BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL,PESHAWAR.

Appeal No. 1574/2019

Date of Institution ... 19.11.2019

Date of Decision .. 10.02.2021

Faheem Bacha Ex-Inspector (Now Sub- Inspector), P.S Kalu Khan Swabi.

(Appellant)
VERSUS
The Provincial. Pollce Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar and two others.
-..(Respondents)
- Present.
Mr. Taimur Ali. Khan , » : _
Advocate. _ For appellant
~ Mr. Kabirullah Khattak, : R
Addl. Advocate General For respondents.
- MR. HAMID FAROOQ DURRANI, - CHAIRQMAN

W

MR. ATIQUR REHMAN WAZIR, ' MEMB!ER(E)
JUDGMENT

HAMID FAROOQ DURRANI, CHAIRMAN:-

1. Instant appeal is preferred against the order dated 24.04.2019,

- whereby, the departmental appeal of the appellant was partially allbwed and
“his penalty of removal from service was converted into that of reduction in

the rank of Sub Inspector. The appellant is also aggrieved of the order dated

24.10.2019, through which his revision petition was rejected.

2. . The facts, as gatherable from the memorandum of appeal, are that

the appellant was»appointed as ASI in the "year 2006. VDurin.g the fcourse of
his service, he Was promoted to the rank of Inspector. At the reIeYant time,
the appellant was posted as SHO P.S Mandani when a perso?n nameiy
Gulzada son of Sher Malang submitted a com-plaint,- in terms, that the

appellant kept him in custody and took Rs. 22000/- from one Zahi? Shah for



.

release of the detainee. Departmental enquiry was conducted which was

“ultimately filed. The appellant was still serving as SHO P.S Mandani when a

charge sheet was served -upon him alongwith statement of alledations. It
shall be useful to reproddce hereunder the allegations contained in the
charge sheet:-

1. As per.information frequent comp(aints have beeh'
received against you regarding your inr/o/vement /n
usurping case properties in the shépe either chang/'ng
of original/foreign made arms/weapons with /ocaf/'
made or delays its deposition for the reasons besjt
known to you. ,' f

2. You were a/so involved in chang/ng of genume chars B
with local sub-standard Chars. ;

3. Reportedly you were also involved in NCP Smugg/ing
by tak/ng illegal gratification.

4 You are also involved in taking gifts from locals.”

3, * Enquiry against the appellant ‘was conducted wherein  minor

punishment was recommended Subsequently, re-enquiry in the m;atter was
ordered, report whereof was submitted by S.P Investlgatron Charsadda on
18.3.2019. Whtle concluding the report, it was recommended that the
appellant was liable for major punishment under the Khyber Pak;htunkhwa
Police Rules, 1975. Final show ceuse notice was issued to the'apt)ellant on
19.03.201_9, whereby, the appellant was given the option for personal
hearing. Order dated 25.03.2019 followed, whereby, pena!ty of rerr;oval from
service was awarded to the appellant. A departmental Appeal was %submitted
by him which was decided on 24.04.2019. In the order, the Regioénal Police

Ofﬁc,er, Mardan was pleased to mitigate the 'penalty of appellant and

" awarded him major punishment of reduction in the rank of S.I. The appellant

was reinstated into service while the intervening period was treated as leave




Without pay. The appellant preferred a Revision Petition under Rule 11-A of
the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules, 1975. It could not find favo@r and the
Board decided to maintain the penalty of reduction in rank. I

4, .- Learned counsel for the appellant as well as learned AAG heard'and ‘
available record gone thr0ugh with their assistane'e.

5. It was the argument of Iearned counsel that the re;enquiry agalnst
the appellant was. ordered and conducted wrthout any rhyme or reason,
therefore, the appellant could not have been penalized on the basus of its

report. Further, the re-enquiry did not find mention in the rules ibid.

Referring to the statements of witnesses it was contended that the same

~ were contradictory regarding the amount received by the appellant asA illegal

gratification. In support of his arguments, learned counsel relied on

~ judgments reported as 2004-SCMR-316, 2009-SCMR-605 -and PLD 2011

Supreme Court 163.

~ As Aagalnst that, learned AAG contended that throughé different
statements, the appellant had admitted his guilt. During Cross examination
on the appellant, he admitted the recovery of Arms comprlsing two
Kalashnikovs nﬂes as well as one plSt0| of 30- bore He was also of the view
that in six dlfferent cases, case propertles were retamed by the appellant
wrthout any good reason. -

6. - As regards the objection of appellant towards the re- enqunry, suffice it

to note that the appellant had hlmself criticized the first enqurry in the

memorandum of instant appeal. It is noted therein, under paragraph 4 of
the factual part, that the first enquiry was conducted against the appellant in
which no proper opportunity of defence was provrded to h;m nerther
statements were recorded in the presence of appellant. He was jnot given

oppdrtunity of tross—examination, while in the findings part, eaniry officer




recommended minor punishment for the appellant. It is also not{gd in that

Para: that the eaniry officer conducted enquiry mostly on those éllegations ‘

which were not mentioned in the charge sheet.

Having incorporated the above noted objections in lhis appgeal, it did
not lie in the mouth of apbellant to question the holding Qf re-enQuify. Re-
enuniry was not prohibited under the rules ibid or other laws ap|i:1licable to
thé case of appellant. |
/. | It is also é matter Qf re(:'ord_ that during departmentai pffoceédings
against him the appellant had, more than once, ad_mitted»that (éjuri_ng his
tenure as SHO the recovered arms and ammunition were» not deiaosited in

the Malkhana or any other relevant office, in time. Admit:tedl'y, on

- 20.01.2019, two Kalashnikovs riffles and one pistol 30-bore were -'recovered

from possession of abpellant during search and strike operation. The' illeg'al
retention of the arms and ammunition by the appellant could have serious
repercussions regarding the merits of the case of accused therein.

8. For what has been discussed above, we are of the view; that the

: impugnedorder of respondent No. 2/Regional Police Officer Mardan dated

24.04.2019, does not require any interference. Resultantly, the appeal in
hand is dismissed hereby.
Parties are, however, left to bear their respective costé. File be

consigned to the record room.

\

(HAMID FAROOD DURRANI)

| k/‘ / I " CHAIRMAN
 (ATIQUR REHMAN WAZIR) o
MEMBER(E)

ANNOUNCED
10.02.2021




o 1574/19 .
A » ) o : .
o "Date of Order or other proceedings with signature of Judge or
S.No. | order/ Magistrate and that of parties where necessary.
- .| proceedings ' - :
B 2 3
Present. _ _ ;
Mr. Taimur Ali Khan, A .. For appellant
Advocate ‘ o ' f
Mr. Kabirullah Khattak, -
Addl. Advocate General, : ... For respondents.
10.02.2021 Learned counsel for the appellant as well as learned

Addl. A.G heard and available record gone through withf'their
assistance.

Vide our detailed judgment, we are of the view-thét the

| impugned order of respondent No. 2/Regional Police Qfﬁcer

Mardan dated 24.04.2019, does not require any interferénce.
Resultantly, the appeal ih hand is dismissed hereby.

Parties are left to bear their respective costs. Fiile be

\

'CHAIRMA

consigned to the record room.

o

(Atig-ur-Rehman Wazir)
Member

ANNOUNCED
10.02.2021

o



22.12.2020 - Counsel for the appellant and Asstt. AG for the

o | respondents present. :

,Z' : _ - Forme'r requests for time to further prepare the
R brief. To come up for hearmg before the - DB on

| 15 01.2021.

(Mian Muhamn{&é
Member(E)
-' n 15.Q1_.2021 -Mr. Taimur Ali Khan, Advocate for appellant and Mr.
: C “'\ ; Muhammad Riaz Khan Paindakhel, Asstt. AG alongmth

Shah Jehan, Inspector for the respondents present. .
. Learned counsel for the parties concluded thelr
"respectlve arguments. To come up for order on .
10.02.2021. Learned AAG shall, in thé meanwhile,lpro\'/ide
the compléte record of enquiry including the statementsof
\y} witnesses « gt &_her documents relevant with the case

shall also be provided before the next date.

- (Atig-ur-Rehman Wazir) ~ Chairman
Member(E) '




124.032020° - Due to public holidays on account of Ce\)id‘-.l9? the case ~ = *

is adjourned. To come up for the same on 16.06.2020 beforé

S.B. .
Reader
16.0-6.2'020 | ~ Appellant alongwith his counsel and. Mr. Kabirullah .=~

Khattak, Additional AG alongwith Mr. Shah Jehan, 'S.I
(Legai) for the respondents present. Repr'esentative of the

department furnished written reply/para-wise comments

on behalf of respondents No. 1 to 3 which is placed on

record. To come up for rejoinder, if any, and arguments on

- 31.08.2020 before D.B. W
: - © (MUHAMM DA HAN KUNDI)

MEMBER -

31.08.2020 Due to summer vacation, the case is adjourned to

05. 11 2020 for the same as before S |

05.11.2020 - Junior to counsel. for the petitioner -and District
‘Attorney for the respondents present.

The Bar is observmg general stnke therefore, the

d to 15.01.2021 for hearing before the

: \ ’
Chaixv n C

matter is adj
D.B.

(Mian Muhammdd)
Member




26.12.2019

Ar\r\n Y

cent Deposited

A

21.02.2020

Learned counsel for the appellant present. Prehmlnary

arguments heard.

The appellant has filed the present service appeél‘agéinst the
Saldl 244, vol

order of appellate authority/whereby major penalty of removal from

service awarded to the appellant vide order dated 26.03.2019, was .

converted into major punishment of reduction to the rank of Sub

Inspector. The appellant has also assailed the order of the' Appeal

Board dated 24.10.2019 whereby the order of the appeéllate

authority was kept intact.

1

Points urged need consideration. The present s?:rwce appeal
is admitted for regular hearing subject to all just legal obJectlons
The appellant is directed to deposit security and process fee within

10 days. Thereafter notices be issued to the resbbndénts for

~ «!} focess Fee Feply/comments. To come up for written reply/comrnents on

21, 02 2020 before S.B v /(

: Member

Counsel for the appellant and Mr. Kabirullah Khét’té’k, Additional

AG alongwith Mr. Shah Jehan, S.I (Legal} for the.respond'ents
present. Written reply on behalf of respondents not submitted.
Representative of the department seeks adjournment to furnish

written reply/comments. Adjourned to _24.03.2020 for written

A

reply/comments before S.B. M

(MUHAMMAD AMIN KHAN KUNDI)
MEMBER. -+




Form- A 2
FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Court of -
Case No.- 1574/2019
S.No. | Date of order Order or other proceedihgs with signature of judge
: proceedings
1 2 3
1- ‘19/11/20%9“ _The appeal of Mr. Faheem Bacha presir*\'fig:oday _byA- Mr. Taimur
™ 7| Ali Khan Advocate may be entered in the Institution Register and put up-to |-
the Worthy Chairman for proper orderA please. ‘ D
- R - f/‘
_ REGISTRAR .
. This case is entrusted to S. Bench for preliminary hearing to be

20|01

p-ut up there oln 7’6,/)) 1/(/3
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' CHAIRMAN .- -
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL

PESHAWAR
_ | i
APPEAL NO.{5 29/2019 I
\
Faheem Bacha V/S Police Deptt:
INDEX
S.No. | Documents Annexure | P.No. | | ot
1. Memo of Appeal L | e - 4 | 1
2. Copies of complaint, inquiry report A&B |- |3
3. | Copies of charge sheet, statement of | C,D&E ° _
i allegation and reply to charge sheet 14-16
4, Copy of 1* inquiry report F - ||77-19
5. Copy of 2" inquiry report G V)~ 2
6. Copy of show cause notice and reply H&I |
to show cause notice R %’ZL{
7. Copies of order dated 25.03.2019, JLK&L .
departmental appeal and order dated : 25~ QF
. 24.04.2019 | :
8. Copy of revision and rejection of M&N [QR-3D
revision dated 24.10.2019 ' .
9. Vakalat Nama 3/
| - | APPELLANT
THROUGH:
TAIMBR ALI KHAN
(ADVOCATE HIGH COURT
ASAD MAHMOOD

(ADVOCATE HIGH COURT)
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL

———

PESHAWAR

¥hyheor Pakhtukhwa
Servies ribunal

APPEAL NO.!5H! 1019 piars o [0S

|

| FaheemBacha, Ex-Inspector (Now Sub-Inspector),
PS Kalu Khan, Swabi.
|

(APPELLANT)

VERSUS

, 1. The Provincial Police Officer, KP, Peshawar.
2. The Regional Police Officer, Mardan Region, Mardan.

S 3. The District Police Officer, Charsadda.

(RESPONDENTS)

APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF THE KHYBER
PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNALS ACT, 1974
AGAINST THE ORDER DATED 25.03.2019, WHEREBY
THE APPELLANT WAS REMOVED FROM SERVICE,
AGAINST THE ORDER DATED 24.04.2019, WHEREBY ON
THE DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL OF THE APPELLANT,
THE MAJOR PUNISHMENT OF REMOVAL FROM
SERVICE WAS  CONVERTED INTO MAJOR -
PUNISHMENT OF REDUCTION IN THE RANK OF SUB
INSPECTOR AND AGAINST THE ORDER DATED
24.10.2019, WHEREBY REVISION OF THE APPELLANT
WAS REJECTED.

PRAYER:

Al

THAT ON THE ACCEPTANCE OF THIS APPEAL, THE
ORDER DATED 25.03.2019, 24.04.2019 AND 24.10.2019 MAY .
KINDLY BE SET ASIDE AND RESPONDENTS MAY
FURTHER BE DIRECTED TO RESTORE THE
APPELLANT TO HIS RANK/CADRE/SCALE OF
INSPECTOR 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.

ouen 420




&

RESPECTFULLY SHEWTH:

FACTS:

1. That the appellant was appointed as ASI in the year 2006 and due to
excellent performance, he was promoted to the rank of Inspector. The
appellant since his appointed performing his duty with great devotion
and honesty, whatsoever assigned to him and no complaint has been
filed against him regarding his performing.

2. That the appellant was posted as SHO PS Mandani,-a person namely

Gulzada S/O Sher Malang filed complaint against the appellant that
the appellant took him in custody and took Rs.22000 from Zahir shah
for his release in which inquiry was conducted against the appellant
and during the inquiry proceeding the complainant clearly stated that
he filed compliant against the appellant on the instigation of Tehsil
Naib Nazim Mushtiq, due to which the inquiry was filed without
further proceeding against the appellant. (Copies of complaint,

inquiry report along with statements are attached as Annexure-
A&B)

Bt 3. That while serving in the same capacity as SHO, charge sheet on
baseless allegations along with statement of allegations were served
to the appellant, which was duly replied by the appellant and denied
the allegations and gave real facts about the situation. (Copies of
charge sheet, statement of allegations and reply to charge sheet
are attached as Annexure-C,D&E)

4. That on the bases of baseless allegation, inquiry was conducted

against the appellant in which no proper opportunity of defence was

provided to the appellant as neither statements were recorded in the
presence of the appellant nor gave him opportunity of cross

examination and in finding the inquiry officer recommended minor,

punishment for the appellant It"is pertinent to mentioned here that
%qyw_fﬁ‘ér‘m@ulry mostly on_those-allegatlons which

|

is attached as Annexure-F)

5. That without giving any reason by the authority for not agreemg with
the recommendation of first inquiry report, another inquiry was
conducted against the appellant in which again no proper opportunity
of defence was provided to the appellant as neither statements were

o ‘recorded in the presence of the appellant nor gave him opportunity of

| ’ cross examination and in that inquiry too, the inquiry officer

conducted inquiry mostly on those allegations, which were not

mentioned in the charge sheet, but inspite that inquiry officer held

him responsible. (Copy of 2™ inquiry report is attached as
Annexure-G) '

were not mentioned in the charge sheet. (Copy of 1* inquiry report!



n

6.  That show cause notice was 1ssued to the appellant Wthh was duly

replied by the-appellant in-which” he mentioned that his reply to
e charge sheet may be considered as reply to show cause notice.
(Copies of show cause notice and reply to show cause are
attached as Annexure-H&I)

7. That on the baseless allegatlon and irregular inquiry, the appellant
B _ was removed from service vide order dated 25.03.2019, against
which the appellant filed departmental appeal on 27.03.2019 on
which respondent No.2 passed an order dated 24.04.2019, wherein
punishment of removal from service awarded to the appellant was
converted into major punishment of reduction in rank of Sub
Inspector and reinstated him into service. (Copies of order dated
25.03.2019, departmental appeal and order dated 24.04.2019 are
attached as Annexure-J,K&L)

— 8. That then appellant filed then revision under Rule 11 -A of Police
Rules 1975 (Amended in 2014) on 29.04.2019, which was rejected
on 24.10.2019. (Copies of revision and rejection order dated
24.10.2019 are attached as Annexure-M&N)

9. That now the appellant comes to this august Tribunal on the following
grounds amongst others.

GROUNDS: , _
A) That the impugned order dated 25.03.2019, 24.04.2019 and
24.10.2019 are against the law, facts, norms of justice and material on
record, therefore not tenable and liable to be set aside.

B) That inquiry was not conducted against the appellant according to the
prescribed procedure as neither statements were recorded in the
presence of the appellant nor gave him opportunity of cross
examination, which is violation of law and rules, therefore, the
impugned orders are liable to be set aside on this ground alone.

C) That before issuing charge sheet to the appellant, a person namely
Gulzada S/O Sher Malang filed complaint against the appellant that
the appellant took him in custody and took Rs.22000 from Zahir shah
for his release in which inquiry was conducted against the appellant
and during the inquiry proceeding the complainant clearly stated that
he filed compliant against the appellant on the instigation of Nazim
Mushtaq, due to which the inquiry was filed without further

o proceeding against the appellant and in the charge sheet, on which the
appellant was penalized, it was also mentioned that frequent
complaints have been filed against the appellant, which shows that the
appellant was penalized on those baseless complaints.




D) That one of the charge in the charge sheet was that, the appellant
changing of original/foreign~made” weapon with the local made,
however appellant did not change the weapon and in inquiry too
changing of original/foreign made weapon with the local made was
not proved, other charge in the charge sheet was that of changing of
genuine chars with local sub-standard chars which was also not
proved in the inquiry. Other charge was involved in NCP smuggling
by taking illegal gratification, which was also not proved in the

B : inquiry against the appellant. Other charge was that he took gifts from

: local people, but the appellant also denied that charge, which shows
that the appellant has been punished for no fault on his part.

E) The inquiry officer conducted inquiry mostly on those allegations, |
which were not mentioned in the charge sheet and on that allegations
the appellant was punished, which is not permissible under the law.

F) That statements taken of different officials in both inquires were also
different and on those statements, the appellant was penalized, which
1s against the norms of justice and fair play.

G) That -in first inquiry, the inquiry officer. recommended minor
punishment, but without giving any reason by the authority for not
e agreeing with the recommendation of first inquiry report, another
inquiry was conducted against the appellant, which is not permissible
under the law and rules. |

H) That the appellant seeks permission to advance others grounds and
proofs at the time of hearing.

e | It is, therefore most humbly prayed that the appeal of the
‘appellant may be accepted as prayed for.

e | | APPEYLANT

Faheem Bacha

THROUGH:
- TAI ALI KHAN
(ADVOCATE HIGH COURT),
. ABDUL WAHID ' ASAD MAHMOOD

(ADVOCATE) (ADVOCATE HIGH COURT)
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: ;'_im apphcation.

4 . GOVERNMENT OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA |
¥ DEPUTY SUPERTENDANT Ok POLICE HQRS, -
CHARSADDA |

L0 NoodfZe - S, dated Charsaddathe fd7 032009, - —

©+ To: .. The Distict Police Officer

_ 'Charsadda

", 'Subject: = DEPARTMENTAL ENQUIRY AGAINST J:\ECTOR § By M BACHA

’ - SHO PS MANDANIL.
Memo: Kmdly refer 1o your office Diary No.90/C. Cell dated 18.01.201¢
' It is submitted that matter was thoroughly enquued ¢t during ti. mse _of
CRGUIrY Inspector Fahim Bacha SHO PS Mandani and’ complamam WEK SUmMmo™ the
ufﬁu of Lmders1gned wherein, the’ complamant and the said officer v.ere }eard Lo N

Ihe\ were confronted to each other and heard them m person Ins;ector. Fahlm :
pIOd uced a wntten statement stating therein that, the allegatlons leveled by the complaL
'

are ut aily f’llbe/baselC\s

However, during formal proceedings the -“applicant produced a written

,statemem‘ m which he. stated that he submitted the instarM against Inspector LWP

-

- ahim Bacha. due to some mlsunderstandmg and now does not want any further action on

i . « —

Forthe reason dmcus@( d above, enquiry may be filed, 1fagreed

et e i y =
" ) 1

bgbmltted, please.

- Deputy Super}f‘teﬁdenf of Police
HQrs Charsadda.
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'““_‘.""""’:'Duri}ig preliminary enquiry DSP Tangi visited your quarter -and asked you.

Tl o

<

F “ authiority here't.;y charge you Inspector Faheem Bacha as follows.

CHARGE SHEET UNDER KPK POLICE RULES 1975

*I, Irfan Ullah Khan, District Police fficer Charsadda, as competent

That 'y-o‘u Inspector Faheem Bacha, while posted as SHO PS Mandani,

" L..As per information frequent complaints have been received agdinst you regarding

. your involvement in’ usurping case propetties in the shape either changing of'

%rlgl‘nab’forezgn made ‘arms/weapons with local made or delays its deposition for the:
reasons best known to you. -
2. Y@)li, were gilso involved in changing of genuine chars with local sub-standard

Chats. < ' |

tB. VKepérted-‘ly": you were also involved in NCP Smuggling- by taking illegal

.gratification.

]4. You are also involved in taking gifts from locals.

‘regarding case property i.e 02 Kalashnikov and 01 pistol both foreign made which
were taken into possessien during search and strike operation coxlqilcted within the

territorial jurisdicfiqn of Police Staticn Mandani. In response to the query you replied

" that the same are laying with you in your Almirah ai quarter. You took out the same

from the ahniraih and.handed over to DSP Tangi. Being a member of disciplined force

" as. lné,pec':tof SHO your-a(_;ts are highly objectionable and also stigmatized the force. '

This amounts to grave misconduct on your: part, ‘warranting

Deﬁartnieﬁtdl dction against you as defined in' section-6(1) (a) 'of _the KPK Police

" Rules 1975. . - '

1 By'l‘ea'sbn of the above, you appear to be gui!tyl,o'f misconduct under
section 02(TIT) of the KPK Police Rules 1975 and has render your self
liable to all or any of the penalties as specified in‘sectiori 04 (1) a & b of

. the said rules. o S )

2. You are thére_fore, directed to submit your written dAefenjse'swithin seven
days of the receipt of this Charge Sheet to the Enquiry Ofﬁ_éep '

3. You;'. written defense, if any should reach to the enquiry officer within the
specified period, in case of failure, it shall be presumed that you have no
“defense to put-in and in that case an ex-parte action shall follbw against

. you. C

4. Intimate, whether you desired to be heard in person. .
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Ofﬁcetof the District Poltcc Ofﬁ(.\,t 0’5 d L -
4 Chars'\dd
AC’l IO\I U‘JDER KPI POL(CE RULES 1975

) meanmg of secuon 02 (m) of KPK POl-lCC Rulea-lC)'IS

TA‘TEVIE\IT oOF ALLEGATIO\IS &

L_//
Bac

That he Inspector Faheem ha Whtle 'posted as SHO PS Mandam,

‘reasons ‘bést known to hlm P - .
© 2, He-was also tnvolved n changmg of genume chars wuh loca! sub standard Chars

4. He was also, mvolved in Lakmg glﬁs ‘from locals.

[nspecto: SHO his acts ar e highly ob]echonable and also stigmatized the force.

gamst hlm

later (enqu:ry ofﬁcer) a statement of charge sheet is attached: heremth

L@

NG 2&63 4.7 /HC, dated Chassadda the
L Coples for [uformatlon to the:
A, Taj Muhammad Khan DSP Tangi -
L/f [nspector Faheem Bacha (Police lmes)

PUNSEY. 73

Covcrnft\enl of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa i 8?/(/’5
2’/ 1 L7

Bt lrfan Ullah Kh’m Dlsmct’Pehce ;‘Ofﬁcer Cha:sadda as competent
;authonty am of the oplmon that Inispector - Faheem-Bacha; has rendered h1n1self liable
“-ito Be proceeded against as 6 has comitted the followinig actslomlssxons ‘within the

T l As per mformauon freqdem complamts have been’ recewed agamst him regardlng
i hxs lnvolvement nc usmpmg case propemes in! thé shape ‘either changmg, of ..
L ongmallforexgn ‘nade, armslweapons wuh local made or delays 1ts deposmon for the

3 Repoxtedly he was'also involved in ‘NCP Smugghng by takmg dlegal gratxﬁcatton

Dunng prehmmary,enqmry DSP Tangi visited h\s quarter and asked him'
b regmdmg casé- property 1e 02- Kalasﬁmktw ‘and 01° pxstol both foreign made which

. were tzken 1nto possessxon, durmg search and stnke bperanon conducted within: the
e temtonal junsdlctxon .of Police Station Mandam In response to the query | he rephed
thal the saifie are laymg with you in hls Almu'ah at quarter. He took out the same from
the alrmtah and handed over to DSP Tangi. Being & member of dlsc1pllned force a8

Tlus amounts.- 10 grave nnsconduct on his part warrarmng Depanmemal w-“on

For the. purpose scrutinizing the conducl of the sald official Mr Taj
Muhammad Khan DSFP Tangi is hereby deputed to conduct ploper depanmental
) enquu'yL -against the aforesaid official, as contained in SCCUOH -6 (1) (@) of the afore
mentiongd rules. The enquiry officer aﬁe; completing all proqeedmgs shall submit-his

- verdict to this office within supulated penod of (10) days. Inspector Faheem Bacha, 18
directed fo appear before the enquiry officer on the date, ‘timé and placed fixed by the
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o - A 5 ated. 7//23 12019
. Subject: - DEPARTMENTAL ENQUIRY REPORT AGAINST INSP FAHEEM BACHA
S REFERENCE ATTACHED

' ALLEGATIONS ] ' . o _
The mstant enqurry was . entrusted to the under51gned by the W/DPO B
) aéaanst lnspector Faheem Bacha he whlle posted as SHO PS Mandam has commltted,“-
: the followmg mlsconduct . | L |
He was mvolved in usurpmg case. propertles m the shape elther changmg
E of: ongmal/forelgn made arms/weapons wnth local made or delays its deposntion for
‘\"'Q. the reasons best known to hlrn |
- He was also mvolved in changmg of genuine chars with local sub- -
standard chars. | |
| Reportedly he was also mvolved m NCP Smugglmg by takmg illegal
_ gratrﬁcatron besndes it has also been alleged that he takes gn‘ts from locals. Hence,
i the Worthy DPO Charsadda as a competent authorlty, served him with charge sheet'
- and - summary of alleqanons and the- enqurry was entrusted to the underSTgned to
-. scrutmrze the conduct of. the sald delmquent official.. | ‘

- VPROCEEDINGS S

To unearth the real facts all concerned were called and therr statements

. -were recorded

- o ;-‘ STATEMENT OF INSPECTOR FAHEEM BACHA'&THE THEN SHO PS
i C MANDANI) ; ‘ i ‘

The delmquent oT’ﬁCIa [ was called heard hlm in person and obtained his
' statement (attached) wherein’ he blatantly denied the allegatlons leveled against|

A hlm He was also cross questloned (attached)

- STATEMENT OF HC HAMID JAN MHC PS MANDANI
% "-‘X:- : . L S ety
“ He stated that on 20- 01 2019 during searrh and strike operation,

. inspector Faheem Bacha (the then SHO PS Mandni) recovered two SMGs and one pistol

30 Bore vide FIRs No 16,17 and 18 dated 20-01-2019 U/Ss T_S-AA PS Man’dani _a' d kept




the same in his own custodv When he requested him to hand over the said case

-
PV

properttes for. completlon of record he refused and replled that the case propert\es

are lylng in his alrmrah at hlS resrdenttal quarter He requested the SHO time and

L agam for the completlon of record and obtaming of Armourer report but he dld not

Vg s ST

' handover the sand case propertles to- hlrn He stated that in this respect he also

entered a report vrde DD.No.23, dated 06-02- 20%9 PS Mandam (attached). He further

) d1sclosed that the then SHO was also 1nvolved in corruptton rece1v1ng glftS and brlbes

from the pubhc as he has- taken bribe from one Shaukat mvolved in case. vude FIR -

No t1 dated 14 01 <2019 U/S 324/429/148/1 49 PPC PS Mandanl and he has also
onfessed his gu1lt before the under s1gned in his presence at SHO office PS Mandani.
Srmrlarly the then SHO was mvolved in receiving, of gifts from publlc On the demand
of the then SHO Faheem Bacha a person namely MUshtaq had brought carpet, qu1lts

and p]llOWS for hiS residential-quarter.

STATEMENT OF MUSHTAQ S/0 SHERZA DIN R/O HAR!CHAND

He stated that on the day of arnval of lnspector Faheem Bacha as SHO
he went to his re51dent|al quarter at PS Mandani to meet wrth him. During meettng

the then SHO Faheem Bacha had demanded carpet, prllows quilts, and some money

' : -for other expendrture of his residential quarter. Upon hls-demand he provsded the

- said art'ic‘les_ and cash amouint of Rs:10000 to hir.

o { ~STATEMENT OF SHOUKAT ALI R/O KODA! MANDANI

He drsclosed in his statement that he has a land  dispute with one. Hussam

agalnst both the part1es at PS. Mandani..-On the day of occurrence at evemng time |

have pald Rs.60000/-_to SHO Faheem Bacha at the hand of.._my..fnend_.znamely

Asfandtar SHO Faheem Bacha assured him that he wrll favour him in-his case He

N ———
further stated that Asfandiar had totd him that he had spent some more dough and he
will hquzdate it later on. '

rFiNDINGSV

Fro'r'n' the above sta’tements'it transpired.that Inspector ‘Faheem- Bacha -

the then SHO Mandam had conducted raids on 20.'01.2019 and recovered two

kalashenkove and one pistol vide case FIR Nos, 16, 18 and17 u/s 15AA Ps. Mandani.

He dld not send the same for Armourer report m time. ' Aﬁe e -

Khan On 14 01 2019 they have fired upon each other and a case was reg1stered ‘
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: g o He chd not hand over the above mentloned recoverles ) the MHC for J\q

lxeepmg ‘it in PS kot. due to whtch the record/mdex of FIR was also’ remalned

,l_ncom_plete- -" ‘

-"lle"subrni'tt‘ed} ch'allan with"outtArrjn'ou're:r" 'report which v;ill result in the
acqu1ttal of the case. » R ‘ ‘
- The MHC requested hlm for completlon of record and- obtalmng of
: Armourer-report' and for this reason he:entered a report- v1de DD No, 23 dated 6-2-
2019 | : | B
_ @ The aforementloned SMGs and’ Plstol were recovered.from the personal
Almlrah of accused 0ff1c1al “on 11 02. 2019 and were- handed over to "MHC for
| completton of record and the same’ were sent f01 Armourar mspectlon on 12. 02 2019
He had taken bribe from one Shoullat hence he reglstered a case vide
FlR No 11 dated 14. 01 2019 u/s 324/429‘/148/149PPC at PS Mandam in his favour
He had demanded carpet qullts and some money for other expendlture

' of hlS re51dentlal quarter from one namely Mushtaq wh1ch is clear from hlS statement

—_— o T ____,..-—-——_._. i

Cleis worthwhlle that a secret probe was aL\o conducted which also supported the

allegatlons leveled aaamst the accused offlmal

Keepmg in view the above facts, statements of concerned’ persons the

1 allegatlons leveled against Inspector Faheem Bacha (the then SHO PS Mandam) were .
E proved However, as the delmquent official halls from a poor famlly and keeplng in

view his servrce, his future, a tenient view may please ‘be taken and he may be .
.- ‘__f_.——-—"""———‘——ﬂ o

awarded a “MINOR PUNISHMENT” in order to mend his way

Subrmtted please S e

E Dy: Superintendent of Police
Tang:

wOrthv DPO Charsadda / /-(/ R ;wuﬁe‘y ?ﬂ'f f/ K ,
W\ kel o e P Ty
wil(7 )
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GOVERNMENT OF- KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA ’
SUPEFHNTFNDENT OF POLICE
i  w= Lo L INVESTIGATION CHARSADDA
S " S : : ~ . - PHONE NO. 0'91 9220402

[/

P ~Tc:;‘-—‘ - The District Police Offlret

Charsadda o -

','.'W’:ﬂo 1[5 / /PA/Invest: dated Charsadda, ‘(he 2% /2019,
t Subject:-  RE-INQUIRY REPORT AGAINST INSPECTORFAHEERT BACHA. (THETHEN
, . sHO Ps MANDANY NOW POLICE LINES CHARSADDA. | o
S e . Memo:- - T S SO e - B T T

S Kmdly refer to your- office Dairy No. JS?l/GB dated 11.03. 2019
T (return in ongmal) '

1. . "7 Whereas dep‘zrtmenta! enquuy agarnst lnspector Faheem’ Bacha {the F
then SHO PS Mandam) conducted by Mr. Taj Muhammad Khan, DSP Tangi, with the ‘
, recommendatlon of minor punishment, Ialer -on such enqmry was marked to the:

' unders:gned for: re inquiry and report. - © B S

a2 " Itis submitted that as per kind durecuons re- lnqunry was conducted into
‘ _the matter the foiiowmg Police offlcerq and other concerned persons were called to
the’ offlc_e of undersigned. They were heard in person, their detailed previous
statéements were examined & they were dlso crossed QUest:oned They corroborated
- their previous statements,: while one Shaukat who disowned- his earlier statement,
‘hence his fresh statement as well as statements of DSP Tangl and C)HO Wang| were
also recorded. ’ S
. . Mr. Taj Muhammad Khan DSP Tangi~ » **
i. Inspector Faheem Bacha Police Lines Charsadda
iii. SiGul Shed KKhan, SHO WS Tangi.

-

, . " iv.. HC Hamid Jan Moharrir PS Mandani. - .
" : o v. . Mushtaq s/o Sher Zarin r/a Harichand.’

e vi.-' Shaukat Ali s/o Ghulam Muhammad r/o Ko,dy Mandani. ,
o Statement of. Mr. Taj Muhammad Khan, (the then DSP Tangi) . ' ~ A ;
o , ) '_ N As per his statement that on 11.02:2019 ‘n‘e conducted a surpnse v15|t ,

S '...}to PS” Mandam ~during checking of record/mdex FIRs No 16,17 & 18 u/s A5- AA PS :

L "" Mandani were found in-compfete. On:the query MHGC Hamid Jan stated that on
.- 20.01.2019 during Search and Strike Operdtxon Inspector Faheem Bacha {the then
S SHO} recovered twao SMGs and 01-pistol 30-bore.in the. above cases, kept the same’

- - case property in his own custody, when he was requested to hand over the same for
o completlon of-record, he refused and replied that the case property are lylng in his”
alm|rah of his residential quarter, he requeated time. and again for completlon of PS
record and obtammg the Armourer report but he -did not hand over the said case

| . property to him. In this regard a report vide D.D No..23 dated 06.02. 2019, was also. 7\K
! ‘lodged. During discussion MHC Hamid Jan further. dasciosed that the then SHO was N{j‘(
o also’ mvolved in corruption, receiving gifts and bribes, from the public as he has taken

- o brlbe from one Shaukat invoived in case FIR No 11 dated 14.01.2019 u/s
L 0374/429/148/149 PPC PS Mandani. Then the matter was d:scussed with Inspector
‘ Fahieem Bacha at his office, who confessed c_ga_cdmg_takmg-of_]llegal gratlﬁc_atl_on in

. the above mentroned FIR in the presence of Moharnr Hamld Jan, (W

annexure-A). . . ' . S )
T S : " .
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foor 2,58

,tatem ent of ins ector Faheem Bach l he tht.n S’HO-PS—Mandan Wi

S s,

: “He stated that on 20. ol. 20],9 durmg search and strike” operatron he——s it
arrested 03-accused and recovered 02- EMG and 01- -pistol 30 R ‘

possessnon int

AA were regtstered 3t PS Man
OfﬁClal work he did not obta med ‘Arm‘oﬁfre‘rf rep

properttes ‘with bi

NCP vehucles and t

w1th cnmmals He also dented of: takm
statement is. attached vmdefannexure B) i

his. regard cases vide FIR Nb 5'16 A47'and 18 dated 20.01.2019 u/s 15-
dani; agat;ngt the acwsed Dueito.huge . byrden of

tin StimeirHe ‘kc_\p
drs mesty or malaflde} &

v-sy.“. "

LN

mself in; safe custod? @nﬁl therg!is 'no

B rntentnon of him. Further stated that dun "g; is. pé d:of postmg
Wal: _de ed 'the allegattons -of contact i

g demands, (copy o, T

‘aken necessary legat ac.'

Statement ‘of S} Gut Shed Kha ,SI-(O PS Tan i:t

Asp

DSP Ta; Muhammad Khan, SHO Faheem Bacha was,_ on mobr\e

calied” by “the- DSP On his - arnval the DSP aske

' .‘alleged :of takeén
never, favour/support any party hdw’e'ver his* gunner givi

Qeis ‘unaware, {cop

¥

brrbesun case ufs; 324/42,’9 PPC PS‘Mandam S

—,.-,—Mr.——w———'
y of statement is attached vude annexure-C)
e

Statement of HC Hamud ja

et

. Bnai sons of Latr
' SMGs wrth 60-10

cases. vide FIR Nos. 16, 17 and 18 dated 20. 012019 u/s’ 15
ith him. He was requested to depostt/hand ovet the case

Armourer‘S"report n reply the SHO
board/almlrah of . “his” resndentlai'
T the,,sald case propertues

o keptt the’ case propertues wi
e property for: completron of: record and obtarnrng

. told that the “said case propertles are lyrng -in:cup

quarter He requ

* - put in-vain; In.this regar
.. dated 06.02. 2019 He further stated that Inspec

' --.:Mandam) was also mvolved in corruption, i.e recewm
ubhc Further dlsclosed that' -vide

' 324/429/143/149 -pPC PS Ma

. brlbe from one

* ~of sHO Faheem
i tatement is'att

- aheem Bacha,

hls Quarter and some am

items and also paid cash amount Rs. )

-~ . annexure- -E). .

»before Mr. Taj Muhammag

alleged inspector “Siso takes gifts from t
Bacha one Mushtaq Nazim brought Carpet plllow q

o Statement of Mushtag s/o Sher Zarm r[o Harichand-a
He»stated that he vrsrted the Police Statlon"to
t, plllow qullts gtc for

n Moharnr PS Mandant

LA

s S He stated that on20. 01 2019 whtle search & strlke o)
. Faheem Bacha (the ‘then SHO S Mandanl) arreste

f, Ayub s/o Muhammad Yousaf r/o Harnchand
junds-& 01- pistol 30- -or

ested the SHO time and agaln‘to hand over
d a report was lodged in’ the Roznam
tor Faheem Bac

g grfts an

Shaukat. ‘on”

ached vrde annexyre:

BN

during meeting SHO déSIred to provude carpe
10,000/ to the SHO,

1
[ ; v
d . .

ety et e
————— -

v

er hus stater ent that on; 11 02 2019 he. went to PS Mandam wrth B

ounts for ot ther expenses Hence he* brought

bore from their

the case

he recovered 02-

e i

patrollmg He was

d: SHO Faheem Bacha ‘that it has

HO, replled that he l\ N .

¢ himRS: 60 000/-, further_

peratton, \nspector

d accused Muhammad lbrahtm,

and ~recovered 02- a

e from their possessmn, regrstered proper FERAS
-AA PS: Mandam however - e

SN, 23, 1 o
ha (the then SHO PS
d taking bribes from

AR No: .13, dated>14.0% 2019, ufs
ndani; nspector Faheem Bacha-has taken Rs: ' Oi-lac asf
11:02:2019- lnspector Faheem*Bacha admrtted his guilt}.

d Khan (the then osP. Tangi) i m’hIS presence Sifnilady thef
he different peoples “Whilg on: the demand

uﬂts etc; (copv of

meet wnth the SHO

“the desured
(copv attached v;de

o Lt

- __ﬁ:;.\ S

iiatans 5

T v i
b ‘“

S




' :ment of Shaukat Ali s/o Ghulam Muhammad r/o Koday Mandani:

‘ S Although during enqunry conducted by DSP Tangi, whereas Shaukat Ali
" nfessed that he ‘has ‘given RSs. 60, 000/- to SHO- Faheem Bacha-through his friend”
sfandyar whlle during re- mqulry into the matter the- sa|d Shaukat Ali rebelled from
.is earlier statement 'His frnsh statement was’ recorded. As per his. staterment’ that he
told Asfandyar to bring sum of Rs. 60, OOD/ ‘from thelr house, ‘when he released from:
Jail, called Asfandyar and enqunred about the said amount He explained that some
“of the: amounts :paid- to the fawyers whlle rest of the amount was spent over the
‘taxi’s. vehicles. ‘He further enqunred that how many amounts ‘was given to SHO, it
‘was replied: that nothtng was paid to the, SHO as the whole'amounts were spent over
‘the engagement of lawyers: ‘and taxi’s vehicles, {copy attach‘edvvide ‘annexure-F) -

Facts Fmdln S:-

o ‘ ) The alleged SHO Inspector. Faheem Bacha badly falled to -hand ot/er the Hﬂ’"‘
case propertles i.e SMGs + pistol, recovered- Vlde FIR No. 16, 17, and 1
18 dated 20.01.2019. _
i Although he was.bound to deposit the case pronerty 'without any delay to
l\lloharrlr but he did not justify of keeping the case property“ln his

personne! cupboard. :
‘ il Due to not handing over the said case pro‘perties to ‘l\/ldhar‘r‘lr, the
B record/lndex of FIR remained incomplete. )
v, “That ‘Moharrir Hamid Jan has fodged a report vide DD No: 23 dated
06:02.2019 for not handing overof the said case propertles for completton
- .of record/obtalnlng of Armourer ognion. - ;
v. . Also Challaned the case without obtannlng Armourer report, whlch will
: badly efféct the prosecution case. Co -
vi.  .On .11.02.2019 both the SMGs and 'p"istol ‘w'ere recovered from the
A personal Aimirah of alleged lnspector by DSP Tangl and then handed over
1o Moharrir for completion of PS record and further proceedlngs
i . That he admitted of taking Rs. 60, 000/ in front’ of Nlr Taj Muhammad
] QL Khan (the then DSP Tangi). - SV
o viii. SHO Tangi Gul Shed Khan, also confirmed that m his presence the alleged
Inspector categorically admitted that amount of Rs. 60 OOO/ was glven to
. him by his gunner. : .
.ix.  Healso takes gifts from the publlc espeually from one Mushtaq and on his
transfer he also took away the said articles ie Carpet pillow, quilts etc.

Recommendatlon . ‘
. Keeping in view the above facts, circumstance and re-enquiry conducted,
the allegations against Inspector Faheem Bacha has been proved/estabhshed Hence

he s hereby recommended for major pumc.hment under KPK Police Rules 19&5.,

/) Lo Submntted please.
Sy

/@a/”;yn / //L-«Z-é/(/ VA : N E Superlnten t of'P_'oIice,
: . o S /\/V\% ,‘\_.;.rf \ h lnvestlgatlon, Charsadda
B _ - . : - . R R T A N T ‘ - '
S J(Dl % /é’fclf_« 5 ot & : _ S _
4 . Sk —JI-T' / ‘_(
LR v ! | L




FINAL SHOW CAUSE NOTICE

Wherea,, the chalge of neghgence wac. referred to enqutry officer for General Polic

: Proceedmgs contamed wis 5(3) Pohce Rules 1975
'AND h

E_’eng'xlty;

AND

: WhereAas- [ am satisfied with the }',ecfomrr'lendation of the enquiry officer that you

| [nspector Faheem Bacha, while posted as SHO PS Mandani,

L As pet mfotmatlon frequent complamts have been received agamst you regarding your lnvolvunull?

'm usuxpmo case propemes in the shape eithel changmg of ongmal/forelgn made arms /weapom with

local que or delays its deposmon for the reasons best known to you

" Whereas, the ehquiry officer has subnﬁned his findings, recommending you for Major

2. You were also mvolved in changmg of genuine char° with local sub -standard Chars.

Rep@rtedly you were also involved in NCP Smuggling by takmo 1llegal gratification.

4, Vou are ﬂlsn mvolvpd in taking gifts from lczsals.

Durmg prehmmary enqulry DSP Tangi v151ted your quarter and asked you regarding

case prOperty ie 02 Kalashnikov and 01 pistol both foreign made which were ‘taken into possession

durmg aearch and stnke operatlon conducted within the territorial _]LlilSdlCthﬂ of Pohce Station
Manclam In rcsponse to the query you replied that the same, are laymg with you in your Almirah at

'_quaner You took out the same from the almirah and -handed over. to DSP Tangi.. This shows your

mefﬁmency and lack of interest n the performance of your official dutles

" Thus the act amounts {0 gross misconduct and renders you liable for pumshment under

Pollce Rules 1975

Theréforf:, [, Irfan Ullah Khan, District Police Officer, Charsadda in exercise of the

' Apdwers vested' in wme under rules 5(3) (a) (b) of Police Rules 1975, call up_oh you to explain as to why

* the proposed pumshment may not be awarded to you.

Your reply should reach the unders:gned wnthm 07 days of receipt of thxs notice, Iaﬂm 2

Wh.ICh disaphnary actxon pcrtammg to your dismissal from service w11] be taken ex- pam,

You are at llberty to appear in pe‘rson belore the umih{ﬁx’kﬂ for personal hearmg

Dated i [pn DO BT o

\\.

e L\‘?«__; LT
District Police Officer,
Chatsadda
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~ :,_ ) ?_1“':2‘.‘ "’~‘_".“-‘.1‘d'!‘_'1‘ Bt

: ‘ : . .'OR_JiE'R:

| oo ""’” o “This Order will dispose - off the departmental enquiry agamst Inspec
I .

|

|

Faheem Bacha, whlle posted as SHO PS Mandani, -

{. As' per mformatron frequent complaints have been’ I‘CCCIVCd against him regardmg his
o involvement in ‘usuiping case properties in the shape elther \,hangmg of original/foreign made |
A arms/weapons with 1ocal made or delays its deposmon for the reasons best known to him. ‘
2. He was ‘also-involved in changing of gDpume chars with' local sub- standard Chars.
3. Reportediy he was also involved in NCP Smuggling by takmg 1llegal gratlﬁcatron
"4 He was also involved in taking gifts from locals. - :
~ During preliminary enquiry DSP Tangi visited his quarter and asked him regarding
. case property i.e 02-Kalashnikov and 01 pistol both foreign made which were taken into |
" possession durmg search and strike operation conducted. within the territorial jurisdiction of
Police Station Mandani. In response to the query he replied that the same are laying with you {
in his Almirah at quarter. He took out the same from the almirah and handed over to DSP
Tangi. Bemg a member of disciplined force as Inspector SHO his acts are highly
' objectronable and also stigmatized the force. - :

.. - . In the above allegation he was issued Charge Sheet together wrth statement..
¢ T of a}1egati6n url:tier Sub Section 3, Section 5 of Police Rules 1975 Enqurry Ofﬁcer Mr. Nazit -
I. : Khan SP. [nvestlgatlon Charsadda was ncminated for conductmg dcpartmcntal enqurry%
- agamst hun and he after conducting proper departmental enqulry submitted ﬁndmgs ‘
: ~ Subsequently, Inspector Faheem, Bacha ‘was issued Final Show Cause -f
\Iotxce U/S 5(3) Police Rules 1975 reply to which was rccerved but found un-satisfactory. '
_ After perusal of the enquiry papers and recommendatlon of the enqulry

gofﬁcer he 1s ~hereby awarded  the Major punishment of Removal from service wnh

' immAec'liatjc"effe,ét.
: .
o - L : . D:s‘/nc\t Pollce Officer, A
" O:BNe 340 . : Charsadda .

'Date;l 2 12019 L A

/ /HC, dated Charsadda tr|1e _‘2 L) 2% ,/2-019
Copy for information and necessary action to the:-

i. Pay Ofﬁcer

| 7. AEC/FMC LQD}%@B?“*

1 . s |
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A
OFFICE OF THE, =

INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POL ICF,
" KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
Central Police Office, Peshawa

L No. S/ %é‘ / 72 "’7%/?{ 9, Dated Peshawar th l

()RI)ER

This order is hereby passed to dlsposc off departmental appcal under Rule 11-A
of Khybu Pakhtunkhwa Police Rule-1975' submitted by Ex- Inspector Fahcem Bacha
(now Sub- lnspcctm) The appellant was awarded punishment of Removal from scrvice: with
immediate cficct by the DPO/Charsadda vide OB No. 340, dated 25.03.2019. Later on the
appclldm preferred an appeal to the RPO/Mardan. The RPO/Mardan the punishment of Removal
| from Service awarded to him is converted inté Major Punishment of Reduction in the rank of
' Sub-Inspector, he is reinstated into service. ihe inter vening period was treated as leave without
pay by RPO/Mardan vide order Endst: No. 7480- 82/ES, dated 24.04.2019.

Meeting of Appcal Board 'was, held on 30.09.2019, whercin the appellant was
heard in person. He could not satisfy the board and badly fculcd in producing any plausiblc
evidence to ward off the allegations leveled against him.

, léccpmg in view the posmon explained above, the Board decided that the
1mpumcd major punishment of Reduction in the rank of Sub- -Inspector as well as the intervening
peri lOd of trcating as without pay is to remain intact. )

i

(DR.ISITTTAQ @ )
Addt: 10PHQr |
For Inspector General 6f Police,

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
Endst: No. & date even.

| .

Copy of the above is forwarded to the:-
Regional Police Officer, Mardan Region, Mardan.
COS to the IGP/Khyber Pukhtunkhwa Peshawar.
District Police Officer, Swabi. :

District Police Officer, Charsadda.

5. PSO to IGP/Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, CPO Peshawar.

6. PA to Addl: IGP/HQrs: Khybet Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
7. PA to'DIG/HQrs: Khyber Pakhtunlchwa Peshawar.

8. PA to AIG/Establishment CPO Peshawar.

9. Office Supdt: E-II, E-III, CPO Peshawar.

10. Central Registrar, CPO.




oFr-pIpLei e

-



e
. %

- VAKALAT NAMA

NO. /2019

-INTHECOURT'O-F /</9 ﬁﬁw& //2’4}@‘/ &4‘%445_'1_-

/ m @4/'/%4 : ~ ,(Appella_nt)..'
: -~ (Petitioner)
(Plaintiff)
~ VERSUS T
/2;& e M% . | (Respondent) -
: (Defendant)

e Ldae zmﬁ'

Do hereby appomt and constitute Taimur Ali I(han, Advocate High Court
Peshawar, to appear, plead, act, compromise, withdraw or refer to arbltratlon 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 Advocaté/Counsel on
my/our Costs.

I/We authorlze the said Advocate to deposit, withdraw and receive on my/our behalf aII '
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
proceedmgs if h|s any fee left unpaid or is outstanding against me/us

.

Dated /2019 | .
- (CLIENT)
s
Abduj (A)a/wﬂ( A1
9, Advocate ngh Court
Acvocale BC-10-4240 |
CNIC: 17101-7395544-5
Cell No. 0333-9390916
OFFICE:

Room # FR-8, 4™ Floor,
Bilour Plaza, Peshawar,
Cantt: Peshawar
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. ‘@ BEFORE THE HONOURABLE KPK SERVICES TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

L-k KES »,_-,».‘ Emk %,;.. P

Service Appeal No. 1574/2019

Faheem Bacha Ex-Inspector (Now Sub Inspector) PS Kalu Khan Swabi
rsmnennes sesn s Appellant

VERSUS

— —— T —

IGP/KPK €tC: .oouvren. s s fosms s Respondents
/! ’

REPLY/PARAWISE COMMENTS ON BEHALF OF RESPONDENT NO. 1 TO 3.

Respectfully Sheweth: .
Preliminary Objections:

1.~ That appellant has not approached this Hon ble trlbunal with clean
hands. ‘ _
2. That appéllant has suppressed actual facts/factual position from this

4, That the appeal of appellant is bad for ‘non-joinder of necéﬁsary
parties. o

5. That the appellant is estoped by his own conduct to file the pres e

appeal. ' o . R
REPLY ON FACTS: | |
1. First part of the para pertains to enlistment of the appellant in Police

department, hence needs no comments while rest of the para is
incorrect because the appellant was not promoted to the rank of
inspector due to his performahce rather he got promoted on his own
turn as per rules/poliéy. As far as performing his duty with devotion
and honesty is concerned, in this regard it is stated thét"each and every
Police officers/official is under obligation to perform his duty upto the
entire satlsfactlon of high ups. _ .
2. Correct to the extent that the appellant while posted as SHO PS
Mandani, a person namely Gul Zada s/o Sher Malang filed complaint
“ against the appellant that the appellant kept Ahim in the lockup for 28
hours and after receiving Rs.22000/- released him. On the basis of said
allegation, enquiry was conducted through DSP HQrs Charsadda who
during the course of enquiry, recorded statements of all concerned.
However, the complainant during enquiry stated that he had submitted
complaint due to some misunderstanding and does not want pr_océéd
further on his c'omplaint. Hence, the enquiry officer recommended that
the enquiry may be filed. On the recommendation of enquiry officer,
enquiry against the appellant was filed (enquiry report is annexed as
A)

3 Incorrect, the appellant was posted as SHO PS Mandani, the then SDPO

Hon’ble tribual
A 3. That the appeal of appellant is not based on facts. ‘ B
|
|
|
|

Tangi submitted a report against the appellant wherein he stated that




. ' ' on 11.02‘.201“9 he cgnductéd a surprise visit of PS Mandani an checked ‘
Index FIR, during checking,. record/Index of FIR Nos. 16,17 '&.18 u/s 15-
AA PS Mandani was fbuhd remained incomplete. On the query,AMHC
Hamid Jan Asta'ted thét on 20.01.2019, during Search & Strike operation,
appellant recovered two "SMGs and one pi.étol (30-bore) vide the above =
mentioned FIRs and kept the same in his own custody and when he
requested him to hand over the said cése properties for completion of

- record, then he refused and replied that the case properties are lying
in his almirah (cupboard) at his residential quarter, he requested time
and agaih for the completion of PS record and obtaining of Armourer
report but he didn’t hand over the said case properties to him. Hence,
in this r'e'gard', he en't'ered a report vide DD No.23 dated 06.02.2019
(copy of report of SDPO Tangi is annexed as B). Hence, on the
charges contained in the report of the SDPO Tangi, appellant was
issued Charge Sheet and Statement of Allegation.

4, Incorrect. On the allegations c_ontained in the report of the then SDPO
Tangi, a proper enquiry was conducted wherein the allegation against

~ the appellant was proved/substantiated, howeVer, the enquiry 6fﬁcér -

- recommended that as the delinquent official belongs to a poor family;
and keeping in view of long service, his future, a lenient view may be
taken and appellanf be awarded minor punishment (copy of enquiry
réport dated 11.03.2019 is annexed as C). |

5. Incorrect. As in the above mentioned enquiry allegations against the A
appellant were proved therefore, before passing punishmént order, the
matter was re-enquired through the then SP Investigation Charsadda. In
the second enquiry, too, the allegations were proved against the
appellant however, in second enquiry, the en'quiry officer
recommended the -appellant for fnajor punishment. On the
recommendation of‘ enquiry officer, appellant was awarded major
punishment of removal from service (copy of .2“" enquiry and removal
order is annexed as D & C)

6. Correct to the extent that final show cause notice was issued to the
appellant to which he submit his reply which was found unsatisfactory.

7. Incorrect, 02 enquiries were conducted to probe into the allegations
leveled against appellant. In both the enquiries, allegations against the
appellant were proved, hence, the appellant was awarded major
punishment of removal from service. |

~ Feeling aggrieved, the appellant moved departmental appeal
before the appellate authority whereupon he was reinstated in
service and punishment of removal from service was converted
into major punishment of deduction in rank of Sub-Inspector” ./
(copy of order is annexed as E). C

L
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Correct to the extent "that‘ appellant filed revision petition but the
same was re_jécted \)idé order dated 24.10.2019.

Thét appeal"-éf‘ *~’appell':=\:h-t"i5'liable to be dismissed on the following
grounds amongst the others. '

“Incorrect. Orders passed by the competent authority as well as by the

appellate authority are in accordance with law and rules.

Incorrect. Enquiry was conducted in accordancé with law and _rules
wherein after fulfillment of all legal and codal formalities, enquiry
officer recommended appellant for punishment.

Para already explained. N

Incorrect. On 20.01.2019 during Search & Strike operation appellant.
recovered 02 SMGs and one Pistol (30-bore) but rather to hand over the

- same recovered Weap'ons to the Moharrar, he kept the said weapons in

. further additional grounds at the time of arguments.

his personal almirah (cupboard) which were recovered from there by
the then SDPO Tangi and then handed over to Mohafrar for completion
of Police Station record and further proceeding. Similarly, regarding
other allégatiéns, repdrt of the then SDPO Tangi is worth perusal.

Para already e*plaine_d. | i} '
Incorrect. In the second enquiry statements of those officials were
recorded whose‘stateme_nt had been recorded in the first enquiry.

Para already explained. . | . o

That the respondent seeks permission of this Hon’ble Tribunal:for

(el

Keeping in viéw the facts above, it is therefore humbly prayed that the

.appeal of appellant being without merit and substance, may be dismissed with cost.

Inspector Genigralof fblice, .
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar
(Respondent No.3)

Deputyins eneral of Police,
Mardan, Region-| Mardan
(Respondent No.2)

(Respondent No.1)
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GOVERNMENT OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA

DrPu rv SUPER TENDANT OF POLICE HQRS,
- CHARSADDA.

) - No._LfZ- /S, dated Gharsadda the 4[4 /03/2019.

To; The District Police Officer -
.Charsadda

W,

- _Subjcct: DEPARTMENTAL ENQUIRY AGAINST INSPECTOR FAHH\/I BACHA

_SHO PS MANDANL

-Memo: ‘Kindly refer to your office Dlary No. 90/C. CelI dated 18 01.2019. ‘

It s submltted that matter was thoroughly enquired and durmg the course of

(HL]LHI\ Inspeum Fahim Baeha SHO PS Mandani and complamant were summonéd to the

office of unduswned wherein, the’ complamant and the said officer were heard in detail .

I]uy were gonf’ontcd to gach ‘other- and heard them in person. lnspector Fahlm Bacha

produced a written statement-stating therein that; the allegauons leveled by.the complamant

. T .
are otally false/baseless. . S -

However, dmmg formal procecdings the appllcant produced a ‘written
2

statement, in- wlmh he ‘stated’ that he submmed the- instant apphcatlon—"z;gamst Inspector -

JFalim Bacha duc to some mlsunderstandmg and now does not want any ﬁthher actlon on

——— A e ——

4 A T e
1

s appllcatlon ) . _ A ' '
FPor the reason discussed above, enquiry may be filed, if agreed. - R
. . ) —’_____,._4.-———.—“""'—"-"“'--_"\ / . H
. Submitted, please. : i '

Deputy SllpC(il;tendent of Police
HQrs Charsadda
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Anvnexusre —C

NO. XX & st

Dated. //Zoi 12019

The instant enquiry was entrusted to the undersigned: by the W/DPO
against Inspector Faheem Bacha, he whjle posted as SHO PS Mandani has committed

the following misconduct;-

He was involved in usurbing case propefties in the shape either changing
of original/foreign made arms/weapons with local made or delays its deposition for
the reasons best known to him. .

He was also involved in changing of genuine chars with local sub-
standard chars. . |
| Reportedly he was also involQed in NCP Smuggling b‘"y taking illegal |
gratification besides it has also been alleged the';t he takes gifts from locals. Hence,
the Worthy DPO Charsadda, as a comp_eten't authority, served him with charge sheet
and -summary of allegations and the ehquiry ‘was entrusted to the undersigned to

scrutinize the conduct of the said delinquent official.

.

PROCEEDINGS:- -

To unearth the real facts all concerned were called and their statements

were recorded.

STATEMENT OF INSPECTOR FAHEEM BACHA (THE THEN SHO PS
MANDANI) .

The delinquent official was called, heard him in person and obtained his

statement (attached), wherein he blatantly denied the allegations leveled against

him. He was also cross questioned (attached)

N STATEMENT OF HC HAMID 3AN MHC PS MANDAN!

He stated that on 20-01-2019 during seéarch and strike operation,

Inspector Faheem Bacha (the then SHO PS Mandni) recovered two SMGs and one pistol

30 Bore v1de FIRs No 16,17 and 18 dated 20-01-2019 U/Ss 15-AA PS Marudam and kept

L
AN




‘ same in his own custody. When he requested him 'to hand over Athe's-aid case
‘ropertles for completion of record he refused and replied that the case ;Jropertles
re lying in his almirah at his resrdentlal quarter He requested the SHO trme and
avain for the completlon of record and obtammg of Armourer report but he did not
?handover the said case propertles to)l hlm‘. He stated that in thls respect he also
- entered a report vide DD.No.23, dated 06-02-2919 PS Mandani (attached). He further
disctosed that the.then SHO was also involved in corruption, reCeiving. gifts and bribes
from the ;public as he has taken bribe from one Shaukat involved in case vide FIR
No.11, dated 14-01-2019 U/S 324/429/148/149 PPC Pé Mandanj and he has also
confessed his guilt before the under signed in his presence at SHO office PS Mandani.
Similarty the then SHO was involved in receiving of gifts from public. On the demand
of the then SHO Faheem Bacha a person namely Mushtaq had IJrought carpet, quilts

and pillows for his residentiat quarter

STATEMENT OF MUSHTAQ S/0 SHERZA DIN R/O HARICHAND

He stated that on the day of arrival of Inspector Faheem Bacha as SHO

he went t:') his residential quarter at P5 Mandani to meet with him. During meeting
the then SHO Faheem Bacha had demanded carpet, 'pillows, quilts, and some money ’
for other expenditure of his residential quarter. Upon his demand he provided the
said articles and cash amount of Rs:10000,to him.

~

S'TATEMEANT OF SHOUKAT ALI R/O KODAI MANDANI

He disclosed in his statem'ent that he has a land dispute with one Hussain
Khan..On 14 .01.2019 they have fired :upon each other and a case was registered
against both the parties at PS. Mandani. On the day of occurrence at evening time |
have paid' Rs.60000/- to SHO Faheem Bacha at the hand of my friend namely
Asfandiar. SHO Faheem Bacha assured him that he will-favour him in-his case. He
further stated that Asfandiar had told him that he had spent.some more dough and he
will liqui_date it later on,

/

FINDINGS - | o : .

From the above statements it transplred that lnspertor Faheem Bacha
the then SHO Mandani had conducted raids on 20.01.2019 and recovered two
kalasheniove and one pistol vide case FIR Nos, 16, 18 and 17 u/s 15AA Ps. Mandani.

« He did not send the same fof’ Armourer report in time.




@at, hence he registered a case vide
FIR No.11 dated 14.01.2019 u/s 324/429/148/149PpC at PS Mandani in his favour.

He had demanded carpet, quilts, and some money for other expenditure

of his residential quarter from one nam
~

T e T

view his Service, his future, 3 lenient view may please be take

——

awarded a “MINOR PUNISHMENT” i

“ .

n order %0 mend his way.

Submitted piease

Dy: Superintendent. of Police
Tangi

Worthy DPO Charsadda f _f/'-f/

jungz@? ’ ?/ °
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. : He had taken bribe from o‘ne Shoukat
|
|
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(return in original). .

GOVERNMENT OF KHYBER PAK'.\" v,
SUPERINTENDENT OF -Pouir,‘,l/,/5 1.1;1 N @
INVESTIGATION CHARSADD) 4™ Qi‘%e s

PHONE NO. 091-92204%

3

~ The District Police Officer, . :

. 7 N\

Subject: - RE-INQUIRY REPORT AGAINST INSPECTOR FAHEEM BACH,
y SHO PS MANDAN!) NOW POLICE LINES CHARSADDA.

M :10;- ’ ~ Z

Kindly refer to your office Dairy No. 1571/GB, dated 1\

Loy Charsadda. - / : \ '
{ e . Horly S
No. >N/ /PA/Invest: dated Charsadda, the YR ILE /2019. \‘

1. - Whereag departmental'enquiry against Inspector- Faheem Bag

also recorded. . ‘ k o :
i.  Mr. Taj Muhammad Khan DSP Tangi
il Inspector Faheem Bacha Police Lines Charsadda.
iii. S| Gul'Shed Khan, SHO P Tangi. '
iv.” HC Hamid Jan Mohargir PS Mandani.
. V. Mushtaq s/o Sher Zarin r/o Harichand. _
. Vi, Shaukat Ali s/o Ghulam Muharpmad-r/o Kody Mandani
Statement of Mr. Taj Muhammad Khan, (the then DSP Tangi) :
As per his statement that on' 11.02.2019 h_e conducted a surprise visit

~

annexure-A).

5 :
. .
Py




" he is unaware, {copy of statement is attached vide annexure-C).

J
statement of Inspector Faheem Bach (the then SHO PS Mandani}
' He stated that on 20.D1.2019 during Search and strike operation, he
arrested 03-accused and recovered 02-SMG and 01-pistol 30 bore from their
possession. In this regard cases vide FIR No.s 16, 17 and 18 dated 20.01,2015%i/s 35-

AA were registered at PS Mandani against the accused. Due to huge burden of .

official work he. did not obtained -Armourer report in time. He kept the case
properties with himseif in safe custody and there is no dishonesty or malafide
intention of him. Further stated that during his period of posting, he recovered 02-

NCP vehicles and taken necessary Itgal action. He denied the allegations of contacts
with criminals. He also denied of taking any gifts, nor made demands, (copy of

statoment is attached vide annexure-B}. -

=

Statement of S! Gul Shed Khan, SHO PS Tangi: -

As per his statement that on 11.02.2019 he went to PS Mandani with
DSP Taj Muhammad Khan, SHO Faheem Bacha was on mobile patrolling. He was
called by the DSP. On his arrivak the DSP asked SHO Faheem Batha that it has
alleged of taken bribes in case u/s 324/429-PPC PS: Mandani, SHO replied that he
never favour/support any party, however, his gunner give him Rs.60,000/-, further

Statement of HC Hamid Jan Moharrir PS Mandani: -

He stated that on 20.01.2019 while search & strike operation, inspector

Faheem Bacha, (the then SHO PSeMandani), arrested accused Muhammad Ibrahim,.

Bilal sons of Latif, Ayub s/o Muhammad Yousaf r/o Harichand and recovered 02-
SMGs with 60-rounds & 01-pistol 30-bore from their possession, registered. proper
cases vide FIR Nos. 16, 17 and 18 dated 20.01.2013 u/s 15-AA PS MahRdani, however
kept the case properties with him. He was requested to deposit/hand over the case
pro_perfy for comp!etibn of record and obtaining Armourer’s report. in reply the SHO
told that the said case properties are lying in cupboard/aimirah of his residential
quarter. He requested the SHO tigne and again to hand over the saig case properties
but in-vain. In this regard a report was lodged in the Roznamcha vide DD No. 23,
dated 06.02.2019. He further stated that inspector Faheem Bacha (the then SHO PS
Mandani) was also involved in corruption, i.e receiving gifts and taking bribes from
public. Further disclosed that vide FIR No. 11, dated 14.01.2019 u/s
324/429/148/149-PPC PS Mandani, Inspector Faheem Bacha has taken Rs. 01-lac as
bribe from one Shaukat. On 11.02.2019 Inspector Faheem Bacha admitted his guilt
before Mr. Taj Muhamimad Khan (the then DSP Tangi) in his presence. Similarly the
alleged Inspector also takes gifts‘from the different peoples. Whilg on the demands
of SHO Faheem Bachia one Mushtaq Nazim brought Carpet, pillow, quilts etc, (copy of
statement is attached vide annexure-D).

=

Statement of Mushtaqg s/o Sher Zarin r/o.Harichand:

H& stated that he visited the Police Station to meet with the SHO
Faheem Bacha, during meeting SHO desired to provide Carpet, pillow, quilts etc for

| ‘his Quarter and some amounts® for other expenses. Hence he brdught the desired
items and also paid cash amount Rs. 10,000/- to the SHO, (copy attached vide

annexure-E).

=




f ..S~tatement of Shaukat Ali s/o Ghulam Muhammad r/o Koday Mandaﬁi:

Although during enquiry conducted by DSP Tangi, whereas Shaukat Ali
confessed that he has given Rs. 60,000/- to SHO Faheem Bacha through his friend
| Asfandyar, while during re-inquiry into the matter, the said Shaukat Ali rebelled from
4 " his earlier statement. His fresh statement was recorded. As per his statement that he
told Asfandyar to bring sum of Rs. 60,000/- from their house, when he released from
Jail, called Asfandyar and enquired about the said amount, He explained that some
of the amounts paid to the Lawyers while rest of the amount was spent over the
taxi’s vehicles. He further enquired that how many amounts was given to SHO, it
_,‘as replied that nothing was paid to the SHO, as the whole amounts were spent over
iHe engagement of lawyers and taxi’s vehicles, (copy attached vide annexure-F)

Facts/Findings:- - .
1Y
i. The alleged SHO Inspector Faheem Bacha badly failed to hand over the

case properties i.e SMGs + pistol, recovered vide FIR No. 16, 17 and

18 dated 20.01.2019.
ii. . Although he was bound to deposit the case property without any dela\} to
Moharrir but he did not justify of keeping the case property in h|s

personnel cupboard. .

iii. Due to not handing over the said case properties to Moharrir, the
record/index of FIR remained incomplete.

iv. That Moharrir Hamid Jan has lodged a report vide DD No. 23, dated
06.02.2019 for not handing over of the said case properties for completion
of record/obtaining of Armourer opnion.

v.  Also Challaned the case withoyt obtaining Armourer report, which' will

* badly effect the prosecution case. ‘

vi. On 11.02.2019 both the SMGs and pistol ‘were recovered from the
personal Almirah of alleged inspector by DSP Tangi and then handed over
to Moharrir for completion of PS record and further proceedings.

vii.”  That he admitted of taking Rs. 60,000/- in front of Mr. Taj Muhammad
Khan (the then DSP Tangi).

viii. . SHO Tangi Gul Shed Khan, also tonfirmed that in his presence the alleged
Inspector categorically admitted that amount of Rs. 60,000/- was given to
him by his gunner.

ix. He also takes gifts from the publlc, especially from one Mushtaq and on his

" transfer he also took away the said articles i.e Carpet, pillow, quilts etc.

Recommendatlon .
. Keepmg in view the above facts, circumstance and re-enquiry conducted,

the allegations against Inspector Faheem Bacha has been proved/established. Hence
he is hereby recommended for major punishment under KPK Police Ru'les-lja&a._

Submitted, please.
R /30,
/@a@m //[_ee/(’ V2 Superintengént of Police,
fg\/v” ;o yf )‘> Investigation, Charsadda.
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p 3 temimsaime? ~This Order will dispose off the depgrtménial enqufry aga.insg Tits p gétor
o ' ‘Fa.h.ee'm Ba'c.hzif, While posted as SHO PS Mandani, B . -
'. : - l ,-’As.per information frequent complam{s have been received against him regardlng 'flis. o
X ' involvement in usurping case properties in 'the shape either chan
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was nominated for conducting departmiental enq"uiry L
against him and he after conducting proper departmental enquiry submitted ﬁndiﬁgs * \ ,.‘
> . Subsequen.tly, Inspector Faheem Bacﬁa was ‘issued Fmal.S‘how Causé EE’
Notice U/S 5(5').-Pollce Rules 1975 reply to which was received but foﬁnd un-satisfactor y -
. ~ After perusal of the enquiry papers and recomméﬁdatlon of the enquiry :
"ofﬁce.r, he ns hereby awarded the Major punishment of Removal from service with B
im"n.l.ediate__effec;tf.. o . . el
Core T g . Distrig}t\,Polfice Officer, . . »
k "+ 0.BNo '3[70 : g .4 S i : W Charsadda - ™ : 7,-0-.:,
) T e ST ' : AR 4
o Dae A5 75 song . . L /o IR
- Noidd, -0y JHC, dated cﬁarsgdda the_24) a3 /2019 Wi
R L Copy for information and necessary actionto the:- - |
. "; . 1. Pay Qfﬁ(;ér . | ‘ —%
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S i
\\ : - | i i -




B - R
" a——— e "/;-’_.,_—-—6& '/ ) - )
. - et . Vd 5N 3
’ ’ o ‘_/. . /.( I/ o Y 4 3
¢ D \¢ g g S -t " ) ‘
- -——-.,J_f e -u e L . L o

——_ .

‘.oRDER

Off‘cer Charsadda wherein he was awarded Major Pumshment of Removal e
Bm. Servuce by the District Police Offcer Charsadda vide his office OB: No. 340 ° 4
datéd 25.03, 2019 '

Brref facts of the case are that the appelant while posted as SHO Pollce '
Statron Mandani the followmg charges were leveled against hlm

1. As per mformataon frequent complaints have been recerved aga:nst him,_regarding hrs
mvolvement in usurprng case properties in the shape either changmg of orrgmal/forelgn -
' made arms/weapons with local made or delays its deposutron for the reasons best”
.'known to him. R . '
2. He was also involved in changing of genuine chars with !ocal sub-standard Chars. e . :' N
3.. Reportedly fe was also involved in NCP Smuggling by taklng :llegal graturcatuon . .
'4. He was’ also involved in taking gifts from locals

pres

Durung preliminary enquiry Deputy Supermtendent of Polrce Tang:
wsu:ed his duarter and asked him regardmg case property j.e 02 kalashmkov and 01
P:stol both foreign made which were taken into possession during search and strike
. X operation conducted within the territorial jurisdiction of Polace Statlon Mandanr In"’ )
'. ’respOnse to the query he rephed that the same are laying in hrs almirah at quarter. - . :‘ .
- o .'He took out’ the same from the almirah and handed over to Deputy Superintendent of- g
-Pohce .Tangi. Being a member of disciplined force as Inspector SHO his this acts a/re ‘ '
hlgh objectlonab!e and also stigmatized the.force.

* In the above allegat:on he was |ssued Charge Sheet together with - a .

. . _statement o? allegataon and Mr. Nazrr Khan Superlntendent of Police Investlgatlon
._ o - Charsadda was nominated as Enquiry Officer for conducting departmental enqunry
N ' agamst hrrn and he after conducting proper departmental - enquury submitted his
n f‘ndmgs He was served wuth Final'Show Cause Notice to which hls reply was received
_ b T ) ) and found unsatlsfactory After perusal of enquiry papers and recommendamon of the
4 enqurry Offrcer awarded him Major Punishment of Removal from Service.' :
He was called in orderly room heid in thls offrce on 18.04.2019 and
heard him in person Having serious allegations which were -proved agamst him in".0 -~ s
departmental Inqunry However, Keeping in view clean Sefvice Record of Ex- Inspector ', - "f.
.Faheem Bacaha _the punishment of Removal from Servuce awarded to hlm is ~ ‘
:. converted into Major Punishment of Reduiction in the rank of Sub Inspector, he is re- ;

mstated rnto servuce The mtervenmg period is treated as Ieave without pay., On I O W
W, . : N
. remstatement mto service he is' transferred/posted to Operatlon Wlng, Swabi. :

: '_me&amuw:uz.; CL - »

{MUHAMMAD ALI KHAN)PSP “
: Regional Police Officer, .
: Mardan. .
L go /ES, Dated Mardan the 2——('/ /0 {/ /;'2019.
Copy forwarded for mformatlon and necessary actlon to the:-
-1, ’ ‘Deputy Inspector General of Polxce HQrs:, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, . -

- Peshawar please. ) "
" The District Police Officer, Swabi. o
. District Police Officer, Charsadda w/r to his oche Memo: No. 684/EC
- . :dated 08.04.2019. The Service Record is returned herewnth

(31#‘!)
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BEFORE THE HONOURABLE KPK SERVICES TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No 1574/2019

Faheern Bacha, Ex-Inspector (Now Sub-Inspector) PS Kalu Khan] Swabi
..................... Appellant

VERSUS :

IGP/KPK =] o DR Respondents

1
i

AFFIDAVIT |

I, Shah Jehan, ASI (representative of the depalltment) do hereby
solemnly affirm-and declare on Oath that contents of the parawuse comments are
true and nothing has been concealed from this Hon’ble Tribunal.

| ' DEPONENT: |
Identified by ~ CNIC No.17101-9377155-1
Cell # 0310-9898096

District Attorney |

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,
Services Tribunal
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BEFORE THE HONORABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL

PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No.1574/2019 :

Faheem Bacha ' |

\A) : '

Inspector General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

INDEX

S.No ' Documents Annexure% pages
[T [Reply | ~ - | 1-3
2 | Enquiry dated 14.03.2019 A 1 4

13 Copy of DD No.23 dated 06.02.2019 B 5
4 Copy of enquiry dated 11.03.2019 C 6-8
5 | Copy of 2 Enquiry dated 18.03.2019 D 9-11
6 Removal order E 12
7 | Reinstatement Ql;del' F : 13
8 | Affidavit ' | 14
RESPONDENTS
Through |

Shah Jefian, ASI ar;lsadda.
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BEFORE THE HONOURABLE KPK SERVICES TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

| IGP/KPK etc:

Servrce Appeal No. 1574/201 9

. Faheem Bacha Ex- Inspector (Now Sub Inspector) PS Kalu Khan Swab1

‘ LR — Appellant
VERSUS ‘

—_—— - ——

............... reciessrenssrssnaneses : ........',.....Respondents
- : : .i, : ,

l
REPLY/PARAWISE COMMENTS ON BEHAL OF RESPONDENT NO 170 3.

Resgectfully Sheweth S

.'|' o 4
sy :

Prehmmarv Ob]ectwns .

.

CWands. | ' '
._.,..‘That appellant has suppressed actual facts/factual. position from ithis' '
Hon’ble tribual. : ' o o |
- . That the appeal of appellant is not based on facts

- appeal. i , ' : L ' a

That appellant has not appl'oached this Hon’ple tribunal with cltiea:\n

T

- 'That the appeal of appellant is’ bad for non- Jomder of necessary'

partles » I ; }

. That the appellant is estoped by hlS own conduct to flle the- present

IR

o

REPLY C 0N FACTS

1._'

_ First part of the para pertalns to ewlistment of the appellant in Police
_'department, hence needs no comments while rest of the parall is
' incorrect because the appellant . yvas not promoted to the rank of -

" InspectOr due to his performance lather he got promoted on his owh

', turn as per rules/policy. As far as performmg his duty 'with devotion
~ and honesty is concerned, in this regard it is.stated that each and every

- 'Police officers/official is under oblfgation, to perform his duty upto the

entire satisfaction of high. ups.:

‘Correct ' to the extent that the appellant whlle posted as SHO PS‘
‘_'Mandam, a person namely Gul Zada s/o ‘Sher Malang ﬁled complamt
" against the appellant that the appellant kept him in the lockup for 28
"hours and after receiving Rs.22000/- released him. On the basis of said

',,allegatlon, enqu1ry was conducted through DsP. HQrs Charsadda who:

~dunng the. course .of enqmry, recorded statements of all concerned.

" " However, the complainant during enqu1ry stated that he had submitted

complalnt due to some mlsunderstandlng and does not want proceed
further- on. his complaint. Hence, the enquiry officer recommended that
-the enqu1ry may be’ hled On the recommendatlon of enquiry offlcer
enqu1ry ‘against the appellant was filed (enqmry report is annexed as
A) - ' '

. Incorrect the appellant was posted as. SHO PS Mandam the then SDPO

' ‘Tangr submltted a report against the appellant wherein he stated that




k

on 11 02. 2019 he. conducted a surprr e v151t of PS Mandam and check|ed
Index FIR, dunng checkmg, record/l dex of FIR Nos 16,17 & 18 u/s 15

AA PS Mandam was found rematne mcomplete On the query, MHC
Hamld Jan stated that on 20.01: 2019| durmg Search & Strlke operatron

appellant recovered two SMGs and one pistol (30- bore) vide the. abov|e
mentioned FIRs and kept the same in hlS own custody and when 'he
requested him to hand over the said case properties for completloni of'
record then he refused and replred that the case: propertles are lying
in his almlrah (cupboard) at his resrdentlal quarter, he requested t1me.

and again for the completion of PS record and obtalmng of Armourer :

report but he didn’t hand over the said case properties to him. Hentl:e,

in this regard, he ‘entered a report| vide DD No.23 dated 06.02.2019 °
(copy of report of SDPO Tangi i§ annexed as B). Hence, on the

charges contained in the report: of the: SDPO Tangr app‘ellant was.

1ssued Charge Sheet and Statement of Allegatlon N
Incorrect On the allegatlons contamed in the report of the then SDPO
Tangi, a proper enquiry was conducted wherem:the allegation agau‘\st
the appellant was proved/substantlated however, the enquiry officer

recommended that. as the dellnquenrt official belongs to a poor famirly“‘

and keepmg in view of long servrce, his future, a lenient view may | be ,
taken and appellant be awarded mmor punlshment (copy of enqurry
report dated 11.03.2019 is annexed as C) '

Incorrect As. rn ‘the above mentloned enqurry allegatrons agalnst the * -

appellant were proved therefore, before passing pumshment order, the
matter was re- enqurred through the then SP Investxgatlon Charsadda.,In -

the second ‘enquiry, too, the - allegatrons were proved aga:nst the

appetlant however, in second enquiry, the enqurry officer .

3 i

recomme'nded the appellant for maJor' punishment. On - the
recommendatron of ehquiry - ofﬁcer appellant was awarded ma30||'
punishment of removal from serv1ce (copy of 2 enqurry and removall
order is annexed as D tt C)

N
e

"_T_ -

Correct to the extent that final show caUSe notice was rssued to t

_Q__

appellant to-which he submit his reply whlch was found unsatisfacto

|
.y
Incorrect, 02 enqurrles were’ conducted to probe into the allegatlo S]

—3—

leveled agamst appellant In both the enquiries,. allegatlons agamst the
appellant were proved hence the appellant was .awarded ma]lc)ll |
pumshment of removal from service.: ' g N

Feelmg aggrleved ‘the appellant moved departmental appelal"'
before the appellate authonty whereupon he was relnstated in
service and pumshment of rernoval from- service was COI‘_IVQFtT_dl

1nto maJor punlshment of deductron in rank of Sub-Inspector

(copy of order is annexed as E)




: ‘grounds amongst the others.
GROUNDS: . - ' '

- Correct to the extent ‘that appell'a#nt filed reyislon petition but the
;same was rejected vide order: dated. 24 10 2019. . .

'That appeal of . appellant is l1able to’ be dlsmlssed on the followmg '

. ,_,lncorrect Orders passed by the .corr petent authorlty as well as by the.

-,appellate authority are in. accordance with law and rules : .
,'Incorrect Enqu1ry was conducted in accordance thh law and |I'ules
'wheretn after’ fulfillment. of  all legal and. codal formalmes enquiry
’ officer recommended appellant for pumshment
“Para already explamed . : o

»Incorrect On 20.01.2019 dunng Search &. Stnke operation appellant
: recovered 02 SMGs and one Pistol (30 bore) but rather to hand over the
| . same recovefed weapons to the Moharrar he kept the said weapons in-

: hls personal almlrah (cupboard) which were recovered from there by

I ,. the then SDPO Tangi and then handed over to Moharrar for completlon

of Polxce Statton record and further proceedmg Similarly, regardmg

- _other allegations, report of the then SDPO Tang1 is worth perusal

.. -‘Para already explamed

Para already explained. ,
' f-,lncorrect In the second enquiry statements of those officials were

. recorded whose statement had been recorded in the f1rst enquiry.

That the respondent’ seeks’ perrmssxon of thlS Hon ble Tribunal for

L further addlttonal grounds at the tui'ne of arguments

RS Keepmg in view the facts above, it is therefore humbly prayed that the

appeal of appellant bemg wttholut merit and substan,ce,1 may be dlsmlssed with cost!

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar -
(Respondent No.3) | ‘

“Tnspec eneral of Police,
Mardan; Region-| Mardan.
.| (Respondent No.2)

%
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- Subject:

-Memo:

are mmliy hlse/baseless

GOVERNMENT OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA K

DCPU rv SUPI:RTI:NDAN T OF Poucc HQRS,
CHARbADDA

. o
{ L /S dated G\arsadda the- ZQ /0?/2019 ;

‘To: The Dlsmct POllCC Officer : E" B a i #
'Charsadda ' ' ‘ S '

_ &TMENTAL ENQU'IRY AGAIN ST INSPECTOR FAH]IVI BACHA
,SHO PS MAN DANI.

' Kmdly refex to your ‘'office Diary No. 90/C Cell dated 18 01 2019 -‘_,'

s submltted that matter was thoroughly enquxred and durmg the course of

enguiry Inspector } ah1m Bacha SHO PS Mandam and complamant were su'mmoned to the
7 office of undersigned wherem the’ complamant and the said ofﬁcer were heard in detaﬂ

T hey were conﬁonted to gach other and heard them in person. Inspector Fahim. Bacha L

produced a written statement staung therein that, the ailcgatlons Ileveled by the complamant A

[ ] ' R PAEEI
. | *
3 lowwu

©statement, i which-he stated that he submltted the: mstam ap; 11Cat10n agamst Inspector :

Fahim Bacha due to’ some mlsunderstandmg and now does not want any. Further actlon on

- _‘——-—h
g

his a 1ppi|cauon B o "\ : o
For the regsan discussed above, enqunry may be ﬁled 1fag1eed 1 R
. , Submmed please .

Deputy Supermtendent of Police -

S HQrs Charsadda
M ) O . .- ..
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dunng Eormal pnocecdmgs the apphcant produced a wntten‘_
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4 NO. 22 5 /ST
Dated. //Zoi 2019

DEPARTMENTAL ENQUIRY REPORT AGA INST INSP. FAHEEM BACHA '
REFERENCE ATTACHED '

~

‘LLEGATIONS

The lnstant enqu1ry was entrusted to the undersxgned by the: W/ DPO
agamst Inspector Faheem Bacha he while posted as SHO PS Mandam has commltted .
the following: mlSCOHdUCt - v ‘ | S | S

He was mvolved in usurp'ng case: propertles in the shape elther changing '.

of orrgmal/forelgn made arms/weaponc with local made or delays its deposmon for ,

the reasons best known to him. . ' : , : ,‘ -

He ~was Aalso; involved in changing of genuine chars with local s|,u,|| g
N . . ) o . ) |

b

standard cha‘r's‘ - B I - - a7
Reportedly he ‘was dlso involved in NCP Smugglmg by takmg Tllegal’
gratlflcatloh beSIdes lt has also been al[eged that he takes glft from locals Hence

the Worthy DPO Charsadda as a competent author1t|y, served hlm with charge sheet’ :

and summary-_~of_ allegatto’ns and the enqu1ry ‘was entrost—ed to the underSTgned,-l:o, a

scrutinize the conduct of the said delinquent official.

PROCEEDINGS S

To unearth the real faj:ts all concerned were called-and their statements

A were recorded

" STATEMENT OF lNSPECTOR FAHEEM BACHA (THE THEN SHO PS |
. MANDAND) oo

: The delinquent official was called, heard'_ihirn in person anc}i obtained his

N

statement (attached), wherein he blatantly denied. the_alleg'atlons leveled ag’ainist
him. He was also -cross‘questibned (attached)

- STATEMENT OF HC HAMID AN MHC PS MANDANI

He ‘stated that on 20- 01-2019 durlnc, search and strike oferation,
'lnspector Faheem Bacha (the theni SHO PS Mandni:) recoyered twoSMGsl and one pistpl

30-Bore vide FIRs No 16,17 and 18 dated 20-01-2019 U/Ss15-AA PS Maridani and kept

S - ’ [



e sarl"ne in hlS own custody When he requested hrm 'to hand over the said case

\l

are- lymg in hlS almlrah at his re51dent1al quarter He requested the SHO tlme and
again for‘the completron of record and obtalmng -of Armourer report but he d1d not
'handover the sald case properties to h1m rle stated that in thlS respect he at\lso
o entered a report vrde DD.No.23, dated 06 02- 2019 PS Mandam (attached) He furthLzr .
~drsclosed that the then SHO was also mvolved in corruptron receiving gtfts and brlbes
" from the ‘pubhc as' he has taken brrbe from one Shaukat lnvolved in case-vide FIR
' No.11, dated 14- 01 2019 u/s 324/429/148/149 PPC PS Mandam and he has also.

'confessed hlS gmlt before the under srgned in his presence at SHO offtce PS Mandarln

’;Slmllarly the then SHO was- mvolved in recewmg 01 glfts from publlC On the demand

of the then SHO Faheem Bacha a person namely Mushtaq-had brought carpet, qt_nlts

and plllOWS for hlS resrdentral quarter. ~

P STATEMENT OF MUSHTAQ S/0 SHERZA DIN R/O HARICHAND

| He stated that on the-day of arrwal of !nspector Faheem Bacha as SHO
he went to h]s resudentlal quarter at PS Mandani to meet W1th him. During meetmg
the ,then SHO Faheem Bacha had dernanded -carpet plllows qu1lts and some money
' f(l)r otherlex_pe:nditure of his residential quarter. Uipon his demand he provided the
said articles‘ anld cash a'mount'of Rs:10000.to him..- | |

STATEMENT OF SHOUKAT ALI R/O KC)DAi MANDANI

" He drsclosed in his statement that he’ has‘a land disputé with one Hussain
“'Khan. .On 14 .01.2019 they have fired upon each other and a case was registered
'agalnst both the partres at PS. Mandam On the ay- of occurrence: at evemng t1|rn|e 1
have paid Rs 60000/ -to SHO Faheem Bacha a‘. the hand of my friend namely
Asfandrar SHO Faheem Bacha assured hlm that he wrll favour him in"his case., He
further stated that Asfandlar had told him that he'had spent some more dough and he

will hqutdate it later on.

/

o AFINDINGS ‘ S

From the above statements it transplred that Inspertor Faheem Bacha
the then SHQ- Mandam had conducted raids on 2:0.01.2019 and recovered two
kalashenhox‘/e .an_d one p_lstol vide case FIR Nos, 16, 18 and 17 u/s 15AA Ps. Mandani.

Lo - . He did not send the same fo’ Armourer report-in time.,




He dld not, hand over the above

epmg it in PS kot due to’ Wthh the rec

L4 .

:_..acqu1tta[ of the case.

R 2019,

Almrrah of accused offrcral on 11.02. 2019 a

comptetlon of record and the same were sent for

~

He had demanded carpet qmlts an

T———

ot s worthwhlle that a secret probe was also C

allegatlons !c\ \.\C‘d aﬂalnst the accused official. |

proved However as the delmquent off1c1al halls

rawarded a “MfNOR PUNISHMENT’

W

in order 0 mend

S,ubmrtted ptease

~He submltted challan w1thout Arm

The MHC requested him for co

Armourer report and for this reason hg enterec

@ The aforementioned SMGs and Prstt

He had talfen brlbe from one Shouk

FIR No. 11 dated 14.01 2019 u/s 324/429/148/149F

of his resrdentlal quarter from one name!y Mushtaq Wthh is clear

allegattons leveted agamst lnspector Faheem Bacha (the .then SHO PS Mandam

vrew has serwce h1s future a lement view may please

mentloned recove%s

the ITAHC for

ord/mdex of FIR was also remamed

pourer, report which will result in the

mpletlon of record and obta1n|1n

‘a report v:de DD No, 23 dated 6- 2-:

gof'

)l were recovered from the personal

|(Z for

rd were handed ~over to MH

Armourar lnspection on 12.02. 2019

1

at, hence he registered a case vide

’PC at PS Mandani in His fafur.,

L
d some money for other expendlture

from his statément.

——

onducted which also supported the -

Keepmg in.view the above facts statements of concerned persons the

) welre
from a poor famlly and keepmg in

be taken and he may be

h!s way

- Dv' Super.ntendent of Polzce

o S { j’-’ ' K Tang:

Worthy DPO Ch dd 11
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o GOVERNMENT OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHW —= '
SUPERINTENDENT OF PoLICE . .
A S . INVESTIGATION CHARsADDA  © .
| /, : o i PHONE NI, 091-9220402 ° T
F+ Toi- . The District Police Officer, | |

e . : Charsadda.' , ) 3 ‘ . ' : -
Lo e . . e . "T? ey - .
No. 5 C/, /PA/rnvest:;da.ted Charsadda, the - /f"‘/‘é /2019, '

-

Subject:-  'RE-INQUIRY REPORT AGAINST INSPECTIOR FAHEEM BACHA (THE THEN

, . 'SHO PS MANDANI} NOW PolicE LINES CHARSADDA.

. .: l M L-":IO:;‘ . . :}
. | : Kindly refer to your office Dairy. No|- 1571/GB, dated 11.03.2019,
; (returnin original). - -, - I R : | '
1. E -Wh'ere_as' departmental enquiry against Inspector Faheem Bacha (the

then SHO PS.Manidani) conducted by Mr. Taj Muhammad Khan, DSP Tangi, with the |
recommendation: of mingr punishment, later-on such enquiry was marked to the E

undersigned for re-inquiry and report;

P

also recorded. A T , .

i. I.VIr'.. Taj Muhammad Khan DSP Tangi _
ii. Inspector Faheem Bachd Police Lines Charsadda. |
iii. s gul’Shed Khan, SHO PS Tangi, o . o
iv.--HC Hamid Jan Mohargir pS Mandani. - : B
V.- Mushtaq s/o Sher Zarin r/o Harichand. .~ =
vi. ~Shaukat Ali s/o Ghulam Muhammad r/o Kody Mandaniz.
- Statement of Mr: Taj Muhammad Khan, (the then DSP Tangi) - | o
s per his statement that on' 11.02.2019 fie conducted a surprise visit

vli to PS Mandarpi', during ;:hecking of recdrd"/index FIRs No. 16,17 & 18 u/s 15-AA PS

- Mandani were found in-complete. On‘the query MHCT‘Har;nid Jan stated that on

o - 20.01.2019 during Search and Strike Oberation Inspector Faheem Bacha (the then

' SHO) recovered two SMGs and 01-pistol 30-bore in the above cases, kept the same

case property in his own custody, when he was r‘eque’stgd to-hand over tﬁé same for
| - completiop of record, he refused and replied that the ¢ s€ property are lving in his
.1 2lmirah of his residential quarter, he requested time and again for completion of PS

annexure-A).




‘Staternent oflnsgector Faheem Bach lthe then SHO PS Mandan) .
‘He’ stated that on 20 o1 2019 during ‘Searchy and- strike operatlon, he !
arrested 03-accused and recovered 02- SMG and 01-pistol 30 bore from their
possession. In thrs regard cases vide FIR No.s 16, 17 and.18 dated 20.01,2015 %5 35-
AA were reglstered at PS Mandani against the accused‘: Due to huge burden of .
official work he did not obtained - Armourer report in time. He kept the case.
properties with hrmseh’ in safe custody and there. is no drshonesty or malafide .
intention of-him. Further stated that durmg his period of posting, he recovered 02-
S . NCP vehicles and taken necessary Iégal action. He denied the allegatiohs, of contacts.
with criminals. He also "denied of taking any glfts, nor made demands, (copy of

<te+n'.1ent is attached vide annexure- B).

-
-

b StatementofSI GuI Shed Khan, SHO PS Tangi:

- As per his statement that on 11.02. 2019 he went to PS Mandarii with
£ : DSP Taj l\/luhammad Khan, SHO Faheam Bacha was on mobde patrolling. He was
' called by the DSP. On his arrivab, the DSP asked SHO Faheem Bacha that it has

|
alleged of taken brrbes in case u/s 324/429 PPC PS: Mandam SHO rephed that hé -

e

] never favour/support any party, however, his gunner give him Rs. 60 DOO/ further
?t he s unaware, (copy of statement is attached vide annexure' Q).

( : Statement of HC Hamud Jan Moharnr PS Mandam ' .

r 'r o o : . He stated that on 20.01.2019 whrle s€ rch & strike operatron lnspector

Faheem Bacha, (the then SHO PS.Mandani) arrestgd accused Muhammad lbrahim,.
Bilal sons of Latif, Ayub s/o Muhammad Yousaf r/o Harlchand and recovered 02-
SMGs with §0-rounds & 01- pistol 30-bore from thetr possessron registered proper. .
cases vide FIR Nos. 16, 17 and 18 dated 20.01. 2019 u/s-15-AA PS Mandant however
kept the case properties with him. He was requested to deposut/hand over the’ Case.
property for cornpletron of record and obtaining Anumourer s report. In reply the SHO
told that the said case propertles are lying in cupboard/a\mtrah of his residential
quarter. He requested the SHO tipne and again to hand over the said case properties
: but in-vain: In this regard a report was lodged in’ the Roznamcha the DD No. 23,
P dated 06.02.2019. He further stated that Inspector Faheem Bacha (the then SHO PS
Lo ' ‘Mandani) was also involved in corruptton, i.e recewmg grfts and talang bribes frord
. public. Further disclosed that -vide FIR Npo. 11, dated 14. 01.2019 u/s
~ 324/429/148/149 -PPC PS l\/landam 1nspector Faheem Bacha has taken Rs. 01-ac as
bribe from’ oneé Shaukat. On 11.02.2019 Inspectorf Faheem Bacha admitted his: guilt
. before Mr. Taj Muhammad Khan (the theh DSP Tlangi) in his presence. Similarly the
b ’ alleged Inspector also takes glfts from the different peoples. \Nhlle on the demands'
of SHO .Faheem Baclia one Mushtaq Nazim brougrt Carpet pillow, quslts etc, (copy of
' statement is attached vide annexure -D). 2 2

Statement of ‘Mushtag s/o Sher Zarm r/o Hancha nd

1 ©* 'He stated that he visited the . Police Statlon to meet with the’ SHO
Faheem Bacha, ‘during meeting SHO desired. to. grovide Carpet, pillow, qullts etc for
his Quatter and some amounts® for other expenses. Hence he brought the desired

ltems and also. paid cash amount Rs. 10,000/ to the SHO, (cop\/ attached vide
annexure-E).

=




-Although durmg “enquiry conlducted by. DSP Tangt Where'as Shaukat Ali

essed- that he has given Rs. 60 000/ to SHO Faheem -Bacha. through his friend
Asfandyar, w ile during re-inquiry into the matter, the sald $haukat Ali rebelled from .

si‘jearlrer statement. Hls fresh statement was recorded AS per his statement that he

“told Asfandyar to bring sum of Rs. 60, 000/ from their house, when he released from

& o Jail, called Asfandyar and enqurred about the said'a ount He explained that some-

of the amounts paid to the Lawyers whlle rest of he amount was spent ovér the

| taxi’s vehlcles He: further enqurred that how many amounts was glven to SHO
was replled that nothing was pard to the SHO, as the \whole amounts were spent over
‘ me engagement of lawyers |and taxi's vehlcles (copy attached vide annexure -F}

Facts[Fmdlngs- o SR

[ ] S '
I The alleged SHO lnspector Faheem Bacha badly failed to hand over the
' case properties i.e SMGs + prstol recovered vnde FIR No 16, 17 and

18 dated 20.01.2019. |

Although he was bound to deposit the caje property wrthout any delay to

Moharrlr but he did not justify of keeprng the case property in hlS
personnel cupboard - . '
Due to not handing over the said cage properties _to Moharrir, the
record/rndexof FIR remarnedmcomplete o
That Moharrir Hamid Jan has lodged al report vide DD No 23, dated
'~O6 02. 2019 for not handing over of the sar case propertres for completaon

.of record/obtalnlng of Armoure|r opnion.
Also Challaned the case wrthout obtalnr g Armourer report whrch mﬂll
badly effect the: prosecut:on case. S
On 11, 02 2019 both the SMGs and pl'tol ‘were recovered from 'the
. personal Almirah, of alleged Inspector by )SP Tangr and then handed over
- to Moharrir for completion of PS record and further proceedlngs
-".That he . admltted of taklng Rs. 60, 000/- in front of l\/lr Taj Muhammad
Khan (the then DSP Tangl) : : / .
SHO Tangl Gul Shed Khan, also tonfirmed that in his presence the alleged
lnspector categoncally admltted that amount of Rs 60,000/- was. given to
_ htm by his gunner L
He also takes gifts from the publlc especially from one Mus"htaq and on his
transfer he also took away the sald artlcles i.e Carpet pillow, quilts etc..

Recommendgtron - :
< Keepung in view the above facts, c1rcumstance and re-enquiry conducted

T

the allegations against lnspector Faheem Bacha has been proved/establlshed Hence
“he is hereby recommended for major punishment under KPK Police Rules 19&5— "

, /{/%7 v ‘ | §ubmltted please

/ﬁ /:arn r// é/(/ ﬂ?é* - Superrnten

Investtgatlon Charsadda.

T e $ 13 SR
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"'or'DER Lo

ThIS order will drspose -off the departmental appeal preferred by Ex-

Offlcer, Charsadda wherein he was awarded- Ma)or Punlshment of Removal o
r\uu‘ﬂﬂ'fm Serwce by the District Police Offcer Charsadda vide his__ofﬂce 0B: No. 340
dated 25 03. 2019

] . Brlef facts of the case are that the appel!ant whlle posted as SHO Pohce

l . . Statron Mandam the Followmg charges were leveled against hrm

’...I : o 1. As per mformatron frequent complaints have been- recelved agalnst him regarding hls
s . mivolvement in usurpmg case propertres in the shape either changmg of orugunal/Forelgn .

o made arm</weapons with local made or delays its deposntlon for the reasons best

'known to him. S
- 2. He was also involved in changing of genuine chars with local sub'standard Chars.

3. Reportedly he was also involved in NCP Smuggling by takmg |lfegal grat:ﬂcatwn
4., He was’ also involved in taking gifts from Iocars

Durmg preliminary enquiry Deputy Supermtendent of Pollce Tangr

vrsrted his duarter and asked him regardlng case property i.e 02 kalashnikov and 01

, ) S . Prstol both forelgn made which were taken into possession durlng search and strike

. o . .operahon conducted within the territorial jurisdiction of Pollce Statlon Mandani. In

' "response to the query he replred that the same are Iaymg in h|s almirah at quarter., -

.;He took out the same from the aimirah and handed over to Deputy Superintendent of

: Polrce Tangr Being a8 member of dlSCIlened force as Inspector SHO his this acts a)‘e
hlgh obJectlonabfe and also strgmatrzed the-force,

* In the above allegatlon he was issued Charge Sheet together with -
statement o? atlegatnon and Mr, Nazrr Khan Supermtendent of Poilce Investlgatlon,
v o . Charsadda was nominated as Enqurry Officer for cor-ductlng departmental enqmry
R ’ agamst him- and he after conduéting ‘proper departm=ntal enqunry submitted his
} ,ﬂndmgs He w -as served wrth Final'Show Cause Notice to|which his reply was received
; S . " and found unsatrsfactory After pelrusal of enqurry papers and recommendation of the
1 _ o . ’ = enqurry Ofﬁcer awarded him Major Punishment of Removal from Servtce

He was. called in orderly room held in th|> ofﬂce on 18.04.2019 and

heard him in person Havrng serious .allegations WhICh Iwere proved agatnst him in".
departmental Inqurry However Keepmg in view clean Servrce Record of Ex- Inspector
l Faheem Bacaha the punishment "of Removal from Ser\m:e awarded to him is -
converted into MaJor Pumshment of Reductlon in the rank of Sub Inspector he is re-

mstated mto servuce The |ntervenrng perlod is treated as. Ieave ‘without pay., on o

remstatement into service he is' transferred/posted to Qperation Wrng, Swabr
QBBE&MNQ!M& .

¢

(MUHAMMAD ALI KHAN)PSP
Regiopal Police Officer, .
Mardan. M

l’ go /ES : - Dated Mar(jan the 2-17’ /0 4 /2019.

Copy forwarded for rnformatlon and necess ary action to the:-

1 'Deputy Inspector Genera!l of Police HQrs 1yher. Pakhtunkbwa,
.+ . Peshawsr please. Lo
'VThe District Police Officer, Swabi. L
. R L District Police Officer, Charsadda w/r to his gffice Memo: No. 684/EC
\ o o N . ..dated 08.04.2019. The Service Record is retJmed Herewith.

R (txxn:x)
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SUPERINTENDENT OF POLICE
INVESTIGATION CHARSADDA
PHONE NO. 091-9220402

To: - The District Police Officer, ' P
- Charsadda. ’7/ ' : -
No. 5’5? /PA/Invest: dated Charsadda, the _ /% &% [2019. .

RE-INQUIRY REPORT AGAINST INSPECTOR FAHEEM BACHA (T
SHO PS MANDANI) NOW POLICE LINES CHARSADDA. ‘

Kindly refer to your office Dairy No. 1571/GB, dated 11032019,

Subject: - HE THEN

: [

M .10

(return in original). . I
1. Whereas departmental enquiry againsf inspector FaheemiBiachaéi(ihe
then SHO PS Mandani) conducted by Mr. Taj Muhammad Khan, DSP Tangi, with the
recommendation of minor punishment, later-on such enquiry was marked. to the

undersigned for re-inquiry and report. : SR

2. It is submitted that as per kind directions re-inquiry was conduc‘ged‘ into

the matter, the following Police officers and other concerned persons wérfe called to
the office of undersigned. They were heard in person, their detailed previous

_statements were examined & they were also crossed questioned. They corrobarated

their previous statements, while one Shaukat who disowned his earlier Staiemént,
hence his fresh statement as well as statements of DSP Tangi and SHO Tarjgi;;were

also recorded.

i, Mr. Taj Muhammad Khan DS Tangi

ii. Inspector Faheem Bacha Police Lines Charsadda.

ii. Sl Gul Shed Khan, SHO PS Tangi.

iv. HC Hamid Jan Moharrir PS Mandani.

v. Mushtagq s/o Sher Zarin r/o Harichand. -
vi. Shaukat Ali s/o Ghulam Muhammad r/o Kody Mandani. -

MW@ Lo

As per his statement that on 11.02.2019 he conducted a ﬁsurpfriéjeé visit
to PS Mandani, during checking of record/index FIRs No. 16,17-& 18 u/’ 15-A/-\ PS
Mandani were found in-complete. On the query MHC Hamid Jan stétﬁed? tﬁét on
20.01.2019 during Search and Strike Operation inspector Faheem Bacha {*th;e ‘then
SHO) recovered two SMGs and 01-pistol 30-bore in the above cases, képt the: same
case property in his own custody, when he was requested to hand over the same for
completion of record, he refused and. replied that the case property are: Iy:in:g m his
almirah of his residential quarter, he requested time and again for conﬁpﬁleﬁioﬁ of PS
record and obtaining the Armourer report but he did not hand over the sa}d case
property to him. In this regard a report vide D.D No. 23 dated 06.02.2:02195\/\23 also
lodged. During discussion MHC Hamid Jan further disclosed that the thenSHO was
also involved in corruption, receiving gifts ard bribes from the public as ke has taken
bribe from one Shaukat involved in case FIR No. 11, dated 14012019 u/s
324/429/148/149-PPC PS Mandani. Then the matter was discussed with §In}s§ector
Faheem Bacha at his office, who confessed regarding taking of illegal ératific:aitﬁion in

the above mentioned FIR in the presence-of Moharrir Hamid lan, (copy, a}:te{cﬁeb vide
annexure-A). ) RN R
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¥/ ! .
/-Statement of Inspector Faheem Bach (the then SHO PS Mandani

He stated that on 20.01.201¢ during Search and strike opéraftiofn,g he

¥ arrested 03-accused and recovered 02-SMG and 01-pistol 30 bore, frqiq?;their

possession. In this regard cases vide FIR No.s 16, 17 and 18 dated 20.01.:20"19?{‘?;’25:!35-

AA were registered at PS Mandani against the accused. Due :to huge ?burdéri of

official work he did not obtained Armourer report in time. He kept theicase

intention of him. Further stated that during his period of posting, he recdvéred 02-
NCP vehicles and taken necessary legal action. He denied the allegations of c’on:ta:cts
with criminals. He also denied of taking any gifts, nor made’ demands; (q:opiyi of
statement is attached vide annexure-B}, ; P

o 0
bd

Statement of SI Gul Shed Khan, SHO PS Tangi: , b §
As per his statement that on 11.02.2019 he went to PS Maﬁdaﬁi?with
DSP Taj Muhammad Khan, SHO Faheem Bacha was on mobile patrolling. He was
called by the DSP. On his arrival, the DSP asked SHO Faheem Bacha that it has
alleged of taken bribes in case u/s 324/429-PpC PS Mandani, SHO replied that he
never favour/support any party, however, his gunner give him Rs.G0,00Q[-, fuétﬁer
he is unaware, (copy of statement is attached vide annexure-C). : Pt
Statement of HC Hamid Jan Moharrir PS Mandani: ; I
- —————=—=——— 17 DI Vidndani: o
He stated that on 20.01.2019 while search & strike operation, [nspectpr
Faheem Bacha, (the then SHO PS Mandani), arrested accused Muhammadzlbjrah‘ién,
Bilal sons of Latif, Ayub s/o Muhammad Yousaf r/o Harichand and recp\(ered?OEZ-
SMGs with 60-rounds & 01-pistol 30-bore from their possession, registered érofpér
cases vide FIR Nos. 16, 17 and 18 dated 20.01.2019 u/s 15-AA PS Mandani, ho:wé‘véer
kept the case properties with him. He was requested to deposit/hand over ithe case
property for completion of record and obtaining Armourer’s report. In replyithe SHb

but in-vain. In this regard a report was lodged in the Roznamcha vide DD No. 23,
dated 06.02.2019. He further stated that Inspector Faheem Bacha {the then SHO, PS
Mandani} was also involved in corruption, i.e receiving gifts and taking brfil:i_es;‘fr:cjrh
public. Further disclosed that vide FIR No. 11, dated ~14.01.20§19f u/s
324/429/148/149-PpC PS Mandani, Inspector Faheem Bacha has taken Rs: Ql-[acﬁ as
bribe from one Shaukat. On 11.02.2019 Inspector Faheem Bacha admitted his guilt
before Mr..Taj Muhammad Khan (the then DsP Tangi) in his presence. Sinﬁil‘arly the
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Faheem Bacha, during meeting SHO desired to provide Carpet, pillow, quilts.etc for
his Quarter and some amounts for other expenses. Hence he brought the desired

items and also paid cash amount Rs. 10,000/- to the SHO, (copy attached :viciiei

T
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annexure-E),
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Coes v ’ P _ ¢ ' ' D
L b . | " ] i
.;" ) £ INVESTIGATION WING CHARSADDA. o e - !
! I ' ) : N ' o
£ ; - et el RO LT P = A —-.-‘. —m e~ - i :,, . ™ ‘..'-:?—'
’ ' KEel™ “iie of Officer [ 57 ‘Place of Posting iii; | Date of Posting [ Districtiof Dot
- 7F) OMtieial DY IR e t YR e RN o) LU TR LAY
i 1. |81 Abdur Rasheed | I/C Special Team + : ‘Charsadda . :
. Supervisory Officer i :
PS Khanmai o :
- 2. ['ASI Shakeel Khan Reader / QASI 08.06.2015 . . |.Charsadda
v . N
: 3. | ASI Nasrullah Khan | Scrutiny Branch 21.09.2017 . . :Cpa;rsadda
) : SRS E :
i
3 PS CHARSADDA ' N ;
7 ~ — — S —
;i S.No* | Rank *#-4| Name of Officer-. Place of Posting .. |:Date of Posting - | District of Domicile
£y Inspector | Mada Khan CIO PS Charsadda 08.01.2019 o )

THC Pir Yousaf Jan 10 PS Charsadda 26-12-2017 - | Charsadda
IHC Saleem Khan 10 PS Charsadda 15-09-2017 . . | Charsadda
T T :

&
WN =

Pe. L WM WA Rl )
KPP 4-‘"'

PS SARDHERI ‘ S

S.No.-) Rank " ¥"X| Nameof Officer . < Place of Posting %% 7% |- Date of Posting’

>
%

“District of Doniicil
5 . 1. SI Sahib Dad Khan CIO PS Sardheri 23.01.2019 . :r : K
: 2. IHC Saleem Khan 10 PS Sardheri 15-09-2017 : Charsadda

PS KHANMAI . N A ¢
S.No.,|.Rank i'| Nameé of Officer st ‘Place of Posting i~ Date of Posting . *>*; I'Difsti‘ict of Domicile
1 SI Bakhtiar Khan CIO PS Khanmai 08.01.2019: o Mardan

2. ASI Amjid Al 10 PS Khanmai ° + ‘| Charsadda.

PS Tarnab

I

FEVSUR N

Sy

-
-

N O

PRI s ST

ey,

S No%¥'| ‘Rank##*[ ' Name of Officer. -aiise Place of Posting’s:. 5 | Date of Posting "-, |- District of Domicil
1. | SI Amjid Khan CIO PS Prang 04.12.2018 . |:Swabi

2. [IHC | Madani Ullah 10 PS Prang 16.04.2018 . i [Chdrsadda

3. | HC Sadig Ali IO PS Prang 30.08.2018 : : [Charsadda |

v : Lo H
5!, [SNoii] Ranks|Nameof Officor 5ot Pince of Postiag 27977 ‘Date of Postifig .2 :|:District of Doyaicils
b, 1. | SI Nadir Khan CIO PS Tarnab 13.04.2018 i ['Matdan |
bl 2. | ASI | Mujeeb-ur-Rehman |IOPS Tanab | 17.09.2018 | | Charsadda
] RS

o PS PRANG -

i B

A

;

L AT d e
AR

.‘x

PS NISATTA B o

"

Pl
NI |
[S-No-.] Rank> %] Name of Officer /8<% | .Place of Posting &3tk | Date of Posting w3 - .District of Domic
Inspector | Bashir Gul Khan Incharge Inv: PS Nisatta | 08.01.2019 . i | 'Charsadda

SI Manzoor Khan C.1.0 PS Nisatta 30.01.2019 | : ||iCharsadda
IHC Samin Jan 1.O PS Nisatig” _~ 07.01.2018 : ¢ i['Charsadda

. AN ]
PS TANGI /27%&4/ ;

- : H |
‘Rank#&| Name of Officer®. ** . |.Place of Posting i ‘Date’of Posting &% :District of Domicile
Inspector | Sardar Hussain .~ CIO PS Tangi_ 08.01.2019 Charsadda |

ASI Siyam Khan 1.O PS Tangi 17.12.2018 '
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“ : P Z P
Statement of Shaukat Ali s/o Ghulam Muhammad r/o Koda Mandan i
Although during enquiry conducted by DSP Tangi, whereas Shaukat Al
confessed that he has given Rs. 60,000/- to SHO Faheem Bacha through h|s friend
Asfandyar, while during re-inquiry into the matter, the said Shaukat Ali rebeiled from
his earlier statement. His fresh statement was recorded. As per. his statement that he
told Asfandyar to bring sum of Rs, 60,000/- from their house, when he released from
Jail, called Asfandyar and enquired about the said amount. He exp!amed that some
of the amounts paid to the Lawyers while rest of the amount was Spent over the
taxi’s vehicles. He further enquired that how many amounts was grven to; SHO it
was replied that nothing-was paid to the SHO, as the whole amounts were spent over
e engagement of lawyers and taxi’s vehicles, (copy attached vide annexure F)

Facts/Findings:-

i. The alleged SHO Inspector Faheem Bacha badly farled to hand over the
case properties i.e SMGs + pistol, recovered vrde FiR No 16 17 and
18 dated 20.01.2019. : : s s' i’ f'

ii. Although he was bound to deposit the case property w:thout any delay to

Moharrir but he did not justify of keeping the case property in his

personnel cupboard. :

iii. Due to not handing over the said case propertxes to lVIoharr:r the
record/index of FIR remained incomplete. ' Dy

iv. That Moharrir Hamid Jan has lodged a report vide DD No 23 dated
06.02.2019 for not handing over of the said case propertues for completlon
of record/obtaining of Armourer opnion. , : P

V. Also Challaned the case without obtaining Armourer report, wh:ch will
badly effect the prosecution case.

vi. On 11.02.2019 both the SMGs and pistol” were recovered from the
personal Almirah of alleged Inspector by DSP Tangi and then handed over
to Moharrir for completion of PS record and further proceedmgs .

vii. That he admitted of taking Rs. 60,000/- in front of Mr. TaJ Muhammad
Khan (the then DSP Tangi). A

vili.  SHO Tangi Gul Shed Khan, also confirmed that in his presence the alieged
Inspector categorically admitted that amount of Rs. 60 000/ was glven to
him by his gunner. P

ix. He also takes gifts from the public, especially from one Mushtaq and on his
transfer he also took away the said articles i.e Carpet pillow,: qurlts etc

Recommendation:

Keeping in view the above facts, circumstance and re- enqurry conducted
the allegations against Inspector Faheem Bacha has been proved/establzshed Hence
he is hereby recommended for major pumshment under KPK Police Rules 1975,

/< %7"}9 Submitted, please.
Ko i Vel FO ,

o
1’6\“ . jY e 4 > nvestigation, Ch:arsadda.
Orﬂf g SR
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|
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Respected/sir,
On 11-02-2019, the undersigned conducted a surprise visit of PS Méndérﬂi and checked

Index FIR, during checking, record/index of FIR NOs 16, 17 & 18 U/Ss 15 AA PS Mahdani was found
remained incomplete. On the query, MHC Hamid Jan stated that on 20-01-201?, dyring Search &
Strike Operation, Inspector Faheem Bacha (the then SHO PS Mandani) recovered twg SMGs and one
pistol (30-bore) vide the above mentioned FIRs and kept the same in his owin custodyi and when he
. requested him to hand over the said case properties for completiori of record; theri he refused and
+eplied that the case properties are lying in his almirah at his residential quarter, ‘he réquested time

and again for the completion of PS record and obtaining of Armourer report but he didn’t hand ov;er
the said case properties to him. Hence, in this re

gard, he entered a report vide DD No.23 dated Q6-

02-2019. ‘ - i :
During discussion, HC Hamid Jan (MHC PS Man
was also involved in corruption, receiving gifts and bribes fr

one Shaukat involved in case vide FIR No.11 dated 14
Mandani.

dani) further disciosedithatithe then SHO
om the public as heihas t:a;k;en bribe from
-01-2018 ‘U/s 324/429/148/149 ppc bs

i

Hence, the above mentioned matter was discussed with Inspector Faheehw Bacha (tﬁe
then SHO PS Manani) at his office and he confessed regarding the taking of illegal gratification in tije
above mention FIR in the presence of MHC Harnid:Jan. ’ DR '

ex i
T e
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A(Taj Muh?nfaméd fj%ﬁan)
‘The then SDPO Tangi
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ution Circle Tangj.....
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1

1

r
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1
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1

03.04:1986  08.09.2010° " From 16.02.2016 Investigation Wing

From 26.02.2016 Reader APP Tangi

From 01.07.20i6 Reader APP Charsadda
" From'16.10.2016 Serutiny Branch
From 13.01.2017 Naib Court IMIC 11 Shabqdar
; From 08.03.2017 GD Operation PS Charsadda
. From 03.05.2017 Investigation wing

From 26.05.2017 Naib Court IMIC 11 Shabqdar
_From 07.06.2017 Naib Court ASJ Tangi.

Tahir Alam No.92 NC -J.\/IIC-I-Tang!' ’

|
l

———

Umarzai

, 10.04.1981

i
)
i
H
3
1

11.05.2007

i From 22.05.2017 Investigation

From 23.05.2017 MHC Inv: Charsadda
From 02.1).2017 MHC PS Shabqdar
From 28.12.2017 Naib Court IMIC | Tangi

fem NO.1035 NC-IMIC-IT

Tangi

1 20.01.1974 26.03.2000

From 19.01.2017 Investigation Wing

From 26.01.2017 Naib Court IMIC 1! Tang;
From 25.04.2017 Transfer 10 Operation
From 10.05.2017 Investigation Wing

From 26.05.2017 Naib Court JIMIC 11 Tangi

.._.-A..-h_«_..-_:—h..._-—...,..-..

amran No. 114 NC AAC Tangi

Charsadda

BA

09.02.1977 25.01.2002

Y
+ Tangi(Order DPO
! Saib OB 693 Date

11092018 _

! Uinarzai

From 11.09.2014 Naib Court AC Tang;.
From 15.09.2014 Transfer Ta Operation
From 11.08.2015 Investigation Wing
From 13.08.2015 Naib Court AC Tangi
Form 15.04.2016 Transfer To Operation
From 04.05.2016 Naib Court AC Tangi.
From 01.07.2016 DFC ps Charsadda.
From 26.08.2016 Naib Court EAC Tangi.
From 14.12.2016 Transfer to operation
From 09.03.2017 Investigation Wing
From 13.03.2017 Naijb Court AAC Tangi
From 22.06.2018 transfer to operation
From 04.07.20138 Investigation Wing
Form 09.07.2018 Naib Court AAC Tangi.

107.01.197¢

| From 11.09.2018 Naib Coun AC Tangi

R .
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NO. A’o?é’ , /ST

Dated // oj I2919

H l »

Subject: - DEPARTMENTAL ENQUIRY REPORT AGAINST lNSP FAHEEM BACHA
REFERENCE ATTACHED. '

ALLEGATIONS o o .

The instant enquiry was entrusted to the underSIgned by the W/DPO

against Inspector Faheem Bacha, he while posted as SHO PS Mandam has committed

€

the following misconduct;-

He was involved in usurping case properties in the shape eithérichangingé

of original/foreign made arms/weapons with local made or delays i’ts d:epfoisition for§

the reasons best known to him.

‘He was also involved in changing of genuine charswith ;local sub-'E

standard chars. ;
Reportedly he was also mvolved in NCP Smugglmg by takmg 1llegal

gratification besides it has also been alleged that he takes gifts from locals Hence

l

the Worthy DPO Charsadda, as a competent authority, served him w1th charge sheet

and -summary of allegations and the enanry was entrusted to the undersagned to

scrutinize the conduct of the said delinquent official.

PROCEEDINGS:- .

To unearth the real facts all concerned were called and 'their s":t;atements

I

were recorded.

STATEMENT OF INSPECTOR FAHEEM BACHA (THE THEN SHO PS*
MANDANI) o S

The delinquent official was called, heard him in person and o

#U"" -

amed his
l

statement (attached), wherein he blatantly denied the alleeat:ons leveled against

l

him. He was also cross questloned (attached) . % i

STATEMENT OF HC HAMID JAN MHC PS MANDANI N

He stated that on 20-01-2019 du:mo searr'h and strlke oreratton
ek

inspector Faheem Bacha (the then SHO PS Mandni) recoyered two SMGs cnd' one pistol

30 Bore vide Fle No 16,17 and 18 dated 20-01-2019 U/Ss 15- AA PS Marxdam and kept

i :
[
r :




properties for completion of record, he refused and replled that the case propertles

are lylng in his almirah at his resrdentlal quarter. He requested the SHO tlme and,,

auam for the completion of record and obtammg of Armourer report but he did notﬁ'

handover the said case propertles to him. He stated that . 1n thls respect he also

entered a report vide DD.No.23, dated 06-02- 2019 PS Mandani (attached} He further
disclosed that the then SHO was also involved in corruption, recelvmg grfts ard bribes
from the public as he has taken bribe from one Shaukat lnvolved ln case vade FIR

No.11, dated 14-01-2019 U/S 324/429/148/149 PPC PS Manddm and he has also

confessed his guilt before the under SIgned in his presence at SHO offlce PS Mandam

Similarly the then SHO was involved in receivmg of gifts from publlc On the demand ;

of the then SHO Faheem Bacha a person namely Mushtaq had erought carpet quilts

R .

and pillows for his residential quarter

STATEMENT OF MUSHTAQ $/0 SHERZA DIN R/O H-’ARICHANDé N

He stated that on the day of arrival of Inspector Faheem Bacha as SHO ;

he vyent to his residential quarter at PS Mandani to meet w1th him. - Durmo meetmg
the then SHO Faheem Bacha had demanded carpet pillows, quilts, and some money
for other expendlture of his reSIdentlal quarter. Upon his’ demand he provrded the
said articles and cash amount of Rs: 10000 to him. BN

STATEMENT OF SHOUKAT ALJ R/0 KODAI MANDANI

vl
P
:::;

~ He disclosed in his statement that he has a tand dispute w1th one Hussam
Khan. On 14 .01.2019 they have fired .upon each other and a case’ was reglstered
agalnst both the parties at PS. Mandam On the day of occurrence at evemng time |
have paid Rs.60000/- to SHO Faheem Bacha at the hand of my" fnend namely
Asfandiar. SHO Faheem Bacha assured him that he will favour him ih- hrs clase He
further stated that Asfandiar had told him tkat he had spent some more dough and he

will liquidate it later on. : g; 1'
A

FINDINGS : | L ;i

'
1

From the above statements it_transpired that Ins oef“tor Fahecm Bacha

the then SHO Mandani had conducted raids on 20.01.2019 and recovered two 1.

l
kalashenkove and one pistol vide case FIR Nos, 16, 18 and 17 u/s !RAA Ps Man iam‘.

He did not send the same for Armourer report in time. i SN

s



He did not hand over the above mentioned recoverles i Mthe MHC5 for

|

keeping it in PS kot due to which the record/zndex of FIR Was also remamed

3

incomplete

P
P

v He submitted challan without Armourer report wh;icfh will result in ithe

i

-acquittal of the case.

The MHC requested him for completlon of record and obtammg of

Armourer report and for this reason he entered a report vide DD No 23 dated 6 2-

2019, - | B

@ The aforementioned SMGs and. Pistol were recoveredi from Ethe persdnal
Almirah of accused official on 11.02.2019 arnd were handed over to MHC for
completion of record and the same were sent for Armourar mspectron on 12 02. 2019
He had taken bribe from one Shoukat, hence he remstered a case v1de
FIR No.11 dated 14.01.2019 u/s 324/429/148/149PPC at PS Mandaru rn h1s favour

He had demanded carpet, quilts, and some money for other expendxture

of his residential quarter from one namely Mushtaq whichis clear from hrs statement

It is worthwhile that a secret probe was also conducted w‘hlc‘] also supported the

S

allegations leveled against the accused official.

.
I

Keeping in view the above facts, statementstof .concerned persons tfhe

allegations leveled against Inspector Faheem Bacha (the then SHO PS Mandam) were

proved However, as the dellnquent official hails from a poor famlly and keepmg'm
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view his serv1ce his future, a lement view may please be faken and he may be
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awarded a “MINOR PUNISHMENT” in order to mend his way. - F
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Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa \, :
Office of the District Police Officer 03 S 2_ - 8/

Charsadda : P
DISCIPLINARY ACTION UNDER KPK POLICE RULES -1975

226465

I, Irfan Ullah Khan, District Police Officer Charsadda, as competent :
authority am of the opinion that Inspector Faheem Bacha, has rendered himself lingf'ge :
to be proceeded against as he has comitted the following acts/omissions withiintle :
meaning of section -02 (iii) of KPK Police Rules-1975. Lo .
. N |
STATEMENT OF ALLEGATIONS . Ty
That he Inspector Faheem Bacha, while posted as SHO PS Mandani, '

1. As per information frequent complaints have been received against him regarding

his involvement in usurping case properties in the shape either changihg: of ;
original/foreign made arms/weapons with local made or delays its dépositiOIi for thé

reasons best known to him. i B Y :
2. He was also involved in changing of genuine chars with local sub-standard Chars. '
3. Reportedly he was also involved in NCP Smuggling by taking illegal gratiﬁéaiiofl. b

4. He was also involved in taking gifts from locals. . :'

During preliminary enquiry DSP Tangi visited his quarter and asked him': ;
regarding case property i.e 02 Kalashnikov and 01 pistol both foreign made \}vhi:c}i, :
were taken into possession during search and strike operation conducted within @'hé- i
territorial jurisdiction of Police Station Mandani. In response to the query he'réplied’ ! |
that the same are laying with you in his Almirah at quarter. He took out the same%ﬁ'qméz
the almirah and handed over to DSP Tangi. Being a member of disciplined force as :

Inspector SHO his acts are highly objectionable and also stigmatized the force. ,
This amounts to grave misconduct on his part, warranting Departmental - acti;c)ng:f. ;
against him. A
o
For the purpose scrutinizing the conduct of the .said official Mr T’lj
Muhammad Khan DSP Tangi is hereby deputed to conduct proper departmental:-
enquiry against the aforesaid official, as contained in section -6 (I) (a) of the afore:
mentioned rules. The enquiry officer after compleing all proceedings shall submit his' :
verdict to this office within stipulated period of (10) days. Inspector Faheem Bacha, is ; :
directed to appear before the enquiry officer on the date, time and placed fixed by the: : i

later (enquiry officer) a statement of charge sheet is attached herewith. ce e
cop

fi,éheOfﬁzccré .
,gl. /

Distric

No. 2&(5 - R,Z/Hc, dated Charsadda the _ /8/ 02 /2019

Copies for Information to the:
1. Mr. Taj Muhammad Khan DSP Tangi
. Inspector Faheem Bacha (Police lines)

+ [
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CHARGE SHEET UNDER KPK POLICE %ES 1975

I, Irfan Ullah Khan, District Police Officer Charsadda, as com

: mpetent
¢ authority hereby charge you Inspector Faheem Bacha as follows.. IR

That you Inspector Faheem Bacha, while posted as SHO PZSiI\/[:an?deini,
1. As per information frequent complaints have been received against

you regaiding
your involvement in usurping ¢

ase properties in the shape either c:hzmg:in;g; ‘of
original/foreign made arms/weapons with local made or delays its deposition
reasons best known to you.

}

for the
2. You were also involved in changing of genuine chars with local s

yb-st?lldaél'd
Chars. S

[
i

3. Reportedly you were also involved in NCP Smuggling

by taking illegal
gratification. A

4. You are also involved in taking gifts from locals. R
During preliminary enquiry DSP Tangi visited your quarter and asked ydu

regarding case property i.e 02 Kalashnikov and 01 pistol both foreign mfade whlch
were taken into possession during search and strike operation conducted Ewithilléil{e
territorial jurisdiction of Police Station Mandani. In response to the 'query yoﬁ 1'épfiegl

that the same are laying with you in your Almirah at quarter. You took out t'he;sa:m.e

from the almirah and handed over to DSP Tang:. Being a member of disciplined force

as Inspector SHO your acts are highly objectionable and also stigmat'ized the fZCJrcfe. ’

This amounts to grave misconduct on your

part, wananung
Departmental action against you as defined in section-6(1) (a) of the KPK P;oh;c{:
Rules 1975. ’

1. By reason of the above, you ‘appear to be guilty of misconduct lincierf
section 02(I1I) of the KPK Police Rules 1975 and has .render your, sé;]f
liable to all or any of the penalties as specified in section 04 (I)fag&ib of
the said rules. : RS

2. You are therefore, directed to submit your written defense witﬁizi scf:vé'nf
days of the receipt of this Charge Sheet to the Enquiry Officer. SRR

3. Your written defense, if any should reach to the enquiry officer within tl:]Bg
specified period, in case of failure, it shall be presumed that you have no:
defense to put-in and in that case an €x-parte action shall follow agqinﬁtﬁ
you. L 1

4. Intimate, whether you desired to be heard in person. N

3.

i
|
t
'
i

District Poli fficer,
, . Chat'sadda | i

— et i et e aorman e o &
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-ORDER. - R R MR B
PR .1} . .”: A A bl _': N
- - ‘,

This order will dlspose off the departmenta! appeal preferred by EXv . -
spgctoi Faheem Bacha of Charsadda Dlstrict Police against the order of Distnct-‘ i ST
Ocher Charsadda, wherein he was awarded Major . ‘Panishment of Removai o
M Service by the District Police Officer, Charsadda .vide hrs office OB No 3140
" dated 25. 03.20i9. . o Do

!. i
: - Brief facts of the case are that the appeliant while posted as SHO Poilce
-7 Statton Mandani the followung charges were leveled against him.

v .
H ]
. .

‘.
PR
3

1. ‘As per information frequent complaints have been received agamst him regardlng hls .
' involvernent in usurping case properties in the shape either changmg of orlgma!/fore.gn

: . made arms/weapons with local made or delays its deposntion for the reasons blzstf . :
. known to him, - : o !

. [

2. .He was also involved in changing of genuine chars wuth local sub slandard Chars N "
Reportedly he was- alsc involved in NCP Smuggling by taklng |1legal gratrf‘catlon f '
4, He was also involved in taking gifts from locals. . . b

. 5.2-.
H .

" During preliminary enquiry Deputy Superlntendent of Pol:ce Tangn ;
vnsnted his quarter and asked him regarding case property i.e 02 ka{ashn!kov and 01

Pistol- both forergn made which were taken into possessuon _during search and stnke'

e

operatlon conducted wuthln the territorial jurisdiction of Police Statlon Mandani. In -

A o

response to the query he replied that the same are laying in hns lmirah at quarter :
" Heé-took out the same from the almirah and handed over to Deputy Supermtendent of ) :

Poltce ,Tangi. Beang a member of disciplined force as Inspector SHO his thls acts /reé

hlgh objectlonable and also stigmatized the. force ’ : : :,
"In the above aliegation he was issued Charge Sheet together wflh
statement of allegation and Mr. Nazir Khan' Supermtendent of 'Poljce Invest:gatlon
Charsadda was, nommated as Enquiry Officer for conductmg departmental enqun‘y
. ' agamst him and he after conducting proper departmentat enquiry submltted h;s )
findings. He was served with Final Show Cause Notice to which hrs reply was recenved i

and- found unsatlsr’actory After perusal of enquiry papers and recommendatlon of the : - !
enquiry Ofﬁcer awarded him Major Punishment of Removal from Serwce SR o
) He was called in orderly room held In this office on 18 04. 2019 and
heard hlm ln person Having serlous allegazions which were proved agalnst him m
departmenta! Inquiry. However, Keeping in view clean Service Record of Ex- [nspector _' .
Faheem Bacaha the punishment of Removal from Service awarded to hirn i's : .
converted mto Major Punishment of Reductlon In the rank of Sub. Inspector he is re-
mstated mto sérvice. The intervening period is treated as Ieave wnthout pay On

remstatement into service he Is tlansferred/posted to Operatfon Wing, Swabl 5 :
o:omammo L . . i

(MUHAMMAD ALI KHAN)PSP .'
Regional Police Officer,. -

. ".' i
. Mardan. A{\ I

/e u

/ES, Dated Mardan the —-—C]’ o é __/2019. ‘

- i

i

l

l

e mmmm e s

Copy forwarded for information and necessary actlon to the:-

B DU Deputy Inspector General of Police HQrs:, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, :
: Peshawar please.

“The District Police Officer, Swabl

- "District Police Officer, Charsadda w/r to his offce Merno No. 684/EC'
dated 08.04.2019. The Service Record is returned herew1th

(tt.lxlt)
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P ' ORDER

: “ ThlS Order will dispose off the departmental enqmry agamSt Inspectox
i . Fahecm B':cha, while posted as SHO PS Mandani, . .- | : Pl ,

1 As per. mformatlon frequent complaints have beeu received agamst hlm regardmg his:
mvolvement 1n.usurping case properties in 'the shape either changing of ori gmal/forel gn made:
arms/weapons with local made or delays its deposition for the reasons best lmown to him. ¢
2..He was also mvolved in changing of genuire chars with local sub-standard Chars
- 3. Reportedly he was also involved in NCP Srauggling by taking illegal granﬁcatton -
" 4. He was also involved in taking gifts from locals. *® . SRR :
- o . During_ prelumnarv enquiry DSP Tangi visited his qu'lrtex and asked Ium 1egardmg
" case property i.e 02 Kalashnikov and 01 pistol both foreign made whlch were taken into !
possession durmg search and strike operation conducted within the temtonal Jurzsdlctlon of
. Police Station Mandani. In response to the query he replied that the same are iaymg with you
. - in his Almirah at quarter. He took out the same from the almirah and handed over to DSP
. o Tangl Bemg a member of disciplined force as Inspector SHO lus acts fare hlghly
s . objectlonab]e and also stigmatized the force . ) i B ;]

. In the above allegation he was issued. Charge Sheet together thh statement

- . of allegatlon under Sub Section 3, Section 5 of Police Rules 1975 Enquiry Ofﬁcer Mr azir
l, Klnn SP Investng.xtxon Charsadda was nommated for’ conductmg departmental enquiry, :
agamst him and he after conducting proper depa:tmental enquuy submmed ﬁndmgs

. Subsequently, Inspector Faheem Bacha ‘was “issued Fmal Show Cause -

_ Notlce U/S 5(3) Police Rules 1975 reply to which was lecewed but found un- satlsfactmy

'r:“' ST . -+ . After perusal of the. -enquiry’ papers’ and recommendation : of the . enquiry

fl R . :ofﬁcer he is hereby awarded the Major pumshmcnt of Removal from serrvue with - |
JEOT . R :

E ) : '1mmed1ate effect. ; : . . o A E

L5 I : i o Dnsd’l(Pohce Offlcel
f’,i: o O~B.N°_3[&._ . : Ch'trsadd'1 o
’ - Date 2573 1019 o TN

L No. ézog, - 04 _/HC, dated Charsadda the 24) 222019

Copy for information and necessary action to the -

* Pay Officer S B L

2 EC/FMC‘/{M&)},P @ﬁj‘* : o '. .
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FINAL SHOW CAUSE NOTICE -

Whereas, the charge of negligence was referred to enquiry officer for General Police
Proceedings, contained u/s 5(3) Police Rules 1975. P
AND
Wheréas, the enquiry officer has submitted his findings, recorhmendil:lgéyo;u foi Major
Penalty. | S
AND '
Whereas, 1 am satisfied with the recommendation of the enqmry ofﬁcer thdt you

Inspector Faheem Bacha, while posted as SHO PS Mandani, f 3

1. As per information frequent complaints have been received against you regarding your mvolvomcnt
in usurping case properties in the shape either changing of original/foreign made arms/»\eapons with
local made or delays its deposition for the reasons best known to you.
2. You were also involved in changing of genuine chars with local sub-standard Chars. ,
3. Reportedly you were also involved in NCP Smuggling by taking illegal grauﬁcatlon
4. You are also involved in takmg gifts from lccals. i :
During preliminary enquiry DSP Tangi visited your quarter ahd askeéi you r;égéarding
case property i.e 02 Kalashnikov and 01 pistol both foreign made which wefe taken iréltozpcé)ééessi<)zl
during search and strike operation conducted within the territorial jurisdiction of Policé' Station
Mandani. In response to the query you replied that the same are laying Wlth you in your AImndh at
quarter. You took out the same from the almirah and handed over to DSP Tang1 ThlS shows your
inefficiency and lack of interest n the performance of your official duties. : Do § ?

Thus the act amounts to gross misconduct and renders you liable for pumshment urnder
Police Rules 1975.

Therefore, 1, Irfan Ullah Khan, District Police Officer, Charsadda in exercxse of the
powers vested in me under rules 5(3) (a) (b) of Police Rules 1975, call upon you to explaln as to why

the proposed punishment may not be awarded to you.

o
;
!
, Iallmu

0D ,_._____....._.

Your reply should reach the undersigned within 07-days of recelpt of thls nonc

which disciplinary action pertaining to your dismissal from service will be taken ex-parte }

You are at liberty to appear in pe\rson before the L\l}lﬁle&}¥ d for- personal hearmg

\;99 ;C/ \

. \ ' B i H :
' " e
- YA ¢ S N ST
Dated /2019 {\ W A-iad Distric\t\ Pohce Oﬂ:ccr,
e . Chais ddd'{
\‘ / \ . TN | i
i AR )
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