HC dmmg the

inquiry, however the appel]ants have not been pzovndcd an opportunity of

{

- ' . : o 14
_ cross'examination of the said witnesses. The stz;tements ot the said witnesses
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4 : ' -
recordéd during the inquiry thus could not be used as e\f'i'dence'z-lga.linsy the
appéiiams. Accérding o the Astatements of Constable Ayaz Ali No. 1663 and
Abid Khan IHC, the appellants were present in District Courts Mardan on
02.09.2021 and one Kamran, who was 'c-harg,ed in FIR No. 889 dated

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

"Toru, had come to the court alongwith the appellant Niaz Al

LHC. Appellant Niaz Al LHC has categoricaily 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, he alongwith other police officials were on

. ' . !
- Nakabandi duty in front of Police Post Shaheedan and Bad not at all visited

District Courts E;/far'dail on the said date. 'The inquiry ofticer haé ﬁpt given
any opportunity to the appei]ant's: to‘produce evidence in rebuttal of the
aliégations leveled against them. The appellant namely Tarig Ali was posted
at PAL Office Mardan, while appellant Niaz Ali wa‘s posted in Police Post
Shaheedan and their role in the alleged episode is not the same but the orders
passed on their departmental appeals are verbatim copies' (}t each
other, which would show that the departmental appeals were decideq ina
perfunctory manner. Moreover, the appellants were not provided copy 01.'” ffle
inquiry report aiohgwith final show-cause 110ticés issued to them and they
were thus not in a position to pz'operiy defend themselves. In thf:ﬁg

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

competent Authority for de-novo inquiry in accordance with relevant law

andrules. = '

»“'"
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8. In view of the above discussion, the appeal in hand as well as
connected service appeal bearing No. 570/2022 tiled Tarig Ali Versus

District Police Officer Mardan and two others™ are allowed by setting-aside
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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 month of receipt of copy of this judgment, strictly in
accordance with relevant law/rules. Needless to mention that the appellants
S

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

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

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

[

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

to the record room.

ANNOUNCED

25.10.2022

(SALAH-UD-DIN)
MEMBER (JUDICIAL)

(MIAN MUHAMMAD)
MEMBER (EXECUTIVE)
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OFFICE OF THE @
DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER, gg(!‘
0937. Moﬁﬁ.gﬁ:‘oezwanoxu ’ fa._i.“_\ )
Tel No. 9.::‘:;".! |

No 53;,20 -4‘6 IPA . . . ) Dated 3! o 12023

ORDER ON DENO NO.1608 (OLD NO.627

This arder will disposc-ofl de-novo Departmental Enquiry under Police
Rules 1975, initiated against LHC Muhammad Tariq No.627 (New No. 1608), under the
allegations that while posted at PAL Office Mardan (now Guard ACLC Mardan) on 01- 09-2021,

he in colloboration with IHC Abid Khan No. 3293, the then In-charge PP Shahecdan and LIIC

Niaz Ali No.3333 his brother had shown arrest of one Kamran resident of Naw an Killey Toru )
with a (30) bore without numberf/unlicensed pistol and (05) rounds in the area of PS Rustam vide
case FIR No.1057 dated 01-09-2021 U/S 1SAA PS Rustam, who was actually present at Nawan
Killey (TGiu) at the time of his allcged arrest, as proved from’ Fls CDR analysas lle was
produced bcforc the concemed court on the following day & was fined” Rs. 1000/-. Howev er, in a
deliberate and preplanncd move, he intentionally refused to pay the fine, hence hc was sent to
Judicial Lock-up. The main purpose of accuscd to be armested and lodging in Jail was 1o have a
DPlea of alibi and 10 get himself absolved from being charged in @ murder case ndc FIR No.889
dated 03-09-202! U/S 302/324/34 PPC PS Toru, which was commilted by his brother namely
* Amir Sauad after due plannmg & conspiracy, in which, he (accused. I\mnrm)) was also charged
for the commasston of ccime. Thus, LHC Muhammad ‘I‘:mq abetted & connived with Kamran to
get him Plca of alibi in murder case vide FIR No.889 PS Toru by registering a false ¢ case agaipst

him &. showing him arrested in I’olxce Station Rustam, whereas in“actuality he \¥as present in
Toru at that time.” . . .o :

o( . : . .
' Aller thc al'cgauons leveled agninsl him were established during the

coure of departmental enquiry conducted by Mr. Adnan Azam, the then SDPO Sheikh Maltoon

vide his office lc}tcr No 632/ST -dated 31-12:2021; in pursuaace of this oﬁx ée Statement of

Disciplinary Action/Charge Shccl No.225/PA’ d'llcd 01-10-2021, the accuscd official LIC
Muhammadq Tariq was served with Final Show C'\usc Notice vide No. 10?4-75/[’1\\ dated
the then DPO Mardan vide this oflicc OB

No.634 dated 09-03-2022, issued vide- ordcr No. 2122-24/PA dated 10-03-2022 dismissed LHC
Muhammad Tariq from service, . .

07-02-2022 & founding his reply as Uﬂsatlsl'actoxy,
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Later-an; he. myremstats.ﬁ in service on the directions.of K. Service
’Tnbwml vide' this office OB No.2671 dated 20-12-2022, ssued vide ordcx:fuuiormumx

NQ,‘}Q‘;().?‘;fh(; dated 214122022 4nd a de -novo enquiry was conducted by Mr, Rahim Vlussaiu,-

sed 1Qrs City T raffic l’cxh.m.tr and Mr; Kumal Hussain DSP/egal CCP Peshawar, wherein the
Lﬂflw}* Pancl held the delinguent officiul tcsponsible for the charges. leveled auam\l him and
foiind him guiny oi miscanduct, however, stangely cnough recommended t}tm as the defuulting

‘ofticial has alicady remained under {05).days anrms Guard, so awarding !um any, punis‘tmacm_

on geceunt of such a grave misconducy wheroin assassination of 3 a person was facilitated w ulﬂd

¥
su:mbk. pmushmuu inthe fistant c.m..

The undersipned did. fibl agrée with . ﬁudm&s being. ﬂzmsx and zmmhcr
denove  enquiry was  conducted thmus.ll Mr. Muehir Aia 8P/C0mplmms & Enquiry,
Aecountability Branch. Cro. Teshaw, ar, whereein- the Enquiry Officer again held: responsible 1he

dquum! officidl of mmmt».sxmi of wrive umwndmt, which resulsed in benefi ung an acvused

be a double jcopard} 1o the accused ofﬁcmi and five days: Quar:ers Guard may be considered as.

-

ofa _murder case. 1 is. -pertinent to mention that under Police Rul»;-!?’b Lnquiry Officer is ,

oieant o mqu:ru & to give \crdtcl wheﬂser ctmms feveted against the dclmqncnt oﬂzcuf wete
established or not-and he cannot.dicect the authority concemed-abour quantum of pusmhmmx 1
be awarded.
Final Opder.
' ( LIC ’%'Iuh.umamd f.m(; wils hmrd O an 12-10-2023, dunm: “huh “he.
faited 1o present ANy COELH reasons-in: his dcfmw. Funhs.r. as the misconduci and abuse of
authority has been o established in two consceutive dcpamncnt.;i mqumca. thus the undersigned
bcmg authoricy m'..xrd;d him nisjor punishmient of dxsmn‘.s.d from service with eilect from

-

09203-2022, in exercise of the pm\‘cr}*calt:(‘!'m me under ;’gizce Rules-1975, I
“0B No, 2le 2«- m
4 | )

- Dated_y 8/ {,_Q,_-zt,iz:_aj | o - \\\yb

“ &

. (Najeeh-ur-Rehman Bujviy rSp
l)lst!"}lft l'nlu:c Of ficer, M 'trdan.

[ - v

Copy fomnrdcd for mt‘armahm & n/action’ m'

1)} The D;pmy Inspecior General of* Police’ inurm! Accoumabxht} !}r'mch kin hu
Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar wit 10 Ius office leiter No,1206/CPOAAR d_am__d 26-07-23,

2 ))/gzbsmsqfs Mardan, Y
3 cEC&PO(DI’OOfﬁcc}Mardan L

-:4) The lr;-charge Lab(HRMIS) DPO Oﬂichan'!an. " ' o g - b €
¢ (>}

* 4

5) T!u, OSI (DPO Offi cé) Mardan with {) Shm.ls

« Y
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Thus order wm dsspose -off thé depaﬂmental appeal préfer‘réd b.y Ex-

<<<<

s

Polace C)Fﬁcaf Mardan whereby he was awarded major pumshment of dismissal

from servwe vade OB No 2102 dated 19.10. 2023 The appellant was proceeded
‘ agamst a de =NOVO Depaﬂmentai Enqwry under the al!egatuons that while posted at

'PAL Office. Mardan on O1=09 2021 he in collaboration with IHC Abid Khan No. 3293,
the then Iﬁ»charge Police Post Shaheedan and LHC Nlaz Ali No. 3333 his brother

had" shown arrest of one Kamran resident of Nawan K:Iley Toru with a (30) bore

without number/unhcensed plstol and (05) rounds in- thé. area .of Polace Station
Rustam vide case FIR No 1057 dated 01-09- 2021 uIs 15AA Pohle Statuon Rustam,
who wa‘s actually présent at Nawan Killey (Toru) at the tsme of his aileged arrest as
p'oved hom h:s Call Data’ Record anaiysm He was produced béfOf‘é the concerned

- court on: the followmg day & was fméd Rs. 1000/-. However in. a dehberatu and

preplanned move he mtentaonally refused to pay the flne hence he was sent to

JL#dICISJ dek up The mam purpoqe of acc:used to be arrésted and chging m Jéul'~

‘was to have a. plea of a!:b| and to get. h:mself abso}ved from being ¢harged in a

murder case v:de FIR No 889 datéd 03 -09-2021 U/S 302/324/34 PPC Pollce StaflOl’l‘

- Toru, Whl(,n was COmmitted by his larothu namely Amlr Sajjad, aftér due plannlng &
conspiracy, in whuch he (ac;cused Kamran) was also charged for the. commasslon of
cume Thus, LHC Muhammad Tariq abetted & conmved with- Kamran to get h:m plea
of ahbu in’ murder case vzde F‘IR Nd 889 PoI|Ce Station Totu by reglstermg a false
case agarnst him’ & Showmg him’

actuahty he was preSent m Toru att at time _

Aﬁér the ellegatlons léveled against him were éstablxshéd during the
course of- departmental enqu:ry canducted by Mr. Adnan Azam, the then Sub
Dmsuoml Police Ofﬁcer (SDPO) Sheikh Maltoon the acc:used official LHC

Muhammad Tanq was served with ‘Final Show Cause Notice vide & founding his - -
- reply as un%atlsfactory the then District Police Offlcen Mardan vide his office OB

No 634 dated 09-03- 2022 dxsmns-sed LHC Muhammad Tgr:q from service:
Later-on, he ‘was reinstated in service on the dnrecﬁons of Khyber

Pakh‘tunkhw& Semce Trlbunal vide OB No. 2671 dated 20 12-2022, issued vide.
' order/end@rsemént No. 72?0=74/EC dated 21:12-2022 by the Dlstnct Police OfﬁCer'

Mardan Lnd a de-novo enqmry was conducted by Mr -Rahim. Hussam

'rres.ted in Police Station Rustam whereas in
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' agaanst h:m and f0und ham ‘Guilty of m;sconduct howeVer strangely enough .
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| ')éupenntendeﬁt of Pohc:e Headquaners City Traffic Peshawar and Mr. Kamal
Hussain Deputy Supermténdent of POIICe Gapital Clty Police, Peshawar, wherein.

the Enquiry Panel held the delinquent official responsible for the charges leveled

reoomm@ﬁdéd that as the defaulting official has already remained under (085) _’days
Quarters (;uard 30. awardmg hurn any punishment ‘on . account of I'gych" a gr‘sfavé
' mlsconduct Wherein - assassmatnon of a person was facmtated would be a double
;egpardy to thé accused ofﬂcua! and five days Ouarters Guafd may be considered as
suitable puﬁlshmént |n thé mstam case

, " The Dustnct Pohce Ofﬁcer Mardan did not agree w:th the findings being
ﬂlmSy and another déznos/o enqunry was. conducted through Mr. Mehir Ali

_ Supenm@ndent of Pohce Complamts & Enqunry. Accountabuhty Branch Central Pohce :
o C‘)Fﬁce Peshawar wherem the Enquny Officer agam held responsible the dehnquent

ofﬂcnai of commission of grave musconduct whuch _resuited in benefiting an accused
of a.murden case. It is pertinent to mention that under F"ollce Rules-1975, Enquiry
Officer ig meant to enqu:re & to give verdict whether charges ieveled against the
dellnqueﬂi official were estabhshed or not, and hie cannot direct the. authc‘)nty

ccncemc,d about quantum of pumshrrent to be: awarded
"~ The delmquent Ofﬁcer was heard in Ordérly Room’ on. 12-10- 2023

durmg whlr h, he fa:led to présentany \,ogent reasons in his defense Further, as the

m:sgonduct and abuSe of authority has - been establushed in two consecutive

de p rtmonlal enqumes thus the District Police OfﬁCer Mardan being authority
rdml hlm ma;or pumshment -of dusmsssal from serwce wuth effect from 09-03-
- ?, S
Feelmg aggneved frorn the order of. D|str!ct POMCe OfF Cér Mardan, the
appeflanc ;Jreférred the mStant appeal He was summonéd and heard in person ln
Qrdériy Rc;om held in thrs office on 23 11,2023, ' - .
" From the perusal of the enguiry file and service record cf the appellant
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”f ut has be)eﬁ found that allegatron lewaled agamst the appellant have been proved

béyoﬁd any shadow of. doubt Méreover, the lnvesngatmg Ofﬂcer of- case FIR No.
No.889 dated 03-09- 2021 U/S ’302/324/34 PPC Police Statton Toru also affirmed the
mvolven’:ént of appellant lﬁ thls heinous crir’mnal case because Call Data. ReCOrd of
accusewﬂ Vz;mran revealedl that he was present in his. vmage Toru despite has arrast

m case FIR No 1057 dated 01 09, 2021 U/s 15=AA Pohce Statuon Rustam and On the
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vrry'nexf day he came to Dlstnct Courts Mardan from hls home’ where from he was
sent to Dlstrlct Jall Mardan The accused Of'flcer name!y Abid Ali No. 627 (dppeilant)

staged 1he drama of.the FIR for sendmg accused Kamran to Jail just to faciiitate him -

in a murder. which:. thé brother of the dCCUSed pfanned to’ commlt after two days.

.Hence the mvolvement of appeﬂant n such hke actwrtues is clearly a stigma on his
‘ :cOﬂdUcl Therefore the retentlorp of appellant in- Pohce Department will- stugmatuze
-f'the prest;ge of entn'e Pchce Force as mstead of flghtmg crfme he has himself

mdulgesd in cnmmai actlvmes Moreover he could not present any cogent Justmcat@n

Kéeplr‘lg :n vnew the abave, 1, Muhammad Suleman, PSP Reglonal

'Pohce Off‘cer, Mardan bemg the appeiléte authority, . find no substance -in the”
' appeal therefore, the sama is rejgcted and filed, befng devoad of mént

Orde; Annaunc:;d

(MUHAMMAD SULE‘MAN) F’SF’
Reglonal Police G)fflt:er e
- Mardam :

" No. YT IES "'i‘lﬁDatedLMardah' the_ 2 ) / i 14623‘

Copy forwarded to District Police Off:Cer Mardan for mformatuon and

neC@s*?Er‘y actlon wir to hus offnce Memo No 160/LB dated 07 31 20223 His Service
Qe@orci i returhéd herewrth - _ S S
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