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RFFORE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL
KTiyhcr PakhftiUhwsi

SciA ict: TribunalPESHAWAR

Appeal No.f^.'^/X
H ..

Saqib Ali Ex-Constable No. 1024 (Traffic Warden) Disfricf Police 

Abbottabad R/O Tarhana Tehsil & Disfricf Abbottabad
Appellant

VERSUS

1. District Police Officer, Abboftabad.
2. Regional Police Officer, Hazara Region, Abbotfabad.
3. Provincial Police Officer, KPK, Peshawar (Respondents)

AMENDED SERVICE APPEAL

AMENDED SERVICE APPEAL UNDER SECTION-4 OF KPK SERVICE
TRIBUNAL ACT 1974 AGAINST ORDER DATED 23-02-2022 OF THE
DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER ABBOHABAD WHEREBY APPELLANT HAS
BEEN “DISMISSED FROM SERVICE" AND REGIONAL POLICE OFFICER
HAZARA RETGION ABBOTTABAD ORDER DATED 2T-09-2022
WHEREBY APPELLANT’S DEPARTMENTAL HAS BEEN REJECTED/FILED.

PRAYER: ON ACCEPTANCE OF INSTANT AMENDED SERVICE APPEAL
ORDER DATED 23-02-2022 AND 21-09-2022 OF RESPONDENTS N0.1
& 2 MAY GRACIOUSLY BE SET ASIDE AND APPELLANT BE RE­
INSTATED IN SERVICE FROM THE DATE OF DISMISSAL WITH ALL 

CONSEQUENTIAL SERVICE BACK BENEFITS.

That appellant was inducted in District Police Abbottabad 

in the year 2011 and since then he has been performing 

his dufies wifh devotion, dedication and honesty. 

Appellant has exemplary service record at his credit.

1.

That while appellant posted as Gunner with 

Superintendent of Police Traffic, Abboftabad, one Khalid 

lodged a false FIR No. 649 dated 12-12-2021 u/s-418/ 420/ 

468/471 PPG read with S-118-1 (c)/l 19(b) Police Act 2017 

regarding an occurrence allegedly took place on 23-11- 

2021 at 13:00 hours against unknown persons, wherein

2.



appellant was neither charged nor nominated. (Copy of 

FIR dated 12-12-2021 is attached as “A”).

3. That subsequently after 09 days the complainant falsely 

charged the appellant for fhe offence in supplementary 

statement recorded u/s-164 Cr.PC, however in statements 

complainant never stated that he paid any amount to 

appellant rather stated that the alleged amount was paid 

to “Tahir and Fiaz” and even did not assign any role to the 

appellant. In his statement the complainant also stated 

that he could not identify fhe police officials and even no 

identificafion parade was conducfed by the 1.0. to 

authenticate identification of appellanf.

4. Thaf during fhe inquiry, fhe complainant “Khalid" did not 

■ appear before inquiry officer fo subsfantiafe his claim. 

Similarly one “Noman" while appearing before inquiry 

officer categorically submitted that he does not know the 

appellant. Besides this one "Babar” disclosed that pictures 

of police officials were shown to him on the next day. Thus 

the above is sufficient that appellant has been wrongly 

involved in this case and no case has been made out 

against him on these statements.

5. That during police investigation the complainant was not 

made accused despite the fact that complainant had 

stated that he was purchasing illegal stolen gold. Its mean 

that complainant was glove in hand with police official . 

investigating the case.

6. That during police custody nothing, was recovered from 

appellanf and fhe alleged recovery of Rs.100000/- is



fabricated and concocted as appellant never produced 

any amount to the police.

7. That at the time of alleged occurrence i.e.Ol ;00 on 23-11- 

2021, the appellant was present in office of the SP Traffic 

Abbottabad for his official duties sufficient proof of his

innocence.

Though the appellant was arrested in the above 

mentioned FIR but released soon on bail by the Judicial 

Magistrate-Ill Abbottabad case being one of further 

inquiry under section 497(2)Cr.PC. Appellant is totally, 

innocent and has been falsely involved in this criminal 

due to personal grudge and malafide of police 

officials just to cause him harm in his service career.

8.

case

9. That appellant was issued a charge sheet which was duly 

replied and the allegations leveled therein were flatly 

denied. (Copies of charge sheet and its repiy are 

attached as Annexure-“B&C”).

That thereafter a final show cause notice dated 07-02- 

2022 was issued to appellant which was replied and the 

allegations mentioned therein were denied. (Copies of 

finai show cause notice & its repiy are attached at 

Annexure “D&E”).

10.

11. That copies of dismissai as well as appeal rejection orders 

dated 23-02-2022 and 21-09-2022 were not provided 

, despite appellant's repeated written requests. Then 

’ appellant had to file departmental appeal without having 

dismissal order. Then appellant filed service appeal 

without having these two orders. Now at the time of
f



'Sk-'

arguments when respondents with their reply filed both 

the dismissal os well os appellate orders then appellant 

allowed by the Tribunal Camp Court Abbottabad 

the previous date to file Amended service appeal 

alongwith copies of fhese fwo orders. Hence fhe said 

orders are challenged and placed at this amended 

appeal file. (Copies of Departmental appeal and 

Dismissal order as well as appeal rejection order are 

attached as “Annexure" F, G & H”).

onwas

Hence this amended service appeal inter alia on the 

following grounds;-

12.

GROUNDS:

That both the orders dated 23-02-2022 and 21-09-2022 

of the respondents are illegal, unlawful, against the 

facts, departmental rules and regulations. Police E&D 

Rules 1975, passed in a whimsical, arbitrary & cursory 

manner; hence liable to be set aside.

A).

That proper departmental inquiry was not conducted. 

Neither any evidence was recorded in presence of 
appellant nor. was he afforded a chance of cross- 

examination. Copy of enquiry report, if any, was also 

not provided to appellant. Copies of original as well as 

appellate orders were not issued to appellant. Even 

opportunity of personal hearing was not afforded and 

appellant was condemned unheard.

B).

That appellate authority has also failed to abide by the 

law, neither he took into consideration the grounds of 
appeal taken by appellant in his departmental appeal 

it replied. Thus act of appellate authority is

C).

nor was
contrary to the Police E&D Rules 1975 read with section 

24-A of General Clauses Act 1897 and Article 10-A of
the Constitution of Islamic Republic of Pakistan 1973.



That appellant was wrongly and falsely involved in 

criminal case. Neither during police investigation nor in 

departmental inquiry anything adverse could be 

brought on record against the appellant. He has been
reason,

D .

departmentally penalized without 

justification and proof despite his acquittal in criminal
case from the Court.

any

That instant amended service appeal is well within time 

and this honourable Service Tribunal has got every 

justification to entertain and adjudicate upon the lis.

E).

(Muhammad Aslam Tanoli) 

Advocate High Court 
Abbottabad '

Through

Dated: -03-2024

VERIFICATION

It is verified that contents of instant amended service appeal are 

true and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief and 

nothing has been concealed from this Honorable Tribunal.

AppellantDated;/f-03-2024



BEFORE HONORABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL
PESHAWAR

Saqib Ali Ex-Constable No. 1024 (Traffic Warden) Districf Police 
Abbottabad R/O Tarhana Tehsil & District Abbottabad.(Appellant)

VERSUS

1. District Police Officer, Abbottabad.
2. Regional Police Otficer, Hazara Region, Abbottabad.
3. Provincial Police Officer, KPK, Peshawar............'7(Respondents)

AMENDED SERVICE APPEAL

AFFIDAVIT

1, Saqib Ali, appellanf do hereby solemnly declare and affirm 

oath that contents ot instant service appeal are true and correct 

to the best of my knowledge and belief and nofhinq/has been 

suppressed from this Honorable Tribunal.

on

Deponent/AppellantDated:/f-03-2024

Identified By;
5

(Muhammad Aslam Tanoli) 

Advocate High Court 

ABBOTTABAD
T

AppellantDated:/f-03-2024
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BEFORE HONORABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL
PESHAWAR

*

Saqib Ali Ex-Constable No. 1024 (Traffic Warden) Districe Police 

Abbottabad R/O Tarhana Tehsil & District Abbottabad..Appellant

VERSUS

1. District Police Officer, Abbottabad.
2. Regional Police Officer, Hazara Region, Abbottabad.
3. Provincial Police Officer, KPK, Peshawar............_(Respondents)

AMENDED SERVICE APPEAL
i

CERTIFICATE

It is certified that no such appeal on the subject prior to this one 

has ever been filed in this Honorable Service Tribunal or any other 

court.
>

AppellantDatedi/f-03-2024
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;
(Better Copy) ?;

DISCIPLINARY ACTION ; L

I, Zahoor Babar Afridi ^SP) District i Police Officer 
Abbottabad as Competent Authority of the opinion that your TFC Saqib No. 1024 
Traffic Warden Abbottabad rendered yourself liable- to be ^ proceeded against as you 
committed the following act/omission within the meaning of Police Disciplinary Rules 
1975 (amended 2014).

STATEMENT OF THE ALLEGATIONS

1. Your FC Saqib No.345 while posted as TFC Warden Abbottabad, 
23-11-2021

on
you alongwith 05 accused made a plan of selling of gold 

ornament weighing 70/75 Tola to Mr. Khalid S/O Muhammad Rafique R/0 
Balakot in lieu of amount Rs.42,00,000/- out of whicli Rupees amounting 
32,50,000/- was paid by Mr. Khalid but you • alongwith other co-accused 
created a pre-plan drama and pretended that gold ornaments were stolen 
property. You by using tactics fraudulently took the cash amount 
Rs.32,00,000/- from the applicant without any agreement deed neither took 
any legal action nor brought the matter into the notice of senior officers. Upon 
the application of Mr. Khalid S/O Muhammad Rafique a case vide FIR No. 
649 dated 12-12-2021 U/S 419/420/468/471 PPC PS Manga! was registered 
against you and other 05 co-accused. Your this illegal act earned bad’ name 
for entire police department as well as in the eyes of general public, which is 
tantamount to grass misconduct on yoiir part being a member of discipline 
force.

2. For the purpose of scrutinizing your conduct with reference to the 
above allegations, Addl: SP Abbottabad iS; hereby appointed as Enquip- Officer.

The inquiry Officer shall in accordance with the provision of this 
ordinance, provide reasonable opportunity of hearing to you, record findihg and 
make within 25 days of the receipt of this, order recommendation as to punishment 
or the appropriate action against you.

3.

»
'

?

4. You are hereby directed to attend, the proceedings on the due date, 
time and place fixed by the Enquiry Officer.

■.?

(Zahoor Babar Afridi) PSP 
District Police Officer 

Abbottabad
;

t

IfP : i/PA, Dated Abbott bad the /^/ // '1//2021No. V- ;;

Copy to:-
1.

Enquiry Officer for initiating proceedings against thie defaulter officer under provision 
of the Police Disciplinary Rules 1975 (amended 2014) :and submit llrfdings within 
stipulated period. I'..

TFC Saqib No. 1074 Traffic Warden Abbott bad (delinquent officer/official).

t
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1 i.
i

j*\ \
In liic innticr 01': ,

:

TFC S.Kjih No.i024 TratTiC Warden Alsbouabad, presenlly Pcrlice.l.hies 
AMx’uabae.

I i

REPL.V OFSTaTEMFKT OF AI A.EOATIONS

Ji IS reypectruily 5ubmiaed as under;-
;

I take honor to refer to letter No.473i'T^A dated 14/12/2021 vide.
xx'i'iich stacej'jienx. of a-llegatlons and cliar^e jshect liave been sc-rved 

upon me. The detailed reply of stalciiient of ialle^alions and charge
sheet is as under;' );

1. Tliat I was inducted In District Police Abbottabad In the 

year 2012 and since then I have been perforirngmy duties
with devotion, dedication, and honesty. 3VIy performance, at

different .stations^ have beear appreciated by 

in the shape of certificates ajad rewards. Puring the >yhok 

tenure of my ser\dce even a single complaint has .not been 

filed by any quarter against me.

my superiors

I

That presently I am, perfonning 

SP Traffic.
xny duties as Guiuier with

;

i’ ;

That one Mr. Khaiid lodged a reporij on 12/12/2021: of an 

which has allegedly taken.place on 23/11/2021occurrence

lodged at-U9:30 

police station

:

ween.

;:is about 02. ..
•f



;
1^

-tv--;r-: ,r» s^.. T' : .> ;•.
I --•:■ I ^acctifdingly, the I-IR .No.M9-.-.was registered on

.-■^^iaSoat underSmiofi 4f9M2aMM7! PPC read wilhj:
: ■ SCfCUCiJV-f VVS^Xc^ .n5J(b> of- i'*olicc.-,ACti 2017 Ugaansi . 

uaknown personiw.

mm*? >
$

m>;•
i I

p- . ;
v-: ; charged ihc undersigned Tor
v-:-:p Z;'- - -•:. ., • i. y ■

; Ms siippkm««:ii>' staiemcni: and staicjnem ■ ■'

■'-:7

-recorded rmUer scciioc* 164 Cf-PGi hox^'xiver in both ihe 

smcuienis the -comfikunani has nt’d he in^-
anidunt to me rather he slated lhat Ihc anc^cd amount -was 

jxiid. Ui Tnhir and. F ia2.

r

t: :

6. That cv-cfj otherwise on 23/1 i/202i' at the pme ol dHeged

occurrence i.c 01:00 pm I present hi conneciton widt ^ 
ai my duty in SP TraHlc Of5.cc; Abfc^uabad. ;

}

7, That I am completely, innocent and ihe whole episode has ;;

been staged with malafidc inicniion just iji drag TTld m the

present rabricated and conceded case witb dlierior moiivcs ' i 
and some personal, grudges.

5

i

:

S. That durinit my custody with ^ police, nothing
■ ' .. . ) - ‘

recovered from, my person and the alleged recovery

attributed to me is fabricated ajld con.COCietb I tovs uevor
produced any amount to die police Ibecause 1 arn totally 

innocent and bein.g low paid government employee I CQuld

. not save Rs-IOOGOO/-. during, tlie -whole service. Similarly,
. my mobile phone was in custody of police therefore^the

assertion of 1.0 that 1 contacted my relative for the amount 

■ : js nothing but a pack of lie.

: 9. That another impoitaat aspect of the case is that the 

complaihaat stated in his Statcnient under section: 164

was«

5

*

I

; f •

Cr^C tiiaf he ^uki not identify the police official, if this

I

*
■!

.-■

1
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• .• •9.- - Tim anoUKi* important aspect of ave-.case is ihai ihe
' * ■ •• ■ '■ I

• .couiplati'uinc stuccd in his siaxcrniciii iiiicicr sccUOn. 164

■ Cr.PC ilm- he eoujd noi idcntiii' the pplic'e official,' if ihis
considered ii would

•*. *

p;m of Ihe stuiemcnt of complainant is

cfyswl clear dial ihc \eholc sloi-y has been' pbricaied b^'
®|i®|i€S^huS«^r5idnnivance.vyilh local police because if’

me /pollce-omciaVby name, why

■ \ ■ . hc could hoi idcnli fy the police ofUcials.

iO. Tiiat I am completely innocem and never
oficnce as alleced in the FTR mcniion^ iajihc Statement cf 

allegation and charge sheet.

.-.V

committed the *;

i

r

■- ; ;;
;

11. Thai in the w’ake of above i would also humbly submit that 
a chance of personal hearing be also given to me in the 

highest interest of justice.
• ;•

:

It is theretbre. humbly prayed that in the light of foregoing
. submissions / reply, tlie staiemeni of allegations and charge sheet may ‘ 
graciously be ordered to withdrawn and I may kindly be exonerated 

Torn the charges leveled against • i
me.

Your Obediently.' ^
I

t ‘TFC SAQIB 
,Mo.l024

District Traffic Police.
Abbottabad

\
I

iS'

f
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i'/.TJ'C Sai-isb |vro.jo::.i niiKlvp 
A^bo^Ul^aJ« \N'ixr<icu j\bbt,rtialNnci. pixjseivtly Police i-ines^

OK FINAt. SHOW CA.USE :

U is rci-p^crftsliy^ubinjucd as uneven-
I

i lake honor i« rcJcr to leUer No.2e/PA dated 07/02/2022 vide 

which imai sliow cause notice has been sewed upon me. The deiaiied 

reply oriinal show* cause notice is as unden-

. : i

(

•V'.'-

} - 1:..—nw
i

i.-;

!.
«ia! I was inducted in District Police Abbouabad in the

yc3r20i2.^td since then t have been paefom^ms my dunes
AViili dcvoilon, clcdicotton and 1

. <**aercm stations, have

■ la die shape of certificates'and
tenure of my service even a 

filed by any quarts* agamst

L . >*•'

ilonesQk My perlbriiiarxce-, ti
■i

been tippreciaieU by my sUpei'iors

rwards.; During the vvhole 

singfc complaint hasriot beeh
me.

{
i

2. n.« , i. p„ta„g
SP Traffic. i.

1

.. ■njai one Mr. Khalid lodged 

. occu^.ence which has

3. !
a:Teport on Z2/12t202iof m

.altegedly t^exi place on 23/11/2021 

‘5. been .lodged at:19:30.
the disiancebetwei

^ '^^^^pnrandi^c^t therein 

pm ue almost after 07 hours,
. place of occurrence

"KM

:

^■poUo^:siMis^out 02^
■ ■ ^wiu'ch is sufficient to 

reporte:d after due dellb oeiieve. that file 

erstionand coasultation.1
-:-

• Jfiotter. Wi^s
1. .

r‘.« ;
•

l:
K

J

: • ;

t



it

■ ' ^
r .

;r-1 .:
- f Si3,r> r

m
1.TI13I ttCCtJfcUitj|i^, lUc I‘IK No.649^ Vcgisier^

u«der Scciibrt 4t9/42ii/’46Si/47l F3^. read V/ilh.
: '■ ;n;9{bi ---of,. Aci^- 20i7

Ck\km>\vn pcs^6os,.:'‘‘.'. ,■•' •

:-
oil

. • m55?
a

: •;/
U\: »
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complyinans. ehar^ccl ihe unders^i^ad 

ilic lalTence in hts suppleaicniary staicmcnt tind ^atcrneOt

•• - -■

i
J:.'mcordc<i under scelion 164 Cr.PC, howeyur in btjih ihe

•'; : rSiatcmcnlsi the cojiiptaitianl has not .stated |ihat he paid the
•' '' f''

amouni to me rattier he slaiedithat the aiieged amount was;cv ;;:v

iv-
.--n .jv;

O
•;V

paid U> Tahir imd

:
i hut even otherwise-on 23/i i/202l at the time ol* uileged

occurrence i.e 01;QO pni I present Jn conoectiGn with 

at nty duty in SP Trairnc Office Abbotiabad.

6.

)

7, . That I anvcoinpletely innocent and the whole, episode ,h^ / 
been staged with malafide inienUon jusi to drag ihe in the :

■ ^ ^ ■ ’-w ' 'present labricatcd and concocted Case with ulterior mouves

■ and sonre personaf grudges.
v;

i. t-
;■i
r

during niy custody with;- police, nothing was 

recovered from my person and the alleged ,reco\^ry,
aurifauted lo me is fabricated, and conepeted^ I have never

. produced any amount io the-pofeibecause I am loially 

innocent and being low paid government employee 1 could

; not save Rs.lOQOOOAdum^ me vs^Ie service. Simik 

Biy raobite phone .was in custody ,bf police therefore, the
assertion of hO Ihar i competed my relative for the amount 

... is notiling but a pack of lie.

.5.: That another important aspect of the case is that the 

' ; . complainath Staled in his statetifent utider
CrJ>C that he the ppuce omdaUtf this

- ■ •

S. That

V. .

J

section l§4
i

?

!.
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-pan of tha siaiemoni c.f compiaiiiamlfe.co&ideredH vvoaW ■ 

■ bo crystal clear, that the whole story'has heen SibricMed by 

; ;-■ .: CQitiplainafit ia'oQnnivancs vritli local .pbljce becatBe- if
■ the complainant charecd me / police official by name,

■ : . :..b could oQt identity the police officiais.

..f

why

>-
•I*

: |0,- Thai-duriag &e iRqmiy, tlie complamani, did aot appear to
■"^^^^^®&.uhy.omccr,cate,orically submitted

Mr.

claim. 1 Similarly Mr.-' Homan. >vhile

.-;>&SM||5^Sthai M does not Jcnow the ■undersigneci. aenides above..4
I.

•;
;5

tiabar disclosed that .the pictures of police oi ticial were 

£0 him oad^iiexcday. The above -would sufhce 

that Ima Innoceni and on the basts di'staiements no 'case is' .
%'

,. ;■ madeduiag^nst me,-
;r;

?■

That in dve wake of above t would also htixntly submit that 
a chatice of personal hearing be also given fo me, lit the 

highest interest of justice.

.■• -

; (. '

i

.It is thereforOs humbly prayed that m tfie light of foregoing 

submissions / reply, the unal show causo: iiQtice may graciously be 

ordered to withdrawn ^d I mav kindly^be-exonerated from the

charges leveled against nre. i

1
j

‘t

Your Obediently,

TFCSA;QiB
noAm.,-

District Traffic Police,

Abbottabati'
--—\
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order
of the departmental enquiry againstThis office order will dispose

,FC Saqib No. 1024. He while posted as TFC at Traffic Warden Abbottabad. on 23- 

/ 11-2021 he alongwith 05 co-accused made a plan of selling of gold ornament we^g mg 

70/ 75 Tola to Mr, Khalid S/0 Muhammad Raf.que Balakot m heu ^
42 00 000/- out of which Rupees amounting 32,50,000/- was paid by Mr. Rhalrd bu e

L»nB .»!.« P»P«"y-
32 50,000/- tom «« look ."P 3p«

"iffml 468/T;Ts;i;;7/;i73l.oto. «—«
isconduct on his part being a

rAi
/')

' \ ■/ 
F /

r
accused
A^of general public, which is tantamount to gross misc

membet of discipline force.
Sheet along with statement of allegations.

Officer. He conducted proper 

official and recorded statements of all

He was issued with Charge
appointed as EnquiryAddl: SP, Abbottabad was 

departmental enquiry against the delinquent
departmental enquiry, the Enquiry Officer 

ations have been proved against delinquent official.
summoned to appear in Orderly

concerned. After conducting proper 
submitted his findings wherein allegi

issued Final Show Cause Notice. He was
He was 

Room on 

state in,his defence.

patient hearing but he had nothing plausible to
22-02-2022. He was given a

vested in the undersigned Police

oir A., m . cmpmpp. —P. .m — » >”
punishment of from service with immediate effect.

Order announced.

OB No. 
Dated

fficeriic'j>iis AGbottabad

CC.
Establishment Clerk, DPO Office Abbottabad.

2. OHC DPO Office Abbottabad alongwith Enquiry containing
1. pages

for completion of record
*********************

ll
1 !■
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BEFORE THE INSPECTOR GENERAL QF POT TCF
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA. PESHAWAR

I
■S'K:r ' V

Saqib Ah Ex-TFC No. 1024 Traffic Warden Abbottabad, resident of Tarhana 
Tehsil & District Abbottabad.

APPELLANT
VERSUS

1. Deputy Inspector General of Police, Hazara Region, Abbottabad, 

District Police Officer, Abbottabad. :2.

...RESPONDENTS

Subject: DEPARTMENTAL APPEAT. AGAINST ORDER
1

BEARING N0.866/PA DATED 21/09/2022 PASSED
BY RESPONDENT NO.l. WHEREBY THE APPFAT

FILED BY APPELLANT AGAINST OB N0.52
DATED 23/02/2022 PASSED BY RESPONDENT N0.2.

!HAS BEEN DISMISSED.

It is respectRilly submitted as under:-
^ ■ *

I take honor to refer to the subject noted above and to submit as

under

1. I was issued with charge sheet and statement of allegation 

vide letter No. 473/PA dated 14/12/2021.1 submitted reply 

thereof accordingly. Copies of the statement of allegation,
* j i

charge and reply thereof are attached herewith as 

Annexure “A”. A

1.4

A"
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2. That thereafter final show cause notice was issued to me

vide letter No.26/PA dated 07/02/2022. I also submitted

the reply of final show cause notice. Copy of show 

notice and reply thereof is attached as Annexure “B”,

cause

3. That despite the fact that during the inquiry nothing could 

be proved against appellant and the complainant has also 

not come forward to depose against appellant, the 

respondent No.2 in a slipshod and cursory manner, 

notwithstanding the law on the subject proceeded to 

terminate my services vide OB No.52 dated'23.02.2022. 

However, no order in writing has been provided to

'x.

appellant.

4. That the appellant submitted departmental appeal before 

respondent No.l who vide office order N0.866/PA dated 

21/09/2022 dismissed the appeal by maintaining the order 

of respondent No.2. Copy order N0.866/PA dated 

21/09/2022 are attached herewith as Annexure “C”.

5. That both the impugned orders passed by respondents are 

being assailed through the instant appeal on the following 

grounds;- '

GROUNDS:-
a. That having no order in hand appellant is left with no

option but to file the present departmental appeal 

without impugned order. • ^
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inducted in District Policeb. That appellant was

Abbottabad in the year 2012 and since then I have been
!■;

performing my duties with devotion, dedication and 

honesty. Appellant performed, at different stations,
i

have been appreciated by my superiors in the shape of
(

certificates and rewards. During the whole tenure of my 

single complaint has not been filed byservice even a

any quarter against me.

c. That during the days of occurrence the appellant was 

performing his duties as Gunner with SP Traffic.

r
d. That upon the report of one Khalid, a bogus and 

frivolous FIR was lodged against the unkiiown culprits, 

wherein neither the appellant charged nor the appellant

» ■

was nominated.

e. That accordingly, a bogus FIR No.649 was registered

12/12/2021 under Section 419/420/468/471 PPGon
t,

read with Section 118-1(c)/ 119(b) of Police Act, 2017

against unknown persons. i

f That later on the complainant charged the appellant for
I

(■

the offence in his supplementary 'statement and
jl

statement recorded under section 164| Cr.PC, after a 

lapse of 09 days and therein has not assigned any role
.'If

to the appellant. Further, in the light fof dictums laid

I
i



down by the Apex Courts, supplementary statement has

no credit in the eye of law.

That on 23/11/2021, the time of alleged occurrence i.eg-

01:00 pm I was present in connection with my duty in

SP Traffic Office Abbottabad and my attendance and

copy of Roznamcha to this effect is annexed herewith.

h. That appellant is completely innocent and the whole 

episode has been staged with malafide intention just to
fi-

drag me in the present fabricated and concocted case

with ulterior motives and some personal grudges as an

escape goat.

That the appellant was arrested in the subject bogus FIR1.

and having my case one of the further inquiry under

section 497(2) Cr.PC, the appellant was released on bail

by the learned Judicial Magistrate-Ill, Abbottabad.

That the allegations in the subject FIR are yet to be• J-

proved against appellant and it is celebrated principle of

law that unless proven guilty, one is presumed to be

innocent.

k. That trial of the case is yet to commence and if the
j

appellant is dismissed at'this stage and later acquitted in

the FIR, the appellant would have incpnvenience and



irreparable loss not only to himself but to his family,

repute and Honor.

1. That another important aspect of the case is that the

complainant stated in his statement under section 164 

Cr.PC that he could not identify the police official, and

no identification parade under Article 22 of QSO 1984 

was conducted by the LO to authenticate my identity.

m. That during the investigation, 1.0 is not collected the 

record of my attendance in SP Traffic Office,

Abbottabad.

n. That during investigation the complainant has not been 

made an accused, despite the fact that he disclosed

himself in sale of illegal gold.

o. That order Article 67 of QSO 1984, previous character 

of accused is always relevant and in my case my entire 

service record is clean and appellant has never been

involved in such like activities.

p. That before the adjudication of court of law upon the 

matter, passing of dismissal order from service is not
I

only harsh but against the law, fact arid norms of

natural justice.



I

♦

* i

q. That in the wake of above the appellant woulcl also

humbly submit that a chance of personal hearing be

also given to me in the highest interest of justice.

It is therefore, humbly prayed that in the light of foregoing
i'

^jH' ■ ■■

submissions, the instant appeal in hand may kindly be accepted

and the appellant be restored on his service.
I

Dated: _W^/2022

APPELLANT1
r • • •

SAQIBALI 

Ex-TFCNo.1024 
District Traffic Police, 

Abbottabad , (

r

\

1

I

I1

)

;

r

t

s
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OFFICE OF THE REGIONAL POLICE OFFICER 

HAZARA REGION, ABlJO ri ABAI) 
V* 0992-9310021-22 

100992-9310023 
H r.rpoliu/,aia@gnuiil.

/ PA DATED^/_/_^/2022

i.

..sl
i;

: ^44 cum
NO;

ORDER ;;

Ihis order will dispose of departmental appeal under Rule 11-A of Khyber Paklilunkhwa 
Police Rules, 1975 submitted by Ex. Constable Saqib Ali No.l024 of district Abbottabad 

the order of punishment i.e. dismissal from service awarded by DPO Abbottabad
No.52 dated 23.02.2022.

against 
vide OB

Brief facts leading to the punisliment 
Warden, Abbottabad

that the appellant while posted as TFC Trafficare

23.11.2021 he along with 05 co-accused made a plan of selling gold 
ornament weighing 70/75 Tola to Mr. Khalid s/o Muhammad Rafique r/o Balakot in lieu of Rs.
42,00,000/- out of which cash amounting 32,50,000/- was paid by Mr. Khalid but the appellant 
along with other co-accused created

on

i

a pre-plan drama and pretended that the gold 
were stolen property. He by using tactics fraudulently look the cash amount its. 32,50,000/- from 
the applicant without

ornaments

1
any agreement/deed and neither took any legal action nor brought the 

matter into the notiee of senior officers. Consequemly, upon the application of Mr. Khalid s/o 
Muhammad Rafique a case vide FIR No.649 daled 12.12.2021 U/S 419/420/46S/47I 
Mangai was registered against him and others 05

Hie appellant was issued charge sheet along with .‘nummary of allegations and Add. SP 

constituted to conduct departmental enquiry. The EO in his findings lield the 
appellant responsible of misconduct and recommended him for suitable punislunent. 
Consequently, DPO Abbottabad/awarded him major punishment of dismissal from 
Hence, the appellant submitted this present appeal.

After

I

PPC PS
co-accused.

i
Abbottabad was

service.

receiving his appeal, comments of DPO Abbottabad
exammed/perused. The undersigned called the appellant in OR and heard him in person. The
appellant was given reasonable opportunity to defend himself against the cliarges, however he 
failed to

were sought and

- i advance any justification. The allegations leveled against the appellant were proved
durmg course of investigation and departmental enquiry. Hence, disciplinary action taken .against

the appellant seems reasonable and the appeal is liable lo be dismissed. Therefore, in exercise of
the powers conferred upon the undersigned under Rule 11 -4 (a) of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police 
Rules,

■!

f
1975 the instant appeal is hereby filed'rejectcd with immediate effect.K-

<■

Ik'j

Min/ais Niaz (PSP) 
REGIONAL POLICE OFFICER 

HAZAi<A REGION, AUUOTTABADS
66 f iNo. /PA, datedlAbboltabad the C mil.

Cc.

1
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