BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICES TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR
AT CAMP COURT ABBOTTABAD.

Service Appeal No. 1338/2019

Date of Institution ... 14.10.2019
_Date of Decision .. 12.10.2021

Haqg Nawaz, Constable' No. 722, District Police Haripur.

(Appellant)
‘ VERSUS
Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar and two
others.
(Respondents)
MR. MOHAMMAD ASLAM TANOLI |
~ Advocate , - For appellant.
- MR. USMAN GHANI,
" District Attorney - --- . For respondents.
MR. AHMAD SULTAN TAREEN --- CHAIRMAN .
MR. SALAH-UD-DIN ' --= MEMBER (JUDICIAL)

JUDGMENT:

SALAH-UD-DIN, MEMBER:-

Precise facts forming the background of the instant

service appeal are that the appellant while posted at Police

__2:% ~-'Stafion Khanpur was departmentally proceeded against on

- the allegations that he had beaten one Wasif Mahmood S/0O

Munsif Ali R/O Gan] Qadeem Abbottabad and had forably
taken an amount of Rs 37000/- from hlm regardlng Wthh
the said Wasif Mehmood submitted an appllcatlon to the SHO
Police Station Khanpur, who took action in the matter and

recovered the snatched amount from the possession of the

appeilant and handed ovér the séme to the complainant Wasif
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Mehmood. On conclusion of the inquiry, the appellant was
awarded pehalfy ‘of forfeiture of approved service for two
years with immediate-effect. The departmental appeal of the
appellant was also filed by keeping intact the order passed by
the competent Authority, therefore, the appeHant has now
approached this Tribunal through filing of the instant service

appeal of the redressal of his grievance.

2. Notice was issued to the respondents, who submitted
their comments, wherein they refuted the assertions made by

the appellant in the appeal.

3. Learned counsel for the appellant has contehded that he
was having friendly relation with the complainant Wasif
Mehmood, therefore, he had taken an amount of Rs. 40000/-
from the appellant as loan, however the complainant was
then returning back the same, thérefore, the appellant
stopped the complainant who was on his way to Rawalpindi
and demanded back the loan, upon which some people were
also gathered on the spot and the complainant wilifully
handed over an amount of Rs. 37000/- to the appellant; that
later on the complainant submitted false complaint againét
the appellant to the SHO Police Station Khanpur, however the
matter was resolved through Jirga; that the appellant has
neither beaten the complainant nor any amount was forcibly
taken from thé complainant, which fact has been admitted by
the co‘mplainant in his affidavit sent to the inquiry officer; that
the complainant has categorically mentioned in his affidavit
that there was money transaction between the parties and
the application filed by him to the SHO Police Station
Khanpur was not containing true facts; that the inquiry officer
as well as the competent Authority did not consider the
affidavit so submitted by the complainant and the impugned
penalty was wrongly imposed upon the appellant; that the
complainant has not been examined during the inquiry,
therefore, the charges against the appellant could not be
proved but even then the impugned penalty was awarded to

the appellant without any legal justification; that the
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impugned orders being-wrdng and illegal are liable to be set-

aside.

4. On the other hand, learned District Attorney for the
respondents has argued that the appellant has beaten one
Wasif Mehmood and had also forcibly taken an amount of Rs.
37000/- from him, therefore, the appellant was proceeded
against departmentally; that the matter was also incorporated
in the shape of Mad No. 30 dated 24.02.2019 in Police Station
Khanpur and the appellant then returned the snatched
amount to the complainant Wasif Mehmood; that proper
regular inquiry was conducted into the matter and the charge
against the appellant stood proved, therefore, he has rightly
been awarded the penalty of forfeiture of approved service for

two years.
5. Arguments head and record perused.

6. A perusal of the record would show that the appei'laht
was departmentally proceeded against on the application of
one Wasif Mehmood S/O Munisf Khan, who had mainly
alleged that he waé beaten by the appellant and an amount of
Rs. 37000/- was also snatched from him. The competent
Authority nominated Qais Khan ASP Saddar as inquiry officer
in the matter, who submitted inquiry report to the District
Police Officer on 14.05.2019. The inquiry report so submitted
by the inquiry officer would show that he has categorically
mentioned in his findings that the complainant' Wasif
Me'hmood did not turn up for recording his statement, despite
being summoned time and again. Available on record is copy
of an affidavit dated 12.03.2019, wherein the complainant
has categorically mentioned that certain amount of the
appellant was outstanding against him and out of which an
amount of Rs. 37000/- was given to the appellant, when he
stopped the complainant near Khanpur Dam; that the
application submitted by him to the SHO Police Station
Khanpur against the appellant was not based on true fact and

the matter has now be resolved through Jirga. The

genuineness of the aforementioned affidavit has been
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affirmed by the inguiry officer in his report. In these
circumstanceé, ‘wheln“;the very- -complainant, on whose
appiication. th_é departmental -proceedings were initiated
against the appellant, has submftted an affidavit regarding
innocence of the appellant, the competent Authority was not

justified in imposing penalty upon the appellant.

7. In light of the above discussion, the appeal.in hand is
accepted by setting-aside the impugned .order and At'he
forfeited service of two years of the appellant is restored with
all consequential back benefits. Parties are left to bear their

own costs. File be consigned to the record room.

ANNOUNCED

12.10.2021 ﬂ

(SALAH-UD-DIN)
MEMBER (JUDICIAL)
CAMP COURT ABBOTTABAD

(AHMAD SULTAN TAREEN)
CHAIRMAN
CAMP COURT ABBOTTABAD
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Service Appeal No. 13382019 .~ ",

ORDER
12.10.2021

Appellant alongwith his counsel Mr. Mohammad Aslam
Tanoli, Advocate, present. Mr. Mujahid Shah, Head Constable
alongwith Mr. Usman Ghani, District Attorney for the
respond_?ents present. Arguments heard and record perused.

Vide our detailed judgment of today, separately placed on

file, the appeal in hand is accepted by setting-aside the

impugned order and the forfeited service of two years of the
appellant is restored with all consequential back benefits. Parties

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

room.

ANNOUNCED

12.10.2021 ' ,
Chairm ‘(Salah-ud-Din)

‘Camp Court A/Abad Member (Judicial
. Camp Court A/Abad




19.10.2020 | ‘ Nemo for appellant

Usman Ghanl Iearned DIStI‘ICt Attorney alongwth MU]ahId '
Shah Reader for respondents present.

Representative_ of_:. _the respondents made a request for
adjournment‘fo'rl' snbrn'is‘ston of written reply/comments'-.m.‘
- Granted; To come up ‘for wntten reply/comments on' o i
14.12.2020 before S.B at Camp Court Abbottabad. Appellant

be put to notice for the date _ﬁxed.

(Rozina Rehman) -

Member (J) -
. ' : .. Camp Court, A/Abad
14.12.202¢ Due to Covrd 19 case is ad]oumed t0 15.03.2021 for the
same as before..
eader

15.03.2021 - Counsel for appellant present.

Riaz Khan Paindakheil learned Assistant Advocate General alongwith
Mujahid Shah Head Constable for respondents present.

- Representative of_respondents submitted written rep]y/comments
which is placed on file. Copy of the same is handed over to the learned
counsel for the appellant. To come up for rejoinder if any, and
arguments on 12.07.2021 before D.B at Camp Court Abbottabad.

Ny

| L (Atig ur Rehman Wazir)
_ Member (E)
Camp Court, A/Abad




22.012020

“Clerk to counsel for the appellant present. Written.re'ply_ not
submitted. Misal Khan ASI representative of respondent departmeht
-+ present and seeks time to furnish reply. Granted. To come up for reply 3

on 19.02.2020 before S.B at Camp Court Abbottabad.

A

Member |
Camp Court, A/Abad

Due to covid ,19 case to come up for the Same on [/ /
at camp court abbottabad. ' '

" Reader

Due to summer vacation case to come Llp for the same on //?
/0 | at camp court abbottabad.




A  ¥1'8;1'1.32019- ‘Learned counsel for the appeﬂaﬁf ' preSént.' 'Pr‘elil’flli;l}i.i.rl}}:
© - arguments heard. PR

The appellant (Constable) has filed the preséﬁt' s'erviee '_ o '
appeal against the order dated 27,05,2019 threby he was -

“awarded minor pumshmcnt of forfeiture of approvcd scrvmc ior‘_f’f“

two (02) years on the charges of misconduct. The appeﬂanlr .hr_a_‘;,_';f.:_ : '

also assailed the order dated 18.09.2019 of the appellate authority -
through which the cgiepartmental appeal of the appellan_i was ﬁled,

. Points urgcd consideration. The present scrv1ce appeal 15 S

T . J“'“ L ‘adm;ttcd for regular hearing subjcct to. all Just legal objcotlonsf. o
mdudmg issue of limitation. 'Ihc appcllanl is ducctc,d 10 dep“ sln. =
ssaumy ana\pxocess fee within 10 days 1he10aﬁe1 no‘ucc% bc"“

1ssued to the respondents for written rcply/commcnts T 0 come up"f

R “’ Depowted ' for wmten reply/comments on 19.12. 7019 befcne S B at Camp-"f:‘
- RENED & Process Feg .
\\S]ﬁ .. Court, Abbottabad.

{} e - , /(
T

.- Memb;crn e
Camp Court, A/Abad -~ =+ .,

o 19122019 S None present on behalf of the a.p'pélléht"“M‘f Zia ﬁllah |
LT - Deputy District Attorney alongwith Mr. Misal, Khan ASI for the,l, y
-respondents present. Written reply on behalf of respondentsv"' |
" not submitted. Representative of the department 'requested ;_ ; :
for further time for submission of written reply/(::omrriéﬁts_...j L
Adjourned to 22. 01 2020 for written reply/comments before.- ._
S.B at Camp Court Abbottabad. S vl - o o

(Muhammad Amin Khan Kundl) '
. ‘Member :
{ Camp Court Abbottabad




Form- A .

- FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Courtof
Case No.- 1338/2019
S.No. .Date of order Order or other proceedings with signature of judge
) proceedings
1 2 3
1- 14/10/2019 The appeal of Mr. Haq Nawaz preSentii;?i:y by Mr.: Muhammad._
: = Aslam Tanoli Advocate may be entered in the Institution Register and put’
up to the Worthy Chairman for proper order lease. '
REGISTRAR ‘Wl
2-

- This case is entrusted to touring S.,Bench A.Abad for preliminary | .
hearing to be put up there on [& [;:[z,[? ‘ o . '




BEFORE HONOURABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

) Appeal N0153§77§

Hag Nawaz, Constable No. 722, District Police. Haripur.

Appellant

VERSUS

1. Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Paktunkhwa, Peshawar.
2. Regional Police Officer, Hazara Region, Abbo’r’robod
3. District Police Officer, Haripur

Respondents
- SERVICE APPEAL
INDEX

$/No | Description of Document | Ann- Page

| I exure No
1. | Appeal and application. 01-09
2. | Show Cause Notice dated05-03-2019 “A” 1O
3. | Reply to Show Cause Notice ) “B” 11—
4, Charge Sheet dated 26-03-19.-& itsreply. . | “C&D" [ 131§
3. Affidavit datedf12-03-2019.. = 1 &
6. Application and Order dated27-05-2019 | “F&G”" || 7-18
7. Departmental appeal dated.01=07-2019 “HY (19 -2
8. | Order dated 18°09-2019/of RPO Atd N EE:S
9. | Wakalatnam& EY

Through W
| Moho&/\o

d Aslam Tanoli)
/D -~ Advocate High Court
Dated: (¢ -68-2019 | at Haripur
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BEFORE HONOURABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERV!CE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Hag Nawaz, Constable No. 722, District Police HOrlp%yber‘Pakhgmf::va
Appellan “V“”n "

Diary NO

VERSUS
Dmﬂwﬁ

1. Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Paktunkhwa, Peshawar.

2. Regional Police Officer, Hazara Region, Abbottabad.

trapy

M m[(f

3. District Police Officer, Haripur
Respondents

SERVICE APPEAL UNDER SECTION-4 OF . KPK__SERVICE

TRIBUNAL ACT 1974 AGAINST THE ORDER DATED 27-05-2019
OF THE DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER HARIPUR WHEREBY
APPELLANT HAS BEEN AWARDED PENALTY OF “FORFEITURE OF
APPROVED SERVICE FOR 02 YEARS” AND REGIONAL POLICE
OFFICER HAZARA REGION ABBOTTABAD ORDER DATED 18-
09-2019 WHEREBY HIS DEPARTMENTAL HAS BEEN FILED".

PRAYER: ON ACCEPTANCE OF INSTANT SERVICE APPEAL
BOTH THE IMPUGNED ORDERS DATED 27-05-2019 AND 18-09-
2019 OF THE RESPONDENTS MAY GRACIOUSLY BE SET ASIDE
AND THE APPELLANT BE RESTORED HIS VERY FORFEITED
SERVICE_OF TWO (02) YEARS. WITH ALL CONSEQUENTIAL
SERVICE BACK BENEFITS.

ﬁ-ﬂ}% gto gespedfully sheweth,

1. That appelient while posted at PS Khanpur (District:
Haripur) was served upon with a Show Cause Notice
dated 05-03-2019 by the District Police Officer Haripur. -
(Copy of Show Cause Notice dated 05-03-2019 is

annexed as “A").



That aforementioned Show Cause N'oﬁce.'wos replied
in dé’roil by explaining olli facts and circumstances of
the matter and the allegations leveled therein against
appellant were flatly denied being incorrect and
baseless. (Copy of 'reply to Show Cause Notice is

annexed as “B").

That thereafter the appellant was given a Charge -

Sheet 'do’fed 26-03-2019 along with statement of

allegations which was replied with the same reply as

earlier. (Copies Chd_rge Sheet and' its reply dare

annexed as “C & D").

That in fact after his appointment, the appellant was
posted at Abbottabad where one Wasif Mehmood
$/O Munsif Ali R/O Ganj Qadeem Abbottabad

‘became his fiiend and developed friendly relations

with the appellant. Once Wasif  Mehmood
(Appe!iog’r's said friend) demanded Rs.40,000/- as. a
loan «frdm him. Being a friend, the appellant gave
Rs.40,000/- to him as a QARAZ-E-HASANA which he
promised would. return' soon. However after passing
considerable time, despite oppellonf's repeated
requests the said Wasif did not return his amount.
Rather every time he put-off his request on one or
other pretext. On 23-02-2019 one of Wasif's relatives
from Abbottabad informed the oppell'on’r that his
friend Wasif -was  fraveling from Abbottabad 1o
Rawalpindi via Khanpur. The oppelloh’r‘ waited him

and on meeting appellant requested for money. On



query, other people also go’rheréd The_re. Wasif told
appellant that he could give him only Rs. 37,000/- and
the remaining would be paid later on. The appellant
Ogreed. The people paiched up ’fhe- matter. The
appellant received Rs. 37,000/- from him. Later on he

submitted a false application to the SHO Khanpur and -

“when appellant was called by the SHO, he appeared

-‘ond fronkly admitted that he had received his Qarza

from him. Subsequently on 12-03-2019 when he was
called.in a JIRGA of the Elders at Ab’boﬁobad, he

admitted his wrong and scribed down an affidavit on

stamp paper ond‘j also paid amount of Qarza Rs.

40,000/~ before the said JIRGA which affidavit in
original was produced before Inquiry Officer. (Copy of
Affidavit dated 12-03-2019 is annexed as “E").

That it is a matter of concemn, that without commitfing

any 'fouh‘/wrong or crime as 1o why the complainant

was to give the appellant Rs. 37,000/- even in the

presence of persons on occasion. Appellant was only

a very low rank cons’roble of police ond how he could

‘ demond such a huge amount wﬁhou’r any reason or -

justification from a person who was not involved in any

‘case and was just ’rroVeIing on his way. inquiry Officer

~did not consider this pOinf. Even Inquiry Officer did not

call any witness to record evidence ‘against the:
appellant. Inquiry Officer has.recoded the inquiry in an
arbitrary and. fanciful manner otherwise oppelidn’r was
TOTGIIy_innocen’r and had committed no wron-g for -

which he has been awarded the penalty.



.

That through out his Iohg service of about 08 years in
the police department, the appellant always
performed his dséignéd duties wi’rh devotion,
dedication and honesty to the entire satisfaction of his
superiors and never provided a chance of reprimand
and even on occasions for fremendous service he has
been awarded with the commendation cer’rificcfes

and coéh rewards by his High-Ups.

That ultimately the worthy District PoiiceA Officer
Haripur, without giving any heed to the averments
advanced in defense by opp'ellon’r in the shape of
reply to the Show Cause Noftice as well as Charge
Shée’f, awarded him with The penalty of “Forfeiture of
approved service for 02 years” through impugned
order OB No. 361 dated 27-05-2019 without any

reason, proof and justification.

That copy of the said order was not issued to the.
oppell'on’f well in time. However on the specific
request of appellant the copy of impugned order
dated 27-05-2019 was given to him on 21-06-2019.
(Copies of application and order dated 27-05-2019
are attached as “F&G").

That on receipt of impugned order the appellant
preferred a department appeal dated Ol—07;2019
before the "Regional Policé Officer, Hazara Region,
Abbottabad explaining facts and ci.rcumsfcmce-s of

the matter as well as his innocence in detail. (Copy of



10.

GROUNDS:

the Dleparimieniql' Appeal dated 01-07-2019 s

annexed as “H").

That the appellant authority did not give any heed the |

appellant’s depor’rmen’roi appeadl and went to filed i

without giving any reason and jusﬁﬁcoﬁon vide his
order dated 18-09-2019. (Copy of the order dated 18-

, 09-2019 is attached as annexure “I"). Hence instant

service appedl|, inter alia; on the following:-

a)

- That both the impugned orders dated 27-05-2019 and

18-09-2019 of respondents are illegal, unlawful against
the facts and circumstances of the matter hence are

I|ob|e to be set aside.

That no proper departmental inquiry was conducted:
The so-called Inquify Officer acted in a flimsy and

whimsical manner. He conducted inquiry in utter

‘violoﬂon and negation of the procedure'set forth by

the law for the dispensation of justice at the

'prelimin'ory stages during the course of depor’rmen.‘ral

inquiries, hence penalty awarded on the basis of such

inquiry through orders impugned herein is liable to be

set aside on this score alone.

That neither a single witness was produced in -

‘presence of appellant before the so-called Inquiry

Officer nor was appellant provided a chonce to cross .

-examine such wifnessi, if any. That The‘qbpellonf was




d)

never confronted with documentary evidence, if any,
produced against him. The appellant was also not

provided with the copy of findings of so-called inquiry,

if any, of which provision is mandatory under law.

That the respondents have not treated the appellant

in dccordance with law, departmental rules &

- regulations and policy on the subject and have acted

in violation of Ar’ri‘cle¥4 of the constitution of Islamic
Republic of Pakistan 1973 and unlcawful_ly issued the

impugned orders, which-.o_re unjust, unfair hence not

sustainable in the eyes of law.

That the appellate authority has oIAso failed to obide
by the law and even did not take into consideroﬁéh g
the grounds taken in the memo of appeal. Thus the
irhpugned order of respdnden’r is contrary to the law
as laid down in the KPK Police Rules 1934, other
departmental rules regUIoﬁons read with section 24-A
of General Clause Act 1897 read with Arficle 10A of

the Constitution of Islamic Republic of Pakistan 1973.

That appellant was also not provided the opportunity
of personal hearing. before awarding penalty which
wdas  mandatory ‘under law thus he has been

condemned unheard.-

That instant appeal is well within fime and this
honorable Service Tribunal has got every jurisdiction to

entertain and odjudicoﬂon'upon the same.



~ PRAYER:

It is-, ’rherefore,_ humbly prayed that on acceptance of

“instant Service Appeal both the brders dated 27-05-2019

and 18-09-2019 of responden’rs may graciously: be set aside
and appellant be resor’red his forfeited 02 years approved
service with all consequenhol service back benefits.

Qo

Appellant

Through: W

(Mohommod_/\sldm Tanoli)

1. Advocate High Court
Dated 44 €9-2019  AtHaripur
VERIFICATION'

It is verified that the contents of instant Serv:ce Appeol are

frue and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief

and nothing has been concealed thereof.

ADo’red/é -69-2019 . Appeliant



BEFORE HONOURABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Haqg Nawaz, Constable No. 722, Dis’rﬁc’r Police Haripur.

Appellant

VERSUS

1. Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Paktunkhwa, Peshawar.
2. Regional Police Officer, Hazara Region, Abbottabad.
3. District Police Officer, Haripur
‘ Respondents -

SERVICE APPEAL

"AFFIDAVIT:

|, Haq Nawaz appellant do hereby solemnly declare and
affirm on oath that the contents of the instant Service
Appeal are frue and correct to the best of my )

knowledge and belief and nothing has been suppressed

(B

Depone‘ni/AppelIaht

from this Honourable Service Tribunal.

19 '
| Do’red://( -@9-2019

ldentified By:.

Mohode Aslam Tanoli -~ - . @5/

Advocate High Court | |
At Haripur S R ~ Appellant




BEFORE HONOURABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Haqg Nawaz, Constable No. 722,‘Dis’fric;r Police Haripur.

Appellant
VERSUS '

1. Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Paktunkhwa, Peshawar.
2. Regional Police Officer, Hazara Region, AbboT’robod
3. District Police Officer, Horlpur

Re;pondenis

SERVICE APPEAL

CERTIFICATE

If is certified that no such Appeol on the subject has ever
been filed in this Hon‘OUrobIe Service Tribuhdl or any other
court prior to the instant one.

@y

- APPELLANT

Dated: /462 5722019
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" vide Daily Diary Nt

2 Phut by reason ol abuve, sutlic

-
Annex-A’

W Lo

Dl f 0905-614712 7099501 1201
' Fax f 0093-6147 14

I-Mal: dpuhm‘ip\u'l dianniboom

SHOW GAUSE NOTICE

Phat you PO Hag Nawaz No, 722 while posted at S Khanpur have rendered yoursell Frable o

33y ol the flivber Pakhtunkihnwa, Police B&D Rules 1975 o Fultoaving

[lianpur, it has conie to notice of the undersigned

wphat yor while posted at P5
¢ on 23.02.2019 one Wasif

2019, PS [Chanpiir, tha

). 30 dated 23.02.
bad was on the way fownrels

punsif Ali r/o Ganj Qadeem Abbotta

oad, meanwhile you ha

Mehmood /0

pmvalpindi via Khanpur R ve stopped and beaten fiim without
d him and took
on before SHO KKhanpur for recovery of s

-ed from you and handed over

any reasuan. Yol alsoe threatené

The applicant submitted applicati
it was recove!
defaced the imaye of Polire hut ulso

phligation.

asmount. On his f.spplicntion.the said amout
ro the above nientioned applicant. Your act not only
created embarrassmetit for the departnient. This is gross mmisconduct on your part in

cerns Police L&D Rules 19757

jent material 18 placed be [ore the undersigned; therelore

i is decided to proceed aguinst yout in veneral Police proceedings without aid of

enquiry oflicer.
I hat the nniscond get on your part 1S prejudicizﬂ 1o goud order of disciptine is the Police foree.
400 Vhe your retention in the Police lorce will amount 10 gneourage inefficient

soud Police Oicers,
S Phat by king copnizance of the matter under enguiry. the andersigned
gider the said rules. proposes stein action against you by awarding one or

punishments @ provided in the roles.
6. Your. theefore calted upon to show cause as to why you should not be dealt strict
frwa, Police L& D Rules. 1975 for the misconduct relerred to above

with the Khyber Pakhtunk

You should submil reply 1o this show cause notice within 07 days

~J

Faiting which wes parte action shall be taken against you.

heard in person or aot.

¢ Youare further divected to i for the urdersigned that wish to be

oceived by e

{uted: Ik 2000 A’\

R

.. - L .,L.M.SA_,../S/’-@.*‘? -

Rs. 37000/- from him without any legal

and unbeconwng ot

as (tmnpc[enLzunlmril\-

more ol e kine
v in aceordinee

ol the reccipl. of the natice
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(1 ¢ Or. Zahid ullah, (P’SP) District Police Officer, Mavipur &s conh:etent
authority, hereby scharge you FC_Hagq Nawaz No. 722 as enclosed statement of

alfegations. .

duct under Police Efficiency &

(2. You appear to be guilty of miscon
all ov any of the pénalties

Discipline Rules 1975 and have rendered ym_n'selfliable Lo

specified in the said Rules.
i

(3) you are, therefore, required to submit your written defense
within 07 days of the receipt of this ch_arge shieet and statement of allegatioﬁ to the
Committee /Enquivy Officer as the case miay be. ' ' '

Q) Your written defense, if any, should reach the !ff.nquiry
_'O!’l'iCcr/(]ummittee within the specified period, failing which it shall be prefsumecl
“ that you have 1o defense ta put in and i that case ex-parte action shall follow

= againstyouw.

4
(5) Intimate weather you desire to be heard in person or
otherwise. o | '
(6} A statementoféilegations is enclosed. - ‘
[

ultah, '(PSPE)
police Officer,
Haripur

/ - K
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DISCIPLINARY ACTION

| { Dy, Zahid Ullah, (PS)?), District Police Officer, Haripur as competerit
authority of the opinion that you 1€ Haq Nawaz No. 722 have rendered yourself liable to
be proceeded against as you committed the foltowing acts/omissions within the meaning of
Police Efficiency & Discipline Rules 1975,

STATEMENT OF ALLEGATION

“That you while pbstcd at PS Khanpur, it has come to notice of the

undersigned vide Daily Diary No. 30 dated 23.02.2019, PS IChanpur, that on 23.02.2019

one Wasif Mehmood s/o Munsif Ali r/o Ganj Qadeem Abbottabad was.on the way

towards Rawalpindi via Khanpu Road, meanwhile your have stopped and beaten him

without any reasorn. You also threatened him and tool Rs. 37000/- from him without

-,I':r.‘g}!j} Iégu:’ obligation. The applicant submitted application I)«;;/Ore SHo Khanpur for
"7';’6('}@’(‘-_'}}3: of his amount. ()n_'hi_s ffr/pplica‘lrilou the said amount was recovered from you
‘:::At.r.nd”h‘mrded:¢}i/er"A!.o" the qbo.'ve -_jliiéiztibi'zeti applicant. Your act not only defuced the
' i}'rifzge of Police but also creatéd embarrassment for the departinent. This is gross

‘misconduct on your partin terms Police E&D Rules 1 975, hence charge sheeted”

(2} For the purpose of scrutinizing the conduct of the said accused officer
with reference to the above allegations, an Enquiry Conunittee consisting of the following is
constiluted.

+ASP Saddar Qais Khan

(3) The Enquiry Officer/Committee shall in accordance with the provision
of this Ordinance, provide reasonable opportunity of hearing to the accused, record
finding and make within 25 days of the receipt of this order, recommendation as to

. punishment or the appropriate action against the accused.

(4) The accused and a well conversant representative of departmental
shall in the proceedings on the date, time and place fixed by the Enquiry
Officer/Committee.

tict’Police Officer
- Haripur

No: 2.2 &- 36 /PA, dated Haripur the 26 "6_.3 /2019,

Copy of above is submitted to the: - -

1} Regional Police Officer, Hazara Region, Abbottabad {or favor of
information, please..

2} Enguiry Officer for initiating proceedings against the said accused

. under Police Efficiency & Discipline Rules 1975.

3) .FC Hay Nawaz No. 722 with the direction to subniit his defense
within 7 days of the receipt of this statement of allegations and
also to appear before the Enquiry Officer on the date, time and
place fixed for the purpose of departmental proceedings.

—

\ DistfHcyPolice Officer,
S Haripur
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Nos{ '){; Htlll.kp‘) 5 2019,

Constable Hagnawaz No.722, while posted at 'S
of undersigned, vide rhny du:ny No.2(

.

Whanpur, i came in the ot
dared 23.02.2019, PS Khanpur, that on 23.02.2019 one Wasif ?1ehmo<h.
/o Munsif anm r/o Ganj Qadeem, District Abbottabad, was on Hle way
towards ix.mral]nmh Via K hannm Wwad. Meanwhile, hn, stopped him and
fenten hisn without any reason. e also thieatened him and took
P 37000/- without any legal oblipation. In this repard, the applicant

suhmitres application befere lh(, SHO PS Khanpur, for recovery of his

amonnt. On his application the said amount was recovered by Constable
Paganwaz and handed over to applicant Munsil Khan, The acts andt

omissions of defavker police official were misconduct nnder Khyber
Pathtunkhwa, police efficiercy and iH:;cipline rules 1975, Ther efore, 1o
was served with charge shaeg and statements of allegations, vide this
offics Pudst No . 228 20/PA d"r;ti 260320149,

) To prohe the alluleonz., Mr. Muhaminad Qais
Sheons, S50/ Saddar, District Havipur, was appointed as enquiry officer, who
prdurted praper (I(_pallmcnml enquiry and submitted his finding, vide
his office Memo No.207 dated 14.05.2019. In which, he mentioned that
and held the charges of misconduct proved against defaulter police officer.
Thevelore, r*nquuv afficer recommerded Bim for appropriate pmmhmuu

4

B Having  gone !hlmwh enguiry  papoerg
recommendation of enquiry officer and personal hearing af accused
Constzhle Hagnawaz No.722. He coull not produce any plausible mmlnrl
in bis defense.. Based on the jahove facts & finding, the charges of
mizconduct against the defautte) r police officer stands proved, Tam fully
satistied  that Constable qu~ lawaz commilted pross misconduct,
Therelore, 1 Dr. Zahid Ullah  Districe Police Officer, Haripuy being
compeient authority under Khyber Pakhtunkhwa police efficiency and

appyoved sar vice for 02 year” with immediate effect.

./ff/a,/ ’{‘O/ ' i I'nslmcpf‘nhcc H[[u er

g)l" . !
1 A - Hakipur 4.

dgiscipline rules 1975, (.vnle:d minor punishment of “forfeitnre of

"
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BEFORE HONOURABLE REGIONAL POLICE OFFICER,
HAZARA REGION, ABBOTTABAD.

4

{Departmenial Appeal by Constabie Hagnawaz No.722 District Police Harlput).

(THROUGH PROPER CHANNEL)

DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL AGAINST ORDER OB NO. 361 DATED

27-05-2019 (DELIVERED ON 21-06-2019) OF THE DISTRICT POLICE

OFFICER HARIPUR_WHEREBY APPELLANT HAS BEEN AWARDED
WITH THE PENALTY OF “FORFEITURE OF APPROVED SERVICE FOR

02 YEARS".

PRAYER: ON ACCEPTANCE OF INSTANT DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL

- IMPUGNED ORDER DATED 25-05-2019 MAY KINDLY BE SET ASID

AND APPELLANT'S FORFEITED SERVICE OF 02 YEARS BE RESTORED
TO HIM WITH GRANT OF ALL CONSEQUENTIAL SERVICE BACK

BENEFITS.

Respected Sir,

1. That appellant while posted df 5 Klam PurtHaripur) was issued with
a Show Cause Notice dated 05-03-2019 by the District Police Officer

Haripur alleging therein:

“that while posted at PS Khanpur Haripur, it has come fo the
notice of the undersigned vide Daily Diary No.30 dated 23-02-
2019 PS Khanpur, that on 23-02-2019 one Wasif Mehmood $/O
Munisif Ali R/O Ganj Qadeem Abbotabad was on the way
towards Rawalpindi via Khanpur Road, meanwhile you have
sfopped and beaten him without any reason. You also
threatened him and took Rs.37000/- from him without any legal
obligation. The applicant submitted application before SHO
Khanpur for recovery of his amount. On his application the same
amount was recovered from you and handed over to the above
mentioned applicant. Your act not only defaced the image of
Police but also created embarrassment for the department. This
is gross misconduct on you part in terms Police E&D Rules 1975.
(Copy of Show Cause Notice dated 05-03-2019 is attached “A").

2. That aforementioned Show Cause Notice was replied expioinihg all

facts and circumstances Of_lr_l‘?- matter in detail, and the allegations

L
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ieveled against appellant were flatly denied being incorect and

aselass. (Copy of Show Cause Nohc,e is altached as “B").

Thal therealler e appellant was served upon with a Charge Sheef -
dated 26-03-2019 alongwiih stalemen! of allegations which was
replied with Ihe same reply as eailier. (Copies Charge Sheet and ifs

reply are atlached as “Ca&D").

That ullimately the worthy Dishiict Police Ofﬁcer HMaripur wilhout
gving any heed lo the Qvermer s OJvanc,ed in defense by
appelant in the shape of reply fo ihe Show Cause Nolice as well s
Charge Sheel awarded him penaliy of “Forfeilure of approved
service for 02 years" through impugned order OB No. 361 dated 27-
@5,20]§ withoul any reason, proof and justification. Bul copy of the.
said ordel was not issued to him. However on his specific request
the some was provided to him on. 21-06-2019, hence insian
departmental appeal. (Copies of application and order daled 27-
05-201¢% are atiached as “E & F").

That in fact after his appointment, the appellant was posled af
Abboltabad where one Wasif Mehmood $/O Munsif Ali R/C Ganj
Qadeem Abboliabad became his friend and developed fiiendly
relations with the appellant. Once his said  friend demonded
Rs.40,000/- as a loan from Appellant. Being friend the appellant
gave him the said amount as a QARAZ-E-HASANA which he
promised would return soon. However considerable time passed

away. The appellant requested his friend for return of the said

- Qaraza. But every lime he put-off his reques! on one or other

preféxi. One appellant was informed that his fiend Wasif was

fraveling from  Abbottabad 1o Rawalpindi via Khanpur. The

appellant waited him and when he reached, he was stopped. On

query, olher people cilso galhered there. Wasif Iold appellant that -

he could give him only 37,000/- and the remaining would be paid

laler on The appellant agreed. The people paiched up the malter.
o\




The appellant {'ecefved Rs.S?,OOO/» from him. Later on he submittedt
a false application 1o the SHO Khanpur and when he was called by
ihe SHO, appeliant admitted that he had received his Qarza from
him. Subsequenily on 12-03-2019 when he was called in a JIRGA of
ihe Elders at Abbotlabad, he admitted his wrong and scribed down
an affidavit on stamp paper and also paid amount of Qanza
Rs‘.th,OOO/- which affidavit in original was produced before Inquiry’
Officer. {Copy of Affidavit dated 12-03-2019 is attached as “G").

Cthat it was a matter of concern, ihat wilhout committing any

fault/wrong or crime as o why the applicant was to give me
37,000/- even in the presence of persons on occasion. | was only d
very low rank constable of police and how could | demand such a

huge amount from a person wilthout any reason or justification from

“one who was not involved in any case and was just traveling on his

way. Inquiry Officer failed to 1ake into consideration this poini. He
has decided the inquiry wilhout applying judicial mind and in an
arbitrary and fanciful manner otherwise t am totally inno_cent and

have commitied no wrong for which | have been awarded penally.

. That no'proper deparimenlal inquiry was conducied, no wilness, if

any, was produced pefore the inquiry officer in presence of
appellant, nor was he provided with @ chance of cross
examination. Appellant was not confronted with any documenlary
evidence nor was afforded fo rebut such document. Appellant was

condemned unheard.

 Thal through out his long service in the police department, the

appeliant always performed his oséigned duties with devolion,
dedication and honesly 1o the entire salisfaction of his superiors and
never provided a chance of reprimand and even on occasions for
1’remendous.service he has been awarded with 1he commendation

cerlificales and cash rewards by his High-Ups.

-—

Mt s
3\




?. Thal in view of the facls narrated here above by no stretch of
imagination the' oppellant can be held responsible . for the
alfegation as has been. incorporated in lhe Charge Sheet as well as
Final Show Cause Nofice due fo which the appellant has been

awarded with the punishment withoul any reason.

10.That if the oppéllam is afforded with the opportunity of personail
hearing he will redlly prove him as innocent by adducing credible.

facts of the malter. '
Sie, in view of the facts and (:ii'cunwwstérwqes narrated her'e above, it is
earnesily prayed that ‘impugned order daled 27-05-2019 passed by the
District Police Officer Haripur may kindly be sat aside and ihe appellant
be resiéred his forfeited approved service of 02 years with grant of all

consequential service back benefits. Thanking you sir in anticipation.

Your Obedient Servant

IV

(Hagnawaz)
;T T Constable No. 722
3.Daled: o /042019, District Police Haripur
N

S\
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This order is bereby passed fo dispose off” departmental appeal
ander Rule 11-A of Khyber Pukluunkbiwva Police Rutes 1975 submitted by Constable Hag
7 Mawaz Mo.722 of Haripur against the ofder of punishiient i.c. Forfeiture of two pears
§ approved service awarded 1o hivn by the District Police Officer, Havipur vide his OB No:
I 361, dated 27.05.2019.
§
¥ Facts leading 1o punishment awarded to him are that he while
& posted at PS Ehanpur, it came into the nolice of DPO Haripur vide daily diary Mo.30
dated 23.02.2019 S Khanpur that on 23.02.2019 one Wasif Mebmood s/o Munsif Khan
v/o Gauj Qadeen District Abbottabad was on the way (owards Rawalpindi Via Khanpur
Road, mcanwhile he stopped and beaten Lim withoul any legal reason. [le also threatened
him and took Rs. 37000/~ lrom him withoul any legal obligation. In this regard the

applicant submitted application belore SHO Khanpws for recovery of his amounl. The
satd amount was recovered lrom Constable Haganwaz and handed over to applicant

A M S SR
viunst i aii.

.
h

Alter receiving his appeal, comments of DO Haripur were
oblained and examined/ perused. The andersigned called him in O.R on 16.09.2019,
heard hinn in person and discassed v i DPO. s Cotrupt practices can not be tolerated

therefore his appeal is filed.
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REGIONAL POLICE OFFICER
& Hazara Region Abbotiaubad

_ . p - e
Moo 33 (& /e, dated Abbottubad the {7 B / ’ 2019
| 2

Copy of above is torwarded o the Distiict Police Officer, 1 taripur
- w/r 1o bis office letier Mo: 5333, dated 19-08-2018 for infonnation and necessary action.
Service Roll & Fauji Missal containing enquiry ile are returned lor your office record.

7 I I

Eoe i L
REGIONAL POLICE OFFICER
E Hazara Region Abboltabad
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BEF )RE THE HON RABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVI E
TRIBUNAL PESHA AR AMP RT ABB ABAD

SERVICE APPEAL NO.1338/2019

Haq Nawaz, Constable No. 722, District Police Haripur.

L e (Appellant)
' VERSUS

Provincial Police Officer, Khybrclr Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar, and others.
| : O e (Respondents) -

RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH! ‘?i !

The Para—mse comments on behalf of respondents No.l, 2 and 3 are

submltted as under:-

PRELIMINARY OBJECTIONS -

A

That the instant Service Appeal is not mamta]nable in the present form
That the appellant is estopped by his own conduct

That the appellant has not come to the Hon’ ble Tribunal with clean hands.
That the appellant has suppressed material facts. from the Hon’ble Tribunal.
That the instant Service Appeal is not maintainable for non-joinder/ mis-joinder of -
unnecessary parties.

. That the instant Service Appeal is badly time barred.

. That the appellant has filed the mstant service appeal Just to pressunze the
respondents. : '
. That both the orders passed by the authormes are as per law and rules, after
fulfilling all the codal formalities, hence, the appeal is liable to be dismissed -
without any further proceeding. o

OBJECTIONS ON FACTS -

I. In reply to this para, it is submitted that the appellant constable Haq Nawaz
sNo.712 while posted at Police' Station Khanpur, District Haripur, was complained
against by a citizen namely Wasif Mehmood s/0 Munsif Ali, caste Awan /o Kanj
Qadeem District Abbottabad.;The complainant moved application against the
appellant to SHO Police Stati:on Khanpur. He narrated that he was proceeding
towards Rawalpindi, via Khan:pur road. The appellant along with others stopped
his vehicle, beat him and snatched Rs.37,000/- from him. The complainant further
narrated that the appellant took his picture and threatened him to upload these
pictures face book and implicate him in any fake narcotics/currency case, if the
appellant told the matter to any person. (Copy of application is attached as
annexure “A”). The matter was reported in daily diary No.30 dated: 23.02.2019,
Police Station Khanpur. (Copy' of daily dairy is attached as annexure “B”). The
acts and omissions of the appellant were misconduct under Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,’
Police Efficiency and Discipline Rules 1975. The appellan't was issued show cause



notice, vide his office Memo No.178 dated: 05.03.2019, to which the appellant
could not give satisfactory reply. (Copy of show cause notice is attached as
annexure “C”), Therefore, he wf'as issued charge sheet and statement of allegations
vide this office Endst: N0.228-30 dated: 26.03.2019. (Copy of charge sheet and
statement of allegations is attached as annexure “D”). ASP circle Saddar Mr. Qais
khan was appointed as enquify officer, who conducted proper departmental
enquiry and submitted his findings vide his office Memo No0.207 dated:
14.05.2019, in which he held the charges proved. (Copy of enquiry is attached as
annexure “E”). The appellant was called in orderly room and was heard in person,
being ‘found guilty of gross “misconduct, the appellant was awarded minor
punishment of forfeiture of 02 years approved service vide OB.No0.361 dated:
27.05.2019, by the District Police Officer, Haripur. (Copy of order is attached as
annexure “F”).

2. Incorrect, the appellant could not give satisfactory reply of show cause notice. So,
he was issued charge sheet and statement of allegations as per law.

3. Incorrect, the appellant could not give plausible reply of ‘charge sheet and
statement of allegations. Rathcf, the charges were proved in departmental enquiry.

4. Incorrect; the appellant took the law in his hands. He stopped, the vehicle of
complainant, beaten him, snatched money and made his pictures. The appellant
also threatened him to implicate him in fake cases of narcotics and currency. The
appellant committed gross misconduct. The matter was probed in departmental
enquiry and his guilt was established through evidence.

5. Incorrect, the appellant was held guilty for commission of illegal activates. The
appellant could not prove his innocence in departmental enquiry. He exceeded his
authority and committed gross misconduct. He joined the enquiry proceedings and
was given right of personal hearing and self defense. However, the appellant failed
to defend himself against the charges. The appellant committed misconduct, for
which he awarded lawful punishment.

6. In reply to this para, it is submitted that the appellant was complained against by a
citizen with specific allegations. Which were probed in departmental enquiry,
being held guilty of misconduct. The appetant was awarded lawful punishment.

7. Incorrect, the appellant was awarded minor punishment of forfeiture of 02 years
approved service vide OB.No.361 dated: 27.05.2019, by the competent authority,
on lawful grounds and justification. Hence, the punishment is sound and
maintainable under the law.

8. Incorrect, the appellant was issued order of punishment well in time. He also filed
departmental appeal against the order of punishment.

9. In reply to this para, it is submitted. that the appellant filed departmental appeal
against the order of punishment to the appellate authority i.e. Regional Police
Officer, Hazara Region, Abbottabad. Who considered the same and after personal
hearing of the appellant, rejected departmental appeal, vide his office order Endst:
No.3316/PA dated: 18.09.2019. (Copy of order is attached as annexure “G”).

10. Incorrect, the departmental appellant authority proceeded as per law and filed the
appeal on lawful justification and cogent grounds. Hence, the punishment is lawful
and maintainable.




‘

Incorrect the order of pumshment and appellate order are quite legal, originated
from proper departmental enquiry, in accordance with law and maintainable.
Incorrect, proper departmental enquiry was conducted. The appellant was given
right of personal hearing and self defense. All principles of natural justice were
observed. The appellant was found guilty of misconduct, and he was awarded
punishment as warranted by the law.

Incorrect, proper enquiry was iconducted, in which allegations were thoroughly
probed. The enquiry officer recorded the evidence in presence of appellant.
Moreover, he was given right of personal hearing and self defense. All legal
requirements were fulfilled during the departmental enquiry. Hence, the
punishment is lawful and maintainable. '
Incorrect, the appellant was dealt with in accordance with law and relevant rules.
So, the punishment awarded to the appellant holds legal force. The appellant was
fairly and as per law.

Incorrect, The appellate authouty i.e. Regional Police Ofﬁcer Hazara Region,
Abbottabad, proceeded as per law. He took into consideration all facts,
circumstances, enquiry pap'ers' and relevant evidence. Being found guilty of
misconduct, the pumshment awarded by the District Police Officer, Haripur was
upheld.

Incorrect, the appellant was gwen right of defense and personal hearing during
departmental enquiry. He was also afforded opportunity of personal hearing by the
departmental authorities. Hence, the punishment is quite legal and maintainable.
Legal.

In view of above, it is most humbly prayed that the instant servige appeal
does not hold any legal force which may graciously be dismissed with

Provincia icer,
Khyber tunjthwa,
Peshawar
(Respondent M9.1)

Regional Police Ofﬁcer,

®fﬁcer ,
I-Iarlpﬁ/r
(Respondents No.3)




BEFORE THE HONORABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHW A. SERVICE
TRIBUNAL PE AR CAMP T ABBOTTABAD

SERVICE APPEAL NO.1338 /2019
Haq Nawaz, Constable No. 722, District Police Haripur.

L e (Appellant)
.f VERSUS

Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar, and others.
..... (Respondents)

W

coﬁNTER AFFIDAVIT

I, do hereby solemnly afﬁrm and declare, that the
contents of comments / reply, are true to the best of my knowledge and belief and
nothing has been concealed from this Honorable Tribunal. .

3 ‘ (R#pondents No.3)
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; L L Ph. I 0095-614712 /0095-611201
Voo T T A .o Vax I 0905614714
' ; ' F-Mails dpoharipuri@gmail.com
3 ; Nr\:(:ﬁé_/f  Dated22-$.2010

. ORDER

(nnal,\ e Hagnawaz Na 722, while posted at PS
[Khampur, it caome in the nmu'-‘ ol nndersigned, vide daily diary No.30
dated 23022019, PS Khanphr, that "on 23.02.2019 one Wasif Mehmood
sfo Muonsl Khan l/n (..m] ().«1(1( em, District Ahhottabad, was on the way
Foward: mwalpinei, ViarKh mpm Road. Meanwhile, he stopped him and

heaten b wirthoun! .my feazon. e also threarened him and took

e 7ann /o wirthont any legal ohlipation, Tn this regard, the applicant

subitred application befort |h(~ SHO PS Khanpar, for recovery of his
Anionnt, O Ias )|\iu.1imn hh(‘ said amonnt was recoverod hy Constable

Haganway and handed mngr to applicant Munsif Khan, The acts ane

omissions of defaulter p()h((‘ allicial were misconduct under Khyher

Pakhinldiwa, police efficie nr\i andd discipline rules 1975, Therefore, He

wan served with charge ‘hc‘(l and statements of allegations, vide this
ot st N 22 .n)/P/\ dated 26032019,

i
L . ' ,
To prohe the allegations, Mr. Muhammad Qaix
.. ey g " I . A e
o S8/ Saddar, Di sivigr Hlm'||mr was appninted as enquiry officer, who

ondueted praper dep; nlmrm Al enquiry and sobmitted his finding, vide

h'. oitlice Memo No 207 rhlrrl [4.05.2019. In which, he mentioned thar

and hield the chirpes of mmrmrlnrl proved against defanlter police officer,
Thervetore engquiry officer v r..nmmr nded him for appropriate punishment.

I
i
I

Co .

"""”EU' frone througah anguiry papers
reconsnendation of r‘n(lnnv afficer and personal hearving of acoused
Consiable thaguawnyz No7278 He canld not prodnce any plansible ground

m s defense, Based an 1hr‘ above faclts & finding, the charges of

mitscondue b aeninzl Fhe (llr"{;nllt'rt" pohice officer stands proved, T am fully

tisfied that Constabie Il1r| NMiawaz commitied gross misconduct
Tharefore, 1 Dro Zahid-1ilah Diskict Police Officer, Haripur being
competent anlhority nonder .!Khyhr“ akhtunlkhwa police efficiency and

fiis:c'iplimf imles 1975, ;iv.).qlrlt,d miner punishiment. of “forfeitnre of

sppreved sorvice for 02 year” wirh immediate effect,
()rrir“’i' annoneced.

01 N.n A6V elared 27.05.207149, -
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3 1 onrigr

This order g herehy passed 1o dispose afr deparimental appeal
nder Rule 1A of Khvher Pakhinnk e Police Rnles 975 submitied by Conatable Iaq ' |

: Lo : '
. f Nawaz Mo 722 or Haripur Aeamstthe ar ey of pnishiient i.e. Farfeitnre 9 Do years

arded to him hy the District Police Officer,

oo
361, dated 27.052010 '

appreved service aw Maripur vide hig OB No:

Facts leading ta Punishment awardeg o him are that pe while
posted at g Kbhanpur, it came.into (he nolice of DPEO Naripor vide daily diary No.30
dated 23.02.2019 pg Khanpur that (jn 22.02.2019 one Wasif Mehmaaod /0 Munsif Khan
/o Gan Oadeem Districy Abbottabad was an the way (owards Rawalpindi Via Kh
Road, meanwhile he stopped and _he.;ﬁi,cn him withau any legal reason, 1o
him and (ook Rs. 37000/- f‘rr)m'hi:m without
applicant suhmified

anpur
Also threatened

any legal obligation. In thig regard the
application before S1109 Khanpur foy ecovery ol his amour, The

sad amonnt iy recovered fron), (onstable Maganway, an handed over ¢n applicant
NMunsii K )

v e g

e

' Aliey rc«‘czﬁ-'frip his appeal, Comments of 1pe) Haripur were
S abiained e examined/ pr.:ru::crl.""l'ij,u: tndersigned calfed him in QR oy 16.09.2019,
l heard him i nerson and disenssed \.\/;érh PO g Corrupt Practices can nof e loterated
§ [
: therefore his appeal i Milee .
J’ 'j :i . PR -,‘.,,,_‘n
: A
f :I ;‘{;:"..tv,."v.-'""‘ "/ ot
. - REGIONAL | L OPFICER
]: _ . i HMazara Region Ahbottabad
: i . -
o o :
‘ ‘1 No. 33 & /PA, dated Abbottahad the /,@/ ? /2019,
‘ S

Copy nrnlm\'_b it forwarded (o the Distriet Police Officer, Haripur
W o Dhia oflice letter No: 5338, dnr«,:‘r[. 19.08.2018 (oo inlormation ane necessary action.
Service Roll & Fanji Migsal r:t.\n!:lini,h:.!“('nrp.u'r\,' file are retnrmed for your office record,
. X ! Al

i r\--}/ $K4 S ‘ i e T
Fr {';;],/%/3,!;"-:0\/‘3 2 REGIONAL POLICT Oppiepp
i e l ; F Hazary Region Abbottahad
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KHYBER PAKHTUNKW#A Al communications should be

addressed to the Registrar KPK Service

SERV_ICB TRIBUNAL_, FESHAWAR : Tribunal and not any official by name.

No. /ST
Ph:- 091-9212281

c /i Fax:- 091-9213262
pated:_1S Z-” 2021 | ‘ axi- 09 ’

o
The District Police Officer,
" Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,

Haripur.

Subject:  JUDGMENT IN APPEAL NO. 1338/2019 MR. HAQ NAWAZ.

~lam directed to forward herewith a certified copy of Judgement dated
12.10.2021 passed by this Tribunal on the above subject for strict compliance.

Encl: As above

REGISTRAR w
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICE TRIBUNAL
PESHAWAR
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