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05.05.2017 Counsel for the petitioner and Addl: AG for the respondents 

present. Learned counsel for the petitioner produced order dated 

05.01.2017, vide which after conducting de-novo inquiry minor 

punishment of censure was awarded to the appellant. To come up for 
implementation report on 14.07.2017 before S.B.

'.i

(Ahmad Hassan) 
Member

None present on behalf of the petitioner. Mr. Aziz Shah,' Reader14.07.2017
. ■. . j

alongwith Mr. Kabirullah Khattak, Assistant AG for the respondents
present. Notice be issued to petitioner and his counsel for attendance 

for 08.09.2017 before S.B.

(Muhammad Amin Khan Kundi) 
Member

■f

08.09.2017 Appellant present. Learned Assistant Advocate 

General alongwith Mr. Aziz Shah, Reader for respondent 

present. Appellant stated that the judgment of this tribunal 

under execution has now been implemented and in this respect 

he also submitted copy of order dated 29.08.2017 issued by 

the Inspector General of Police Khyber Pakhtunkhwa. 

Consequently the present petition for implementation of 

judgment of this Tribunal be consigned to the record room, 

having been implemented.

(Muliammad Hamid Mughal) 
Member (J)
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IN .PECTOR GENERAL OE POLICE ^

KHYBERPAKHTUNKHVVA ^ ^m }
r CN'^ :

CENTRAL POLICE OFFICE, PESHAWAR 
Fh# 091 - 9210239/091 - 9210345

/E-II, dt: / 9 /2Q17. ANo.
{

ORDER.
Farid Shah Inspector conie .ided that he was reverted to the rank of SI 

by CCPO Peshawar and later-on, he was reinstated by Service Tribunal. His 
has been removed from Seniority Lis ..of Inspectors. He requested that his 
may be placed in the list of Inspecc^ors with his colleagues.

name
name ■!

As per AIG/Legal report, the relevant record was checked which 
revealed that penalty of reduction in -ank was imposed on Inspector Farid Shah 
vide order dated 27.10.2014 by CCPl). Peshawar. His departmental appeal 
also rejected vide order dated 25.02.ir015 of Worthy Inspector General of Police. 
He filed sendee appeal No. 245/2C15 which was decided vide order dated 
06.06.2015 and tlie impugned orders dated 27.1.2014 and dated 25.02.2015 
set aside and appellant was reinstacc{ to the status of his substantive rank before 
he was reduced to the rank of Sub-I.ispector. It was also directed that "if' the 
departmental deems proper, denovc proceedings may be started against the 
appellant in which full opportuniW c ;■ defense and hearing be provided to him. 
Accordingly CCPO, Pe.shawar was apj: -oached with approval of Deputy Inspector' 
General of Police, Headquarters CPO, Peshawar for conducting de-novo enquiry 
proceedings against Farid Shah Inspector vide order dated 05.06.2017. During the 
course of enquiry found Inspector Farid Shah was guilty of poor investigation yet 
enquiry officer recommended him or minor penalty and accordingly CCPO 
Peshawar imposed penalty of ''Censr re" vide No.3.0-37/PA, dated 05.01.2017.

The Sub-Committee constituted in this case proposed that his name 
may be included in the relevant list according to rules/procedure or as the DPC 
may decide. The DPC agreed with the Sub-Committee report.

As per recommendation o" DPC dated 20.07.2017 his name is hereby 
placed in the seniority list of Inspectors at serial No.246 issued vide i\o.l327'^- 
43/E-II, dated 31.05.2017with his'eoil .'agues.

was

were

/

Sd/-
(SALAHUDDINKHAN)pst‘ 
Inspector General of Police. 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.
Vs /E-II.

Copy of above is forwarded for nformation and necessary action to the:-

i 1. All AddJ: Inspectors General of Police in Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.
2. AH Deputy inspectors General c f Police in Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.
3. All Regional Police Officers, in 1 hyber Pakhtunkhwa.
4. Capital City Police Officer, Pe.sh .war.
5. Commandants Elite Force, FRP and PTC Hangu,
6. PSO to Worthy Inspector Gener.-il of Police Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.
7. PRO to Worthy Inspector General of Police Khyber Pakhtunkhwa. 
0. Registrar CPO, Peshawar.
9. Office Supdt; Secret CPO.
in. Office Siipdt; Career Planning E anch. CPO.
ll.UOPfile.

\
\

{ARIF
AIG/E^ab^lpxient 

For Insoector (tocer^lkoffPlbI ITiie.
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Counsel .for the petitioner and Mr. AzilvSnahJ^^Ac^l/ilg^^^

alongvvith Addl: AG for the respondents present.'dearneJl aAG lli!l|itllili /

requested for adjournment. Request accepted. To corhe uR' for ^: j
i'

implementation report on 10.03.2017. ~ ‘'j;* Jj: '
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None present for the petitioner. Mr. Aziz iShahfTReaderril£^*^i^ 

alongwith Assistant AG for respondents present. Notice be issued lo'|1®Si«>> 

the petitioner and his counsel, 'fo come up for further proceedings dnir ^

f «• |i isi;
(AHMAD HASSATO -

memerI " ■

ijm-s

rfiplib 05.05.2017 before S.B.
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■ ■ ■ FORM OF ORDER SHEET

. 155/2016Execution Petition No.

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

S.No.

321

The Execution Petition of Syed Farid Shah submitted to-day by 

Mr. Fazai Shah Mohmand Advocate may be entered in the relevant. 

Register and put up to the Learned Member for proper order please. j.

10.08.2016
1 /

REGIS'l'RAR ' /

This Execution Petition be put up before S. l?ench.;:': on -2-
/

\

Clerk to counsel for the petitioner and Addl. AG 

for respondents present. Notice be issued to the 

respondents. To come up for implementation report on 

18.11:2016 before S.B.

17.08.2016

Member

None present for petitioner. Mr. Aziz Shah, H.C 

alongwith Addl. AG for the respondents present. 

Learned AAG requested for adjournment. To come up 

for implementation report on 06.01.2017 before S.B.

18.11.2016

r



, V' ‘

BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KPK PESHAWAR.

Implementation Petition No /2Q16 .

In

Service Appeal No 245/2015. 

Syed Farid Shah............... Applicant/Appellant.

VERSUS
Provincial Police Officer and another Respondents

INDEX
S.No Description of documents Annexure

implementation Petition with AffidavitII. 1-3
2. Copy of the Order and Judgment dated 01-06- A

2016
3. Copy of application and letters 

Wakalt Nama
B o

4. .L_JV

Dated:-10-08-2016 

Applicant/Petitioner

Through^ Fazal ^^■^^S^mand 

Advocate Peshawar.

OFFICE:- Cantonment Plaza .Flat 3/B Khyber Bazar Peshawar. Cell# 030.1 

8804841

\
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'-■r.BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KPK PESHAWAR.r

Implementation Petition No /2Q16

In No—Diary

Service Appeal No 245/2015.

Syed Farid Shah Inspector CTD, Peshawar, R/0 Akra Pura, District
Applicant/Appellant.

Dated

Nowshera

VERSUS
• Provincial Police Officer, KPK Peshawar.

• Capital City Police Officer Peshawar...... Respondents

PETITION FOR THE IMPLEMENTATION OF
ORDER/JUPGMENT DATED 01-06-2016 PASSEDBY THIS
HONORABLE TRIBUNAL IN THE ABOVE TITLED SERVICE
APPEAL.

Respectfully Submitted:-

1. That the applicant/appellant earlier filed Service Appeal No 

245/2015 against the order of his reversion from the post of 
Inspector to that of Sub-Inspector, which was accepted vide 

Order and Judgment dated 01-06-2016. (Copy of the Order 

and Judgment is enclosed as Annexure A).

2. That the applicant/appellant time and again approached 

respondents through written applications for the 

implementation of the Order and Judgment dated 01-06-2016 

of this honorable Tribunal thereby restoring him to the rank of 
Inspector, but of no avail. Even the competent authority 

approved the implementation but even then though denovo



inquiry has been ordered yet he is not restored to his original 
rank of inspector. (Copy of application and letters are 

enclosed as Annexure B).

3. That the respondents are not ready to implement the Order 

and Judgment of this honorable Tribunal dated 01-06-2016 for 

no legal and valid reasons, this act of the respondents is 

unlawful, unconstitutional and goes against the Orders and 

Judgment dated 01-06-2016 of this honorable Tribunal.

It is therefore prayed, that on acceptance of this 

Application/Petition, respondents may kindly be directed to 

implement the Order and Judgment of this honorable 

Tribunal dated 01-06-2016 passed in Service Appeal No 

245/2015.

Dated;-10-08-2016 

Applicant/Petitioner

Through

Fazal Shah Monmand

Advocate Peshawar.

%
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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KPK PESHAWAR.

Implementation Petition No. /2016

In

Service Appeal No 245/2015. 

Syed Farid Shah................. Applicant/Appellant.

VERSUS
Provincial Police Officer and another Respondents

AFFIDAVIT
I, Syed Farid Shah Inspector CTD, Peshawar, R/0 Akra Pura, District 
Nowshera, do hereby solemniy affirm and declare on oath that the 

contents of the accompanvina Implementation Petition are true 

and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief andjiothing has 

been concealed from this honorabie Tribunal. w-
D^j^NENTIdentified by

/I

Fazal Shah Mohmand

Advocate Peshawar
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Service Appeal No

Syed Farid Shah Sub-Inspector, CTD, Peshawar
uistrict Nowshera.... a?........... ........................................... Appellant

i 4w/2015 - . :i\ <>>
c><

V E R S U S 8®rvic» Tr;

®iary No'M%3..

1. Provincial Police Officer KPK Poshawar.
V ' ^\

2. Capital City Police Officer Peshawar.

Respondents
4

^PEAL U/S 4 OF THE KPK SERVICE TRIRHMAi
AGAINST THE ORDER ACT 1974

 DATED 25-Q2-2Q1fi PASSED RY
RESPONDENT NO 1 WHFRF RY nFPAPTMCMT^i ^rrrni 
^.THE APPELLANT FILED AOAlMgT thf nomro r.A-rr-,. 
10.-2014 OF RESPONDENT NO 2 HAS BEEN REJECTED/^ ED.

PRAYER:-

On acceptance of this appeal the impugned order dated 

25-02-2015 of respondent No 1 and Order dated 27-10-2014 

of respondent No 2 may kindly be set aside and the appellant 

may kindly be ordered to be restored to his original rank of 

Inspector with all back benefits.

i Respectfully Submitted:-

That the appellant joined Police Department

in the year 1985 and after qualifying/passing of lower and 

intermediate course 

2008.

5
I 1. as constable
ii
!i

was promoted as ASI in the year.
.0

Ii. That the appellant was then selected for
upper class

which he qualified successfully and brought 
i) "^promotion list T'.

on

A;

c' /•;

J
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S.No Date of
order
proceeding

Order or other proceedings with signature of judge or Magistrate
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• KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICR TR[RI IlsfM/ X \7"^ .

fe\ ^

s
1 2 3

ir-*PESHAWAR. "i-l

<>/./!
<5'APPEAL NO.245/2015 JSC

(Syed Farid Shah-vs-Provincial Police Officer Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar
^ ’ and others).■.

•M.r*"' - 1.'

JUDGMENT )01.06.2016
X.

PIR BAKHSH SHAH . MEMBER:

Appellant with counsel (Mr. Fazal Shah Mohmand, Advocate) and Hayat 

Muhammad, Reader alongwith Mr. Muhammad Jan, GP for respondents present.
. X •

\• '• '
Appointed as Police Constable in.the year 1985, the appellant was stated

;2.

to be Inspector-Incharge investigation^ at Police Station Daudzai, Peshawar. That 

he was departmentally proceeded against and show cause notice was issued to 

him by CCP Peshawar containing the following charge:-

“During re-investigation conducted by Investigation'

Branch of CPO you were held responsible for defective 

invekigation in case FIR No. 517 dated 05.11.2013 u/s

I

■L

D
r

302/324/427/34 PPC P Daudzai as a result of which the
•■ -t -t ■ ; .

court granted, bail to the accused Misal Khan etc who were

::W !
; • r-

‘tr j

charged by. complainant Mumtaz Ahmad for the murder of 

his daughter Mst: Seema and injured daughtcr-in-Iaw 

(Aiman). Besides, Taxi driver who was laicr-on identified 

as Kamran r/o Hayatabad was also killed in the incident.

You neither obtained CDR of both the deceased and



ZT'- T

2

accused nor sent the recovered empties and damaged car to

FSL for analysis and thus spoiled the cases.”

The appellant he submitted his reply to this show cause notice. However, CCP 

Peshawar vide his order dated 27.10.2014 reduced him to the rank of Sub- 

Inspector and his departmental appeal was also rejected vide order dated 

25.02.2015, hence this appeal under section-4 of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 

Service Tribunal, 1974.

; 4.

Arguments heard and record perused.

T
4. Evidently, no charge sheet was issued to the appellant nor any regular 

enquiry was conducted in the case. Charge against the appellant is that he 

conducted poor investigation in case vide FIR No. 517 dated 05.11.2013 when he 

neither obtained CDR of both the deceased and accused nor sent the recovered 

empties and damaged car to FSL. The appellant in his reply has denied the 

allegations. According to him S.I Naseem Akbar Incharge of the P.S Naguman, at 

the first instance had reached on the spot and no Mobile was recovered from the 

deceased nor the accused were arrested on the spot, therefore the question of 

CDR does riot arise. That the empties were not sent to the Laboratory for the 

reason as weapon of offence was not recovered/available and the motor car was

i
i

got examined from the Arms experts as well as Mechanic and all the 

property was duly secured. Ori record, there is no judgment or order of the Court 

or any finding of the officer who had re-investigated the case, to show as to 

whether investigation by the appellant infact was poor and faulty and that it 

the same poor and faulty investigation which turned out to be the cause of 

damaging the case The above factual position in view, this cannot be denied also 

that no time limit has been prescribed in the impugned orders for imposition of 

penalty of reduction in rank awarded to the appellant which is a confiicting 

situation with FR.29. For the said reasons in brief, the Tribunal is of the

case
•-•I
-i

was

. It

!'•
:

j
t
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/A
considered opinion that ample opportunity of defense has not been provided 10

the appellant for which reason the impugned orders cannot be maintained.
:4

Consequently, the impugned orders dated 27.10.2014 and dated 25.02.2015 are

set aside and appellant reinstated to the status of his substantive rank before he

was reduced to the rank of Sub-Inspector. However, if the dcparimcni deems

proper, ck-novo proceedings may be started against the appellant in which full

opportunity of defense and hearing be provided to him. Appeal is allowed in the

above terms. Parlies arc left to bear their own cost. File be consigned to the
•.1

record room.
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OFFICE OF THE, 
ADDL: INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE
COUNTER TERRORISM DEPARTMENT
^^HYBER_PAKHTUNKHWA. PRSHAwap
No.

l£j?/2016

To; The Capital City Police Officer, 
Peshawar.

r

SUBJECT: application

MEMO;

submitted by Sub Inspectorsapplication (self explanatory)

and further

rs:
For Addijjaspector General of Police, 

KIwber Pakhtunkhwa, 

/yPeshawar.
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OFFICE OF THE
CAPITAL CITY POLICE OFFICER, 

PESHAWAR
Phone No. .09^1"9-2i;G:si89:''^
Fax No. 091-9212592;: .

OROi<:u

\ - ' liKspcciSr Farid Shah while posted as 10 PS Daiidzai (now CTO) was-issued SON vide No. S867/PA-

dated 24.9.20i,4'()ii ['he basis of following allegaiions .
*

■‘Ditying'ie-iiivesti:.'.aiion'eondueted by !hvestig<Uion Branch of C.PO. Iieid I'liiri respon.siblc for 
defective Invesligaiion in case FIR No. 5I7'dated 5.1 1.2013 ii/s 302/324/42 .'7,34 i-'PC PS PS Daudzai. 

as resull of which the court granted bail to accused Misal Khan ctc.who were charged b)' compiainant 

Murntaz /Vhinad for the niurdcr of fiis dauglitci' Mst; Seema and injured his daughtcr-in-law (Aiinan).

• Besides, 'I'axi :driver who was. !aler-on indentined as Kamrai-) r/o llayalabad was also killed in I'nc 
incident. But he neither obtained COR of both the deceased and accused nor sent the recovered 

empties and damaged car to FSB foi' analysis and thus spoiled the case”.

In response to the SC'N, he submitted lii.s wiiitcn I'cpiy which was found iinsatislactory, hence.. 
Vo.varded tlic punishment of Reversion from the rank of inspector to the rank, of Subdnspector vadc order No. 2043- 

5:i/PA dated?.?.1U.2014. , .

2-

' I4e filed’departmental appeal before tlie W/IGP-KPK which was (ded vide order 140, S/1356/15 dated3-

25.2.2015,

l-'cciing aggrieved he Fiicd service appeal No. 245/2015 Itefore the Kiiyber iCtkfit.hnkhvva Service 

'IVihunai I’eshawar,' which was decided vide Judgment dated B6.20i6 to the cifcct that the impugned orders are sci- 

asi(.lc and the appellant is re-instated to the siaia.s of his subsianiivc rank before he wa.s reduced to ihc mnit (4. sun 

insp'oei.or. l-iowever if the dcpartmeiu'deems prCiiK-r, de-novo proceedings maybe started against ihc appellant m v/itich 

full op.poriuriiiy ofdeferisc and hicaring be j'u'civicled to iiiin.

4-

!n pursuance of the direction' offlon'ble Service 'I'ribunal the Sl’-Sccurity conducted Bc-novo cnciuiry 
vide his No. 242/PA dated 22.12:2016, against Inspector Farid Shah, 'i hc B.O called him (Insp; Farid Shah) with all 
concerned Police oniciais and lathers of the deceased Kaniran and Seema Ahmad. I hey all were heard t)aticntly and 
I'ncir statements w'crc recorded. In his lliuiing.s lie incntioiicd that although weapon of oiibnce was not rc.-covoreu by

inspector I'lirid Sfiah from the spot,.. 1 [owever, he (Inspector !’-'arid Shah) failed to send the em,plies lo ine i el. !i>r
far as GBR of the cell numbers of theobtaining lepori wliicb siiow liis poor invesiigatitin in iiic line oi diny. As 

deceaseti are concerned, tfie same was not provided to him (Inspector !-'nrid Sluih) by llie ianuly cri (.iecca'-icd. i he i.uO

recornn'iendcd him lor award ofminor ptinishmeni

itc was eaiied in aru.i iior.rd iiiii'i in person on ‘\.\. lie -was i;rcvidt;,d a'l'y.^mtam!'' >':! rm,.4

die B.G. tiiid his (inspcctoi Farid Sh.ib) he is

0-

hea.riim/scii'defense, Kecpirig in view lim lec-mnmenda'.im'r o 

awm'i.iea tiie mLiu"!!' 'punishment of Censure. r- V
i - i

(.
(MBHAMlVlA?) rAHiU.) PSP 

CAPITA!., Ci'I'Y POBICF Oid-iCAK.
PBSiiAWAR Av

i\v-: yS..,/...!- " 20! ■/No,

(.'t)i)ic,s to the :

Addl: !GP-CTD, KPK, r'eshawar 
(enelo.se-d enquiry paper.s: 7^ 
SSi^-lviv: rgishatvar 
prVBC-f4/CA|/AS/rivlC 
OiPcial concerned.

t )
2.
.1.

4.



OFFICE OF THE
CAPITAL CITY POLICE OFFICER, 

PESHAWAR
Phone' 9.210989
Fax No:‘:l09i-921259.:7^^

OilMli
: a.s iO PS Daiid/ai (now CTD) was. issued SON vide No. 1867/PAV ' ■ Inspccti'^r I'ar-id Shah posted

datcd'2'1,y.2{)M on the basis ori'ollowing allcgalions

‘“^During^i'fc-invcstigalion conductor by Invesligaiion Brunch of C.PO, held him responsible for 
defective Investigation In case Pi K No.-517 dated 5.11.2013 u/s 302/324/^127/3^ PPC PS PS Daudzai 

of which the^^uj't^a^^cd bail to accused Misti I Khan etc whq were charged-by^complainant 
Muinfaz-Ahmad for thcfei^Pol^is daughter Msr:-SCema. and injured his daughter-in-law (Aiman). 

Besides,-Taxi driver lalcr-on indcnlified as Kaniran r/o llayalabad was also killed in the

incident. But he j.ieiifi^r {fbl^ined CDI^ of botli ihd. deceased and aecused

cniptie.^l4' damaged car to PSL for anulys'rs and thus spoiled the case .
■

in response to the SCN. he submitted his written reply wliich was found unsati.sfaciory, he^icb 

awarded the punishment^f Reversion from the rank of inspector to the rank of Subdnspecior vide order No. 2()4S- 

55/PA dated 27.10.2014.'

r
as result

V

nor sent the recovered

2-

filcd vide order No. S/I 356/15 datedMe filed departmental appeal beftue the W/IGP-KPK which wtis3-

25.2.2015.

Peeling aggrieved he Hied .service ti|)pcal No. 245/2015 before.the Khyber Pakhtunkliwa Seivice 

Tribunal Peshavvar, which was decided vide judgment dated 1.6.2016 to the eficbi That the impugned oidcis ate scl- 
asidc and the appellant is re-instated to the .status of his substantive rank before he was reduced to the lank of sub 

inspceior. However if the department dcem.s proper, de-novo proceedings may be started against the appellant in which 

fell oppoi-iuuity of dcTensc and licaring be provided to him. •

4-

In pursuance of the direction of Mnn'hle Service Tribunal the SP-Security conducted iX'novo euM-ury 
vide his No. 242/PA dated 22.12.2016, againsi Inspector Parid Shah, 'fhc B.O called him (Insp: 1-arid Siiah) with all

were heard patiently and

5-

conccrncd Police officials and fathers of the deceased Kamran and Sceina Ahmad, they all 
il.eir statements were recorded. In his fmding.s !,e mcnlioncd that although weapon of offence ^vas not recovered by

However, he (Inspector l-arid Shah) failed to send the empties to the PS!, for

CDK of the cell numbers of the
Inspector f-arid Shah from the spot.

obtaining report which show his poor inve.stigation in the line of duty. As lar 
deceased are concerned, the same was'nol provided to him (Inspector I-arid Shah) by the family of deceased. I he b.O

as

recommended him for award of minor punishment.

He was called in O.K and imard him in person on 4.1.2017. He was provided opportunity of pe.sonal 
the (ecomiuvudatiou of the )-.0 and his (Inspector Parid Shah) expi-juaP.Ou, .he i.. ^

6-
heariiig/.sclf dcfcn.se. Keeping in view 

awarded the njinor puni.shmcnt of Cciisme.

i ((MtJUAiV'lMAl) TAIHK) PSP 
tJAl’irAl.CffY POl.iCi'OPp-ICivK.

PivSHAWAR ^.\ aL

/PA dated Pc-shaw.ir Iho 5".' ^ ".3 O r -h i-. :-:o 1VNo.

«r Copies to the

1. Addl; IGP-C'fD, KPK, Peshawar 
(enclosed enquiry papers; 7^

2. SSP-!nv; Peshawar 
PO/l'C-Pi'C-il./AS/PMC

4. OlTieial concerned.

)


