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Order or other proceedings with signature of judge or 
MagistrateNo. :*
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL '-i . rs
I

Service Appeal No. 1244/2013 
Muhammad Yousaf Versus Provincial Police Officer, 

Khyber Palditunkhwa, Peshawar etc.

V

•>

• * /■PIR BAKHSH SHAH.- Appellant with counsel10.03.2015

(Mr. Khalid Rahman, Advocate) and Mr. Ziaullah,
i-

Government Pleader with Akhlaq Hussain, Inspector 'V.
.1

(Legal) for the respondents present.

• '■ .t:V' ■

/■.

Appellant Muhammad Yousaf was issued charge2.

sheet and statement of allegation on 31.3.2011 on the
.4v -

• -4'.

charge of his involvement in case FIR No. 265 dated
^ 5 ,

07.3.2011 u/s 9 CNSA registered in Police Station City .
V•>

Mansehra as a result whereof disciplinary proceedings

were initiated against him. The competent authority vide

his order dated 18.05.2011 dismissed the appellant fromn
service under the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Removal from

’•J

4. :

Service (Special Powers) Ordinance 2000. Subsequently his

departmental appeal dated 31.05.2011 was partially 4.-

A

allowed and the major penalty of “dismissal from service”

was reduced into as follows:- »

. "■■i:

“reduction in pay as time pay scale constable”.

; ■

Feeling aggrieved, the appellant filed the instant appeal

under Section 4 of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service
■ 'V : ' ■

Tribunal Act, 1974. •.
'.1^'a

-T •
*45^r; •

f

V
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*
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Arguments heard and record perused.3.

It was submitted by the learned counsel for the4.

appellant that the case FIR No. 265 dated 07.3.2011 U/S 9

CNSA P.S City Mansehra was a baseless and concocted

case, therefore, the appellant was quite wrongly punished

on the basis of this case. In this respect it was stressed

that the appellant in fact had recovered 40 Kgs narcotics

in the jurisdiction of P.S Cantt. Mansehra, vide FIR No.

119 dated 03.4.2009 for which reason the concerned DSP

was annoyed and in retaliation it resulted into this

A concocted case against the appellant. The learned counsel

for the appellant stressed that as the case against the

J appellant was baseless, therefore, his BBA was confirmed
/

vide order dated 21.3.2011 of the learned Addl. Sessions/
'f

Judge-II Mansehra followed by judgment of acquittal dated

■i22.09.2012. It was further submitted that the punishment
Jawarded to the appellant was not warranted by law and the 1
i

■ ..i

procedure adopted against him was also against the law ;■

and rules as the appellant was not given opportunity to

cross examine the witnesses of the enquiry nor opportunity
5

■r

of personal hearing was afforded to him. It was further 5

Stated that no show cause notice was given to the appellant. r

M
;1

Reliance was placed on 2009-PLC (C.S)19, 2009-SCMR- t
. ?.r615, 2012-PLC(C.S)166, and PLD 2010 Supreme Court-

65. It was also stressed that the penalty awarded by the

appellate authority is not according to law . having no :>
n

specified time. ! .
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Conversely, the learned Government Pleader5.

submitted that the appeal is not within time and that

departmental proceedings cannot be quashed for acquittal

in the criminal proceedings.

We have heard arguments of the learned counsel for6.

the parties at length and have also gone through the record

carefully particularly in the light of provision of Section 3-

A of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Removal from Service

(Special Powers) Ordinance, 2000. This cannot be disputed
■)

that the appellant in the instant case was never convicted
f

in the criminal case. We have gone through the BBA

confirmation order dated 21.3.2011 as well as acquittal

dated 22.9.2012 available on record delivered by the i
ilearned criminal court as a result of which, we are of the
['

firm opinion that the criminal case worked out against the •t
f

appellant vide FIR No. 265 dated 07.3.2011 U/S 9 CNSA . f:

was a false case. This being so, the question would be as to i
■ r

why the appellant was proceeded against on the basis of a i:

Ifalse FIR, much less for, any conviction of the appellant in
I
Isuch FIR, so that the provision of Section 3-A of the

■ ii

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Removal from Service (Special
!
IPowers) Ordinance 2000 would have been applied. This

may also be added here that except said FIR there is no

further allegations against the appellant for the impugned

proceedings. This may also be observed that the impugned !'

order bears ambiguity wherein the period has not been S '

i
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specified and seems to be in conflict with the requirement

of Rule-29 of Fundamental Rules.

For the said reasons, the appeal is accepted and the7.

impugned order dated 07.08.2013 is set aside. Parties are

lelf to bear their own costs. File be consigned to the record.

ANNOUNCED
10.03.2015.

(PIR BAKHSH SHAH)
MEMBER

(ABDUL LATIF) 
MEMBER

ii

F;-F



i
, Appellant present in person. Respondents are absent despite 

their service through registered post/concerhed official for the previous 

date, when the case was adjourned on note Reader. However, AAG is 

present and would be contacting respondents for 

reply/comments on 10.6.2014,

12,3.2014

itten

f

Appellant in person and Mr. Sadaqat Nisar, SI on behalf of 

respondents with AAG present. Written reply received on behalf of 

the respondents, copy whereof is handed over to the learned counsel 

for the appellant for rejoinder on 10.9.2014.

10.6.2014

Member

Appellant in person and Mr.Muhammad Adeel Butt, AAG 

for the respondents present. Rejoinder received on behalf of the 

appellant, copy whereof is handed over to the learned AAG fj;iti^ 

arguments on 10.3.2015.

10.9.2014
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Counsel for the appellant present and heard. 'Counsel f(?r21.11.2013 \

the appellant contended that the appellant has not been treated in

accordance with law/rules and Rule-5 of the Civil Servants (appeal)

rules 1986 has been grossly violated as no opportunity of hearing.

given to the appellant. Points raised at the Bar need consideration.

The appeal is admitted to regular hearing subject to all legal

objections. The appellant is directed to deposit the security amount 

and process fee within 10 days.. Notice be issued to the respondents

for submission of written reply on 23.01.2014.
\

'ember.
\ '

for further proceedings,This case be put before the Final Bench21.11.2013

23- I-

O/C (fh
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Vl^ORE THE KHYBER PAKHtUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

/2013Service Appeal No.

V
j

Muhammad Yousaf,
Constable No.403,
Police Lines, District Tor Ghar Appellant.

1 I

Versus %

1. The Provincial Police Officer, 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

The Deputy Inspector General of Police 
Hazara Region, Abbottabad.

.'i2. n
’A

The District Police Officer, 
District Mansehra.

The District Police Officer, ^ 

District Tor Ghar..!...................

3.

4.
Respondents

SERVICE APPEAL UNDER SECTION-10 OF THE 

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA REMOVAL FROM 

SERVICE (SPECIAL POWER) ORDINANCE, 2000 

READ WITH SECTION-4 OF THE KHYBER 

PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNALS ACT, 1974 

AGAINST THE IMPUGNED APPELLATE ORDER 

DATED 07.08.2013 WHEREBY THE DEPARTMENTAL 

APPEAL OF THE APPELLANT WAS PARTIALLY 

ALLOWED AND THE MAJOR PENALTY OF 

DISMISSAL FROM SERVICE WAS MODIFIED AS 

REDUCTION IN PAY AS TIME PAY SCALE

CONSTABLE.

PRAYER:

On acceptance of the instant appeal, the impugned 

appellate order dated 07.08.2013 passed by the

•

■ fr-.i-



.'7

2/ •

- Respondent No.2 alongwith the original order dated 

18.05.2011 passed by Respondent No.3 may graciously 

be brushed aside and appellant be reinstated into service 

w.e.f. 18.05.2011 alongwith back benefits.
V:
n

Ah

Respectfully Sheweth,

Facts giving rise to the present appeal are as under:-
■

That appellant joined the Police Force on 

15.08.1988 and at the moment he has at his credit 

about 25 years service.

1.
f.:,;

/;•
? :

.i
1 •2. That while posted at Police Station Shinkyari, 

Mansehra appellant was enroped in a false case 

under Section-9 CNSA Police Station City, 

Mansehra vide F.I.R. No.265 dated 07.03.2011 

(Annex:-A). Appellant was not arrested on the 

spot therefore, he applied for BBA which was 

accordingly confinued vide order dated 

21.03.2011 (Annex:-B).

1 ;
i.• •̂I

.'f
i-
V

: :■

3. That based on the same allegations appellant was 

issued Charge Sheet and Statement of Allegations 

{Annex:-C) which was duly replied {Annex:-D) 

by the appellant. Thereafter, a summary enquiry 

was conducted by one DSP Rasool Shah and then 

without issuing final Show Cause Notice the 

impugned order dated 18.05.2011 {Annex:~E) was 

issued whereby appellant was imposed upon the 

major penalty of dismissal from service.

5

i

4. That being aggrieved of the impugned order ibid, 

appellant preferred a departmental appeal 

(Annex:-¥) before Respondent No.2 which
s* .

•r**



3

remained pending for long time and in the 

meanwhile the trial of the case of the appellant was 

concluded and appellant was acquitted by the 

Court of Additional Sessions Judge-II/Judge 

Special Court, Mansehra vide Judgment dated 

22.m20\2{Annex>G).

That thereafter the departmental appeal of 

appellant was taken up and vide. the impugned 

appellate order dated 07.08.2013 {Annexi-^ the 

penalty of dismissal from service was modified to 

that of reduction in Pay as. Time Pay Scale 

Constable. Consequently appellant was reinstated 

into service, posted at District Tor Ghar and the 

period appellant remained out of service was 

counted as leave without pay. It will not be out of 

context to mention here that the appellate authority 

had asked for the report about the history of the 

appellant who vide his report dated 14.03.2013 

{Annexx-\) has recommended the unconditional 

reinstatement of the appellant.

• 5.

6. That appellant, being aggrieved of the impugned 

orders challenges the same through this appeal 

inter-alia on the following grounds:-

Grounds:
That Respondents have not treated appellant in 

accordance with law, rules and policy on subject 

and acted in violation of Article 4 of the 

Constitution of Islamic Republic of Pakistan, 1973 

and unlawfully, issued the impugned orders, which 

are unjust, unfair and hence not sustainable in the

A.

1

:!
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eye of law.

That once the appellant was charged for an offence 

and subsequently he was departmentally proceeded 

against for the same charge and the charge was 

proved by the competent court of law to be false 

and acquitted the appellant of the same then no 

justification whatsoever can arise to impose any 

sort of penalty upon the appellant. Keeping in view 

the acquittal of the appellant in the main case the 

imposition of the penalty muchless major is 

without lawful authority and hence liable to be 

struck down.

B.

That no regular enquiry was contemplated and 

only a fill-in-the-blank enquiry was conducted that 

too at the back of the appellant without associating 

appellant to the same. By now it is a settled law 

that major penalty cannot be imposed on a civil 

servant without holding a regular enquiry.

C.

That neither copy of the Enquiry Report was 

provided to the appellant nor appellant was served 

with the Final Show Cause Notice which are also 

mandatory requirements of law, therefore, the 

impugned order, in this view of the matter, is 

unlawful, illegal and hence not maintainable.

D.

E. That the action has been taken at the back of the 

appellant which is violative of the principle of 

natural justice.

That the appellant has 25 years service at his credit 

and he has never been found involved in such like

F. •I
51



5

cases ^ previously. The instant case was a 

conspiracy against the appellant inas much as at 

' the instance of the appellant a huge of Charas 

weighing 40 Kg was recovered and F.I.R No.119 

dated 03.04.2009 {Annex^S) was registered 

against the culprits who were highly influential 

people and thus got the instant case registered 

malafide and for ulterior motives against the 

appellant.

G. That the keeping in view the facts and 

circumstances of the case and the longstanding 

service of the appellant, the impugned penalty is 

extremely harsh and does not commensurate with 

the guilt of the appellant.

H. That appellant would like to offer some other 

grounds during the course of arguments.

It is, therefore, humbly prayed that the instant 

appeal may graciously be accepted as prayed for above.

Any other relief as deemed appropriate in the . 

circumstances of case not specifically asked for, may also 

be granted to appellant. ^^

Through

letf^Kahman, 
^ate, Peshawar.. 2:? 'A

Dated: / 08/2013
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police
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this petition '.isConsequently,

interim Bail already allowed to. the accused y

Rdco-r-d-—.stands confirmed on the existing'* bail bonds.
to Record Room. "ulreturned. File be consigned .a
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• 21.03.2011
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oF SHEET,

/ J, Soliail Khahv:. Districi i' ■lice Officer. Mansehra as conipetenl auLhoriO 

hereby charge you : iV!u!i;ii^~ "ip-^ YniLsafNo. 582 as follo\^s.

■ While poster, ai district sc-airi-.y staff at PS Shinkiari you have in\'oh ecl ■ 
yourself in case FIR’No. 265 dalc2 (i'..-a.2-201 I u/s 9 CNSA ^^S Oih

You are therdbre. req^ 'iv'd uo'inil your written delenee-w ithiii 07 &a\

ol the receipt of this ch ;'ge she -i u- he ciiquiry officer.

Your writK. 
specified period, f:

••.;'cnce. i; ;: -v. should reach the enquiry office within the 

:iu whi it •• u'li be presumed that you have no defence to 

put in hand and in 1;,7 ease e.xpiuie • a- .;ion shall follow against vou.

Intimate wlteii-.er you desii • n- -e heard in person or otherwise. 

Statement ofadyeition enclosed.

Distri5>r Police Officer. 
Maiisdua.

<£0

6/



D- f S C f P ^ ’ N ARY ACTION ,

. Disirici •\)!i?e Officer. Manschra as competent auiiioniy 

ofthe opinion that .. h'fuha f- Yousaf No. 582 has.rendered.himself liable 

to be proceeded against .as he ci'r'-'iitted the following act/omissions within the 

meaning of section 3 of ihe. .Ntn i'' ' .:st Frontier Province Removal from scrx icc

(Special Powers) Or‘!’"'mce. '

L Sohaii K

! OFALLFGATION-e

■ While poster^ i disirici • arhy staff at PS Shinkiari you ha\'e iiwoh ed ' 

yourself in case FIR , o. 265 

; .For the purjx's..' of scr'i'nii 

reference to the above aliegai;; a, 

deputed to conduct I'

:i‘’-i)3-2011 u/s 9 CNSA PS City .

• ihe conduct of the said accused Ofliccr uiih

dep: : ■ • ^ iquiry. against FC Muhammad Yousaf No.

/

,582.

Kcordance with the provisions of the, ordinance.

: '■’.g the accused, record findings and make \^■ithin 

. rccommendaiions as ui piniishnicn: ur orh'.-i'

.. The Enqiiir- , ■ s

provide reasonable o;' rinnity 

thirty days of the lev ipi 

appropriate action ag;!;nsl i!;c ac;.;

■ inf representative ofthe depurimeni shall in 

iace fixed by the [,-.nquir> (.)i'ncer, '

The accused

the proceedings on .!C. II.

District Police Officer, 
Mansell ra

/r^ ^ -03-2011.Site
(I io:-

■ iitg proceedings against the accused under 
Removal from ' serv.ice (Special [Rwvers) 

.. No. 265 dated 07-03-201 1 iPs 9 CNSA PS

> A copy ofHic :ih()v\' is ■
1. The Enc]ui!';v ' .

the provisi ' i'.
Ordinance i 

.City is end
2. FC Miiham 

his written si 
this-.charge :,i: .• •• ' liv. 
Enquiry C,;;; .! 
departmemii! ^ mi

i.

/C Police .l..incs with ihc direction lo subniil 
•. juiry Ofliccr u iihin 7 Ja>s of ihe receijv oo 

allegations and also to appear before ihe 
'.ime and place fi\ed\for the purposes oi'

Distry^et Police Officer, 
Mansebra.

a
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BEFORE THE DISTRICT POLICE OFFICE 

: MANSEHRA

•■'v

Subject:- REPLY TO CHARGE SHEET

Respected Sir,

The petitioner begs to submit the following:

1. That the petitioner has been served with a 

charge sheet alleging therein that the 

petitioner got himself involved in case FIR 

No.265 dated: 07:03.2011 U/S 9C-CNS 

P.S. Mansehra. '

That-the petitioner was posted in District 

Security and duriii"

2.

his posting tlie 

petitioner has unearth/dug out
c>

various
- hidden hands involved in 

activities.
nefarious ; .

While exposing one of the 

parties situated in Ghazilcot the petitioner

■

informed the local police of P.S. Saddar 

Mansehra, who raided the house of
accused and recovered huge quantity of 

Chars. The case accordingly 

registered against the accused who know
was

stands convicted and sentenced
imprisonment for life. The local police of 

P.S. City Mansehra^ot annoyed with the 

petitioner and for not apprising them or 

affording them a chance to raid the house 

of tile said accused. The local police of P.S. 
City M£msehra nourished a grudge and .

to

0
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they did not spare the occasion to involve 

tire petitioner.1

C:
3. That from the contents of the FIR and the 

site plan, it is worth mentioning that the 

person who escaped'horn the clutches of 

police was shown in a corner in front of a

I"
/
/

shop, but being sub-ordinate to Iftikhar 

S.I. he could not recognize or identify the 

petitioner. Later on he made

c

;an inquuy 

and got the petitioner involved. It does not)
stand to reason that Iftikhar Khan S.L 

with whom petitioner remained as sub- !i:K

ordinate could not recognize or identify,
c ' , , .

the petitioner from a distance of 

length.
arms

allegations relating 

involvement of petitioner are based

The i-:::to
on

■j'.

malafide and revenge as mentioned in the 

above paragraphs.

.f

It is therefore, requested that the petitioner 

kindly be absolved from the charges leveled 

against him. '

may

IDated-os'.04.2011

Muhammad Yousuf Constable NO.582, presently 
posted at Police Line Mansehra. I

ir

X

iv
V

i



/uLV--
ORDER

/■ ' Constable Muhainmad Yuusal' No, 582 was proceeded against deparlinentaliy 

with the allegation that while posted in district security staff at PS Shinkiari has involved 

himself in case FIR No. 265, dated 07-03-2011 U/S 9CNSA PS City.

The enquiry officer i.e. Mr. Rasool Shah DSP Shinkirai, after conducting proper 

departmental enquiry'against the accused constable has submitted his; report and has 

proved the defaulting constable, guilty. The constable was also heard in person in order!) 

room held on 16-05-2011 but he could not satisfied the undersigned with his verbal 

arguments. I, the District Police Officer Mansehra. therefore, order for the Dismissal of 

Constable Muharrimad Yousaf Nq'.582 under Removal form Service (special power) 

(.Irdinance 2000. -

Orde.i announced.

C^fficer,Distrt ice
Mansehra.

as

0/'%'h- /u-
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before the deputy inspector 

general of police HAZARA RANGE
ABBOTTABAD f y

against the order of D.P.Oiappeal
manst^HRA DATED; 18.05.2011 COMMUNL 

nRT.TVERED ON 23.05.2011 VIDE
HAS BEEN

GATED/
THE APPELLANT 

DISMISSED FROM SERVICE.
WHICH

Respected Sir,

The brief facts leading to the instant appeal are as 

folio ws:-

That the appellant was serving in police
had served

1.-
theanddepartment 

department for about 24 years.

served with aThat the appellant w^as
sheet alleging therein that he got

2.
charge
himself involved in a case vide FIR No.265
U/S 9C CNS P.s. Cit3' Mansehra and the

appellant. submitted a 

refuting all the allegations leveled agaiiist

detailed reply

him.

That the appeUant during his service has
who were

nefarious activities. While 

suchlike episode, a

3.
unearthed hidden hands

involved in
exposing/unearthing,

case was 

who

registered against one Akmal

had been convicted and sentenced

‘ 4TI fefe#
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and not he stands: conhncd in Haripur 

Jaii. The police of P.S. Ciiv Mansehra got 

annoyed over the registrai.ion of such case 

and they nourished a
were

grudge against the

looking for anappellant and 

opportunity to involve him malafidely. The

D.S.P. Rasool Shah was than posted at

the Head Quaricr and he also got

annoyed with tht* apjDcllant and they all

looking for anjoined their hands 

opportunity againsi the appellant.

w(‘n‘

That from the contents of the FIR it is
was, could 

identified and

4.
crystal clear that who 

not be apprehended nor 

after making an inquiry, the appellant

so*ever

was made an escape goat on account of
Thementioned above.

sub-ordinate to
the reasons

remainedappellant
Iftilchar I'Qiaii S.h who is the complainant

and he could have identified the appcllcmt

been there, ashad he (appellant),
narrated/reported by lliikhai 

the instant

- khan, 'flicv

aftercasefabricated
deliberation and consultation and got him

involved in a fake case.

That the inquin' has been conducted by 

officer in a very haphazard

mandatoiy 

of law has ’been violated. The 

conducted not in accordance

conducted

5.
the inquiiw

and the. verymatuier

provisions

in quin' 

with law

was
ratlier. Tt was



1

according the whims and wishes of tiie 

inquiry officer.

the appellant had served the 

for sufficient long time and
6. That

department 

became instrumental in the exposure of

involved in theveiy important persons
but instead of rewarding thecases 

appellant, he 

from service.

blessed with dismissalwas

therefore, requested that on acceptance ofIt is
appeal the impugned order of dismissal may 

aside and the appellant may kindly' kindly' be set
be reinstated in service.

Dated:31.05.2011

Muhammad Yousuf S/G . Gohar Ur Rehman, 
resident of Ichrian, Tehsil- and District Mansehra,

r.VAppellantP.C. No.582

I

i



cov^'o^T m‘V9{awji(]ik:k^k ■
- /additional sessions judge-ii/judge special 

r.OlIRT. MANSEHRA. CAMP COURT AT OGHL

Case No. 05/9CNSA3 of 20'l:l.

'16.05.2011 
22.00.2011

'Dale of lnsiihition 
Dair of ih-cision...

Miiliaiiimad YousnJ s/o Gohar 
Anian, aj^ed about 43 years/caste 

Kohistani, r/o k’hhnan, Tehsil & 
Uislrict, Mansehra.

VsThe State

(Accused)

UDGMENT:
The accused named above faced his 

trial in the above noted case.

brie! lads of the prosecution case are that 

tlie conipLiinaiU Iftlkhar oAlimed, S.I ol IbS City 

Mansehra, on 07.03.2011 at 17:30 hours alongwilh 

other police partv was on-routine patrolling at 

ITinjab chowk. On the inlorn-iatioh that in the
I

narcotics seller namelyfamoushouse ol

I l-hifoe/.iiMah, a huge quantity of narcotic was

he alongwith police party 

the house ol 

with black

being unloaded, 

reached Sheikhabad Camp near
N

absconder llalee/ullah, a person

hand Was seen, who on seeingshopping ban, in 

(Ik- police pai lv, llirow the hliopping bag and ruii

Durine, the search of the shopping bag, two 

w e i gj h i n g 2201) grams 

i. I !o came to know that name of the said

a v.

werepackets ol charas

i-eco\'erei

fi
a



!



T

'■'M l.lOc’tO'ZO pau-1^ pLi'’ c-^;^;VI ^'■•
p[i'>i

•o.inn’Liois sm

iSl’M

O.XIl?.U>,x1dl! SRI ind r^/pouHiv P>’!!'^'

!
i

S.ii^^q Ai-ino.i.ioD pun Vd'xvi si ouins -up \ui.inq.ioA 

s:iu.quo:V sii pop-ioAn.i Ap^o.i.iOA 

pnzqnqs q^no.iqi ps P''^uili\/
ui pii;i o^ui

1

i660 r«N i

.UHiqpil Aq iLios q!sn.in(.\i jopaMAO.i lio mqi paims 
* * .

ISV ^'^’1.

\]

snA\oqM puuiuinxo 1

OLUKlpiAO L|t)l.inA.tSOKl |0 lUllO.VH' J.'l.iq

•s^.ssoul!A^ (so) ^iaij poAnp.i.ui posnAAP Aip isuiiSu'

iioLinAAso.n.l uq j

4-MOpLin sipsi

Xi

Oxiiin[A sq o.ii’puiqsqns (q c

inpi-l poLLiinpA

\lj|in^..lou poppAjd oi[ inq

V5ND D"6 Ao.ini|A p'ui.Kpp O d -'-D

D-^9Z uoipas JO suoisiAO-Td aqi qqM oAunqdLuoA

pdn onji’LjD aqi oj

pOLUl’.I.j snM

ui

soidoo po-ioAipp puirpouoiuums snA\ posnADn oqj.

pLiindn pAiiiiuqns SPAAqni.q siq .loj posnoAP yup 

'uopPi^psoAUi ipnsn .loijn 'up|]PI-{a aiopiiuop
;•

Qqpi.i-l Suppj posno.'p v^q-1 jsuipoP

p0.IO-lSl3o.I SPM 0SPD Slip OAUOj-I 'pO-lPPl .PUpOUP O-HM

X-ipupnh SuiuiPLuo.! aq-i poipss oq oiiqM sisAjPUP

UipLlOS .10]JPDILU0L10 -lOJ "iSd ‘■^■1

pupqp.quo.:i po.iOAOAO.i ^ oq.i Luo.ij ojduips

pojp.uKias PS oq.i, 'UPiJiiipj (!./•’ 'lUPIsiLjopi

o

tljSP SLUP.iA

OAIJ

AISPA 'UPUIV o/s jPSIKpi^ ppuiuipqup\|

in[A\ uos.iodoPq Suiddoqs oqi AAPUipSPAA

\. 1





1 ior’av'tZ wcy

lioiinni-lsoALU

ini.n -ini pi'^sn^AU' oii-i :.isuiPoP ui’ni’ii-'’ >LIO irr' •

p041(ii!qns 0[-i 'O'l.'^'-n

,U’qi po4vqs pi.n^ p-'-^Vl hsoJO uoqo|d\.uoD 

pojooddl' Q|q5/.IOV''r)dsU| pA-tqs.inLOl

['LIO

V'P^O

SOA\ 1LI0LU04O1"^ ^'i I191

[OLiiluinu SI? o.inn’U<ws siq s.ns'iq Ajp.'-i.ioA qAUjA\ 

A.IOAOAA.I 'Hll pA.lodA.ld
tpi

'■loojjo Slip 04 'OLiioul

Mopi?a/^'i-^P‘MM'^l ‘•V-' 'LHnu\’ -loqoo
O'

!
PS

uos-iod, oq,i, 'I.-ci |03.iod, 04Ui I ^IIOS JOSIK^X

SO.TOLp SuiLllOLLIOy 'SlSAlOLll? |03|LUqL}0

SLll O.Po

pojoas SL?M

.io]-];oN iao.u?d 04111 poioos puo ipoo ukaij 

q/q po4i?.iodos I'S P^U’ siuo.i^^ 00^^ ''^P 'P 

■ .luOLuq^-iiOA^ LIO OLUOS OLI.I, A! Lii punni soM so.nni

OLLIOA

,[0 Sioqood 0M4 -^^upioaLlo uo pui? oMjod oqi Aq

dn poqAid SOAA xU?q x^Liiddcpp oq j, ailwo pop puo

Pmoos LIO§oq ikiid

0 oLllA.I.lOOOLjM 'puoq siq ui Soq ^anddoqs >l0P|q 

uosjaj 0 paDUOU puB L|B|inz3ajBH o a jo asnoip

A4.l0d O01|0d 0L(1 'LIOjlOLLl.lOJLll

/ppLionb 

:io]ppod soqoA.iOLi

dLUL?3 P'^P^-‘-PlP“’MS 10>po4t^n4is

4-5 oq4 pOLU.ioiLi! .K-uu.iopn

0L{4 .1000 pOLpi^O-i 

qons Liodfi 'popooiLini SI S014OO.11H1 10\.
\,

0^ini| 'qn|in7O0!i?H Ai.uuou

pOllAAOLIO.l 0 JO

0snoq oq4 ot

■NjAvoqA q^:?!.uo,! P’ loqosLuq.Aj

Lpl A\'ALI01L? 4Ll0S0.ld

LIL? 'OjiqAAULlOlU OLjl Oj

A41D Scl I’S

<■ -s
/



I : !

:

jPUlS.UHU OLjl \\0
i

s.iwoq
•soss^ul-■l!A^OSjl^ oj 1

■
\j1Aa.i.u)Ac SU.{vA.i n-iuu<MssApisac]

po.1.103 S, qnaiM 3,rxa s.' poqqiMXO Apw.qo
oip po.u^civ^.id

ipill? !
i .lods 311-1 113 0UJ3LU A.13,\0A,X1SI

311 '(i'’!-'! p3^n
1 U’snoA piHUUii'MniM siiv\ 1

Aip U'lp.A\3.Iip OqAN

MOuqoiAU.w.u, X,,nluH „V 1I'’Z

pUl?L]U.Ill!OD-'Juq 3lp

SIAV\pui? jOA.uKi Oiui p.qi?osc/p poxilju 311
■ (1-d) SURUS 061.1 3UIUURUO.. Oip OUMAA ^ 1 ON IOORaJ

0,U! po|i=os puo s,sXi.>u« ,BoauoL,D JO, qois qooo

SUll?.lo c/c -SlLllMo 00^6UIO.I.j p31l?.U"d3S

o, ,no OLUUD qouiM qoXs oq.l .p’ poqyioM

S\2.\\

Sl?A\ DlUl’S

sioq3i?d OA’M puncq u) 'oUiqAOipi
aip pi III Si?.ieii3 jo

teq Sutddoqs oqi dn poqoid opi 'Abmh

1.1 l?d ODljod
UO pui?

AAO-iqi •''pin? rknddoqs 31)1

Sui33s .UO oqA^ p3Ui?M s'lq ui
P-^IJ

.K-iddoqs >|3i:?iq
aqi

pcAiiou pu3 in?lin'/3a.ii?M 

Ai.ii^d oaqod

uodfi 'diUi^a

3 U1 A -I .UAA LI o S .13 d

O’d 3snoL| 3qi -'^3u paipya.-i

1=13

■ ■ ipiMSuop 311 'uoquiuliojui ipns 

peqV Mpiaqs 1^ poi'^n 

jO Ai!iuL?nb adnq aqi aM.aaa.i 

.131 p p 3 d p 3 U A-V OU 3.1 

aqi 'aaniuosui aqi uj 'iqsn

qdunj N ,uoso.Ki o.ioM spoouio ooqod -.oqio pu«

pqquM oiqtqsuoo'.lopuBUiaioN uooiiqq/rs P'-K'-’S 

qiiMSuon? aq 'ILOZ'PO'dQ uo P'qi PA1«1S pun 

pa.u’3ddt’ jopodsiq ‘ui^ipi -i^vpiqq

f; asnoq siq u? sapoo-uiuIS

pinoA\ iii?iin'/33ji?i-i

aqi loqi paui.iojLU jaiu.iojiii 

‘a auqno.i iio qA\t>qj

\1

d
3
.V
ufe:

\

I

i

/

-I



!

aiil .laAO papuPLi 'uopo'.^lsaALii aiji jn 

LIO AUil’S

uoi.iAlJ'-Uoa 

ap-i poAPpi aq pi^i'" 

poAiopa.i nvxioq-i qnsa.i 

A.iaAaaa.i aqi paijP-q’’

•laijV

7cpxq s! q^!qA^ 'oaiiisolI lu

pao .u:q>l!ljl i'S 
!

SI . .u’A\pq"^a,.i

uoqeaqdclp'aqj^ ' 1,^'1

>
‘^1 pupqp.niP'A aqi Aiiq^uas 

pup a.iniPiit’qs

I
•i

. .lOj1 ‘ •

•1 qaipAA 'pasHAAP

A.ipda-id ai i unq -faao

siq s.ipaq f\]D^.uoD pup laa.i.ioa si

I.IP .|0 p.lPA p
I

aqi 1^,''’•t
') p.q s/n sA\qpapupq s’pAA pasnAAP pqi. 3cl

•1 A

s:iuapua’jip;}s opp pap.ioAo.i osp? aj i qq xq si puv

qAiqA\ 'UPpi

1
joi

saiou pio sp qp qiiAAdiupp lao.i.ioA si 

A a j p d a .1 d s s. ■) i. n i A \ a A a p pi p

>
i

piPLiiPpippiaa
i ops aqi

jO uoiimuiod am uo a.iaq.H 'lods am o,i paiisia aq:

v\(qjOj aqi UQ 's.inoii apq uiQ

!
iLuq (P paisn.quaUP)dlOC od '^O aiPp auips aqi

I
■ Aaspai upAiiP.onsaAU! aqi!<■>aSPA ILIPISUISPAA

am JO u(:qa.qs!aa,T aqi -laiJinBqi poiiqs puH g-Mq

su paji’allda oHS/-'oioodsu| loa.u’m qipqv

1

•l/tMd'^d
•1 A ’oq ApAaj.ioA pu.P pa.i.ioA 

Apiiups aqi

SI pLiP a.iniPPi^p siq S.H

dS.'iSI qaiqAi 's-isAp^uP .laj

.loj LioqPAqddP paijP-qA osjP apf l/Vd ^d
A

t}. §uipuas 

SI pup r.iniPUiAis spj s.ipaq AiiAa.KiOA puP iAa.i-U)A 

.>si' ' pii'isui -'qi
1

SI iqisp.nqq aqjJ -pajAisusui ^pa\

PpiSP-iniq jo qi^^ua.qs aqi ua puP (ppl P'

puP -lodsaiqPIsuoA qSno.iq-i auiPS aqi luas 

am H’ a';i'.' aqi |0 uaqiMisiaa.i .loj I’lisiMni-q paiu’jp

if

(s'



DSs

I

)
I
I

/I ILRp osj.uo Lioj-isonf^ 'S03L?d ();:/g[ su/xu^q

■ n.WO.ILf-! Jll OLLIl-l .Hjl U’ -'I|1 pur .\]AV.l\

f l\ .H[,l lti10A\i;U| O.MU’lSip .U|l p[Ol llDlll'inUll’XU 

/lA sii[ ui ptdfnc; r[i'\] ^-A\

p) .Miw] oij-i ]r in!Ai|jo, oAipul jupiu pur 

'prjfuS oiqi!4SLK)P 'PS pidlrs ')|.)'-;uiil| s/v\(.u|s

PS uin.i>[ .iin(>i|.ij[/.nHnnpphu(r4 oij)- '[./vp'x;,]

i?IiSLMniNj xXLp u[ ■jri.iAirui ['lO.KXAOAr.i ['tuxiDur oij.] 

M3.ILP OL]M p0sn33r aL|.i srAv 41 4L’1[4 1LI04X3 aip 04 

pauiuipxa SPAA .lou s'diiipavAro.id X.iaAnwr uip ii4ia\ 

p04P!Aossi’ SPAA aiiqnd aqi ukxi! aiio Moxijju 

X.iaAoao.i aip Xq uoAixi spaa pasnaar aLj4 jo aiuru 

SuiMOiiq 2uip.ip§0J uoT4L’ui.[04Ui 4<a a:\inos ofq 

■Lioissossod 430.TIP siq aiojj pa4Dajjo spaa A'.iaAODa.i 

joLi 4ods aq4 49 .pa4sa.i.ip .10441011 sp.va pasnaap

;

I

:
:

• A.IAAOa.A.i
i

I

i

:

/

1Xi

?

0pp 4944 [P0A0J p{noA\ p.Toaa.T jo jrsn.iaj

•p.ioaa.i uo aauapiAa

0i[4 qxAno.iip auoS piip siLiaiun^liP t'>.ipaq ] •

• •uoj4PafidLui as|p.| pauiipja pur aauaauuui 

poppajd aq inq pap.ioaa.i sPAvf . )•,p.i;) i\-c

uopaas .lapun pasnaap )(A 4u.'iiuaiPis pur aauapjAa 

S41 pasop .I04jpa.ioq4 uorinaaso.id ai] j
A

ilOZXir^Z 'pasnaapaqi 

4SU4P^p apqpqa aiaidiuoa p044iLiiqns (H|a\ 'pasnaap 

. 044 4suip§p upqpqa 04aidaioa 40 uoissiiuqns

.loj p.iijasuPiA] ^413 S'd 01 iS "4 'd!j

. \

•»
I

I*

' xa >
♦

aspa

' (9)



.KlAOO.lOlAj•UOLlpTBS SSOU-llM P

■ ui UAA!'' uaoq si^i
tuM-H^uLqdxo oil iiu| jS;!

Aiq:) iqSvVin.^ii’ Jo inoqi^ 

IOlIs oul 0,1 ouiia:>

' A,1 AA0^'’0.1

.101 IP ■ lods Pin

uoiiPoOSOAUi

sioq pop 01P3S

oidLUUS oqi 'duiAiooo.1 ui.

LioAepp osic SI aw.m I'"'’'-'

P101 lULniinplLi-ioa oipQ-j oqi ipqi

cp/Qo inoqp 

O'l oi-P PU'’^

soinuqo. oqi jO

oi oaiP3
D.IO.A'^ 4 ■lUiq MUM oiqppPAP 

aqi IV'MI PP^ -lueuiqdLuoa

uo>iP:i sioq pop ojios

oqi oi
1oqi oiiqA\ doqs Aq.ipou 

L? qiiAV. opPLO SVXV\
p luo-q 

luoaiq'i^!

1
sso.o siqam iBip P101 uopi’uiuiaxo 1

0A^ i
I

(lupuuqdpooo)■s-iuiod Auppu 00 

A.IOAOOO.X oqi JO ssoujiav) z

Ul ^-Mcl
I jO lllOLLlOlPl^ 

0.1 p 3-Xoqp

-/V\
01U30-1

AUPLLlSUOipipP-OOODLlOOAVpqoqj
duiddoqs

pip oq loq

3.iaAA o-ioqi 'pq^ ppd 

! (lUPUiPl'daioo) p-Mci 

inoqp ooiqioli

•OLUPS oqi lunoD lOO
■UOI-IPOILUPXO

oqj oi sqpjs i
uoa;i 'sq^js

UTSS0.13 siq
o.ioqi Pi!SP.uo|q

3pq Suiddoqs oqj Ul sqiqs

•X.ioAoao.i p.P.iaiii’ .up jo auin

110 .loqoinu oqj
i

. UI £>nq^^^

ipqi p!Ol -loq-l-O'ij op)

luasa.id lou siiAi (ouiaai A.i<x''O.‘'0.i oqi JO

Lioissossod
'l oqi P’ •

ssaupM) Z-AAP Xqa.iam du.u«ai,\
\
\

poq Apoo-ijO
‘iJir-q Suiddoqs oqi ooqui

1-1'lOp oul ‘duisoqo lOO.lj -it’qqiljl .posuooi oqi . i

Ulsiq
\

1*5 ompi 

>pi3q ‘duiiuoo
I -posnooi^

,spu’d ooqod

joiji^ ii^qi ppd -'opi-ioi c 

lou pjnoo

adrasa sip poo3 oianu posnaaa

- .’W

puoqo.idd la /l.^o J.u^oqi

, oqi AqAi pui’

iO



>7/ /------

j

I,

\Vi

7/ ■ h ^'i ,.i ...
«

/:
j

i
I

’ -IMlI.-^SLll’l \;
'l.inoj /ll'iSV

•'/Ui;SS\\)r^J/ .l.lihllPIliD- .
^Si.hi ipirj,)/// fit] IKIIJiV-lill j^IIlf p.lllol'' ‘pi>rll II-I'P

■<..)Slu( po jo s/‘^/'w;<)) jn.iiiiSpnl //j/// s'/ //
:lJ.V:^lTr:l>l:0

)

<

•\Mi.|nsiii’i\:

, . 'vnioo n?p^cis Ox^i'nl'/lI'lSV 
(uini>i .u'AAruni'Nj)

Zl.Ot’bOcL
;pb;.uinoLiii\/ 

\ -
'UOl-iaidLUOA .lO-IJl^ LLIOO^ 

pauSisiKiA oq 0]!;l tioisiao.i/[L’adcti’
■ p A

;■

. pJOD0>| OLp 01

]0 poi iod JO Adldxo .1.^110 MO] qiiAA OAUI^P-IOODU! 

I|i30p oq A4.Todo.id asi^p-spiioq \\v.q jo soqiliqoi] aqi

mMP-P /
Li I ■lP

VZ'i

i

t.>'k

t\
iLio.T.i pa^.Tiniosip a.Ti^ soqo.ins poo ponooLioo poop

'M l 'UVop JO ipoLioq LLiiqspuoq jioq siq 'jibq oo si 

^kiiAid Xq Svod.iLUio aqi uio.ij popiuboi' Pjojo.i.un si
1

“7 ’ I ■

V.: JBSnO.V pl3UlLU0L[nij\) [I’l.l.l duiOOJ pOSn.AAV

V-ouMM’ od.u’Li.p ALji OLiioq Mul.ui oi -0|qo

injiqnop AiqdiLj

:

!
• V. oqiI.a

\ A{ aq, 40U pfnoa uopnoaso.id aqj 

uopnoasoJid jo asoa aLp aqoiu asaip pv '
\

\ i,
■ \

V.dk •SAOp
•

s-ApliLios aii-i ApoisnaiqSia pM^s aqi .loj ‘auiAj . 

asoipw ui 40m p.ioaa.i uo xkiiLpou osjo si a.ioLji

AiOAA

\

■qg.-j .up 04 saidLUL’s oqi duipuas inoqo'oOiqiAoo\ /\

. •>

I

(S'

%



h.

ORDER

This is an order on the representation of Ex-Constable Muhammad Yousaf 

No.582 of Manselu-a Di^rict against the order of major punishment i.e. dismissal from service 

under RSO-2000 by the District Police Officer, Manselira vide his OB No.99 dated 18-05-2011.

Facts leading to his punishment are that while posted in District SeC;\,'rity Staff at 

PS Shinkiari has involved himself in Case FIR No.265 dated 07-03-2011 U/S 9 CNSA PS City 

Mansehra. •• .

. •

A departmental enquiry was conducted by Mr. Rasool Shah DSP Shinkieri 

Mansehra. After conducting a detail enquiry, the E.O proves the charges leveled against him. Oj, 

the recommendation of E.O, the District Police Officer Mansehra awarded him punishment of 

dismissal from service under RSO-2000.

As the case was under trial in' the court, his appeal was kept pending till the 

decision of court. Now he has been acquitted from charge leveled against him by the ASJ-1 

Mansehra.

The comments of DPO Mansehra were obtained. The enquiry file, appeal & the 

comments of the DPO were perused. He was heard in person during the OR on 05-08-2013.

Keeping in view the above & in lieu of acquittal by court, I take a lenient view & 

convert the order passed by the District Police OlTicer Mansehra from major punishment i.e. 

“dismissal from service” into major punisliment i.e. “reduction in'pay as time pay scale 

constable”. He is reinstated in service & posted to Torghar District. The period he remained out 

of service is to be counted as leave without pay. He is placed undoixwatch (special report) for a 

period of six months. I

Regl^iial Police Officer 
Hazar-i itcaion Abbonabad

^ /F'-"^ V

No: /PA Dated Abbottabad the

Copv of nKjve i'-

!.) T.k: District Police Otliccr, Manselira lor inforniation and necessarv action with 

reference to his .Memo: No.I9332/GB dated \9-\]-:0\2. Th 

• Missal containing Enquiry File of the appellant arc

The District Police Offeer, Torch

c a-r. icc Roll :i'Or.cvv;d) Fanii

rcmn.c-j

2)
please.

«■
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Reference affarheH

)Ex-FC -Muhammad Yousaf No. 582 of District MansehraI while

posted iif^District Security Staff in Police Station Shinkiari remained involved in 

FIR No. 265 dated 07-03-2013 U/S P-t'JNSA Police Station City Mansehra; ’
i:

case

After Departmental enquiry he was dismissed from service, by the DPO Mansehra. 

The Constable, made representation against this order which 

this office till the decision of the Court.

was kept pending in

The accused constable has been acquitted by the Learned Court of 

22-09-2012, cppy of which is placed oh file.

The accused Constable Muhammad Yousaf

15-09-1988 having an approximate service - of 24

entries (Minor Punishment). Since 

acquitted by. the Court against the allegations so 

leveled. Similarly charges leveled against him during departmental enquiry 

also the same.

ASJ-II Mansehra on
- vTf

was enrolled as

Constable on
years.

Comparatively he is good record except 2 red

the accused official has been

were

Keeping in view the acquittal order and service record I am the 

opinion that he may be reinstated in service if agreed please.

■v

; j

• «•W/RPO
%

V
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WA/^ALAT NAiVIA^7 v-

) ~e/YiU^

. m
\

'A y S1^
IN THE COURT OF

IM y

L ’L Appellant(s)/Pelitioner(s)7
ERSUS •

Respondenl(s)
i

I/We /
■ #, , , , _________ ________ _ . do hereby appoint

Mr. Khaied Rehman, Advocate in th^above mentioned case, to do all or 
any of the following acts, deeds and things.

1. To appear, act and plead for me/us in the above mentioned
this Court/Tribunal in which the same may be tried or heard and 
any other proceedings arising out ofor connected therewith.

Xcase m

2. To sign, verify and file or withdraw all proceedings, petitions, 
appeals, affidavits and applications for compromise or withdrawal 
or for submission to arbilralion of ihc .said case; or any other 

, documents, as may be deemed necessary or advisable by them for 
the conduct, prosecution or defence of the said case at all its stages.

3. To receive payment of, and issue receipts for, all moneys that may 
, be or become due and-payable to us during the course of 
proceedings.

AND hereby agrec:-

That the Advocate(s) shall be entitled to withdraw from 
the prosecution.of the said case if the whole 
of the agreed fee remains unpaid.

In witness whereof I/We have signed this Wakalat Nama 
hereunder, the contents of which have been read/explained to 

^ me/us and fully understood by me/us this '

a.
or any part

/
/

Attest^'« Accepted by At

Signature of Executants

an )
■'v. A* , Peshawar..a

9-B, Haroon Mansion 
Khyber Bazar, Peshawar


