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

Present.

Mr. Taimur Ali Khan, 
Advocate. For appellant

Mr. Kabirullah Khattak, 
Add I. Advocate General For respondents.

MR. HAMID FAROOQ DURRANI, 
MR. ATIQUR REHMAN WAZIR,

CHAIRMAN
MEMBER(E)

.rJUDGMENT

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 allowed 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
f-
j

24.10.2019, through which his revision petition was rejected. 1
[■-

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

the appellant was appointed as ASI in the year 2006. During the course of 

his service, he was promoted to the rank of Inspector. At the relevant time, 

the appellant was posted as SHO P.S Mandani when a person namely 

Gulzada son of Sher Malang submitted a complaint. In terms, that the 

appellant kept him in custody and took Rs. 22000/- from one Zahir Shah for
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release of the detainee. Departmental enquiry was conducted which was

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

charge sheet was served upon him alongwith statement of allegations. It

shall be useful to reproduce hereunder the allegations contained in the

charge sheet:-

1. As per information frequent complaints have beeh 

received against you regarding your involvement in 

usurping case properties in the shape either changing 

of originai/foreign made arms/weapons 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 substandard Chars.

3. Reportedly you were also involved In NCR Smuggling 

by taking 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 rriatter was 

ordered, report whereof was submitted by S.P Investigation Charsadda on 

18.3.2019. While concluding the report, it was recommended i that the 

appellant was liable for major punishment under the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 

Police Rules, 1975. Final show cause notice was issued to the appellant on 

19.03.2019, whereby, the appellant was given the option for personal 

hearing. Order dated 25.03.2019 followed, whereby, penalty of rernoval 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 Regional Police 

Officer, 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
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without pay. The appellant preferred a Revision Petition under Rule ll-A of

the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules, 1975. It could not find favour and the

Board decided to maintain the penalty of reduction in rank.

4. Learned counsel for the appellant as well as learned AAG heard and

available record gone through with their assistance.

5. It was the argument of learned counsel that the re-enquiry against

the appellant was ordered and conducted without any rhyme or reason.

therefore, the appellant could not have been penalized on the basis 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 as 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 against that, learned AAG contended that through; different

statements, the appellant had admitted his guilt. During cross examination

on the appellant, he admitted the recovery of Arms comprising two 

Kalashnikovs rifles as well as one pistol of 30-bore. He was also of the view

that in six different cases, case properties were retained by the; appellant 

without any good reason.

6. As regards the objection of appellant towards the re-enquiry> suffice it 

to note that the appellant had himself criticized the first enquiry 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 provided to him neither 

statements were recorded in the presence of appellant. He was :not given 

opportunity of cross-examination, while in the findings part, enquiry officer
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recommended minor punishment for the appellant. It is also noted in that

Para that the enquiry officer conducted enquiry mostly on those allegations

which were not mentioned in the charge sheet.

Having incorporated the above noted objections in his appeal, it did

not lie in the mouth of appellant to question the holding of re-enquiry. Re­

enquiry was not prohibited under the rules ibid or other laws applicable to

the case of appellant.

It is also a matter of record that during departmental proceedings7.

against him the appellant had, more than once, admitted that during his

tenure as SHO the recovered arms and ammunition were not deposited in

the Malkhana or any other relevant office, in time. Admittedly, on

20.01,2019, two Kalashnikovs riffles and one pistol 30-bore were recovered

from possession of appellant during search and strike operation. The illegal

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

impugned order 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 costs. File be

consigned to the record room.

(HAMID FAROOQ DURRANI) 
CHAIRMAN '

(ATIQUR REHMAN WAZIR) 
MEMBER(E)

ANNOUNCED
10.02.2021



;

1574/19 .
'X

Order or other proceedings with signature of Judge or 
Magistrate and that of parties where necessary.

Date of
order/
proceedings

S.No.

2 31

Present.

Mr. Taimur Ali Khan, 
Advocate

For appellant

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 with: their

assistance.

Vide our detailed judgment, we are of the view that the

impugned order 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. v

Parties are left to bear their respective costs. File be

consigned to the record room.

A
CHAIRM'AW

(Atiq-ur-Rehman Wazir) 
Member

ANNOUNCED
10.02.2021
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Counsel for the appellant and Asstt. AG for the 

respondents present.

; Former requests for time to further prepare the 

brief. To come up for hearing before the D.B on 

15.01.2021.

22.12.2020

. J-
. i

\/V.(Mian:Muham 
. Member(E)

Chairman ■

15.01.2021 Mr. Taimur Ali Khan, Advocate for appellant and-Mr.
. Muhammad Riaz Khan Paindakhel, Asstt. AG alongwith 

Shah Jehan, Inspector for the respondents present.

. Learned counsel for the parties concluded their 
respective arguments. To come up for order 
10.02.2021. Learned AAG shall, in the meanwhile, provide 

the complete record of enquiry including the statementiof 
witnesses.&her documents relevant with the 

shall also be provided before the next date.

•V. ,i % -

on

case
‘ !

A

\]1^\
Chairman(Atiq-ur-Rehman Wazir) 

Member(E)
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' 24.03:2020 Due to public holidays on account of Govid-19, the case 

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

S.B.

•fr

Reader

Appellant alongwith his counsel and Mr. Kabirullah 

Khattak, Additional AG alongwith Mr. Shah Jehan, 5.1 

(Legal) for the respondents present. Representative 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.

16.06.2020

(MUHAMMAD AVITN^KHAN KUNDI) 
MEMBER

Due to summer vacation, the case is adjourned to 

05.11.2020 for the same as before.
31.08.2020

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

The Bar is observing general strike, therefore, the 

matter is adj p to 15.01.2021 for hearing before the
D.B.

(Mian Muhamm^) 
Member

Chairman
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Learned counsel for the appellant present. . Preliminary 

arguments heard.
26.12.2019

The appellant has filed the present service appeal against the 

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 r^k of Sub 

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

Board dated 24.10.2019 whereby the order of the appellate 

authority was kept intact.

Points urged need consideration. The present service appeal 

is admitted for regular hearing subject to all'just legal objections. 

The appellant is directed to deposit security and process fee within 

10 days. Thereafter notices be issued to the respondents for
Appc^'ant OeDosited
Sec^l^^jpcess Feewritten reply/comments on

21.02.2020 before S.B

Member

Counsel for the appellant and Mr. Kabirullah Khattak, Additional 

AG alongwith Mr. Shah Jehan, S.l (Legal) for the respondents 

present. Written reply on behalf of respondents not submitted. 

Representative of the department seeks adjoufnrhent to furnish 

written reply/comments. Adjourned to 24.03:2020 for written 

reply/comments before S.B.

21.02.2020

(MUHAMMAD AMIN KHAN KUNDI) 
MEMBER. ■■
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FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Court of

1574/2019Case No.-

Order or otHer proceedings with signature of judgeDate of order 
proceedings

S.No.

1 2 3

The appeal of Mr. Faheem Bacha presented today by Mr. Taimur19/11/20191-
Ali Khan Advocate may be entered in the Institution Register and put up to 

the Worthy Chairman for proper order please.

EGISTRAR
This case is entrusted to S. Bench for preliminary hearing to be 

put up there on
2-

CHAIRMAN
; i.

■s
V i ^

5^.

\
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL
PESHAWAR

APPEAL NO.|5?^/2019

v/s Police Deptt:Faheem Bacha

INDEX

Annexure P. No.S.No. Documents
Memo of Appeal

1^16

1.
Copies of complaint, inquiry report A&B2.
Copies of charge sheet, statement of 
allegation and reply to charge sheet

C,D&E3.

Copy of inquiry report F4.
Copy of 2^^ inquiry report
Copy of show cause notice and reply 
to show cause notice

G5.
H&I6.

Copies of order dated 25.03.2019, 
departmental appeal and order dated 
24.04.2019

J,K&L7.

as-soCopy of revision and rejection of 
revision dated 24.10.2019

M&N8.

3/Vakalat Nama9.

APPELLANT

THROUGH:

ALI KHAN 
(ADVOCATE HIGH COURT)

TA

&

ASAD MAHMOOD 
(ADVOCATE HIGH COURT)

-j
/

f
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL

PESHAWAR
SCJiybor FalkJafcBkhwa 

St;rvjce IVIbiuial

APPEAL NO.(55^ /20I9 liS3.5>isiry No.

Osted—

FaheertvBacha, 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.
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 24.04.2fll9, 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. Si

PRAYER:
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 
APPELLANT TO HIS

TO RESTORE THE 
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.

i

f



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.

That the appellant was posted as SHO PS Mandani, a person namely 
Gulzada S/0 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- 
A4&B)

2.

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)

That on the bases of baseless allegation, inquiry was conducted 
against the appellant in which no proper opportunity of defence 
provided to the appellant as neither statements were recorded in the 
presence of the appellant nor gave him opportunity of 
examination and in finding the inquiry officer recommended mmox 
punishment for the appellant. It'Ti'pSnentTblnenSonedliei^That 
hngu^3fSclt,conauc!ed4^uiryjTiostlyjDn-those-aUegati which 

were not mentioned in the charge sheet. (Copy of U* inquiry report 
is attached as Annexure-F)

4.
was

cross

5. That without giving any reason by the authority for not agreeing 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 
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



f’-'/m 6. That show cause notice was issued to the appellant which was duly 
replied by the - appellant in which' he mentioned that his reply to 
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 allegation and irregular inquiry, the appellant 
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)

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)

8.

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 
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.
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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 
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 
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.

. m

was

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 
is 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 
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.

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

APPELLANT 
Faheem Bacha

THROUGH:

TAI LI KHAN 
(ADVOCATE HIGH COURT),

ABDUL WAHID 
(ADVOCATE)

ASAD MAHMOOD 
(ADVOCATE HIGH COIJRT)

/
/
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-'4V Government Of Khybep Pakhtunkhwa 

Deputy Supertendant Oe Police Hqrs,
Charsadda

No. /S, dated Charsadda the ./03/2vU9.

V

The District Police Officer 
Charsadda

To: .
• .-S

;* -
Slihject: DEPARTMENT/\T ENQUIRY AGAINST 1N:-.^^ECTOR 1 4El M BACHA

SHO PS MANDAJVI.

Memo: Kindly refer to your office Dia]7 No.90,/C.Gell. dated lS.01.201V

•C

It ,is submitted that matter was thoroughly enquired t uc. during ti- 'iise of 

• enquiry .Inspector Fahim Bacha SHO PS Mandani and compiainant \ve:e summo'- .• the 

office of undersigned wherein, the'complainant and the said olTicer -v-ere heard u. ■ h
•I

They were confronted to each other and heard them in person. Inspector. Fahim . 

produced a written statement stating therein that, the allegations leyeled by the complau 

are loialiy false/baseiess.
However, during formal proceedings the applicant produced a written 

, statemenf, in which he. stated that he submitted the instanr^a^phrSTioh against Insp^Sr 

'•Fahim Bacha due.to some misunderstanding and now does not want any further action on 

■ .--V his apjiiication.
for ihi- reason discussed above, enquiry may be filed, if agreed.

, ■ Submitted, please.

Deputy Super^tehdent of Police 
HQrs .Charsadda
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CHARGE SHF-F.T UNDER KPK PO^ JCE RULES 1975

Irfan Ullah Khan, District Police Officer Charsadda, as competent

authority hereby charge you Inspector Faheem Bacha as follows. ;
Falieem Bacha, while posted as SHO PS Mandani,

As per information frequent complaints have been received againsfyou regarding 
.your involvement in- usurping case properties in the shape eithW changing o_f_ ' 

^iginal/foreig^ made arms/weapons with local made 

reasons best known to you.

2. You, were 

Chars.

3. Kepdrtedlyi you 

• gratification.
14. You are also, involved in taking gifts from locals 

--ft - .During prelrminary enquiry DSP Tangi visited your quarter rand asked you ..

■ regarding case property i.e 02 Kalashnikov and 01 pistol both foreign made which

during search and strike operation conducted within the

I,
c

i.- That you Inspector

1..

I'
delays its deposition for the-or

also involved in, changing of genuine chars with local sub-standard
'

I

were also involved in NCP Smuggling by taking illegal

were taken into possession
1 jurisdiction of Police Station Mandani. In response to the queiT you replied

Almirali at qoaiier. You took out the same
terntoria
that the same are laying with you in youi 

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

as. Inspector SHO your acts are highly objectionable and also stigmatized the force.
misconduct on your part, warranting

;•
t-

This amounts to grave 

Departmental action against you as 

.Rules 19.75.

defined in secriou-6(I) (a) of the KPK Police

■ 1 ■ By reason of the above, you appear to be guilty of misconduct under
section 02(111) of the KPK Police -Rules 1975. and has render your self 
liable to all or any of the penalties as .speci.fied in section 04 (I) a & b of

?■-

the said rules.
You are therefore, directed to submit your 

■ ' days of the receipt of this Charge Sheet to the Enquiry Officer.
Your written defense, if any .should reach to the enquiry officer within the 

of failure, it shall be presumed that you have

!
written defense within seven

2.

,3. i;.'no; ry.-.'.specified period, in case 
defense to put-in and in that case ai^ ex-paite action.shall follow against

1
iuy. •

you.
Intimate, whether you desired to be heard in person. . bi- '■ 4.

Ift'
?.-■

District Polipe^fficcr, \

I-

•f\
y \ Cb-r-,6'^afsadda!

-,-i. ■;
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Subject: - DEPARTMENTAL ENQUIRY REPORT AGAINST INSP. FAHEEM BACHA 

REFERENCEATTACHED,

ALLEGATIONS

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

against Inspector Faheem Bacha, he While posted as SHO PS Mandani has committed.

the following, misconduct;.- '

He was involved in usurping case, properties, in the shape either changing

original/foreign, made arnjis/weapdns with ideal made dr delays its deposition for 

the reasons best known to hirn.
I

He was also involved in changing of genuine chars with local sub-

of

standard chars.

Reportedly he was also involved in NCR Smuggling by

has also been alleged that he takes gifts from locals.

taking illegal
, gratification besides it

Hence,
^ the Worthy DPO Charsadda, competent authority, served him with charge sheetas a

and -summary of .allegations and the enquiry was entrusted to the undersigned to

scrutinize the conduct of the said delinquent official.

PROCEEDING*^!.

To unearth the real facts all concerned were called and their state
ments

were recorded.

inspector FAHFFM RACHA fTHE THFN ■iHn pc

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

Statement fattached), wherein' he blatantly denied 

him.,He was also
the .allegations leveled against

cross questioned (attached)

STATEMENT OF HC HAMID JAN MHC MAKinAMi

He Stated that on 20-01-2019 during search 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 tS-AA^PS Mandani arid kept

k -

V
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■y

the same in his own custody. When he requested him to hand over the said case
>—

•V •

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

are lying'in his almirah at his residential quarter. He. requested the 5H0 time and

but he did notagain for.^the-.completion of record and obtaining of Armourer report 

hanboyer the said case properties to'him. He stated that in this 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, receiving gifts and bribes

h-
[ i

k:, 4

W: ' frond the public as he has taken bribe from one Shaukat involved in case vide FIR 

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

i.'

: co.nfessed his guilt before the under signed in his presence at SHO office PS Mandani. 

Similarly the then SHO was'involved in receiving.of gifts frofn public. On the demand 

of the then SHO Faheem" Bacha a person namely Mushtaq had brought carpet, quilts 

and'pillows for his residential quarter.

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

V

!t
\

He stated that on the day of arrival of Inspector Faheem Bahaas SHO 

he went to his residential quarter at PS 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.

STATEMENT OF SHOUKAT All R/0 KODAI MANDANI

He disclosed in his statement that he has a land dispute with one. Hussain 

yf ■ .khan. On 14 .0T.2019 they have fired upon each other and a case was registered 

against both the parties-at PS. Mandanh.-On the day of occurrence at evening time I 

have paid Rs.60QQ0/- to SHO Faheem Bacha at the hand—oL-mv^friend^namelv 

Asfandiar.. SHO Faheem Bacha assured him that he will favour him in his case. He
.I-- ■ ■

further stated that Asfandiar had told him that he had spent some more dough and he 

will liquidate it later on.

\ -i

FINDINGS

Fro'iii the above statements it transpired that Inspector Faheem Bacha ■

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

kalashenkove and one pistol vide case FIR Nos,16, 18 and 17 u/s 15AA Ps. Mandani. 

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

m.

- -0^
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. He did not hand over the above mentioned recoveries to the MHC-for¥
r • .

. ■ .s -.keeping'it .in PS kot. due to which the t ecord/index'of FIR was also remained 

.incomplete ■ ■ ■/
He submitted^ challan without Armourer report which will result in the'•

. acquittal of the case.

The MHC requested him for completion.-of record and obtaining of 

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

2019; •

were recovered from the personal0 The- aforementioned SMGs and Pistol 

Almirah of accused official .' on 11.02.2019; and were handed over to MHC for
I

on 12.02.2019.completion of record-and the same were sent for Armourar inspection

He had taken bribe from one Shoukat, hence he registered a case vide 

dated 14.01.2019 u/s 324/429'/148/149PPC at PS Mahdani in his favour.*^FIR No.11

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

namely Mushtaq: which is clear from his statement.■ of his residential quarter from one

worthwhile that a secret probe was also conducted which also supported, the

allegations leveled against the accused official. ■

It is

-Keeping in view the above facts, statements of concerned persons, the 

allegations leveled ag^nst Inspector Faheem Bacha (the;then SHO PS Mandam)

the delinquent official hails from a poor family and .keeping in

werel-

i
T proved. However, as

■.AeTwnCTvtce. his future, Tlkhent view may please be taken and he maybeI
awarded-a “MINOR PUNISHMENT” in order to mend his way 

• Submitted please

'Dy: Superintendent of Police 
Tangi

Worthy PPO CharsatoTp/^, P ^i
S

f!iW1.-

cJUhkth
■is

^ol I ^y \v/

)A j'U:
I ' ~-' 'YP'.:—"7 FI



Government OF Khybhr Pakhtunkhwa 
Superintendent Of Felice 
Investigation Charsadda.

PHONE No. 091-9220402
{ ■

Ta - The District Police Officer,
.... Charsadda. '

2S!?^o. / /PA/Invest:^dated Charsadda, the _

Subject: - RE-INQUIRY REPORT AGAINST INSPECtrfrt^ffEElvrBACHA (THE THEN
SHO PS MANPANO NOW POLICE LINES CHARSADDA.

•Memo;-
• .Kindly refer to your-office Dairy No. 3.571/GB, dated 11..03.2019,

. (return in original).
■ Whereas departmental enquiry ^gainst Inspector Faheem Batha (the 

then SHO PS Mandani) conducted by Mr. Taj Muhammad Khan, D^P Tangi, with the 
recorhmenda'tion of minor punishment, later-on such enquiry was marked to the- 
undersigned for:re-inquiry and report. ” . ■ j '

1.. .

.It is submitted that as per kihd directions re-inquiry was conducted into 
the matter, the foMo-wing Police officers and other, concerned persons were called to 
the. office of undersigned. They were heard in person, their detailed previous 
statements were examined & they were al>u crossed questioned. They corroborated 
their previous statements,^ while one Shaukat who disowned his earlier statement, 
hence his ^fresh statement as well a.s statements of DSP Tangi and SHO Tangi were 
also recorded.

2. .

/]■. Mr. Taj Muhammad Khan DSP Tangi 
il. Inspector Faheem Bacha Police Lines Charsadda.

51 Gul Shed Khan, SHO'PS Tangi. 
iv. . HC Hamid Jan Moharrir PS Mandani.
V. . Mushtaq s'/o Sher Zarin r/o Harichand.'

• yi.- Shaukat Ali s/o Ghulam Muhammad r/o'Kody Mandani.

i.i [..

Statement of Mri Tai Muhamiriad Khan, (the then DSP Taneh .
his statement that on 11.02:2019 He conducted a surprise visitAs' per

to. PS Mandani;. duririg checking of record/index FIRs .No. 16,17 & 18 u/s 15-AA PS 
Mandani were found in-compfete. Ondhe query MHG Hamid Jan stated th&t pn 

• • 20.Oi.2019 during Search and Strike Operation. Inspector Faheem Bacha .(the then
SHO) recovered two SMGs and 01-pistol SO-bore .in the above, cases, kept the same,'

• case [droperty 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 lying, in, his . 

almirah of his residential quarter, he requested' time.and again for completion of PS 
record and obtaining the Armourer report but he did not hand over the said case 
property to him. 'ln this regard a report vide D.D No.. 23 dated 06.02.2019^ was also 

.-lod-ged. 'puring discussion MHC Hamid Jan further. di5cio,sed 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 FIR No. .1-1, dated 14.01.2019 u/s
. 3.24/429/14S/149-PPC PS Mandani. Then the matter was discussed with Inspector 

Faheem.'Baeha- at his office, who confessed^e.Raidj.QgJ:.^.in.g.oijlleg.a.Lgratifi_ca11on 
the^aboye.,m.e.r:i;ti.Q,ned FIR in the presence gf Moh.arrir:Hamid Jan, (copy attached vide 
annexure-A): :

in

* / /• u



r'- -possession, in thisT.egard cases v^e FJR K^^ a;ccused. Duertd. huge burden of

;: NCP vehicles and taken (coPY-.of

. . :wi,h-cdminals. He "If . ^4; -' t*
statement is attached v,de^,nn^x

,, AS per his statement that J i
T* Muhammad Khan, ,^^0 F3heem Bacha/that rt has

Od^ f dYai; ‘«^1i|!i/i^nd^ri:tSH0,replied thM^

. ■ alleged-6f taken dim-RSdW.OQO^d^

. neVer.favour/suppott aw P ^ 3Ha^-fi?ff|S?a=2H:
he is unaware, ycopY ^ ^—,

.- <;»atement_o

(1 •

vH

m
v--. • •-••■•/'•. - ■

I

'to PS Mandani’with
. He was

1

•I

fc

r P«; Mandanil 'f HCHamiiU!lM2ll§I!^ # •

■ ■ Restated that on M.OliWS while^^^^

. isisi^gsiigl';:
. 32‘4y429/148/149 PP'- ^ v02-20l9 Inspector-. Faheem Bacna

■ "ofSHOFaheemBachaone 
■i--"-:statemehtisattachedvide:annexure-

1 :■ : ■.

'.- • annexure*E)- .

i
; '.y

i
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1 .
T'5r-o''^

■mpnt nf Shaukat AM s/o GhulaiILMuliainraad_r/n Koday Mandaqu
' Although during enquiry conducted by DSP Tangi, whereas Shaukat Ah

nfessed that he^has giveh RS: 60,000/-to SHO Faheem.Bacha through Jnend
,g re-inquiry into the m,atter, the said Shaukat All rebelled from I |

,is earlier statement.'His fresh statement was recorded. As per his statennent that ® \ | ^ ^ 
told Asfandvar to bring sum of Rs. 60,000/efrom their house, when he released from- (7^

■ Ja r called Asfahdyar and enquired about the said-amount. He explained that sorne 
- '^ t^^c^tsiplid to the Lawyers while rest of the amount was spen o^he 

taxi's-vehicles.-He further inquired that, how many amounts was given to SHO, it 
'■ was'replied that^thing was paid to the SHO, as the whole'amounts were spent 

the engagement'of lawyersand taxi's vehicles, (copy attached vide annexure-F)

A

sfandyar, while during

,/>
Farts/Pindings:--

Bacha badly failed to hand over the 
recovered-vide FIR No. 16, 17 and

The alleged SHO Inspector- Faheern 
case.-properties i.e SMGs i- pistol,

I.

18 dated 20.01.2019.
. bound to deposit the case property without any delay to 

he did not justify of keeping the case property-in his
Although he was 
Moharrir but'.

II

personnel cupboard.
Due to not handing over the
record/index of FIR remained incbmplete. -

Hamid Jan has lodged a report vide DD No. 23,. dated

said case properties to Moharrir, the

iv That Moharrir .
06:02.2019 for not handing ovec,of the said case properties for completion

. . ofrecord/obtaining of Armourer opnion. , •
Also Challaned the case without obtaining .Armourer report, which will

v.
badly.effect the prosecution
On 11 02 2019 both the SMGs and pistol were 

- - personal Almirah of alleged Inspector by D'SP Tangi and then handed over
■ toCWloharrir for completion of PS record and-further proceedings. .

front of Mr. Taj Muhammad

case.
recovered from the

Vi.

That: he admitted of taking Rs.^_60^0/- inVli.
^ Khan (the then DSP Tangi). u • h

SHo'Tangi Gul Shed Khan, also, confirmed that in his presence the alleged 
tegorically admitted that amount of .Rs. 60,000/- was given to

viii.
Inspector ca
him by his gunner. . u'
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, quilts etc.
; IX.

Rpcommendation:
the above facts, circumstance and re-enquiry conducted,

. Hence
Keeping in view

■ ■ the allegations against Inspector Faheern Bacha has been proved/establishad 
he is hereby recommended for major punishment under KPK Police Ru^-1?^

Submitted, please.

SuperintentJ^t of Police, 
Investigation, Charsadda.i'•1

•

6K-'A il// y-'-

■ i;
A
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ftnat ; show cause notice

Whereas,, the charge of'negligence was refeiTed to enquiry officer for General Police

Proceedings, contained u/s 5(3)Police Rules 1975.,

'AND
Whereas, the enquiry officer has submitted his findings, recommending you for Major

Penalty
I

■ AND^

satisfied with the recommendation of the enquiry officer that you• Whereas, I am
[nspector Faheem Bachfl, while posted as SflO PS Mandani,

information frequent complaints have been received against you regarding your mvolvcnienf 

the shape either changing: of original/foreign made arms/vveapons with
1. As per

in usurping case properties in 
local .made.or delays its deposition for the reasons bestdoiown 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 gratification. ■ /

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

■ During preliminary ehquiry DSP Tangi visited your quarter and asked you regarding 

case property i.e 02 Kalaslinikov and 01 pistol both foreign made which were taken into possession 

during'search and strike operation conducted Udthin the territorial jurisdiction of Police Station 

Mandam. In response to the query 'you replied that the same.are laying with you in your Almirah 

quarter. You., took out the same from the almirah and handed over to DSP Tangi.. This shows your 

inefficiency and lack of interest n the performance of your official duties.
Thus the act.amounts to gross misconduct and renders, you liable for punishment, unuei

Police Rules 1975. ,

Therefore, I, Irfan Ullah Khan, District Police Officer, Charsadda in exercise of the 

powers vested in me under rules 5(3) (a) (b) of Police Rules 1975, call upon you to explain as to why 

the proposed punishment may not be awarded to you.

Your reply should reach the undersigned within 07-days of receipt of this notice, lailmg

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

for personal hearing.You are at liberty to appear in p|^rson before the uh|4!i5jkne

a:• • xY--' 
-V '

1
rA ,!I ;

District Police Officer, 
Charsadda

'V1:
Dated j \v .../2019 •;

.?
i

-
■ i
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- ORDER
Order will dispose off- the' departmental enquiry against Inspechii:This

Faheeni Bacha,'while posted as SHO'PS Mandani,
1 As-.per information frequent complaints have been .received against him regarding his

properties in the shape either changing of ongmal/foreign made
best known to him.. involvement- in usurping case

arms/weapons with local made or delays its deposition for the , ^ ^
changing of gepuine chars with local sub-standard Chars.

involved in NCP Smuggling by taking illegal gratification.

reasons

2. He was also involved in
3. Reportedly he was also
4 He was also involved in taking gifts from locals. , , a- „ ■
' ■ Dunng preliminary enquiry DSP Tangi visited his quarter and asked him regarding 
ease property i.e 02 Kalashnikov and 01 pistol both foreign made which were taken into , 
possession during search and strike operation condueted.within the temtoria jurisdiction 
Police Station Mandam. In response to the query he replied that the ^ ■
in his Almirah -at quarter. He took out the same from the alm.rah and handed over to DSP 

member of disciplined force as Inspector SHO his acts are high >

\j

Tangi. Being a 
■ objectionable and also stigmatized the force

In the above allegation he was issued Charge Sheet together with statement,

, Section 5 of Police Rules 1975. Enquiry Officer Mr. Nazir^ 

nominated for conducting departmental enquiry.
of allegation under Sub Section 3

Khan SP investigation Charsadda was
after conducting proper departmental enquiry submitted findings.

issued Final Show Cause
against him and.he

Subsequently, Inspector. Fabeem, Bacha, :was

Notice U/S 5(3) Police Rules 1975 reply to which was received but found un-satisfactory.

■ ■ After penisal of the enquiry papers, and recommendation of the enquiry 

officer he is hereby awarded the Major punishment of Removal from service

immediate effect.
V.

- '\ ^

Disfe^Police Officer, 
Charsadda3^00;B No /'X\/75^7 72019

---oV- /HC, dated Charsadda the 
Copy for information and necessary action to the: 

1. Pay Officer

Date
/2019

No.

/ '
'2.

Uismciruucov'^‘^"'’
(Wrsadda\ { '1^j^/2019Dated X' ■ \• \

■
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artmentaLaEEeaLpreferred by Ex-

order of District ( / *

Punishment of Removal

OB’. No. 340

This order will dispose-off_the_deE
Bacha of Charsadda District Police against

/

Inspector Faheem
Police Officer, Charsadda, wherein he was 

District Police Officer,

awar;ded Major 
Charsadda vide his office

from Service by the
i

SHO Policedated 25.03.2019. are that the appellant while posted as 
leveled against him.

have been

Brief facts of the case 
Mandani the following charges were

Station hisreceived against him regarding
changing of original/foreign 

reasons best

information frequent complaints
1. As per

for the
with local made ormade arms/weapons

known to him. with local sub-standard Chars, 
taking illegal gratification.

charsalso involved in changing ot genuine
involved in NCP Smuggling by2. He was

3 Reportedly he was alsoinvolved in taking gifts from locals.
Deputy Supermtenden of Police ,Tangi4. He was also

preliminary enquiry kalashnlkov and 01 

search and strike 

Mandani. Ir

During

visited his quarter and asked 

Pistol both foreign made which were 
operation conducted within the territorial junsdiction

response 
He took out the 
Police ,Tangi. Being a 
high objectionable

In the

i.e 02regarding case property
possession during

him

of Police Station
his almirah at quarter

he replied that to Deputy Superintendent oj

his this acts^

to the query
same from the almirah

, member of djsciptin^ 

and also stigmatized the force.

Inspector SHOforce as

withSheet together 
of Police Investigation, 

departmental enquiry 
submitted hiS' 

was received 

recommendation of the

issued Chargeabove allegation he was
Khan Superintendent

of allegation and Mr. Nazir 

nom.inated as Enquiry

after conducting proper

statement Officer for conducting
Charsadda was 

against him and he 

findings. He was serve

departmental enquiry 
Notice to which his reply

d with Final Show Cause
. After perusal of enquiry papers and

nt of Removal from Service.and found unsatisfactory
awarded him Major Punishme 18.04.2019 andenquiry Officer held in this office onorderly roomHq was called in him inproved against

heard him in person. Having serious of Ex-Inspe_^r

sub ln_sEecto!:-!:LiS-^ 
leave without pay^_^

Faheem^Bacaha

converted into Major
p u niqhm e n t^of-B-ed u cti o n 
~7h7Tn^vening period is treated ^

transferred/pc>sjqdJ^J5p^ra^!on3{i!i9instated into service 
reinstatement into semceh^

Swabi.

KHAN)PSP(MUHAMMAD ALI
Regional Police 

Mardan.

0 0 72019.
Dated Mardan the

information and necessary action to the;- 
General of Police HQrshKhyberPakhtunkhwa,

/ES,

Copy forwarded for 

Deputy Inspector _

No.,

1. Peshawar please. .
The District Police Officer, Memo; No. 684/EC

2.
3.

A
' '•w
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OFKICK OF THF 
INSPKCTOR CFNFUAL OF POFICK 

KHYBKR PAKHTUNKHWA 
Central Police Office, Peshawa

9, Dated Peshawar th

Cs.

No. S/ /2019.

ORDER

I his order is hereby passed to dispose off departmenla! appeal under Rule 1 DA

Bacliaol Khybcr Pakhjunkhwa Police Riile-1975' submitted by Ex-Tnspcctor Fahccin 
(now Sulvlnspcctor). The appellant was awarded punishment of Removal from service with 
immediate effect py the DPO/Charsadda vide OB No. 340, dated 25.03.2039. I.ater on The 
appellant preferred an appeal to the RPO/Mardan. The RPO/Mardan the punishment of Removal 
from Service awarded to him is converted into Major Punishment of Reduction in the rank of 
Sulwlnspector, he is reinstated into service. The intervening period was treated as leave without 
pay by RPO/Mardan vide order Endst: No. 748’0-82/ES, dated 24.04.2019.

Meeting of Appeal Board wasJieid on 30.09.2019, wherein the appellant 
heard in person. He could not satisfy the -board and badly failed in producing any plausible 
evidence to ward off the allegations leveled against him.

I^eeping in view the position explained above, the Board decided that 
impugned major punishment of Reduction in the rank of Sub-Inspector as well as the intervening 
period of treating as without pay is to remain intact.

was

the

(DR. ISin iAO C AD)PSP/PPM
AddI:

Imr Inspector General erf Police, 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

Endst: No. & date even.

Copy of the above is forwarded to the:- 
, 1. Begiona! Police Officer, Mardan Region, Mardan.

2. COS to the IGP/Khyber Pukhtunkhwa Peshawar.
3. Oislrict Police Officer, Swabi. ■
4. District Police Officer, Charsadda.
5. l\SO to IGP/Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, CPO Peshawar.
6. PA to Addl: IGP/HQrs: Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
7. PA tO'DIG/HQrs: Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
8. PA to AIG/Establishment CPO Peshawar.
9. Ollice Supdt: E-II, E-III, CPO Peshawar.
10. Central Registrar, CPO.

.V'



7 11*

V . ]

i
i

1
.1

b

;
I

i
4
S

U



r
.4..> I

VAKALAT NAMA

J2019NO.

KP /a,IN THE COURT OF 'm^£.

__(Appellant).
(Petitioner)
(Plaintiff)

VERSUS

ce. (Respondent)
(Defendant)7

im,
Do hereby appoint and constitute Taimur AN Khan, Advocate High Court 
Peshawar, tp appear, plead, act, compromise, withdraw or refer to arbitration for 
me/us as my/our Counsel/Advocate in the above noted matter, without any liability for, 
his default and with the authority to engage/appoint any other Advocate/Counsel on 
my/our costs.

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

Dated /2019
(CLIENT)

ACCEPTEk
TAIMUffALI KHAN 
Advocate High Court 

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 HQNQRABI.E KHVBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL
PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No.1574/2019 
Faheem Bacha 

VS
Inspector General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa - ■

INDEX

AnnexureDocuments pagesS.No
1-3Reply1
4AEnquiry dated 14.03.20192
5BCopy of DD No.23 dated 06.02.20193

6-8Copy of.enquiry dated 11.03.2019 ^ IC4 .
9-11Copy of 2"*^ Enquiry dated 18.03.2019 D5

12ERemoval order6
13FReinstatement order7
14Affidavit8

RESPONDENTS

P
Through

Shah Jehan, ASl Charsadda
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BEFORE THE HONOURABLE KPK SERVICES TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No, 1574/2019

Faheem Bacha, Ex-Inspector (Nov/ Sub-Inspector) PS Kalu Khan Swabi
.................. Appellant

VERSUS
IGP/KPK etc: Respondents

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

Respectfully Sheweth:
Preliminary Objections:

That appellant has not approached this Hon'ble tribunal with clean 

hands.

That appellant has suppressed actual facts/factual position from this 

Hon’ble tribual.

That the appeal of appellant is not based on facts.

That the appeal of appellant is bad for non-joinder of necessary 

parties.

That the appellant is estoped by his own conduct to file the./;pfe|e^-^^ 

appeal.

1.

2.

3. i./

4.

5.
~O

REPLY ON FACTS:
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 performance rather he got promoted on his own 

turn as per rules/policy. As far as performing his duty with devotion 

and honesty is concerned, in this regard it is stated that each and every 

Police officers/official is under obligation to perform his duty upto the 

entire satisfaction of high ups.

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 him 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 proceed 

further on his complaint. 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

1.

2.

.1

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

Tangi submitted a'report against the appellant wherein he stated that
''



•5

©
on 11.02.2019 he conducted a surprise visit of PS Mandani and checked 

Index FIR, during checking, record/index of FIR Nos. 16,17 & 18 u/s 15- 

AA PS Mandani was found remained incomplete. On the query, MHC 

Hamid Jan stated that on 20,01.2019, during Search & Strike operation, 

appellant recovered two SMGs and one pistol (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 case 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 again 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 regard, he entered 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.

Incorrect. On the allegations contained 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 officer 

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 appellant be awarded minor punishment (copy of enquiry 

report dated 11.03.2019 is annexed as C).
Incorrect. As in the above mentioned enquiry allegations against the 

appellant were proved therefore, before passing punishment 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 enquiry officer 

recommended the appellant for major punishnient. 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 P £t C)
Correct to the extent that final show cause notice was issued to the 

appellant to which he submit his reply which was found unsatisfactory. 

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 

punishrnent 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).

■j.

4.

5.

6.

7.
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8. Correct to the extent that appellant filed revision petition but the 

same v/as rejected vide order dated 24.10.2019.

That appeal of appellant is liable to be dismissed on the follov/ing 

grounds amongst the others.

A-

’ m

9.

GROUNDS:

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 accordance with law and rules 

wherein after fulfillment of all legal and eodal formalities, enquiry 

officer recommended appellant for punishment.

Para already explained.

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 weapons to the Moharrar, he kept the said weapons in 

his personal almirah (cupboard) which were recovered from there by 

the then SDPO Tangi and then handed over to Moharrar for completion 

of Police Station record and further proceeding. Similarly, regarding 

other allegations, report of the then SDPO Tangi is worth perusal.

Para already explained.

Incorrect. In the second enquiry statements of those officials were 

recorded whose statement had been recorded in the first enquiry.

Para already explained.

That the respondent seeks permission of this Hon'ble TribunaMor 

further additional grounds at the time of arguments.

A.

B.

C.

D.

E.

F.

G,

H.

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

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

Inspector Gen^r^of^lice, 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar 

(Respondent No.3)

Deputytnspectertjeneral of Police, 
Mardan, Region-1 Mardan 

(Respondent No.2)

DistAfe ce^fficer,
Cha^ Ida

(Re^ndent No.1)



■>

\

r ■#

Government Of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

Deputy Supertcndant Of Police Hqrs, 
Charsadda.

/S, dated Oliarsadda the /03/2019.

v;'

1
No. ZV2-

The District Police Officer 
Charsadda

To:

Subject: DEPARTMENTAJL ENQUIRY AGAINST INSPECTOR FAHIM BACHA 
SHO PS MANDANT. \ .

Kindly refer to your office Diar^ No.90/C.Cell, dated 18.01.2019. ''Memo;

li IS submitted that matter was thoroughly enquired and during the course of 

euquuy Inspectoi hahim Ba'eha SHO PS Mandani and complainant were summoned to the 

olhee of undersigned- wherein, the complainant and the said officer were heard in detail.- 
1 hey were confi'onted to ^each other and heard them in person. Inspector Fahim Bacha 

produced a written statement-stating therein that,- the allegations leveled by.the complainant 
are roially f'alsc/baseless.'.

Mow'cver. during formal proceedings the applicant produced a written 

statemem, in which he stated' that he submitted the-instant applicationT^inst impector 

.Fahim BacHa due to some misunderstanding and now does not want any further action 

his application. ■

l or U'K- reason discussed above, enquiry may be filed, ifagreed.

Submitted, please. -------

on

A

-•7

/
/ (

Deputy Superintendent of Police 
HQrs Charsadda' V

•J'.
/O' !% \;\

'1..) 1
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Dated.//^j^ /2019

DEPARTMENTAL ENQUIRY REPORT AGAINST INSP. FAHEEM BACHA
REFERENCE ATTACHED.

ilSjj'^UEGATIONS

^ The instant enquiry was entrusted to the undersigned-by the W/DPO 

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

the following misconduct;-

He was involved in usurping case properties in the shape either changing 

of origfnal/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 involved in NCP Smuggling by taking illegal 

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

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

and summary of allegations and the enquiry was entrusted to the undersigned to 

scrutinize the conduct of the said delinquent official.

PROCEEDINGS:-

•T*i

■1

V.i

ur
If

■

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

f were recorded.

r; 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)

i. statement of HC HAMID 3AN MHC PS /AANDANl

i'-

t
I

He stated that on 20-01-2019 during search 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 15-AA PS Maridani and kept

n
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f fc/ 1

'■fvi- ■-?-'• - •■-

Jm-i/Se same in his own custody. When he requested him‘to hand.over the said case

^^properties for completion of record, he refused and replied that the case properties

Mfere lying in his almirah at his residential quarter. He requested the SHO time and
^ ■ ■■ ■ * ■ 

^|gain for the completion of record and obtaining of Armourer report but he did not
'V.

handover the said case properties to him. He stated that in this 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, receiving gifts and bribes 

from the 'public as he has taken bribe from one Shaukat involved in case vide FIR

■;,>S

i?:

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

confessed his guilt before the under signed in his presence at SHO office PS Mandani. 

Similarly the then SHO was involved in receiving of gifts from public. Op the demand 

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

and pillows for his residential quarter.

ii
H:'I-

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

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

he went to his residential quarter at PS 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.

STATEMENT OF SHOUKAT ALI R/O KODAI MANDANI

He disclosed in his statement 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 I 

have paid'Rs.60000/- to SHO Faheem Bacha at the hand of my friend namely 

Asfandiar. SHO Faheehn 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 liquidate it later on.

FINDINGS

From the above statements it transpired that Inspector Faheem Bacha 

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

kalashenkove and one pistol vide case FIR Nos,16, 18 and 17 u/s 15AA Ps. Mandani. 

^ He did not send the same for® Armourer report in time.
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recoveries to the MHC for 

FIR was also

He did not hand

^^ping it in PS kot due to which 

fia^omplete

over the above mentioned

the record/index of
remained

He submitted chalianJ without Armourer.report which wiU result in the
.acquittal of the case.

The MHC requested him for completion of 

report and for this reason hp entered a
record and obtaining of 

report vide DD No, 23 dated 6-2-
Armourer

2019.

(3) The aforementioned SMG 

accused, official 

completion of record and the

s and Pistol were 

on 11.02.2019 arid
recovered from the personal 

were handed
Almirah of

over to MHC for 

inspection on 12.02.2019. 

registered a case vide

same were sent for Armourar i

He had taken bribe from o,one Shoukat, hehce he 

2019 u/s 324/429/148/149PPCFIR No. 11 dated 14.01.
at PS Mandani in his favour.

He had demanded

of Ms

It is worthwhile that 

allegations leveled against the

carpet, quilts, and some money for other
expenditure

om his statement.
a secret probe was also conducted which also

supported the
accused official.

Keeping in view the above {acts, 

allegations leveled against Inspector Fahee
statements ofI concerned persons, the

SHO. PS Mandani)m Bacha (the .then were
« However, as^U^Onquent official hails from a 

View his .service, his future
poor family and keeping in

a lenient view

in order to mend his way.

may please be taken and he may be
awarded a “MINOR PUNISHMENT” 

Submitted please

Y
Dy; Superintendent of Police

TangiSi
rSuSrm.(tt^/

:: \y 76/y

hY cMkC:7I .'-w'

\w /I^Ol .-^bVd



Government of KHyber Pak\ ^
* Superintendent o'f

Investigation Charsadd\
........Phone No. 09l-92204t ^ m

To:- The District Police Officer,
Charsadda.

_/PA/lnvest: dated Charsadda, the /gV.?? /toiq

MdmmiRBPORJ AOMMU^JO^ P^HEFM raA 

SHO PS MANDANI) NOW PHI irp lINFS THAPSAnr^T

No. co.s'y 

Subject: -

M

Kindly refer to your office Dairy No., 1571/GB, dated l\
(return in original).

1.

undersigned for re-inquiry and report. ^ was marked to the

.2. matter the foMoS^ conducted into

S'c7h!s"fre;h'rter:rnt ?a:i:i?:::t“
also recorded. statements of DSP Tangi and SHO Tangi were

the

Mr. Taj Muhammad Khan DSP Tangi 
,11- Inspector Faheem Bacha Police Lines-Charsadda.
'll. SI Gul Shed Khan, SHO PS Tangi.
iv. HC Hamid Jan Moharjir PS Mandani.
v. Mushtaq^oSherZarinr/oHarichand.
VI. Shaukat Ali s/o Ghuiam Muhammad r/o Kody Manda

Statement of Mr. Ta| Muhammad Khan, (the then nsp

As per his statement that on' 11 02 2019 he rnnHuri-oW -s ....0 Mandani. during ndacking rec.rd/.nd,«-FiRa’„'' “s .7 g g n/7;“:;p’‘

sHovec.»d7LSs77o7po,°r;oi:;e'r,raLt?7

p;=:.7r:= ^ - -almirah of his residential quarter, he 
record and obtaining the Armourer 

property to him. In this regard 
lodged. During discussion , 
also involved in corruption, 
bribe from

ni.-^

on
then

same

case property are lying in his 
requested time and again for completion of PS 
report but he did not hand over the said case

Mwr 06.02.20^19 was also
MHC Hamid Jan further disclosed that the then SHO was

Cl, , the public as hs has taken
one Shaukat involved in case fir Mn ii .j x i 

324/429/148/149-ppr pQ ■ tu u elated 14.01.2019 u/s
Faheem Bacha at his office who f ntatter was discussed with Inspector
the above mentioned F R in taking of illegal gratification in
annexure-A) " Jan, (copy attached vide



^ •
./‘

cf.tpmpnt of ln<;pgctor Faheem Bach (the then SHO PS Mandanjl ^
He stated that on 20.bl.2019 during Search: and strike operation, he 

arrested 03-accused and recovered 02-SMG and 01-pistbl 3° ^ore frc^, their 
possession. In this regard cases vide FIR No.s 16, 17 and 18 dated ZO^OWOlb u, , .o- 
AA were registered at PS Mandani against the accused. Due to huge burden o

obtained Arnnourer report in time. He kept the case
properties with himself in safe custody and there is no dishonesty or malafide 
intention of him. Further stated that during his period of posting, hejecovered 02

. NfP vehicles and taken necessary Ifegal action. He denied the allegations of contacts
made demands, (copy ot^

/

V

official work he, did rrot

criminals. He also denied of taking any gifts, norwith
state/nent is attached vide annexure-B).

Statement of SI Gul Shed Khan. SHO PS Tangi.
As per his statement that on 11.02.2019 he went to PS Mandani with

unaware, (copy of statement is attached vide annexure-C).

:t
i(
e
r he is
f

Statement of HC Hamid Jan Moharrir PS lyiandanj::(
20.01.2019 while search & strike operation, InspectorHe stated that on . ^ u-

Faheem Bacha, (the then SHO PS.Mandani), arrested accused Muhammad 'brahim,.
Bilal sons of Latif, Ayub s/o Muhammad Yousaf r/o Harichand and 02-
SMGs with 60-rounds & 01-pistol 30-bore from their possession, registered proper 
cases vide FIR Nos. 16, 17 and 18 dated 20.01.2019 u/s 15-AA PS Martdani, however 
kept the case properties with him. He was requested to deposit/harrd 
property for completibn of record and obtaining Armourer's report. In reply the SHO 
told that the said case properties are lying in cupboard/almirah of his ''esident 
quarter. He requested the SHO tij;ne and again to hand over the saicj case propert^s 
but in-vain. In this regard a report was lodged in the Roznamcha vide DD Na 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 8'^^^
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. Ol-lac a 
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. Similarly the 
alleged Inspector also takes gifts*from the different peoples. While on the demands 
of SHO Faheem Bacha one Mushtaq Nazim brought Carpet, pillow, quilts etc, (copy o 

Statement is attached vide annexure-D).

I

^ •

y.

<;tatpmpnt of Mushtao s/o Sher Zann r/o Harichand:
Hfe 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 br^iught the desired 
items and also paid cash amount Rs, 10,000/- to the SHO, (copy attached vide

annexure-E).



^ fiatement of Shaukat Ali s/o Ghulam Muhammad r/o Kodav Mandani:

' ^ Although during enquiry conducted by DSP Tangi, whereas Shaukat Ali
i 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 

; 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 vyhile rest of the amount was- spent over the 
taxi's vehicles. He further enquired that how many amounts was given to SHO, it 

SifC^as replied that nothing was paid to the SHO, as the whole amounts were spent over 
ifi’e engagement ofiawyers and taxi's vehicles, (copy attached vide annexure-F)

Facts/Findings:- ^ •

'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 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 properties to Moharrir, the 

record/index of FIR remained incomplete.
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.
Also Challaned the case without obtaining Armourer report, which* will' •

^ badly effect the prosecution case.
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 Confirmed that in his presence the alleged 

Inspector categorically admitted that amount of Rs. 60,000/- was given to 

him by his gunner.
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, quilts etc.

Recommendation:
V Keeping in view the above facts, circumstance and re-enquiry conducted, 

the allegations against Inspector Faheem Bacha has been proved/established. Hence 

he is

I.

iv.

V.

VI.

I

IX.

hereby recommended for major punishment under KPK Police Rules-1^^ 

Submitted, please.

Superintenijl^t of Police, 
Investigation, Charsadda.

: f-i -«-f
V•• ». •

I 1



k4V■kr -4•ilL mst ORDER : /3•;1'-:; .•
. . This Order will^ ^ dispose off the departmental

. a eemBacha, while posted as SHOPS Mandani.

in usurp!,,gcaL“prape°ZrS ■'’™ ^^g^rding his

. "hS:s
■. ■ 3. Reportedly.he was also involved! Ncp"8^' f ' Chprs. t

. ■ 4. He was.also involved in taking gifts from locafs ‘
During preliminary enquiry DSP Tanei

V. ■.02 Kalasltnikov and 01 pistol both fo '
■ ■ P“^ession during search and strike

. Tohce-Station'Mandani.
■in. his Almirah at 
Tangi. Being

enquiry against ^hspector
!3

visited his dquarter an'd asked him 
reign made which 

operation conducted within the tei 
n response to the query he replied that the 

quarter. He took, out the
. a member of disciplined force

objectionable and also stigmatized the fo

^^garding - 
were-taken-into 

teiritorial jurisdiction of ■

as Inspector SHO' his

F
same

over to DSP;- 
acts.'are highly,-

I

rce.
J

■

Khan SP Investigation Charsadda 

agamst.him aridhe after conduct!

Enquiry Officer Mr. Nazir- '- 
was nominated for Conducting departmental en^in, ^

• ■•S,h *, findings - ''
. Subsequently, Inspector Faheem Rarh« ' ‘ s - •

Notice U/S 5(3) Pol,ce Rules 1975 reply to which ' ’ ' “ £
hr.was received-but found un-satisfactory.

enquiry papers and recommendation of the• • After perusal of the 
officer he is' hereby awarded the Major 

immediate.effect.
ne enquiry 

from service withpunishment of Removal

• V

S'

Distric^Police Officer, 
Charsadda

■ A

I
■ ■■ '■ O.BNo 34 

"Pate^ y ? 7?0IQ

: No.ibi_^:^/HC. dated Charsadda the

■ Copy for information and necessary a^Ao the-- - ' 

T Pay Officer 
.'•2. 'EC/FMCW

0 ■j . : j. ^
'S. 10-'k.

/20I9

1
• * * *

v
'A



'$ ■

t-.'

If*
•;. This order will dispose-off the departmental

....... Ii^spfector .Foheern Bacha

'"herein he was awarded Major Punishment of Removal ■.- 
^Q^ars^do^m. Service-by. the District Police Officer, Charsadda vide his office OB: No. 340 ’

• . . dated 25.Q3.26l9.

ORDER.

appeal preferred by ex- 
of Charsadda District Police against* the order of District4L;

.1

. . Brief facts of the case are that the appellant while posted
Station Mandanl the following charges were leveled against him. •'

1. AS per information frequent complaints have been received against him regarding his: ' '

^ involvement in usurping case properties 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.

. f^ewas.also involved in changing ofgenuine chars with local sub-standard Chars. ' \
■ Reportediy he was also involved in NCP Smuggling by taking illegal gratification.

He was also involved in taking gifts from locals. ' . ;

During preliminary enquiry Deputy- Superintendent of Police ,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 during search and strike 

. . operation conducted within the territorial jurisdiction of Police Stati'on Mandani. In '

response to the query he replied that the same are laying in his almirah at quarter.. .
. He took out the same from the almirah and handed over to Deputy Superintendent of- 
■Police ,Tangi. Being a member of disciplined force as Inspector SHO.his this acts a/e- '

high objectionable and also Stigmatized the-force.

as SHO Police

•• 2.
3.
.4.

*;

In the above allegation he was issued Charge-Sheet together with ^ 
I Superintendent of Police Investigation,

. was nominated as Enquiry omcer for conducting departmental

statement oT-allegation and Mr. Nazir Khan
- Charsadda

enquiry
against him* and. he after conducting proper departmental enquiry submitted his 
nndjngs. He was served with Final Show Cause Notice to which his reply 
and found unsatisfactory. After perusal of enquiry papers and recommendation of the '

enquiry. Officer awarded him Major Punishment of Removal from Service. ‘
He was called in orderly room held in this office 6n 18.04.2019 and ■ 

heard him in person. Having serlous^allegations which

was received

were proved against him in'. -
: departmental. Inquiry. However, Keeping in view clean Service Record of Ex 

Faheeni Bacaha the punishment of Removal 
ednverted into Major Punishment of Reduction

-Inspector* , 
from Service awarded to him is '•

. :?■-

in the rank of Sub-Inspector, he is re- * 
instated -into s^ervice. The intervening period is treated-as leav.e without 

— reinstaternent into service he is'*transferred/posted
JiaoeitAHNOUNerrf,'

4/^
pay.,. On . j

K- K. •
to Operation VVing, Swabi.

[ *

(MUHAMMAD ALI KHANjPSP 
Regional Police Officer,. 

Mardan.

_______ /2019.

necessary action to the:-
SaJii^rXase' ‘^^^ber Pakhtunkhwa,

The District Police Officer, Swabi.
District Police Officer, Charsadda w/r to his office Memo: No 684/EC 

- 08.04.2019. The Service Record is returned herewith.

r/Es,No. Dated Mardan the

Copy forwarded for information and
1. i

• V3. - _

'*■' •

2.
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BEFORE THE HONOURABLE KPK SERVICES TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. 1574/2019

Faheem Bacha, Ex-Inspector (Now Sub-Inspector) PS Kalu KhanI Swabi
...................Appellant

VERSUS I

IGP/KPK etc: Respondents

AFFIDAVIT

I, Shah Jehan, ASI (representative of the department) do hereby 

solemnly affirm and declare on Oath that contents of the parawise comments are 

true and nothing has been concealed from this Hon*ble Tribunal. ;

DEPONENT:
Identified by CNIC No.17101-9377155-1

I

Cell # 0310-9898096

ifWV

District Attorney 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,; 

Services Tribunal

;

;

L

A
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BEFORE THE HONORABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL
PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No.1574/2019 
Faheem Bacha

VS
Inspector General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

INDEX

S.No Documents Annexure pages

1 Reply 1-3

2 Enquiry dated 14.03.2019 A 4

3 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 order F 13

8 Affidavit 14

RESPONDENTS

Through
!anfAM^ar|sadda

Shah
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before THE HONOURABLE KPK SERVICES TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR-J

Service Appeal No. 1574/2019 I-

I
Faheem Bacha, Ex-Inspector (Now Sub-Inspector) PS Kalu Khan Swabi

....... Appellant

VERSUS
.......RespondentsIGP/KPKetc

I

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

Respectfullv Sheweth: /
Preliminary Objections: :

That appellant has not approached this Hon’,ble tribunal with clean 

hands. . / ^

That appellant has suppressed actual facts/factual, position from this 

Hon’ble tribual. ...
That the appeal of appellant is not based on facts.

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

I

2. • r

3.

4.

parties, |
That the appellant is estoped by his own conduct to file tl^ present5.

appeal.

REPLY ON FACTS:

iD

I

First part of the para pertains to e ilistment of the appellant in Police 

department, hence needs no comments while rest of the para is 

incorrect because the appellant ,>^as not promoted to the rank of

1.

' Inspector due to his performance rather he got promoted on his own

performing -his duty with devotionturn as per rutes/policy. As far as 

and honesty is concerned, in this regard it is.stated that each and every

Police officers/officiaL is under obligation to perform :his duty upto the

entire satisfaction of high ups, . , . ■ |
Correct to the extent that the ^ppellant whjle posted as SHO PS 

Maridani, a person namely Gul Zada s/o Sher Malang filed complaint 
against the aiDpellant that the appellant kept him in the lockup for 28 

hours and aft^r receiving Rs.22000/- released him. On the basis of said 

, allegation, enquiry was conducted through DSP HClrs Charsadda who 

during the. course of enquiry, recorded statements of all concerned. 

However, the complainant during enquiry stated that he had submi ;ted 

complaint due to some misunderstanding and does not want proceed 

further on.his complaint. 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

k

•r.
2.

.!

I

A)
I

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

Tangi submitted a report against the appellant wherein he stated that
3. v:

«■

i



v
11^ f.

* T*

t■ f

\ . on 11,02.2019 he conducted a surprise visit of PS Mandani and checked 

Index FIR, during checking, record/lridex of FIR Nos. 16,17 & 18 u/s 15- 

AA PS Mandani was found remained incomplete. On the query^ MHC 

Hamid Jan stated that On 20.01.2019, during Search & Strike operation,

. appellant recovered two SMGs and cne pistol (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 case properties for completion of 

record, then, he refused and replied; that the case properties are tying

I

I

!

in his almirah (cupboard) at his residential quarter, he requested time 

and again for the completion of PS record and obtaining Armourer

aid case properties to him. Hence, 

vide DD No.23 dated 06.02.2019 '

report but he didn’t hand over the s 

in this regard, he entered a report 

(copy of report of SDPO Tangi is annexed as B), Hence, on the 

charges contained in the report o ' the: SDPO Tangi, appellant vvas 

issued Charge Sheet and Statement of Allegation.

4. Incorrect. On the allegations contaired in the report of the then SDPO
I..

Tangi, a proper enquiry vv[as conduc ;ed wherein the allegation against 

the appellant was proved/substanticted, however, the enquiry oTfic:er 

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 appellant be awarded minor punishment (copy of enquiry 

report dated 11.03.2019 is annexed as C).

5. , ■ Incorrect, As in the above mentioned enquiry allegations against the

appellant were proved therefore, before passing punishment 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 enquiry office; 

recommended the appellant for major punishment. On the 

recommendation of enquiry officer,., appellant was awarded major 

. , punishment of removal from service (copy of'2'^‘^ enquiry and remijval 

order is annexed as D It C) i

6. ' ' Correct to the extent that final show cause notice was issued to tie 

appellant to which he submit his reply which Was found unsatisfactor^j. 

Incorrect, 02 enquiries were.conduC|ted to pqobe into the allegation: 
leveled against appellant. In both the enquiries, allegations'against the 

appellant were proved, hence, the appellant was ^awarded major 

punishment of removal from service. :i

Feeling aggrieved,, the appellant moved departmiental appeal 

. before the appellate authority whereupon he was reinstated in 

’ service 'and punishment of renoval from service Was Gonvert(;d 

into major punishment of deduction in rank of Sub-inspeqtof 

(copy of order is annexed as E).

7.

I

'i

■f--.



,1 ■

Correct to the extent that appellant filed revision petition but the 

same was rejected vide order dated M.10.2019.

9. : That appeal of appellant is liable 

grounds arnongst the others.

8. :

to be dismissed on the following

GROUNDS:

Incorrect. Orders passed by the corr petent authority as well as by the 

appellate authority are in accordance with law and rules.
Incorrect. Enquiry was conducted in accordance with law and rules 

wherein after fulfillment of all legal and codal formalities, enquiry 

officer recommended appellant for punishment.

C. Para already explained. '
Incorrect. On 20.01.2019 during Search a Strike operation appellant 
recovered 02 SMGs and one Pistol (3d-bore) but rather to hand over i;he 

same
his personal almirah (cupboard) which were recovered from there by 

the then SDPO Tangi dnd then handed over to Moharrar for completion 

of Police Station record and further proceeding. Similarly, regarding 

other allegations, report of the then SDPO Tangi is worth perusal.

E. : Para already explained.
F. Incorrect. In the second enquiry statements of those officials were

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

G. , Para already explained.
That the respondent seeks permission of this Hon’ble Tribunal for 

, further additional grounds at the time of arguments.

Keeping in v^w the facts above, it is therefore humblj prayed that ihe 

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

A.i.

B.f-

}

D.

recovered weapons to the Moharrar, he kept the said weapons in

H., .

I

■ I

1-Inspector Gen^r^of^lice, 
Khybef Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar 

(Respondent No.3)
i • • I!

DeputyTnspectertjeneral of Police, 
Mardan> Region-1 Mardan 

(Respondent No.2)
I

>

I

■i cfi/Offider,Distftlc
ChaKsadda 

(Respondent No.1)



I'

!

f
■•iit Government Of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa -. 

Deputy Supertendant Of Police Hqrs, 
Charsadda. •

/S, dated Oharsadda the I^L/ /Q3/201.9..No.

The District Police Officer 
Charsadda

To:

DEPARTMENTAL ENQUIRY AGAINST INSPECTOR FAHIM BACHASubject:
SHO PS MANDANI.

Kindly refer to your office Diar^ No.90/C.Cell, dated 18^01.2019. .Memo:
1

■ li is submitted that matter was thoroughly enquired and during the course'of 

enquiry inspector Fahim Baeha SHO PS Mandani and complainent were summoned to the^ 

office of undersigned wherein, the complainant and the said officer were heard in detail.- 
■ They were confi-onted to each'other and heard them in person. Inspector Fahim. Baeha 

produced a written statement stating therein that, the allegations hveled by.the complainant , .

I

•M

t /are rotally false/baseless.'. •' 1\
s

How'cver, .during formal proceedings the appliaant produced a written—--.....^____
stiucrrient, iir which he stated that he subniifted.. the'instant ap(liCation against Inspector

'ant any further action on

■

I

I

Fahim Baeha due to' some misunderstanding and now does not y• ___ * __ ____ _
• his application.'

For (he icason discussed above, enquiry may be Filed, if agreed.
------..

• , Submitted, please. . •

;'i
i

,!■

./ 'F;i

: .y^>
■/) /

Deputy Superintendent of Police 
HQrs Charsadda

■j./ 
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///'•/
>',

X I'//
I'T/ .) 1

4;
■:

{' \\
■ Ti..V \

V

■ -A 
• ■ ■ \

;■$/ 4.' \ .
! J

*

-.rr.-;. ■

I .

J ■

■:

:■

!

I,.:

l-i'

r-

I

■ -V' ■ f'

J



• •
i- /,r *'•. mI

2,1-:
:.■’'.r-

m♦

%*.' ;, •
■V-I

'■7-,I
'. «■

I;

A,4r 'w> U

..'7^ >--M

y fy'- ' ' • .

«'.*.:•
®

7 'f;- ^}.>#,: . - M . 
■' .."li

T:
■>' /' •

? i-;' >^> >'tm, M
■-■ • \

r- '. •■I.^ ^ J.J^.\

mm■^Mm •
'W:- •. i ■ •■ * ■<..•5? /<r/ :•*r; .1
•.S

• I5:
'-ill .-Iffi

•;

i 1.iI

* •

m ■ ♦*6-  ̂.- • .• ■/

V ^la .I • • i-lx-I it*

^ 0 -^-^
:. •

11.
• i ■"
'i\ B '

T ^ , :
■;vms- ■

■///(

•;
.-;■

t' n ' ••/ >. > •;
■■!,■ 'B( :> • •a*'

V -* 4 ••* •
/ \.

i

dt-X
■■.-: i*lJ \*.

r-■'. y.V>‘N >

y&

. r¥-• ••:
• ^ *•' '

•» ' •n-*.•
1-.

• r.--
;

■Ib-■-.m *•

m . ■
:■ .•mtS . ■ 

■■ M

i" r.

;.•

1rI;

S
it V

:•.t-
I.

i



I

y\\\:€3CUAjs. -—C
■ I

0

\
-•'i • •

/ST

Dated. /2019

(
DEPARTMENTAL ENQUIRY REPORT AGAINST INSP. FAHEEM BACHA#iWibiect: -

i f

REFERENCE ATTACHED.

J^mEGATIONS;

/ The, instant enquiry was entrusted to the undersigned-by the W/DPO 

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

the following misconduct;-

He was involved in usurping case, properties,in the shape either changing

i

;

of origfnal/forei^n made arms/weapons with Ipcal made or delays its deposition fpr

the reasons best, known to him.

He was also involved in changing of genuine chars with local sub-
8 i.

standard chars. . ry.
t!

Reportedly he was also involved in NCP Smuggling by taking illegal 

gratiification besides it has aUo been alleged that he takes gifts from locals. Hence, 

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

and summary^of allegations and the enquiry was entrusted t'o the undersigned
■. r -1

scrutinize the conduct of the said delinquent officiaU;

I

0
!;

i 1

' •
PROCEEDINGS:--•■I ;

1
; i

To unearth the real facts all concerned. ^ere called and their statements
^1

were recorded.
i:

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

' s;

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

■j

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

him. He was also cross questioned (attached)
I:

STATEMENT OF HC HAMID JAN MHC PS MANDANI■ .
V

•?:
-t

He stated that on 20-01-2019 durim, search and strike operation, 

Inspector Faheem Bacha (the then SHO PS Mandni) re:overed two SMGs and one pistol 

30'Bore vide FlRs No 16,17 and 18 dated 20"01-2019 U/Ss'15-AA PS Maridani and kept

i: i

%
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@/ r ■

;./ •

..4-
■•/'A

.v',
#t(ie same in his own custody. When he requested hifri to hand.over the said case 

^ properties for dompletion of record, he refused and replied that the case properties 

/ are Lying in his almirah at his residential quarter. He requested the SHO time and 

^i^again for the completion of record and obtaining of Armourer report but he did not 

handover the said case properties to him! He stated that in this^ 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, receiving gifts and bribes 

from the 'public as he has taken bribe from one Shaukat involved in case vide FIR 

dated 14-0,1-2019 U/S 324/429/148/149 PPG PS Mandani and he has also

•I. '

r-.
: .1^:
. a

■ No.11,

confessed his guilt before the under signed in his presence at SHO office PS Mandani. 

Similarly the then SHO was involved in receiving o

m

gifts from public.. On the demandP'
P:- II

of the then SHO Faheem Bacha a person namely Mushtaq had brought carpet, quilts•i

and pillows for his residential quarter,'

<;tatFMFNT of mushtaq s/0 SHERZA din R/0 HARICHAND
I . • I

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

he went to his residential quarter at, PS Mandani to meet with .him. During meeting 

the then SHO Faheem Bacha had demanded carpet 

for other expenditure of his residential quarter, 

said articles and cash amount of Rs:10000,to him.

STATEMENT OF SHOUKAT All R/0 KQDAI MANDANI

:

pillows, quilts, and some money 

Upon his demand he provided the I

has a land dispute with one HussainHe disclosed in his staterhent that.he 

Khan. ,On 14 .01.2019 they have fired upon eacii other and a case was registered
;;

against both the parties at PS. Mandani. On the cay of occurrence at evening timp I 

have paid Rs.60000/- to SHO Faheem Bacha .a 

Asfandiar. SHO Faheehi Bacha assured him that 
further stated that Asfandiar had told him that he.'had spent some more dough and he

: the hand of my friend namely

ie wilTfavour him in his case., He
,* .
i u ' (

will liquidate it later on.
/

FINDINGS.!
i

, From the above statements it transpired that Inspector Faheem Bacha 

the then SHO Mandani had conducted raids

kalashenkove and one pistol vide case FIR Nos, 16, 18 and 17 ti/s 15AA Ps. Mandani.

, He did hot send the same foi'Armourer reportHn time.,

on 20.01.2019 and recovered two

^'
I
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AA
»
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./

pf'r:r::r.AA-^over the .bo.. me„„o„,b recovSapy ,^c for 

to which the recDrd/index of

Ke did noti hand 

pi’ing if . in PS kot due

I"'
*mcomp[ete' ■

Ps'-' ■
::;d • ■ .

*::A;kquittal.of the

FIR was also^ remained
i

He submitted chaUan without Arniourer
report which will result in the

case. 1

The MHC requested him for cojn.pletion . of record and obtaining of 

■a report vide DD No, 23 dated 6-2-■
Armourer report and for this

reason hp enterec
I2019.

Q The aforementioned SMG 

Almirah of accused official 

completion of record and the

He had taken bribe from

S and Pistol were recovered from the personal 

on 11.Q2.2019, ar d were handed
over to. MHi: for 

Armourar inspection on 12.02.2019.same were sent for

■:

one Shoukat, hehce he registered a case yide 

dated 1^.01.2019 u/s 324/429/148/149I'PC at PS Mandani in His fa^r.i

and some

FIR No. 11

He had demanded carpet, quilts, 

of his residential quarter from 

It is worthwhile that

money for other expenditure 

one namely Mushtaq which is clear from hi
is statement.

a secret probe was also conducted which also

allegations leveled agailist the accused official.
supported the

Keeping in View the above f,acts, 

allegations leveled against Inspector Faheem Bacha

proved. However; as the delinquent official 

view his,servicej his future,

awarded a “MINOR PUNISHMENT" in order to menil his 

Submitted please

statements of concerned persons, the

(the .then SHO. PS .Mandani) were

poor family and keeping in 

may. pleas.e be taken and he may be

-Way.

hails from a

a lenient view

.1

-:'U.
.)

I.
Dy: Superintendent of Police 

Tahgi,Wo£tl}y.DPOrtarsadda
/ 0■ !
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^ ...
Government of Khyber PAKHTuNKHW/r'^'^'^*^ 

SuPERiNTENi.ENT Of Police

Investigatidn Charsadda 
__ _____ Phone f JO. 091-9220407

A's •

I
5-'

To: - The District Potice Officer,
Charsadda.

No. yPA/Invest: dated Charsadda the
'™MEPgRTAMlN^^^

SHO PS MANDANI) NOW POLICE LINFS ^ARSAnOA --------------

/ /2019Subject: -

M f-iio:-

.Kindly refer to your office Dairy. No 1571/GB, dated 11.03.2019,(return in original).
1.

re-inquify and report.

.He ? t'

well as statements of DSP Tangi and SHO Tangi were'

was marked to theundersigned for

2.
the

,?

hence his fresh statement-as 
also recorded. '

I. Mr. Taj Muhammad Khan DSP Tangi 
II. Inspector Faheem Bach^ Police Lines Charsadda.
Ill- SI Gul Shed Khan, SHO PS Tangi.
IV. HC Hamid Jan Moharfir PS Mandani.

■ _ Mushtaq s/o Sher Zarin r/o Harichand.
Shaukat AJi s/o Ghuiam Muhammad r/o Kody Mandah 

Statement of^Mr. Ta| Muhammad Khan^ (the then PSP Tangi)

As per his statement that on'11.02.2019 fie rnnHu^tori ^ n... ■ ■ ■
^ PS Mandar^i during checking of record/index FIRs No. 16,17 & 18 u/s ^S-M PS

■ 20 01 20irdTrin°''f MHC Hamid Jan stSted that on

Faheem Bacha at hi^ nff -k matter was discussed with Inspector
the above mentioned fS the° "°"^"^^®y®earding taking of illegal gratification in 

annexure^A) ' Jan, (copy attached vide

■>

V.

VI.
ly

same

t
■;

u/s

i

»
i . 1

H
• • • • ..i'!
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fi<
n, -

‘ ''li: » •
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& :

,) r^hrrrr (the then SHO PS Mand^jl ^ up
2o.t)l.2019 during Search' at^7 strike operation he 

and Ol-pistol 30 bore from their 
17 and.18 dated 20.0^201:3 u/" jo- 

huge burden of

<;taternent nf Inspector
■ . ■ He'Stated that on

arrested 03-eccused and recovered 02-5MG

r/^re "retired ,,, ,,,,
official work he did not pbtaine ''7'° , ^^g^e is no dishonesty or malafide ,
properties with himself m s? e cus o posting, he recovered 02-
intention of him. Further stated t c| ^ allegatiShs, of contacts

' ■ :i::Sai:'Hr“n::dof«
statement is attached vide annexure-B),

‘i

f SI Pinl <;hGd Khan. SHO PSJEangi:Statemehto

alleged' of taken bribes in case J J Rs.60,000/-, further
npver favour/support any party, howe e , g ,hi u^arl of statement is attached vide annexure-C).

DSP Taj
■:t

•■K

•e
r
f nf Unmiri Ian Moharrir PS IVland3.ni:

stateme
-I .n t on 9n 01 2019 while seirch & strike operation, Inspector

Faheem Bacha,.(the then SHO ^ 7,;fHTHchand and recovered 02-
Bilal sons df^Latif. Ayub s^o the^posLssion, registered proper,

SMGs with eo-rounds & 01 pis ■ _ u/s'l5-AA PS IVlahdani, however
cdses vide FIR Nos. 16, 17 W deposit/hand oy?r the’Sse
kept the case properties With him. AjJmniirpHs report. In reply the SHO
property for comJetidn °|;p^';;igf3,,°,ying'in"cuU°ard/almi.rah of his residential

told that the said to hand over the saicj case properties '
quarter. He requested ° ^ jg the Roznamcha vide DD No. 23,
but in-vain. In this regard a rep |„5„prtor Faheem Bacha (the: then SHO PS
dated 06.02.2019. He further stated that In P ^ bribes fron^

■ Mandani) was also involved in corruption, . ? i4.01.2019 u/s
. public. Further disclosed that , ;vide ^ Jt^^chrhas taken Rs. 01-lac as '

324/429/148/149^PPC PS M^andani, nspe^.^ ,,,.gggt
bribe from one Shaukat. On 11-02.20 P _ presence. Similarly the ;
Jaefore Mr.,Taj the different peoples. While" on the demands

■ :rio ;re“5°.
statement.is attached vide annexure-D).

i|r r

I '

I

nd:
. net with the SHO

Hb stated
Faheem. Bacha, during 
his Quarter and some 

. items'.and also paid 
annexure-E).

] cash amount Rs. 10,000/

I,..-:

j

I

: «.

:."ii
■h

i;: »

r' '

fv;M
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, w^ ■W- \\,i fepnt of Shaukat All do Ghulam J^iihnmmad r^o today Mandani:
l■P^ Vlmcugh■' during enquiry coriducted; by. DSP Tan^,

fair 3,:L.n/,e-in,*,..e

^i^=ip=Si=
taxi'5 vehicles Htfurther enquired that how many amounts was given to SIdO,.

:nlLd Lt nothing wak paid to the SHO, as the whole amounts were spent over 
gement of lawyers knd taxi's vehicles, (copy attached vide annexure-F)

Facts/Findines> ^

re^
uie enga

18 dated 20.01.2019. j 1 +«
Although he was bound to deposit the case property without any delay

' ' Moharrir but he did not justify of keeping the case property ,n h,s

e' properties to Moharrir, the 

vide DP No. 23, dated
properties for cortipletion

!
ng Armourer report, which-'sWiill 

recovered frdm the

,1
personnel cupboard. •

" Due to not handing over the said ca: 
record/index of FIR remained incomplete. 

Moharrir Hamid Jan has lodged a report
That
06.02.2019 for not handing over of the said case 

■' . .of record/obtaining of Armourer opnion.
Also Chailaned the case without obtaini 

^ badly effect the prosecution case.
'on 1102 2019 both the SMGs and piktol were , , ■
personal Almirah of alleged Inspector by DSP tangi and then handed over

for completion of PS record ar d further proceedings.
60,000/- in front of Mr. Taj Muhammad. to Moharrir

vii.' That he admitted of taking Rs
S^O-rlngi gIi ShivKhan, also Confirmed that in his presence the alleged

admitted that amount of Rs. 60,000/-was ,given to
Inspector categorically

1•him by his gunner.

He also arttcles i.e carpet, pillow, quilts etc.
Mushtaq.and on hisone

transfer he

Rpcommend^tion:
. Keeping in

in view the above facts, circumstance and re-enquiry conducted, 
the allegations against inspector Faheem Bacha has been proved/establlsh^^ence 

ecommended for major, punishment under KPK Police Rul^

Submitted, please.

'

he is hereby r

m of Police,Superinten 
Investigation, Charsadda.\\
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v::j ORDER.L_.
riTT'^'T.-

■ ••

'^\^^\' ■' . the departmental appeal preferred by-Ex-
. .....^Tj’V^°‘'of Charsadda District Police against the order of District

V Officer, Charsadda, wherein he was awarded ■ Major Punishment of Removal ■ ■

°'^trict Police Officer, Charsadda vide his .office

dated 25.G3.2019.

■-

•■ ^ii

! OB: No. 340 '
. . -f % ' ..-. -

Brief facts of the case are that the appellant while posted as SHO'Police ' V - 
Station Mandani the following charges were leveled against him. '■ ' ■

1. . As per information frequent complaints have been-received against him regarding his 
• Jnk/olvement in usurping properties in the shape either Ghariging of original/foreign' 
■ made arms/weapons with local made or delays its deposition for the 

Renown to him, •

case

reasons best * -

, He was also involved in changing of genuine, chars with'local sub^standard 
3.. Reportedly he was also involved in NCP Smuggling by taking illegal gratification. 
4. , He was also involved in taking gifts from locals.

. • 2,
Chars.

i

During preliminary enquiry Deputy Superintendent of Police ,Tangi
visRed his quarter and asked him regarding case property ,i'..e-02 kalashnikov and 01 
Pistol both .foreign made which were taken into possession during search and strike 

. . , operation conducted within the territorial jqrisdiction of Police Station Mandani. In
. response to the query he replied that the 

. .He took put the same from the aimirah and handed over to Deputy Superintendent of- 
Poli.ee >Tangi. Being a member of disciplined force as 
high objectionable and also stigmatizecl the-force.

same are laying in his aimirah at quarter. - .h

1;'I

1
Inspector SHO his this acts

- M
was issued Charge-Sheet together with ^ •

I Superintendent of Police Investigation,
■ Charsadda . was nominated as Enquiry Officer for conducting departmental erjquiry 

against him and, he after conducting proper departmental - enquiry submitted his 
.findings, lie was served with Final Show Cause Notice to which his reply 
and found unsatisfactory. After perusal of enquiry paper: and recommendation of the

. enquiry Officer awarded him Major Punishment of Removal from.Service. ■

■ He was. called in orderly room helcMn this office'6n 18,04.2019 and --; - . S.. /'
heard hirri in person. Having serious.ailegatiofis which.'|were pr.dved against him in' -'

departmental Inquiry.. However, Keeping in view clean Service Record of Ex-Inspectpr '

• . Faheem Bacaha the punishment of Removal from Service . awarded to him is' -

y ■ converted into Major Punis.hm.ent of Red.uction in the rank of Sub -Inspector, he

instated -into^ s^ervice. The intervening period is treated 'as leave without 
reinstatement into service he is'‘trahsferred/posted to Operation Wing

%" ■

In the '.above allegation he

statement oT-allegation and Mr. Nazir Khan

• "M-i.
was received '

• I

i

-1is re­

pay.„OnS
'U'U

, Swabi.

% -n
f -

I(MUHAM
Regio

■1AD ALI KHAN)PSP
lal Police Officer,- 

Marda.n.

./2019.

:'V

m o 0’ No., ./E5, Dated Mardan the.
T~^/.C

Copy forwarded -for information and iry action to the:-necess
V • Deputy Inspector General of Police HQrs;, Kfiyber Pakhtunkbwa, 

- Peshawar please.
• ' ,The District Police Officer, Swabi.

District Police Officer, Charsadda w/r to his <
.. dated 08.04.,2019. The Service Record is ret

2.

ffice Memo: No. 684/EC 
jrned herewith.

r'---.

•

;
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.T ••
SuperintendInt Of Police 
Investigation Charsadda 

Phone No. 091-9220402

; \ \

I

:
■ .The District Police Officer,

Charsadda.
/PA/Invest: dated Charsadda, the ^
RE-INQUIRV REPORT AGAINST INSPECTOR FAHEEM BACHA |tHE THEN 

cun p<; manDANH NOW POLICE LINES CHARSADDA

office Dairy No. 1571/GB, dated 11.05.2019,
I : ; ■

; i I 1 ;

1 Whereas departmental enquiry against Inspector Faheem!Bacha;i(the
then SHO PS Mandani) conducted by Mr. Taj Muhammad Khan, DSP Tangi, vyith the 
recommendation of minor punishment, later-on such enquiry was marked: to the

Bf To:- !
L/7/d3 /2019.

No.'mWb Subject: -i:Iff
r::.

Kindly refer to your
(return in original).

undersigned for re-inquiry and report.
2 It is submitted that as per kind directions re-inquiry was conduc^e^ pto
the matter, the following Police officers and other concerned persons were calle^ to 

office of undersigned. They were heard in person, their detailed PToyfous 

statements were examined & they were also crossed questioned. They f 
their previous statements, while one Shaukat who disowned his earher statement, 
hence his fresh statement as well as statements of DSP Tangi and SHO Tarigi,

also recorded.

the

:were
!

Mr. Taj Muhammad Khan DSP Tangi
i. Inspector Faheem Bacha Police Lines Charsadda.
ii. SI Gul Shed Khan, SHO PS Tangi.
V. HC Hamid Jan Moharrir PS Mandani.

Mushtaq s/o Sher Zarin r/o Harichand.
vi. Shaukat AN s/o Ghulam Muhammad r/o Kody Mandani.

1

V.

nf Mr. Taj Muhammad Khan, (the then DSP Tangi)
As per his statement that on 11.02.2019 he conducted a isurprise: visit

to PS Mandani, during checking of record/index FIRs No. 16,1J & 18 u^s ISjT^ PS
MHC Hamid Jan stated; that on

I

Mandani were found in-complete. On the query
during Search and Strike Operation Inspector Faheem Bacha (the Then

' cases, kept the; san'ie20.01.2019
SHO) recovered two SMGs and 01-pistol 30-bore in the above 
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; lv|ng in his 
almirah of his residential quarter, he requested time and again for completjion of PS 
record and obtaining the Armourer report but he did not hand over the sajd; case 
property to him. In this regard a report vide D.D No. 23 dated 06.02.2019; vvas also 
lodged. During discussion MHC Hamid Jan further disclosed that the theniSlHO was
also involved in corruption, receiving gifts and bribes from the public as he has taken

FIR No. 11, dated 14.01.20:i9 u/sbrib6 from one Shsukst involved in C3se 
324/429/148/149-PPC PS Mandani. Then the matter was discussed with ilnjspector 
Faheem Bacha at his office, who confessed regarding taking of illegal grpificatjion in 
the above mentioned FIR in the presence of Moharrir Hamid Jari, (copy: attached vide

annexure-A). i

!• ii \ '
a

li
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Ft /r * I
A :'' a '/ :/

/5taternent^lnspector Faheem Rach (the thpn <^Mr, oc
He stated that i — ^ ^

I
I :

l

possession. In this regard cases vide FIR No.s 16, 17 and 18 dated 20 01
AA were registered at PS Mandani against the accused. Due to huge buS^To^

:r.r:r.^r'„t:“^r.rvrn
NCP vehicles and taken necessary legal action. He denied the ailegations df coiitkts

k-

i
1

/
//

:

I

:. : :; : I ;i
Statement of SI Gul Shed Khan. SHO PS Tangi- : t

t: i i

s.5r Hi--

i :

I

:

:

Itatement of HC Hamid Jan IVIoharrir PS Manriani- i . :i

cases vide FiR Nos. 16, 17 and 18 dated 20.01.2019 u/s 15-AA RSManriln t ' 
kept the case properties with him. He was requested to deposit/hand n ’

Quarter H Case properties are iying in cupboard/almirah of his resideritiai
quarter. He requested the SHO time and again to hand over the said case Drooerdl
dated oTo2 noznan^cHa vide OD No S
Manl 1 I Bacha <the then SHO

324/429/148/149-PPC PS Mandani, Inspector Faheem Bacha has taken Rs’Ol\c^j^
bribe from one Shaukat. On 11.02 2019 InsDertnr Fahonrv, Q u ^
before Mr., Taj Muhammad Khan (the then DSP Taneiiln admitted his guilt
alleged Inspector also takes gifts from he dif erent p p,e" Sywir::;!' 
of SHO Faheem Bacha one Mushtaq Nazim brough Ca pe pillow ouilts pt 
statement is attached vide annexure-D). ' ^ °f

1 :

i
:

f

f
I
I

:
'
t

I

$

t

i i::
statement of Mushtaq s/n cherZarin r/n Harirh3.n.t.

... is«
his Quart., and some amounts for other expemm ' Hence'’hl' h''°^h "i
item. ..0 .1.0 o.„ e.,h Sf.’,'I'JSg

I ■::
I. I

annexure-E).
I •I i

: : t.•
I! i

i:
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1
1

I

:
: : i: I



•t
c

n . (: !Iw^:mm r i
fy:i 'c•rv (

r
;
iI

\‘ v; ir
1. 4 t i‘-i;' / 1 1 j! I

i' ^ !

/2.i;
I I

"t I ? !0 y #5 ->.■.."A A J Tf'P:^j ■

?s , \ <0
Oyt- (GS "rt t 

.jl (-ui

r

: H W p ci«0
:• I

/-■ ; i

c:.
' n

f>^l\
f

y :• ^ '}jf j^
C I li ^ ■ ;

iT. ;/.v '>’'^r' ■ r^■•••

!
■ \ S.I

/ 'N ■ L ^// /V " : n^: tii'^cA, / • u I

.: n
■ ^

'Jl_^ ftr (/^6.■

;:> r
t

» I • J *:
t;

V

( .:
::

H:i
!• i'^

■

4!^ ^ ’ ;
I

1 ■
I ; ( ;

t;
/• :

/ 7^ . ;
;

?t

. f

; f =i

i :
ii : \
i:!: \ •[i I■;

i -'■ { ■\t
1 ti f :

I

!:
1 *!

• I1
*.• • I

I

: !
• I: ! ! r I

i
f

>
1•I:

• i
J <:* ■ !

i :
I

II
■n^

r* I t



f ■
*

\I> f-

/ INVESTIGATION WING CHARS Ann A I
I ^ / >^^aasiiBlssggEil!??aiaf:

Abdur Rasheed

:0Jstrict"6fDi*^-nA1. ai I/C Special Team + 
Supervisory Officer 
PS Khanmai

; Charsadda . :
• s

2. ‘ASI Shakeel Khan Reader / OASI 08.06.2015 . ; iCh^sadda ;t

3. ASI Nasrullah Khan Scrutiny Branch 21.09.2017 .Charsadda
1 ■

i
PS CHARSADDA i

:■ :
S. No.~

Inspector
Name of Officer \ Place of PostingU v 'Date of Posting-

08.01.2019 
26-12-2017 • ;

I

H
District of Domicile1. Mada Khan CIO PS Charsadda

IQ PS Charsadda 
10 PS Charsadda

i •

2. IHC Pir Yousaf Jan Charsadda
Charsadda

3. IHC Saleem Khan 15-09-2017 .
! ■ !

PS SARDHERI i■
i

S. No. . Rank r/. Name’df Officer'^ ;Pluce:ofPostiiig^:VN^:Dat^ofP6stihgj|Disltrictnfnftmiril, 
CIO PS Sardheri
IQ PS Sardheri

hi
1. SI5% Sahib Dad Khanr- 23.01.2019 .2. IHC Saleem Khan 15-09-2017 Charsadda

PS KHANMAIi Ii
S. No.^ Rank Name of Office'rJ^^w: ^PIac^fP6stlngw:j«\^|:])ate of Postinp-.

Bakhtiar Khan
I District of DomicileVj 1 SI CIO PS Khanmaiii 08.01.2019’ jVlardan2. ASI Amjid AliCj 10 PS Khanmai Charsadda.n»s3

^'.1 PS Tarnab
■> ^

tL S. Nc. V) ^aaeofOfflcer:^g[;PtocrofPosttnB88^a|-'Dateoffdstlfig.«.«.;|;Digtrict-ofI);iriidi;
Nadir Khan CIO PS Tarnab ------ --------
Mujeeb-ur-Rehman

Ranks
1. SI 13.04.2018

17.09.2018
iMardanj.'t

l-.i 2. ASI 10 PS Tarnab i ;CharsaddaIK ; • :
!1:. PS PRANGi: I

t
s. No.r Rank^^r Name of Officer.y^vy^I n-.

&
Place dfiPostingWrli ■Date of Posting District of DomicilSI1. Amjid Khan

Madani Ullah
CIO PS Prang
IQ PS Prang

04.12.20.18 Swabi2. IHC 16.04.2018 Charsadda
Charsadda

1 3. IHC Sadiq AlirJl IQ PS Prang 30.08.2018 : !•rj
■PS NISATTA !

S. No.\. Rank' 'i Name of Officer Wh- Place of Posting
Incharge Inv: PS Nisatta

Date of Posting iDistrict of Domic
ICharsadda j
jCharsadda______
■Charsadda

1. Inspector Bashir Gul Khan 08.01.2019 , i2. SI Manzoor Khan 
Samin Jan

C.I.Q PS Nisatta
1.0 PS Nisatrax^

30.01.2019
^01.2018

3. IHC
' i

i-i. PS TANGI 1 {
i •
i i;s- No-rr'l -Rank^i^ ji ^mc of Officer ^ 

Inspector Sardar Hussain
:Pjace of pasting ^ate’^pf Posting^. 
CIO PS Tangi

iPistrictof Ddmicile 
' I Charsadda i

1.
08.01.20192. ASI Siyam Khan I.O PS Tangi 17.12.2018I —i pl^ai^adda

m
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• ■ ^ i ;// :
f Statement of Shaukat Ali s/o Ghuiam Muhammad r/o Kodav Mandani: i

Although during enquiry conducted by DSP Tangi, whereas! Shablkat Ali 
confessed that he has given Rs. 60,000/- to SHO Faheem Bacha thrdughjhis friend 
Asfandyar, while during re-inquiry into the matter, the said Shaukat Ali rebelled 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 explained th^t;some 
of the amounts paid to the Lawyers while rest of the amount was spent oyer the 
taxi's vehicles. He further enquired that how many amounts was given tojSHO, it j 

^was replied that nothing was paid to the SHO, as the whole amounts vveije spent over 
uVe engagement of lawyers and taxi's vehicles, (copy attached vide annexure-F);

1.

;

Facts/FIndines;-
:

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.

Although he was bound to deposit the case property without :an:y delay to 
Moharrir but he did not justify of keeping the case property in his 
personnel cupboard.
Due to not handing over the said case properties to Moharirif, the 

record/index of FIR remained incomplete.
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 foj- cprnpletion 
of record/obtaining of Armourer opnion.

Also Challaned the case without obtaining Armourer report, which will 
badly effect the prosecution case.
On 11.02.2019 both the SMGs and pistol were recovered ifrOiti the 

personal Almirah of alleged Inspector by DSP Tangi and then handed over 
to Moharrir for completion of PS record and further proceedings.': i ^ I 
That he admitted of taking Rs. 60,000/- in front of Mr. Taj ^Muharhmad 
Khan (the then DSP Tangi).
SHO Tangi Gul Shed Khan; also confirmed that In his presence the.alleged 
Inspector categorically admitted that amount of Rs. 60,000/- was given to 
him by his gunner.
He also takes gifts from the public, especially from one MusHtdq on his 
transfer he also took away the said articles i.e Carpet,^ pillow,iqbilts kt

it
:;i] s

;
iii.

1

iv. 1

i\

:
V.

:
Vi.

!

vii.
::

viii.
j

;
ix. j

1
I

Recommendation: I

Keeping in view the above facts, circumstance and re-enquiry conducted, 
the allegations against Inspector Faheem Bacha has been proved/establishk; Hence 
he is hereby recommended for major puni.shment 

Submitted, please.
i

Superintengl^t of RoHce, 

Investigation, Char^adda.
i
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sKo PS r.'.';^«rr..rpr“
above mention FIR in the presence of MHC HamidJan ® ® tfe

I

(Taj IV]uh^m^dKhan)
The then $DRO Tahgi

:

i
i

i; :
i :

i
i i

5 . J I

:
; •,

I

r(.
; t

!■:; • ;:
I:

: :
!

:;
i;:

I

I
I 1

I ■

!: i

:
t

’ I

:
s !! i !;

Im IJ

> J 4I f-• rI AT

i
.ii , »>

5.* Iif..-r: ’ «



t

I

T"
i

■yj^' -Mi
4.

t

c /*-W-)- 9

t
t.•r>. 4

I
^ :

’ V ■■■
‘ I »- - - ••

>t
jf i

JiHV’
•i f-:■ Ir • t /\0 I

i" ^ ‘t" * / ■t

f / tjr ^**r 0-i ^ i/}-r,

i/4

r
^ ‘■< r i ?

i
t

•••'■•fc yv ^-^7
tn . i>; 1-u.it •yf i*o*^

‘*r. I

. .■/ ’:i V Y /
V .^v'%

i > '■r \ ::I y<5 I! !

/

!i I

t 1 <kr " ,/^ •'

/'* V A^ y5>y
i- y\i ■•:

\i jL'^
J I

X

.r A r A
^-; (s .

/ :f « *

■U £-:
/‘ woyi

7-4^ j
i

,c ! ■/? «- <:
( 5* .: f I^ h ;Is*- t \\‘ •\

' *5
>n

M**

; : /

C'"J
# s.

I ..♦ :W><‘iU* K
'{ )7):^’•, iV

: „
«

. ■ ,yy:» 3r'
fb > !j

f..' *4 t* 5•'♦f ■- -vjr
. V fc.' I

;. *i
.i7 t

;1 * < ■ tT1
i*

i ;s: s • >f • ,j

,, .: i9'
T '

r ' . «K 4

j,
v*:'" ‘ -
• it '1,' « r.f. ir

.=’•<r
> :ij7Y

t".,“ .

t'i>• •h !
?; -r-r

,.'.vV P !I
■: I •/ f I■4 .' i !ir* Sb»< ' \I I

i-

*9 I I

I 5« ' *s<* ;>.v-i
c. .t.» • ;,*

r'r t
•>'.■ .’T ■•■■'•'

. .3'^

sp;
. * -, »

^jS > . '^rtz ■ ■, :v5 ■ ' ,1 .„

« ■■ •^.^/l

••^•" «'t/
.*•*J

::>• c
•Ji ‘■fT :. T J;. k- 1s'- ry tI :w■‘•y I/;.''-''' •>'■%! n' i ' .- . t?T^ - ^ .* r

;i ‘ ■ -Xh » * ;f
• .<' . * j■f*•r

. { : i■t- ... , : It \ -4
r ^ I■. !

-;• ■
.;■

d-r i.
“• 4 ’

t
•t I . «

iJ
is~

I*
Ir - 1,
[

i A ■'-►y I Jtc I : I

; I! !
-i »

-rj !■!

u j1 i
i -•<

I «
1 ; t• ‘ Ma »\t

? i 1 > b>



t

^ V-

. . ^ ..

t^osecution CircL£■ Tangj-
... Court .............. Siation--.- ^

NC-ASj-Tiiiioi

•ii

•• -E^u •• -Oat'c-of ••
: ■■' ■ Bifth- --

o3:'oCm6
Histof-)HC Sliaiii Miil'k No..

y \Tangi'’'........ 99.9/42. .BA 08.09.2010...... From 16.02.2016 Investi
r. WinoHorn 26.02.2016 Reader APP Tan^r

From Oj.05.20 17 Investigation win<»
From 26.05.20l7Naib Court iMidiShabqdar

-----ErP»i 07.06.2017 \aih Couit ASJ Tan^l
2^ 06.2017 Itivestigatio";;-------- -----------

Fromp.05.20I7MHC Inv: Charsadda 
From 02.11.2017 MHC PS Shabqdar

_ F:gm2£J2jgmv>aib Coun JMIC IT....-
From 19.01.2017 Investigation Wino ------
From 26.01.2017 Naib Court/MIC U Tanm’
From25.04.20I7TransfertoOperat,on “
From 10.05.2017 Investigation Wing 

_From 26.05.2017 Naib Court .bVIir n t 
J^-2U14Na.b Court AC Tan^ 

rom J5.09.20I4 Transfer To Operation 
From 11.08.2015 Investigation Wino 
From 13.08.2015 Naib Court AC T^oj
P°™ Transfer To Operation
From 04.05.2016 Maib Court AC Tan^i
From0l.07.20l6DFC PS Charsadda."'
From 26.08.2016 Naib Court EAC Tangi
From 14.I2.20i6Transfer to operation
From 09.0j.20I7 Investigation Wine 
From 13.03.2017 Naib Court AAC Tan^i 
From 22.06.2018 transfer to operation "
From 04.07.2018 Investigation Win- 

■fonn 09.07.2018 Naib Court A AP fanci 
11.09.2018 Naib Court AC Tanm'^

^^'■rAlam \o.92 INC J.MIC-! Tangi ; Uinarzai • FA 10.04.198! I 1.05.2007

sent NO. 1035 :NC-JMIC-If Tangi fa 20.01.1974 26.03.2000

amraiiNo. 1114* NC AAC Tangi Charsadda BA 09.02.1977 angi25.01.2002

m- ■
C^CAC"----- ------
: ^ 2‘igiCOrder DPQ 
i SaibOB 693 Date 
:.ii^09.20l8)

Uinarzai. I I I O'*’"i I 07.0!.1976' ! 23.09.1996

i-
r •
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• - '; ''Hi

no..^£?^jJs7
Dated. f//i>A /2019i

I
! I

Subject: - DEPARTMENTAL ENQUIRY REPORT AGAINST INSP. FAHEEM BAGHA
\

REFERENCE ATTACHED.
j

ALLEGATIONS !i

I"
i

The instant enquiry was entrusted to the uridersigned ;by th^ W/DPO;
\

against Inspector Faheem Bacha, he while posted as SHO PS Mandani:has icommitted:
j

t j

the following misconduct;-
i

He was involved in usurping case properties in the shape either changing:
: M r:

of original/foreign made arms/weapons with local made or delays its deposition for; 

the reasons best known to him.

h

t;
:r

JI :
He was also involved in changing of genuine chars with :local sub-

r :standard chars.

Reportedly he was also involved in NCP Smuggling by t-akirig illegal;
; M N i

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

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

and summary of allegations and the enquiry'was entrusted to the undersigned to! 

. scrutinize the conduct of the said delinquent official.

PROCEEDINGS:-

t
■3

I
Ei
P

i

I!

To unearth the real facts all concerned were called and their statements
1

were recorded.
;

STATEMENT OF INSPECTOR FAHEEM BACHA (THE THEN $HQ Psi
MANDANl) 1:

The delinquent official was called, heard him in person,andiofotained his
' : I |: i

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

him. He was also cross questioned (attached)

STATEMENT OF HC HAMID JAN MHC PS MANDANl

1

: 1

J

i ;

He stated that on 20-01-2019 during search and strikd pperation, 
Inspector Faheem Bacha (the then SHO PS Mandni) recoyered two SMGs ajidiohe pistol j 

30 Bore vide FIRs No 16,17 and 18 dated 20-01-2019 U/Ss 15-AA PS Maindaiii kept |
1

!;



* :

L I

;
;: ;

the same in his :■

own custody. When he requested him to hand over thdi Uid easel
(

properties for completion of record, he refused and replied that thd case: (Properties Ii
i I

are lying in his almirah at his residential quarter. He requested the SHO; time and I 

again for the completion of record and obtaining of Armourer report but he did 

handover the said case properties to him. He stated that in

not •
I

this; respept he also i
j

entered a report vide DD.No.23, dated 06-02-2019 PS Mandani (attached). iPe further I
:

I

disclosed that the then SHO was also involved in corruption, receiving gifts and bribes I 

from the public as he has taken bribe from one Shaukat involved in. case ivide FIR i

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

confessed his guilt before the under signed in his presence at SHO office IpS Mandani ^ 

Similarly the then SHO was involved in receiving of gifts from public.^On the demand I

person namely Mushtaq had brought: carfjet, quilts
' i i ;

(

of the then SHO Faheem Bacha a 

and pillows for his residential quarter. 1: :i i 1

STATEMENT OF MUSHTAQ S/0 SHERZA DIN R/0 HARICHAND i i
: ! ; I

He stated that on the day of arrival of Inspector Faheem Bacfia 

he went to his residential quarter at PS Mandani to 

the then SHO Faheem Bacha had demanded

as SHO ;

meet witii him. During meeting ■
: M r I !

carpet, pillows, quilts, an<|i sbnjiy money ;

for other expenditure of his residential quarter. Upon his demand hd pUided the ^
' i • • i

said articles and cash amount of Rs:10000 to him.

i :

i.
!

t

t

STATEMENT OF SHOUKAT All R/0 KQDAI MANDANI II;

He disclosed in his statement that he has a land dispute with dn^ Hussain 

Khan. On 14 .01.2019 they have fired
i!

;
upon each other and a case 'was; registered j 

occurrence at evdnihg time I ^against both the parties at PS. Mandani. On the day of 

have paid Rs. 60000/- to SHO Faheem Bacha
I

at the hand of my frieind namely
Asfandiar. SHO Faheem Bacha assured him that he will favour him ' 

further stated that Asfandiar had told him that he had
in his ca.Se. He j

spent some more dou^h land he |
will liquidate it later on.

I
I iFINDINGS

From the above statements 

the then SHO Mandani had conducted 

kalashenkove and

it transpired that Inspector Fahedrii I Bacha
I » ^ ?

on 20.01.2019 and r.=?coyefdd two Iraids
;

pistol vide case FIR Nos,16, 18 and 17 u/s ISAA Ps.:M?ndani.

He did not send the same for Armourer report in time, ! ' I

one



^ %f|i.JJ
He did not hand over the above mentioned recoveti^fo 't^ MHCi for

'll
■if'

::
keeping it in PS kot due to which the record/index of FIR Weis :also remained

; ■

incomplete
t :

He submitted challan without Armourer report which wiillresult in khe
i

acquittal of the case. ;
> 'm The MHC requested him for completion of record and ^obtaining of
* ► :

Armourer report and for this reason he entered a report vide DD ND,i 2;3 dated 6-2- 

2019.
:pi : ;;i

fel
!!

0 The aforementioned SMGs and Pistol were recovered from the personal 

Almirah of accused official on 11.02.2019 arid
mpi:
m

;
were handed ^ over; ;to MHC ^for

completion of record and the same were sent for Armourar inspection on 12.02.2019,

, a case vide 

inj his-favour. ^

He had demanded carpet, quilts, and some money for otheriexpenditure 

of his residential quarter from one namely Mushtaq which is clear from bi$

It is worthwhile that a secret probe 

allegations leveled against the accused official.

He had taken bribe from one Shoukat, hence he registered
. • ; ; : I :

FIR No.11 dated 14.01.2019 u/s 324/429/148/149PPC at PS Mandaoi
J

m .
m ■:

statement.
;

also conducted, which: also Supported thewas
: • :

:
}
1

;1. Keeping in view the above facts, statements of concerned persons, the 

allegations leveled against Inspector Faheem Bacha (the then SHO ;pS Mahdani) 

Foved. However, as the delinquent official hails from 

view his service, his future,

i

A were
I

- • ■"

a poor family; arid keeping iin
■l :

P a lenient view may please be taken and he 

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

1m
I

Submitted please ;
1;1mB ■ i i' i

Dy: Superinterident of Policb 
Tangi • I . I

t

Worthy DPQ CharsaHri;^ /f/j’/'
o

1

p;\.|
ir ^ ; !/I i^se^ 1/

*/ (
Ym

\
'Au- l’\7

P \
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Government of Khyber PakiitunlchwaX 

Office of the District Police Officer 
Cliarsadda

mSCIPLINARY ACTION UNDER KPK POLICE RTJT.F.S -197S i
1 ! :

: i'

I, Irfan Ullah Khan, District Police Officer Charsadda, as competent 
authority am of the opinion that Inspector Faheeni Bacha. has rendered himself liable 
to be proceeded against as he has comitted the following acts/omissions within ithte 
meaning of section-02 (iii) of KPK Police Rules-1975. : i1r

STATEMENT OF AI J.KGATIONS i.

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 changing-o'f
original/foreign made arms/weapons with local made or delays its deposition forithi 
reasons best known to him. | •
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 taldng illegal gratificatioh. ^
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 Kalaslinikov and 01 pistol both foreign made which ;

taken into possession during search and'strike operation conducted within thd- ! 
territorial jurisdiction of Police Station Mandani. In response to the query heu-dplied^ I 
that the same are laying with you in his Almirah at quarter. He took out the sameifromi:

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 Depaitmental action;' 

against him.

:

i
:

1

were
■

! !;
the ahnirah and handed over

t

t I

For the purpose scrutinizing the conduct of the .said official Mr.' Ta\\ 
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 afoxe^ 
mentioned rules. The enquiry officer after complefing 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 thei' ' 
later (enquiry officer) a statement of charge sheet is attached herewitli. . . ^ :

f

f .

I

I

i I
5 : i.:I : t5 I: t

iDistric^Wl^ Officer, 
Charsadda'-'-''''^

:

:
2j%i /HC. dated Charsadda the /^/ 02- 

Copies for Information to the:
1. Mr. Taj Muhammad Khan DSP Tangi 

Inspector Faheem Bacha (Police lines)

No. /2019 I • :

: t
i! i: ’

I »I:
I I

1

: ! ■ I
I

I; I
I •

' i. i •V ' S'"'i t.

X' ■
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■ I, Irfan UlJah Khan, District Police Officer Charsadda, 

dty hereby charge you Inspector Faheem Bacha as follows.

That you Inspector Faheem Bacha, while posted 

per information frequent complaints have been 

involvement in usurping case properties in 

ongmal/foreign made arms/weapons with local made 

reasons best known to you.

2. You were also involved i 
Chars.

3. Reportedly you were also involved in 

gratification.

T'i :j

: as competent*1
I C a I
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as SHO PS‘Mandani
' i : i

received against y6u|regafding
the shape either changing of

‘ tf ' J-er. i

iW: i

!

f■

5

or delays its deposition for tJie■r-m • f

:
I

m changing of genuine chars with local sub-stand^-d
!! : i !
I

NCP Smuggling -by taking !
I

4. You are also involved in taking gifts from locals.
? :

During preliminary enquiry DSP Tangi visited your quarter and asked ^du
regarding case property i.e 02 Kalashnikov a,rd 01 pistol both foreign made Uidh 

were

:

I

taken into possession during search and strike i\ t

operation conducted iwithinitlie i

territorial jurisdiction of Police Station Mandani. In response to the query you replied 
that the same are laying with you in your Almirah at quarter. You took out the;same 

from tlie almirah and handed to DSP Tangi. Being a member of disciplined force 
as Inspector SHO your acts ai-e highly objectionable and also stigmatized the fprde. i 

This amounts to grave misconduct

over j

::

on your part, warranting 
Departmental action against you as defined in section-6(I) (a) of the KPK Police 

Rules 1975.

r

I

:

1. By reason of the above, you appear to be guilty of misconduct under 
section 02(111) of the KPK Police Rules 1975 and has 
liable to all or any of the penalties 
the said rules.

render your, s^lf 
as specified in section 04 (I):ai&;b of i

■

' d?ys fo
3. Youl- written defense, if any should reach to the 

specified period, in case of failure, it shall be 
defense to put-in and in that case 
you.

4. Intimate, whether you desired to be heard i

I
I: :

enquiry officer within thfe: 
presumed that you have no: 

paite action shall follow ag^inpt;
I

an ex-
: !

Im person. I
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TWs order will dispose-off the departmental appeal preferred by kxl ■ 
■‘l^sjctor Faheem Bacha of Charsadda District Police ^^ainst the'order of oistHct', 

^ Omcer, Charsadda, wherein he was awarded Major 'pJnishment of Removal '

r* Service .by the District Police Officer, Charsadda .vide his = office
• • • - dated 25.03.20i9.

OB: ;No:-3^4QI
i

■ ' ■ :• .Min.
^ ^ are that the appellant while posted as SHO Polled

• /• Station Mandani the following charges were leveled against him. .• : i i 1; :

t

:
. 1. As per information frequent complaints have been received agdinst him regarding hl^ . 

. . involvement in usurping case properties in the shape either changing of original/foreign

made arms/weapons with local made or delays its deposition-for the reason^ bfest ■'
• known to him. ' ■ ! '

m
\H

w& ■
II- fil
li'. ■

: 2. .He was also involved in changing of genuine chars with local sub-standard Chars, i ■

- ■ 3. Reportedly he was-'also involved in NCP Smuggling by taking illegal gratlHcation. !
• 4. He was also Involved in taking gifts from locals. ] I '

preliminary enquiry Deputy Superintendent of Police jarigi' ; 
vtspted his quarter and asked him regarding case property i.e 02 kalashnikov and 6l^ ‘ 
Pistol-both foreign made which

! ^ I
■:
I

s;i-.r4 were taken into possession during search and strike;' • 
■ ■ operation conducted within the territorial jurisdiction of Police Station Mandan'i. In^ '

response to'the* query he replied that the same

4 •

are laying in his almirah at quarter.: 
I over to Deputy Superintendent bfi 
as Inspector SHO his this acts ^ei

He took out the same from the almirah and handed

Police ,Tangi. Being a member of disciplined force 
high Objectionable and also stigmatized the force.

:

W
i

!

. In the above allegation he was Issued Charge Sheet together with: 
statement of allegation and Mr. Nazir Khan'Superintendent of 'Police Investigatioov: 
Charsadda was]nominated . “

against him and he after conducting
as Enquiry Officer for conducting departmental enquiily; •

proper departmental enquiry subrnitted- hjs i 
findings. He was served with Final Show Cause Notice to v;hlch his reply was received i

; and-found unsatisfactory. After perusal of enquiry papers and redommendatiorj of ti: 
enquiry Officer awarded him Major Punishment of Removal from Service. ■ ' ‘ '

. -■ was called in orderly room held in this office on 18.04.2019 and ■ '
heard him in person. Having serious allegations which

m •
m
il ■

V ■■ :

: :

1 were proved against him In i
■ departmentaMnquIry. However, Keeping In view clean Service Record of Ex-Inipettdr 

. . Faheem -Bacaha the punishment of Removal from Service awarded to .hini feL 
; ■■ converted into Major Punishment of Reduction in the rank of Sub:Inspector, 'hq Is^ r^' i ■

■ instated into service. The intervening period Is treated as leave without ipiy. i Oh. I ' '

reinstatement Jntb, service he Is transferred/posted to Operation Wing, Swabi' i i
—■ ' . •^aMoaMHQwtcea. ■' ~

,•
L-bmi

•!.
1

...m ;

!
(MUHAMMAD ALI KHAN)PSP f '*

Regional Police Officer,; ’ M 
MaVdbn. M : ,

I

i
:• :

/ES, Dated Mardan the. 72019. : I

• Copy forwarded for information and necessary action to the:- ;.I
SXa'r XTe] '^'^'^-’^unkhwa',' '

I
. The District Police Officer, Swabi.
.. Dlstrl^ct Police Officer, Charsadda w/r to his office Memo: 

dated 08.04.2019. The Service Record is No. 684/EC!
returned herewith. !• •

!
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ORDER :e>-
, -This Order will dispose off the departmental'enquiry against;Inspector:

: ;Faheem Bacha, while posted as SHO PS Mandani. ' ; M M i

,1. As per -information frequent complaints have been received: against tiifo rbirding his^ 
-mvol vement m -usurping case properties in foe shape either changing of original/fofeig,, 

tf'-arms/weapons with local made or delays its deposition for the reasons best Imownfo him 
^..He was also involved m changing of genuine chars with local sub-standard Chdrs 

. 3. Reportedly he was also involved in NCP Smuggling by taking illegal gratification 
- 4. tie was also mvolved m talcing gifts from locals.

. During.preliminary enquiry DSP Taiigi visited his .quarter and asked himiregarding ! 
property; i.e 02 Kalaslmikov and 01 pistol both foreign made whiclv wer^' talcen into ^

. Po ice Station Mandam. fo response to the query he replied that the same are laying with you ' 
■ m his Almirali at quarter. He took out the same from the almirah and handed over to DSP ' 

Tangi. Being a member of disciplined force as Inspector S'HO his acts iak highly i
• objectionable;and also Stigmatized the force.

In the above allegation he

4

n made:

:

:
t

case

*

I II : ;
i

::

issued. Charge Sheet together with statement ■
■ . of allegation .under Sub Section 3, Section 5 of Police Rules 1975. Enquiry Officer ftir. Nazir i 

Khan SP rnvestigation Charsadda

!was 1

nominated for conducting departmental enquiry. ! 
against trim and he after conducting proper departmental enquiry submitted fmdiLgk i 

. ■ . Subsequently, Inspector Falieem Bacha;
Notice U/S 5(3) -Police Rules 1975 reply to which

was

1
; :I

.was issued Final ShoW Cause i:
received but found un-satisfa'ctory.

: After perusal of the -.enquiry' papers' and recommendation tof the'
. officer he is hereby awarded the Majpr punishment of Removal

was :
1

enquiry | 
from service with j

• *r
, :

V t

■ immediate effect.
i :i

t :1

i :i. { .
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ri'^^i’oijc^fficer, ; 

Charsailda ;
/\.ii

r O.BNo 3.^0 .
.. . . Date^jA_/2019

. - 0^ /HC. dated Charsadda th

Dis
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i I:/e_ :>A /2019
■ ■ ■ . ^opy. for information and necessary action to the:- ■
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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.

AND
; i j • ; :

Whereas, the enquiry officer has submitted his findings, recommending! you foi" Major

;:
■

I

Penalty. ;

AND

Whereas, I am satisfied with the recommendation of the enquiry officer!that you 

Inspector Faheem Bacha, while posted as SHO PS Mandani,

1. As per information frequent complaints have been received against you regarding yoijir ihvblyemenl 

in usurping case properties in the shape either changing of original/foreign made arms/weapons 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 gratification. ; !
4. You are also involved in taking gifts from locals.

i

:

I
f,

4

;
5!i :

During preliminary enquiry DSP Tangi visited your quarter and asked yoii regarding 

case property i.e 02 Kalashnikov and 01 pistol both foieign made which were taken into^ possession 

during search and strike operation conducted within the territorial jurisdiction of Police; Station

Mandani. In response to the query you replied that the same are laying with you in yourjAlmirah at 
quarter. You look out the same from the almirah and handed to DSP Tangi.. This shows yourover

!
inefficiency and lack of interest n the performance of your official duties.

!
Thus the act amounts to gross misconduct and renders you liable for punislirnehtj under

Police Rules 1975.

Therefore, I, Irfan Ullah Khan, District Police Officer, Charsddda in exercise of the 

powers vested in me under rules 5(3) (a) (b) of Police Rules 1975, call upon you to explaiii ahp wliy 

the proposed punishment may not be awarded to you.

Your reply should reach the undersigned within 07-days of receipt of this notice, failing 

which disciplinary action pertaining to your dismissal from service will be taken ex-parte! i i:

i

I

I)
You are at liberty to appear in p|e^rson before the fgned for-personal heafirig.!

.V/■ \
\

. ■■ .

District Police Officer, 
Cjiarsadda;

!■

I :\
(7 (77 ;A' ;i 1d i

i !Dated 7-/2019 • \ .Z."
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