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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRlBUNAl

PESHAWAR

SERVICE APPEAL NO.(B EIO 12024

. Police Department

Abid Khan VIS
S.No. | Documents Annexure | Page No. |
1. |Memoofappeal . | eseemmee- 01-05 |
2. |Affidavit | e 406
3. | Copy of charge sheet along with A 07-08
- | statement of allegation e
4. | Copy of inquiry report B 09-09-A
5. |Copies of show cause notice and| C&D 10-13
' reply to show cause notice - o
6. |Copies of order dated 10.03.2022,| E.F&G :
departmental appeal and order darted 14-19 |
05.04.2022 i
7. | Copy of judgment dated 24.07.2023 H 20-24 |
8., |Copies of order dated 22.09.2023,| LIJ&K
charge sheet along with statement of 2530
allegations and reply to charge sheet - o
9. | Copy of de-novo inquiry report L 31-50 .
10. |Copies of show. cause notice and M 51.53 ;
reply R
11. |Copies of order dated 22. ll 2023, N,0&P ]
: departmental appeal and order dated. 54-58 |
29.01.2024 L wi
12. | WakalatNama - 1 eemeees -1 59

THROUGH:

(TAIMUR ALl KHAN)
ADVOCATE HIGH COURT
03339390916
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Abid Khan, Ex-THC No. 203,
Police Lines, Mradan.

(APPELLANT)

VERSUS

1. The Regional Police Ofﬁcer,‘ Mardan Region, Mardan,

2. The District Police Officer, Mardan. .
. (RESPONDENTS)

APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF THE KHYBER
PAKHTUNKHWA @ SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT, 1974
AGAINST THE ORDER DATED 22.11.2023, WHEREBY
THE APPELLANT WAS DISMISSED FROM THE
SERVICE WITH EFFECT FROM 09.032022 AND
AGAINST THE ORDER DATED 29.01.2024, WHEREBY
o THE DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL OF THE APPELLANT
Filedte—&TY ¢ REJECTED FOR NO GOOD GROUNDS.

Roegastrar

PRAYER:

THAT ON THE ACCEPTANCE OF THIS APPEAL, THE
ORDER DATED 22.11.2023 AND 29.01.2024 MAY PLEASE
BE SET ASIDE AND THE APPELLANT MAY KINDLY BE
REINSTATED INTO SERVICE WITH ALL BACK AND
CONSEQUENTIAL BENEFITS. ANY OTHER REMEDY
WHICH THIS AUGUST TRIBUNAL DEEMS FIT AND
APPROPRIATE THAT MAY ALSO BE AWARDED IN
FAVOUR OF APPELLANT.
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RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH:

FACTS:

1.

[ ]

That the appellant was appointed in the respondent department as
Constable in the year 2012 and has completed all his due training and
was promoted to the rank of IHC with the passage of time. The
appellant since his appointed has performed his duty with devotion
and honesty, whatsoever, assigned to him.

That the appellant was posted as Incharge PP Shaheedian and on
02.09.2021 afier arrival from routine Shabasi, he was on duty as
mobile officer in PS Rustom Mobile where LHC Niaz Ali called him
that he has arrested a young man along with unlicensed pistol of 30
bore and asked to register an FIR against him on which the appellant
replied that the accused along with case property should be brought to
the police station Rustom and then registered an FIR against the
accused, however LHC Niaz Ali without permission of the appellant
as well as concerned SHO registered an FIR No.1057 dated
01.09.2021 U/S 15AA PS Rustom against the accused Kamran on his
own and released him on Malchaka and 02.09.2021 LIHC Niaz Ali
with the connivance of his bother LHC Tariq Ali No.627 called the
accused Kamran to Kacheri Mardan and sent him to the judicial lock
for the reason that on 03.09.02021, the brother of accused Kamran
namely Amir Sajjad with the connivance of Kamran committed o

~murder on which FIR No.889 dated: 03.09.2021 u/s 302/324/34 PPC

PS Toru was regislered in which the accused Kamran was also
charged for the commission of offence so as to entitle the accused
Kamran for plea of alibi in that murder case.

That on the basis of above reason charge sheet along with the
statement of allegations were .issued to the appellant which was
replied by the appellant in which he denied the allegation and clearly
mentioned in his reply that neither he prepared the Murasila of the
case nor dictate any one and stated that the instant Murasila has been
written by LHC Niaz Ali and also brought it to the police station
without bringing to his notice and he neither prepared judicial
remained nor signed it and requested to send.the same [or FSL for
analyzing. He further stated that Niaz Ali and his brother intentionally
did fraud and sent Kamran to judicial lock up on his bogus signature.
(Copy of charge sheet along with statement of allegation are
attached as Annexure-A)

That on the basis of baseless allegations. inquiry was conducied
against the appellant in which no opportunity of defense was provided
to the appellant as neither statements were recorded in the presence of
the appellant nor gave him opportunity of cross examination.
Moreover, the inquiry officer did not conduct proper and regular
inquiry to dig not the realty aboul the allegations nor sent the Murasila
to FSL for authenticity, but despite the appellant was recommended




for major punishment. (Copy of inquiry report is attached as

Annexure-B)

That show cause notice was issued to the appellant which was replied
by him in which he again denied the allegations and gave real facts
about the matter. (Copies of show cause notice and reply to show
cause notice are attached as Annexure-C&D)

.~ That on the basis above baseless allegation, the appellant was

dismissed from service vide order dated 10.03.2022  without
conducting proper and regular inquiry. The appellant [filed
departmental appeal which was also rejected on 05.04.2022. (Copies

- of order dated 10.03.2022, departmental appeal and order darted

05.04.2022 are attached as Annex ure-E,F &C)

That the appellant then filed service appeal No0.620/2022 in this
Honorable Tribunal, which was heard and decided on 24.07.2023. The
Honorable Tribunal allowed the appeal of the appellunt, sel aside the
impugned orders and directed the respondents to conduct de-novo
inquiry in the matter strictly in accordance with law /rules and also
directed “the respondents that the ‘appellant be reinstated for the
purpose of denovo inquiry and shall be lully associated with the
inquiry proceeding by providing him fair opportunity of personal
hearing and cross examination, (Copy of judgment dated 24.07.2023
is attached as Annexure-H) :

That in the compliance of judgment dated 24.07.2023. the appellant
was reinstated into service for the purpose ol denovo inquiry vide
order dated 22.09.2023 and charge: sheet along with statenient ol
allegations were issued 1o the appellant, which was replied by the
appellant in which he denied the allegations and clearly mentioned in
his reply that neither he prepared the Murasila of the case nor arres
the accused and he also neither prepared judicial remained nor signed
it and previously requested his superiors to send the same for FSL for
authenticity. He further stated that Niaz Al and his brother done al
these illegal acts with due deliberation with accused Kamran without
informing him and the superior officials. (Copies of order dated
22.09.2023, charge sheet along with statement of allegations and
reply to charge sheet are attached as Annexure-1,J&K)

That denovo inquiry was conducted against the appellant in which
again no proper opportunity of defense was provided 10 the appellant
as neither statements were recorded in the presence ol the appellant
nor gave him opportunity of cross examination but conducted in
questionnaire form. Moreover, the inquiry officer did not conduct
proper and regular inquiry to dig not. the realty about the allegations
nor sent the Murasila 1o FSL {or authenticity, but despite the appellant
was recommended for major punishment. (Copy of de-novo inquiry
report is attached as Annexure-L) -



10.

12.

That show cause notice was issued Lo the appellant which was replied
by him in which he again denied the allegations and gave the same
stance in reply to show cause notice as given in the reply to the charge
sheet. (Copies of show cause notice and reply -are attached as
Annexure-M)

. That on the basis of baseless allegation and without conducting proper

and regular inquiry, the appellant was again dismissed from service
with effect from 09.03.2022 vide order dated 22.11.2023. the
appellant aggrieved from the ‘order dated 22.11.2023 liled
departmental appeal on 05.12.2023, which was rejected on 29.01.2024
for no good ground. (Copies of order dated 22.11.2023,
departmental appeal and order dated 29.01.2024 arc attached as
Annexure-N,O&P) ' L

That the appellant now comes to this Honorable Tribunal to file the
instant appeal for redressal of his grievance on the following grounds
amongst others. :

GROUNDS:

A)

B)

C)

D)

I)

That the impugned orders dated 22.11.2023 and 29.01.2024 are
against the law, rules, facts, norms:of justice and material on record.

‘therefore, not tenable and liable to be set aside.

That no proper and regular inquiry was conducted against the
appellant because no proper opportunity of defence was provided (o
the appellant as neither statements were recorded in the presence ol
the appellant nor gave him opportunity of cross examination to dig out
the realty about the allegations, which is against the law and rules and
as such the impugned orders are liable to set aside on this ground
alone.

That the Honorable Tribunal clearly mentioned in its judgment dated
24.07.2023 that the appellant shall be fully associated with the inquiry
proceeding by providing him fair opportunity of personal hearing and
cross examination, but despite no proper opportunity of personal and
cross examination was provided to the appellant which violation of
judgment dated 24.07.2023 of this Honorable Tribunal.

That inquiry in questionnaire form has discouraged by the superior
courts in its various judgments, but in-spite-that the inquiry officer
conducted inquiry against the appellant in questionnaire form which is
violation of superior courts judgments.

That the appellant clearly mentiohgd in his reply to the charge sheel
that neither he prepared the Murasila of the case nor arrest the accused
and he also neither prepared judicial remained nor signed it and



F)

G)

H)

b

B

previously requested his superiors to send the same for IS|. (or
authenticity. He further stated that Niaz Ali and his brother done all
these illegal acts with due deliberation with accused Kamran without
informing him and the superior officials, but neither the inquiry
officer conducted regular and proper to dig out the realty about the
allegations nor send it to FSL for verification, which is against the
norms of justice and fair play. '

That the appellant denied the allegations- in- his reply to charge sheel
and gave the real facts about the allegations, but the inquiry did not

proper inquiry by considering the reply of the appellant and has

punished the appellant for no fault on his part, which is not tenable
under the law., ' ‘ '

That the appellant has right of fair defence under Article-10-A of the
Constitution of Pakistan which was not observed by the inquiry
committee during inquiry proceeding, which is’ clear violation of
Arrticle-10-A of the Constitution of Pakistan. '

That the appellant has been condemned unheard and has not been
treated according to law and rules. '

That the appellant seeks permission of this Honorable Tribunal to
advance others grounds and proofs at the time of hearing.

It is, therefore, most humbly ;prayed that on the acceptance
of this appeal, the order dated 22.11.2023 and 29.01.2024 mas
please be set aside and the appellant may kindly be reinstated into
service with all back and consequential benefits. Any other remedy
which this Honorable Tribunal deems fit and appropriate that may
also be awarded in favour of appellant.

APPELLA]
_ Abid Kh
THROUGH:

(TAIM I KHAN)
ADVOCATE HIGH COURT
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL

PESHAWAR
SERVICE APPEAL NO._- /2024
Abid Khan y§S .Police.Departmen't
AFFIDAVIT

I, Abid Khan, Ex-IHC No. 203, Police Lines, Mradan, (Appellant) do hereby
affirm and declare that the contents of this service appeal are true and correct.
and nothing has been concealed from this Honorable Tribunal. MSS

DEPONENT
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1, Dr. Znhiﬂ Ullsh (PSP ], Dtsmct Pollca Ofﬁcer Mnrdun, BS: cOmMpetent
uuthonty. hereby charge IFC Abid Khan No 3293, while posted s In-charge P. P Shaheedun (now undcr
suSpeﬁswn Police Lines Mardan), as per attached Statement of Allegatlons )

)

R _ By reasons of nbova.', you appanr to be guilty of masconduct under *’ohcc Rules.
1975 and havé rendered yourself liabie to ali or any of the penallies specnﬂed fn Palice Rules, 1975.

.

~2, . You are. thereforc, required :b submlt your wntten defense wul.hiu _,ugy_ s of the
receipt of this L.harge Sheet to the Enquiry Offi ccr, :C) tho case moy be. ;. .
- W . " Ir )
3. Your written * 'ﬁafense, if any, should each ;lh'e E.nqulry' Officers within the:,

specified peruod failing which, it shafl be presumed lhnt you have no defense w0, put-m and in ﬂml «.nsc. ’
ox*pnm: action shall follow agaanst you.
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I Qr. Znhlg mlgh {PSP), Dlstnct Policg Offi e;: Mj lm, as competem authon tty_

,(now under susPcnsion Police Lines Mardan) waS
© S$DPO Rural Mardan affice lem'!r No. t299/R dated -09-202.1:~i~, ..—:. ,,

' ) On 0l-09-202! he nccompaluad by LHC Niaz' Ala No ‘1697 cic um.an.d
* one Kamran rfo Nawan Killey Toru with a (30) bore without number and unlicensed pistol & (0S) rdynds
durmg routine patrolling vide case FIR, No.!057 datnd 01-09-202). U/S 15AA PSiRustam.

2) On 02-09-2021, hc (IHC Abid Khan) has prepored ‘Remand Judncml
Chullan and sznt it to the Court through Constubla Aydz No.1663 wuh,pdvace thit the accused is wuiling .
at Mardan Katcheri, On reaching Mardan Katcheri, he found LHC Nlaz Ali No, 2697 along-with accused
Kamran, so he handed-over the Remadd Judicial papers to LHC Niaz All; who !produced the aceused lo
. the Court wherein the accused couldn’t produce any surety, so the Court fined him .of Rs.1000/-, but
intentionally the accused regretted by*not paying the fined amount, so:he was ‘sent to Judicial Lock-up.
The main purpose behind preferring Tydicial Lack-up was that 0@03-09-2021 brather of accused namely
Amir Sajjed committed murder vide case FIR No.889 dated 03-09-2021'U/S 3¢ 2/324/34 BPC PS Tory, in
which, he (accused Knmmn) was alsqfchnrged far the commxssmn of crime. '

3) As per SP/Investigation Msrdan v:de his: offi:a Ielter NQ.531/PA Inv:
dated 06-09-2021,-highlighting that sccused Kamran in connivanc: wilh- LHC »tuhammud T'uriq Ne.627 -
o' PAL Office Mardan énd hig brathe#LHC Niaz Ali No. 2697 6f PP.Shaheed:a {(Now both suspsnded)
registered the nbove quoted cass agonst himself, -because an the day, and at the time of otcurrence,
gecused Kamran was not present on the spot and no direct recovery hos been méde’'from him. whilc on the
next day (02-09-202]), accused Kamran was handed-over. to Constable Ayua Ali Nu.1663 wilhou
handcuffs in the Court, wherein before the, concerned "Magistrate, ngcused K.q;nrm resited *from his
statement and was sent to Judicial Lockup Mardan, Fram the prchmlnnry enquiry, it has been found that

accused Kamran in connlvanes with LHC Muhammad Tanq has planned his entrince to Mardun Jml uad
this fact has been accepted by all. 1
4) From the above discussion, the involvement of THC Abid Khan in this
episode/plan can’t be ruled-out, s . I

For the purpos; of scrutintzjrfg the conduct of the said nccﬁséd officiul with
reference to the nbove allegations; Mr, Adnan Azam SDP 'iS 'ls nom[nated as En Officer.

The Enquiry Officer shall, in accordance with thie provision of Puhce Rules 1975,
provides reasonable apportunity of hearing to the accused Police Officer, record/submit has findings and
make within (30) days of the recelpt of this order, mommendanons 8s 1o pumshmant or olher apmopnuli:
‘nction ugainst the nccused Official. - - .

I'l'-IC Abid Klmn is dnrected t0 appeur befare thc Enqmry,Ochu: on 6' dau. +
time and place fixed by lha Enquiry Officer.

" Dishict Péticd DiTicer
s, Mardam
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ALLEGATIONS:-

' : Better /legible Copy

G DI R 1

% ABID K 03293

. Kindly refer toyour office diary No.226/PA, dated 01.10:2021

Whereas. IHC Abid Khan NO.3293, while posted as In;charge PP Shaheedan (now undler
suspension police lines Mardan) was found negligence forthe following irregularities as per
SDPO Rural Mardan of office letter No.1299/R dated 07.09.2021. ' :

1) on 01.09.2021, he accompanied by LHC Niaz Ali N0:2697 etc arrested one Kamran R/o
Nawa Kalay Tour and recovered a (30) bore ‘pistol without number and license & (05)
rounds from "him during routine patrolling vide case FIR No.1057 dated 01.09.2021 .
15AA PS Rustam. C 1 '

2)  On 02.09.2021, he (IHC Abid Khan) prepared Remand judicial challan and sent to the
Court thraugh Censtable Ayaz No.1663 with advice that the accused is waiting in
Mardan-l(acheri. On reaching Mardan Kacher, he fotind LHC Niaz Ali No.2697 along with -
atcused Kamran, so he handed over the remand judicial papers to'LHC Niaz Ali, who
produced the accused to the Court wherein the accused could-not produce any surety;
so the court fined him Rs.1000/- but Intentionally the accused regretted by not paying
the amount, so he was sent {o judicial lockup the main purpose behind preferring
judicial lock up was that on 03.09.2021, the brother of accused Amir Sajjad committed
murder vide case FIR No.889 dated 03.09.2021 u/s 302/324/34 PPC Police Station. Yory,”
in which he (accused Kamran) was also charged for the-commission of crime.

3)  as per SP/Investigation Mardan vide his. office letter No.531/PA/Inv, Dated 06.09.2021
highlight that accused Kamran in connivance with LHC Muhammad Tariq No..627 of
PAL Branch office Mardan and his brother LHC Niaz All Na.2697 of PP Shaeedan (now
hoth Suspension) registered the above case against himsef, because on the day and at
the time of occurrence accused Kamran was not present on the spot ‘and no digcl
recovery has been made from him while on the next day (02,09.2021), accused Kamigdn
was handed over by constable Ayaz Ali No.1663 without handcuffs in the court, wherein
accused Kamran was sent to judicial lock up Marjjan. From the primary inquiry, it-has
been found that accused Kamran In connivance with LHC Muhammad Tariq has planned
his entrance to Mardan jail and this fact has been accepted by all. ’ ,

4) From the above discussion the involvement of THC 'Abld. Khan in this plan/episode

" cannotbe ruled out. : ’ . '

PROCEEDINGS . , : PR
The understand conducted enquiry in the subject matter where the alleged
office was called to the office and enquired about the matter, his written statement was alse .
recorded and placed on file. The delinquent officer stated in his written statement, that'neither -
he irote the Murasila: of the above. cited case nor dictate anyone. He stated that the instant
Murasila has been written by LHC Niaz ali and also brought it to police station without bringing
in his notice. On the samie to FSL Peshawar for analyzing, He blamed LHC Niaz Ali.of PP
Shaheedan for the whole blinder that the intentionally did fraud and assisted accused Kamran
charged in above citied case and sent him to judicial lockup on his bogus sigiature. He further

' stated that LHC Tariq is the brother of LMC Niaz Ali and accused Kamran is his dlosed friend

who prepared the proper plan for the whole scenario. He further disclose that on 01.09.2021,
after arrival from routine, shabashi he was ori duty as mobile officer in PS Rustam mobile where
LHC Niaz Ali called him that he has arrested a young man along with an unlicensed pistc{;30
bore and asked to reglster an FIR against him. Hence, ca case FIR No.1057 dated 01.09.202}
u/s 15-AA PS Rustam was registered against Kamran S/o Noor Habib r/o Nawa Kalay and |
accused was released on Machalka by LHC Niaz Ali, Mardan called the agcci:sed Kamra:v to

Kacheri Mardan and sent him to judicial lock-up knowing the intention of committing crime of
Kamran. "o



P

Corsty hoas wanh meifidn here that ..hu"n;b J)!'blliﬁlllxu'\' inquiry ccnduc'r::l by wiE, b cxu.-:um. :
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i vrier w0 further pmhc the malter. investigation officer &lang wiih case [ile was Lanru tw the
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rdated 03062021 uss 3324754 PRC PS Tory, il came o surfece t"l Sihe micused Fanwun wis
Creheancd on hail on.the wrodfids that he was charged and: arrestéd in case FIR No. 1037 dews
092027 uis 133 A TS Rustam at lhe, time of occuirence ol tie murder, vide Order Mo (i dutad;
17692021, Moreaver., durig. chalking of FIR ‘the fucation of nccuml Fararan was mw-t, i

Mewsn baly Toru rond (CDR copy alt.:med) : . , : ‘
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It is wBrES mention here that during preliminary/inquiry conducted' by w/SP investigation
Mardan:she (IHC Abid) admit that FIR registered u/s 15-AA had been brought in his noticé‘-‘ Y,
the LHC Niaz Al and he agreed with it while now he has been found refused from the instznt .
proceedings. So a clear contradiction have been found in his previous and present statemen)i.
I order to further probe the matter, investigation officer along with case file was called to the
office and the case file was thoroughly perysed. Form perusal of the case file of FIR No.889
dated 03.09,2021 u/s 302/324/34 PPC PS Toru, it came to surface that the ‘actused Kamran -
was released on bail o the grounds that he was charged and arrested in case FIR No.1057
dated 01.09.2021 u/s 15-AA PS Rustam at the time of occurrence of the murder vide.Order
No.04 dated 27.09.2021. Moreover, during chalking of FIR the location of accused Karman k
was noted at Nawan kalay Toru Road (CDR Copy attached). ' '

. ' - it
Recommendation :

f:li!:,
,X-

. :Beﬁer /legible Copy - @/} N

b TR

Keeping in view enquiry conducted, the undersigned reached to the concl'u§ip:i
. that the delinquent officer registered FIR against accused Kamran without checking the
accused and case property. Similarly, he also deviated from the registration of FIR and. his

signatures therefore, he is found guilty and recommended for Major punishment if agreed,
. please. - |- N : - . ' .

No3ga/st-SMT . 2 S -
Dated 13.12.2021 : : .

sdf-

_ Adrian Azam Khan e i
Deputy Superintendent of Police, ;'
- S.MT Circle o

-

i

I
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. guspénsion*Ra
Rural ant

one Kamran o
. during rouun? palmlling vide case FIR No.

to tha Sourt
On-reachin

- Kamean, so e hended-over the Remand: Judicial pppers to LHC Niaz Ali, who
the Court wierein the_ aceused’

intenuonaily
The main pu

"+ Anir Sajjad"Fommitted murder-vide case FIR No.8€9 40 Bared 43-00°3021 /S 307334/34 PEC PS

whigh, he(

RS

registered the

accused Kamran was not prasent on'thespor and nq direct recovery has
next day (0"o09-2021).

handeuffs in
stetement and

" accused Kamran in connivance with LHC Mul\nmmad Tariq has planng
thts fact has been aceepted by alt.

.-

be mled-outs )

Mr. Adnan Azam SDPO Sheikh Maltoon ¥

pursuance of

holding responsible you aof gross m
OR on 02-02-2022, during which, you,

. dau:d 06-09-202t, hnghllghtmg lhst
oP PAL Office Muidaly

OFFICE OF THE . 571 - -
|§*rmc'r POLICE OFFICER" 5
-1

- MARDAN e
fn Na. 093730270109, & Fax No: psar’émui X

I- [ 1. Smats dnomdo@omallone C
YA’ L Dated 71

3

HOW CAUSE &911’ ck’

1HC Abid Khay Eggzox, while posted [PF' ‘Siahéoddin (Qow under
Adnes” Mardan) ; wag-fop :ofncgtigzncc far ﬂ'\f fo_llowng}mgg]aﬁncs. as pcr SD O .

ot

LHC Niaz All.'No 2697 etc:arrested
30) bors without number gnd unticensed plstol & (05) rounds
wsv dated 01-09-'2021 uss ISAA PS R.usmn

ERNAL )

!nzi

ot'hcc letter No. 1799"{ dated 0'1‘09-202 [f%

PRSI

h‘l l) On 01.09-2021, yml ar.numpamed by
awan.Killey Toru witha

. -

b 1
.

2) On 02-09-202[ your tidve prcpnred &emand*lndlcial Challan and seat it
mng Constable Aysz No.1663 with advios:thst the‘accused is waiting at Mardan Katcheri. .
Mardan Katcheri, -Consiable: Aysz found LHE Niaz All No., 2 97 along-witlt accysed -
uced the pccused 1o
finég him of Rs.1000/, but
hs was sent to Judicial Lock-up. ~
2021, brother of accused namely
Tory, in. -,

so the Court
by aat paying the fi ned amount, so
. behind preferring Judicial Lock-up was that on 03-09

cauldn't prodtﬁc any surety,
& accused regread

nusad Kamran) was also chmd for tha cominission of crime. i .

‘Astiper. SPllavesﬁgkuon Mardml .ﬁde his: offico’ lestér: NosﬁallPA[tnv ,

aeamd Kamran in congivance with LHC Mubammad Tarig No.627

his-brother NG Niaz Al No=2697 of:PP Shalieedan [Row qusngpendcdx R
case against himself, because on the day and at the time of eceurrenco,

bedn mado from hizs, while on the

accused Kamran was’ hended-ovcr 10 Constable Ayaz-All Ne..1663. without

tho Court, whestin before the cancemed Magtst;ate. accused Kamran eesifed’ from his

was sent to Judicial Lockup Mardan, From the preliminary cnqau:y. it haa been Tound that

od his entrance (o Mardan Jml and.

-’.1: 3')

v ¢
TGS TR

abave ‘quo

.
.

4).:. From- the ahove dlseusswn. your involvement in'this cplsodelplm can l L s
d\e course ‘of Depamml Enqulry, conducted by '

ide his office letter No.634/St-SMT dated 13-12-2021, in- .

of Disciplinary, Action/Charge Sheet No.226/PA, dated Q- 10:2021,
isconduct & recoinmended fie "You'weee heird in

opjmajos punishment,
have filed lo° prcscnl nny plausible'reason in yopr defense.

In this wunection. during

this office Statemnent

Therefors, it Is proposed 0 lmpose MajorIMmor pmal:y as envisagcd under

Rules 4 (b) of the Khyber, Pakhtunkhwa Puhca Rulu 1975.

Hence, 1or. Zahid Ullalt (PSP) Dlsuict Pohse Gfﬁw Ma:dan. in excrcise of the
in me ander Ruls 5.3} (2) & (b) of the Khyber : Pakhtunkhwa Potice Rules 1975 call upon
Causg anlly as to why the progosad punishmat\t should nntbe awarded to you. .

power vested
you o Show

Your reply "shail reach this oﬂ' ice wiﬁuin o7 days of recnipt of this Nrmce. fa;hng '
which. it will be presumed that you have no axplsnanon to offer. -

*

Tibes %] appear for pu-sonnl hcaring bcfora the undcrstgned

Receifedtbiw

R.{ Police Kinés Mardan (Attehﬂon Rzader) to defiver this Notice upon the alleged offi ciad & the
themqf shall tid rummed to this nfﬁce wuhln (05] dnys poslnvely for oanrd nectssmy ncuon

.

«
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ORDER ON. FN()[:IIRY or IHC ABID I\HAN NO. 3293

This oeder will diqpuscvnﬂ'u Departmentul Enquiry undes Pelice Rules

3579, initiated against the THC Abid Khin on the report of SDPO Rural eircie cantuining the

s o criminal nq_.hg,n:m.c and gross misconduct. Hrief fauts of lh,e cage are hat-

During rantine patrullm;: on 01-09-2021. HC' Abid Khay u:o.'?lm &

/i: I W Al Na2097 eie ol PP Hlmhct.d.m .u'rcxh.d Kamean r'u Nawan lullcv !mu withs

it

.

0 hore wnliscenced piswel along with five buflet rounds.and a msc l IR N 1057 dated [11-00-

TS ISAA DS, Rusiam was reg istered ngainst him, - .
On the nev.i'duy IHC Abid Khun pvepnrcd 2 repent for obtaining
judicicl pavinnd and sent i1 to the Count thmugh Cuonsiable Avaz No. 1663 with advice thut the

wused .{.uuran wlll be waiting ul T\ldl’dun Kutcheri: On re aching. 'fvimﬂ:m Katcheri.

R ":f‘.'f' ik Mmd LRI Na;“.'.f\ln .- 2697 who way sumdm-u \mh "Lt.lt\cd !wmr.m. 8

Santeit iy VAL lnmdc;l-ov&r the repurt Tor obtaining juil al remud 1o 1.HC Niuz rah. The

te, s 268 s s roduead 1 e Court b\ LYC Niaz Adi wherein, the ‘I(:L'Ll‘;t.’t’ "nuldn"l praduce

. f8-

-,

AT

EXPEE A
.

Loatieh Tre v seni W judicial tock wp. The umm mutive behind sending the

sl wais
avvased W judicial Jock-up was thut on n3-04-2021 the bmllu.r of accused numels Anic
hupad e to comit m wrder with the connivanec of his brother and (e als.inu;u:nl official,
cuse vide FIR No.889 dated 03-09-2021 U/S 302/324/34 I’I*C P

D adey o, o Torn was

cowsterad i whivh the accused Kanwan wisss atlsu L'mrg.ul for the anmu.:.mn ol offence.

St s worth m‘.nuonmg that >i1lisw:.sl|gnuon Starclan vide fug ol

R RTRRY Q:E:!‘ vinv: dated. 06-59-2021 nlso lu;,nh,htal the dred N e i

et that e
BT :‘,..‘.,.¢.\ w 'i

IIC Abist Fhan, LHC Niaz Ali No, ?-.6‘}_7 and LIC Pariy Adio madutidely gon

coasaeral the nleve memioned case so s to ontitle the accused tor pled ol wlibi in . ey

.
P

wosy aths e audue R T T TR

.

nresented i court withou hadeul for waitling Bimw

. . >

v ek up . . )
. i . ' )
' R . . *
) - . .
' . - Pagelui
. . :'
.
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sv b U aeed bun zx.-...uu(a.- but the gecused did Aot pm' fiwe nbovd mentioned”
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OFFICE OF THE
DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER,

MARDAN
Tel No. 0937-9230109 & Fax No. 0937-9230111

Email: dpomdn@gmail.com

No.2125-27/PA - Dated 10/3/2022

ORDER ON ENQUIRY OF IHC ABID KHAN N0.3293

This order will dlspose-off a Departmental Enquury under Pollce Rules

1975 inmo’fed c:gmnsf IHC Abid Khan on the report of SDPO Rural circle contammg the

allegations of criminal negligence cmd gross misconduct. Brlef facts of the case are that-

During routine patrollmg on 01-09-2021, HC Abid Khan No.3293 &
IHC Niaz Ali No.2697 etc. of PP Shaheedan arrested Kamran r/o Nawan Killey Toru with o
30 bore unlicensed pistol along with five bullet rounds and o case FIR No.1057 dated 01-09-
2021 U/S 15AA PS Rustam was registered agalnst hlm

On the next date IHC Abid Khan prepured a report for obtaining
;udlcml remand and sent it fo the Court through Constable Ayoz No.1 663 with advice that the
accused Kamran will be waiting at Mardan Katcheri. On reuching Mardan Katcheri,
Constable Ayaz found LHC Niaz Ali No. 2697 who was standing wnh accused Kamran, so
Constable Ayaz handed-over the report for obtcunmg ludicnal remond to LHC Niaz Ali. The
csccused was produced in the Court by LHC Niaz Ali wherein, the accused couldnf produce
(sic) the Courf fined him Rs. IOOO/ but the accused: did not pay the above. mentioned
fine due to which he was sent to |udiciai lock up. The main motlve behind sending the
accused to ]udtcual Iock-up was that on 03-09-2021 the brother of accused namely Amir
Sajjod had to commit murder with the connivance of his brother and the delinquent official.
Later on, a case FIR No.889 dated 03- 09-2021 U/S 302/324/34 PPC PS Toru was

registered in which the accused Kamran was also charged: for the commlssion of offence.

s worth mentioning that SP/Inveshganon Mardan vide his office order
No.531/PA/inv: dated 06-09- 2021 also highlighted the fact that accused Kamran in
connivance with IHC Abid Khan, LHC Niaz Ali No. 2697 and LHC. Tonq Ali malafidely got
registered the above mentioned case so as to entitle the accused for pleo of alibi in a murder
case and the accused Kamran was presented in court without handcuffs for entitling him to

judicial lock up.




is office lerxcr No 634781-SMT dutea 13-12- ;u..:.. i wae
ceused

m\'anm. by tnlsc.l) irplicating the a
ted 03-09-2021 /8 302 1*4:.,4

;':mn'.v.:nuu J i

; eikh ’Vlaltoon \ndr
ﬂt..hn([llu\l official neted in von
gave him from. FIR Na.889 dat

nl' uus\i nus\.umluu .md henee r
27 e failed to p\esc.m any

(2-02 ”(l--.
d thh a Finu} Sho

13
.mur pitence 10
hnldmg.lii( Abid Al umhy

went. During his, hewring”in ()R on
he (IMC Abid Ali) was serve
L \\ulcs-hl?i *~:.urd vide 1this

3

on in his defense. therelore.

Jer Hwht.r l’ukhmnl-.hw.l fakict

02:2022, to v-hu.h. bis reply WS n.um.;l ~md lnum\ unpadiguciory.

?l.‘- Y

s, duted 07

2

vlm.h. he failed

OR o ()9-03-2!)-2. Juring v
imdmg.s of thc

e
£L
(f ' 1c Mm‘l Ali was hesed in
3
;4ny phusnblc. reasons in his defense. therefore. keeping in vu.w the
' Otficer. & matertal,on ru.;mi Ihk. ailcgumm teveled against the da.lmqnent mhcml prdimey
1 raved, therefors, Gwe arded him mujor punishment ol dismissul from service with
e offeet. in exercise of the powes vested in me undu Pnhu: Ruka—ll}'h
L7V é"-}‘v’? ) . . .o . . . /-/"
. . ) o P
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. t.h;w lm rwarded for mlormation & nzu-~tu n-
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',I'_i,_}c G5 (Pulive Oftice) Mardan with ) Sheuts. ' '
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'SDPO Shelkh Maltoon vide his office letter No.634/5t-SMT dated 13-12-

2021, it was (sic) delinquent official acted In connlv’unce'.by falsely implicating the .accusec_l {sic)

. offence to save him from FIR No.889 dated 03-09;2021 U/S 302/324/34 (sic) holding IHC Abid

Ali guﬂty of gross misconduct and hence recommended for punishment. During his hearing in O.R
on 02.02.2022, he fciled to present any reason in his defense, therefore, the (IHC Abid AII) was
served with a Final Show Cause under Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules, 1975, issued vide this
office No.____/PA dated 07-02-2022, to which, his reply was recelved and found unsatisfactory. -

Order . .
IHC Abld Khan was heard in OR on 09-03-2022, during which, he falled

to give any plausible reasons in his defense, therefore, keeping In view the findings of the

Enquiry Officer & material on record, the allegations leveled against the delinquent official

have been proved therefore, awarded him major punishment of dismissal from service wath .

immediate from, in exercise of the powers vested in me under Palice Rules-1975.

-No.633

 Dated ___/03/2022

Sd/-
(Dr. Zahid Ullah) PSP
District Police Offi icer,
Mardan.

Copy forwarded for information & n/action to:-

1) The DSP/HQrs, Mardan. ‘
2} The P.O & E.C (Police Office} Mardan.
3) The OSI (Police Office) Mardan with { ) sheets..
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Ri- . Onuceepiance of ths ipped arder datid 10/03/ 2022 passed
© by DBOZPSE may please be sl aiide und the sppellant miy
prem'berdu-mcﬁim?uvkabymdugmwwﬁm A

Respected Sir, .

1 Tha appeliant wus appolated a4, comtable i 2007 and succenfully

.7 compleied courses and thén wansfoned  ELITE force where the
_appellint pefarmed bis duclos. with 2} and full devation. .(Capy of

A ‘l'hut‘ the sppeliant best seavice was Mﬁmy appresiated mniﬂlti gﬁmled ’
! commendation cersilleates ahdmbpdww_bw'pe:fmng&w_t..

{Copy Aasched) . : . .
3. ‘Thus the appellant catire sesvice Is unbletiabied and there v oo single .
+ compiaing ogwinst the sppeliant during his entice service.
4, Th wppellunt was dismissed from service an 10/03/2023 on the ground

* uppelont 08 Innotemt  and

falscly/intenionally implicared in the cusc .
seevice.(Capy of Disminyal ordez datcd 10/63/2022 is aumuched).
3, The dismissal arder fs iliegal agaloss low vad ‘facts and ilable w be W

aside on the follawing grounds.

o e,

&, Becuusc the appellant neither scribed/dicwted/signed the murasilta sor .|
e aeresied the acoused. : . o i
B. Becanse for taking judicis! cemand of the, accused, the remand wis also

not wighed by the uppellant and the scribed signed of appeliant is bogus

and bagedt malaGide, and having some ulteriof motives by other officials

who planned this story, . : ' N
« ::;::‘" the appellant: dlio broyght these facts of fake dgn_ci;; n the

_ @Wmmwcy didn"t vedified my signatures and weitings P
o o

Scanned with CamiScanner
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o gy relevant experty’ snd o sent it (o Porensiz Sciene e Laboraiay .
(sl ot mateling sigharures wid wiitngs, e

s LHC o Al and s e LI Mol i doe

o) Tiese Wegal ‘akwy with_ due deliberations and icmgﬁp’lxmimg'. with'
Jcouied Kasirani without Jgfmmia g the ‘appellant and”the superion
Mulimmud Tosig, A o

. Becuinse 0 _impgx@iﬁquky wis conducml;

. Teéuse the “ippelling was not provided opporunity of fait ttial-os

civissped in Article 10-A. of the Constitution of Islamis Republic of

Piistan: and pociple -of nahumk fusice by nor. providing . the

opparIniyy 10 cross examing ilie acoustd and officials,

G. Because the appellant baving unblemished service ucor'ii«'b{;'ubanl 18, -

 HhBecause the et s i sale bicad eamer of s family, -

L i thetefore, humﬁly requented it by peceplance of"t:l.ﬁs
depirtmental appeal the ardet dated 10/03/2022 may kindly by set.
aside and the appellant muy kindly be peinutated with all Yuck - -

Duediroya Apipdiait”

Abid Khan{{HC 2,
$/0 Kbion Gul .

RJO Sawalither ekl and
District Mardin '

Cantact No. 0346-'-54915‘)3

Sc;mned with'CamSIéanner




offence

(‘.ORDEB, R S /éz

’ - . N ’ .
“This order will dispose-off the departmental appeal prefarred by Ex-IHC

Abld Khan No 3293 of Mardan District Police, against the order of District Police
Officer, Max’dan. whereby he was awarded major punishment of disimissal from service

vide OB: No., 833 dated 09,03. 2022 The appeliant was proceeded against
"departmentally on the basls of report of Sub Divisional .Poiice Oificer, (SDPO) Rural,
. Mardan containing the allsgations of criminal. negligenca and gross misconduct. '

. As on 01.09.2021 during routine patrolllng. delinquent Officer and. LHC-
Niaz Ali N0.2697 elc of Police Post Shaheedan Police Statiun Rustam, Mardan arresled )

Kamran rfo Nawan Killey. Toru with a 30 bore uniicensed pislol along with five live

- rounds and a case vide FiR No1057 dated 01 OB 2021 u/s 15-AA Polica Station

Rustam was registered against him.
. On the .next day l.e 02.09.2021 the dal(nqueht Officer drafted application
for obtaining judicial remand and sent it to the Court through Constable Ayaz No.1663

.~ with advice that the accused Kamran will bg walting at Mardan Katcherl. On reaching
Mardan Katcheri, constable Ayaz found LHC Niaz All No. 2697 Who was accompanied :

by accused Kamran, so_consiable Ayaz handed-over the sald documents to LHC Niaz
Ali. The accused was produced in the Court by LHC Niaz Ali as he (dccused) couldn't
produce any surety so thé- CourL awarded ham punishment of fine o the tune of
Rs.1000/-, but the accused did not pay the above mentioned fine due to which hé was
sent {o judiclal lock up. The main motive behind sending the accused (o] ;udlc;ai lock—up
was that on 03-08-2021 the brother of accused namely Amir Sajjad had lo commil

murder with the connivance of his brother and the delinquent Officer. Later on, a cuse.

vide FIR No.889 dated 03.08.2021 U/S 302/324/34-'PPC ‘Police 'S{étion Toru was
registered in which the accusgd Kamran was also charged for the commission of

. ', It is worth mentlomng that Suparmtendent of Potrce lnvestsgatmn. Mardan

vide his offica letler No. 531/PA/nv; daled :06-08-2021 'a!so high!ighted the fact ihat
accused l_(amran in connivanca with LHC Tarig Ali, dgllnquent Officer and LHC Niaz Ali
No. 2697 malafidely got registered the',above mentioned case'so as to enlilie the
accused for plea of afib In a‘m'urder case antl the accused Kamran was presented
before the Court without handcuiffs. ' '

Prapar depanmental enquiry prnceedmgs were initiated against him ‘and

- enquiry was entrusted to Mr. Adnan Azam Sub Divssional Police:Oficer (SDPO) Sheikh

Malloon, Mardan. During the course of enquiry it was proved that the delinquent Officer
in active connivance with accused Kamian bocked him in the aforemen!ioned case for
extending benefits as (he accused and his brother hiad managed/planned the murder as
a result of which they succeeded m thelr design and 02 persons lost their lives vide

.case FIR No.869 dated 03-09-2021 U/S 302/324/34 PPC Police Station Toru. The

enquiry ‘Officer held the delmquent Officer guilty of gross misconduct and recommended

for major punishment. During his hearing'in Orderly Room on 02-02-2022 by the District
Police Officer,, Mardan, he falled to present any. plausible reason in his dafense,
therefore, he was served with a Final Show Cause Naticel to whlch -his rEply was

- raceived and found unsalisfactory.

- v avwm ea—
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. . . The ‘delinquent Officer was agaln heard In Orderly Room on 08, 03 20

ﬁ\ by the Distrlct Polxce Officer, Mardan but this timé too he falled to present’ any cogent

reasons in hus deianse. therefore, he was awarded major pumshmenl aof dismlssal from

service with tmrnadiaie effect
Feellng aggrieved fromthe order of Dlslrlct Palice Officer, Mardan. the
appallanl preferred the instanl appaa! 'He was summoned and heard in person in

" Orderly Room heid in this ofﬁoe on 34.03.2022, : '

' From the perusal of the enquiry ﬁla and service recotd of the appeliant, it
has been fouhd that allegations leveled against the appaliant have been pro\red beyond
any shadow of doubt. Moreover, the Invastigating Officer of case FIR No. No.888 dated

. 03-09-2021 UIS 402/324134 PPC Police Station. Toru also affirmed the involvement of
appeiianl in this heinous cnmlnal case because Ca!l Data Record of accusad Kamran

revealed that he was present In his village Toru despite his arrest in case FIR No. 1057

‘dated.01.08.2021 U/S 15-AA Palice Station Rustam and on the very next day he came

- . to District Courts, Mardan from his home whera from he was. sent to District Jail -

Mardan The accused Officer namely Abid Khan No. 32093 (appellant) staged the drama
of the FIR for sending accused Kamran lo Jail just to facilitate him in a murder which the
brother of the accused planned to cqmrmt aftar two days. Hence, the involvemenl of

appellant in such like' activilies is clearly a stigma on his conduct. Therafore. the "

retention of appeiiani n Poiice Department will stigmatize the prestige of enlira Palice
Force as instead of ﬁghtmg crime, ha has - himself Indulged in criminal “aclivities.
Moreover, he could'not prasent any cogent justification regarding his innacence.

Keeping in view the above, |, Yasean Farooq, PSP -Reglonal Police
Officar, Mardan, being the appellate "authority, find no substance in the appeal
therefore, the same Is rejectad and fi led baing devoid of marxt

13

Order Announced.

e ————————

. . : ' Reglonal Police Officer,

. Mardan.

No. o2 2 éﬁ IES, . Dated Mardan the (‘DT" / b [4 12022,

Copy forwaided to District Pohca Oﬁlcer. Mardan for information and‘
necassary wir to his office MemO' No. 628 dated 25.03.2022. His Service Record Is

retumed herewith.
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ﬁ Poestenrar caund wehors ™, deeided on «d.02.2023 by Dpvision Henely comprising of die. Kalon drxined Ko, ¢ hoif
awld Pureehss Pugl. Member Rxveiuive, Khyber Pakluunkinea Seevice Tribunel, Peshuvwar.,
. . : ' - £
Y - -

© Servioe v -, (iZIIL'Jﬂ'.‘? llllé;l “Ahid Ahun \'-»r.’tiu The Provriy ‘li’ull-u' 'Q()I..m.', Rlpiwr Pokhinmnking
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL,
- © _PESHAWAR: : .

BEFORE: KALIM ARSHAD KHAN ... CHAIRMAN'
' FAREEHA PAUL - ... MEMBER (Exccutive) -

Service Appeal No.620/2022

) . Date of presentation 6f’Appeal...{..-...._....26;04.20;2 p
Date of Hearing................. [STPPRINT ..24.07.2023
Date of Decision........ eesneeenenann...24,.07.2023 - -
Abid Khan, ExJHC No. 3293; Incharge PP Shaheedian .
Mardan...... frrdsesemisirnissniseni s ndppellant
St Versus

1. The Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhturikhwa Peshawar.- .

2. The Regional Police Officer, Mardan Region- Mardan, o
3. The District Poligé Officer, Mardan..................... (Ré.’s'pondenrs-)

‘Present: . . , , _ , .
Mr, Taimur Ali Khan, Advocate........ . -neeewennFOr the appellant

M. Fazal Shah Mohmand; » L
‘Additional Advacate General. ................. wevasener FOT respordents.
'APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF THE KHYBER
PAKHTUNKHWA . SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT, .1974 -
AGAINST. THE ORDER DATED-10.03.2022, WHEREBY -« =
THE APPELLANT WAS DISMISSED FROM SERVICE, = -
- AGAINST THE ORDER DATED 05.04.2022, WHEREBY
- THE DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL OF THE APPELLANT
HAS.BEEN REJECTED FOR NO GOOD GROUND

- JUDGMENT

E
kﬁyh'_ *

il
Cryjen f;-:‘,::_-’“kh wy

KALIM ARSii’AD KHAN C.]-lIA'lRI\"lAI.\.I': Factsrof; the ca;se as s_i;at,ed in thBesauy Slnar
:'mémo bf 'éppeél are. that fappeliant'.wés'appoingéd in thej respondent
department in.the year 2012; that hg was posted as incharge Poli_ce'P'ost
. Shaheedian an,df'im 02.09.;202_1 aﬁe'r arrival from.rou.timl:"Shabﬁhsi, he Qas
. \

on duty as mobile officer in.the Police Station Rustam mobile where LHC

Niaz_’,Ali.‘called_vhim that he ‘had arrested a young man 'namely Kamran
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Nervice dppoad Voo 02002002 st “Abid Khan versus e vamual Paller. Citther, Llnber” Publimskine,
Loshaiar et -others ", dosded on 24,072,203 by Divistan Basely eotapeising of Adr., lem’.«h Attd K, € hotsringes,
el Fusels :"uu! Mewter Ewcitive, Klipber Fakhunklivg Servir Trlhmud Puslinear,

_ (2
alongwnth unhcensed plStOl of 30 bore and asked to- reglster an FJR agamst
. himon whlch the- appellant rephed that the accused alcmgwlth case property
should be brought to the Police Statlon Rnstam and _then ~registered an ]f'IRl
against ’the aec'used',‘ however-,'L-Hd Niaz Ali '\-Nithout 'p'enn'ission of the -
appellant and concemed SHO regtstered an FIR No 1057 dated Ol .09, 202[
U/S 1SAA PS Rustam agamst the accused Kamran on h:s own: and released ‘
. him on Machalka and on 02.09 2021 LHC Nlaz Ah ‘with the conmvance of
his brother LHC Tanq Ali. No. 627 called the accused Kamran to Kacheri
Mardan and sent. him to the Judnclal lock up | for the reason that ‘on
03.09. 021 the brother of accused Kamran namely Amlr Sajjad wrth the
connivance of Kamran commttted a murder on whlch F]R No. 889 dated |
03.09. 2021 U/Ss 302/324/34 PPC Police Statlon Toru was registered in
which the accused Kamran wids also charged for commlssnon of offence so-
as to facnhtate the accused Kamran to get benefit of plea of alz-bz in a mur del
. case that -on the basns of above reason, charge sheet alongwnth statement of
‘ allegattons were served and repl;ed by the appellant in whtch he denled the
' 'allegatlon and clearly menttoned in hlS reply that ne:thel he ptepared the
.Mux rasila of the case nor dtctated anyone and stated that the Mur asila had_
been. written by LHC Nlaz Al; and also brought that to the Po!lce Statlon
without his notice. Slmllarly he nelther prepared remancl Jjudicial nor signed .
that “and requested to send: the same fm FSL for analyzmg, that the -

‘ respondent dcpartment conducted enqurry agamst the appellant that show

- cause notrce was 1ssued to the appellant, whlch was pldperly rephed by the

appellant° that ﬁnally the appellant was - dlsmlssed ﬁom semce wde

thpugned order dated lO 03 2022 that. feehng aggrleved ‘the appellant
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Servior vl No 6200002 rided “Abid Rl sorsus Phé Provineiat Polten (il Il'n-l-.a Makbakinea,
Postunvar auld vethies”, lrdend on 24,07 20133 l') Divisionf Heach ssunpriang ql S155 Aol dehad Klum, § harean.,
st Forecha I'unl d'lmui\erh\camw Kisvher Prglusmrkings serser Tribunad, Pestmyar,

* preferred .d'epal:tmentell- appeal on' 17.03.2022 which was rejected on

105.04.2022, hence, the present service appeal,

| 02. On receipt of the appeal and its admission to full hearing, the -

-respandents were summoned. Respondents put appearance and contested the .

s

appeal by filing -written .reply i"a'ising' therein numerous legal and-factual

oojectione.' The defense setup Qes-a.total denial of the claim of the appellant.-

. 03. We have heard'le'arned counsel ""fo'r the appellants and learned |

.fopport'umty of cross _exam_lnation, which is violation of law-and rules and as

such the impdgned orders'are liable to be set aside on this ’gro{md alone.

Additional Advocate-General for respond_ents. s

- 04. The Leamed counsel for the appellant argued that the appellant was

“innocent and the . allegatlons leveled agam hlm was totally wrong and

baseless; that no matenal in‘support' of the alleg'ations against the ap'pel!ant
was 'av_ailable but.even then. the inquiry’bfﬁcer has"wrongly held that the .

allegations agamst the. appellant stood proved that i mqunry conducted agcunst

 the appellant was not accordmg fo. the prescnbed ploceduxe as neither

statements were recorded in. the presence of the appellant hor gave hlm ‘

-

..

05. ' l..eamed Addtttonal Advocate General argued that the nupugned
oudens were accoldmg to law facts and norms of Justtce hence liable to be
maintained; ‘that plea taken by the appellant was baseleps, because he had
'been properly proceeded agamst departmentally by issuing himcharge sheet
wnth statement of allegations and full opportunity of hearing. He submitted

that the durmg the i inquiry proceedmg,s ‘the appellanl had been- pioperly

4

Kllvlvev\Puklunkhw’w . :
ServicE Pribnm- . :
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Srn:m- ipxeal Nu, B00°00°2 tiileat ".:md.' Kbon \w.mv: T Prvincinl Police (Qiver, .’\'II_.I"N.'f Aatdmmbines,
Poestonner and oiliers ™, deeldid un 24.07:2003 by Division Hench cusnprisiig of Mr. Kalim Jdeshisd Kian, ¢ svman
vt Vareotia Pugl, Kember Exceutive, Nhrher Pakbiuking Service Tritunal, lestunear.

heard in Orderly Room, but he had failed to present plavsible reason in his

defense, hence, he i"lad" served with final show ca'us.e’ notice, the reply of

‘which found uns:;fisfactoxy.. Further submitted tbat the appellarit had.-beeQ |

heard twice- but he had failed to jué,t-ify his’ innocence, therefore, major

penalty of dismissal .from service commensurate with - the gravity of

misconduct of the appellant. ‘He -concluded that the stance taken by the

appellant was-baseless becatise he had been treated in éccorda_nce with Iaw.'

Therefore, he requested .foArf dismi_s,sal'"of the instant sel'vice%-éppeal;

06. " During the coﬁi'se of -arguments, learned counsel for the appellant
. reférréd to the consolidated judgment dated 25.10.2022, passed by the

' Tfibunal' in Service Aépeai N6.569/2022' and stated that case of the appellant

N ]

was similar to the a]bpe]ldnts,- of the above: 'mentioned ._s.ervice appeal,

' therefore, instant‘servicé appeal might also be accepted on the same footing.

. The concluding’ Para’ of judg’fnen‘t in Servi'ceiAppea]_-’No.569/202'2 is

reproduced as under:

“In view: of the above discussion; the. appeal in

hand as well as connected Service Appeal begring

.No.570/2022 titled ““Tariqg Ali Versus District.
Police Officer. Marda#i and rwo others” are
allowed by setting-aside the impugned orders and-~
the appellants are reinstated ¥ service for the
purpose of de-novo. inquiry. The de-novo inquiry
shall be completed within a period bf one month of
the. receipt f copy of this judgment, strictly in
accordance withﬁrele’vqnt law/rules. Needless to
. mention that the appellants shall be fully
© associated with the inquivy proceedings by .
providing them fair-opportunity to cross examing

. the wilnesses as well as production of evidence in
their defence. The issue of back benefits shall be
subject to the ouicome of de-novo inquiry. Partiey.,
are left to bear their own costs.’ File be consigned s
to the record”. o g

| ttmahawar
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5"‘” 24 'l'l\ a No d"t’?!)“l’ mled “Abid Khan veesny The i'rnwmful Pulive {){)im Khviwr I'nl.luum!nr.n
Pashovar und pthors™, decidosd on 2N, 72023 hy Divisioit ffencl’ emprising o v, Kelim | Arsheied B, § it
atted Fere Jm Pund, ‘-fuu[url.'.l..ulmr Ah;fw Patlunuklnra S.nfw bllmml Pesluirur,
-

v .
-

07. . Perusa] of record reveals that the present appellant has also not been -

gwen proper opportumty of defence. No opportumty of Cross exammanon

, . . ' : e
: has been provided to the appcllant dumng-ﬂle course of inquiry proceedmg’s

After the, occurrence lnquu'y was. conducted the copy of which was also not
glven to the appellant and IJy |ssumg a f' nal show cause notlce the
lmpugncd order of dnsmnssal from service has becn passed whnch cannot be

suslamed

0_8.' ‘Thcrc-\forc,"‘wc' a_llow thi's appec!, .set.as.i.de‘flle-:ilnpugned orders and
direct that de-novo -inquiry be condncted in this rna-ttcr.. Wc '.I’ui'ther direct
that the appe]lapt be rennstated for the pmjpose of dc—novo inquiry. The sa:d
mqunry is to be conducted wdhln 30 days af'the rece:pt of Judgment strictly
m accm dance with Iaw/ruies The appellant shall be ful!y associated WIth the.
mqmry proceedmgs by provndlng him fair- oppm tumty of personal heaung
and Cross examination. The issue of back benehts shall be subject to the

outcome of de-novo mqunry Consngn

.09' Pronozmced in open Courf at Peslmwar and given under our hands

rmd /he seal of the Tribunal on. llus 24 tlay of ijv, 2021

KALIM ARSHAD KHAN
Chalrman
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DISTRICT POLICE OFFIC:,
MARDAN
Pod Yo €7 8 i graBhid bo bua Mo GO3T wd iy,
Linabdpo mardad@ivahoo.csn
’ AN T e R S A U M i
R o
QR DER
r o camnpbnee ol the orders of Hooea i D0
! feibum,d conuuned o 2907 2023 m service dpposd e b e 0l

lpoernal Aeccunchitry Bt oagh, ¥P, Beshoovar letrer Do 0000 v 0 D
daved 20.09,2023, B HE Adud Al Mo, 3293 & heraby 0 v obie 0
| the purpore of de nove woguany vath immaediat: etivat.

L Mr. Abdul Hayeo, Proepad EPTE S 50s00 0 :
: appainted as voqudry ottraer. M shall subaud e badime oo ot Lan

. period posfovuly,
OBNo. 9.3 A
Duted. 37 [2 /2023 e |
MNajeeb-Ur -Rebiean oy 1Y
Dt Poli oo Uffigey
o Mardan i
¥

Z{ *?,;f/hc. dated 222 7 07 /2023,

Copy for infu mation te the!

10 Regional Pobice Oftieer, Mardan. -

L2 Superintendents of Police, BQr, City, Roral 2 Saddo “Leden
3. Superintendeat of Police, Investigation, =3 v daii
o+ Bistrict Accounts. ofhaur, Mar (iam : i

L i)SP/l egal Lo
‘DSP/HQ:

[
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Pége_N‘o. 25 - 2 Beti:er Copy/jjj _
OFFICE OF THE
DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER
MARDAN : |

Tel No.0937-9230109 & Fax No. 0937-9230111
Emaik upto-mardan@yahoc.com

ORDER

In compltance of the orders of Honouroble KP service Tnbunol announced

on 24.07.2023 in service cppeal No. : 620/2022 & DIG Internal -

Accountcbility Branch, KP, Peshawar Leﬁer No. 1459-62/CPO/IAB, dated

20.09.2023, Ex-IHC Abid Ali No. 3293 is hérgby re-instated in service fior

the purpose of de-novo enqdiry with immediate effect.

.y
o

Mr. Abdul Hayee, Principal EPTC, ‘Nowshera s hereby appointed as
enquiry officer. He shall _'submif his finding :‘r'eport' within stipulated period

positively.

OB No. 1923

~ Dated: 22.09.2023

B (Ndjeeb-ur-Rehman Bugvi) PSP
. District Police Officer
' Mardan

No. 4952-60/EC, dated 22.09.2023.

Copy for information to the:-
Regional Police Officer, mardan '
Superintendents of Police, HQr, City, Rural & Saddar Mardan
Superintendent of Police, Invesﬂgqhon, Mardan,

District Accounts officer, Mcrdon
DSP/Legal

DSP/HQr

PO

PA

oSl

VONO>OLAWN -
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OFFHCE OF THE ._ ol
Tgaacv POLICE OFFICER, .
L MARDAN . B

s Tel No :0937-9230109 .8 Fax Nof 0937-9230111 ’
Email;
| g

CHAL G]_.‘,____L‘l@n-NOVO PROCDEDINGS)

l - rred

.IL‘DB-UR-RLIIMAN BUG\ I aP Dustnct Pohce Officer Mﬂlddl‘l as

competent authority, here by charge HL Abid Khun No.3203, while posted as Tn-char ge p.p Shnhccclan

—
4-

{now Police Lines Mardarf), 3is per ammhed Statement of Allegnti’ons

t

LI}
-
!
i r

- o T

n.-.ona E . Lbove, you appear to be guilty of misconduct under Police Rules.

I ) T B .
: 1975 and have rendered ygu élﬁ&mb!e to all or any of the pennltles specnf' ted in Pohce Rules, 1975.
b . oL
H i . ) : . )
2, . Youare, ﬂxeffﬁfore. required to submit your written defense within 07 days of the-

rccﬁipf of this Chargé Shept jo the Eu';qyiry Officer, ns the case mj:y be.

i i Coe

3 e le: wrltten defense, it any, should rench the Enquu-y Officels within the
specitied per IOd tailing whi h, ft shali be presumed thnt you have no defense to put-in and i that case.
ex-parte action shall follaw. amst 3‘au. S , %

: (
. ) - lzwu ate whether you desnred to be henrd in person ‘
. f © CoL !

(Nsueeb-ur—Rehmnn Bugvi) PSP
" " District Police Officer, Mqrﬂ.m
b ,\} -



mailto:rtnnmdn@nmall.com

i ; MARDAN

i Tol No. 0937-9230109 & Fax No. 0937-:92301%1 ‘ LY
' Email: dpamdn@amall.com .

7 L ' |
Nu, < - /P.E& i f ‘ . s Dated /O 7 10 /2023
_&L&gﬁ_ . ) D ‘
" DE-NOVO I}ISC[PLINARY ACTION Lo e

1, NA& JDL‘B-UR-REHMAN BUGVI u_’él’l, Dlstnct Police Officer Murdau, us

)
conmpetent uuthority am oﬁe opmton thet THC Alml Khan No,3293, lumselt liable to be plOLLCl'L([
f Ilqwnng acts/omissicas within the meamng of Pt v.e Riiles {973,

:»~"l i

;‘ .,'- [

against, us e committed th

Y

3
s_fo'f mvn"m'r OF ALLEGATIONS L

! {
Wihetéus, IHC Abid Klmn No0.3293, while posted.as ln-charz,u P.P Sh':hu.dun
tnow Police Lines Mardan) z:oi"toufﬁ 1eghbencs. for the - followmg, uregulnutles, as ner SDPO Rural

=" Mardan ufficy letter No.128 9/{1 duted 07-09 2021 ¥

~

_ l ép 01 09-2021, he’ accompumed by LEIC Nzaz Ali No.2697 etc arrested
v Kamran /0 Nawan Kll{lf:j Toru wuh a (30) bore without numbcr apd- unhcensed pistol & (03) routids

) _~iuring routine patrolling vi leg.nse FIR No.1057 dated G1-09 2021 uss ISAA Ps Rustam.

2) ! On ﬁ”-D9-‘2021 he (IHIC Abid ,Kh."m) has prepared Remand Judicial
Chiallan and sent it 1o the G m,lt through Coustable Ayaz No:1663 with advice'thal the accused is waiting
al Mardag Katcheri. On ret ch‘.’mg, Mardan Katcheri, he found LHC Niaz Ali No. 2697 .:iung-walll accused

Kanean. so he handed-ove f: R[:mund Judigial pupers to LHC Niaz Ali, who produced the accused (o

the Court wherein the ace 's d coulJn ’t produce any surety, ‘so tlie Court fined him,of Rs. IDU(?/- but

>

mitenhndly she accused rggifetted by not paying 'he fined amaunt, s0 he was sent. to Judicinl Lock-up,

Pl mauin puspese behind
r vide JJSE FIR No.§89 daled 03-09 -2021- U/S 30"/3"4/34 PPCPS Turu, in

whieh, he taccused Kamrap) jvas ulsn charged tor fhe commission of crime.

erring J_udxctal Locl\-up wug that on 03-09-20"] brothea of accusdd munel
Sonir Sajjud committed muy d*

by
. ,.fuh qi‘llnvestxgatlun Mnrdnn vnde his office’ Icut.r No. 33[1I’A/uw

-
e,

.
Ry
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.

" From the above disciission, the in;:olverrgent of THC Abid Khan in this

episode/plan can't be ruled-qut]’ o
5 i‘. .

For(the purpcse of scrutmizmg the conduct of the suid uccused official \wth
gl " t

reference to the above ullegn’ﬁ

as inguis

r Olficer to cond

The Eﬂqmry Ofﬁcer shxlll in accordm\»e Wiﬂl‘tne provnsmn of P0|ICL Rules 1975,
provides reasonable opportuhily of hesrmg to the accused Police Off' icer, record/submit his findings and

muke within (30) days of the rdceipt of this order, recummendnttous Bs 1o pumshmenl or other uppnopnale
L] N . .
action against the accused ofifi all . “ “_

o~
. ‘ <

LH!.‘ bid Khnn is directed to uppcnr before the L'nquu'y Officer on the datc+

tine and place fixed by the [Enlmlry Of’r'icer ) p

Reecived by L )’C Abid Khan
S o noaegsl -
e :—T\:" L3 o l"}lﬁi i - i (Nnjeeb-m-Rei an Bugvi) PSP
: ’ Distriet Police Officer, Murdun,
J l T ” . !

Copy lorwarded to t‘he’ Principal EPTC Nowshera 'Afér-informinion.‘&',.‘furtlier necessary action with
refercnee to his office letter Nd,3685-86/EPTC/NSR dated 02-10-2023, '
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The Inqii(y Officcr(PSP),
Principl ILPT Nowshern in Denovo Inquiry.

Respected sir, -
Repl /st
. Thatl

completed

t ment of Abid Khan THC submltted as under:
1
appomted as constable in 2007 and successfully .

ol rses zmd then tlansfened to Elite Force where I

3 S
performed nhy dutxes thh zeal and fully devotxon.

;

2. That, Ip e best service in highly -appreciated and also -

granted cor endanon certxﬁcates and cash prizes on best

© -

performancy. [Copy} .mached) L

L2

That, my] entire s’éérvice is unblemished and there is no single

complain agaiﬁsf?}né-during my entire service,
l

4, That, 1 was chsrmssed from servu:e on 10 03 2022 on the
grounds of mlsconduct however, I am umocent and -
fdlsclyhntentibnally unphcated in the case and. dismissed from

service.

_ iy 7 o
5. That, dis FJ“SS&[ order is illegal agamst\ law and i‘acts and

: et o ——

liable to be $e* asndeFoq the following grm..n_ds‘ .

_ i .
Grounds: f’ . ' !

7
’

,,//; » That, be¢a m? I n‘her scri Jed/dedxcated/mgned the Murasila

i nor i arr ? clﬂaelaccused
N v o That, becapse for taking jUdlClal remand of the accused, the
RN remand ya alsofnot sngned by me and the scribed signed of
i mine is c{gus and based malaﬁde and having some ultenor
motives ‘onher,&ofﬁmals vc{ho planned this story.
H | i '
o That, betause I hlso brought these- facts of fake sngn ete. in

§
faf Suqtenors but ’they didn’t venﬁed my signatures .
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« That, be
15 years

o That, be{ b

Prayer:

Itfi

lnquiry ]:s T

innocent
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i (El Tax;Lq done all ;heée i}legal acts with due’

'ofns and.consultations with accused Kamran without

4 u}e and the superiors officials/inquiry officer
hs CDRz of both Njaz Ali and Muhammad Tariq.

sal1Se nolir‘npartial :nquiry was conducted?""""“ e

SR . ! :

alise I s'vas not provided .opportunity of fair trial as.
d m Artlcle IO-A of the Constitution of Islamic
f-f Pais*r‘ an and prmcnple of natural justice by not

[
s the uppqrtumty to cross examine the accused and

g e

i :

cause [ having unblemished service record of about

I -

ig there humbly prayed to vanish the mstant Denove

n,yas malaﬁde]y involved in the sald act being

s
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5 - Abid Khan (IHC 3293)
' S/0 Khan Gul
O Sawalclher Tehsﬂ & District Mardan.

Contact No. 0346-5491598
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1:Mardan )Ietter No 49ZOIEC dated 26.00.2023 Annex-A

o

Kindly refgr o DP, N

K16z

and DIG |AB CPO Pe Flwar “léttér No. 1459-62/CPOIIAB dated 20.09.2023 Annex-B.
The undersigned was e tyi{q.rs}ed for de-novo enquiry in the case of IHC Abid Ali No. 3293.

Brief fact bffitie caseris that IHC Abid All‘No.. 3203 was dismissed by DPO

Mardan an the charges “iThat v.ihlie posted as’In Charge PP Shaheedan (now police line
mardan) was found nepli enceifor the |rreguiant|es, as per 'SDPO Rural Mardan Office
letter No. 1299/R datec 07 09.2021. Copy of Show Cause:is. attached as per Annex-C.
Having aggrieved with he orders. the official file appeal in: Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Service
Tribunal. The Honourg Tnbunal in |ts decision dated 24.07.2023 set aside the
impugned order and dir *c'{ De-novo enquury; in the matter' .

PROCEEDINGS OF THE ENQUIRY

requested vide this offic letter*No 3685-86/EPTCINSR dated 2.10.2023 (Annex—D) for
|ssuance of Show Cau

'r

.ﬂand unlicensed pistol and 05 rounds during routine patrolling
ase FiR No. 1057 dated 01 09.2023 U/S 15AA P8 Rustam.

' 2021} u/s 302!?24/34 PPC PS* Toru, in which, he (accused
m.an) was also charged for the commission of ¢rime.

I ; ...u:—(..... PO U S A
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¢c. As :3 r~SPIl‘ esilgatlon Mardan wde his office tetter No. 531IPAIInv
dated 06. OE[J 2021, highlighted that accused. Kamran in connwance
wit (,LHC Muhamm_ad Tarlq No. 627 of PAL. Office Mardan and his
br h’Fr LHC. Niaz ‘Al No. 2897 of PP’ Shaheedan (Now both
SUgp: nded) registered- ihe above quoted case against himself,
beg; Le on; the day and at the time, of occurrence, accused Kamran
wa ot present on the spot and- no. direct recovery has been made

. fra hlm, whlle on the next day 02.09.2021, accused handed overto -
A!yaz All No.. 1663 w:thout handcuffs in the Court wherein before
th ncerned Magnstrate, accused Kamran resiled from his statement
an dﬁ s_fent ‘to Jumcal Lockup  mardan. _Fror_n the _preliminary
AT endfulty, it t;as been found that accysed Kamran in connivance with
T P LH sMuhar 1mad Tarig has planned hls entrance ta Mardan Jail. and

thi fiact has been accepted by all ,

d. Frcn’ithg,,ab \{e discuqsmn the involvement of IHC Abid Khan in this

: ep[sddel plan can't be ruled out.

¢« I .
The charge héet was recelved by IHC Abid Khan and submitted his reply to

enquiry officer on 11. "0‘2023 (Annex-F) On 11.10. 2023 .DPO Mardan was requested
vide this office letter NQ. : 791-9?JEPTCINSR dated 11.10. 2023 (Annex-G) for provision of
relevard record and -re *ording statements of the officidls in cannection with the enquiry.
Based .on the reply subimltted by IHC Ablcl Khan, statements of witnesses FC Sajjad
Ahamd 2979, FC Wakgel N 2644, FC Ayaz Ali No. 1663, ASI Khalil ur Rehman, LHC
Niaz Ali and LHC Tarig|: P dlstnct mardan were recorded.and made the part of the enquiry.
Statement of IHC Abi l;\han was Cross axamined Statements of IHC Abid Khan and
Statements of the wi Jses were also cmssed examined, All the statements.and cross

examination/ cross que t,ons were signed from the watr.es=.

On 13.10. éOZS re!evant record ie Dally Dairy Report (Annex—H) .and
Photocopy of FIR Nag. ;pﬁAAul 1057 (Annex-J) were, produced/ perused in detail.
Furthermore, statemerl‘s of Mc]"rar PP Shaheedan. HC Amijid , Muharrar PS Rustam
ASI Yousaf and the then Mohacrar PS Rustam AS| Zahoor were also recorded and made
part of the enquiry. e f : S +

! T SR

e

o
- e
e e et ity o

-

= -
Foae e ——
1y




. That |

as appdfnted as constable in 2007 and successfully completed

W,

coursgs lEmti then transferfed to Ehte Force where i performed my duties
with zéaj and fully devotlon

. ;That Ithue best servnce in highly appreciated . and also granted
COMME! ation- certn" cates and cash prIzed on best performance.

. .That entlra?semlce is unblermshed and there Is no smgle complam
againgt tne during my ent;re service.

. That, {vas dismissed frdm serwce dn 10.03. 2022, on the grounds. of

mtscomdrct hqwever. iam innocent and: falsely/ intentionally implicated

in the

and dismissed from service.
2 lfl;sat: order is illegal. agamst law.and facts and liable to be set
D thefo wing groynds.

d:{:'s . |
That be’cause 1, neither scribezil dedicated/ signed the Murasila
ner i arrested the accused. '

sz ﬂ because for “taking judicial. tfemand of the accused, the
td

i§ bogué and based on malafide and-having some Llltenor motives
bb other officials who planned thjs story.

and was also not signed by mie and the scribed signed of mine

T-lat because | also brought these facts of fake sign ete, in the
nr‘gtice cf Supenors but they didn't verified my signatures, and
tmbs from any ' re!evant experi and ner. sent it to Forensm
iﬁlboratory (FSL), for matching sig natures ;n&" wTr;tm—g;m h .
TLat, bécause the LHC Niaz Ali and his’ borther namgly’ "LHC
I\%uhammad Tarlg done -all these illegal acts with due deliberations
and confy_ltatlons wlth acetised Kamran without mformlng me and
ths §upu! Aers ofﬁcialslinqusry officer perused the CDR of both Niaz-

b,rfd Muhammad Tarig.

at, b cause no lrnpartlal mqmry was conducted.

at, because | was not prov:ded opportunlty of fair trial as
€ |V|saged in Amcle 10-A of the Constitutlon of islamic Republic of
P@kistaq .and pnnmpal of natural justice by not providing the

pa:gtumty of cross ‘examine the accused and officials.
Tilat bécause I he‘cving unblem;shed service record of about 15

x
]

years. i ;

Tﬁat because | was the sole bread earner of my family. *




| stated t
the incharge and LHC
was run/maintained by
summoned, neither ha
signed the Challan/ Fal

\&as posted at PP Shaheedan at that time. IHC Abid Khan was
z Ah was Muhalrar of PP Shaheedan at that tlme Dally Dlary

e l seeﬁ the Murasslla nor l have seen the accused. |'have not

d. Hence this is my statement and is based on truth.

On 02.09.2023,
Magistrate. Meanwhile
of 15 AA in the custody
will come to the Katchri
Katchiri LHC Niaz Ali v
of LHC Niaz Ali, IHC -

e 2M.Lof fC Wakeel:No. 2644 is reproduced as:-

o
E:{l‘

i lobtained challan from PS. Rustam and submitted it to Judicial
r‘ecewed call from LHC Niaz Ali of PP Shaheedan, to brlng missal.
0|+|HC Abld Khan i |n the name of Kamran to Katcheri. The accused
k-bring the said in he notice of Muharrar stzff. When | reached the
raj‘ plresent along wnth accused Kamran. After a while the brather
VI haz!nrrad Tariq also arrived at the katcherl. The accused was

handed over to.me to plrc;duce him before the court: The court has ordered the release of
the accused upon thg fih(qgenig;g;gn of two guarantors; however, the'accusegi'did not
len the cour fined the accused for Rs, 1000/~ However the
i not ha!le the fined amount. The court ordered to‘ lent Rs. 1000/-

praduced guarantors.
accused told that he di

from someone, howevdr he yvaﬁ ‘using delaying tactics. Then | told LHC Niaz Ali to pay the
fine, but he also denie : heh the court ordered to send, the accused Kamran behind the
bar and issued Jail wa rctnt Thﬁn | sent the accused Kamran to District Jail Mardan and

obtained receipt from jgil authorgties‘ Hence this is my statement and is based on truth,

- pe—ey— g ————
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.




01.09. 2023 at PSlLRust

;_4'—...,—— ——— e s ——

.' HC Nlaz Ah No. 3333 j is regroduced as:-

01.09.2023. A yojmg {

sila to 'bollce Station Rustam and FIR Ne. 1057 U/S 15AA dated
1.09.2021 at PS |Rustani rlaplstered On 02. 09.2023 Muharrar Staff has produced the
accused before the cofir} “Which (s not in my knowledge because | was on Check Post/
Naka Bandi duty|withf IHC Abld Khan on 02.09.2021 vide DD, Report No. 04 dated
02.09.2023. | have no K}mowledge that the accused Kamran has been releaséd by the
court or send behind { E bar. On 03.08.2023 at the jurlsdlctlon of PS Toru incident of
amran SIO Noor Habib was nominated in the FIR vide No. 889
dated 03.09.2021|U/S KJ24 PS Toru. As at that time the accused Karman. was behind
the bar in FIR Nal 105 4 IS 15AA dated 1 08.2021 PS Rustam. The Police declared the
FIR of PS Rustam as p, e1 planed/ scripted drama and confined me. tq_quarter guard for 06

%\4 /days vide DD N% 1 o

IHC Abid Khan seht M

murdered took place

Jated 05 09.2021. Later on |, was dismissed from service on
09 .03.2022, on the pr text of an offence 1 did not committed. Having aggrieved on the
demston | filled anjins niappeai atKP Serv:ce Tribunal. The Honourable Service Tribunal
set aside the impugmen ocdetand ordered for restoration of my services. | was also
proved innocent [in Dg inovo enquiry conducted by AlG Inquiry CCP PeshaWar SP

Headquarter Peshawal| and DSP Legal CCP Peshawar, after recording statements of the

witnesses. As | amf pro:ve{d mnocent in the De-Novo enguiry and | had did nothmg wrong.
As Constable | have ng pbwer tc‘r reg:stered FIR agamst anybne nor can | release any one.

Statement/ Reg{y (An

05.09.2023, | was; pre

t at home and refeived a call from Police Line Mardan to report
to Muharrar Palice Ling.

‘was conf ned to Quarter Gudrd due to FIR No. 1057 U/S 15AA

-q.p-—

- was »also nomlnated in FIR No, 889 aated 03.09.2021 U/S
.' llegeﬂly mvolved in. plannmg of registerlng FIR U/S 15AA for




{—

power to register FIR ih -§:Rustam and PS Toru and to.arrest someone. | also did not
knaw the accused Kariran, nof. know abqut his enmtty Later on | was dismissed from
service on 09.03.2022.{The Honourab!e Se.rvrce Tnbunal set aside - the xmpugement order
and ordered for reFtora idp. of my services. l was also proved innoesnt in- De-nouo enguiry
conducted by AIG Ing try CCP Peshawar SP Headquarter Peshawar and DSP Legal
CCP Peshawar, gfter ecordlng statements of the witnesses. Record of FIR. 889 dated
- 03.09.2021 U/S 302/32 $‘fl' oru, and witnesses thereln Was also perused by the officer. |
was proved 'inndc?nt i 'the—de %ewo enqunry and the court decision was declared as per

law/ merit.

'
t

F F . s
Anhex-R) of LHG Amiid No. 265 is reproduced as:-

Statement/ Repl
}

{
I, HC A
since 31.12.2021] As
documentation/ i 1ssue

ig. Zeman No. 265: performing General Duties at PP Shaheedan
fr re' isi no permanent Muharrar at PP Shaheedan, therefore,
c‘l recenpt duties are also performed by me. The said |nc1dent was
rjor to my posting at PP Shaheedan. As for as Dally Delry dated
1 had checked the entire record,. but did not find Darly Dairy. |
along with Inchar;e P iShaheedan checked the record, room PS Rustam but in vain.

/,/ However since my po tlrg’ﬁg lqt PP Shaheedan all the Roznamcha Record are present in y

accurred 04 x mopnths
01.09.2021 is co cern

record of PP. Henfe th my statement and based on truth e

,.

Statement/ Reply!(Anne (-S) of‘ASI Yousaf Khan is regroduced as:x-

I, ASl Ydug af present Moharrar PS Rustam. stating that | am performing
Muharrar duties at PS R]rstam o ‘ce 30. 05 2023. As Muharrar PS is the custodian of all
. the relevant reccrd Atté isf'ad ’.Photocopies of the decided case U/S 15AA alongwith
i Departure DD.Report LetFei‘st"ed_éphotocoptes of Registergd No. 19 alongwith Original FIR

Book is also prodiced ferewith Ebefore the enquiry officer. Hence this is my statement. ...

Statement/ Regly Ann
t

l Zahoor rimed tlfle then Moharrar PS Rustam stating that on 01.09.2021 at

0830 t was appeared :e&for‘e D!SP City M irdan. And on the same date at 1700 hours |

returned. My departu > Fand &T*rrival is p?esent in the'PS Daily Dairy. As for as the

?I057 U/S 15AA Yated 1.09 2021 PS Rustam is concerned, it
registered before ?w a "3?" Heli ice this is ray statement, .

gl

registration of FIR N
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|
CROSS QUESTION/ Cfl

bid han No. 3283

Question: Whln di
Answer:: Rec ived g Chfrwe Sheet! on 10.10.2023 from DPO office Mardan,

Question: ~ Did|you fei 'c'i anci write English? Who explain it to you?

Answer: | can rea ngllsh -and understand a little bit. However my Class
Felli)w Adivpcate Abld explain the charge sheet .
Question:
Answer:
Question:
Answer:

Howeve qroper entry has been made at Daliy D:ary 1 return from
home at morning on01.082021.

Question: Yoy did |n3it’ fully understand the English, however your reply to
the char e sheet.is in English, who prepare the reply Tor you?

.Answer: | prepar }he reply i in Urdu, and an advocate at Katchehri has
translated i¢ xq Fni,ilsh and itis my reply.

Question: thn did

o departed for checking/ Gasht on 01. 00.20217

: Il er entry has been made " ! r Lo
Answer A lrjnorm gi dzd ncirreca he exact time, prop ry euﬁ 0\\ s
Question: Wh{) acgof pamed you, and was ita mobile patrolling or foot?

Answer: | went 0 pnvate vehicle towards PS Rustam for patrolling. No one

patrolling br oot and who accompanied you?

Answer: It was mdblle | patrolling round about 0800 to 1000 hrs, Did not
remember about the officials.

Question: Where dydlyou conduct mobile patrolling?

Question:  Whén y ug:vent on patrollmg from PS Rustam, was it mobile

Answer: At usta Bazar,; Nawan Ka!ll Mouta, Sheren Khan Chawk and
Shaheedan Kalli étc. .
Question:  Whére didiyou have your Iunch?

Answer; i dognot ne ber ‘-~

Question: Dad you '«‘Vfo PF Shaheedcm durmg patrolllng, ordid.you.contact . _
anyone

Answer:; | did not gd to PP{ hutt contacted LHC Niaz Ali who was on General

Duty and ajso mantaining the Daily Dairy. Did not reméember the time.
Questian: Why didjybu contact LHC Niaz Ali? !

member the time, but LHC Niaz Ali told me regarding 15AA
g sgonn'w o pass it bn my behalf to Muharrar staff PS

Answer: Did 'not r
FiIR! He

) Rustam foij rebiistering FIR ard | replied him to pass the same.
Question: -Did|you hslked détall form LHC. Nlaz Ali regarding challan/ FIR?’
Answer; No.|

.




Question:
Answer:

Question:

Answer:

Question:
Answer:

Question:

Answer:

Question:

Answer:
Question:

Answer:

Question:
Answer:

Question:

Answer:

Question:

Answer:

Question:

Answer.

Question:
Answer;

Questian:
Answer:
Question:

Answer.

‘No.! i

Didlyou af{txed ie,u"r signature on Murasalla,?”

¥ ’ : !
you retutn from Mobife Patrolling, and did you asked
il {rom LHC Niaz Aji?

ber the time. l-ntry has been:made at DD, Niaz Ali told
id Judicial has been prepared and the's accused Kamran...
it léppear before the court hy. tomarrow.
sused® mas present in the:PP? "

1

I did not $ep him atPP L '

against 12—
l did not einembc‘. rx.gardlng Case FIR nor Judicial Remand.

Whlfwt dops; réqover in this case?
No teco rl has been made. T
Who sea led the parcel? i .

: azz no parcel it was a progressive case. Nothing W
a‘n the. spot; normally the Pollcé file such progresswe cases.

.

Why yo |c1d not;affixed your signatures.on Muraslla, despite you
allow LHC; Niaz All to pass the FIR?

As | told Eartier. Itis-a practlre in the Police:Stations' that Name of the E
acclsed [is; passed:through "Nireless Set or mobile-phone-andFiR is -
registerefl.iNiaz Ali-affixed my signatures-on.the murasla and told me
that | haq &ffixed “olir signatures, and prepared Judicial Remand.

Wh pr duced the accused Kamran before the court?

FC lAya irF brought the Judicial Remand documents to the court,
and‘was i bptag; with LHC, Nlaz Ali.
What ha |uened . «t?

Latfer »] FC Ayaz told me that the LHC Niaz Ali alongwuth accqsed
Karhran [efched the court. Brather of Niaz Ali LHC Tariq also reached
the lcourt. ?fhe Honourable Judge has fined: the accused Kamran for
Rs. HOD I-f The accused Kalmran was reluctant to pay the dues, nor
did he plotluce ahy guarantor. The Honourable Judge has ordered to
send th accqsed Kamran'zté) Jall. FC Ayaz has sent the accused
Kamran P e ]ail in hand cu .\

The acc =,ed Kamran fall m which Police Statlon, and where did
FIR{of 15AA registered? |

He tis 1 elaresudent of PS [Toru Mardah Case FIR of 15AA was

reg|stere t PS Rustam.
Your lo al Police Station name?
PS Jabb

rMaedan 1. : e e e
%e Sla dion name bf LHC Niaz Ali-and LHC Tariq?
P Mard'ln
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Question: here the murder occur, in which Kamran was
Answer: roccur on 3.10. 2023 or 4.10.2023, FIR has been reg;stered
: ! w
Question: i [vou know about ‘the FIR? -~ -~ . o
Answer: On 5.09 24)21 or;B 09.2021, when sP lnvestsgatlon message me to
appear befprehini. :
Question:  What dig| Wi do, when you knew about the FIR against Kamran?
~ Answer: | narratefl the sange story to SP !nvestlgatlon
Question:  What amduiit ril i you recewe upon registering the bogus FiR of
15AA? | |, N
Answer: | did not recelve any amount,
Question: What an o'sunt dsd ILHC Niaz Ali give to you?
Answer: | did not fefeive any amount.” . :
Question:  Did you [ktgow the accused Kamran or his relative?
Answer: No, i % ) .
Question:  When y uﬁwere dealt with departmentally and dismissed, did you
: take an action against Niaz Ali?
Answer: 1 did no ing against Niaz Ali, however | told him and his father that |
will deal wluth -them:as per Pushto tradition at Jirga. -
Question:  Did youffilg ‘any complam qgamst Niaz All to high~ups “A{
Answer: No. 2 g I L " e {
:?k. ! . ’r)“;K{MKPP‘ R l|'
QUESTION / ANSWER ON FC. SAJJAD 2979 DlSTRI T MARDAN “éw“ “.
T l o ﬁ\_ -\\' \.
Question: Who was &namtaining Dally Dairy.at PP Shaheedan?
Answer:: LHC I\Iia:,'—li.’| : F o
. Question:  Where ULu posted on 01.08. 2021?
Answer: General lty at PP Shaheedan, Police Station Rustam.
Question:  Where ai Incharge PP IHC ‘Abid Khan on 01.09.2023?
Answer; | did not member,_ . . '
Question:  How mapy timie you spent ?t PP on 01.09.2021?
Answer; " | was prgs ntlat BP for the whole day.
Question:  Did you i.(;xw’!:hrp accused Kamran? .
Answer: No.- i‘v ' ] ‘
Question:  Did IHC A{)id Khhn arrest anyone on 01.09.2021?'
Answer. i did not |1 lnember , N i we
Question:  Who arrested the accused Kamran, and what did recover from
him? 'f‘ ! i
Answer: | did not 1 "
Question:  Did you ‘owanythmg regarding 15AA or murdered case?
Answer: When 1H id Khan was dlsmissed | knew about bogus FIR.
Question:  Did LHC|N}i iaz Al as»ued any FIR or arrested someone?
Answer. | did not !




Question: Wh(.i wa 1a|nta?1ing Dally Dalry atpPp Shaheedan?
Answer:: LHC Nia i e : '
' !
Question: Who wa ﬁireparmg documents of Judicial Remand?
Answer: LHCJ1 Nia A‘II.-P..T’.’_' -
Question:  Whdre wp -lm';‘ﬁé.ége LHC Niaz All on 01.09.20237
Answer: !did] not embqr . | "
. Question: Where ‘you Posted on 01.09,20217
Answer: At PP Sh heedan, Police ‘Station Rustarn *
Question: Wh%t di you know about the entire story of 15AA and Mrsal
Muqadimaj
Answer; LHG Niag Ali: has told IHC Abxd Khan that it is not a progressive case,
- and IHC % d Khan told him to issue the FIR.
Question: ' Didyou §i gn the_:Pert?
Answer: No. l i _ :
Question:  Did'you klf;:w.thi; accused Kamran?
Answer: | did not now. '
Question:  What an pﬁgﬁjiiﬁ;’yéu receive?
Answer, | dici nat ’e eive any-amount. h
! ! L
. ‘ | S — ; '
QUESTION / ANSWER _JaNti ‘\¥AZ 1663 DISTRICT MARDAN .
Question: Whp tol );ou regarcling judicial remard?
Answer:: LH@ Niak Alijhas told me on telephone to obtained missal from IHC
Abid "MYT b_A"'am:l brings it .
| 1
Question: Dld!the ci :used Kamran was present you reached the court?
Answer: When | regiched the ‘court and contacted LHC Niaz Ali, he told me that
he is als cpmlng and later he came with the accused Kamran‘ )
Question:  Did you, Loduca the accused before the court?
Answer: LHC Ni li told me to pr duced the accuse before the court and |
progiuced { el ccj.lsed before the judicial magistrate.
Question:  What digf | appened next? ’ -
Answer: Thé couit hias aceepted the bail of the accused based urrproduwun o
two guagantors of fifty thousand rupees. However the accused did not
pro uce: guaran ars. Then the court fined the accused for Rs. 1000/-.
Thé acchséd wa"s reluctant to pay the fine. | told LHC Niaz Ali to pay
theifine slhe was accompanied with him. Then | obtained orders from
the,cour and sulymit the accused at Mardan Jali.
Question:  Did IHC|Apidi) ‘Ki *know about the case?
Answer: I did not kb I ! “\
Question:  Did IHC|Abid Khan give you any directions?

QUESTION / ANS"NER'I.‘ ‘

Answer:

Noi
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Question: Did| IHC ld Khnn'was present at PP on 02.09.2021. '

Answer: | dld not k3w hlm
Question: D:d you [k 1 ow the accused Kamran before or saw hlm at PP,

|
i

Answer: No.| | say:
Question: Whb w s»accompanied with, when LHC Abid Ali brings the

acduse 1l to the court?
Answer; Aftqr som ime b!rother of LHC Niaz All, LHC Tarig also came to the :
court ¥ ¢

. )N ASI KHALIL. UR REHMAN DISTRICT MARDAN
Iifix yoursignature on-case FR No. 1057 dated 1.08. 2021 ’

Question: |
U/s 15AA PS Rustam? .

Answer:: Noi .

Question: thre ;you posted on 01 09.2021?

Answer: I was p Ld at PS Rustarn however | dld’t remember where does |
was,

Question: Wh'i a ,

Answer: . .

Question: What di )‘tou know about the case 15AA? ) o

Answer; | Otﬁly kimok {I‘iat It was a bagus case, and may passed on mobile
phaone. {1

Question:  Did|{IHC d LHC Abid Ali or LHC' Tarlq dlscussed anything with
you abo

Answer: No.|

4

: & EERN :
Question:-  Did/you lknow the accused Kamran?

i
Answer: No. % . . .
Question:  Did youlw?téﬂthg FIR No. 1057 UIS 15AA.
i Y A A ' .
Answer; No.! I ; .

e ,
QUESTION { ANSEME. ON LHC NIAZ ALl DISTRICT MARDAN

Question:  Where were youon 01.09,20217-

Answer:: lwés pr sqnt at PP Shaheecdlan PS Rustam. I o .
Question: Whgre e e:ypu on 02.09.2021? | a |
Answer: | was at N kabar{ dif Check. post in front of PP Shaheedan a!ongwnth
IHC, Abid Khan.
kiow th‘e accused: Kamran bef}ore?

Question: Dld, you

Answer; T Ttr

Question:  Did;you contact,wlth the accused Kamran on phone?

Answer: No.é 5 f g ' ' .
Question:  Didiyou fafrest the accused Kamran in front of PP?_

Answer: | dic;h not tr est thg accused Kamran however IHC Abld Khan has

arrgsted thp accused the Kamran
f ; .- ¢

C.\O 9\ c\‘“&
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.
" Question: Did'you Ltepa,re documents of Judlcla! Remand of the accused

Karpran?j RN . _
Answer: No:

*

. ,
Question: Wete youwere p‘re'sent with the.accuséd.lz(amran at court?

Answer: No.. ﬁ

Question: Did you bj;thpr LHC Tariqwisited the court?

Answer: | digd not f W, as, | was on Nakabandi in- frpntof PP Shaheedan

Question:  Didlyout b-rothetg LHC Tarig remain MM at PS ‘Toru mardan. . ) .

. | .
Answer: Yes, ' B

Question: Didiyou inIOW about friendly relations ¢f your brother LHC Tarig,
with the a«.cusecl Kamran, and they contacted on phone?
Answer: | d!d not knaw.” .

Question: Whgre (= e |_HC Tarig periormlng duties?
Answer: At PAL
Question: Why LH
Answer: | di .not ow. .

Question: Wllre ab 'IHC Abld Khan on 01 09 2021?
Answer: PP 'bhah fldc.n F‘T‘ lustam,

Question: On lthat a‘y ql d IHC Abid went on Patrolling from PS Rustam
Answer: Yeﬁ, but 'Abld Khan came back to PP found about 1145 to 1200.

Question:  Who ch l[ ced the Murasila 15AA agaxnst the accused Kamran, . .
and whd affixed ‘his signature? R

fite n'rardan

ke
arig lf‘as been mvolved in-the enqury

Answer; 1 dig not I'alked the Murasilla, nor | affixed the signature.
Question: Whp pr pared the remand documents

Answer; ! d:d not r(ow ,

Question: Dld‘you tO\MFC Ayaz Ali No, 16637

Answer; qu L kn wﬁhe is perfonmlng dutles in Pollce

Question: Where » a FC Ayaz Ali posted at that time? ,

Answer: PS Rust n. ' , St

Question: Whére we Te you,postecl at that time? - -

Answer: ' Geriler.al Btgties at PP Shaheedan

Question:  Who werel] oha;rar PP Shaheedan at that time?

Answer: No @ne Tiv ry,on naintaining DD including mine. :

Question:  Who didjcuse Flr 15AA was registered against the accused .
Kamran? R . .

Answer: I did not kriew, IHC -Abid Khan is responsible for it.

Question:  When andiwher 'did murdered case registered against accused
Kamran?

Answer: On pSfOC .'32L|lat PS Toru.
Question:  How did{ypu knc}w regardmg murdered tase?
Answer: During eTq

|
i

!
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Question:
Answer;

Question:

Answer:

Question:

Answer:

Question:  Where IHQ Abid g(han did arrested the. accused Kamran?
Answer: Sormewher tout ifie PP, and did not brmg to Pdlice Post.
Question: Didiyou fajked w;,!th Muharr.pr Staff.of ES Rustam ragarding 15AA

case?
Answer: No. .
QUESTION / ANSWER; @l i
Question: . Didiyou k igg&thﬁ;gccused -*Kamran? '
Answer:  Noj . P . ,
Question:  Didiyou hz‘we any contact with accused Kamran on mobile
phone?

Answer: My be, | AN}AS MM at PS Toru..
Question:  Didjyouh Lve any contact with accused Kamran on after or before

01.09.202% +
Answer: May be, put | donit-remember.
Question:  Didiyou. eet or contacted [HC Abid Khan before Ol .09.20247 *
Answer: Yes | krew IHC: Abid Khan mayhe we meet, however we did not

contact gn phone

Question:  Did: yoy iw ﬁnt the'court .alongwith the accused Kamran on
02.08.20247 ., ,
Answer: No.. I : i
Question:  Did you k How FG Ayaz Ali 16637
Answer: Yes, he is y batch maie.
: s

Question:  Did youlmfeet wnth FC Ayaz??
Answer: Yes —w:";,., :

o P ("

b other ;servmg or, served in Police department?
Answer: Yes, LH@ |az Ali is my brother Y

Question:  Where LHG Niaz Ali posted on 01 .08, 2021?

Answer: AtPP S ateedan PS Rustam. ) ; )

Question:  Where were FC Ayaz Ali posted on 01.09.20217

Question: Did you

Answer: | did not b
Question: Wh;ere / q lﬂ-IC'Abid Ali posted at that time? .
Answer: He was h harge;PP Shaheedan
Question:  What wastthe p sﬂng of L§-|C Niaz Ali at PP Shahgedan?
, Answer: General[Dity. -
_;1"« N v.;r‘n".i.\;_‘@ﬂ
. || . ')k‘ b
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Question:
Answer::

Question:

Answer:

Question:
Answer:

Question:

Answer:
Question:
Answer:

Question:

Answer:

Question: Why we b ou gone to the court on 02, 09.2021 when the accused
Karran

Answer: ! dld nat

Question: /

Answer: [ qu co f 1ed to quarter guard and then d:smlssed from the services,
dueito-1 case‘on the accused Kamran. - *

Question:  How mu ‘amoqnt you recgived from accused Kamran?

Answer: Not(-ning. T give. any amoun to IHC Abid Khan.

QUESTION / ANSWE N HC AMJID ZAIVIAN 265 DISTRICT MERDAN —~—

Question: Wh:q:an w r]_aé you [ 'o'sted at PP Shaheedz;n?

Answer:;

Question: ld not‘produced the record of 01.09.2021?

Answer: Rot N isent at PP

Question: detalled regardlng 15AA case against accused

Answer: knew,*that IHC Abid Khan has reg]stered an FIR, and he

fided, Before it IHC Abid Khan was MM PS Rustam. and |

/A

ane g

}recovered in case FIR 1087 UIS 15AA, at what serlal
number jt|s written in Registered 19? * - "

.30 bare Pistol was recovered.-Entry has' been made at
Register N "'é"g "It 'serial No. 988. Attested photocoples have also
réwith, ,

J\'\(“ I \\.

Yes; avallaple™ at“"“\aglster No. 01 Attested photocoples have also
produced viherewith for perusal. _

id Khx‘an -has served w:th you before and you -

DiditHC
recogm e? his scgnatures? .
NO. i “i ]

ASI'Khal u{r Rehrpan , _
Didiyou xr‘ow ASI Khalil ur; ‘Rehman, and know is signature?
{ know A BlaKhalll ur Rehman but did not recagnize his signature.

; w o

= d.""‘
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QUESTION / AN%‘WER QN{ASIZAHOOR AHVAD DISTRICT MARDAN

£
Question:  What werg your rrostmg at PS Rustam?
t

Answer:: Wheén this incident occur and IHC Abid Khan incharge PP Shahee.dan
murasala, |- was performing duties of Muharrar PS Rustam. |

Question: ou Ege the Mu‘raSSIa s;ent by IHC Abid Khan?

Answer; ' : T

Question: th n visit PS on 01. 09 202-1?

Answer: :

Question: urassula wntten by IHC ‘Abid, and who registered
the|FIR N2 186 fJ«

Answer: LHC Niag :Ali has' brought the Murassila, and the FIR was reglstered
by ASI Knail ur Rehman.

Question:  As'a Mu ra(' did you report arrival of LHC Niaz Ali and Murasilla
atDD. |

Answer: | had m Id the. arnval on 01. 09 2021 at 16‘!0 and 1620 vide DD No
24-25. j H

Question: Dld[ youlr cogni;e signature of ASI Khalll ur Rehman? ) /

Answer: | did not emember : "

Question:  Whp wa he accused in 16AA, and what did recovered from

him?
Answer: Kammran | 'N'oor Habib R/Q Nawa Kalli, Toru Mardan. Pistol 30 bore
. without filmber arid 5 amrnunitions: were recovered. However the
recoveryjwias not: brought wlih Murasila, =~ et

i, oo ey b el ey L,

Question: Recove Y was handed over to you. ;o

" Answer: On1 18.41.2022 nanded me unlicensed 30 bore plstol with fixed
charger I ngwuthﬁ rounds.

Question: Dld the e o{rfry were sealed in parcel?

Answer: No, ' Tk

Question: When the urasn!ta -‘was senf to PS did anyone contacted you
from PP haheedan. or told you ahout the incident.

Answer: No/ o b3 !

Question: Dnd the ac!cused Kamran was brought to’ PS Rustam?

e l
e .

Question: Did; youlk oW thsé accusedg Kamran? -,

‘
v

Answer: No.’

Answer; No. i
Question: Wh;o in e;tigated case Fllﬂ 1057 u/s 15AA?
" Answer: IHC Abi !‘han : - 1 '
Question:  When corpplete chatlan reyarding the casé was sent .and who
aff‘gx th gmatures on lt? $-
Answer. On: 30.

2023 iiromplete challan was sent from SHO Khaista

Rehmar) |




3, FC Ayaz §

EINDINGs FROM THE|

1. In cross
Rustam for patrolling. [D lum‘ng the patrolling LHC Niaz Ali called to him via moblle and
informed him about FIR Bf 15AA and ask for perrn:ssnén {6 pass the FIR to PS Rustam,
which was allowed by i ri; He f’urther said that that it was a progressive case. and In such
case no accused s r' sged on the spot, nor direct recovery is made on the spot.
Information regarding |c used and recovery made thereof is passed on mobile phone to
Muharrar staff of congerned F'ollce Station, and FIR is registered. He did not ask any
information from LHC Niaz Ali, ﬁor did he aff ix any-signature on the Misal. Niaz Ali himself
signed all the documejt'-’ IHC. Abld Khan, alsc denied’ any. relatlonshlp with the accused
Kamran. In cross qu st|on he’ told that I had already told all the “information to SP
investigation Mardan. {Kwayer Fe did not file any application/ complaint against LHC

Niaz Ali. y ¥ ol

‘I.

2. FC Sajjac Ahmad,_No 2979 in his statement told that he was present at PP.
Shaheedan on 01,08. Z% -3. He disclosed that he did net see the accused Kamran at PP,
nor he knows regarleg ‘any case Later on when IHC Abld Khan was dismissed form

services he came to kn Dw about the bcgus FIR.

#No 1663 disclosed in cross exammation that he brnng Remand
paper on to Court on t e d|rect|ons of LHC Niaz Ali. On arnval at court he contacted LHC
Niaz Ali and in while N a,. All. came to the court along w:th the accused Kamran. Later his
brother LHC Tariq also c.arne to the court, The accused ‘Kamran was presented before the
Judge obtamed the Ju |cal Remand Warrant and sent him to jail.

!

4. AS| Khalif: 4& Réhman also d|=n|ed affixing bls slgnature on the on FIR 1057
US 1SAA. He was no gware of registering FIR, however he accept the fact that 15AA '

hogus case was passe «m mol.” e phone

J

5. LHC Nia All 333'3 in his defalled statement stated that he was present on
duty with {HC Abid Kh ni th]at tlm@ccused Kamran was arrested with 30 bore unlicensed
pistol and 05 rounds a l umtlo The acct}sed Kamran was arrested on the spot and IHC

Abid Khan sent the Mu "aalla to; PS Rustam In cross. examination LHC Niaz Al stated that

Muharrar duty at PP
alongwith IHC- Abid K

ﬂhqadan He stat%d that he was performing duties in front of PP
}; 'lh‘ cmss examlriatlon he siated that {HC Abid Khan has arrest

-r—
+



~ record. j! 3,

I@.;’"";L'n" 6O\ : A

the accused Kamran s mewhere outside .the PP, however in wratten statement he -

accepted that the accu ;e_ ‘;.Kdmrpan has been arrested in hrs presence.

I

B. LHC Tarig ip crose “@xamination stated the- he is the batch mate of FC Ayaz
No. 1663, which show cgt they | iknow each.other. He also d|d not glve any clear statement

1th the accused Kamran. -

t
; m n No 265 stated that he just know that IHC Abid Khan has
§

rstermg bogus FIR
8. ASI Yousatl is croiss examlnatlon stated that case prcperty 438-bore-pistol
and 05 rounds) of FIR ci 1057,&91; U/S 15AA is present in.PS Malkhana. Proper entry has

been made in Register No. 19. FIR has been registered by.ASI Khalil ur Rehman.
3 '
9. - Zahoor A rked,ghe then Moharrar PS Rustam stated that he didn't remember

his statement. Later o !e'rst ec. that at the-time of-registering FIR he was appeared
before DSP City Mard n However in cross examination he stated that the Murasrl!a of
15AA was brought by iC Nraz All to PS Rustam. He further stated that he made entry
into-DD vide No. 24-2 deted 01 09.2021 at 16:10- 186: 20 of-reglstenng FIR and stated that
AS! Khalil Ur Rehman
was Kamran S/O Nooq H
the spot. Later an IH Abld Khan handed -over case property to AS! Yousaf on
18.01.2023. Proper entties have been made in the relevant register to complete ike.

regarding his relations

7. HC Amijid
been suspended by on

f;lxed hr_s signature. The muraslllla was against the accused name
alb]d RIO of Toru; however he did not receive case property on

14

i

FINDINGS BY THE ENCUIRY OFFICER

Pl g W —————

After per.r k Pf tr:e relevant’ record going through to the statements of the

witnesses and cross qr]}e? tronsl examination following facts comes to the surface:-

1. On -01.012023 at 16 10 hrs case FIR No. 1057 U/S 15AA was regrstered
o5 Hafid RO of Toru on thed Murasilla- of IHC- Abid Khan. The’

accused was arrestedlapd 30 Jore pistol unhcensed and 05 rounds were recovered from

him. Time 1530 and §p

written by IHC Abid w tI]Fhls" stgnatures Crime scenel Nagsha Moqa were also prepared

against Kamran S/0

t !PP‘Shaheedanr was written on the murassila.. Murasilla was

by IHC Abid Khan with iffi xlng signature. ’Slgnature and statements of LHC Niaz Ali and
FC Wakeel 2644 ar eﬁ' xed on recovery memo/ fard maqgboozgi. All the relevant
documents have signed by lH¢ Abid Khan Itis strange that neither Abnd Khan nor Niaz
Ali is taking the respor)s 1llty for affixing 5|gnatures Upon careful examination, it becomes
evident that all the sagna pre‘,s on the documents are distinct from one another.

.
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2. IHC Abid K{han admltted in his statement durmg cross-examination that he

was aware of FIR Np. .1057121 U/S 15AA, and LHC. Niaz Ali informed/passed the
information to PS Rus "él.~ after&obtamlng telephonic approval The questlon still remains
unanswered as to why and how the resident of Nowan :Kall Toru came to Police" Post
Shaheedan with an urli z,gansed% 30-bore pistol. IHC Abjd Khan admitted in his statement
that, while on patrallin cluties, 4:.LHC Niaz Ali had called him and suggesting registering a
bogus FIR in order to hlw progress IHC Abld Khan has confessed t0~ comrntttmg the act

of registering a bogus K} ,wl'uch constltutes a crime in 1tself
. i. i

3 Similarly, firt his mmal statement, LHC Niaz Ali stated that théy apprehended
the accused Kamran w:tr an unlicensed 30-bore psstcl during a routine check in front of
Police Post Shaheedap,;ye‘ dw"ag cross-exarnmatlon. he -denied his earlier statement.
There are significant d{serepancies between his initial statement and his testimony during
cross-examination. Fufths rr‘nore his brothér LHC Tarlq also admitted that he remained
MM at Police Station Tgn A b I

4. The key

tness | FC Ayaz All admltted in both his statement and cross-
examination that he rgci'

jved- direc!!ons from LHC Niak Al to bring the Misal Miqaddima

~ and Remand Judicial. Us:on amval at the Court, LHC Niaz Ali and the accused Kamran

were present, with all nstrqsgnons being issued by LHC Niaz Ali. Meanwhile, LHC Tariq
also arrived at the co 1kvvherg,the court ordered the production of two guarantors they
willfully did not produc them as the productlon of guarantors was not an impossible task
to LHC Niaz Ali and L. Tanq Likewise, ‘when the court imposed—a—f ine of Rsz..1000¢ -on

the accused Kamran, e{chose o go to jail instead of pay!ng the fine.

5. Based o ’.the aforernentioned facts, it becomes evident that the entire
scheme was orchestr t ;wlth the clear motwe of i 1mpnson|ng the accused Kamran in
order to serve-certain lt 'arior v .n.ves The arrest of accused Kamran far from his home,
the filing of a bogus I undei‘ 15AA, the presence of different signatures of IHC Abid

Khan on all the docu erts the suspicmus statements of Muharrar ASI Zahaor Ahmad, '

the false statements off ASI Khalll ur Rehman. and his denial of the signature on the case.

all seem to compos :.cqnesi of a presplanned drama. The statements and cross-

Al are also tnconmstent and. contenttous

examinations of LHC
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CONCLUSION BY THE

After revig

perusing/ studying thqf

‘tatements of the wntnesses and cross-exammataons, and

considering the principlps of Justtce, the fnliowing conclusnons have been drawn as an

inquiry officer.

1. The case [F

0

——rr e

G . N . ! et
i

&R No. E ICSY dated 01. 09 2021 under section 15AA is bogusl

baseless and contrary to 'eFfacts

2. The motwle behln J;eglstermg the FIR under section 15AA seems pre-

planned, almmg to proy
889 under sections 302

3. The main

Tarig, who later includ
facts, IHC Abid Khan
Kamran and contributin

4 AS| Khali

ide a sae passage to the accused Kamran in the case HR No.

3‘4 datid:03.09.2021, at PS Toru. '

a!rchitects of the plan were LHC:Niaz Al and his brother LHC
IH¢ Abid Khan in the scheme. Desplte being aware of ali the. -
eﬁnalned a part of the plan,’ pravldlng benefits to the accused
fo the massacre of justice. o '

2 Rehman and ASI Zahoor 'are giving false siatements and

mtentnonaﬂy enabling avseife passage for IHC Abid, LHC Niaz Ali; and LHC Tanq indirectly.

o : T
N R : :
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i
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RECOMMENDATIONS E
Forgoing n vtéw the above foliowmg actlon is. recommendéd -
1. Stringent !le;artmental actior; should be taken agalnst FIC "NigZ Al and LHC

Tariq to set an exampl

similar deceptive activi

or. othf‘ -police personnel. This would dlscourage mvolvement in

. ensuring the prevalence of justice.

2. Major Pumnéhm,enuof {HC Abld Khan No. 3293 is recommended to be intact.

'T I s:i
3. ‘ Departmeln il actlon is also recommended agamst AS| Khalil ur Rehman and -

ASI Zahoor for attempt|ng to conceal the facts and mislead the enqmry officer.

4. Given thzt

punishment is a crimin

to be dealt with in accor

.5 | Report ofﬁD

£ '
the reglstratlon oj a false FIf and shle!dnng any accused from

| fict in itself, IHC Abid Khan, LHC Niaz All, and LHC Tariq are also

nce with.the Paklstan Penal Code separately.
[0
L 'novo enquiry is submitted for perusa} please. -

!
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e

ko ' (A

o Gl Hayee)PSp, UNPM
SR . ‘ Principal/ Enquiry Officer
,i ’#‘ : ' -\ Elite Police Training Centre
! - Nowshera .
- ! +PRINCIFAL
‘. : - ELSTE POLICE TRARNING CEUTRS
" HOWShERS
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77 V/V‘

-?q-;;us;rmt:'r POLICE OFFICER,;

T
: /OFFB}CE OF THE .; 7
MARDAN =

Tel No. 0937- 9230109&Fax No. 0937-9230111
Emall _qmdmmsunallmm

b

Dated /¥ //73023
. e )
e

l'HC
C PP Shchesdun (now Pol

showing  arrest .of | ong 1.

Abfd: I\lmn Nbf03 (OId No 3293), while postu:l uas In-charge

*e Llnes- Mardan) have been:dismissed from service on account of
an - resident of Nawan Killey - with a 30°-bore without

number/unticensed plstgi'o i
15AA PS Rustam in ulsi
Nu.1608 (both brothers iy
time, as proved from hJ
following day and vas|
wuentionully reflused to:
purpose of accused b be
himself of absolved ﬂo;rkl.
302'324/3+4 PPC, PS|Toj

pl.uumu. and- wnspnqacy \
Crime.

1 thq arga of PS, Rustam vide case FIR No. 1057 dated 01-N9-2021 11/S
aboratign with. LHC Niaz Ali No.3333 & LHC Muhaiiad, Turiy
( dlglmssed) who was actually present &t Nawan Killey {Toru)at that
CDR analyss He was pmduced before concerned court on the
ned Rs; 1000/- however, in a deliberate and preplanned move, he
y the fine,. resultantly he was sent to Judicial lock-up. The main
rested. and lodging in Jail was to have a plea ol alibi and to get
afn rcharf,ed i a murder case vide FIR No.§89 dated 03-09- ”071 u/s
which was cmnmltted by his’ brother namely Amir Sajjad 411;1 due
vhut*m he (aceused Kamran) was also n,halgt:d for the Lummnsswu ol

".‘~

by Mr. Adnan Azamj
& recommended sor |

b4 Et

5 qui
Service Tribunal an pro
Principal EPTC Novshery,
lindings to this- offjee. Ly
responsible. you of gliavq
et |

%. .
Wl Jki f\Uldb 4 (b_) Ot lhd )
l

‘l " Hép

- eaeicise of the poi\\em

Police Rules 1975 calt b

shoud, Imt be awarded 1, )
.

suiling )\ hich: itw Lll Lei o
g .

| Yiu

l
lxu.u.l\ Ld b\ ‘%”d

!

e
»
2z

i
f

. i
i
02'3%
]

Dated:

is c.unm,c,tmn, dunng, the coutse of Departmental Enquu ) COndLiLls.d

F’"' i
1-or1, you have been remsmted in service on 1114. ducumns ui K.
eeded: agdinst departmentally (De-nove) through Mr. Abiuf Hayee
who. atter. fultillment necessary departmental |Jro<.css submitted his
de hxs office lenter No. BSpI-DZIBPTC dated” 19-10-2023, holding _
1sconduct and recommended- that major punishment ayainst you to be

[}
o

.

~

p}lore it is pr0po..ecl to impose MaJm/Mmor penalty as envisaged

Jyber Pakhtunkima Police Rulles 1975.

|
e, 1! Najeeb-ur chhmau Bugvi (PSP) District Palice, Officer Mardan.
stec] in.me ungdler Rules 5 ¢3) () & (b) of the Khyber Publuunklsa
on you 4o bhc A Cause Fmally 8s 10 Wl])’ the pl opow.l mnu\hm\.m
uu ' '

-

1 '
i !

zep y shall reach thas office within 07 days of n.cenpt of this Notice.
sumcd that you ha\.e no e\plrmauon to offer.

-

Hare.{g!ggrty to appear far personal .beanng before the undersigned.
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To: Z . @
The worthy Dut ‘
Mardan. :

4,

!
Respected'sir, ?‘ '

- Repl /statem nt of Abld Khan IHC submltted as under

14
1. That I was apjwomted as constable in 2007 ‘and successﬁ.ﬁly completed

courses and then transferred to Elite. Force where I performed my - dutles
with zeal and f‘uél ,|Hevot10n ] :

2. That, I have' ‘-' est “service in I:ughly appreciated and also granted
commendation rtlﬁcetes and cash prizes on best performance (Copy
attached.) Fu ;e :

3. That, my entird ervice is. unblemsshed and the1:e Jis.po. single complain. ..

Grounds:

. That, I was

against me d

misconduct, hoy

the case and dls‘n
. That, dismissal ).n

the following gt

Eny entn‘e serylce

1Sscd from service on 10.03. 2022, on the grounds of

ver, Iam mnocent and’ falsely/mtenuonally unphcated in
ssed;from service.

‘ﬁm s unJust agamst the’ facts and hable to be set aside on -

Y 3 (L .'

o That, becausl.,

s That, because

arrested the ako

I ne1the1: scnbed/demcated/mgned the Murasila.. nor I
used '

That, becausd for takmg jlldlClEll remand of the accused .the remand was

also not'sign d
malafide and ;

this story. ‘]','
¢ That, becausj 1

- Supericrs bu
relevant éxper
matching-si

Tariq done dL
with _accuseql

officials/inquiry -
Muhammad Ya _ -
That, becausegdq) 'm?parual mqulry was. conoucted:. '

éﬁ :

j A

a ‘
:.tTﬁe L.4C Niaz m and his brother namely LHC Muhammad

by-me and the. scribed signed of mirie is bogus and based _
ﬁlmg some u]tenor mo‘aves by other ofﬁclals ‘who planned
alsp brought these facts. of fake s;gn etc in the notice of
ey dldn't verified my ;slgnatures and writings from any

and nor sent.it to Forensic Smence Laboratory (FSL), for

ureo ‘and | wmmgs

these 111egal acts W1th due deliberations and consultauons
Kamran without mformmg me and the - superiors
r oﬁﬁcer perused thef CDR- of both Niaz Alj ‘and

qu I

i
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5?3

! JuStlce by not prowdmg the Opportumty to cross -
examine thg % Iltlsed and officials. -

- That, becail’s}: hamg unblen:ushed servace record of about 15 years.

e That, becaus was the sole bread earner ef my family.

Prayer. N ! R T o

K3

It is therefore l;umj;;) prayed to file the instant Denovo Inquiry as I 'was Ialsel y

- and malafidely invaly ed i m the said act bemg umocent .
i ‘E .'.:- . : ! o . : .
T Abid Khan (IHC 3293)
- . = .. Contact No.0346-5491598
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1hm ‘while; posxed o In dnk ef{’E;Shahdcﬂau'lnanohceL": s 1#09-202i. he in '
collaboration vith LI-I ' id'-Ta G278 L 2! both broshers
;pt ut év#an Killey Toru
of PS Ruasiam vide
tg.ail pxgsem a Nawone.. © |

’ alysis. He wis
0/, Howaver, v
he was senl o
l'wns 1o have i
lvide FIR No.889
s|brother namely

. . . I absdlved ﬁnm}b ," <.
A '. _?J“'\ 4‘"-» \,ﬁt}?‘gc‘eh,?tg ’
‘ 3PS, Tai

31 ras also churged

[ainran to gl him
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Sheikh Malwas

_|', ~.;.' 't
ﬁ*cc Statement qf
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BETTER COPY

OFFICE OF THE :
DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER,

MARDAN
Tel No. 0937-9230109 & Fax No. 0937-9230111

Email: dpomdn@gmail.com

No.10002-7/PA . Dated 22/11/2023

ORDER ON DEPARTMENTAL (DE-NOVO) ENQUIRY OF IHC ABID KHAN NO.203

This order will dispose-off o Departmental (De-novo) Enquiry under
Police Rules 1975, initiated ogainst IHC Abid Khan No.203 (old No.3293), under the allegations
that while posted as In-charge PP Shaheedan (now Police Lines Mardan) on 01-09-2021, he in
collaboration with LHC Muhammod Tarlqg No.627 & LHC Niaz Ali No.2697 both brothers
(now dismissed from service) had shown arrest of one Kamran resident of Nawan Killey Toru
with a (30) bore wﬁhout number/unlicensed pistol and (05) rounds in the area of PS Rustam vide
case FIR No.1057 dated 01-09-2021 U/S 15AA PS Rustam, who was actually present at Nawan
Killey (Toru) at the time of his alleged arrears as proved from his CDR analysis. He was
produced before the concemed court on the following day & was fined Rs.1 000/-. However, in a

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

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

plea of alibi and to get himself absolved from being charged in a murder case vide FIR No.889
dated 03-09-2021 U/S 302/324/34 PPC PS Toru which was committed by his brother namely
Amir Safjad, after due planning & conspiracy, In which, he {accused Kamran) was also charged
for the commission of crime. Thus, IHC Abid Khan abetted & connived-with Kamran to get him
plea of alibi in murder.case vide FIR No.889 PS Toru by registering a false case against him &

showing him arrested in Police Station Rustam, whereas in actuality he was present in Toru at

that time.

After the allegations leveled agalnst him were’ established during the
course of depanimental enquiry conducted by Mr. Adnan Azam, the then SDPO Sheikh Maltoon
vide his office letter No.634/51-SMT dated 13-12- 2021; In pursuance of this office Statement of
Disciplinary Acﬂon/Chorge Sheet No0.226/T dated 01- 10-2021, the accused official
IHC Abid Khaon was served wiih Final Show Cause Notice, issued vide this office
No.1076-77 /PA dated 07-02-2022 & founding his reply as unsaﬂsfactory, the then DPO Mdrdon
vide this office OB No. 633 dated 09-03-2022, issued vide order No.2125- -27/PA dated
10-03-2022 dismissed IHC Abid Khan from service.
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Page-02

Lafer-on, he was reinstated In service on the directions of K.P Service
Tribunal vide office O.B No.1923 dated 22-09-2023, issued vide order/endorsement No.
{sic} dated 2-09-2023 and & de-novo enquiry vide this office statement of Disciplinary
(sic) No.8982/PA dated 10-10-2023 was conducted through Mr. Abdul Hayee,
(sict Nowshera wherein the Enquiry Officer held the delinquent official responsible

{sic} leveled agalnst him and found him guilty of grave misconduct.

Being held responsible of grave misconduct by Enquiry OFficer,
(sic) was served with a Final Show .Cause Notice, under Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police

(sic) issved vide this office No. 9293/PA dated 19-10-2023, to whlch his un-sotisfbctory'

{sic) was recelved

Order .
IHC Abid Khan was heard in OR on'16-1 1-2023, during which, he failed

to give any cogent reasons in his defense, thus the undersigned being authority awarded him
major punishment of dismissal from service with effect from 09-03-2022, in exercise of the
powers vested in me under Police Rules-1975,
No.2314
Dated 21/11/2023 _ .
Sd/- 4
(Najeeb-ur-Rehman Bugvi) PSP
District Police Officer, Mardan.

Copy forwarded for information & n/action to:-

1) The Deputy Inspector General of Police Infernol Accounfubllity‘ Bronch
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar with reference to his- good office letter
No.1631-33/CPO/IAB dated 24-10-2023.

2) The ' Principal EPTC Nowshera with . reference to his office letter

© No.3851-52/EPTC dated 19-10-2023.

3) The DSP/HQrs Mardan,

4) The E.C & P.O {DPO Office) Mardan.

5} The In-charge Lab {HRMIS) DPO Office Mardan.

6) The OSI {DPO Office) Mardan with 157 sheets.
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ORDER. S :L; 57

This order will dispose-off the departmental appeél preferred by Ex-iit
"3 Khan Mo. 203/3293 of Mardan District Police, against the order of District Police
O)fficer, Mardan, whereby he was awarded major punishment of dismissal from service
vidls O No. 2314 dated 21.11:2023. The appellant was proceeded against a de-novu
‘A=spartimental enquiry under Police Rules 1975, under the allegations that he whil=
posted as Incharge Police Post Shaheedan on 01.09.2021, he in collaboration with LFt*
iiuhammad Tarig No. 627 and LHC Niaz Ali No. 2697 both brothers (now dismissed
from service) had shown arrest of one Kamran resident of Nawan Killey Toru with a (31))
bore without number/unlicensed pistol and (05) rounds in-the ‘area of Police Station
iusian vide case FIR No.1057 dated 01-09-2021 U/S 15AA Police Station Rustam,
who was aclually present at Nawan Killey (Toru) at the time of his alleged arrest, a=
‘maved from his Call Dala Record analysis. He was produced before the concerned

~ount on the following day and was fined Rs.1000/-. However, in a deliberate anvl
peplanned move, he iﬁtentionally.xetused to pay the fine, hence he was sent to Judicing
i auk-up. The main purpose of accused to be arrested and lodging in Jail was to have »
pdon of afibi and to get himself absolved from being chargeﬁ in a murder case vide [}
10,889 dated 03-09-2021 U/S 302/324/34 PPC. Police Station Toru, which wa?
conmnitled by his brother namely Amir Sajjad, after due planmng & conspiracy, in which,

hi: (accused Kamran) was also charged for the: commission’ of crime. Thus, HHC Abid
Iixan abelled and connived with Kamran to get him plea of alibi in murder case vide FIRR
[10).089 l’oliée Station Toru by registering a false case against him and showing him
suresled in Police Station Rustam, whereas in actuality he was present in Toru at thai
tige, |

After the allegations leveled against him were established duiing the
roise of departmehtai.enquir.y conducted by .Mr.'Adnan Azérn, the then Sub Division#l
tolice Officer, (SDPO) Sheilch Maltoon, Mardan the accused Officer IHC Abid Khan was
«irved with Final Show Cause Notice and founding his reply as unsatisfaclory, the ihen
histrict Police Officer, Mardan vide his office OB No.633 dated 09-03-2022, issuad vidle
wlder No2125-27/PA dated 10.03.2022 dismissed IHC Abid Khan from service.

Later-on, he was reinstated in service on the directions of Ihyhey
Cakhtuiikhwa Service Tribunal vide OB No.1923 dated 22.09.2023, issued vid:
siderfendorsement No.4952-60/EC dated 22.09.2023 by the District Police Officer,
Mardan and a de-novo enguiry was conducted by Mr. Aiadui Flayee, Principal EPTC,
Howshera, wherein the Enquiry Officer again held résponsible the delinquent Officer
and recommended him for awardlng major punishment. He was issued Final Show

¢ suse Noiice to which his reply was received and found unsatisfactory.

The delinquent Officer was heard in Orderly Room on 16.11.2023, duringy

~ihich, he failed to present any cogent reasons in his defense, thus the District Folic~
~ ailicer, Mardan being authority awarded him major punishment of dismissal fiom

~yvice with effect from 09.03.2022.




“

>
Feeling aggrieved fror'ﬁ the-order of District Police Officer, Mardan, ths
opeliant preferred the instant appe‘ai. He was summoned and heard in person in
“Hearly Room held in this office on 24.01.2024. _
From the perusal of the enquiry file and service record of the appellanl, it
hns heen found that allegations leveled against the appellant have been proved beyond
-y shadow of doubt. Moreover, the Investigating Officer of case FIR No. No.889 dated

5-.

-09-2021 UIS 302/324/34 PPC Police Statior)‘ Toru also affirmed the involvement of

sipallant in this heinous criminal case because Call Data Record of accused Kamran
'wealed that he was present in his viliage Toru despite his arrest in case FIR No. 1057
e 11.09.2021 U/S 15-AA Police Station Rustam and on the very next day he came
< District Courts, Mardan from his home where froi'n hé was sent to District Jail,
ewdan. The accused Officer namely Abid Khan No. 203/3293 (appellant) staged the
#ua of the FIR for sending accused Kamran to Jail just to facilitate him in a murder
el the ‘brather of the accused planned to commit after two days. Hence, the
naolvement of appellant in such like activities is clearly a stigma on his conduct.
“hersfore, (he retention of appellant-in- Police Department will stigmatize the prestige of
+iite Police Force as instead of fighting Crime,'he.has himself indulged in criminal
«iivilles, Moreover, he codld not | present any cogent justification regarding his
snnence. ) ' ' . | | ‘
Keeping in view the above, I, Muhammad Suleman, PSP Regional
lies Qfficer, Mardan, being the appellale. authorily, find no substance i in Ahe appeal,

fevelore, the same is rejected and fi led, being devoid of merit. : /j,
Order Announced, R -
N /
/

(MUHAMMAD/SUYLEMARN) PSP
Regional iPalice Officer,
s = e e e . [\/]ardan

Y vi £ IES, Dated Mardan the 2.5 i o]

% ¢

Copy forwarded to District Police Oﬂ" icer, Mardan‘,/for mfor,malic)n an:i"

eeeessary action whir to his office Memo: No. 200/LB dated 21.12.2023. His Service

ceord is relurned herewith.

(t***ﬁ)



. !({ﬁ
J»I E ‘

VAKALAT NAMA

NO. /2024

IN THE COURT OF _ X/ Qﬁ///ce/ Z%Aomn{ [ etlia
) M %(/r - | ~_ (Appellant) |

(Petitioner)
(Plaintiff)

VERSUS

Potive peprtipeent (Respondent)
o / : (Defendant)
I/W¥, W m‘/‘ -

Do hereby appoint and constitute TAIMUR ALI KHAN, ADVOCATE HIGH COURT, to
appear, plead, act, compromise, withdraw or refer to arbitration for me/us as my/our
Counsel/Advocate in the above noted matter, without any liability for his default and
with the authority to engage/appoint any other Advocate/Counsel on my/our costs.

I/We authorize the said Advocate to deposit, withdraw and receive on my/our behalf all
sums and amounts payable or deposited on my/our account in the above noted matter.
The Advocate/Counsel is also at liberty to leave my/our case at any stage of the
proceedings, if his any fee left unpaid or is outstanding against me/us.

Dated /2024

(4
,,

TAIMOUR ALI KHAN
Advacate High Court

" BC-10-4240
CNIC: 17101-7395544-5
Cell No. 03339390916



