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BEFORE THE HONOURABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL,
PESHAWAR.

li r

Service Appeal No. 2422/2023

Abid Ali Ex-Constable No. 1743 s/o Umara Khan r/o Mian Khan Mohallah Khoshai 
Khel Baizai Tehsil Katlang District Mardan Appellant

VERSUS
The Inspector General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar and others 
.......................................................................................................................... Respondents

Para-wjse comments on behalf of
.Sorvice 'IVitiunal

Respectfully Sheweth, HIMNo,

PRELIMINARY OBJECTIONS
Dated

1. That the appellant has not approached this Hon'ble Tribunal with clean 
hands.

...- 2. That the appellant has concealed the actual facts from this Hon'ble Tribunal.
,3. That the appellant has got no cause of action or locus standi to file the 

instant appeal.
4. That the appellant is estopped by his own conduct to file the instant Service 

Appeal.
5. That appeal of the appellant is badly time barred.
6. That the appeal is unjustifiable, baseless, false, flawless and vexatious and 

the same is liable to be dismissed with special compensatory cost in favour 
of respondents.

REPLY ON FACTS

1. Para to'the extent of enlistment in Police Department as Constable pertains 

to record needs no comments.

2. Incorrect. Stance of appellant is baseless, because every Police Officer is 

under obligation to perform his duty upto the entire satisfaction of his 

superiors. Moreover, the perusal of service record of the appellant revealed 

that due to his lethargic attitude his entire service record is tainted with bad 

entries (Copy of list of bad entries is attached as Annexure "A").

3. Incorrect. Stance taken by the appellant is totally against the material 

available on record because the complainant of case FIR No. 424 dated 

06.11.2022 u/s 302/324/147/148/149 PPC Police Station Bai.:ai hails from 

District Dir Lower, hence, false and fabrication is immaterial. As the

‘ complainant was neither his co-village nor had any relation. Therefore, false 

implication/involving the appellant is not appealable to a prudent mind. 

(Copy of FIR is attached as Annexure-"B").

4. Para -to the extent of granting bail and subsequent acquittal from the 

charges is not plausible because the Apex Court of Pakistan has laid down 

the principle that departmental proceedings and judicial proceedings are 

two different entities, both can run parallel to each^other witliout affecting 

the result of each other. This Controversy was resolved by the Apex Court 

of Pakistan in case titled " Khalia Dad Vs Inspector General of Police 

and 02 others" (2004 SCMR 192" wherein it was held that:-



"Disciplinary proceedings and criminal proceedings—Difference—Acquittal 

from criminal case—Effect—-Both such proceedings are not interred 

dependent and can be initiated simultaneously and brought fo logical end 

separately with different conclusions—Criminal proceedings do not 

constitute a bar for initiation of disciplinary proceedings relevant to 

Efficiency and Disciplinary Rules—Acquittal in criminal case would have no 

bearing on disciplinary action".

5. Correct to the extent that the appellant while posted at Police Station 

Katlang was involved in a criminal case vide FIR No. 424 dated 06.11.2022 

u/s 302/324/147/148/149 PPC Police Station Baizai. On the basis of above, 

the appellant was issued charge sheet alongwith statement pf allegations 

vide No. 342/PA dated 18.11.2022 & proper departmental enquiry 

proceedings were initiated by entrusting the same to Miss Resham Jehangir 

SDPO Sheikh Maitoon. During the course of enquiry, the appellant was 

contacted time and again to appear before the enquiry officer but neither he 

appeared before the enquiry officer nor submitted his reply. However, after 

fulfillment of all legal and codal formalities, the Enquiry Officer 

recommended the appellant for ex-parte action vide Office No. 1075/St 

dated 23.12.2022. Therefore, the appellant was issued Final Show Cause 

Notice vide No. 13158-59/PA dated 28.12.2022 which was delivered 

through his cousin on 31.12.2022 to which his reply was not received within 

the stipulated time (07) days, hence, he was awarded major punishment of 

dismissal from service which does commensurate with the gravity of 

misconduct of appellant. It worth to mention here that the copy of Charge 

Sheet with Statement of Allegations and Final Show Cause Notice were 

received by Uncle and Cousin of the appellant himself and duly signed the 

photo, copy as token of Its receipt (Copy of served Charge Sheet and 

Final Show Cause Notice are attached as annexure-"C").

6. Correct to the extent that the appellant preferred departmental appeal 

before the appellate authority which was filed, being bereft of any 

substance. As the appellant was provided full-fledged opportunity of 

defending himself but he bitterly failed to produce any cogent 

proofs/reasons to justify his innocence. Hence, after perusal of entire 

materiaj available on record coupled with enquiry report as well as the order 

of punishment, the departmental appeal was filed being devoid of any merit 

(Copy of order is attached as annexure-"D").

7. Correct to the extent that the appellant preferred Revision Petition but the 

same was returned as at the same time he approached the Hon'ble Tribunal 

as well as the Revisional Authority.

8. Para is for the extent to prove however, it is pertinent to mention here that 

during the course of departmental proceedings, he failed to appear before 

the Enquiry Officer. It is also added that he did not bother to .-espond to the 

Final Show Causse Notice which clearly depicts his lethargic attitude

it
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towards his official duties and stance of his alleged illness also seems to be 

a concocted one.

• 9. That the appeal of the. appellant is liable to be dismissed on the following 

grounds amongst the others.

REPLY ON GROUNDS:

A. Incorrect. Plea taken by the appellant is not plausible because the orders 

passed by the competent authority as well as appellate authority, are after 

fulfilling of all legal and codal formalities, by providing full-fledged

opportunity of defending himself before the competent as well as appellate 

authority but he bitterly failed to produce any cogent reasons in his 

defense.

- B. Incorrect. Stance taken by the appellant is totally bereft of any substance 

because the appellant while posted at Police Station Katlang was involved in 

a criminal case vide FIR No. 424 dated 06.11.2022 u/s

302/324/147/148/149 PPC Police Station Baizai. On the basis of above, the 

appellant was issued charge sheet alongwith statement of allegations vide 

No. 342/PA dated 18.11.2022 & proper departmental enquiry proceedings 

were initiated by entrusting the same to Miss Resham Jehangir SDPO 

Sheikh Maltoon. During the course of enquiry, the appellant was contacted 

time and again to appear before the enquiry officer but neither he appeared 

before the enquiry officer nor submitted his reply. However, after fulfillment 

of all legal and codal formalities, the Enquiry Officer recommended the

appellant for ex-parte action vide Office No. 1075/St dated 23.12.2022.

Therefore, the appellant was issued Final Show Cause Notice vide No. 

13158-59/PA dated 28.12.2022 which was delivered through his cousin on 

31.12.2022 to which his reply was not received within the stipulated time 

(07) days, hence, he was awarded major punishment of dismissal from 

service which does commensurate with the gravity of misconduct of 

appellant. It worth to mention here that the copy of Charge Sheet with 

Statement of Allegations and Final Show Cause Notice were received by 

Uncle and Cousin of the appellant himself and duly signed the photo copy as 

token of its receipt.

C. Incorrect. Stance taken by the appellant is not 'plausible because after 

conclusion of departmental enquiry he was issued.Final Show Cause Notice 

vide No. 13158-59/PA dated 28.12.2022, which was delivered through his 

cousin on 31.12.2022 but he bitterly failed to submit his.reply within the 

stipulated time i.e (07) days (Copy of receipt is attached as annexure

li

"E").

D. Incorrect. Plea taken by the appellant is baseless because he was issued 

charge sheet alongwith statement of allegations vide No. 342/PA dated 

18.11.2022 & proper departmental enquiry proceedings were initiated by 

entrusting the same to Miss Resham Jehangir SDPO Sheikh Maltoon.



E. Incorrect. Stance taken by the appellant is totally bereft of any substance 

because the plea of audi alteram partem is a misleading. As after issuance 

of charge sheet alongwith statement of allegations vide No. 342/PA dated

18.11.2022, proper departmental enquiry proceedings were initiated by 

entrusting the same to Miss Resham Jehangir SDPO Sheikh Maltoon. 

During the course of enquiry, the appellant was contacted time and again to 

appear before the enquiry officer but neither did he appear before the 

enquiry officer nor did he submit his reply. However, after fulfillment of all 

legal and codal formalities, the Enquiry Officer recommended him for taking 

ex-parte action vide Office No. 1075/St dated 23.12.2022.Therefore, the 

appellant was issued Final Show Cause Notice vide No. 13158-59/PA dated

28.12.2022, which was delivered through his cousin on 31.12.2022 to which 

his reply was not received stipulated time (07) days, hence, he was 

awarded major punishment of dismissal from service which does 

commensurate with the gravity of misconduct of appellant.

F. Incorrect. Plea taken by the appellant is totally bereft of any substance 

because during the course of enquiry statements of all concerned were 

recorded. Moreover, the stance of appellant regarding not providing 

opportunity of cross examination is also ill based because he did not bother 

even to join the enquiry proceedings hence, cross examination Is totally 

immaterial.

G. Incorrect. Plea taken by the appellant is against the law because the Apex 

Court of Pakistan has laid down the principle that departmental proceedings 

and judicial proceedings are two different entitles, both can run parallel to 

each other without affecting the result of each other. This Controversy was 

resolved by the Apex Court of Pakistan in case titled 

Inspector General of Police and 02 others" (2004 SCMR 192" wherein 

it was held that:-

"Disciplinary proceedings and criminal proceedings—Difference—-Acquittal 

from criminal case---Effect—-Both such proceedings are not Interred 

dependent and can be initiated simultaneously and brought to logical end 

separately with different conclusions---Criminal proceedings do not 

constitute a bar for initiation of disciplinary proceedings relevant to 

Efficiency and Disciplinary Rules—-Acquittai in criminal case would have no 

bearing on disciplinary action".

H. Incorrect. Stance of the appellant Is totally devoid of merit because as 

discussed earlier the Apex Court of Pakistan has laid down the principle that 

departmental proceedings and judicial proceedings are two different 

entities, both can run parallel to each other without affecting the result of 

each other. This Controversy was resolved by the Apex Court of Pakistan in

*' Khaliq Dad Vs Inspector General of Police and 02 

others" (2004 SCMR 192" wherein it was held that:-

" Khalio Dad Vs

case titled
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"Disciplinary proceedings and criminal proceedings—-Difference-—Acquittal 

from criminal case---Effect-—Both such proceedings are not interred 

dependent and can be initiated simultaneously and brought to logical end 

separately with different conclusions—Criminal proceedings do not 

constitute a bar for initiation of disciplinary proceedings relevant to 

Efficiency and Disciplinary Rules—Acquittal in criminal case would have no 

bearing on disciplinary action

I. The respondents also seek permission of this honorable tribunal to adduce 

additional grounds at the time of arguments.

PRAYER;-

It is therefore, most humbly prayed that on acceptance of above 
submissions, appeal of the appellant may very kindly be dismissed being a badly 
time-barred and devoid of merits.

District Police Offic^, Mardan. 
(Respondent No. 1)

(NAJEEB-UR-REHMAN BUGVl)
Incumbent

Regional Police jOfficer, Mardan. 
(Respondent Np-^)

(MUHAMMAD SuL^Agl^’’PSP

n,

A
DIG/Leg^, CPO

For Inspector General ofJ^^oTice, 
Khyber Pakhtunkhw^^^shawar 

(Respond^n^No. 3)
lAtfAKHTAR ABBAS)
Incumb^t

, 'i

PSP(DR. MUHAM

If



BEFORE THE HONOURABLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA.
PESHAWAR.

1 InReS.ANo. 2422/20231
Abid Ali

VERSUS

Inspector General of Police Khyber Pakhtunkhwa & others

Reply to the application for condonation of delay;-

Respectfully Sheweth,

1. That the application filed by the applicant before this Honorable Tribunal 
may kindly be dismissed being a badly time-barred.

2. Incorrect. Para already explained in the ground of appeal, needs no 
comments.

3. Incorrect. Stance taken by the applicant is totally bereft of any substance 

because he while posted at Police Station Katlang was involved in a criminal 

case vide FIR No. 424 dated 06.11.2022 u/s 302/324/147/148/149 PPG 

Police Station Baizai. On the basis of above, the applicant was issued charge 

sheet alongwith statement of allegations vide No. 342/PA dated 18.11.2022 

& proper departmental enquiry proceedings were initiated by entrusting the 

same to Miss Resham Jehangir SDPO Sheikh Maltoon. During the course of 

enquiry, the applicant was contacted time and again to appear before the 

enquiry officer but neither he appeared before the enquiry officer nor 

subm.itted his reply. However, after fulfillment of all legal and codal 

formalities, the Enquiry Officer recommended the applicant for ex-parte 

action vide office No. 1075/St dated 23.12.2022.Therefore, the applicant 

was issued Final Show Cause Notice vide No. 13158-59/PA dated 

28.12.2022 which was delivered through his cousin on 31.12.2022 to which 

his reply was not received within the stipulated time (07) days, hence, he 

was awarded major punishment of dismissal from service which does 

commensurate with the gravity of misconduct of applicant. It worth to 

mention here that the copy of Charge Sheet with Statement of Allegations 

and Final Show Cause Notice were received by Uncle and Cousin of the 

applicant himself and duly signed the photo copy as token of its receipt.

4. Incorrect, plea taken by the applicant is whimsical/concocted rather fanciful 

hence, liable to be set at naught. As the apex court of Pakistan has held 

that the question of limitation cannot be considered a "technicality", 

simpliciter as it has got its own significance and would have substantia! 

bearing on merits of the case. Reliance is placed on the case of „Muhammad 

Islam versus Inspector General of Police, Islamabad and others" (2011 

SCMR 8). In an another judgment it has been held that the law of limitation 

must be followed strictly. In this regard reliance is placed on the dictum laid 

down in Chairman, District Screening committee, Lahore and another v. 

Sharif Ahmad Hashmi (PLD 1976 SC 258), 5. Sharif Ahmad Hashmi v. 

Chairman, Screening Committee Lahore and another (1978 6 Civil Revision



No.3364 of 2011 SCMR 367), Yousaf AH v. Muhammad Aslam Zia and 2 

others (PLD 1958 SC (Pak) 104), Punjab Province v. The Federation of 

Pakistan (PLD 1956 FC 72), Muhammad Swaleh and another i/. Messers 

United Grain and Fodder Agencies (PLD 1949 PC 45), Hussain Bakhsh and 

others Settlement Commissioner and another (PLD 1969 Lah. 1039), 

Nawab Syed Raunaq AH and others v^. Chief Settlement commissioner and 

others (PLD 1973 SC 236), Chief Settlement Commissioner, Lahore v. Raja 

Muhammad Fazil Khan and other (PLD 1975 SC 331), WAPDA v. Abdul 

Rashid Bhatti, (1949 SCMR 1271), Inspector General of Police, Baluchistan 

V. Jawad Haider and another (1987 SCMR 1606), WAPDA v. Aurganzeb 

(1988 SCMR 1354), Muhammad Naseem Sipra v. Secretary, Government of 

Punjab (1989 SCMR 1149), Muhammad Ismail Memon v/. Government of 

Sindh and another 1981 SCMR 244), Qazi Sardar Bahadar v. Secretary, 

Ministry of Health, Islamabad and others (1984 SCMR 177), Smith v. East 

Elloe Rural District Council and others (1956 AC 736), Province of East 

Pakistan and others v, Muhammad Abdu Miah (PLD 1959 SC (Pak), 276 and 

Mehr Muhammad Nawaz and others. V. Government of Punjab and others 

(1977 PLC (C.S.T) 165) and Fazal Elahi Siddiqi v. Pakistan (PLD 1990 SC 

692)".

5. Para is for the extent to prove however, it is pertinent to mention here that 

during the course of departmental proceedings, he failed to appear before 

the Enquiry Officer. It is also added that he did not bother to respond to the 

Final Show Cause Notice which clearly depicts him lethargic atvJtude towards 

his official duties and stance of his alleged illness also seems to be a' 

concocted one.

6. Incorrect. Plea taken by the applicant is against the law because the Apex 

Court of Pakistan has laid down the principle that departmental proceedings 

and judicial proceedings are two different entities, both can run parallel to 

each other without affecting the result of each other. This Controversy was

” Khaliq Dad Vs

Inspector General of Police and 02 others" (2004 SCMR 192" wherein it 

was held that:-

"Disciplinary proceedings and criminal proceedings—~Difference---Acquittal 

from criminal case—-Effect—-Both such proceedings are not interred 

dependent and can be initiated simultaneously and brought to logical end 

separately with different conclusions—Criminal proceedings do not 

constitute a bar for initiation of disciplinary proceedings relevant to 

Efficiency and Disciplinary Rules---Acquittal in criminal case would have no 

bearing, on disciplinary action

7. Incorrect, plea taken by the applicant is whimsical/concocted rather fanciful 

hence, liable to be set at naught. As the apex court of Pakistan has held 

that the question of limitation cannot be considered a “technicality" 

simpliciter as it has got its own significance and would have substantial

X'
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resolved by the Apex Court of Pakistan in case titled



bearing on merits of the case. Reliance is placed on the case of ^Muhammad 

Islam versus Inspector General of Police, Islamabad and others" (2011 

SCMR 8). In an another judgment it has been held that the law of limitation 

must be followed strictly. In this regard reliance is placed on the dictum laid 

down in Chairman, District Screening committee, Lahore and another v. 

Sharif Ahmad Hashmi (PLD 1976 SC 258), S. Sharif Ahmad Hashmi v. 

Chairman, Screening Committee Lahore and another (1978 6 Civil Revision 

No.3364 of 2011 SCMR 367), Yousaf Ali i/. Muhammad Aslam Zia and 2 

others (PLD 1958 SC (Pak) 104), Punjab Province i/. The federation of 

Pakistan (PLD 1956 FC 72), Muhammad Swaleh and another v. Messers 

United Grain and Fodder Agencies (PLD 1949 PC 45), Hussain Bakhsh and 

others v. Settlement Commissioner and another (PLD 1969 Lah. 1039), 

Nawab Syed Raunaq All and others v. Chief Settlement commissioner and 

others (PLD 1973 SC 236), Chief Settlement Commissioner, Lahore v. Raja 

Muhammad Fazil Khan and other (PLD 1975 SC 331), WAPDA v. Abdul 

Rashid Bhatti, (1949 SCMR 1271), Inspector General of Police, Balochistan 

V. Jawad Haider and another (1987 SCMR 1606), WAPDA v. Aurganzeb 

(1988 SCMR 1354), Muhammad Naseem Sipra i/. Secretary, Government of 

Punjab (1989 SCMR 1149), Muhammad Ismail Memon v. Government of 

Sindh and another 1981 SCMR 244), Qazi Sardar Bahadar v. Secretary, 

Ministry of Health, Islamabad and others (1984 SCMR 177), Smith v. East 

Elloe Rural District Council and others (1956 AC 736), Province of East 

Pakistan and others u. Muhammad Abdu Miah (PLD 1959 SC (Pak), 276 and 

Mehr Muhammad Nawaz and others. I/. Government of Punjab and others 

(1977 PLC (C.S.T) 165) and Fazal Elahi Siddiqi v. Pakistan (PLD 1990 SC 

692)".

Keeping in view the above submission, it is humbly prayed that application 

of the applicant regarding condonation of delay may very k^dly 

please.

1

be dismissed

. A

District Police Officer, Mardan. 
(Respondent No. 1)

(NAJEEB-UR-REHMAN BUGVI)
Incumbent

Regional Police pffiber, Mardan. 
(Respondent !^. 2)

(MUHAMMAD SUliEPSP

Ine

DIG^egal, CP'
For Inspector Gener^
Khyber Pakhtu

(Re^pdndent No. 3)
MAD AKHTAR ABBAS)
Incum^nt

'olice, 
a, Peshawar'

PSP(DR. M
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BEFORE THE HONOURABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL,
PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No. 2422/2023

Abid Ali Ex-Constable No. 1743 s/o Umara Khan r/o Mian Khan Mohallah Khoshal

AppellantKhel Baizai Tehsil Katlang District Mardan

VERSUS

Thp Inspector General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar and others 
.................................................................................................................. Respondents

COUNTER AFFIDAVIT.

We, the respondents do hereby declare and solemnly 

affirm on oath that the contents of the Para-wise comments in the service appeal 

cited as subject are true and correct to the best of our knowledge and belief and 

nothing has been concealed from this Honorable Tribunal. It is further stated on 

ohth that in this appeal, the answering respondents have neither been placed ex- 

parte nor their defense has been struck off.

District Police Officer, Mardan. 
(Respondent No. 1)

(NAJEEB-UR-REHMAN BUGVI)
Incumbent ^

*
PSP

1

C

r. ■4 5 r

Mar 2024
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y
CHARGE SHEET

I. HAROON R.4SHID KHAN (PSP). District Police OfFiccr M.-nclnn, ;i

competeiil auihoriiy, hereby charge Constable Abid Ali No.1743, v/hile posted at I^S Kailaiis: 

Mardan (aOAV under suspension Police Lines Mardan), as per attached Statement of Allcgaiii'ii^:

I. S\’ reasons of above, you appear to be guilty of niisqbhduct under Police Rule.';.

■975 and have rendered > ourself liable to all or any of the penalties specified in Police Rules. 107:^,

You are, therefore, required to submit your written.defense within 07 dnys of Hie 

receipt of this Charge Sheet to the Enquiry Off cer, as the case may be.

2.

Your written defense, if an>', should reach the! IB^nqiiiry Offeer
’ ■■i'

specified period, failing which, it shall be presumed that you have no defense to put-in and in rhai case 

ex-pai1e action shall follow against you.

wiiltiii the

/

Intimate whether you desired to be .heard in personr4. •

I I!.!

(Harooiy Rashid Khari) T..S17r,SP 
.District;Police Officer Mardan)

; •!!I

i

^ ■?

li:

mailto:dpomdn@gmail.com
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^ -OFFICE OF THEri i 
DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER {'O5

ro
Be N3

Tel No. 09^7-9230109 & Fax No. 0937-9230111 
Email: dpomdn(a)gmail.com

yin /T)ntc(! / 6 •;/PANo t.. i

DISCIPLINARY ACTION

f, HAROON RASHID KHAN (PSPL District Police Officer MarclaiT as coniixMcra 

amlionty-am of the opinion that Constable Abid Ali No.1743, himself liable tc be proceeded ae.iiiii':'!.

n.s he committed the following acts/omissiqns within the meaning of Police Rules 1975.
■ ni:i'

STATEMENT OF ALLEGATIONS

Whereas, Constable Abid Ali No.1743, while posted at PS Katlanp Mai'dan 

'' (now-under;.,-suspension Police Lines Mardan), has been charged in a ca.se vide i'lR dahai

06-11-2022 IJ/'S 302/324/147/148/149 PPGPolice Station Baizai. . 1 '

: t ■i;

for the purpose of scrutinizing the conduct of the sai^d 

the above allegations, Madam Resham Jehangif $DPO/Sli; Maltoon is nominated as Enoidt y Offu [;

cused official wilhi I'cl'crcuci.

i

, The Enquiry Officer shall, in accordance with the provision of Police Rules ! 9 T. prividv - 

reasonable opportunity of hearing to the apeused Police Official, record/su.bmit her findings and in;-.!';.:
! ■ i ^ f

within (30) days of the receipt of this order, recommendations as to punishment or oihcr aj-^propi ive 

action against the accused Official.

r--
i

Constable Abid Ali is directed to appear before the Enquiry Ofllce" on the dale i iiinc 

' place fixed’by'the Enquiry Officer. r
"I :• \

\

^(HaY^ri Rashid Khan) T.ST/I'S!' 
District Police Officer Martian

: •

i

; i
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l; i. iDISTRICT POLICE OFFICER f
?o

Vi5

N)I*
Tel No. 0937-9230109 & Fax No. 0937-9230111

Email:

Dated jJl? //1^0227s74^-^jy'
4-,-_>T f I ^

/PANo

FINAL SHOW CAUSE NOTICE

/1m.1743, while posted at- PS Katlang
vide FfR No.424

Constable Abid A Ij
(now under suspension Police Lines Mardan), have been charged i 
dated 06-11-2022 6/S 302/324/147/148/149 PPG Police Station Baizai.

in a case

To ascertain facts, a proper departmental 'enquir:/4 against you 

ss Resham. Jehangir SDPO/Sheikb Maltoon vide this office Statement of 

No.342/PA^.dated 18-11-2022, who (EO) .after fulfillment 
this office vide-her office letter No.l075/Sl dated

I.-.

was

conducted tbrnugli Miss 

Disciplinary Action/Charge Sheet 
necessary process, submitted her findings to

12-2o6?hS^ing responsible you of gross misconduct & recommended for ex-i^arte action.23-
' 1 ■

Therefore, it is proposed to impose Major/Minor perialty as envisaged 

iirrder Rules 4 (b) of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules 1975.
vi

i

I Haroon Rashid Khan (PSP) District Police Officer Kdardan 

exercise of'Se'power vested in me under: Rules 5. (3) (a) & (b) of the Khyb^ Paklrtunkhwa 
Police Rules 1975 cal! upon you to Show7mrse Finally as to vhy the prided punishment 

should not be awarded to you.

. m
Hence,

7

reply shall reach this office withm '07 days of recei#'of this Notice, 

which;, it wjU be presumed foat you have lib explanation to offer.
Your

tv k

liberty to appear for personal hearing before th^iuridersigncd
• rfov 3

/ You are

/

V-
(Haro^i Rashid Khan) T.ST/PSP 
District Police Officer, Mardan.Received by 37 3^1-

'• Dated:'^'^f"^'/6lN^2022

Constable' trv cun P's ■Rni7ai /Attention Moharrar) to deliver this notice' upon
AbM Ali (0343-1959117) Son of Umar Khan resident of Mohalla Kliushkhal Khel Mian Khan or 
any of his closed family member & the receipt thereof shall be returned to this olficc w.thu ( ., 

days positively for onward necessary action ■»

G!n
i-,oi . 1/\

i
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^ A pf.MENTAL

t *

KNOTJTRY AGAINST CONSTABLE ABIO Ay__M)£
—..V 4"^ -V ^ '

Kindly refer'to your office Memo: No.342/fA dalccl 18.1 1.2022 on Ihc subjccl
*ivtod above. . ^

, AU.fGATTQN.S:

su^'' -T 2-2-f }

Whereas7conslablc Abicl Ali No 1743 while posted at Katlang Maixian 
(Nov^' under suspension police line Mardan), has been charged in case yide^ji'lR No. 424 daied 
06.11.2022 u/s 302.324,147,149 PPC Police Station Baizai.

a;.

•)

PiUKIMDlNGS:
The instant inquiry was marked to undersigned to dig out the real Inct. in 

conncciion Constable Ahid Ali No 1743 xvas ca'lled tojlhe oHi^of the undersigned for serving die eharee 
sheet upon him but he failed to do so. Later on 24.11.2022 a written parwana regardmg serving cluugv 
siicet on aTlepcTconstabirAbdi Ali No 1743 has been issued from the ofllce of undersigned li' Ml'' 

the said constable having residence in jurisdiction of police station Katiang. Which was received
‘fids also been .sent lo In-

Baizai as
back to tlTTsWicTmi 0Tl2.2622 after compliance, Beside this a written parwana

him but till date he neither produced himself bclore :hecharge control room lo inform 
unvlersigncdTpfii''vana is attached) nor submit his written .statement.

■STATEMENT OF ST NAVERD ALAM ICHAN I.O OF THE CASE:^
According the statement of I.O of the casellie complainant of the ease 

' waqaV'U'Dcen''s/o Ghulam U Deen r/o Tamarghar charged unknown accused for the murder nl' 
his brother Raheem U Deen and also injured him on which case FIR No. 424.dated 06.i 1.2022 
u/s 302,324,147,149 PPC Police Station Baizai. And hander over to him for further investigation 
during the course of investigation the complainant point out that the ab4ve-mentioned ollcncc 

.. committed by accused 1 .Haider Ali, 2. Constable Abid Ali, 3 Yasir ss/o Imran 4. Shukal Ali 
5. Sardar Ali, and 6.Ahmed Ali ss/o Shamsi Khan i7o Maina Khan. Accused Shukal Ali aiul 
Yasir hove been arrested while weapon of ofSence \^■as also recovered. While the rest ol accused 
arc still al large including constable Abid 'Ali No 1743. So proceeding uAs 512 Cipc lias been 
carried out against them and deplared as proclaim oftender,

u'as

STATEMENT OF HC MTJZAMATUKHAN MUHRARR OF PS BAIZAL
----------------------------------------------------— • ! -Ii i

In this regard Statement HC Muzamail Khan MMC of Police .siaiion Bia/a; 
also recorded which reveal that constable Abid Ali No 1743 has’bccn charged in ca-cwas

vide FIR No 424 dated 06.11.2022 u/s 302,324,147,149 PPC Police Station Baizai. lie become 
absconded after the commission of offence till da'te. So proclamation proceeding has been carried 
oiil against him. ^

CONCLUSION:
From enquiiy, staterrtent recorded and circumsiance.s,,Ji tiranspired that ihc 

defaulter official constable Abid Ali No. 1743 femnd guj^jisJiiejiOi onl^aue^iidJing thc.oiiicc ol 
undersigned for enquiry proceeding and also avoiding his law lull arrest in ca.se vide idR No 
424 dutcd'06;Tr:2a2Tu/s 302,324.147,149 PPC Police Station Baizai.
RFCOMIVtENDATION:

1 •

It is therefore recommended that Ex-Partc action may be taken 
againsl^hiailcgcu CciiStirhi'e Abid Ali No 457, if agreed, please

t !
■•'i!:

1 •

Submitted please..
O/iVr Legalyw (T

• 1 (Miss Resham .ichangir)lkSr 
Sul), Divisional Police Qi'hccr. 

S.M.T:-|;ii-dc.
^ /St \

No. A-
1

. r-G



n OFFICE OF THE 

DISTRICT POLICE. OFFICER, 

aVIARDAH

r;•

!; •
; N)
o
ro
N3Tel No. 0937-9230109 & Fax No. 0937-9230111I-

Email:

No Dated flL-noil/PA/

r
final show cause NOTtr^.
Constable Abid 4li ^^.1743.

(now under suspension Police Lines Mardan), have been charged in a case vide FiR 

dated 06-11-2022 U/S 302/324/147/148/149 PPC Police Station Baizai'.'

while posted at PS Kallana

To ascertain facts, a proper departmental enquirv against 
conducted through Miss Resham Jehangir SDPO/Sheikh Maltoon vide thisnofrlce Statement of 
Disciplinary Action/Charge Sheet No.342/PA dated

you u'as

18-11-2022, who,(EO) after fulfillmeni 
necessary process, submitted her findings to this office vide her office letter No.l075/Sl dated 
2j-12-/.022, holding responsible you of gross nfisconduct & recommended fot ek-parte action.

...t.

Therefore, it is proposed to' impose Major/Minor penalty 
under Rules 4 (b) of the Khyber Paklitunkhwa Police Rules 1975.

as envisagedI ,

Hence, I Haroon Rashid Khan fPSPi District Police Officer Mardan. Ill

exercise of the power vested in me under Rufes 5 (3)-(a) & (b) of the Khyber Pakhtunkliwa 

•Police Rules.-1975 call upon you to Sh'ow Cause Finally as to why the proposed punishment
should not be awarded to you..

!

Your reply shall reach this office within 07 days of receipt of this Notice 

ill be presumed that you have' no explanation to offer..
r"^ ich; it wanil

O*' ..

^ You are liberty to appear for persona! hearing before the undersigned.
r

li:

■>'

Received by__^ (Haro^ Rashid Khan) T.ST/PSP 
District Police Officer, Mardan.Dated: i / /2022

(Attention^-Moharrar) to deliver this notice upon Constable
or

<
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OFFICE OF THE %
C

DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER, I4
t 1

No. 0937-9230111
com

n^(e.fl_ //? / /
/ /?A

RTF, ABTD AUNOJI^i

under Police Rn'
r.pr.FP ON ENQUIRVOLSMSIA

This order will dispose-off a Departmental Enquiry 
Constable Abid Ali No,174T, under the allegations that "

ion Pohee Lines Mardan), was placed under suspension vide ,h

N0.6484-88/OSI daicd

dated 06-11-2022 l.i/S

("■1

ill

1975, initiated against

I'S Katlane (now under suspension ..
1^14 11 7092 issued vide order/endorsemenl |x!o9390 dated 14-11-2022, issueu

vide FIR No.424
1office OB

of charging in a case15-11-2022, on accoimt 
302/324/147/148/149 PPC Police Station Baizai.

““ 7i“»trrA R IM ® », .fc n--~
vide her oflice letter

To >7

dep
of Disciplinary Action/Charge

..this officesubmitted her Finding Report-.to, _
, holding responsible the delinquent official of gross nuscondue.

omraended him for exTiarte action.

neces.sary process,'
>lo.i075/St dated 23-12-2022

of not fSlMihg Kef office, Therefore, rec

0.!^

the eve
Final Show Cause N|iiqe, unde, 

No.!31SS-59/P''' t'A, 

hound U'

but with non-eomplian.'c

seD'ed with a

issued vide this -o.lnce
Constable Abid Ali was

Police Rules-1975
Yasir Mehmood on 31-12-2022, to

K.bvber Pakhtunkhwa which, he was
08-12-2022 through bis cousin
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►*- BEFORE THE HONOURABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL,
PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No. 2^22f2(^23

Abid Ali Ex-Constable No. 1743 s/o Umara Khan r/o Mian Khan Mohallah Khoshal 

Khel Baizai Tehsil Katlang District Mardan Appellant

VERSUS

The Inspector Genera! of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar and others 
... ;.............. ..................................................... .....................................;..... Respondents

AUTHORITY LETTER.

Mr. Wisal Ahmad Superintendent of Police Headquarters 

Mardan is hereby authorized to appear before the Honorable Service Tribunal, 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar in the above captioned service appeal on behalf of 

the respondents. He is also authorized to submit all required documents and 

replies etc. as representative of the respondents through the AddI: Advocate 

General/Govt. Pleader, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal, Peshawar.

District Police Offfcer, Mardan. 
(Respondent No. 1)’

(NAJEEB-UR-REHMAN BUGVI)
Incumbent

Regional Police Officer, Mardan. 
(Respondent nK 2)

(MUHAMMAD/SULih'
Incmber t

PSP PSPN

DIG/Legal/CPO 
For Inspector General of Pojj 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa^^^ReS 

(Respondeptl^. 3)
awar

PSP(DR. MUHAM AKHTAR ABBAS)
Incumjaent


