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None for the appellant present. Mr. Muhammad Ghani, S.I09.05.2016

aiongwith Mr. Muhammad Jan, GP for respondents present.

Notices be issued to. the appellant/counsel for the apjfceUant. To
I

come up for rejoinder and arguments on 29.09.2016.

Member

29.09.2016 None for the appellant present. Mr. Muhammad Ghani, S.I 

aiongwith Mr. Ziaullah, GP for respondents present. Fresh notices 

be issued to the appellant and his counsel. To come up for 

rejoinder and arguments on 09.02.2017.

(PIR BA ^SH SHAH) 
MEMBER

(ABDUL LATIF) 
MEMBER

09.02.2017 None present for appellant. Asst: AG aiongwith Mr. 

Khalid Mehmood, H.C for respondents present. The court 

time is about to over but non-appeared on behalf of the 

appellant nor the appellant was present in person despite 

issuance of the notice to appellant and his counsel, therefore, 

the instant appeal is hereby dismissed in default. -File be 

consigned to the record room.

X'-

V

ANNOUNCED:
09.02.2017

UHAMMAD AAMIR NMIR) 
MEMBER

I

(ASHFAQUE TAJ) 
MEMBER

'"1
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VH 21.12.2015 Counsel for the appellant present. Learned counsel for the 

appellant argued ' that the appellant was serving as Inspector 

Investigation when subjected to inquiry and, consequently, 

compulsorily retired from service vide order dated 10.12.2013 which 

was assailed by the appellant in departmental appeal followed by 

service appeal which was finally decided in favour of the appellant on 

14.1.2015 reinstating the appellant in service with the directions that 

de-novd inquiry be conduced and that back benefits would be subject 

to the outcome of de-novo inquiry.

That the appellant was subjected to de-novo inquiry and ' 

exonerated from the charges vide order dated 9.6.2015 but back 

. - .benefits were declined and period of absence was treated as leave

without pay where against appellant preferred departmental appeal 

which was rejected on 4.11.2015 and hence the instant service appeal 

' on 30.11.2015.

That since the appellant was reinstated in service and 

exonerated from the charges as such he was entitled to back benefits 

which order is violative of law.
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Points urged need consideration. Admit. Subject to deposit of 

security and process fee within 10 days, notices be issued to the 

respondents for written reply/comments for 23.2.2016 before S.B.

II Ii:
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23.02.2016 Counsel for the appellant and Mr. Muhammad Ghani, S.l 

alongwith Addl: A.G for respondents present. Written statement by 

respondents No. 1, 3 and 4 submitted. The learned Addl: AG relies on 

the same on behalf of respondent No. 2. The appeal is assigned to 

D.B for rejoinder and final hearing for 9.5.2016.
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Form- A[:
■U
V. FORM OF ORDER SHEET
i
'1 Court of 3

t

1338/2015Case No.

Order or other proceedings with signature of judge or MagistrateDate of order 
Proceedings

S.No.

321ii

The appeal of Mr. Muhammad Rauf resubmitted today
i

by Mr. Shah Faisal Utmankhel Advocate may be entered in the 

Institution register and put up to the Worthy Cl;iairman for 

proper order.

01.12.20151I
I

I !
!•' ■ r■-3

3:--------- s:
REGISTRAR '

- I — O"'2 This case is entrusted to S. Bench for preliminary 

hearing to be put up thereon ^3 — —.Vcr {
4

if
li

CHAI^AN

I
•'-J

[i'

3
-4 None present for appellant. The appeal be relisted for 

preliminary hearing for 21.12.2015 before S.B.

03.12.2015111' 3
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The appeai of Mr. Muhammad Rauf Inspector Investigation Police Line Swabi received to-day i.e. on 

30.11.2015 is incomplete on the following score which is returned to the counsel for the appellant for 

completion and resubmission within 15 days.

1- Memorandum of appeal may be got signed by the appellant.-
2- Copy of departmental appeal is not attached with the appeal which may be placed on it.

/S.J,

I 72015
No.

Dt. /

REGISTRAR 
SERVICE TRIBUNAL . 

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 
PESHAWAR.

Mr. Shah Faisal Utmankhel Adv. PesK.

/S' '716'^ AJ/CU
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BEFORE THE KHVBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICES TRIBUNAL.

PESHAWAR

3M /2015Services Appeal No.

Muhammad Rauf

VERSUS

Provincial Police

INDEX

PagesDescriptionS.No Annexure
Grounds of Services appeal1. 2-' fc
Affidavit2. 7
Copy of order no. 5792-94/ES doted 10/12/20133. A 8
Copy of the appeal before this Honourable court4. B
Copy of order dated 14/01/20155. C
Copy of order no. 848/ES, dated 09/02/20156. D 17
Copy of the denovo inquiry order 3472-74/ES, 
dated 09/06/2015

7. E /(?
Copy of order No. 2326/E-II, dated 05/11/20158. F
Copies of the relevant order / record of other9.
persons ti ■

Wakaldt Namo10. ‘

Appellant

Through

SHAH FAIS MANKHEL,

A

ABDUL RAUF AFRIDI,

Advocates, High Court Peshawar

u
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BEFORE THE KHVBER PAKHTUNKHWA. SERVICES TRIBUNAL.

PESHAWAR

in Re: -
0©rviO9 Tfibus^

Ho ^
rho- L
a«aB •a»mioes!ne^

\sy% /2015Services Appeal No.

Muhammad Rauf, Inspector Investigation, Police Lines CO Headquarters, 

Shah Mansoor, Swabi.

... APPELLANT

VERSUS

1. Provincial Police officer, Peshawar.

2. Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Chief Secretary 

Peshawar/

3. Additional Inspector General of Police Establishment.

4. Deputy Inspector General of Police Mardan Region-I, Mardan.

... RESPONDENTS

APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF THE KHVBER P/AKHTUNKHWA

SERVICES TRIBUNAL ACT 1974 AGAINST THE IMPU6NED

ORDER DATED 09/06/2015 OF RESPONDENT NO. 4 AND

ORDER 04/11/2015 PASSED BY THE RESPONDENT NO, 1 TO

THE EXTENT OF REFUSINS BACK BENEFITS TO THE

.^.-^APPELLANT

PRAYER: -

s ON acceptance of this APPEAL THE IMPU6NED ORDERS 

DATED 09/06/2015 OF RESPONDENT NO. 4 AND ORDER 

04/11/2015 passed by THE RESPONDENT NO, 1 BE SET ASIDE 

TO THE EXTENT OF REFUSING BACK BENEFITS AND BACK 

BENEFTIS BE GRANTED TO THE APPELLANT W.E.F COMPULSORY 

retirement of THE PETITIONER TILL HIS RE-INSTATFMFNT ,

nr
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RESPECTFULLY 5HEWETH,

1. That the appellant joined the KPK police department as a Constable on 

02/01/1982 and after passing various departmental examinations he was 

promoted to rank of Inspector.

2. That till the date of the compulsory retirement dated 10/12/2013 the 

. appellant served Police department with utmost dedication, honesty and high 

professionalism, he rendered meritorious services in more than 18 police 

stations of police department in KPK as an SHO.

3. That 23/10/2013 respondent no.4 initiated disciplinary action under the KP 

Police Rules 1975 without any private or official complaint, information and 

served him with statement of allegations vide notice no. 4825-29/ES dated 

23/10/2013, he was also charge sheeted with the allegations of bad 

reputation in terms of inefficiency, corruption and involvement in the 

criminal activities.

4. That an inquiry was conducted against the appellant to which the appellant 

filed written reply to the said Charge sheet / allegations and also appeared 

before the respondent / inquiry officer.

5. That after conducting the so called inquiry, by conducting the so called 

inquiry DSP Mardan.about the so called unfounded, wind-fallen immovable 

properties of appellant gave his findings whereas the said inquiry officer 

found the appellant corrupt and in efficient, whereas the allegations / 

charge of involvement with criminal activities was not proved.

6. That on the basis of said inquiry the inquiry officer recommended

punishment for tented service record plus bad performance of his duties in 

police department.

major
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7. That on the recommendations of respondent / inquiry officer respondent 

no.4 awarded the appellant with major punishment of compulsory retirement 

vide its order no. 5792-94/ES dated 10/12/2013 in the exercise of his 

powers under the KP police rule 1975. (Copy of order no. 5792-94/ES dated 

10/12/2013 is attached as annexure A).

8. That feeling aggrieved of the entire process of inquiry, inquiry report and 

the impugned order of respondents the appellant preferred a departmental 

appeal to respondents against the said order.

9. That the appellant waited for response of respondents in respect of his 

departmental appeal till last day of statutory period, but of no avail and the 

appellant filed an appeal to this Honourable court. (Copy of the appeal 

before this Honourable court is attached as annexure B).

10. That this Honourable court vide order dated 14/01/2015 set aside the 

impugned order dated 10/12/2013 of compulsory retirement of the appellant 

and appellant was re-instated in the service and the case was remitted back 

to the competent authority placing the authority at liberty to conduct 

denovo departmental inquiry against the appellant in accordance with law, 

service benefits of the appellant were subjected to the denovo inquiry. 

(Copy of order dated 14/01/2015 is attached as annexure C).

11. That thereafter in compliance of the order dated 14/01/2015 the appellant 

was re instated in Service vide office order no. 848/ES, dated 09/02/2015, 

in which he was re-instated and nominated inquiry officer to conduct the 

denovo inquiry against the appellant. (Copy of order no. 848/ES, dated 

09/02/2015 is attached as annexure D).

12. That after conducting the denovo inquiry appellant was exonerated from the 

charges leveled against the appellant as the appellant was.not found guilty of 

any charged^, but the period for which he remained out of service was



treated as leave without pay. (Copy of the denovo inquiry order 3472- 

74/E5, dated 09/06/2015 is attached as annexure E).

13. That thereafter the appellant feeling aggrieved made a departmental 

representation to respondent no.l against the non grant of back benefits in 

denovo inquiry order 3472-74/ES, dated 09/06/2015 and the said

departmental representation of the appellant was rejected vide order No.

order No. 2326/E-II, dated2326/E-II, dated 05/11/2015. (Copy of 

05/11/2015 is attached as annexure F).

14. That now the appellant feeling extremely aggrieved from both the orders of 

respondent no. 1 and 4 now approaches this Honourable Court on the 

following grounds inter alia; -

GROUNDS: -

A. That both the impugned orders passed by respondents to the extent of 

withholding of back benefits is against the law, facts and record of the 

case, hence untenable.

B. That respondents being public functionaries are under obligation to give 

full effect to order passed by tribunal and implement the same under the 

spirit.

C. That withholding back benefits of the appellant for no reason amounts to 

defeat of the lawful order passed by the services tribunal which is not 

been challenged by respondents which is still intact so action of 

respondents of withholding back benefits is illegal and not sustainable in 

the eyes of law.

D. That it was not mandate for the respondent to impose punishment

appellant beyond the mandate given by services tribunal to conduct 

denovo proceedings.

on
1
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E. That alleged enquiry for the sake of arguments is deemed to be correct 

than the punishment recorded by the respondents is not consonance with 

findings of enquiry report so on this score alone impugned order is liable 

to be set aside to the extent of withholding of back benefits.

F. That in similarly nature of cases other persons were granted back
«

benefits, but the appellant was treated with discrimination. (Copies of 

the relevant order / record of other persons is annexed as annexure C).

G. That other grounds not raised here would be raised at the time of 

arguments with the prior permission of this Honourable Court.

It is, therefore, requested on acceptance of this appeal the 

impugned orders dated 09/06/2015 of respondent no. 4 and 

order 04/11/2015 passed by the respondent no. 1 be set aside 

to the extent of refusing back benefits and back beneftis be 

granted to the appellant w.e.f compulsory retirement of the 

petitioner till his re-instatemeht

Doted: 28/11/2015

Appellant

Through

SHAH naSAL UTMANKHEL,

A .

ABDUL RAUF AFRIDI,

Advocates, High Court Peshawar

CERTIFICATE:

Certified that as per instructions of my client no such like services appeal 

has earlier been filed.

Advocate
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BEFORE THE KHVBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICES TRIBUNAL.
/

PESHAWAR

/2015Services Appeal No.

Muhammad Rauf

VERSUS

Provincial Police

AFFIDAVIT

I, Muhammad Rauf, inspector Investigation, Police Lines CO Headquarters, 

Shah Mansoor, Swabi, do hereby solemnly affirm and declare on oath 

that the contents of the instant services appeal are true and correct 

to the best of my knowledge and belief and nothing has been concealed 

from this Honourable Forum.

DEPONEN

Identified by:

SHAH L UTMANKHEL,

Advocate, High Court Peshawar
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Muhammad Rauf Inspector, investigation wing^ District 
Poiice 'Mardan now compulsory retired.

^/£> - 'M a M torTr^^.^^aT-.cla.-TT?.......Appellant

Deputy Inspector General. of Policei. Mardan 
Region-i, Mardan.,’

1

2; The Provincial.Police-Officer. K.P.K, Peshawar.

3. Deputy Superintendent of Police, Headquarter. 
: Mardan. , . ■ .

\District Police' Officen .M'arctan-;4: 4 )0^

The ■ Government of ■ K.P.K,- through -Chief 
Secretary, Peshawar. - ■

5.

Respondents

APPEAL. U/S 4 0-F THE K.P.K SERVICE TRIBUNAL 

ACT, 1974.' AGAINST THE.- IMPLfGNED ORDER
DATED ld/12/'2013; PASSED BY RESPO'I^-DENT NO
1 'WHEREBY THE ' APPELLA-NT 'WAS -AWARDED
PUN-ISHMENT OF COITP-ULSORY RETIREMENT.

May it please your honour:- .

The brief facts of the instant case ore as under;-

That the oppellani joined the-TdbK Tolice Departnien! 

a Constable on (}2/() 1/1982 and aj'ter passing 

departmental examinations, he was promoted 

to the rank of Inspector.

as
various

That till the date of the impugned order, the appellant 
served the Police Department with utmost dedication, 
hohesty and high - professionalism. He rendered
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meritorious services in moreithen 18 police stations of
■ Police Department in K.P\K_.'us SHO, ; .- A/

Y

-r.=

23/10/2013 ''rSspondent. No • / inUiated . 
disciplinary action under N.W.FiB Police Rule, 1975 

without any private or official complaint, information 

and served him 'with staiiment of allegations vide

3.- That- on ■

notice No 4825-29/ES dated -23/1.0/2013: He was also
charge sheeted: with the. allegations of bad reputation

‘1 inefficiency",
'criminalactivities(Copies of

' "corruption" andin . terms 

"invoNementf ih 

statement of hflegation aiul charge sheet are attached 

as annexnre S‘iA/N^-.&. A/2, respectivelyf . .
■ #■■■ ■ I" /- .

; '•
the '/service -of -statement^, of> tThat consequent to 

allegations, respondent No 3 was appdinted 'asfnquiry 

office u/s 6(i)- (a) of the'.N.W.F.P Rules,. 1975 fo

4.

r

■ conducting the so-called enquiry.-^- v_V .I

That the appellant field written replytq the said charge 

sheet/allegations- of respondent ' No 3 and also 

appeared 'before the respondent No^ 5 inquiry officer. 
(Copy of written .reply dated 01/11/2013 is attached as 

annexure ‘[B”). .

3.

*
\

■I

***'.*' * -dfficer/respdndent No : 3 ' received the ^: •
The inquiry6..

..V.r
written' reply and after conducting the\so-called inquiry 

by obtaining the-so-called,''inquiry DSB Mardan about 

the so-called ' unfound'eff, ' wind-fallen ■' immovable
gave , his' findings

t

properties/assets of - oppellaht 

whereas the - said' inquiry'tPfficer found the ■ appellant
)

corrupt and inefficient whereas the allegations/charge 

-of involvement with criminal activities was not proved.-

tl^fibasis qfgsaid
i' ' ' • ■ V’

. officer/respondent- . N.o ; 3'

inquiry, the inquiry
* * . ^ '“• * recommended n'lajor

7. That bn

3 • ••.
punishment ffbr'' tainted-y-service record plus - bad- 

peffbrmancelf his dutiefin police department. (Copy, 

of inquiry report dated 09/12/2013 & report of DSB
; * • ‘ . • ■ i • ' ' • ' .

■ • • . F • . • i •.

.1

I', -f
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©MqrMan , are - attached -qs^: annexiim- “C/L 

respectiyely)

yy.

>•
. t i'!V

V.H.

■ i-esorm^^^nr:^^-. 'nes'pondent'. No ■
. Mnquiry offlceK^^Ne^denC^ty' 1']awarded-..the ' ''-'

: ■

•' 8.. ■ •;

U'
■ appellant ■ with' -rnyor ■■p^isfmA of compulsory 

'retirement- vide-' its'] wdefydNo: "5792-94^3 ■ .dated. ■ 
10/12/2013 m exerdse- of hif power udder, the-N.W.F.P 

Police Rules of-1975\f.Copy.- of or'der-sds-, attached 

annexure

\
r..*

as .
:: \.

/ .
s

. Feeling aggrieved offhc pndre- process ofinpuirf ■ 
inquiry-report:'and Hk-unp^nid-ordif of respondent .fl/v 

-Nod the appellants pr0ri/ed an depdrtm'ental appeal _ 
to respondent No 2 agafst/jy -said.drder,! whereby the 

order, dated .l&/.12/20Py/SF -challenged I ' ''\
factual, -andde^fgund^/^opy. of tile departmental'

appeal is-dttac/ieflM anneXUre/‘E’0'- '

V
■ 9. ■

■ ■

} -
I-

:

.'1
1-:

on various

i

•1 . . ,*
:Vs^ '\

V j •
• 1. '■■'i-'v-

.10. f -That. the ' ap^^gnr waited.ifir- dhg response
P'^^PohdentN(^fin..the:rgfoecfcfhisdepartri'ientalf^ 

appeal till last^fgf statut^ipf iod,-but.cf no avail. ^ ' 

. -Hence the instant appeal. . f ' ' '

S-
.1-• t.

• i
:

j

.1^• :
il ■

;

1

r. •:;• I /
?■. 1.1.. That appellant,.feeling-aggrieved'of the gr'de.r No 5792- ' ■

94/ES/datedl0/.12/2pi3':gfre'spphdent-No 1 and having 

PO response of fespondent -Np d/fo thei departmental , ■ '
appeal,of the appellant fill -l^-dast-d^ of statutory . '

_, period, impugns,: challengesfqueshons the same"gnd.
seeks the - indulgence ■ of 'fhlsi .Honourable'.'Tribunal V 

• Pfough the instant appeal dhUhe.follpUng,'amongst .■ 

Others grounds:.- '

1

6

»

;•«
I

• r
• 7 - -; .

• P 1=.. H.
Grounds:- '

* •»
•' .

■■ -A. Thai the impi^ned-order-w^rehyfherappellaj^t

ayvarded yvith the'-majdr puhishmeni of compulsory I '.
retirement form the police department ^of K.P.K^ -is 

highly

t /*• vyasI 1*•1

• i .
■i

; ■ :•••
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arbitrary, \ whlmsiccf against l 'the ^ well
y
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1 established principles of law and. justice. Hence it is 

liable to be set aside, a-
• ?Ŷ a

\

That 'the imp.ugned order ■has been passed in utter 

violation of the principles of natural justice which says: 

'‘No person should be condemned unheard''. During 

the -entire,proceeding from.-the start to the moment of

B.

passing of impugned order, the appellant has not been 

provided with ,adequate opportunity of hearing and to 

defend himself\ih appropriate manner: Thus he has 

been condemned unhearcl.f Hence the impugned order 

violates the principles of natural justice' and is liable to 

be set aside.

C. That the charges' leveledyagainst the appellant are 

baseless, unfounded & uncalled. ''

V
That the appellant has 'served [he Police Department 
with utmost dedication, honesty & transparent-manner. 
He joined the Police Department as Constable and was 

promoted to, the rank ofjnspector by passing various 

departmental exdmin'atio.n. : He served the Police 

Depantinent d pyas made incharge of various Police 

Stations in Police Department as SHO. He has a good 

service record to his credit, -fie earned, meritorious 

' certificate, for his excellent service, etc:

D.

4

That the inquiry report speaks volumes of mala.jl.de.,
V ’ * '

vendetta & victimization of ithe appellant. The charges 

leveled against the appellant are unsustainable for q

E.

number of reasons.

The allegations leveled against the appellant 'ate false, 
baseless andbased on personal/political grudges with
malafiide intention.

F.

That inquiry officer, neither.'collected any kind of proof 

regarding the] allegations against the appellant,

G.

nor
recorded a statement of a ' single .person in support of 

the allegatio.ns. ' ’ •^



That there is no i iota of evidence -to connect the 

appellant with the allegatioixy Hence the allegations 

of superficial, nature.

'tH.

are

That appellant has not been/given any opportunity of

personal hearing” by the competent authority at the.
which

L

time
is contrary to the N.W.E.P -Police Rules. 1975. and

relevant services, ■ rules regulalions.-: Hence great
p'ondenis lo theinjustice ■ w.as fcpmmttled ■ -by 

appellant in thls/respect.- ■

/■es

not given..final show cause noticeThat appellant 'was
by competent 7aiMhorlty7.. wjuch was,, the necessary

relevant., rules and thus tho illegal

: J.

requirement as [per 

order was passed. i

That inquhy-officer badly ficnled to bring any ofifiicial 

documentary proof to- connect the appellant with the 

allegations of so called and windfall assets.

K.

addition to the above facts, the respondent No 3That in
has. also made certain irregularities and has dashed the

L.

rules and regulations to ground. The present inquiry,
hog w.ash-. Plence the saidfor' conducted is just 

inquiry is unsustainable .in the eye of law ..and against
the well established principles-of law and justice..

aso

That appellant has served ' the department Jor more 

than 31 years and'was at the .verge of promotion. The 

impugned'Order has unjustly and illegally deprived the 

appellant from his hard earned reputation and 

of livelihood and has virtually throvm'his entire service

i\4.

means

career to wind:qnd.duty.

That the appSdnt is having shining official record and
not proceeded

N.
prior to tPts'j-the appellant 
departmentally'diiringi-his yvhole service..

was

:■
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That the appellant performed his duties'efficiently 

honestly, with .great zeal'.and never showed any 

inefficiency and, negligence 'during his lengthy period 

of service.

O. }

-j

■■I

It is, therefore, . fhumbly prayed dhat .on 

acceptance of this -appeal, This Honourable Tribunal be 

pleased to:-
A. . ■ Set aside the impugned ()rdci- i)asscd by respondent 

No / foi' heirigf iinfoui'ided. nnsiis/ainohle

Restore the appellant.dgainst his post/rank M>ith'dll 
pulps and privileges Hdh all back benefits. ' ■

b:

✓

Any oiher relief which is not'specifically asked for 

but thifppurt'/deems''.appropriate, may also be 

granted] ■

C.

/ • i' ;

- I

Appella'ntDated:- .

Through!

Mohammad Tariq Khan Hoti 
. Advocate Supreme Court' 

Peshawar.

;
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Order or other proceedings with signature of Ju4fe0 pr |iagfefrate 
that ofparties where necessary. H J j“'|

Date of Order^,No. of 
)rder or. 
)roceedings

or
proceedings.
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-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- ■ ■

KHYRRR PAId-rrUNlCHWA SERVICE IR.IBUNAL, P'HSTrAWAR
1

i' Appeal Ni'. .tOSZ-tO I -i
(M'-dlPmjiiAd ct Police
Mardan and four otheiAL

, Mardan Reeion-K

14.01.2015 •07

with counsel and Mr. Muhammad Shaliqu^ 

behalf of respondents alongwith Addl: ^
DAppellant

/ Is
Inspector ^-egal) on

present.

District Police Mardan, hasMuhammad Rauf, Ex-Inspector,

appeal under section 4 of the IChyber

Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Act, 1974 against order dated

awarded major punishment oi 

Departmental appeal preferred 

not answered by the authority within the

prefeiTcd the instant

i' •

10-. 12.2013 vide which he 

compulsory retirement trom service, 

against the said order 

specified period ot 90 days.

was

!

was

heard learned counsel lor the appellant and learned) V' We have

Addl; A.G for respondents and perused the record with thpir assistance.

counsel for the appellant also placed- reliance

observed

onLearned

PRO 1989 Supreme Court 335 wherein it was. reported case

by the august Supreme Ciourl of Pakistan that conjecture or suspicion
AW

cannot take place ot proot ot tactV-

Perusal of inquiry report dated 9.12.2013 would suggest no

evidence whatsoever has been secured by the inquiry oiliccr in respect 

of the assets allegedly owned by the appellant and, furthermore, the
• I

officer has hiniseU'observed that fuilhcr iiiquiry in respect of

required. It has also been

inquiry

the assets mentioned in the inquiry report was



\'•I'

2

/

;! not established due lo. lack ul'calling d:tl;i rci|uira! iVoin Inchiirgcwas

/ Computer Lab.

Findings of.the learned inquiry officer by itself suggest that

collected by the said inquiry officer and tliat 

recommended for major punishment only on the

no

evidence whatsoever was

the appellant

basis of suppositions, suspicions, sunnises and conjectures and as such

was

that the major punishment in the shape of

not based on

we are of tlic view

compulsory retirement of appellant from 

evidence and as such contrary to the law and hence not tenable.

service was

i

In view of the above, we would allow the appeal and set aside 

dated 10.12.2013 of compulsory retirement andthe impugned order 

y/Duld-reinstate the services-oftheappellant and remit the case back to 

petent authority placinu, the aulhoiity at liberty to conduct de 

lepartmental inquiry against the appellant in aceprdance with 

law. Service bendils of the appellant shall be subject to the outcome of

the, com

novo c

arc, liowever, loll todc novcJ.departmental inquiry/proeeedings. Farties 

File be consigned to ihe.record.their own costs,

ANNOUNCE!
14.01,2015
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(S
qioverijment of l^yber Pukhtunlchwa ^

Office of the Deputy:Inspector General of Police 
Maidan Regibn-I, Mardan

j 1
Pl}one No. 0937-P230113; Fax No. 0937-9230115

The Ipepu;ty Inspector i^enercii of. Police,
Marian Re'gion-I, Mardari '

The p^trict Police GfficeN 
Mardaii.

If
I

1 i

■‘'i;■

j:

m •*
i/
•vi'

; From:
• t

I

i

Tgv-a.
j

To:\

I

0IBS. , February, 201; 4' i.
Ia I

iSubject: OmCE ORDTO.
)

: /i Memo:
In coihpUance of the Honourable Service Tribunal Khyber PukhttmMiwa,

Peshawar appeal No. . 398&418/:20li and Provincial PoUce Officer, Khyber

Pukhtunldiwa, Peshawar Memo: No. 647/Legal dated 03,02.2015 (copy enclosed) tl.e

following Officers are hereby re-instated in service with immediate effect and Mn

Imtiaz Gtil Deputy, Superintendent of Police, Legal, Mardan is hereby nominated as

Enquiry Officer to conduct de-novo inquiry against the Officers.

Inspector-Muhammad Rauf 
Inspector Alam Zeb

The inquiry Officer is directed to submit his findings at the earliest

1.

4. /

!: 1.
2.

2.
:

^^m^D)Psp 
ctor General of Police, 

Mardan Region-I, Mardan.^

(MUi
Deputy

.No. p . ____j|ES.| .
Copy foi^ardet^ to the:-
Provihjd^ Police Officbr, Khyber Pulchtunlchwai Peshawar for favour of 
information w/r to his office Memo: No. 647/LOgaI dated 03.02.2015.

1;

Deputj^ Superintendent of PoUce, Legal, Mard^ for information and 
necess^ action as per para 2 above.

2.

, /
■

1

,(L,../o.ij ;
(MUHAMMAD SA£ED)PSP 

Deputy Inspector General of Police, 
Mardan Region-I, Mardan.
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lippclltinl rcnmincci cainmfluliiMe. hL'd'mcccrT 
who wore ivMiurcd lo llic-olicoin sonic liich iwolhc enws ocsidci
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1. >

ORDER.
order will dispose-off denove departmental enquiiy conducted 

Deputy Supenntondent of Police, Legal, Mardan against Inspector 

Klran in accordance with provision to Police Disciplrnary Rules 197o on

This
Muhammad Rauf

hv
belcnv mentionedr

charges.
Muhammad Rauf Khan of Investigation VVmg, 

of inefficiency, corruption and
"That you Inspector 

Mardan are carrying bad reputation in terms

involvement in criminal activities/'
He was compulsory retired from sei-vice vide tliis office order 

5792-94/ES dated 10.12.2013 and he preferred a service appeal before

the Service Tribunal Khyber Pukhtunkhwa, Peshawar. The Service Tribunal Kliyber

appeal No. .398/2014 dated 14.01.2015 ordered for denovo

ol Police, l.egah Mardtin who

endorsement No.

Pukhtunkhwa, Pe.shawar in
which was conducted by Deputy Superintend.enlenquny'

recommend the enquiry; papers to be filed in his report‘by stating tKat fhe-aUegations .c

be established visibly and technicaUy. He exorieratedj^ from tliercharges
could not 

leveled. again.'T' hun
Therefore under the provision of SMU F-R 

period lie leniained out of service is treated as leave without pay.

OKIilHi.H-VM’y.VCr/.k
:

ayf'fegion-i, Mardan.

L___ /2015.

CC i C>i
;..

6 CD.'

Deputy P,
• M

c

No.JTJ__ D_
''1 1

Dated Mardan the.• T /ES,

Cop)’ forwarded for information and necessary action f

District Police Officer, Mardan. ■ ■

Distiict Police Officer, Swabi.
Deputy Superintendent of Police, Legal, Mardan w'/

Memo: No. 546/LB dated 05.05,2015.

1.
\.

2.
r.to his office

3,
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OFFICE OT THE
INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE 

•CHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 
CENTR iL POLICE OFFICE, PIKHAWAR 

NO- . •> 1 ^ /E-II.dt: OS' ^'^2015

I
I

I i.
!

To The Regional Police Offict r, 
Mardan.I *0\

Subject:i

A^LICATION FORj ;RANTINr. ALL RAr^( rfmpfitS
’-flumEmamumsEMENT

Please refer to yourVaemo No.364j/ES, dated 18.06.2015

nMR/^:7f, filed application
o.MR/67. He may b( informed accordingly.

I

1 10.12.2QX3 TO lO.n? 7m c;I Memo;

The compotent4

' Muhammad Rauf. No. of Inspector

ri
\

(ASIFTqbaEIVIOMAIVD]
AIG Establishment 

For Inspector General of Police, 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
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order!?■ ■ i T
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In continuati
It ' • ■ ' ■

201.^, tpassed, by the! u 

• Officers/officials wer

ojf r vid;^ I

whe'ei

DB No. 161B dated 29-12*
i I ‘I

:□ the'! delinquent Police
if'! ! •' r *

sl^rn'erjt of cdnsur^, ho'4|"‘' 

i^jWav|p|; meri|;iqrf^qd. Therefdri^l keeping in 

■;,viewjenquiry report-as wpl i^ord^Jf fhe HlBlloiljraile Se'f’Jice Tribunal, 

Khyber Pakhtunkkwa, Pesri3j/v|jr|■a||(■ji3enefit;s bre hereby gr 

foUov/ing defaulter Police ■bii;iyl^fi1ci'als'. ’ ' '

■ im: ulli : :ii

ASl Jamshecj Khad

, : 3. ASl Inayatur Fbhniai'l'i^ l' j .i 

ASl Mohan'.mad.A^arn 

' IHGjSartaj Khap' '

Constable l,ja:.;Nd.;-9i4^i

J'O;
1 :i;'i.- V.

I

ej awi,:fdy nfiio
■ ■ ■ ■ ' 'St

■ puni everI
: 'f:

issue-regarding bpck b^eSefit !
I; ;:

I

ji:

anted to the
i j •/ •

. I

•i ■
’In .

i
II ;■1 2. t

■ 'd:I
I;

'1:
i• 4. I

ll^ t;!- r! tI :i
'• 5. . I(V

( .'-9•6i •• !
fi : II.

t 1-
I I.I I//■

:i. i; I I:
OB No.
Dated / ^ -201 "j.'

Ii i I!
•■f ■il

•!: I
I,Mi:: s«: ; :• t (

District p\|lice Officer, 

' :No,wshera

1.:■I
•I;•!I

■K'y,-

■if.' I'll I' :: ii": .1 i i: :.T ^ ■ ! !

iZ/PAi date,d N/j>■ Tic.
.J • ; I

¥ Copi for infdrn^;Ttibif||||\n?di^s:ikry actidp lo pe; -

Deputy ln.spqG|'|ifl Gdpi|.fa 

Mardan with 

dated 22-12-2101.4.
5P, Invest4at p& Nd#Ara:

dif;} Poliice A^arcjan Regioh-I,■f ■ i;' "'T lit;
rjefefeKjcdfto. hikl qffice rriemt): 'No.' 8!378/EC
V , ' ' j ' '' ' I .= ' f ’ f ;

N-t.:.! fTT;. ■ :i'M ' I [■ ;

)
:.e r•i(•
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% ORDER-L-q; . yv -'T^^"-

<S: . • /•'.. My this order will dispose of the fresh Departmen^l^ertqulrv against jrispectpr •■•

; Hashlm Ali Kharf(lstep Promote) of District Swat in the light of Service Tribunarprder dated I9;03-2015 ■I A--
, ' '."*,*.***** *“• •** *

: 'i' received from.Registrar Khyber Pakhtunkhwa service .Tribunal Vlde-Memo-Np.'400/ST, .dated:'26-03-
* * • • *.*%' • **,* t! ?*•' V • " • • . * *

2015. The case was remanded back to District Poiida Officer, Swat for fresh-bepTrtmental-Enquiry.in '

•connection.with punishment awarded to the above-named lnspecto.r'.‘iHasnlrhfAH'.Khan;-AWho while
•.-V-V."-

t ‘••jx.Vi.', .posted as SHO Police Station Kanju reported to be allegedly Involved in'cor^tion.-^-''/q . .
. ;-v ... ■ - ' ' ‘

.• Hejvos Issued Charge ShR?t aiongwlth staternent.offAilegatidns and DSP/Legal,

i• •• .•

H - :
f.

.!■ • 1

i• ;•' i

i I
I

I

f .1
.1

S' i'
f ' • ' ' . . * * • * . . '

Swat wosrjeputed as enquiry Officer. The Enquily Offic^rconducted fresh departmental enquiry againstV ,•
the delinquent officer.and recorded^the statements of all concerned officers.-'He has.provided an ample

J

\ • opportunity.to'the delinquent officer to'defend the.Charges leveled-gainst him. After-conducting •

■ proper departmental-enquiry,-'the Enquiry--Officer has-.submitted*'his'findings vyherein he has

f j. recommended the'delinquent Officer for filing the enquiry.
• •‘•V '•• ‘ . -

‘ / report and enquiry-papers have'.been perused, the defaulter'

f

,J ■

y .
; ' ! ..- f ••'■if": r

* . 1

I-'"" • .>: " Inspector Hashirh All Khan has been heard in Orderly Room on23*06'2015.
■y '

■;

!i

I
■

“Therefore, I Mr. Muharrimad Saieem Marwat P.S.P District Police Officer, Swat 

in exercise of powers vide Rules 2 (iiij of Police Disciplinary Rules -197.5, exonerated him from the 

charges leveled against inspector Hashim Ali Khan and enquiry against him is hereby filed. The period he 
.„y-4,._^spent out from service i.e. ^■^?5('?>?^^o-01-0A-2015^ be -treated ‘as leave .as kind due strictly in 

: ypyy . 'li'*:- ' cornplic.nce to the order of Honorable Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal dated 19-03-2015..

’ -y"i''' . ■/. '. Order announced. . ’ . .

y-\.■ s
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V I
1*

> -'i District Police Officer, Swat\.
A //^I 0.6. No:V'; 1

.... ......v-
V,-y Dated,1 7 "7 72015.'

i

yi- \
. 0(

V

' OFFICE OF THE DISTRjCT POLICE OFFICER. SWAT

i /E. dated Gulltada the. //2015.No.

Copy of above Is submitted to. the. Regional 'Police Officer,V
;^,jMalakandR‘;gion at Saidu Sharif, Swat F/0 inforrri'at'Qn please.

■ ■ ■j*
I

-X-'. r \I

j;-
•> -

i'
■ -!♦

t ■ District Ppikg^fficer, Swat. iv
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^:^||^«hammadWah ib .jL----:: . L No-174 ^
Ex-ASr,AnwarSaeed ■ ■ i' ?' SherAfealNo,396

; 4. Ex-ASlZ^id' T Said No.372
: 5. ^-ASJ 2eb Aiimad i Sher sWali No.173 *
-6- Ex-flCKJianSherNo.29 " ^*^^'^^^«anKhajiNo.265

Police Field Service .h “"/'"S® ■='=Pnimended that aii of “=®'^'^Offi=iois. The

P.li» Wtf„ J^» f?s

sr<:ySlijSffcL¥;ix«2'' “”Malakand Region’at Saidu to ths Re-^'ional^Pn’^^^^i^A- '

-^S3iS£,r; ■ 
-5p=si^&SHssr: ■ SH^i5;5S=£^p“S«.eirihvour"

^"‘>'7 Co^Std ^undli DSB waa also recorted by the

proceeding any sort but during fte
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Retirement are hereby trea'tcd a^khid llave Compulsoiy

Order anuouucctJ ,
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(SYED.ICH)®

District Police Officer, 
Buner

DANl). c): <.
5I PSP< / ; {:y, r. 'i • OB . NO « »

. Datedsy^^ois

i!
i'

-f

f
‘ I

•;I

• ■ 4SrEnquir5,j5atedDaggarthe,a/ /oA^OlS

1. The Rec,;«« I D ^fo^ation to:-kind informaUon w/r tdgi^n“'of^^^^

O..04.2015.ai.d >40.450,^ IZ SyiTpltf 

• ■■ 2.- The Superintendent Investigation, Buner.
3. All dealing hand of this Off/

V V
I\'*.

4•"■‘I
i ‘:• .. •:I

• -i••

f .

'•r-
■ .> *4

:e and SP Investigation Office, Buner. . ■
t ;

t.
!‘ •V,' It'fn. s'4.

I.s'k \
\ V

: '»*.. ./-
(SYEp »ANp‘ \ \\4 *1 PSPk Disffief Police Officer, 

Buner
• -c.-^
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•* Hi:r ORi: the iionourahle service tribunal khyber pakhtunkiiwa.i

PESHaWAR.0
^M'l-vicc Appeal N(». 133S/2015.

iMohamm'acl Rauf inspeclor Appellant.
VERSUS.

i'i'in inciai Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa. Peshawar.- 
o: otiicrs............................................................. :................ Respondents.

Ucspectfully Sheweth:

PUEETMINARY OBJECTIONS:-
That the appellant has got no cause of action &, locus standi to file the present appeal. 
That the appeal is bad due'lo mis-joinder & non-joinder of necessary parties.
That the appeal is time barred.
That the appellant has not come to ll -is Honourable Tribunal with clean hands.
That this Honourable Tribunal ha.s got no jurisdiction to entertain the present appeal.' 
That the instant appeal is not maintainable and its present form.
That the appellant concealed the material facts from this Honourable Tribunal.
That the appellant has been estopped by his oAvn conduct to file the appeal.

1
2

4
5
6
7
8

REPLY ON FACTS.
i

1. Para No. 01 of appeal pertains to appellant’s service record, hence need no comments. 
Para No. 02 of appeal pertains to record, hence need no comments.
Para No. 03 of appeal is correct to the extent of disciplinai-y action, however, the 
same over initiated on sound leasons. (Copy of charge sheet and statement of 
allegations is enclosed as Annexurc-A «& B).
Para No. 04 of appeal is based on facts, hence need no comments.
Para No. 05 of appeal is correct to the extent of departmental inquiry and involvement 
of appellant in corruption. However, the inquiry was conducted aepording to law and 
rules.' ;
Pai-a No. 06 of appeal is correct tc. .^the extent of recommendation of inquiry officer.
(Copy of inquiry report is enclosed as Annexurc- C).

■ of appeal is correerTo the extent of major penalty of compulsory
•-retirement from service.

2.
3.

!•

4.
• 5.

6. •

7.

8. Para No. 08 of appeal is correct, hence need no comments.
Para No. 09 of appeal is correct i;o die extent of filing of service appeal.
Para No. 10 of appeal is correct to .the- extent of decision of the Service Tribunal, in 
compliance of which appellant v.-as reinstated in service and Ifesh departmental 
proceedings were initiated against him

9.
10.

11. , Para No. 11 of appeal needs no cominents as reply already given vide Para above.
Para No. 12 of appeal is correct to the extait. of exoneration from the charges, 
however, the period spent out if: ^urvice was treated as leave without pay on the 
principle of ‘ no work no pay”. (Copy of dc-novo inquiry is enclosed as Annexur^-

12.

!>)•
Para No. 13 of appeal is correct to i.be extent of filing of representation, however, the 
competent authority rejected the same being meritless.
The orders of respondents No. 01 & 04 are quite legal and in accordance with the 
law/rules.

13.

14.

; :
REPLY ON GROUND.S:-

1
i A. Incorrect. Both the orders of respotk'i-nts are qohe legal and in accordance with the 

law/rules. . ...

B. Incorn^ct., The respondents have full;..- eonplied tiie orde.r passed by thi.s i-!onourable 

f Tribunal in its letter and spirit.



i

C. Incorrect. The order of Honourable Tribunal has been complied with in its true spirit.

D. Incorrect. Reply already given vide para above.

E. Incorrect. The appellant is not entitled for the back benefits on the principle of “ no vs^ork 

tno pay”.

F. Incorrect; The case of appellant is on different footings and no discrimination has been 

committed.

' G. The respondents also raised other grounds at the time of arguments with prior permission 

of this Honourable Tribunal.

• /-

4

<

t

II
iPRAYER;-!

I i 1
\i v; ; It is, therefore, requested that the appeal of appellant, may kindly be dismissed 

being devoid of merits with eosts.

I
i.

• «
I

Provincial Police OHiccr, 
Khybcr Pakhtunl^Van^cshawar. 

(Resnotident No. 1)

:

I

.■* ♦ ».'.v

I

i

Assistant InspcctoWCcneral of Police, 
Establishment Khybcr Pakhtunkhwa, 

Peshawar.
(Respondent No. 3)

• 4,1

I

Dy: Ihsriett^^^^cral of Police, 

^i^Wfl'Wegion-l, Mardan. 
(Respondent No. 4)i

4I

I

t

I
I

i
t

:

(
t

:
4• f
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j. -■'» •>'I ■

^ <The District Police Officer, 
Mardan.

■ronv it- ^ I
P'fai

I'K-

The Deputy Inspector General of Police, 
Mardan Region-I, Mardan.

No.' ■ ■ ‘ /LB ^dated Mardan the' "'O /2015.

Subject:

To:

• OFFICE ORDER.

Memo:
Kindly refer to your office Memo: No. 848/ES dated 09.02.2015,on the case noted above in

tiic subject.

1. As directed, DSP Legal conducted De-novo Departmental Enquiry against Muhammad Rauf Inspector.
2. His finding report is forwarded herewith for favour of perusal and further necessary.action please.

t
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SNNfXOfiE -f A/i.

DISCIPLINARY ACTION. UN:E)ER N W?P.P0.L:I.CE.?RU.LES:1975. . ,/
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Muhammad RaufTins de-EOYO Departmental Enquiry has been conducted against Inspector

Police Disciplinary Rules 1975 on below mentioned
gf 'accordatrce with provisions of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

District Police axe carrying bad reputation m terms
Muhammad Rauf of Mardan 

corruption and involvement in criminal activities”.

2- On receipt of enquiry papers, the defaulter official 

directed to submit reply to charge sheet already .

i. '-‘That you Inspector

oflnefficiifcy,
summoned and on his attendance, he waswas

delivered to him. Accordingly he submitted reply to

it which was placed on file.
Sheildi Maltoon Town Mardan to 

of defaulter official, as I had received secret reports

3. During course of enquiry, I approached in writing Project Director

furnisb report about land/plots etc in the

ted 2/3 bungalows at Sheikh Maltoon

name

Town, but in this regard “Nil” report was 

letter to all Banlcs in Mardan to furnish detail 

gative from all Banlcs. 

defaulter official has denied all the

that he has construe

,/ed from the said office. Similarly I also wrote a

official. That too has been received in ne
recei\

of account in respect of defaulter 

Thereafter, I recorded
statement of defaulter official. The

4.

ollcgations leveled against him in the charge sheet.

Charges of corruption and involvement m

the defaulter official. During course

in criminal activities has

.5. came forward toof inquiry no person

in corruption and criminal activities.
been leveled against 

depose against the defaulter o

direct evidence against the

fficial regarding his involvement

defaulter official to ^ show that he is /was involved in
I'here is no

corruption, biio land/immovable property 

concerned office.

of defaulter official byhas been reported in the name

in respect of account of defaulter 

nch which has furnished report that on Court^i 

nt of defaulter official. It is worth mentioning here

Similarly all banks have reported Nil report

Khyber Bank Nowshera Cantt Braofficial except a 

order they will provide report in respect of accou

tiiat defltuUer official has
ount in his name in that Bank: He had remamed SHO in Police Stations

acc
Kalan, Nowshera Cantt, Pabbi and Akbar Pura

Sheikh Maltoon, Shahbaz Garhi, Risalpur, Nowshera 

adverse report was found on 

Staiions. His service book was

reeord against him during his posting as SHO in those Police ; ||
Wlbut no

is no major prmishment on record ,|gS
checked. It revealed that there Wmmawarded to him iivtheyycapni^hments of “Censure” which were.

against him except three minor pu
20n and 2012. As a whole his previous service record is clean. Moreover

,he::ha|^^

2009,1



a^a:
. • .«■'

is notd 2012 while report of 20132010, 2011 an“A” report in his ACR during the yearygivea 

available.

It is submitted that during course

not found guilty of the charges leveled

/
■i

could not be substantiated against him.

ded that the inquiry papers
of inquiry, tire allegations

against him. It is recommeii

/
//

/ He is

may be filed please.I
5

imtiaz GUL)
’ .pcrall Mardan^

■

1-

t

.•:4
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O R D E R.
This oidei- w,|ll dispose-off denove departmental enquiry conducted 

■(;f Poljice, Legal, Mardan against Inspector 

accordance with proviMoji lo I’olice Disciplinary Rules 197a

Ivluhammad Rauf 

belou' mentioned .
In i>t:jyut\' '-I'l-Jpiann

Khan in 

eh.irjH’S.

on

Inipcclor Muhammad Rauf Khan of Investigation Wing,

of inefficiency, corruption and
■' I'hal you

in termsMardan are carrying bad reputation 

involvement in criminal activitiep."

He was compulsory retired from seivice vide tlais office order

appeal before

The Service Tribunal Kliyber

I
endorsement !-io. 57y2D4/ES dated 10,12.2013 and he preferred a services

t

Service Tribunal Kliyber Ppbhtunkhwa, Peshawar 

Pukhliinklr.va, Peshawar in appleai No.

the
3^8/2014-dated '14.0T2pl5 ordered for denovo

conducted by Deputy SuperinLeruhM-il ol Police, Legal, Nicua.m nho 

to be filed m Ids report by stating that the 'allegations

be established v.srbly and ledrnicaily. He exonerate^hinUmn^iCgl?lg"^

enquir)' which was 

recommend the entiuiry-papers 

could not

icwelc'-i ay,a last Iriin.
is filed and the'Lherefore udder the provision of S^fb) k.R his enquiry 

jxTiod he remained out o_f servicj is treated as leave witliout pay.

( IRIII h l-'OM lllWl I ' ’•

/ . ...ahXMmad sAEtDypspr
of.Police,

!V&'i^a.ft'kegion-l,. Mardan.

(■/

Deputy :P.
i-

c 72015.3 ,-1

the.Dateiji Mardanzy'iis.No.j;.

lion lo l]ie:-furwai hied f< r information and necessary 

Mardnn.

ac
Cfop\

L)islricl Police Oflicei',1,
District Police Offiter, Swabi.2

ndent of Police, Legal, Mardan w/r to his officeDeputy Superinte 

Memo; No. 54fi/LB dated 05.05.2.015
3.

j<. >fr 5<>

V

N
{
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BEFORE THE HONOURABLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA,i

PESHAWAR.
^en'ice Appeal No. 1338/2015.

Mohammad Rauf Inspector.....
+

.Deputy Inspector General of Police, Mardan Region-I, Mardan 

& others’....................................................................................

/

Appellant.
VERSUS.

i
Respondents.. <i.. ..

f

COUNTER AFFIDAVIT.

We, the respondents do hereby declare and solemnly affirm on 

. Dath that the contents of the Para-wise comments in the service appeal cited as subject are true 

and correct to the best of our knowledge and belief and nothing has been concealed from this 

Honourable Tribunal.

1

it,

Provincial Police Ofllcp*- 
Khybcr PakhtunkJpvavTeshawar.

ent No. 1)

I ♦ >

I

!
j

y

Assistant Inspector General of Police, 
Establishment Khybcr Pakhtunkhwa, 

Peshawar.
(Respondent No. 3)

1 .n
1

j

b
*

« :

Dy:^Insp^tji^.ge^ral of Police, 
^arJlan/H^gion-1, Mardan. 

(Respondent No. 4)

t

fI i
*

■

f

!
Ii

:' * I

f
%■

1

I

♦

;
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HEFORE THE HONOURABLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBEll PATCHTDNKIIWA,i

PESHAWAR.«
ervicc Appeal No. 1338/2015.

I

Iviohammad Rauf Inspector

j.

1

L h’ '
■! 1 y : Appellant.

VERSUS.
Deputy Inspector General of Police, Mardan Region-I, Mardan 

. & others.................................................................................. Respondents.

AUTHORITY LETTER.
:

/
t

Mr. Muhammad Shafiq Inspector Legal, (Police) Mardan is hereby 

authorized to appear before the Honourable Service Tribunal, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar in 

the above captioned service appeal on behalf of the respondents. He is also authorized to submit 

all required documents and replies etc. as representative of the respondents through the AddI: 

Advocate General/Govt. Pleader, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal, Peshawar.
■ i

;

J
I

I
It

t

' Provincial Police Oflicer, 
Khyber Pakhtunklwi^Cl^cshawar. 

(RespprrdentNo. 1)

:

r I
r 4

V *
I . 1

Assistant InspcctonGencral of Police, 
Establishment Kh^cr Pakhtunkhwa, 

Peshawar.
(Respondent No. 3)

1

!
I

f

\Dy: tpsp<^)iy(^a^al of Police,' 
n'Rc;^i 0 n -1, JVI a r (J a n. 

(Respondent No. 4)
I *

^ I1
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1
I

I

:
4

■ i
\ .
I ».

i
i

i.. t
■ill

V I |i •



BEFORE THE HONORUABLE CHAIRMAN SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Inspector Rouf

Versus

DIG etc

APPLICATION FOR EARLY HEARING

RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH,

7. That above np^d case is pending before this Honourable court and 
fixed for 09/^/2016. -

2. That already the petitioner remained out of service for more than 
two years and already the petitioner is suffering from financial 
crises and unable to pay the educational expenses of his children,

3. That the petitioner along with his family is in extreme suffering 
due to the said reason.

4. That petitioner is very sure in the success of the his cose.
5. That there is no bar on this Honoruable court to accept the 

application.

It is, therefore, humbly requested that on acceptance of this application 
the dote may kindly be fixed as earlier as possible and convenient to this 
Honoruable court.

Dated: 10/03/2016

Petitioner
Through

ABDUL RAUF AFRIDI,
Advocate, High Court Peshawar

AFFIDAVIT:

Declared on oath that the contents of the instant application are true 
and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief and nothing has beep 
concealed herein.


