BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICES TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR '3

Service Appeal No. 1008/2019

Date of Institution .. 01.08.2009 .}
Date of Decision ... 01.02.2022 | "

. Sana UllahS/O Wisal Khan, R/O Shahbra P.O Prang Tehsn and
‘District Charsadda : _ ‘

(Appellant)
VERSUS
Inspector General of Police,l_(hyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar and
two others. ' o '
(Respondents) l
MR. ZARTAJ ANWAR, _
| Advocate - - | ' --- For appellant.
MR: RIAZ AHMED PAINDAKHEL, | |
Assistant Advocate General ‘ - For respondents. _
“MR. SALAH-UD-DIN | - ---  MEMBER (JUDICIAL)

MS. ROZINA REHMAN | -- -MEMBER (JUDICIAL)

JUDGMENT:

' SALAH-UD-DIN, MEMBER:-

Precise facts forming the background of the instant service |
B appeal are that the appellant, while _se'ljving as Ju'niorV-CIerk, was -
: ‘ postéd in. Accounts Branch Traffic Héadquarter Peshawar, when | ,
‘ .d'epartim.ental action was taken against him on the allegations o |
\D\j . -that he had brought clients to Junior Clerk Shahzeb, who made i
—_—— fake/bogus'signatures on Learner Permits and Driving Test files -
of ‘14 candidates; that the appellant had also 'processed :
fake/bogus file, which was intercepted by the concerned staff and " ;
had handed over the same to Incharge confidential 'brahch for .
verification; that the appellant had also received of amount
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Rs. 20000/- from Junior Clerk Shahzéb for closing of the inquiry
initiated against the appellant as well as the said Junior Clerk

- namely Shahzeb. On conclusion of the inquiry, the appellant was

awarded major penalty of dismissal from service vide order dated
24.01.2019. The departmental appeal of the appellant was also
rejected vidé order dated 22.03.2019, where-after the appellant
submitted mercy petition to the Inspector General of Police
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar but the same remained un-

responded, hence the instant service appeal.

2.  Notices were issued to the respondents, who submitted
their comments, wherein they denied the assertions made by the

appellant in his appeal.

3. Learned counsel for the appellant has contendéd that the
appeliant is having an unblemished record of service of about 09
years and did not remain involved in preparation of any
fake/bogus Learner Permits; that the witnesses examined during
the inquiry have not leveled any allegation against the appellant;
that the appellant has not been provided any opportunity of
personal hearing and he was thus condemned unheard; that the
appellant has not been treated in accordance with law and his
rights'guaranteed under the law and constitution were badly
violated; that the appellant has never committed any act or
omission, which could be considered as misconduct and even
otherwise too, the penalty imposed upon the appellant is too
harsh. In the last he requested that‘ the impugned orders may be
set-aside and the appellant may be reinstated in service "with all

back benefits.

4, On the other hand, learned Additional Advocate General for
the respondents has contended that a regular inquiry was
conducted in the matter, wherein the appellant himself admitted
the allegations leveled against him; that the witnesses examined
during the inquiry have also supported the allegations leveled
against the appellant; that the appellant was provided ample
opportunity of self defense as well as personal hearihg but he
could not produce any cogent material in rebuttal ‘of the

allegations leveled against him; that the inquiry was conducted
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by observing all legal and codal formalities and the appellant was

found guilty of the Eh’ar"ges leveled against him, therefore, he has

rightly been dismissed from service.

5. We have heard the arguments of learned counse! for the
appellant as well as learned Additional Advocate General for the

respondents and have perused the record.

6. A perusal of the record would show that proper charge
sheet as well as statement of allegations was issued to the

appellant and an inquiry committee consisting'l upon

Mr. Muhammad Shoaib ASP Fagirabad and Mr. Najam-ul-Hasnain

ASP Hayatabad was constituted for inquiry in the matter. The
inquiry committee conducted inquiry in the matter and submitted
its report to the competent Authority. Copy of the report of
inquiry committee is available on the record, which would show
that statements of the appellant as we!l as Senior Clerk Shoukat
Ali Khan, Junior Clerk Zarwali, Senior Clerk Babar Khan,
Constable AAbdur Rehman, Computer Operator Palwasha, DSP

~ Aneela Naz, Inspector Amjad and Junior Clerk Shahzeb, who was

also proceeded against departmentally in the same matter, were
recorded during the inquiry. The appellant was fully associated
during the inquiry-and on receipt of the inquiry"report,- appellant
was issued final show-cause notice and was given personal
hearing on 23.01.2019. While going through the record, we are
of the opinion that a regular inquiry has been conducted in the
matter by fulfilling all legal and codal formalities.

7. The allegations against the appellant were that he had
brought clients to Junior Clerk Shahzeb, who made fake/bogus
signatures on Leaner Permits and Driving Test Files; that the
appellant had tried to process fake/bogus file, which was
intercepted by the concerned staff and was handed over to
Incharge Confidential branch for verification and that he had also
received of an amount of Rs. 20000/~ from Junior Clerk namely
Shahzeb for the purpose of closing of the inquiry initiated against
the appellant as well as the said Shahzeb. In view of material
available on the record, the allegation regarding receiving of
Rs. 20000/- from Junior Clerk Shahzeb was leveled against the
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appellant by the said Sh‘ahzeb, however the available record does
not show that any opportunity was- provided to the appellant for
Cross examina_f:ion of Junior Clerk namely Shahzeb. Similarly, the
inquiry committee has not collected any other evidence in
support of the aforementioned allegation. In this view of the

matter, the allegation of receiving of Rs. 20000/~ by the appellant
from Junior Clerk namely Shahzeb has not been proved.

8.  So far as rest of the allegations are concerned, the same
stood proved during the inquiry because it has been admitted by
the appellant himself that he had asked Junior Clerk Shahzeb for
preparation of Driving Licenses for Imran Khan, Khursheed Ali as
well as Shamshad Kausar, whose learner Permits/Driving Test
Files were later on found to be having fake/bogus signatures of
MLA. In view of those allegations, which stood proved against the
appellant, the quantum of penalty awarded to the appellant is too
harsh. Furthermore, the main accused namely Shahzeb was also
dismissed from service, however his mercy petition was accepted
vide order dated 16.09.2020 by Inspector General of Police
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar and the penalty awarded to him
has been convertéd into punishment of forfeiture of three years
qualified service.

9. Consequently, the appeal in hand is partially allowed and
the impugned orders are modified to the extent that major
penalty of dismissal from service is converted into minor penalty
of stoppage of three annual increments fdr a 'period of three
years with cumulative effect. The appellant stands reinstated into
service from the date of his dismissal, however the intervening
period shall be treated as leave Without pay. Parties are left to
bear their own costs. File be consigned to the record room.

ANNOUNCED ,
01.02.2022 ~ /o

(SALAH-UD-DIN)
MEMBER (JUDICIAL)




ORDER

101.02.2022

Service Appeal No. 1008/2019

Appellant: alongwith' his.counsel present. Mr. Sarmad Ali,
ASI anngwfth Mr. Riaz_Ahm:d‘ Paindakhel, Assistant Advocate
General for the respondents present. Argumént_s have already
been heard and record perdsed. ‘ _

~ Vide our detailed judgment of td_day, separately >placed on
file, the appeél.in hand is partially allowed and the impugned
orders are modified to the extent that major penalty of dismissal
from service is converted into minor penalty_of stoppage of three -
annual increments for a period of three years with cumul‘a'-tive
effect. The appellant stands reinstated into service from the date
of his dismi'ssal, however the intervening period shall be treated
as leave without pay. Parties are left to bear their own costs. File
be consigned to the record room.

ANNOUNCED
01.02.2022

(Salah-Ud-Din)
Member (Judicial)




21.10.2021 Appellant present through counsel.-

Muhammad Riaz Khan Paindakheil learned Assistant

Advocate General for respondénts present.

An application seeking amendment/modification in' the

! prayer of the instant service appeal to the extent of challenging
E the final order dated 22.03.2019 was submitted in office on
‘ 05.10.2021. Today, notice of this application was served upon

learned A.A.G and after hearing arguments, this application was

allowed. Amendment/modification to the extent mentioned in the

petition stands allowed which entry be made in the memorandum

of appeal according to law. Comments have already been

submitted, however, the respondents are at liberty to file reply

after the above mentioned amendment/modification in the

memorandum of appeal but within 10 days positively.

Adjourned to 31.01.2022 for érguments befor_e D.B.

(Atig-Ur-Rehman Wazir) ozina Rehmén)
Member (E) Member (J)
31.01.2022 Appellant with counsel present. Mr Sarmad Ali ASI

“(Legal) alongwith Mr. Muhammad Riaz Khan Paindakheil
learned Assistant Advocate General for the respondents

_ present.

Arguments heard. To come up for order on 01.02.2022
before the D.B.
) J7
(Rozina Rehman) (Salah-Ud-Dim)
Member (J) -~ Member (J)
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- 02.02.2021

OQ'Q'),o.zr

26.07.2021

- Muhammad Rashid, Deputy District;, Attorney and Mr. Jan -
. Muhammad, Inspector (legal), for the respondents are aIso

. present

~ come up for arguments before D.B.

-,

Mr. Imran Khan, Advocate, for appellant is present Mr.

»

Learned counsel submitted that his senior counsel is
engaged in the Hon’ble Peshawar High Court, Peshawar, and
“could not attend the Tribunal today and requested for
adjournment. AdJourned to 08.04.2021 on which date file to

(ATIQ-UR-REHMAN WAZIR) (MUHAM JAMAL KHAN)
MEMBER (EXECUTIVE) MEMBER (J

Due ke Aenige QQ\ Yol oo la e_.\no\w“mr\

7 lee /-y/}qnj ‘s /%émcé) /Qﬂ,ém /49_ cafe s8

”’dJ"I(YMJ Eo Aé{'(\}ou Lov ‘L‘«A—-%«\&-& 2, \ocg-we'-

Appellant alongwith clerk of counsel present. Mr. Habib
Khan, Inspector (Legal) alongwith Mr. Kabirullah Khattak,
Additional Advocate General for the respondents present.

Appellant requested for adjournment on, the ground that
his counsel has proceeded to home due to some domestic

engagements. Adjourned. To come up for arguments before the

‘D.Bon 21.10.2021.

N 7/

(ATIQ-UR-REHMAN WAZIR) '~ (SALAH-UD-DIN)
MEMBER (EXECUTIVE) MEMBER (JUDICIAL)




l 3 ’5 .2020 | bge»to.-GOV~IDf}Q‘;ﬁfﬁé‘;g_a'seeis‘adjo.ur;n_ed-to'

% 6 / ;\2/2020 for the same-as:béfore. .

. .06.08.2020 Due to summer vacation case to come up for the same on

% - 07.10.2020 before D.B.

[

- 07.10.2020 . Junior counsel for appellant present.

~ Mr. Muhammad Jan learned Deputy District Attorney for

respondents present.

Former submitted rejoinder with a request for
adjournment. Adjourned. To come up for arguments on
01.12.2020 before D.B.

(Atiq ur Rehman Wazir) ‘ (Roziha Rehman)
Member (E) - Member (J)

01.12.2020 Due to COVID-19, the case»is adjourned to 02.02.2021 for

"~ the same as before.




13.03.2020

¥ E
=

Junior- counsel -for:the appellant and Mr. Kabirullah
Khattak, Additional AG alongwith Mr. Saddique, Head
Constable for the'respondents present. Represéntativé of
the department submitted written reply on behalf of .

respondents. The same is placed on record. To come up

for rej"oinder, if any, and argume'nts on 13.05.2020 before

(MUHAMMAD AMIN KHAN:KUNDI)
- MEMBER = -

" D.B.




- 26.11.2019-

Appellant in person and Mr. Usman Ghani, District

- Attorney alongwith Mr. Habib Khan, Inspector' for

respondents presént.

Written  reply/comments on  behalf of -the

respondents not submi‘tted. Learned District Attorney seeks

\

Cha'i man

 time to submit written reply/comments.

Adjourned to 08.01.2020 before S.B.

i 08.01.2020 Junior to counsel for the appellant and Addl. AG for .

18.02.2020

the respondents present. -

- Learned AAG seeks time to contact the respondenté
and procure written reply/comments. Adjourned- to
18.02.2020 on which date the requisite reply/comments

e

Chairman =

shall positively be furnished.

~ Appellant in person and Mr. Kabirullah Khattak, Additional AG
for the respondents present. Neither written reply on behalf of
respondents submitted nor representative of the departrﬁen,t.is

present, therefore, notices be issued to the respondents with the

direction to direct the representative to attend the court and .

submit written reply on the next date positively. Last chance is

given to the respondents to- furnish written reply/comments.

Adjourned to 13.03.2020 for written reply/comments before S.B.

(MUHAMMAD AMIN KHAN KUNDI) -

MEMBER -




©26.09.2019
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iy & Process
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Counsel for the appellant present.

Contends that the impugned order dated
24.01.2019 was passed against the appellant whereby
major penalty of dismissal from service was awarded to
him. The allegations against the appellant in the
departmental proceedings was to the effect that he
managed/caused to issue bogus driving licenses against
obtajning illegal gratification from various parties. That
required comprehensive enquiry in order to reach a just
conclusion in the matter which was not undertaken by the
respondents. The witnesses appearing before the enquiry
committee were not exposed to the appellant for the
purpose of cross-examination. The appellant was thereby
deprived of his legal rights in terms of defending his

cause.

In view of the available record and arguments
of learned counsel, instant appeal is admitted for regular
hearing. The appellant is directed to deposit security and
process fee within 10 days. Thereafter, notices be issued
to the respondents. To come wup for written
“reply/comments on 26.11.2019 before S.B.

-

Chairman




S Form- A ‘,.'
, FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Court of
- Case No.- 1008/2019
.S.No? . Date 6f.order Order or other proceedings with signature of judge
. proceedings
-1, 2 3
1 01/08/2019 The appeal of Mr. Sana Ullah presented today by Mr. Zartaj Anwar
C Advocate may be entered in the Institution Register and put up to the
Worthy Chairman for proper order please. \
e = oy
| reciotrarc &\ 19
2 '),:O\OZ\Lﬁ This case is entrusted to S. Bench for preliminary hearing to be
put up there on Y log, hsg
\}
CHAIRMAN
.} 24.09.2019 Appellant in person present and requests for a short

sdjournment as his learned counsel is pre-occupied in various

bther cases today.
Adjourned to 26.09.2019 before S.B.

!

\

Chairman

£d
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR )

Appeal No.{®08/20 lq

Sana Ullah S/O wisal Khan R/O shahbra P.O Prang Tehsil and
District charsadda

(Appellant)
VERSUS

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

1

2 Affidavit

3 Copies of the charge sheet and
statement of allegation

4 Copies of the inquiry report and

statementsome Shot) (22¢d? Mm: E Q. /?/g_,,
5 | Copy of the order dated 24.01.2019 F WEE
6 | Copies of the departmental appeal G&H ,
and rejected order dated 22.03.2019 ,Qzl 'Z?
7 | Copy of the mercy petition [ 12.-3>
8 [ Cihedaiminte. o -

9 Vakalatnama 3)

ﬁ ppellant
Through
~N
W

Advocate High Court:
Office FR , 3 Forth Floor
Bilour Plaza Peshawar Cantt.
Cell: 0331-9399185 ’
Email: Zartaj9(@yahoo.com
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SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

¥ehyber Pakhtukhwa
Service 'l‘r-huna!

Diary No.l i/{g:c {“-.:ﬁ ’
Appeal No.ltﬂﬁg /2019 . | ' ) B grzp/?l

Sana Ullah S/O wisal Khan R/O shahbra P.O Prang Tehsil and |
District Charsadda .......................................... ' 1

BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA -

(Appellant)
VERSUS
| 1. Inspector General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
| " 2. Capital City Police Officer, Peshawar.
3. Chief Traffic Officer Traffic head Quarter Peshawar.

(Respondents)

Appeal under Section 4 of the Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Act, 1974,
> against the impugned order dated 24.01.2019,
whereby the appellant has been awarded the
major penalty of dismissal from service.

PRAYER IN APPEAL:

) dté—&ﬂy On acceptance of this appeal the impugned -'
‘F’\e - order dated 21§01.2019 may graciously be set
Reof% f-;;‘{-’ aside and the appellant may Kkindly be
' ! reinstated in service with all back benefits.

Respectfully Submittéd:

1. That the appellant was initially appointed as Naib Qasid. in the year
2008 in the police department and has at his ckedit a bright and
spotless service career. During the course of his service the appellant
was promotion to the post of junior clerk in the year of 2011.

2. That it is pertinent to mention here that ever since his appointment,
the appellant had performed his duties as assigned to him with zeal
and devotion and there was no complaint whatsoever regarding his
performance.

, .
-ww .
.7 . . .



3. That thereafter the appellant was served with charge sheet along With
statement of allegation containing certain false and baseless
allegation. The allegation so leveled are reproduced below:

e That while posted in account branch of traffic head quarter
Peshawar you have brought clients to jr.clerk shahzeb who
made false/bogus signatures on learner, permits and driving
| test files of 14 candidates.
i * That you have also tried to process the fake/bogus files which
| _ interpreted by the concerned staff and handed over to I/C CDL
: branch for verification.
- e That you have also received an amount of Rs.20000/- from
Jr.clerk shahzeb to close the inquiry initiated against both of -
you which proves your connivance in processing all
false/bogus driving license case.

(Copies of the charge sheet and statement of allegation are
attached as annexure A & B)

4. That after the charge sheet inquiry was initiated in which the.

_ appellanf has appeared before the inquiry officers and denied all the
false and baseless allegations. In this regard the inquiry officers
recorded certain statements of the private persons as well as official
persons and also collected certain documents but none of the person
examine testified against the appellant nor any person shows any
connection with the appellant in their recorded evidence. Which
shows the connection of the appellant with the omission/commission
specified under the E & D rules 2011 (Copies of the inquiry report
and statements of different people are attached as annexure C & D

5. That the appellant was served with show cause notice. He furnished
reply and denied all the baseless allegations. (Copy of the show
cause notice is attached as annexure E)

6. That without considering the defense reply the appeliant was
awarded the major penalty of dismissal from service by impugned
order dated 24.01.2019. (Copy of the order dated 24.01.2019 is
attached as annexure F)




7. That the appellant was also submitted his departmental appeal for his
reinstatement in service against the order dated 24.01.2019. however
the departmental appeal has also been rejected by the respondent
dated 22.03.2019 (Copies of the departmental appeal and rejected |
order dated 22.03.2019 are attached as annexure G&H) ' ‘

8. That thereafter the appellant has submitted a mercy petition to the
respondent department but still they have not responded.( Copy of
‘the mercy petition is attached as annexure I)

9. That the impugned order is illegal, unlawful without lawful

authority, against the law and facts, hence liable to be set aside on
the following grounds.

GROUNDS OF DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL

A. That the Appellant has not been treated in accordance with law
and rules hence his rights secured and guaranteed under the law
are badly violated.

B. That the appellant have not been provided proper opportunity of
personal hearing thus he has been condemned unheard.

C. That during inquiry the private as well as official persons have
been examined and their statements were recorded by the inquiry
officers but none of them has made any allegation against the
appellant. This fact was totally ignored by the competent
authority which shows mala fide on the part of the respondents.

D. That the competent authority was bound under the law to
examme the record of the inquiry in its true perspective and in .
accordance with law and then apply their independent mind to the
merit of the case but they failed to do so and awarded major
penalty of dismissal from service to the appellant . Despite the
fact that the allegation as contained in charge sheet had not been
proved in the so-called inquiry

E. That even in respect of allegation leveled against the appellant
by shahzeb Jr.clerk is also self-contradictory as in his earlier
statement he alleged that the appellant received Rs.20000/- rupees
from him in order to stop the inquiry, at the time of alleged
occurrence the appellant was sub-ordinate to shahzeb Jr.clerk.so




it is not appealable to mind that the appellant can received the
said amount from shahzeb Jr.clerk ,while in the subsequent
statement of shahzeb he alleged that the appellant has returned
the said amount, so both the statements are contradictory in
nature. This fact was also ignored by the competent authority.

F. That the appellant has at his credit almost ten years-of service
career. The penalty imposed upon him is too harsh hence liable to
be set aside.

G. That the appellant has never committed any act or omission
which could be termed as misconduct.

H. That the appellant is jobless since his illegal dismissal from
service. |

L. That the Appellant seeks permission of this Honourable Tribunal
| - torely on additional grounds at the time of hearing of the appeal.

It is, therefore, humbly prayed that on acceptance of this
appeal the impugned orders dated 24.01.2019 may ple'ase be set-
aside and the appellant be re-instated in service with all back
benefits of service.

ppellant

' RTAJ ANWAR

Advocate Peshawar.




BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUN KHWA
SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Appeal No. /2019

Sana Ullah S/O wisal Khan R/O Shahbra. P.O Prang Tehsil and
District charsadda. . -

4 . (Appellant)
VERSUS

Inspeétor General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar and
others. " )

(Respondents)

AFFIDAVIT

|, Sana Ullah Ex-junior clerk in Traffic head Quarter Peshawar,
do hereby solemnly affirm and declare that the contents of the above
appeal are true and correct to the.best of my knowledge and belief
and that nothing has been kept back or concealed fr_bm' this

\

Honourable Tribunal.

eponent
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CHARGE SHEET.

1. I, KASHIF ZULFIAR, ‘Cﬁief Traffic 6ff;iéef; ';Peshawar as Competent Authority,
hereby charge you Junior Clerk Sanaullah as follow:-

i. That while posted in Account Branch at Traffic Hgrs. Peshawar, you have brought
clients to Jr. Clerk Shahzeb who made fake/bogus signatures on learner permlts
and driving test files the below mentioned 14 candidates:-

S# | Name CDL 7 MDL T. Record DL Type
1. Mohammad Abubakar 281755 | 404687 24890 MC+ M.Car
2. Mohammad Awais 83584 404562 48870 MC+ M.Car
3. Taimor Riazullah : 283580 404561 24971 MC+ M.Car
4. Khurshid Ali ~"" 283795 404778 25870 MC+ M.Car
5. Zahoor Khan 284040 404993 25103 MC+ M.Car
6. Mohammad Faisal 284042 404994 25120 MC+ M.Car
7. Mohammad Ifzal Farooq 284284 405128 25610 MC+ M.Car
<1'8. | Imran Khan " 283688 404644 24870 MC+ M.Car
9. Zahid Khan 283794 404560 24980 MC+ M.Car
10. | Nihayatullah 283794 | 404777 24942 MC+ M.Car
11. | Nazar Gui 283936 404890 25782 MC+ M.Car
12. | Irshad Mohammad | 283937 404889. | 23893 M.Car
13. | Fazal Amin 284041 405025 25782 MC+ M.Car
14. | Shamshad Kausar \/ pending 405127 25785 MC+ M.Car

" {i.” That you have also tried to process the fake/bogus file which was intercepted

by the concerned staff and handed over to 1/C CDL branch for verification.

iii. You have also received an amount of Rs.20000/- from Junior Clerk Shahzeb to
close the enquiry initiated against ot of you which proves your connivance in
processing all the fake/bogus driving license cases.

2. By reasons of the above, you appear to be guilty of mlsconduct under Section 4
of Government Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Civil Servants (Efficiency and Discipline)
Rules-2011 and have rendered yourself liable to all or any of the penalties
specified in the Rules ibid.

3. You are therefore, required to submit your written defense within seven days of _

the receipt of this charge sheet to the Enquiry Officer.

4. Your written defense, if any, should reach to the Enquiry Officer within the
specified period, failing which it shall be presumed that you have no defense to
put in and in that case ex-parte action shall be taken against you.

5. Intimate whether you desire to be heard in person.

-

6. A statement of allegations is enclosed.”

-




DISCIPLINARY ACTION.

I, KASHIF ZULFIAR, Chief Traffic Officer, Peshawar am of the opinion that Junior
Clerk Sanaullah has rendered himself liable to be proceeded against departmentally,
as he committed the following acts within the meaning of under Section 4 of

Government Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Civil Servants (Efficiency and Discipline) Rules- ‘
2011. ‘
|
|
|

STATEMENT OF ALLEGATIONS

i) That while posted in Account Branch at Traffic Hqrs. Peshawar, he has brought , |
clients to Jr. Clerk Shahzeb who made fake/bogus signatures on learner permits and ‘
driving test files of the below mentioned 14 candidates:- ]

S# | Name CDL # MDL T. Record DL Type
1. Mohammad Abubakar 281755 404687 24890 MC+ M.Car
2. | Mohammad Awais 83584 404562 48870 MC+ M.Car
3. | Taimor Riazullah 283580 404561 24971 MC+ M.Car
—| 4. Khurshid Ali 283795 404778 25870 MC+ M.Car
5. Zahoor Khan 284040 404993 25103 MC+ M.Car
6. | Mohammad Faisal 284042 404994 25120 MC+ M.Car
7. | Mohammad Ifzal Farooq 284284 405128 25610 MC+ M.Car
_{ 8. Imran Khan 283688 404644 24870 MC+ M.Car
9. | Zahid Khan 283794 404560 24980 MC+ M.Car
10. | Nihayatullah 283794 404777 24942 MC+ M.Car
11. | Nazar Gut : 283936 404890 25782 MC+ M.Car
12. | rshad Mohammad 283937 404889 23893 M.Car
13. | Fazal Amin 284041 405025 25782 MC+ M.Car
| 14. | Shamshad Kausar pending 405127 25785 MC+ M.Car -~

ii) That he has also tried to process the fake/bogus file which was intercepted by the
concerned staff and handed over to I/C CDL branch for verification.

iii. He has also received an amount of Rs.20000/- from Junior Clerk Shahzeb to close
the enquiry initiated against both of them which proves his connivance in processing
all the fake/bogus driving license cases.

2.  For the purpose of enquiry against the said official with reference to the above
allegation an Enquiry Officer/Enquiry Committee consisting of the following, is
constituted: - =

Mr. Mohammad Shuaib, ASP Fagirabad
Mr. Najmul Hasnain, ASP Hayaabad

3.  The Enquiry Officer/Enquiry Committee shall, in accordance with the provision
of the said Rules, provide reasonable opportunity of hearing to the accused, record
its findings and make within 30 days of th> receipt of this order, recommendations as
to punishment or other appropriate action against the accused official.

4.  The defaulter official and a well conversant representative of the department
shall join the proceedings -on the date, time and place fixed by the Enquiry
Officer/Enquiry Committee. '

ATIESTED , o
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Since 16/03/2017% Shaukal Al was working with Capivad City Traffic 1o Ty

investigated and 14 morce files were dugout by the high-ups !)v:arin;.; RIS

SUBJECT: INQUIRY

The Compeient Authority vide officef 1684-86/PA, Dated: 26.11.2018 dircéte i

an inquiry into the Disciplinany action asainst Janior Clerk Soedila

Lapltal City Traffic police.

That while posted i Account ‘asxr;.mc:lj at ralfic HOR, Peshawar, vou have
brought clicnts (o Jr.Clerk Shahzeb who made fake/bogus sipnate e on
learner permits and driving test hlcs.

Also, you have tricd to process the fake/bogus file which was interceptoed by
the concerned stafl and handed over to 1/C CHL branch for verilication.

Also, you have received an amount oi' 5. 20000 from jumior Clork S0 sty i
close th cnquiry initated against bolh of vorr which proves vour coiie i i

processing all the fake/bogus drl\'mg license cases.

- BACKGROUND:

is a scnior clerk and in Charge of Driving License Branch al
Peshawar. While, he was working as in charge, onc of the operators Prbeisi
pointed out fake signutures of MLA on license file. The mater was iu;i.ii‘:‘.,‘. el
signaturcs and those filés were bogus. It was cesprensibility of Shaein: ALt
keep o check on his tnder constnnds /o bopas Gles by he anmerada, Daned

do s0.

INQUI Y PROCEEDINGS

Statements-of all following concerned Police officials were recorded. Thimy were R
given amplc opportuniL_v (o be heard and were cross guesLionga. Sioins

relevant record was inspected during inquiry proceedings.

I. 8/Clerk Shaukat Ali Khan




bogus licenses files. He! h.l(i only given twe

: hOI’lLbLV and dedication cmd never knc“ about bogu

Y 2.;:J/C1erk Shahzcb

3. J/CI(,rk Sanaullah

- 5 "S/clcrk Babcr Khan

7 Compulc: Opcrator Palwasha

' 8._ DSP Anccla Naz

9. Inspector Amjid

STATE MPNTq

1 Statement of Senior Clerk Shaukat Ali Khan:

Scmon clerk Shaukat Ali Khan in his writien statcement

deposed thin b
pcrformmz, dutics of Traffiz cle;

.~( at counter Ne.O7 driving license branch. i

‘ fd(,’CS a lot ol work pressure during office hours a

' IbbUdnCC of MDL numb(‘r Re
NoC.

.:.

: /\mund 200 CLlndlddl(‘

s he has o deal with i

ncwal numb(‘r Duplicate Number anved issie )

S VISIL Lo his brcmch on daily basis for driving Hocneges

O

cmd 1t 1s quitc cumbersome (o ide

document,

ntify any bogus signatures of

f’v‘ii,.'\ vy 'l:;"
Same is the case with conter No.03, 09 and courter No.GL o D
clerk.,

He lurther stated lhdl. he did not know als: sut all the 14 candidales posse S8ing

filcenses 1o operator Pahwashi which

Were handcd over lo hlm by Sanaullah.

He further stated that he had - been pcrfurmmw his official duty with extrenme

s license files beariigg ke

_4 .J/Clcrk Zarwalj - - o

6;’,Con'établc AbdurRchman B : ' o




'
a
e
2

. office of Pay Officer Traffic H radquarters. A

' 'aI No 04 and Shamshad Kosar on sc

" ’Ilc fun ther SL«JU.,C] Lhcxt he used o visit AG ofﬁu:

ithcrcforc files were g.wcn J/C Shahzcb for processing. Alter

‘bhamshddl(osar was given to him bcarmg, MLA s

~rccupt of file.

signatures of MLA. Therefore  he

procccdmgs dgams.t him may please be filed,

1

‘ © e Cross. CQuestioning S/clerk  Shaukat Nhan : (Annexure AN} o

... herewith)

4.

2. Statement of J/clerk Sanaullah:

- J / Clerk Sanaullah deposed in his writlen statement that he i5 postend

person namely fmran Naa, arn
scrjal No.08 is his rcal cousin: and othcr candid

rial No.11 camce o his office i

Ll . -
slas e U L

.fncnd.‘ Upon which, He asked J/C Shahzeb o make licenses

for f;oljh;
Khl.irshid Ali and Shamshad Kosar as J/C Shahzeh
rclationship with MLA.

It is worthy to . xm,m:on that onc of c,(u'lciicj;.n-'--

Wiy
fncnd of J/Clerk Zarwali Khan whose file was also given Lo J/C Shatied e
m

proccssm .

morce often for official tasks: fed

ignatures with MDI. fitie

i
IEERS R

Ibsucd He was directed to submit the u](. at counter No.O5 aud reCeive

Ilc further stated that he is unawarc of am file bearing faic signatures ogr

bogus dnd requesied that procccdmrrs afmmst him may pleasc be filed.

. o
-

. Cross Oucstioﬁing J/clerk _Sanaullah Khan_:(Annexure (13) atlachpd

herewith)

requested in his  statemoent  {liog by

soal

ol

ates Khurshid Ali on serj-

few days, e of -

was  enjoving  zocd







ln th(, llg.,hl of facts, statements and evidences regarding charges Ceeelodd
__dgil}llbl ‘the \JUH.()I Clerk Sanaullah |, it is established Ll e aVies st o g

tlxo scam: Allcpations wise findings are as wunder:-

Alle sation 1: ¢ admitted in his own staiemoent that he brought peoet o the
Jumor Clerk Shahzeb for processing bogus ticenses, hence proved gmide
Allcgatlon 2: 1le tried 1o process the fake/bogus files which were e @ odwd

by the concerncd staff and handed over to 1/C COL branch for verlicon e o

on verification, these files were found bo“ux

Allcgation 3: Hc received Rs.20000 from Junior Clerk Shahzeh o oot the o
inquiry filed. In his previous inquiry, he admitied that he received miots o G

Junior Clerk Shahzceb. But, in the current inquiry he sme}wtlor«mr-.$ s

U’\dl he received any. such moncy from Junior Clerk Shaheely T

thC pI'OLCLdmLu. of current inguiryy mﬂo L Olerike Shalizeb adiies S

RTINS { eyt

Rs 20000 has been returned by Junior ‘Clerk Sanaullah. Heneg,

Sanaullah can "L be freed from this allwat:on and ')mvc"l et

All the allegations against Junior (,luk Sanuallah has been  proved, :;z:\.(‘i-f'

lh(,wforc he is 1(,(,0mmvndcd for the major punishment.

MUIIAMM/\D SHOAI !\1!:’\N (PSP}
AbSl‘%’ll\Nl SUPERIN I I‘ NDIENT OF I’()l 1ICI,

N/'\J:\M UL, HUSSIL W Lratant i
LASSISTANT gquUPERIE TR G i

THAYATABAD CIRCLR, P t‘\!lr\\\',‘i

) s & ST
e v o

l'l\Ol'l RABAD CIRCLIS, PICSHAWAR.

W/,SS P/ Tra fﬁ(: ]\"p, P(",Sha\\va]-

No 71

Do oj/o/ /2019

e
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FINAL SHOW CAUSE NgTICE e

4
1, KASHIF ZULFIQAR, Chief Traffic Officer, %mwar a’Competent Authority under
the Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Civi® Servants (Efficiency and Discipline)
Rules-2011 do hereby serve you Junior Clerk Sanaullah as follow:-

]

i} That while posted in Account Brarich at Traffic Hgrs. Peshawar, you have brought
clients to Jr. Clerk Shahzeb who made fake/bogus signatures on learner permits and
driving test files the below mentioned 14 candidates:-

S# | Name CDL # MDL T. Record DL Type
1. Mohammad Abubakar 281755 404687 24890 MC+ M.Car
2. Mohammad Awais 83584 404562 48870 MC+ M.Car
3. | Taimor Riazullah 283580 404561 24971 MC+ M.Car
4, Khurshid Ali 283795 404778 25870 MC+ M.Car
5. Zahoor Khan 284040 404993 - 25103 MC+ M.Car
6. | Mohammad Faisal 284042 404994 25120 MC+ M.Car
7. Mohammad Ifzal Farooq 284284 405128 25610 MC+ M.Car
8. Imran Khan 283688 404644 24870 MC+ M.Car
9. Zahid Khan 283794 404560 24980 MC+ M.Car
10. | Nihayatullah 283794 404777 24942 MC+ M.Car
11. | Nazar Gul 283936 404890 25782 MC+ M.Car
12. | lrshad Mohammad 283937 404889 23893 M.Car

13. | Fazal Amin 284041 405025 25782 MC+ M.Car
14. | Shamshad Kausar pending | 405127 25785 MC+ M.Car

ii. That you have also tried to process the fake/bogus file which was intercepted by
the concerned staff and handed over to I/C CDL branch for verification.

iii. You have also received an amount of Rs.20000/- from Junior Clerk Shahzeb to close
the enquiry initiated against both of you which proves your connivance in processing
all the fake/bogus driving license cases.

2. That consequent upon the enquiry conducted against you by ASP Hayatabad and ASP
Faqlrabad for which you were given full opportunity of hearing but you failed to satisfy
the enquiry committee/officers.

3. On going through the findings and recommendation of the enquiry committee, the
material available on record, | am satisfied that you have committed the
omission/commission specified under the Government Servant (E&D) Rules 2011.

4. As a result therefore, |, KASHIF ZULFIQAR, Chief Traffic Officer, Peshawar as
competent authority have tentatively decided to impose major penalty upon you
including dismissal from service under the Efficiency and Discipline Rules 2011.

5. You are, therefore, directed to show cause as to why aforesaid penalty should not
be imposed upon you.

6. If no reply: to this show cause notice is received within seven days of its delivery in
the normal course of circumstances, it shall be presumed that you have no defense to
put in and in that case x-parte action shall be taken against you.

6. A copy of the findings of the enquiry committee is enclosed. L :
( KASHIF/ZULFJQAR ) PSP
Chief Traffig Officer,
P&sh

(Competent Authonty)

R

/1



Xﬁ m//p( s
o ' ORDER
1. Thisis an ordef‘on‘the departmental enquiy initiated against Jr. clerk Sanaullah on the
allegations that he had made fake/bogus signatures on learner permits and driving test files of the

below mentioned 14 candidates and received Rs.3000/4000 from each candidate:-
i

Name oL MDL T. Record DL Type

SH#
1. Mohammad Abubakar 281755 404687 24890 MC+ M.Car
2. Mohammad Awais ) 83584 404562 48870 MC+ M.Car
3. | Taimor Riazuliah - 283580 404561 24571 MC+ M.Car
4. . | Xhurshid Ali 283795 404778 25870 MC+ M.Car
S. Zahoor Khan 284540 404993 25103 MC+ M.Car
6. Mohammad Faisal 282042 404994 25120 MC+ M.Car
| 7. Mohammad ifzal Faroog 284284 405128 25610 WIC+ M.Car
' 8. [ mran Khan 283688 404644 24870 MC+ M.Car
a. Zahid Khan . 283794 404560 24830 MO+ M.Car
10. | Nihayatultah 283794 404777 24942 MC+ M.Car
11. Nazar Gul 283936 404890 25732 MC+ M Car
12. | trshad Mohammad 283937 404889 23893 M.Car
13. Fazal Amin 284041 A05025 . 25782 MC+ M.Car |

ii. That he has also tried to process the fake/bogus file which was intercepted by the concerned
staff and handed over to I/C CDL branch for verification.

iii. He has also received an amount of Rs.20000/- from Junior Clerk Shahzeb to close the enquiry
initiated against both of you which proves your connivance in processing all the fake/bogus driving
license cases. '

2. He was charge sheeted and an enquiry committee comprising of M. *schammad Shoaib
ASP/Fagirabad and Mr. Najmul Hasnain, ASP/Hayatabad was constituted o initiate proper
departmental proceedings against him aad dig out the facts. He was served with charge sheet and
statement of allegation..He submitted it his written statement that he was performing duties in
Account Branch. He added that license holder namely Imran at s.N0.8 above was his real cousin
along with Khurshid Ali and Shamshad Kausar at $1 No.04 and 14 respectively came 10 tum for
making driving licenses, therefore, he askad ir. Clerk Shahzeb for making their licenses as e was
enjoying god relationship with the DSP/MLA. He further added that he always visiting AG office for
officiat duty therefore, he usually received driving license file which he always proces ssad through
jr. Clerk Shahzeh but unaware of the fake/bogus signatures of MLA

3. During the course of enquiry, it revealed that he brought people to Jr. Clerk Shahiet for
processing bogus license cases which prove him guilty. He also tried to process fake/bogus files
: which were intercepted by the concerned staff and handed over to I/C COL bran ch for varification
- which were found bogus. He aluo received Rs 20000/~ from Jr. Clerk Shahzeh to get the enquiry
file as he admitted in preliminary enquiry which alsc prove his guilt.
4. The enquiry committee gave ample opportunity to the accused officiai to prove his
innocence 'but could not convinced the enquiry committee, therefore, found him guiity of the
allegations hence recommended him for major penatty.

5. He was issued Final Show Cause Notice to submit his written explanation but his written
reply was again found not satisfactory. He was therefore, called for personal hearing. On
23.01.2019 he was heard in person but his verbal explanation was-also not convincing. The’
unctersigned is convinced that Jr. Clerk Sanauliah is involved in corrupt practices since fonp, hence
agreed with the recommendation of the Enquiry Committee. He s inflictcd upon major penalty
of dismissal from.service_under_the Government of Khyber Pakhturkhwa, Civii Servants
{(Efficiency and Discipline) Rules-2011 with immediate effect.

) (lf/\sun JUt,I u}mn jrer
(m{i Trallfc iptiices,

? - ‘\ r‘es!n. ar. .
6-4 No. L.[ Séfﬂ /PA, Dated Peshawar the < L} // oy /'2019?\._../ . )
u—ﬂ Copies for information and necessary action 10 - £
m 1 Ve inspector General of Poiice, Khyher Pakhiunkinwa, Peshawar. :
m " 2. The Cuapital City Police Officer, Peshawai. » .
2. Gtfice Supdt. , i
y. Establishment Clerk o
_, 5 Accountant /}gg& ‘

B, AR men D
» W\ U
7. Otficial cancerned ( Ny £ ( KASHIF ZULFIQAR } 5,

Chief Traffic Qificer,

14. | Shamshad Kausar pending 405127 25785 i MC» M.Car 7|
|
’ Pashawar.



Subject: - D

. TheWoﬁquCPO -
PES ‘WAR -

, DEPARTMEN:T:L‘V APPEAL AGAINST THE ORDER OF CH]FF
TRAFFIC OFFICY i DATED 24-1-2019 WHEREBY THE PETITIONER

: ~—HAS ‘BEEN AWARD]LD MAJOR PENALTY. BY DTSMISSING FROM

SERV[CEE

'\espected Sll‘

b2

U

T he pe/moner very humb/y submzz‘s the followzng few lines for your kind and

sy nzparhettc conszderar,on

~* That I was mma]ly appomted as Naib Qa51d i the year 2008 and was posled.

'f‘Peshawal durmg the course oft my service [ remam at different Ofﬁces of KPK,

‘and later on | was promoted to jumor clerk and n 2011 I was posted in Pohoc ‘

o lmrhc Cader

T h’][ ever since my appomtment I performed any dutles with zeal and dev ouon

) dl‘ld there was. no compliaint aoamst the undemgn regardmo his pel formance in

hig whol(, service career.

A h'it a]l of a sudden a show cause 10tlce W as served upon me, in Wudx ccuam
' allggamon were lue]ed 1e. 1) Brmgmo cases of learner permits, i) receiving

RS "mentv Thousand only to stop mqulry proc:.edmgs initiated m rwpeot of

ake'/ bogus drlvm.q hcense cases, 111) trJ,ed to process bogus / fake fi le.

" ‘That after show cause notice mquny was: 1n1t1ated n Whlch I havo appca,cd

:beime mqmry olﬁcers and demed all the baseless 1 allegatlons

: lhat the mqulry otflcels also recorded certain statcments of dlfferent peoplo and

”’also LO”CCTGC{ certain documcnts but none of the pcrson e\ammed testi f led

_ agamst mo, similarly no proof in the shape 'was also _collocted against me.




D.

That I am totaliy 1gn01ant w1tl" 'the allegaﬂon‘ah‘d-l had never been mvolved in
-such type of immoral and 1Ilegal activity. _ '
- That even in respect of the allegation. leveled: agalnst me by ShahZeb is also self
' ;contradlctory, as in his earlier statement he alleged that I have recelved twenty
: Lhousand rupees from him in order to stop the mqun‘y, while i in his subsequent
- statement he alleged that 1 have returned- the- sard amount 80 both these
' ': statement are contradictory in nature and is. fl.lll of h1s doubt
', vThat even the person/w;tness produced by the accuced Shahzeb has also not -
) : charged me for the ac cusation leveled agamst me," and they have even not
Y utter ed a smcde word agamst n respect of any of the allegatlon agamst me.
20 That at tHe t1me of alleaed occurrence 1 was subordlnate to the accused Shahzeb
- Junior Cl lerk, so it not 1ppealable to mmd that | can recerve the sald amount .-
: -;Atrom the accused Shahz eb. . '

,':}9. o That I play for the acceptance of thls appeal 1nter-alla on the followlng 0rounds

 GROUNDS OF APPEAL:"

- That T have not been tteated in accordance with law hence my rights sccured and

:rnanted under the law are badly violated.

. lhat I have not been grven ploper and fair opportumty of personal hearing before
;'termmatlon of my service, thus [ have been condemned unheard

That it is pertment to mennon here that under the law there is 'no penalty of

termination from services. Thus the 1mpugned order 1S hable to be set- as1de on this
01ound alonc o ' '

That during inquiry thé private as well as- ofﬁ01al persons have been e\ammed and

- their statéments have been recorded by the i mqmry ofﬁcer but none of them has. made

G.

any allegatron agamst me.

. That ~l have never committed any act or omission which can be termed as mis-'co'nduct

. That I have at my credlt almost ten years of serv1ce of spotless servrce career and the
- pena ty. 1mposed would put sttgma on such Spotless career |

That I» am jobless»since my ilfegal terminatiOn of service.




o B o _"?(5’ /?%

. — . - f

: i-l That I am the sole respon51ble perbon and the only source of i income of the ent1re
famlly and my famlly life will be. rumed if T am not remstated

1. That bne my younges.,t child is jsuffering from'-erpat-iti's 'and my salary is the only
source through which I can continue-his treatment. ‘

It- is, therefore,, humbly réquested that on _acceplance of this
a])peal/represehtation the order may please be set aside and I may be reinstated into

service with all back benefits.

Yours obediently
Dated: $ 7/

Sana: ull

- Junior Clerk police
PESHAWAR




" OFFICEOF THE
CAPITAL CITY POLICE OFFICER
PESHAWAR -
‘Phone No. 091-9210989
~ Fax No. 091-9212597

ORDEK.

This order will dispose of the departmental appeal preferred by Ex-Junier
Clerk Sanaullah who was awarded the major punishment of “dismissal from service” by
S3P/Aratfic Peshawar vide order No.45-S1/PA, dated 24-01 -2019.
2- The allegations leQeled against him were that the he while posted in Accounts
Branch at Traffic HQr: Peshawar brought clients to Jr. Clerk Shahzeb who made fake/bogus
stgnatures on. leamer permits and driving tests files of 14 candidates and received
Rs.3000/4000 from each candidate. He also tried to process the fake/bogus tile which was
tatercepled by the concerned staff and handed over to 1/C CDL branch for verification.
3 He was served Charge Sheet and summary of‘ él.legaiions by SSP/Traftic
t—’lcsha\a-'m‘. An .enquiry committee comprising of’AS'P/Faqirabad and ASP/Hayatabad was
Aconsi:i{uted for proper departmental enquiry. The enquiry committee after conducting a
detailed departmental enquiry submitted thuir finding report. The enquiry committee
subimitted in their finding that allegations of processing bogus licenses wém»samd established
hence he was recommended for major punishment. The competent authority i.¢ SSP/Traffic
_F';tsha\,vaz' after perusal of enquiry report issued him Final Show Cause Notice. His reply to
ihe final show cause notice was also found unsatisfactory, hence awarded him the above
major punishment.
4-. IIu was heard in person in O.R. The relevant record perused along with his
cxplanation. During  personal , hearmg _ the appellant failed to produce any plausible
cxplanation in his defence to pi‘OVé" his innocence. Therefdre, his appeal for reinstatement
in service is herchby filed/rejected e '

: <
olthu,

!‘E TED (QAZI JAMIL UR REHMAN)PSP

CAPITAL CITY POLICE OFFICER
PESHAWAR.

No. GGi —— %3 IPA dated Peshawar the

, :
2R /¢%/2019
C'iyniee Free 10ty Atieuy A1+ AT hene

Copies for miormaticon and n/a 1o the-

v 1. SSP/Tvaffic Peshawar, along with 02 sevice books and complete enquiry file.
2. DSP/HQrs: Traffic Peshawar. '

/@ Official concerned. - '
, . , 1




Subject: -

9 . . . L ///. ) . ﬂ - ~ _[ ¥
‘The I'i§pector General of, police , (47“ Z/( ' Z Z%i Y- - ? |

haber Pakhtunkhwa, e
Peshawar. ‘ d‘ ,-‘/,.

S
0

'MARCY PETITION AGAINST THE ORDER OF CCPO PESHAWAR
'DATED 22-03-2019 WHEREBY THE [ETOTOPMER HAS BEEN

REJECTED AND AWARDING MAJOR PENALTY BY DISMISSING
FROM SERVICEE HAS BEEN MAINTAINED.

Respected Sir,

(W)

The Petitioner very humbly submits the following few lines Jor your kind and

- sympathetic consideration.

That I was initially appointed as Naib Qasid in the year 2008 and was posted . -

~ Peshawar during the course of my service I remain at different Offices of KPK,

- and later on I was promoted to junior clerk and in 2011 I was posted in Police

Traffic Cader.

~ That ever since my appointment, I performed any duties with zeal and devotion

and there was no complAaint against the undersign regarding his performance in

his whole service career.

* That all of a sudden a show cause notice was served upon me, in which certain

~ allegatlon were ieveled ie: i) Brmgmg cases of learner permits, ii) receiving

- RS Twenty Thousand only to stop inquiry proceedmgs initiated in respect of

W < W’U//?v -

_Fake / bogus driving license cases, iii) tried to process bogus / fake file.

‘ That after show cause notice inquiry was initiated in which I have appeared

before inquiry officers and denied all the baseless | allegations:

That the inquiry officers also recorded certain statements of different people and

also collected certain documents .but none of the person exammed test1ﬁed

' agamst me, smn]arly no proof in the shape was also collected agalnst me.

“That T am totally ignorant with the allegation and I had never been involved in

such type of immoral and 1llegal activity.

dfb g
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7. That-even in respect of the allegatlon leveled against me by ShahZeb is also self
contradictory, as in his earlier statement he alleged that 1 have received twenty
- thousand rupees from him in order to stop the inquiry, wh1]e in hlS subsequent o

- statement he alleged that petltloner have returned the sald amount, so both these

statement are contradictory in nature and is full of his doubt.
8. That even the person/witness. produced by the accuced Shahzeb has also not
- charged -me for the accusation leveled against me, and they have even not
uttered a single word against in respect of any of the allegation against me.
9. That at the time of alleged occurrence petitioner was subordinate to the accused
Shahzeb Junior Clerk, so it not appealable to mind that petitioner can receive

the said amount from the accused Shahzeb.

10.  That durmg personal hearing no oppertumzty has been provrded to petmoner -

the time of appeal before the worthy CCPO Peshawar.

11. That petltloner pray for the acceptance of this Mercy petltlon inter-alia on the

. followmg grounds.

' GROUNDS OF MERCY PETITION:

. That petitioner have not been treated in accordance with law hence my rights secured

and granted under the law are badly violated.

. That petluoner have not been given proper and fair opportumty of personal hearmg 3
- before termmatlon of my service, thus I have been condemned unheard.

-

. That it is pertinent to mention here that under the law, there is no penalty of
_termination from services. Thus: the 1mpugned order is liable to be set~a31de on this

ground alone.

. That during inquiry the private as well as official persons have been examined and

their statements have been recorded by the inquiry officer, but none of them has made
any allegation against me. :

T hat petmonel have never committed any act or omission which' can be termed as mis- -

conduct.

. That petmoner ‘have at my credit almost ten years of service of spotless servxce career
- and the penalty imposed would put stlgma on such spotless career '
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H. That Petitioner as the sole reSpons:ble person and the only source of i income of the
“entire famlly, and my family life will be ruined if I am not reinstated.

L. That one my youngest child is suffermg from Hepatitis and my salary is the only
source through which I can continue his treatment. .

It is, therefore humbly requeste(l that on acceptance of this Mercy petttwn tlze |

order may please be set aside and Petitioner may be reinstated into service with all
back benefits.

"~ Yours obediéntly :
Dated:
Sana ullah

EX Junior Clerk police
- - PESHAWA
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.Accepted subject to the terms regarding fee

POWER OF ATTORNEY B
In the Court ofj(pk SZJ(/CM 7?[ bﬁu«ﬂ WLW X
gaﬂ’lﬂ{ Lol }For

tPlaintiff
}Appellant
}Petitioner
}Complainant

}Defendant
}Respondent
}Accused

3

Appeal/Revision/Suit/Application/Petition/Case No. of
Fixed for

1/W, the undersigned, do hereby nominate and appoint

ZARTAJ ANWAR ADVOCATE, my true and lawful attofney, for me in my same and
on my behalf to appear at to appear, plead, act and answer in the
above Court or any Court to which the business is transferred in the above matter and is
agreed to sign and file petitions. An appeal, statements, accounts, exhibits. Compromise or
other documents whatsoever, in connection with the said matter or any matter arising there
from and also to apply for and receive all docurnents or copies of documents, depositions
etc, and to apply for and issue summons and other writs or sub-poena and to apply for and
gct 1ssued and arrest, attachment or other executions, warrants or order and to conduct any
proceeding that may arise there out; and to apply for and receive payment of any or all
sums or submit for the above matter to arbitration, and to employee any other Legal
Practitioner authorizing him to exercise the power and authorizes hereby conferred on the
Advocate wherever he may think fit to do so, any other lawyer may be appointed by my

- said counsel to conduct the case who shall have the same powers.

AND to all acts legally necessary to manage and conduct the said case in all
respects, whether herein specified or not, as may be proper and expedient.

AND I/we hereby agree to ratify and confirm all lawful acts done on my/our behalf
under or by virtue of this power or of the usual practice in such matter. ‘

PROVIDED always, that I/we undertake at time of calling of the case by the
Court/my authorized agent shall inform the Advocate and make him appear in Court, if the
case may be dismissed in default, if it be procecded ex-parte the said counsel shall not be
held responsible for the same. All costs awarded in favour shall be the right of the counsel

«Ot his nominee, and if awarded against shall be payable by me/us

IN WITNESS whereof I/we have hereto signed at

the = day to the year
Executant/Executants

rtaj Anw
Advocate High Courts

ADVOCATES, LEGAL ADVISORS, SERVICE & LABOUR LAW CONSULTANT
FR-3- 4, Tourth Floor, Bilour Plaza. Saddar Road, Peshawar Cunu

Ph.091-3272154 Mohile-0331-9399185
BC-10-9851
CNIC:17301-1610454-5




BEFORE THE HONORABLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER
PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR

Appeal No 1008/2019

Sana Ullah S/O Wisal Khan R/O Shahbra P.O Prang Tehsil & District -
Charsadda : (Appellant) |

VS
. The Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

2. The Capital City Police Officer, Peshawar.

. The Chief Traffic Officer, Peshawar. |
| | (Respondents)

Reply on behalf of Respondent No. 1,2 & 3.

Respectfully Sheweth:

. That the appeal is badly time barred.

2. That the appeal is bad for mls-jomder and non-;omder of

necessary parties.
. That the appellant has not come to this Tribunal with clean hands
. That the appellant has no cause of action. g

. That the appellant is estopped by his own conduct to file the"
qnstant appeal.

. That the appellant has concealed the material facts from
Honorable Tribunal. '
FACTS:

. Para No. 01, Correct to the extent, that appellant was appomted

as Naib Qasid in the year 2008, however the remaining para is
subject to proof.

. Pertains to record. | |

. Para No. 03, Correct td the extent, that charge sheet and
summary of allegation was issued, but the ap;ioel‘lant did not reply
properly to satisfy the competent authority. Hence the chérges

leveled against the appellant was proved beyond any shadow of

| doubt and awarded him major penalty of dismissal from service.
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‘4. Para No. 04, Incorrect ’Mr:.Najr'huI H'a-énain ASP/Hayatabad aﬁ'd o
Mr.Mohammad Shoaib ASP/ Fagirabad were deputed to'Initiate
proper departmental proceeding -against the appellant .In this
regard, proper charge sheet and statement of allegation were
issued. The appellant submitted his written statement, in which
he admitted and stated that Imran at S.No. 08 Khurshid Ali and
Shamshad Kausar at S.No.4 & 14 respectively Visited Him‘ for
making driving licenses. Statements of other officials were also
recorded and properly examine, resultantly the appella-nt founded .

.guiity. {copy of charge Allege, Reply and statement of Aneels,
Abdurrehman, Babar & Palwasha as A, B, C, D, E, F, G,
Respectively). i

5. Para No. 05, Incorrect proper final show cause notice was issued

~ to the appellant but his written reply was found unsatisfactory.

. 6. Para No. 06, Incorrect proper opportunity of self def'en_Se was
given to the appellant but he admitted in his statement that he
brought people to the Junior Clerk Shah Zeb for processing bogus
license there for he was awarded for major punishmént of
dismissal frpm service. (copy of the Sanaullah and Cross a$

attached H and | respectively)

7. Para No. 07, Departmental enquiry' was conducted by two =
competent authority ASP/ Fagirabad & ASP/Hayatabad® by
-fulfilling all codal formalities under the KP, Civil Servant (Efficiency
& Discipline) Rules 2011. Proper opportunity of self defense was
also given but he failed to defend himself and awarded him major

~ punishment of dismissal therefore departmental appeal was
rejected by the competent authority being devoid of merit and
~sustained the dismissal order of appellant. - ’

8. Pertains to record.




v
9. The appeal of the appellké»nt beiné devoid of merits may kindly be |
 dismissed on the following grounds. o
Grounds:-

A. Para No. A incorrect. The enquiry was carried out in
accordance with rule & law, all the legal and codal
formalities were completed and founded him guilty. .

B. Incorrect. Proper opportunity of self defense was given and
he was also given the opportunity of personal heard but he
did not produce any plausible explanation in his defense to
prove his innocence (copy of his statement & cross
examination as attached |

C. Incorrect. During course of enquiry statement of other
officials were recorded statement. In respect of enquiry also”

- recorded which similarly statement of Junior Clerk shahzeb
clearly shows the appellant has fully involved in charges,
which is leveled against him. Furthermore, appellant himself
admitted that he brought people for processing bogus
licenses. |

D. Incorrect. The competent authority has carried out the

~ whole enquiry under law/rules. All legal and codal
formalities have been completed resultantly, the allegations
leveled against the appellant were proved beyond any
shadow of doubt. Therefore, he was awarded for major
punishment of dismissal from service.

E. Incorrect. The appellant had received 20000/rupees from
shahzeb junior clerk for the purpose to filed inquiry, which
was initiated against them. According to the statement of
junior clerk Shahzeb, that on 07/12/2018 junior clerk
Shahzeb returned me, while inquiry was in process hence

~ junior clerk Sana Ullah cannot be freed from this allegation
and proved guilty. A ‘_

F. Incorrect. Proper opportunity of self defense has given but
he did not defend himself, therefore he was awarded major
punishment of dismissal, which is quite legal.




~ G. Incorrect. The appellant has been punished only for his act,

that he brought people to license branch Peshawar for
processing bogus license. " o

H. Incorrect. His dismissal order was accordance with Izaw/fuié,
all the legal and codal formalities was completed and
founded him guilty. N |

|. That respondents also seek permission of this honorable
tribunal to rely on additional giour at the time of hearing of
the appeal. ’

PRAYER:
It is most humbly prayed in the light of the above facts and

'submission the appeal of the appellant may kindly be dismissed

being meritless.

-
e

PROVINCIA LIGE'OFFICER,
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA, PESHAWAR.

CAPITAL CITY POLICE OFFICER,
PESHAWAR.

CHIEF T é}i\c} OFFICER,
PESHAWAR
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BEFORE THE HONOURABLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER
PAKHTUNKHWA, PESHAWAR

' Ex-Junior Clerk Sana Ullah of Traffic Office, Peshawar District & Tehsil,
Peshawar. o

(Appellant)
Versus |

1. The Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
L 2, The Capita'l City Police Officer, Peshawar.
3. The Chief Traffic Officer, Peshawar. | ‘
(Respondents)

AFFIDAVIT

‘We respondents No. 1, 2 & 3 do hereby solemnly affirm and -

declare that the contents of the written reply are true and correct to
~ the best of our knowledge and belief and nothing has concealed/kept

secret from this Honorable Tribunal.

PROVINCI LICF OFFICER,
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA, PESHAWAR.

CAPITAL CITY POLICE OFFICER,
| PESHAWAR.

™ .o
> T .

CHIEF T %‘OEF@ER,
PESHAWAR
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FINAL SHOW CAUSE NOTICE

KASHIF ZULFIQAR, Chief Traffic Cfﬁ,cer,' Peshawar as Competent Authority under

|
the Government of Khyber pakhtunkhwa, Civil Servants (Efficiency and Discipline) -

Rules-2011 do hjereby serve you Junior Clerk Sanaullah as follow:-

iy That while pdsted in Account Branch at Traffic Hars. Peshawar, you have brought
clients to Jr. Clerk Shahzeb who made fake/bogus signatures on learner permits and
driving test files the below mentioned 14 candidates:- l

S# | Name COL # MDL T. Record DL Type
7. I"Mohammad Abubakar 281755 404687 24890 MC+ M.Car
2. Mmohammad Awais 83584 404562 48870 MC+ M.Car
3. | Taimor Riazullah 283580 404561 24971 .| MC+ M.Car
A Khurshid Al 283795 404778 25870 MC+ M.Car
5. Zahoor Khan 284040 404993 25103 ‘MC+ M.Car
6. | Mohammad Faisal 284042 404994 25120 MC+ M.Car
S ohammad fzal Farooq | 284284 405128 25610 MC+ M.Car
8. | Imran Khan 283683 404644 24870 - MC+ M.Car
9. 1 Zahid Khan 283794 404560 24980 MC+ M.Car
10, | Nihayatultah 283794 | 404777 74942 | MC+ M.Car
11. | Nazar Gul 283936 404890 25782 - | MC+ M.Car
12. | Irshad Mehammad | 283937 404889 23893 M.Car
13. | Fazal Amin 234041 405025 25782 MC+ M.Car
14. | Shamshad Kausar | pending 405127 25785 MC+ M.Car

ii. That you have alsc tried to process the fake/bogus file which was intercepted by
the concerned staff and handed over to |/C CDL branch for verification. ' :

iii. You have also received an amount of Rs.20000/- from Junior Clerk Shahzeb to close
the enquiry initiated against both of you which proves your connivance in processing
all the fake/bogus driving license cases.

2 That consequent upor the enguiry conducted against you by ASP Hayatabad and ASP
Fagirabad for which you were given full opportunity of hearing but you failed to satisfy
the enquiry committee/officers.

3. On going through the findings and recommendation of the enquiry committee, theé
material available on record, | am satisfied that you have committed the:

omission/commission specified under the Government Servant (E&D) Rules 2011. ¥

4. As a result therefore, |, KASHIF ZULFIQAR, Chief Traffic Officer, PesH%\war as|
competent authority have tentatively decided to impose major penalty upon you
including dismissal from service under the Efficiency and Discipline Rules 2011.°

5. You are, therefore, directed to show cause as to why aforesaid p?enalty should not
be imposed upon you. - | T

_ b ) .
6. If no reply to this show cause notice is received within seven days of its delivery In
the normal course of circumstances, it shall be presumed that you have no defense to;
put in and in that case x-parte action shatl be taken against you. !
‘f

6. A copy of the findings of the enquiry committee s enclosed.

( KASHIF ZULRIQAR ) PSP _

Chief Traffi ‘Of(j er,

Peshawar. -
(Competent Authority)

{
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stated that she doces

o
U

D
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Analysis of Evidence and ¥

ol Iacts, statements and cvidences r(‘"ur(lm”' charge:

Jurior Olerk Sanaullah | it s established that Pl e v v

ARBEIVA \,.k i

. N R ¥
eraennst Ll

Phe senan, s tincines are as undoer:

Altepgation 1t o Admitted in his own sitatement thab he i:)r'()t,i;

Jumior Clerk shadhzeb for ])l()(‘(]h“alll" bogus Heenses, nene ("1)1-)\'(:(1 wiaity

veliohy were e

Soopie tricd to process the fake/Hogus Niles

P the (‘(\l\('i'1'lil'li it and handed over e /O L Prriviicin Do v

G overtlealion llu ¢ iles were Tound bogus.

allcgation 3: Hce coccived Rs.20000 from Jdunior Clerk Shahyel

tuiry fed i dis previous inquirvy, he admitied that ho recawad

o hizely, ut, in the current inquiry be str a1y

iy
)

FGm Jurnior

S currentoinquiry, Junior

cinrned by Junior

ey Totes yhigeorey .
Froan s RIRRET ;;\1‘1

g?k" E-! (‘\'k'

qinsl Junior Clork Sanued Haly has béo

<

vded Tor the major punishmaent. L

NAJAM UL HTUS

POLICH ARSIIANT

.

HAYATARAL CIR ( l,
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CHARGE SHEET

eshawar as Coimpetent Authori
| y

1. 1, KASHIF ZULFIAR, Chief Traffic Officer, P

hereby charge you Junior Clerk Sanaullah as follow:-

at Traffic Hars. pPeshawar, you have bro(.lg‘hj.t.

e fake/bogus signatures o0 learner. pe‘rmité
; PR

'
B

i. That while posted in Account Branch
; . clients to Jr. Clerk Shahzeb who mad
' , and driving test files the below mentioned 14 candidates:- _
: RS RELIEE D

m:_m—
erys Ao | 2460 e M.Car
[ MG MCarei o,
S omet 27T Aok
283795 404778

ey

284040

“Zahoor Khan

6. _MOhammad Faisal
= “Monammad Ifzal Farooq T zsaz84
_13:;___1131_1‘&1 Klan : ) _‘283688
g, | Zahid Khan 583794 4045
10. Nihayatullah 283794
11, | Nazar Gul ' 283936 404890
283937 404889

Jrshad Mot\gmmad

Fazal AMin 284041 405025

|14, | Shamshad Kausar pending 405127 _ ‘
Us file which was intercepted

ranch for verification, {1’

or Clerk Shdﬁz_e :

your connivanc

A
|

-

e e

ii. That yéu have also tried to process the fake/bog
by the concerned staff and handed over to |/CCDLb

ceived an amount of Rs.20000/ - from Juni
riated against both of you which proves.
s driving licenseé cases. , :

2. By reasons of the above, you appear to be guilty of misconduct U
of Government Khyber pakhtunkhwa, Civil Servants (Efficiency
Rules-2011 and have rendered yourself liable to all or any of t
he Rules ibid. *
it your written defense within seven days ©
Enquiry Officer. : o S

~
. iii. You have also re
' . close the enquiry ini

processing all the fake/bogu

| i
.

specified int

3. You are therefore, required to subm
harge sheet to the

H . INERE
1 PN
Ve .

! AN .:"3 "E.".'.
n defense, if any, should reach to the Enquiry offiger within |/
be presumed that you haves‘n‘o.defeiris

d, failing which it shatl
rte action shall be taken against\ you.

the receipt of this ¢

4. Your writte
specified perio
put in and in that case ex-pa

5. Intimate whether you desire to be heard in person.

ment of allegations is enclosed.

6. Astate

I | ' ( KAiS’Fl IF ZULHUAR] r,-,r
. Chief Traffic Officer,
peshawar.




Clerk Sanaullah has rendered himse

2011. -

iSCIPLINARY ACTION.

DiSCIPLINARY AL 110

| KASHIF ZULFIAR, Chief Traffic Officer, peshawar am of the
If liable to be proceeded, age'! _ men
as he committed the following acts within the meaning of jujnd«s.-r Sgi:tigh{[k?_ffi_f
Government Khyber pakhtunkhwa, Civil Servants ' :

§TfATEMENT OF ALLEGATIONS

iy That while posted in Account Branch at Traff

clients to Jr. Clerk Shahzeb who made fake/bogu
tioned 14 candidates:-

. driving test files of the below men

S# | Name coL # MDL. T. Record
1. Mohammad Abubakar 281755 404687 24890 :
2. Mohammad Awais 83584 404562 48870 :
3. | Taimor Riazullah 283580 404561 24971
, 4, Khurshid Ali 283795 404778 25870
| 5.~ | Zahoor Khan 284040 404993 25103 o
; 6. | Mohammad Faisal 284042 404994 25120 b
| =T Mohammad lfzal Farood 284284 405128 25610
; g | tmran Khan 283688 404644 24870
9. | Zahid Khan 283794 404560 24980
| 10. Nihayatullah 283794 404777 24942
: 71, | Nazar.Gul 283936 404890 25782,
' 12. | Irshad Mohammad. 283937 404889 23893
13. | Fazal Amin 284041 405025 25782
14, Shamshad Kausar pending 405127 25785

iiy That he has also tried to process
concerned staff and handed over to

iii. He has-also received an amouht of Rs.20
f them w

the enquiry initiated against both o

the fake/bo
{/C CDL branch

all the fake/bogus driving license cases.

7. For the purpose of enquiry against the s
Enquiry Officer/Enquiry Commi

allegation "an
constituted: -

pus file whi
for verification.

000/- from Junior ;C_Ler
hich proves his conniv

aid official with re
ttee consisting: of the

sr. Mohammad Shaaib, ASP Fagirabad

Mr. Najmul Hasnain,

3. The Enquiry Ofﬁcer/Enquiry Committee shall,
of the said Rules, provide reasonable opportunity O

ASP Hayaabad

(Efficiency a

in acco isio
¢ hearing to the.accused, recor

ic Hars. PeshX'ar, he has brought

T
'

s signatures on garner
3

nd Disciblipe).,‘RL:l

permits and

.

N T v
ch was intercepted, th

L
Kk Shahzeb to.close
ance in processing

fefence to the

rdance with the pir_oﬂl

a ,‘
follow"

its findings and make within 30 days of the receipt of this
to punishment of other appropriate action against the accused official.
4 The defaulter official and a
shall join the proceedings on the date,
Officer/Enquiry Committee.

well conversant representati
time and place fixed by

.

( KASHIEZULFIQAR ) PSP, |

Chiefi Traffic Officer;.
Pleshavya“r,. '

order, recommendations as:

ve of the depari:fr')ér{t"

the Enquiry
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKWA
SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Appeal No. 1008 /2019

Sana Ullah S/O wisal Khan R/O shahbra P.O Prang Tehsil and
- District Charsadda ...
o ' ‘ - _ (Appellant)
VERSUS )
1. Inspector General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
2. Capital City Police Officer, Peshawar. ‘
3. Chief Traffic Officer Traffic head Quarter Peshawar.

(Respondents)

INDEX

S No. Description _"Annexure Page No -
1. | Rejoinder - ‘_ ' I~ 9
2. | Affidavit 3
3. | Other Documents ‘ [L/ é

Appellant

Through : ‘ ~
e

ZARTAJ ANWAR
Advocate, Peshawar




BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKWA
SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Appeal No. 1008/2019

Sana Ullah S/O wisal Khan R/O shahbra P.O Prang Tehsil and
District Charsadda ..o

1.
2.

~

J.

(Appellant)
VERSUS
Inspector General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
Capital City Police Officer, Peshawar.
Chief Traffic Officer Traffic head Quarter Peshawar.
(Respondents)

REJOINDER ON BEHALF OF THE APPELLANT

Respectfully Submitted:

The appellant submit his rejoinder as under:

Preliminary Objections:

1. That the appeal is filed within the stipulated time.

2. That all the necessary parties duly mentioned at the heading
of the appeal.

3. That the appellant was illegally terminated from service .
whereas duly mentioned on the relevant facts and law of the
case and not been concealed anything from this honorable
Tribunal. |

4. That the appellant has locus standi and got cause of action to
file the instant appeal

5. That the appeal is legal and based real facts.

6. That the appellant has cause of action against the
respondents and not concealed any material facts from this
Honorable Tribunal.

ON FACTS:

1. Contents of Para No 1 needs no reply, as admitted by the
respondents..

- 2. Contents of Para 2 needs no reply.
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Contents of Para 3 “of the comments is incorrect and

-
5
(8]

misleading the. facts.given in.appeal is correct and according
to the merit and record of the case.

4. Contents of Para 4 of the comments is incorrect and
misleading That after the charge sheet in_quify was initiated
in which the appéllant has appeared before the inquiry
officers and denied all the false-and baseless- allegations. In
this regard the inquiry officers recorded certain statements of
the private persons as well as official persons and also
collected certain documents but none of the person examines
testified against the appellant nor any person shows any
connection with the appellant in their recorded evidence.
Which shows the connection of the appellant with the
omission/commission specified under the E & D rules 2011.

5. Contents of Para No 5 the comments is incorrect and
misleading in reply to show cause the appellant submitted his
written reply by denying all the allegation leveled against
him according to the facts and merit of the case..

6. Content of Para No 6 the appellant never admit in his
statement regarding the possessing of bogus lfcensing
furthermore the one junior Clarke shahzeb against whom all
the fraud was proved was reinstated by the competent
authority with the punishment of forfeiture of three years
qualified service ‘

7. Contents of Para 7 is incorrect and misleading, the so called
inquiry was conducted but nor they considered the
submission of the appellant neither the evidences/statements
of different officials was considered but made the appellant
skip goat to save their own blue eyed once.

8. Contents of Para 8 needs no reply.

9. Contents of Para 9 is Incorrect, As clearly explained in the

main appeal.




N/
Ol FICE OF THE —~' .°

INSPE LCTOR GENERAL OF POLICIL;
CENTRAL POLICE OFFICE,
" KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR -

gééﬁ) "6 ol /E-V, dated Peshawar the /6 /< 2 /2020

ORDER

This order is hereby passed to dispose off the Mercy Petition dated 07.07.2020

preferred by Shahzeb Ex-Junior Clerk regarding major punishment of "Dismissal from Service"

following plounds -

awarded by Chief Traffic Officer, Peshawar vide Order No. 52- 58/PA dated 24.01.2019, on the

i) He had made Jake/bogus signatures on learner permits & driving fest file of the 14
- candidates and received Rs. 3000/4000/- from each candidate. ' ‘

ii. He had also put fake bogus entry numbers:on the driving lesi cases and cheated the

concerned staff to illegally process the fake cases for getting driving licenses.

iii. He had also paid Rs. 20000/~ to Junior Clerk Sanaullah (o close the enquiry

initiated against him which proves omission/admission of his guilt/misconduct.”

He was called to OR on 1.5,09.2020, heard in petjsori alongwith available record and the

* punishment awarded by CTO/Peshawar is too harsh, therefore, taking a lenient view, his major

yunishment of "Dismissal from Service” is hereby converted into major punishment of forfeiture of
y )

three (3) years qualified service. His period remained out of service Is treated as leave without pay.

He is runsta‘fcd into scrvmc and concerncc offu,ms are adv1sed to have CIOSL cbscrvatlons of hib

conduct etc..

Fndst: No. & date even. ,

Copy forwarded to the: -

o Capitai Lity Police Officer, Peshawar.

" o - Accountant General Office, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.
() Chief Traffic Officer, Peshawar w/1 to hlb letter No. 1620/(;(, ddted 30.07.2020.

o - Registrar, CPO, Peshawar.

o Office Superintendent Secret Branch CPO Pcshawar

o Official concerned.

PNy R

( k‘):’a"frﬁ-li&'& OF 1’:»5:—:‘ " S
CHIEF TRAFFIC OFFICER /.
PESHAN L -
Dia S 7 P
. | Uiarg He, (j : KASH/I‘ZULF!Q/}R) PSP
in Wi [7/7 éf,?z) i AlG/Lsta Jlishm(fnt
i 2 - - I;bl Ingpector G cncr?’l oi; Police,
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,
| Pesh awarl\ ’
3 3
RN
N } .
S




OFFICEOFTHE .- —
CHIEF TRAFFIC OFFICER,
PESHAWAR

" The Inspector General of Police,
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar,

[6H0  /6c, Dated Peshawar the 30 /07/2020.
 Subjoct: - DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL,
Memeo: : A A
‘Kindly refer to-your office Memo: No. 2147/E-V, dated 15.07.2020 on the
subject noled above, '

IU Is submitted that as per rcport of Inspector Legal City Traffic Pulice
Peshawar brief facts of the case are that.applicant while posted in Account Branch at Traffic
. Headquarters Gulbahar Peshawar remalned involved in making fake/bogus signatures on
learnee permits and driving test files. He received Rs. 300074000/ from 14-candidates for
whom he made driving llcenses. In this regard proper departmental enquiry was initiated
and an Enquiry Committee cdn’sfstlng upon Mr. Muhammad Shoaib (ASP faqirabad) and Mr.
Najmul Hasnain (ASP Hayatabad) was constituted to enguire into the matter, Proper Charga
Sheet and statement of allegations were Issued to the defaulter official. He submitted his
wrilten statement in which he admitted that he has received Rs. 3600/4600 from each
candidate and hand over the s.ame to Junior Clerk Sana Ullah for making licenses. Ha
further admitted in his statement that he gave Rs. 20000/~ to }unior Clerk Sana Ullak for
- filling of the enqulry already initiated agalnst him, In this regard he was alse servod with
findi shiow. cause notlce to which hc rcplled but not found satisfactory by the commutuers
mcmbcrs. He was also called for personal hearing on 23.10. 2019 His verbal o spmﬂmun
was not convincing, therefore, he was awarded Major punishment of mamlsoat from service
vide order No. 52-58/PA, dated 24.01.2019, Later-on, he filed clepartmcntal appeal to
Worthy Capital City Police Qfficer, peshawar for re<instatement In service but his'ai.}.;);zal_wa.sl_
rejected vide order No. 557-59/PA, dated 05.04.2019. Now the applicant has filed

WLMMMMMW Scrvige Tribunal Peshawar, The

case Js fixed for argument. Previous hearind in this case was 10,07.2020 and
: LLWMQ&LZMMWMMW

it the applét au a 2
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ORDER ' o . -4
1. This is an order on the departmental enquiry initiated against Ir. clerk Shahzeb on the allegatiol

that he had made fake/bogus signatures on learner permits and driving test files of the below menticne

14 candidates and received Rs.3600/4000 from each candidate:-

i. .

Sit Name . CDL # MOL T. Record Dt Type

1. Mohammad Abubakar 281755 404687 - 124890 MC+ M.Car
2. Mohammad Awais 83584 404562 48870 MC+ M. Car
3. Taimor Riazullah 283580 404561 . 24971 MC+ M.Car
4. Khurshid Ali 283795 404778 25870 MC+ M.Car
S. 2ahoor Khan 284040 404993 25103 MC+ M.Car
6. Mohammad Faisal 284042 404994 25120 MC+ M.Car
7. Mohammad t{zal Farooq 284234 405128 25610 MC+ M.Car
8. Imran Khan 283683 404644 24870 MC+ M.Car’
9. Zahid Khan 283794 404560 24980 MC+ M.Car.
10. Nihayatuliah 283794 404777 24942 MC+ 2. Car
11 Nazar Gul 283936 1404890 25782 MC+ M.Car |
12. Irshad Mohammad .| 283937 404889 23893 M.Car
13. Fazal Amin ) 2184041 405025 25782 MC+ M. Car
14. Shamshad Kausar pending 405127 25785 1C+ M.Car

it. That he had also put fake/bogus entry numbers on the drivi'ng test casaes and cheated the concernt

staff to ilegally process the fake cases fne gotting driving licenses.

iii. He had also paid Rs.20000/- to-junior Clerk Sanaullah to close the enguiry initiated against you whit
proves omission/admission of your guilt/misconduct.

2. He was charge sheeted and an enquiry committee cOMprising of wMr. Mohammad Shoa
ASP/Faqirabad and Mr. Najmul Hasnain, ASP/Hayatabad was constituted to initiate proper department
proceedings against him and dig out the facts. He was served with charge sheet and statement ¢
ailegation.-He submitted in his written statement that he was performing duties as Asst. Pay Officer
Account Branch. He further added that a friend namely Taimor and my cousii Awaistcame to me fi
making driving licenses on urgent basis. He disclosed that in order to get the driving iest pass from tf
MLA without appearing in the driving test, he gave Rs.4000/- and Rs.300C/- to Ir. Clerk Sanaullah for tt
nurpose but later on it was found that signatures of MiA were bogus/fake ot both files. He also admilte
in his statement that he gave Rs.20000/- to Jr. Sanaullah on his demand for filing the enquiry alreac
initiated in this regard.

2. Statement of Jr. Clerk Zarwali was also recorded who disclosed that his relative namely Fzal Am
$/0 Zar Khan rfo Khodakhel, Badhaber, peshawar {mentioned at S#13 above} had made learner permit
Motor Car/Jeep+ Motorcycle which was condoned by the SP/Hqrs. He also added that the driving licent
file of his relative fazal Amin was then handed over to Jr. Shahzeb for clearance from WMILA {withos
appearing in the driving test) which he did but later on it was found that signatures of MLA wel
bogus/fake. , . .

4, During the course of enquiry, he admitted that he received Rs.3000/4000 from each candidat
and gave to Jr. Clerk Sanaullah for making licenses. His hand written samples also matched/resemble
with the fake/bogus signatures. Being fellow member of the license branch staff, he also cheated ali th
concerned staff from counter to counter and succeaded in processing all fake/bogus driving license case
The Enquiry Committee therefore, recommended him for major punishment as al! the allegations wer

proved against him,

5 He was Issued final Show Cause Notice to submil his written explanation but his written rep

3.
was again found not satisfactory. He was therefore, called for personal hearing. ‘On 23.01.2019 he we

heard in person but his verbal explanation was also not convincing. The undersigned is convinced that

“Clerk Shahzeb is habitual of corrupt practices. He can’t be exonerated from the charges, hence agree

with recommendations of the Enquiry Committee. He is inflicted upon major penalty of dismissal fro
service under the Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Civil Servants (Efficiency and Discipline) Rule:

2011 with immediate effect.

\ors \ o~
( KASHAIF ZUUFIGQAR ) PSP
(éxﬂe!Traff c Officer,
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To

KHYBER PAKHTUNKWA

SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

No S S /ST

Dated: 2§ .- 1~ o2

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

Ph:- 091-9212281
Fax:- 091-9213262

The Chief Traffuc Officer, Traffic Headquarters
Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

Peshawar

Subject:  JUDGMENT IN APPEAL NO. 1008/2019 MR. SANA ULLAH

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

Encl: As above

-01:02.2022 passed by this Tribunal on the above subject for strict compliance.

)3

REGISTRAR ©

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA

SERVICE TRIBUNAL.
PESHAWAR



