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BEFORE THE HONOURABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL^
PESHAWAR. PaKhtu^^hwa

Si^s vicc Tribunal■V
/ / 7^ AService Appeal No. 2501/2023

Dsory No.

Muhammad Tariq (Ex-LHC No. 1608) 

District Police Mardan .........................
r>ntc<i

Appellant

VERSUS

The Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar and others
Respondents

PARA-WISE COMMENTS ON BEHALF OF RESPONDENTS NO. 01. 02 & 03lr

Respectfully Sheweth,

PRELIMINARY OBJECTIONS

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 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.

6. That the Hon'ble Tribunal has no jurisdiction to adjudicate the matter.
7. That the appeal is bad for miss-joinder and non-joinder of necessary 

parties.
REPLY ON FACTS

1. Correct to the extent that as per record, the appellant was initially 

appointed as constable in Police Department, while rest of para is incorrect 

because every Police Officer is under obligation to perform his duty upto the 

entire satisfaction of his superiors. Moreover, service record of the appellant 

is tainted with bad entries (Copy of list of bad entries and punishment 

is attached as Annexure "A").
2. Incorrect. Plea taken by the appellant is not plausible, because he has been 

properly proceeded against departmentally on the basis of report of Sub 

Divisional Police Officer, (SDPO) Rural, Mardan containing the allegations of' 

criminal negligence and gross misconduct.

As on 01.09.2021 during routine patrolling, IHC Abid Khan No.3293 and LHC 

Niaz Ali No.2697 etc of Police Post Shaheedan Police Station Rustam, Mardan 

arrested Kamran r/o Nawan Killey Toru with a 30 bore unlicensed pistol 

along with five live rounds and a case vide FIR No.1057 datevJ 01.09.2021 

U/S 15-AA Police Station Rustam was registered against him.



On the next day i.e 02.09.2021 IHC Abid Khan drafted application for 

obtaining judicial remand and sent it to the Court through Constable Ayaz 

No.1663 with advice that the accused Kamran will be waiting at Mardan 

Katcheri. On reaching Mardan Katcheri, constable Ayaz found that LHC Niaz 

Ali was also present in Mardan Katcheri and was standing with accused 

Kamran, so constable Ayaz handed-over the said documents to LHC Niaz Ali. 

The accused was produced in the Court by LHC Niaz Ali as he (accused) 

couldn't produce any surety so the Court awarded him punishment of fine to 

the tune of Rs.lOOO/-, but the accused did not pay the above mentioned fine 

due to which he was sent to judicial lock up. The main motive behind 

sending the accused to judicial lock-up was that on 03-09-2021 the brother 

of accused namely Amir Sajjad had to commit murder with the connivance 

of his brother and the delinquent Officer. Later on, a case vide FIR No.889 

dated 03.09.2021 U/S 302/324/34-PPC Police Station, Toru was registered 

in which the accused Kamran was also charged for the commission of 

offence.

It is worth mentioning that Superintendent of Police Investigation, Mardan 

vide his office letter No.531/PA/Inv: dated 06-09-2021 also highlighted the 

fact that accused Kamran in connivance with LHC Tariq Ali, IHC Abid Khan 

and LHC Niaz Ali No. 2697 malafidely got registered the above mentioned 

case so as to entitle the accused for plea of alibi in a murder case and the 

accused Kamran was presented before the Court without handcuffs. It is 

pertinent to mention here that the appellant had friendship with accused 

Kamran and he (appellant) staged the entire drama of involving accused 

Kamran in the above mentioned case through his brother Niaz Ali who was 

performing his duties at Police Post Shaheedan Police Station Rustam by 

issuing him Charge Sheet with Statement of Allegations and enquiry was 

entrusted to the then SDPO Sheikh Maltoon Mardan. The enquiry officer 

during the course of enquiry recorded statements of all concerned and 

fulfilled all legal and codal formalities by extending right of self defense to 

the appellant to produce evidence/grounds in his defense but in fiasco. The 

Enquiry Officer after fulfilling necessary process, submitted his finding 

report and recommended the appellant for major punishment. Therefore, 

the appellant was issued Final Show Cause Notice vide No,. 1074-75/PA 

dated 07.02.2022 to which his reply was received but found un-satisfactory 

and the appellant was also called in Orderly Room on 09.03.2022, but this 

time too, the appellant failed to justify his innocence, hence, he was 

awarded major punishment of dismissal from service vide OB No. 634 dated 

09.03.2022, which does commensurate with the gravity of misconduct of 

the appellant. Later on, the appellant preferred departmental appeal before 

appellate authority, but the same was rejected and filed. Thereafter the



appellant approached the Honorable Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal 

and Service Appeal No. 570/2022 which was decided and issued directions 

for conducting De-novo Enquiry, which was finalized as per rules/iaws and 

the appellant is again dismissed from service, which does commensurate 

with the gravity of misconduct of appellant (Copies of previous charge 

sheet with statement of allegations. Final Show Cause Notice, 

dismissal order and Enquiry Papers are attached as Annexure B, C, 

D & E).
3. Correct that the Honorable Tribunal vide order dated 25.10.2022 partially 

accepted appeal of the appellant and issued directions for conducting De- 

novo Enquiry, which was finalized as per rules/laws and the appellant was 

again dismissed from service, which does commensurate with the gravity of 

misconduct of appellant (Copy of reinstatement and dismissal order 

dated 23.10.2023 are attached as Annexure F & G).

4. Incorrect. Stance taken by the appellant is baseless, because as per 

directions of the Honorable Tribunal, the appellant was re-instated in service 

for the purpose of de-novo enquiry vide order OB No. 2671 dated 

20.12.2022 vide order/endorsement No.7270-74/EC dated 21-12-2022. The 

appellant was proceeded against a de-novo Departmental Enquiry, under 

the allegations that while posted at PAL Office Mardan on 01-09-2021, he in 

collaboration with IHC Abid Khan No.3293, the then In-charge Police Post 

Shaheedan and LHC Niaz Ali No.3333 his brother had shown arrest of one 

Kamran resident of Nawan Killey Toru with a (30) bore without 

number/unlicensed pistol and (05) rounds in the area of Police Station 

Rustam vide case FIR No.1057 dated 01-09-2021 U/S 15AA Police Station 

Rustam, who was actually present at Nawan Killey (Toru) at the time of his 

alleged arrest, as proved from his Call Data Record analysis. He was 

produced before the concerned court on the following day & was fined 

Rs.lOOO/-. However, in a deliberate and preplanned move, he intentionallJ 

refused to pay the fine, hence he was sent to Judicial Lock-up. The mail 

purpose of accused to be arrested and lodging in Jail was to have a plea 

alibi and to get himself absolved from being charged in a murder case viA 

FIR No.889 dated 03-09-2021 U/S 302/324/34 PPC Police Station ToA 

which was committed by his brother namely Amir Sajjad, after due plann^B 

& conspiracy, in which, he (accused Kamran) was also charged for 

commission of crime. Thus, appellant abetted & connived with Kamrai^H 

get him plea of alibi in murder case vide FIR No.889 Police Station Tor^H 

registering a false case against him &. showing him arrested in Police St^^| 

Rustam, whereas in actuality he was present in Toru at that time.
De-novo enquiry was conducted by Mr. Rahim Hussain, Superintend^^H 

Police Headquarters, City Traffic Peshawar and Mr. Kamal Hussain



Superintendent of Police, Capital City Police/ Peshawar, wherein the Enquiry 

Panel held the delinquent official responsible for the charges leveled against 

him and found him guilty of misconduct, however, strangely enough 

recommended that as the defaulting official has already remained under 

(05) days Quarters Guard, so awarding him any punishment on account of 

such a grave misconduct wherein assassination of a person was facilitated 

would be a double jeopardy to the accused official and five days Quarters 

Guard may be considered as suitable punishment in the instant case.

The District Police Officer, Mardan did not agree with the findings being 

flimsy and another fresh Charge Sheet with Statement of allegations vide 

No. 169/PA dated 03.07.2023 as well as de-novo enquiry was conducted 

through Mr. Mehir Ali Superintendent of Police Complaints & Enquiry, 

Accountability Branch Central Police Office, Peshawar, wherein the Enquiry 

Officer recorded statement of appellant and again held responsible the 

delinquent official of commission of grave misconduct, which resulted in 

benefiting an accused of a murder case. It is pertinent to mention that 

under Police Rules-1975, Enquiry Officer is meant to enquire & to give 

verdict whether charges leveled against the delinquent official were 

established or not and he cannot direct the authority concerned about 

quantum of punishment to be awarded.

The appellant was heard in Orderly Room on 12-10-2023, during which, he 

failed to present any cogent reasons in his defense. Further, as the 

misconduct and abuse of authority has been established in two consecutive 

departmental enquiries, thus the District Police Officer, Mardan being 

authority awarded him major punishment of dismissal from service with 

effect from 09-03-2022 (Copy of Enquiry Papers is attached as 

annexure-H).

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

which was decided on merit by providing full-fledged opportunity of 

defending himself before the appellate authority but he bitterly failed to 

produce any cogent reasons in his defense. Therefore, the same was 

rejected and filed, being devoid of merit (Copy of rejection order dated 

28.11.2023 is attached as annexure-"!").

6. Incorrect. Stance taken by the appellant is not plausible because orders 

passed by the respondent No. 01 and 02 are as per law, facts and natural 

justice, hence, liable to be maintained and appeal of the appellant is liable 

to be dismissed on the following grounds amongst the others. ^

REPLY ON GROUNDS:

■ Q

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

passed by the competent authority are as per law, facts according to norms



of natural justice and material available on record, hence liable to be 

maintained.

B. Incorrect. Stance taken by the appellant is baseless, because as per

directions of the Honorable Tribunal, the appellant was re-instated in service

2671 datedfor the purpose of de-novo enquiry vide order OB No.

20.12.2022 vide order/endorsement No.7270-74/EC dated 21-12-2022. The 

appellant was proceeded against a de-novo Departmental Enquiry, under 

the allegations that while posted at PAL Office Mardan on 01-09-2021, he in 

collaboration with IHC Abid Khan No.3293, the then In-charge Police Post

Shaheedan and LHC Niaz AM No.3333 his brother had shown arrest of one 

Kamran resident of Nawan KiNey Toru with a (30) bore without 

number/unlicensed pistol and (05) rounds in the area of Police Station 

Rustam vide case FIR No.1057 dated 01-09-2021 U/S 15AA Police Station 

Rustam, who was actually present at Nawan Killey (Toru) at the time of his 

alleged arrest, as proved from his Call Data Record analysis. He was 

produced before the concerned court on the following day & was fined 

Rs.lOOO/-. However, in a deliberate and preplanned move, he intentionally 

refused to pay the fine, hence he was sent to Judicial Lock-up. The main 

purpose of accused to be arrested and lodging in Jail was to have a plea,of 

alibi and to get himself absolved from being charged In a murder case vide 

FIR No.889 dated 03-09-2021 U/S 302/324/34 PPC Police Station Toru, 

which was committed by his brother namely Amir Sajjad, after due planning 

& conspiracy, in which, he (accused Kamran) was also charged for the 

commission of crime. Thus, appellant abetted 8t connived with Kamran to 

get him plea of alibi in murder case vide FIR No.889 Police Station Toru by 

registering a false case against him & showing him arrested In Police Station 

Rustam, whereas in actuality he was present in Toru at that time.

De-novo enquiry was conducted by Mr. Rahim Hussain, Superintendent of 

Police Headquarters, City Traffic Peshawar and Mr. Kamal Hussain Deputy 

Superintendent of Police, Capital City Police, Peshawar, wherein the Enquiry 

Panel held the delinquent official responsible for the charges leveled against 

him and found him guilty of misconduct, however, strangely enough 

recommended that as the defaulting official has already remained under 

(05) days Quarters Guard, so awarding him any punishment on account of 

such a grave misconduct wherein assassination of a person was facilitated 

would be a double jeopardy to the accused official and five days Quarters 

Guard may be considered as suitable punishment in the instant case.

The District Police Officer, Mardan did not agree with the findings being 

flimsy and another fresh Charge Sheet with Statement of allegations vide 

No. 169/PA dated 03.07.2023 as well as de-novo enquiry was conducted 

through Mr. Mehir AM Superintendent of Police Complaints & Enquiry,



Accountability Branch Central Police Office, Peshawar, wherein the Enquiry 

Officer recorded statement of appeliant and again held responsible the 

delinquent official of commission of grave misconduct, which resulted in 

benefiting an accused of a murder case. It is pertinent to mention that 

under Police Rules-1975, Enquiry Officer is meant to enquire & to give 

verdict whether charges leveled against the deiinquent, official were 

established or not and he cannot direct the authority concerned about 

quantum of punishment to be awarded.

The appellant was heard in Orderly Room on 12-10-2023, during which, he 

failed to present any cogent reasons in his defense. Further, as the 

misconduct and abuse of authority has been established in two consecutive 

departmental enquiries, thus the District Police Officer, Mardan being 

authority awarded him major punishment of dismissal from service with 

effect from 09-03-2022.

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

because he was issued fresh Charge Sheet with Statement of allegations 

vide No. 169/PA dated 03.07.2023, which were received on 05.07.2023 by 

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

(Photo Copy of receipt of served charge sheet is attached as 

annexure-J).
D. Incorrect. Stance taken by the appellant is baseless, because as per 

directions of the Honorable Tribunal, the appellant was re-instated in service 

for the purpose of de-novo enquiry vide order OB No.. 2671 dated 

20.12.2022 and another fresh Charge Sheet with Statement of allegation 

No. 169/PA dated 03.07.2023 was issued to the appellant and de-novo 

enquiry was conducted through Mr. Mehir Ali SP/Compiaints & Enquiry 

Accountability Branch CPO Peshawar, wherein the Enquiry Officer 

summoned, heard in person and recorded statement of appellant and after 

fulfillment of all legal and codal formalities, the Enquiry Officer held 

responsible the appellant of commission of grave misconduct, which 

resulting in benefiting an accused of a murder case. Therefore, the 

appellant was summoned and heard in Orderly Room on 12.10.2023, but he 

failed to present any plausible reason in his defense, hence, the appellant 

was again awarded major punishment of dismissal from service, which does 

commensurate with the gravity of misconduct of the appellant. It is 

pertinent to mention here that the appellant was also'summoned and heard 

in person in Orderly Room held on 23.11.2023 by the appellant authority, 

but this time too the appellant failed to produce any cogent reason in his 

defense, therefore the same was rejected and filed.

w



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

because the respondent department have no grudges against the appellant 

and he was treated as per law and justice.

F. Incorrect. Stance taken by the appellant is baseless, because as per 

directions of the Honorable Tribunal, the appellant was re-instated in service 

for the purpose of de-novo enquiry vide order OB No. 2671 dated 

20.12.2022 vide order/endorsement No.7270-74/EC dated 21-12-2022. The 

appellant was proceeded against a de-novo Departmental Enquiry, under 

the allegations that while posted at PAL Office Mardan on 01-09-2021, he in 

collaboration with IHC Abid Khan No.3293, the then In-charge Police Post 

Shaheedan and LHC Niaz Ali No.3333 his brother had shown arrest of one 

Kamran resident of Nawan Killey Toru with a (30) bore without 

number/unlicensed pistol and (05) rounds in the area of Police Station 

Rustam vide case FIR No.1057 dated 01-09-2021 U/S 15AA Police Station 

Rustam, who was actually present at Nawan Killey (Toru) at the time of his 

alleged arrest, as proved from his Call Data Record analysis. He was 

produced before the concerned court on the following day & was fined 

Rs.lOOO/-. However, in a deliberate and preplanned move, he intentionally 

refused to pay the fine, hence he was sent to Judicial Lock-up. The main 

purpose of accused to be arrested and lodging in Jail was to have a plea of 

alibi and to get himself absolved from being charged in a murder case vide 

FIR No.889 dated 03-09-2021 U/S 302/324/34 PPC Police Station Toru, 

which was committed by his brother namely Amir Sajjad, after due planning 

& conspiracy, in which, he (accused Kamran) was also charged for the 

commission of crime. Thus, appellant abetted & connived with Kamran to 

get him plea of alibi in murder case vide FIR No.889 Police Station Toru by 

registering a false case against him & showing him arrested in Police Station 

Rustam, whereas in actuality he was present in Toru at that time.

De-novo enquiry was conducted by Mr. Rahim Hussain, Superintendent of 

Police Headquarters, City Traffic Peshawar and Mr. Kamal Hussain Deputy 

Superintendent of Police, Capital City Police, Peshawar, wherein the Enquiry 

Panel held the delinquent official responsible for the charges leveled against 

him and found him guilty of misconduct, however, strangely enough 

recommended that as the defaulting official has already remained under 

(05) days Quarters Guard, so awarding him any punishment on account of 

such a grave misconduct wherein assassination of a person was facilitated 

would be a double jeopardy to the accused official and five days Quarters 

Guard may be considered as suitable punishment in the instant case,

The District Police Officer, Mardan did not agree with the findings being 

flimsy and another fresh Charge Sheet with Statement of allegations vide 

No. 169/PA dated 03.07.2023 as well as de-novo enquiry was conducted

/



through Mr. Mehir Ali Superintendent of Police Complaints & Enquiry, 

Accountability Branch Central Police Office, Peshawar, wherein the Enquiry 

Officer recorded statement of appellant and again held responsible the 

delinquent official of commission of grave misconduct, which resulted in 

benefiting an accused of a murder case. It is pertinent to mention that 

under Police Rules-1975, Enquiry Officer is meant to enquire & to give 

verdict whether charges leveled against the delinquent official were 

established or not and he cannot direct the authority concerned about 

quantum of punishment to be awarded.

The appellant was heard in Orderly Room on 12-10-2023, during which, he 

failed to present any cogent reasons in his defense. Further, as the 

misconduct and abuse of authority has been established in two consecutive 

departmental enquiries, thus the District Police Officer, Mardan being 

authority awarded him major punishment of dismissal from service with 

effect from 09-03-2022.

G. Incorrect. Plea taken by the appellant is ill based, because every Police 

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

his superiors. Moreover, non receipt of complaint against the appellant does 

not mean a clean chit for the future wrong deeds, but service record of the 

appellant is tainted with bad entries.

H. Para pertains to personal information of the appellant needs no comments.

I. Para already explained needs no comments.

J. That this Honorable Service Tribunal has vast powers to maintain the order.

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

additional grounds at the time of arguments.

1, /

PRAYER;-

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

Regional Police O/ficpr, Mardan. 
(Respond^t I'

-tMUHAMMAtySULl
/ Inci/mben

District Police Officer, Mardan. 
(Respondent No. 3)

(NAJEEB-UR-REHMAN BUGVI)
Incumbent

PSP

DIG/Legal, CPO 
For Inspector 
Khyber Pakht'

(Respondent No. 1)
(DR. MUHAMMAD AKHTAR ABBAS)

Incumbent

Police, 
wa, Peshawar

PSP
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BEFORE THE HONOURABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL,

PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No. 2501/2023

Muhammad Tariq (Ex-LHC No. 1608) 

District Police Mardan ......................... Appellant

VERSUS

The Provincial Police Officer, 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 

oath 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. 3)

(NAJEEB-UR-REHMAN BUGVI)
Incumbent

PSP
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OFFICE OF THE Si
DISTRICT POLICE OFFICERj

MARDAN
Tel No. 0937-9230109 & Fax No. 0937-9230111 

EmajI: dpomdn@gmail.com
i

- Dated OLl/'d /2021

DISCIPLINARY ACTION

I, Dr. Zahid Ullah (P$P\ District Police Officer Mardan, as.competeiu aulhoi iiy 

am of the opinion that LHC Tariq Ali No.627, himself liable to” be proceeded against, as he committed 
the following acts/omissions within the meaning'of Police Rules 1975.

! I
i.

STATEMENT OF ALLEGATIONS /}V

__ _ - ___ ^-Whereas.vLiHC Tariq Ali No.627. while , posted at PAL Office Mardan (now
under suspension Police Lines Mdrdan) was found negligence for the following, irregularities, as per 
SDPO Rural Mardan office letter No.l299/R dated 07-09-2021;- i

1) On 01-09-2021, IHC Abid Khan No.3293 & LHC Niaz Ali No.2697 eic
of PP Shaheedan (now under suspension PoliceLines) arrested one Kamran r/o Nawan ^Killey Toru with a 
(30) bore without number and unlicensed pistol & (05) rounds during routine patrbjibng vide case FIR 
No.1057 dated 01-09-2021 U/S 15AA PS Rustam. .

On 02-09-2021, IHC Abid Khan has prepared Remand .ludicial Challan 
and sent it to the Court through Constable .Ayaz Nori663 with advice that the accused is waiting ai 
Mardan Katcheri. On reaching Mardan I^atcheri/he found LHC Niaz Ali No. 2697 along-with accused 
Kamran, so he handed-over the Remand Judicial papers to LHC Niaz Ali & thendie produced the accused 

-■ to>the-Co,UFt(wherein the accused couldn’t produce any surety, so tlie Court fined him of Rs.lOOO/-, but 
intentionally the accused regretted by not paying the.fined amount, so he was- sent to Judicial Lock-up. 
The main purpose behind preferring Judicial Lo'clc-up was that on 03-09-2021, bj'other.of accused namely 
Amir Sajjad committed murder vide case FIR No.889 dated 03-09-2021 U/S 302/324/3'4 Wc PS Toru, in 
which, he (accused Kamran) was also charged for the commission of crime.

2)

 I

As per SP/Investigation Mardan vide his office letter No.531/PA/lnv:. 
dated 06-09-2021, highlighting'that accused Kamran in connivance with LHC Tariq Ali No,627 of PAL 
Office Mardan and his brother LHC Niaz Ali^ No. 2697 of PP Shaheedan (Now both suspended) 
registered the aboVe quoted case against himself, because on the day and at the time of occurrence, 

"■'T-' acciised-KamranWas not present oh the spot and. ha direct recovery has been fronf him. while on ihe 
jij^xt day,_(02-09:2021), accused JC^ran was handed-over to Constable/Ayaz Ali.No.1663 without 
handcuffs .in the Court, whereih.''-before the ebneerned Magistrate, acaJsed Kansan resiled from his 
statement and was sent to Judicial Lockup Mardan. From the preliminaiy enquiry^Tt Has been found that 
accused Kamran in connivance with LHC Tariq Ali has planned his^trance to Ma'rdan Jail and this fact 
has been accepted by all. / j

3)

From the above^discussion, the involvement of LHC.Tariq Ali in this4)
episode/plan can’t be ruled-out.

. v.
""Torthe purpose of scrutinjzin^the conduct of the shid accused official with 
allegations, Mr. Adnan Aza:refeiji 'tathe IDPO SMT is nominated: as Ennuin' Officer.

iiiI>!
The Enquiry Officer shall, in accordance with the provisioniof Police Rules 1975,

reasonable oppojtunity of hearing to the accused Police Officer, reeorJ/submit his findings and

receipt of this order, recommendations as to punishment or other appropriatemake withi^30)^
2 acti^ B^mt the accuse ■ial.

^0 LHC Tariq Ali is directed to 
, time and place fixed by the'Enquiry Officer.

M f/ f
TlFT'VS'

mailto:dpomdn@gmail.com


rOFFICE OF THE 

DISTRICT POLICE OFFfCER
Vi

N>5; Oly K>MARDANI

Tel No.'0937-923010d & Fax No. 0937-9230111 ' 
Email: dpomdn@gma[|,com

t .■i ■CHARGE SHEET »
1

I, Dr. Znhid Ullnh fPSP). District Police OO’icer Mardnn, as compctcni 

iiiiilionly, hereby charge LHC Tnrio Ali No.627, while.posted at PAL OR(Ce*Mardan (now under 

su.spension Police Lines Mardan), as per attached StateOient of Allegations.

1 By reasons of above, you appear to be guilty of niiscondisct under Police l^ulc'.,
1975 ajid have rendered j,'Our^elf lia^le49.i»ll or any of the penalties specified in Polic'e^Uil^s,-1975,

i ]

You are, therefore, required to submit your written defense within 07 day.s ol’the 

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

2.

i

Your written defense, if any, should reach the Enquiry Officers within the
specified period, failing which, it shall be presumed‘that you have no defense to pul-in fii|d'in that 
CN-parle action shall follow against you. _ ' '"'I ^

case.

I

Intimate whether you desired to be heard in person.4.
1i tI

^ * y*

\

Di^’fict Police C^Ticc'i’ 
MardanV i

/

\
i
•l-t

I
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I Ih

V

\

iV

l^l
I'!
i-1



OFFICE OF^
DISTRICT POLIcSp^IGER^✓

MARDAN
Tel No. 0937-9230109 & Fax No. 0937*^230t.rt- ;

Email; 'dDQmdn(S)Qmail.com ■;S ^: , 
I !

t—f -f
Dated' > /2-r2022No /PA

Iv
KlNAl. SHOW CAUSE NOTlClj: ■ A .

. ,
LHC Tariq "Ali, while posted at PAL Office Mardan (now under suspension 

found of negligence for the following irregularities, as per SDPO RuralPolice Lines Mardan) was 
Mardan office letter No. 1299/R dated 07-09-2021 :- ..IT'

On 01-09-202J, IHC Abid Khan No.3293 & LHC Way. AW No.2697 etc. 
of PP Shaheedan (now under suspension Police Lines) arrested one' Kamran r/o h^an Killcy ’ oni with a 
(.30) bore wiihoui number and unlicensed pistol & (05).rounds dfiring•routine patrolling vide- case 1-iR 
No.1057 dated 0.1-09-2021 U/S 15AA PS Rusiam. - ' Z

!)

/ P-
On 02-09-2021, IHC Abid Khan haj^repared Rsniand Judicial Challan 

and senL.k_to_lhe Court through Constable Ayaz No.l663 wiihydovice that the accused is waiting at 
Mardan Katchcri! On reaching Mardan f^tcheri, he (C/Ayaz) Mnd LHC Niaz AM No. 2697 aimg-wiih 
accused Kamran, so he handed-over the Rtmajid Judicial pap^to LHC Niaz Ali & then he piTiduccd the 
accused to the Court wherciii the accused couldn’t prc^cc any surely, so the, ddiiirt fined him of 
Rs.lOOO/-, but intentionally the accused egretted by m/paying the fined amouil;, so he v/as sent to 
Judicial Lock-up. The main purpose behinjd preferrin^idicial Lock-up was that on 03-09-2021, brother 
of accused namely Amir Sajjad 
302/324/34 PPC PS Torn, in which, he (a

. 2)

Ited mur^r vide case l-TR No.889 .:^atcd_D3-09-2C21 U/S 
cused

comm
mran) was alsc’charged for the commission o'crime.
/ p-

• 3) .
dated 06-09-^202l;''highlighting that accu

As per J P/Invesligation Mardan vide his office letter No.531/PA/lnv: 
Wci Kamran in connivance with LHC Tariq Ali No.627 of PAL 

Office Mardan and his brother LHC Niaz Ali No. 2697 of PP Shaheedai^j’Now hplh suspended), 
registered the above quoted case against himself,^because on the day and at tne tinic !oi'occurrence, 

—flociiscd'Kamnm'\^ass‘iatpnjscnt-oiT-iiWspot and no direct rccpvcipj has been made r|'pnvnini, while on the 
nc.\l day (02-09-2021), accused Kamran was handed-ovci" to Constable Ayaz X'li No. 1663 without 
handcufls in the Court, wherein before the concerned Magistrate, accused Kamran resiled Irum his • 
statement and was sent to Judicial Lockup Mardan. From the preliminary enquiry, it has been found that 
accused Kamran in connivance with LHC Tariq Alishas planned his entrance to Mardan Jail and thfs fact 
has been accepted by all.
(•is,.,

4) From the above discussion, your involvement in this cpisodc/jjian can’t
' N i

. ' i I I .
In this connection, during the course of Departmental Enquiry, conch cted by

Mr. Adnan Azam SDPO Sheikh Maltoon vide his office letter No.632/St-SM':f dated 13-12-2021. in 
pursuance of this ofrice Statement of Disciplinary Action/Charge Sheet No.225/PA dated 01-10-202!,' 
holding responsible you of gross misconduct & recommended for major punishment. You were heard in 
OR on 02-02-2022, during which, you have failed toi'prcsent any plausible reason In your'dcfcitse.

be ruled-out.
I ;

. Therefore, it is proposed to impose Major/Minor penalty as envisaged under 
Rules 4 (b)ofthcKhyberPakhtunkhwa Police Rules 1975. . JJ. .f. •• n. • (

A ■
I Dr. Zaliid Uilah (PSP) District Police Officer Mardah,ln 

power vested in me under Rules 5 (3) (a) & (b) of the Khybcr PaklUunkhwa Police'ilules 1975 call upon 
^ you to Show Cause Finally as to why the proposed punishment should not be awartlcd to you. 1

■M-*- ' ' '■
______Your reply shall reach this qfTlce within 07 clays of receipt of this Noiice, failing

which; it willTe prcsurnedTliaT5^uTia^ no explanation to ofl'cr. - |

Hence, cxc cisc of the

t

You are liberty to appear for personal hearing before tlic iindcrsignedr'? 
' ' '

(I)r.iZShjc, Ullah) PS? 
District Police Officer

• Q
i’

Received by_ p: ■■
• it

I
Dated:_oJJ<Tj;_/2022

Copy to RI Police Lines Mardan (Altcnlion Residci^ to deliver tins Notice upoK the alle^gccl-oniciol & the 
__relLirncd to this ofllce within (05) deys pos'ilively I’or onward ncccssaiy attjun.



/•Before the Worthy D ARDA.1
s

i i

1^7 i

t

REPLY TO FINAL SHOW CAUSE NOTICE NO 1074-75/PA DATED
07.02.2022. i ■■II ;

I f
I

Rc^pcclcd Sir.
/ I'-

> In response to the Final Show siihmilleci that the
•S ■ '

petitioner was posted at PAL Officei‘ Mardan and has no connection will* the alTairs of
h- ■ .!!

!V ■
PP Shaheedan. t.

> That the petitioner is not aware about the story of case FIR No. 

■H)57^'dFfed‘0L09.2O21 u/s i5AA PS Rustam. The in-charge PP Shaheedan and his 

staff will know best regarding the said case at any stage.
I -M ;

> The charged accused^in case FIR No. 889 dated 03.09.2*021 u/s
; i

302/324/34 PPC PS T'oru is not known to me. Neither accused Kamran falls in my

•!t :
III -!
!ir ^

relation, nor has petitioner got any cpntact with him.
1I ;(

> The petitioner has not planned the^eatii^ToF accused Kamran to

Mardan .lail. The petitioner cannot imagine involving himself in such activ'iiies.
i f .

> There .is no evidence against the pfctiiioner'lo connect him wiih 

the allegations levelled against him.‘“ • i1

> That the petitioner was enlisted as Constable on 01.10.201 1 in

, Police Department and lias performed his duty with good and efficient be.aavior. That 

ihe'pdtiUohefwas not dealt departmentally prior to this. All facts arc evident from the 

shining-service record of the petitioner as there is no bad entry^ in service record of the

petitioner.

•--XV.>
*

a ii
■

II ’ .1!

'il'.!V
t

.S
/



A
■,f ped’tioncr belongs to a police famfly. 1 hCpeiitioncr is the son ol a retired police 

.Aker ffC Biikht Taj who served in police department. The petitioner is married with 

2 kids and old father. The" family depends upon the police service of the petitioner.

> The petitioner is'well educated officer^qnd^wishes to get I'uriher

: 1
-

■* >

\

/
/

f*sucec.ss in liiture.

Keeping in view the abfeve facts and circumstances, it is humbly prayed 

tliat being innocent, the subject charge sheet may kindly^be'filed.*
:-|l :a*

I !

u

Dated: /02/2022
{

y^i=s-€Hb£clicntly
t -M- .

N

l;'i
'Muhammad ir&Wq No. 627/LHC

i ?•

r'Vrv*i •'

i

•s
\

= "t • 
t {I’l

J

■f ^

A

4>-

iV*

\
St . 1' :

I !
hj :



'w
0 •

.i :
•“ I

niSriPT.TNARY ACTION AGAINST DHC TAR1C)~ALI No. 627.

Kindly refer to your office diary No.2i^/PA, dated 01.10.2021.
r-

LHC TXXUO ALI N0.627; (Kow under siispensicn Police 'LinesWhereas, .__ - ___________________
Mafdah) vvas-fOund-ne-gHgence for the following irregularities, as per SDPO ru al Ma-dan ottice
letter No. 1299/R dated 07-09-202 Is-,

1) On 01.09.2021, he accompanied by IHCAbid khan N6.'3293 and NIAZ ALI N0.2697 
PP Shaheedan (Now Under suspension police line) airested one kamran r/o nawan kaly Poui vvidi 
a(30) bore without number and unlicensed pistol & (05) rounds during routine patrolling vide 
FIRNo.1057 dated 01.09.2021 15AA PS Rustam. ■ ‘ '

2) On 02.09.2021 IHC Abid khan has prepared Remand judicial challan and sent to the 
court through Constable AyazNo.1663 with advice that the accused is waiting Mardan kachcri. 
On reaching Mardan kacheri, he found (LHC Niaz Aii No.2697) along with accused Kamran. so 
he handed over the remand judicial papers to'LHC Niaz Ali,' Who produced t.ie accused to the 
court wherein the accused couldn’t produced any surety, so the court fined hinvof RS. 1000/-. but 
intentionally the accused regretted by not paying the fined aniount, so he^was sent to judicial 
Lock up. The main purpose behind preferring judicial lockjip^was that on03.09.2021, Brother of 

* I-Accused^ Namely Amir sajjad committed a murder while FIR No.889 Dated 03.09.2021 u/s 
302.324.34 PS Toru in which he (accused kamran) was. also charged for the commission or
crime.

etc

case

3) As per SP/Investigation Mardan vide his office letteJrjNi).531/PA/Inv: dated 06.09.2021,
__ hi‘^h''«htirg^that acpi;sed kamran in connivance with LHC Muhammad Tariq No. 627 of P.AL

Branch office Mardan and his brother^LHC Niaz Ali No. 2697 of PP Shaheedan ( Now both ^ 
suspended) registered the above pase'against himself, because on the day and at the time of * 

accused kamran was not present on the spot and rid direct recoveiy has been made
handed over to Constable

occurrence
“Ofrornrhim, while on the next day (02.09.2021), accused Kamran

Ayaz ali No. 1663 without handcuffs in the court, wherein before court magistrate accused 
Kamran resiled from his statement and was sent to judicial!lock,|up Mardan. from the preliminary 
inquiry, it has been found that accused Kamran in connivance with LHC Muhammad Tanq has. 
planned his entrance to Mardan jail and this fact has been accepted by all. , . , .

From the above discussion.the involvement, of LHC TARIQ ALI N0.6z7 in this

was

4) .
plan/episode cannot ruled out. i c-

■ -‘^IPROCEEDINGS;-

The undersigned Conducted departmental bnqi^n^ where the delinquent officer 
LHC Tariq Ali was called to the office and enquired. HiT^jften statement was also recorded and 
placed on enquiry file. The delinquent police officer staje'd that he was posted at PAL office 
Mardan and has got not concern with The officers of PP. Shahedan. Further added that he is not 
aware of actual story of case FIR..NO.1057 dated 01.09.2021 u/s 15AA PS Rustam and showed 
ignorance from the whole scenaiio. Similarly, he denied any relation with the accused Kamran 

"^"^■chlii^FdTn^casd FIR^ror 889 dated^ 03.09.2021 u/s 302/324/34 PS Toru. Moreover, he stated that 
neither the accused Kamran is known to me nor is my jrelative. That he has not planned Uie 
entrance of the accused Kamran to Mardan Jail as he can’t tp do such illegal activities c.nd denied 
all the leveled allegations against him. . ' 1 j ‘

To dig out facts, secret information/report.was obtained where it was found that the 
accused Kamran and LHC Tariq ^re friends. Besides this,jl.0 of the case was called to the office 
and enquired. SI Niaz Muhammad, 1.0 of the case stated that accused Ameer Sajjad was arrested 
0^‘the spot. However,'during investigation it came to surface that accused Kamian was in Jail in 

FIR No. 1057 dated 01,09.2021 u/s 15AA PS Rustam who was later arrested by the local
1. -*tr-

case
police after getting bail. ■ ,;:L-

\

;
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\' /,in\if V’i5---^tl?pMenrto ffleflpOtt that in the subjeet mak^ SDPO R^ral circle tas also 

"They were recommended for proper departmental enquiry.

•!

. ' I!: :i

RFrOMMENDATlON:
i/ ■

From the enquiry conducted, hearing of the concerned officers and going tluough he 
record the undersigned reached to the conclusion that the alleged ofticer lias induectly ass.sted 
tbP aenrsed Kamran-to confine himself in jaU,Tbii hejpe_djhe__^eiui the mur^er_c^_«;lnch 
aHttFfServ^leStenhihi^^iiti^ and is recommenced
fof M^nTPumsfiment if agreed, please.

I/St-SMT 
■ -Dated. /.'?/2-_/2021 .

No. : i'j

/
I (Adnan^AzaiiTfKhan)

DeputyiSui)er!ntendent of Police, 
-1 S.M.T-Cirble.
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PiSTR»C^T POLUCE b
fVlARbAN <3

>HE -
■m\ IW'l

Vr^'V

SCER,1 1'^ / ITS r-7
*/ ^ '---- p « Y/ <6

f^'J. / Tel No. 0937-9230109 &Vax No 
Email:

V'' • 0937-923011.L 
..d|iani^n<g?gjn2t|j;Qn3i

ry- /PAUi
.Piucd^? /3 /2022•i

/ 't ^
'i'AUlV) Wu N0.627 '

l-his ordc'till clisnr;..-oira IJq.a,-,QKiVuJ^q.i,y nnd.r Police Rules/

i■ //K - 'Miiinrod ugninsi ihe LMC Tariq Aii 

^ orcriiiiinai ncgligen
/ on the report oC SDPO Riirei circle 

oe and gross misconcliicl. lirieriacis uj'iiie
's ' i !

\ f cciniainiiig ihe

cuse ai'c rh:u;-
/ /'
i. -P- •— :______oo 01.09-2021 jiliic Ahid Khan No

“ »” OM... IM7£57-7' .was regisicrecl againsi him. f

On ihc nc'Ki day lUC Abid Kinm l
prep^irti}! a repon idr ubiuiiiiiiu 

soni i. ,0 .he Court through Constable Ayarj ^.,663 wi.h advice ,ha. ,he^/idici::; iviviand and ; 

-c-..n.-;L-d Kami','in will ho \'-ai(inn Mardan Kalchcri. On i(.aching .Vlurtiai'i Kaichori.
* » f**

•slanding wiih accused K:
"0/ lotind 1,11C Nia;- Ali No. 2697 who uah 

-■•TaC'.o ,-\y,i/ handed-over (he
;''C-.i.Sed

iniran. so 

(0 Li fC Niaz All. Tholi^pori lor obiaining judicial r'emad
was produced in ihc Courf 

any surefy so the Court Lnod hi 

I'fio due 10 which he ■ 

accused to-judidai lock-

b>; L!-iC Nia/. Ali \vhcreiH^.]]xc:>p|dused couldn’ 

m iCs.tOOO/-^ bui [hcaeeusod tlid'nbVn'
< produce 

p.a>' Ihe above hientioned 
was son. to judiciaMock up. The n.au,' nto.ive behind sencliru. ,he

up was .ha^n .03-09-2021 .he l>Vofhfer oraccused nantelv A.nir

connivance o.'his b.-othe and .he delinquent olTeis,
^ n.er on. a case vide PIR No.S«9 da,03-09-2021 U/S 30y324Pf, PPC PS T .ru '

VVJKSregwierecl in widen (heuceused Ka was also charged lor the cjl Tdssiun oruiWoee.mran

= i is wonh oieniioning iluu SP/lnvcsdgiit on
JrO

Mardan vide his <-.iTice
•ei- p

«i 06-;;0.202t ulso highrighied•■ V ilV-
ihe l.'et thui ueeused K: itnran m

Mi No. 2697 !Vi;ii;.i)id.J_v g:)(

-jbr^p|J.'q of alibi in a miirder 
^ was p,-esen,ed in court wiihoul ha JituA cnti.ling hi.u lo

. . ..-c.vc.wiih'Li iC d 

wyLsieix'd (he abov
‘inq .^.h. li-!,; i.HC.Mia?

c memtioned ease'sayis (Seiuirte (he accused L
-ise and (he accused Kamra:

.!odiei;ii lock up..
• •

r
7V !

I < '
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iWheikh MaltoOn vide his orUec Icllci' No.6.i2/Sl^

the delinqucnt olVicial acted in conni^ailee by !‘4si^V bnjlticiiunti

minor olTcncc lo save him IVom l-IK Nck880 doled ((j-0V-2l)2I U/S :>()2/o24;.bl

loru, lioldinii i.ilC Toritj Ali i^uilly of gross miscondiierond hence recommomied lor

punishmeiil. Ibiring ^his heorinj^ in 0.1> on 02-02-2022, he lailed to present any
lie reason in his deiense. ihcrclbre. he (i.l 1C 'I'ariq Ali) was served Nviih a l-inat Show

Noiice, under Khybcr Pakhlunkhwa Police Rules-1975. issued vide this ol'lice
* * ^ * *75/PA dalcd 07-02-2022, to which, his reply was leeeivecj’ahd found unsaiislaciory.

a;daied l2-i2-'b)2.. ii uas 

ihe accused

Jin a»*

r.;

/

/
j

J74- n
I

I Order
iJlC Tariq Ali xvas heard in OR on 09-03-2022. during which, he 

It UMire.sc.it -aavp!a.u.si'aie reasonlTii'his defense, iherefore,'keeping in view the lincla’.gs 

l-nquiry Olficor ^^-nai-erial,op record, the allegations leveled,against the delinquent

puijiShmenl
!'

of dismissal from:ial have been proved, therefore, awarded him major

tico with immodia.le effect, in exercise of the power vestetl in me under ivliee Rules
I

i
5'. i ' 1

’>

B \'o. o ^4 \
I

^ ! S 2022.bted
i
i

District Po!i.cg^'>fficer 
Ma rd an

Copv forwarded^br information tC n/^iiiuvft^-

•••'.tl

'I) The DSi’/OdPr^^N^ardan.

f-'.C (Poliee Office) Mardan

ti
i2) fhe

O^tPpliec Oflicc)' Mardan
i ■!

' V i fi; -'f
Sheets.!’! ■PWRh
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{
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OFFICE OF THE 

DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER,
{ V;

t’**
K)
O

Lii fMARDANI ♦ rok.l
Tel No. 0937-92^109 & Fax No. 0937-9230111 

Email dpo_mardan@yahoo.com
»

order
{

In compliance >vith the orders of Honorable KP Service 
Tribunal announced on 25.10.2022 in service appeal No.' 56,9/2022 dully 
endorsed by AIG Legal, KP, Peshawar office letter Na 6269/LegaCdated 

06.12.2022,. Ex-LHC Tariq Ali No. 62*7 is hereby re-instated in service for the 
purpose of de-novo enquiry with immediate eff^'t

Mr-Raheem Hussain SP/HQrs Traffic & Mr.Kamal 
Hussain DSP/Legal CCP, Peshawar are hereby nominated as enquiry officers. 
They shall submit their finding report within 14 days positively.

At

f

OB No. x67 /

Dated. )0 / 1^/20??..
-si/,:!

V

District Police Officer 
Mardan

I

No2_X]^ lj/f£C. dated / fL I2Q22.
Copy for information to the:-

1. Mr Raheem Huss.iin SP/HQrs Traffic, Peshawar.
Mr Karnal Hussain DSP/Legal CCP, Peshavv'ar.
PA to hand over ail the relevant document of 
enquiry officers.

1
3.' enquiry lu

4.^-PQ.
OSl.5.

I

•s.I%
%»-

f

9 t.
4 ** '

*
i I

. ••
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OFFICE OF THE
DIS^ICT.POJLICE OFFICER

^ MARDAN
> o

lO
w

No. 0937-9230111Tel No. 0937-9230109 & Fax
Pn^^.i. Hpnrnrin@amail.com

l/O /20Ll 

T-,^PTn NO 1 <;ns (OLD NO012)mui /PANo
TWKnvn ENOUTRV OT LHC MOKDER

under PoliceDepartmental Enquiry■ This 'Oeder will dispose-off de-novo
iq No.627 (New No. 1608), under llio 

Guard ACLC Mardan) on 01-00-21): '■ -
initiated against LHC Muhammad TanqRules 1975,

allegations that while posted at PAL Office Mardan (now 

he in collaboration with IHC Abid Khan No.3293, the
Ali No.3333-his brother had shown arrest of one Kamran 

(30i bore without number/unlicensed pistol and (05) rounds
1057 dated 01-09-2021,V/S tSAA PS Rustam, who was actually present at r avvan

as proved from his CdR analysis. He ' iv

then In-charge PP Shaheedan and LHC 

resident of Nawan Killey foru 

in the area of PS Rustam videNiaz

witli a
case FIR No v\as

— yKilley ^(Idiu) at the time of his alleged arrest,
produced befoie the concerned court on the following day 

' lanned move, he intenUonally refused to pay the :fme
of accused to be arrested'anff'lodging hr Jail was lo have a

was fmed.Rs.nOO/-. However,

ie, hence he was sent lo

m a

deliberate and prep
Judicial Lock-up. The mam purpose
plea of alibi and to get himself absolved from being charged 

dated 03-09-2021 U/S 302/324/34 PPC PS Torn, which was < ,
Amu afcrffiuo planning &,eonspiraey, irt which, he.(accuseddCamran)

for tire .commission of crime: Thus, LtiC Muhammad Tariq abetted & 

get him pica of altbi in murder case vide FIR No.889 PS Torn by registenng a 

„i„ i him .h«,ed 1„ Mice R..~. i.-.«.liiy h. «» m-'h

vide J IR Nt,>.8<L'ill a murder case 

committed by his brother namely
also chargedwas

coniived with Kamran lo 

false case..again;4

Toru at that time.'

established during thethe allegatloirs leveled against him were
•course of departmental enqurry conducted by Mr..Adr;arr Azanr.'dtc then SDPO She,Fir Maltoon 

leuer No 632/ST .dated 3t-12.202t; rn pursuarree of tips office Statement o. 

Sheet >jo.225/PA' dated. 01-10-202L,, the. accused oflrcra!
with Final Show Ca'use-T4btrce vide No.l074-75/l’A dated

After
■ I.

vide his office
Disciplinary Actio.ii/Charge

served5 ■ . - -..iMuhqmma4. Tariq was
02.2022 * fomidm. hid ‘f oid.hi-d iJ-ii'

No.634 dated 09-03-2022, tssuedvrde.,orderNo.2122i4/t A ^

Muhammad TariCj trom'53!*vice. 0
iI
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Later-on,-h?was']:einstatei in service on the directions of K.P Service 

Tribunal vide this office OB ^0.2671 dated 20-12-2022, issued vide ordcr/endorscmenl 

No.7270-74/EC dated 21-12-2022 and a de-novo enquiry was conducted by Mr. Rahim hiussain. 

SP/HQrs City Traffit Peshawar and Mr. Kamal Hussain DSP/Legal CCP Peshawar, wherein the 

Enquiry Panel held the delinquent official responsible for the chai-ges leveled against him and 

found him guilty of misconduct, however, sti'aiigely enough recommended .that as the defaulting 

official has already remained under (05) days Quarters Guard, so awarding .him any punishment 

on account of such a grave misconduct wherein assassination of a person was facilitated would 

be a double jeopardy to the accused official and five days Quarters Guard may be considered as 

suitable punishme-ty in.the .ihstant case. . f

--
The undersigned did not agree with the findings being flimsy and another 

de-no.vo 'enquiry was conducted thi-ough Mr. Mehir Ali SP/Compiaints &; Enquiry. 

‘Accountability Branch CPO Peshawar, wherein the Bnquiiy Officer again held respoiisiblc the’ 

delinquent official of commission-of grave misconduct, which resulted in benefiting an accused 

of a murder case..ft is pertinent to mention, that under Police Rules-1975, Enquiry Officer is 

meant to enquire & to give verdict whether charges leveled against the delinquent official were 

eslablished or not and he cannot direct the authority concerned about quantum of punishment lo 

be awarded.
Filial Order

’ %

LHC Muhammad Tariq was heard in OR on 12-10-2023. during,which, he 

failed to present mry cogent reasons in his-defense. Further, as the misconduct and abuse of 

authority has been established in two consecutive departmental ejiquiries, thus the undersigned 

-being authority awarded ^him major punishment of dismissal from s'ervice with cffccl from 

09-03-2022, in exercise of the power vested in me under Police Rules-1975.
OB No. Z-/£72-

. Dated ^ .2023

^ (NaJccb-ur-Rchmaii Biigvi) PSP 
District Police Officer, iVTarclan.

Copy forwarded for information & n/action to:-

1) The Deputy Inspector General of Police Internal Accountability Branch Khybcr 

Pakhtunjclrwa Peshawar w/rto his office letter No. 1206/CPO/IAB dated 26-07-23. 

; DSP/HQrs Mardan.

3!l/DieE.C& P.O(DPO Office)Mardan. ' ■

-■ 4) The In-charge Lab (HRMIS) DPO Office Mardan.'

5) The OSI (DPO Office) Mardan with ( ) Sheets. .

i

I
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DENOVO DE-l^RTIVlE^TAL ENQUIRY AGAINST FC 

,.TARLO.ALI NO.1605 AND LHC NJAZ ALl N0.8333 OF DlS’l lOCI'
Subject:

\ /
sf

MARDANV 1^

.V- !!1//
Bnck^rouiul of enquiry proceedings

FC I'ariq Ali No.1608 and'LHC Niaz All No. ‘3733 vvere dismissed IVom
I •

TciA'iee ill conspiracy iii HieTt^mmission orihe plTencc ofinLirdcr vide case I'lR No, 

dated 30.09.2022 u/s 302/34/109 P1?C Police Station Rustam Mardan. There 

allegations that they have paved the way by providing the oppoj-tuftily ofsalc escape to 

accused (directly charged in the murder case). During preliminary enc[uiry both 

ollicials were Tound guilty of connivance in the ^commission'of n heimius case of
' I . i

... _murder.^yj3^ llie recommendations'oi'the enquiry oftker (DSP Sheikh Malloon). both

i

were

one

the ol'llcials were dismissed from Service. After rejection their departmental appeals, 
they approached to Service Tribunal. Their cases were contesteid ify the department but 

the Tribunal issued order for-re-instatemcnl of both the ofllcjk* IbrThe jourpose of 

demivo enquiry-. As per., practice denpvo departmental enquiry* was iparkcd to Mr. 

iiaJiin),,Tlt.t;j.^aiii,, (SP/l-lQrs; TrafUc, Peshawar) and Mr. Kanial ilussain, DSIVI.cgal 
IT'shawai'.

« V

V

Charge sheetlincl summary of allegation were iss&d to the officials, flic
1

enquiry committee after going through the .Relevant record and cross examination of the 

accused oflicials recommended that ^he punishment of-05 days.'quarter guard
• V *

> ^sutTicientVw4-he-enquiry report was, placed before, the p,PO Mardan. When tjic 

recommendations of the enquiry committee were produced bi^foreMpO Mardan (being
• I i.i' p ''

C'ompcient Authority in the matter)' he ’ raised

IS

some objections over the
recommendations of the enquiry committee .and intimated-for fresh enquirv ilnimgh 

some other oflkers. ' ' - i

^ ~ perusal of objections of DPT) Mardan_^ jhc^jJenovo dcparimcnia!

enquiry was entrusted to the undersigikd,

IT'occedings

J

I

To dig out the real facts.J.mth the'ofikials (FC'Tariti Ali and I'.IIC; Ni; 

7\ir) ucrc sumiponed and-Their slatenients were recorded. Fresh Charge .Sheds anti
a/

Suniihar\^oT'‘allegations were issued to the delinquent o! icials by DPO. Mardan.
-levant ‘fccord was thoroughly checked and the delinqLqnflol'licials) ,

were ci'oss

i‘.i -. I ll^ '

t



examined. During dehovo ju^ it found that du^to' ij^^wareness of intention oC 

the accused namely Kamr^ charged u/s 15-AA but the accused opted to go to Judicial

Lock;up, instead of payment of fine imposed >y the Judicial Magistrate, 

party had already conspired for corr^iission of murder of his opponent, ft seems that the 

accused party had already intended to commit-murder but the Police oriiciaLs

as the accused

were not
in knowledge of the commission'of such offence. They have just apprehended the 

accused Kamran for showing their efficiency in capatring a weapon. At the same time

they have not applied their prudent mind before showing their efficiency.

Keeping in view the &bove explained scenario,^ it'tia's come to surface that 
both the Police officials have_provided safe escape to the accused parlv. If the l\3licc 

oftlcials could have used their prudent mind, the accused parly would not be able to

manage their safety from the .clutched of law.
Reconrmendations ^

For going in view, f Have come to the c6nc!usi,Qn4liat the Police officials 

were no^t mah^ejy mvolyecj.in the case,-if they had used then: minds about the role of 

accused party. In the situation explr^ied before malaflde involvement of both the Police 

plticials could not be provpd'beypnd reasonable doubt asjhey have been used due to 

misimderstailcling on their part. Hence,, in my opinion the punishment of dismissal

the punishment of
di.Miiissal may be Corwerted into any kind of major punishment, less than Ji.smis.sal or 
removal from service.

' i . •

^ * Denovo Enquiry.report is submitted, please. '

1

awarded ta them is too harsh. It is, therefore, recommended mat

(MEHlRALf) 
SP/CohVplainf & Enquiry 

Internal Accountability Branch 
KJiyber’ Pakhtunkhwa, 

Beshawar

"7Y
A...

V^^
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OFFICE OF THE 

DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER, 

MARDAN

i
I !

K)
O
N)
CO

'Tel No. 0937-9230109 & Fax No. 0937-9230111
• Email: dDomdn@omail.fnm

'«v

MNo. ■' ' Dated ^3 /7 / 2023/PA

DE-NOVO DISCIPLINARY ACTION

. *'■ NA.TEEB-UR-REHMAN BDGVI (PSPV District ■ Police Officer Mardan. as 
■ competent authority aiv of the opinion that LHC Muhammad Tariq No.627 (Now 160S), himself liable
to be proceeded aga nst, as he committed the follcwing acts/omissions withip tjie meaning of Police Rjles 
1975. •- ■ ■ ’

STATEMENT OP ALLE(;ATinN.<;

LHC Munammad Tariq No.627TNow 16081. while posted, at PAL Office 

- Mai'daiji}, was fourd of negligence for the following irregularities,
SDPO Rural Mardan office letter No.'.299/11 dated 07-09-2021:-

. / . ' - t-’ ■ '

On 01-09-2021, IHC Abid Khan-No.3293, (Now*‘dismissed) & LHC Niaz A.i 
No.2697 >Jow 3333) of PP Shaheeaar had arrested one Kamran r/o Nawan Ki!ley Toru with a (30) bore 

without rumber and unlicensed pistol & (O.S) lounds during :outine patrolling vide case FIR No.‘057
dated OU09-2021'U,S 15AA PS Rustam.

as per
'i r-

1)

-• a.

2) - Or 02-09-2021, IHC Aiid Khan had prepared R6manp Judicial Challan and 

it to the Court throjgh Constable Ay^az NoJ563 with advice that the accused
sent

is waiting at Mardan 

Kamran, so ieKatcheri On reachi.ig Mardan Katchert, he found LHC Niaz Ali aloiig-with accused 

handed-over the Remand .udicial papers*to LKC Niaz Aii & :hen he' produced the accused to the Court 

wherein the accused coulan’t produce any surety; so the Couit fined Him of Rs. 1000/ 
the acclused'Tegrettcd by not paying the fined amount.

but intentiona.ly
so he was-sent‘to Judicial Lock-up. The main 

purpose behind'pre.erring Judicia! Locknip was'that on 03-09-2021, brothw/qf accused namely Amir 
Sajjad committed murder vicfe ca^q FIR No.S89 dated 03-09-2021 U/S ^02/324/34 PPG PS Toru. in

which, ne (accused Kam -an) was also charged for the commission of crime.
i

3; ■■ As per -SP-Jinvestiga/ion Mardan vide his office letter No.531/PA/inv: datec 

' that accused Kamran in connivance with LH^: Niluhanimad Tariq of PAL Office
Mardau and his bretner LHC Niaz Ali .of PP Shaheedan registered the above qiiofed case against himself,
because on the d^y and at the time of occurrence, accused Kamran was ii(6t present on the spot and 

^ direct lecovery has bee- made Rom'him. while on the next day (02'09-2321), accused Kamran 

^ handed-over tc Constable A)^i Ali' No 1663 without handcuffs in the Court, wherein before the

(.

no

was

concerned Magistrate, accused Kamran resi'ed from'his statement ant) was sent tO'Judicial Lockup 

^ ; Alardam-.^'dimthe prelimmary-enquiix'iVhas been found that accused Kamran in connivance \^it'i LHC

and this fact ha$ bc^i^accepted by all.Muhammad Taf q has p anned his-entrance-tq Mardan Jail

f

• \

mailto:dDomdn@omail.fnm
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•f. .
From the above discussion, the involvement of LHC? Mubmmad Tariq in this

' sod^ plun can't he rulcd-oiit.

<

For the purpose of scrutinizing the conduct of the said accused oftleial with reference to 

tlu above allegations, Mr. Mehir All SP/Comnlaints & Enquiry Internal Accountabiiitv Branch

CPO Peshawar has been nominated as Enquiry Officer bv Worthy DIG TAB Klivber Pakhtiiiiklnvn

CPO Peshawar to conduct denovo enquiry proceedings vide SP.CAK office letter

No.94i-45/PA-A:G/IAB dated 08-06-2023.
I

The linquio' Officer shall, in accordance with the provision of Police Rules 1975. 
provide.s reasonable opportunity of hearing to the accused Police official, submit his Iniding.s to the 

competent authority and make within (30) days of the receipt of this order, ireeummeneations is to 

pcnislinient or otiier appixipriate action against the accused official.

Uje Muhammad Tariq is directed to appear before ihe Enquiry Officer on the date - 

time a.id place fixed uy ihc Cnquiiy Officer. - '
\ A ' V v ^

(Najceb-u)r-^ unan Bu^vi) PSP 
Distrii^t Police Off^cpr, Mardan.

V
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OFFICE OF THE
I

DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER, 

MARDAN
ro
o ■

►

CO
Tel Nc. 0937-9230109 i Fax No. 0937-9230111 

Email: dDOrr.ani^'Qrrai .rrirr
1

• CHARGE SHF.ET^

MJEEB-UR.REHMAN BUr.VI fPSP ,, Dis:rict P.Mice Officer Mardan, as 

competent autiority, hereby charge LHC Muhammatl Tarig N,).627 tN.rw IfihSV while posted at FA. 
Office Mardar (now Guard Anti Car Lifting Cell Mardan), as per attached Statement of Allegations.

4

1. By reasons cf above, jiou appear to be.girilry uf :7ii5Conduc. under Police Rules, 
^ 1975 and have rendered yourself Iiab,e to all or any of tne penalties specif ed in Police Rule., 1975.

i ‘2. You are, therefore, required to submit your writter deferise >vi:hin D7 days 
r?‘^eipt of th:4 Charge S-heet to the Enquiry Officer, as the case be.

of the
I

3. Your writted cefense,* if an;,, shoulc teach th; Enquiry -Officer within the 
specified period, failing which, it shall oe presumed tliat you have to defense to put-m ard ,n that case, 

ex-parte action shall follow against yoj.
I

. y •
I

4. Intimate whether you desired :o be heard in person.
1 \; % fr

(Najfccb-uriRehin^n Bugvi) PSP , 
District'Officer, Mardan.

i

i
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C 2:1Dated.
(

hPPARTMFNTAL INQUIRE

r0ceived from your good
Vpg-NQVO 

&1 T BELT NQt 627/160$^

Please refer to the attached en:^u ry paoer^ 

office vide No. 73C4/EV, dated 21.12.2022.

(B) RACKGROUND
official LHC Tariq Aii No. 527/1608 was alleged asThe accusec3.

follows:- PolicePAL office Mcrdan (now under suspension"while posted as
found negligence for t ie following irregularities as per

Office Letter Nc. 1299/R, dated 07.09.2021.
a) on 01 09:2021 IHC Abid Khar. No. 2293 and LHC Niaz All No. 2697 Ex

of PP Shahedan mow under susoension Polica Lines) arrested one
without number and un

Lines Kardan) was 

SDPO Rural Mardan

Kamran r/o Nawan Kalley Toru v/th a 30 oore 
licensed Pistol and 05 rounds dunng routine patrolling vide case FIR

1057, dated 01.09.2021 u/s 15AA. PS Rustam, 
b) On 02.09.2021 IHC Abid Khar, prepared rema.nd Judic al Challan and 

■ sent it to the court through Constable Ayaz No. 1663 with the advice 

tnat the accusec is waiting at Mardan Kacheri. On reaching Mardan 

Kacheri he found LHC N^az A,i No. 2697 .along-with accused 

,<amrar.,so he handed over the remand Judicial papers to LHC Niaz All 
and tnen .ne produce the accused to the court. V/he'ein the accused 

. zould not produce ahy surer/, so the Court fined him of Rs. 1000/- 

but ntentionally the accuse reg-ettad by not paying the fine amount.

so he was sent to the jucca. lockup. The main purpose being
03.09.2021 brother of accuseo

No,.

preferrir.a Judicial lockup was that on
namely Amer Sajjad ccmmittec murder vide Case FIR No

■^oru in which be accused Kamran .

. 889, dated

03.09.2021 u/s 302/324/34 PPG PSt

h also cbsrged for the ccmmUstcn of crime.
Mardan vide his office .ettar No. 531/PA/INV, 

that accused kamran in connivance

was
c) As per SP Investigation

dated 06.C9.2021 bighlichting 
with .HC Tariq Ali No. 627 o' ^AL office Mardan and his brother LHC
Niaz Ali No. 2697 of PP Shaheedan (now both .suspended) registered

01 the day and at thethe above quoted case against hirr.self because
time of occurrence accused Kontan was not present on the spot and j.



/u
made from h-m. While on the next day on 

handed over to Constable Ayaz Ali
-^no direct recovejY^as b 2'^ 

02.09.2021 acc(js^1<cnran was
[out handcoffs in the court. Wherein before ther No. 1663 wl

concerned Magistrate accused Kamran resiled from his statement and
sent to Dudidal Lockup Mardan. From the preiiminary enquiry it 

has been found that accused Kamran in conn'v^nce With LHC Tariq Ali 
has pianned his entrance to Mardan jail and this fact has been

was

J

accepted by ail.
d) from the above discukion the involvement of LHC Tariq 

episode/plan cannot be ruled out.

Ali in this

I. A

PROCEEDINGS(A)

. i. In order to probe into che'matter and.ascertain the real facts, statements of 

the following were recorded^
a Complainant Mr. Sher Uliah s/o Hanif Ullah r/o Nawan Kiiiey Toru in 

case FIR No: 889, dated 03.09.202L u/s 302/32f/34 PPC PS Toru
Mardan. . < ■ ' _

b. Complainant Muhammad Salim s/o Jehangir Khan Nawan Killey Toru 
in case FIR No. 889, dated 03.09.2021 u/s 302/324/34/109 PPC PS
Toru Mardan. • • ,

c^ I.O of the above quoted case SI Ntez Muhamrnad Beit No. 587/MR.
, . d. ASI Abid Khan No. 3293 the then In-Charge PP Shaheedan.

e. Constable Ayaz Ali Belt No. 1663 of PP Shaneedan.
f. Constable Wakeel Belt No. 2644 of FP Shaheedan
g. Constable Sajjad'Ahmad Belt No. 2979 of PP;Sh6heedan.
h. Constable. Fayaz Ahmad Belt No. 544 of FP Shaheedan.
i. Accused LHC Tariq Ali Belt No. 1608/627.
j. Accused LHC Niaz Aji Belt No. 2697/3353.

«■.

.r

i"

ii. . The following doc j'menfe were obtained and attached with file.
i. CDR of Cell phone No. 0314-5733257 iof LHC Tariq Ali Shah 

pertaining to his contacts with his brother LHC Niaz Ali.
CDR of Call'phone No. 0310-9867050 of Accused Kamran in case 
FIR No. 1057, dated 01.09.2021 u/s 15AA J?S Rustam pertaining 
to his contacts with LHC Tariq Ali.
CDR of Ceil phone t^o. 0333-9655510! of Accused Kamran in 
case FIR, No. .1057, dated 01.09.2021 u^s 15AA PS Rustam 
pertaining to his contacts with LHC Tariq ,Alt, 

iv. CDR of Cell phone No. 311-7695993 of LHC'Niaz Ali. '
V. Report of KASI PS Rustam, ASI 2ia ur Rehman Belt No. 3410 

pertaining -tc noh-confinement of accused Kamran Ali in PS 
Rustam in HR No. 1057, dated 01.09.2021ti/s 15AA.

■' Vi. Report ASI Azam Shah I/C PP Shaheedan pertaining to non- 
confinemen: of accused Kamran AJi in PP Shaheedan in FIR No.

, 1057, dateq 3J.09.2021 u/s 15AA.

Ui ii.

- ■ ill.

»
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report in case FIR No. 1057, dated 01.09.2021Copy 0 
u/s 15AA/S Rustam.
FSL repdn of CCTV footage ^stalled in Mardan K^cjieri.

• vii.

wiii
VIII.

ix. Copy of FIR No, 1057, j/s 15AA PS Rustam.
X. Copy of Judicial Remand paper in case 

01.09.2021 u/s 15AA PS Rustam, 
xi. Copy of Recovery memo in case FIR No. 1057, u/s 15AA PS

Rustam.
ii. Copy of Surety bond in case FIR No. 1057, u/s 15/\A PS Rustam. 

Copy of DD Report' No. 13, dated 05.09.202^ pertaining to 
confinement to quarter guard of LHC Tariq Ali dnd LHC Niaz Ali 

xiv. Copy of DD report No 54, dated 10.09.2021 pertaining to release 
from quarter guard of LHC Tariq Ali and LHC Niaz Ali.

FIR No. 1057, dated

XIII.

j. STATEMFNT OF COMPLAINANT SHER ULLAH S/0 HANIF ULLAH
R/o NAWAN KILLEY TORU Stated that he had noz seen Kamran at the 

time of occurrence of the murder incident, however, ne noi^inated him only 

because he was involved in ^previous conflicts oetweer' his family and tie 

family of in-laws of_ his daughter. The complainant Sher Ullah has a'so 

stated that he had not nominated any Police offic'al in the Case FIR No. 
•8897 dated 03.09.2021 u/s 302/324/34 PPC PS To'U nor he had any 

grudges with the Police officials. His statement is attach^: as Annexure

("A")
jj, STATEMENT OF COMPLAINANT MUHAMMAD SALIM S/0 JEHANGIR

R/O NAWAN ktlley'TORU Stated that he has.charged accused 

his statement, u/s 164 CrPC for abetment in
KHAN
Sabir and Kamran in 

aforementioned murder case instead of directly ccmmissiqri of offence.
He further statqd that he had not directly nominated LHC Tariq Ali anc LHC 

above mentioned, FIR, however, they had contacts withNiaz Ali in the
accused Kamran and accused Sabir as per the Call Data Records. His

■ - -statement is attached as Annexure "B". 
SI NXA^ MUHAMMAD THE.THEN Oil PS TORU (previgusly postec at PS

case RR No.
III.

Toru) stated that the accused Kamran was directiy chdi^ged in
dated 03.39.2021 u/s 302/324/34 PPC PS Toru. However, he -was 

Mardan Jaii laCase’pIR No. 1357, dated 01.09.2C21 u/s
889,
imprisoned in

- 15AA. He further stated tnat during the course of investigation the CDRf

'/ reports revealed the contacts* of LHC Tariq Aii with the^accused Kamran 
^ However, during the course of investigation LHC ,arig M and LHC Niaz Ali 

not found guilty of pian.ied confinenrent of accused Kamran in Mardan 

jail in case FIR No. 1057, cated 01.09.2021 u/s 15AA PS Toru. Similarly the
.. were

t-

■.i:
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■

LHCs Tariq and Niaz Ali were accompanyingy footage revealed th
• V t

accused^Karmajn Jnyourt while he was presented in court in connection with
I^d 01.09.2021 u/s 15AA PS toru. His statement is\ u.

,.:Case FIR No. 105 

attached as Annexure ("C")
ASI ABID KHAN THE THEN IN-CHARGE PP SI^AHEEDAN stated that

i
li :

he was on Mobile patrolling in the area of PS Rustan and in the meanwhile 

Niaz Ali LHC Called him anjJ told that if permitted he .had an accused with 

30 bore pistol and 05 rounds without license and FIR will be registered on
his behalf by Niaz Ali. That ‘he allowed registering FIR on his behalf.

■ri ;
Resultantly and FIR No.-1057, dated 01.09.2021 lu/s 15AA lodged in PS 

Rustam. Niaz Ali prepared papers of Judicial remand^^d produced accused 

through Constable Ayaz.b,efore the learned court. That e doesn't know 

^ f, ,. ^w.about the confiriement of accused in lockup as he was actually not present 
on the reported place oJ_qccurrence of that case u/? 15AA. That upon

y

ireaching PP-Shaheedan he was informed that the! adcused Kamran will

reach court on his own on 02.09.2021. .And that the Roznamcha of PP
Shaheedan was usually, maintained by LHC Niaz Ali.

* : t r
attached as Annexure ("D").

His statement^ is

t .»
I, X

V. CONSTABLE AYAZ ALI BELT NO. 1663 OF PP SHAHEEDAN stated that 
ON 02.09.2021 he was directed that the accusefcl^kamran is waiting .at 

Mardan Kacheri and he-may be presented before the’ Magistrate. On
reaching Mardan Kacheri", l}e found LHC Niaz Ali No. 2697 and. LHC Tariq Ali 
were accompanying accused Kamran, then he produced the accused to the 

■ court. Wherein the accused could not produc^"ahy’’surpty, the Court then 

fined him of Rs. 1000/-. The court directed the btcused 

someone the fine amount but he refused to do s6. The accused denied to 

_^ pay fine amp.UQt^.EventualJy he was sent to the Mardan Judicial lockup. He 

* further stated that he was not handcuffed at the time of presenting him

to borrow from

before the Magistrate because he had not taken the accused from Police 

^ Station rather he accompanied him from .the KacKdri. As Niaz Ali was his 

senior, hence, he presented the accused Kamran before the Magistrate 

y without handcuffs. The accused was then handcuffed and sent to Judicial 
. ^ . lockup Mardan and the receipt of receiving of the prisoner duly sighed by

Darban Jail was sent to the reader SP Investigation, Mardan His statement 

is attached as Annexure ("E") . I- i
"lit •
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^^rONSTABLE WAKEEL BELT No. 2644 OF PP SHAHEEDAN stated that 
^ -A .

/ ON 01.09.2021 he was present in PP Shaheedan when LHC Niaz Ali made a 

call to ASI Abid and asked him that they are lacking betrind in progress and 

. he desires to lodge a seif-styled FIR u/s 15AA against one of his friend. ASI 
Abid Ali permitted him for doing so and the recovery rnemo was signed by 

Constable Wakeel No. 2644. His statement is attacheb as Annexure ("F")
vii, CONSTABLE SAJJAD AKHTAR BELT NO. 2979 stated that he along-with 

constable Sajjad, Fayaz, Sarwaf and Wakeel was performing duties in PP
. Shaheedan and the roznamcha of the said PP was usually maintained by 

LHC Niaz Aii. He also stated that he is totally unawar^about the case.FIR 

No. .1057, dated 01.09.2021 u/s 15AA. His state'rhent is attached as 

Annexure ("G"). ,1
viii. EX-LHC MUHAMMAD t;\Ri6 BELT NO, 1608 stated that he was 

7j~:„';j^pjNcrrrring dutie^:in PAL-when he was directed to report his arrival in Police
Lines Mardan and was then confined in quarter guard. ^Fje later learnt that ‘ 
he, has been suspended owing to case FIR No. i057|,j)'f ^PS Rustam 

Mr. kamran was accused. The accused Kamran was once again non>inated

/

/
/ '

in which

in case FIR No. 889 , dated^03.09.2021, u/s 302/324/34 PPC PS Toru. The
4_____ _ . . accused official denied any acquaintance or relation with Kamran and stated

’i
that the charges levelled against him are totally base ess. The accused
official denied-his presence with accused Kamran in|C6ort on'the day of his 

appearance. However he had contacted him 02 to'03 times but he couldn't 
remember the reason behind colTtacts. And thaLhelwaSposted at PAL office 

.and'he might had established contacts with Kamran. He also stated that he
was given full opportunity of personal'hearing and cross examination during

. His statement is attached as Anfiexure ("H").^ this enquiry procedure
“•1. ^"I ~

F. -FINDINGS
1. Accused Kamran charged in case FIR No. 1057 dt 01.09.2021 u/s 15AA PS 

Rustam, Distt: Mardan has asked Muhammad Tariq LHC^ then posted in PAL
•'v

■office Mardan, to arrest hirn with pistol and send him to jail.
2. Muhammad Tariq LHC, talked to his brother Niaz Alj.jWhb was posted in PP 

Shaheedan PS Rustam for booking Kamran u/s 15AA in PS Rustam and Niaz 

■ Ali talked to Abid Aii IHC‘the'then In-charge PP Shaheedan. Both were 

.agreed on the plan as discussed above. Kamran was. shown’ arrested in
above FIR registered on 01.09;2021.

■^1 . 
hi • I!
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' ,i?Ki?nra7r wai ^Jn.^arrested in Murasla and FIR with 30 bore 

' /'tout number pisto/with''s' iive rounds without iicehce but whether 

accused was released on' bail or put into the lockup and'where? Nothing

y available cn record of PP Shaheedan and PS Rustam.
: Muhammad Tariq in his written statement to the charge sheet had 

contact with accused, Kamran but CDR of his cell phone No. 
divulge that he had contact with accused Kamran.before’a'rrest and sending 

FIR No. 1057 u/s 15AA PS Rustam. Sirnilarty Muhammad

V

A
/

4. Accuse: 
cenied any

/

him to jail in case
Tariq .LHC and Niaz Ali LHC are real brothers and remained in contact with 

On this account too accused officialS'COuld'not justified theireach other

stance. , , ■ ■ ' i
5. Accused Kamran. was not present on the place, time ap^i’late of occurrence

as shownm M^a^ila and FIR'as evident from statements of witnesses.
6. According to statement of Niaz Muhammad SI/l'O of the case, videos clips

Kachehri Mardan were obtained, sealed and
Laboratory. -In those videos both accused officials Niaz Ali and

Muhammad Tariq were present with accused Kamran-ft the time of his
!j , ■

production before the learned court. ' j . ^
The incident of case FIR No. 889 dated 03.09.202T u/s 302/324/34/109 PPC 

PS Toru took place when accused Kamran was in Mardan Jail; In this case 

Ullah khan complainant had directly charged; accused Ameer Sajjad
,• ’S ' '' •

and Kamran for murder of two persons.

of CCTV Cameras installed in

7..

Sher
1

arrested and sent to jaiULater on, Muhammad8. Accused Ameer Sajjad was
Saleem in his statement u/s -164 CrPC had charged accused Sabir and 

Kamran for abetment in a^rementioned murder^, case'',instead of directly 

-----''Tornmissidn of offence. Accused^Kamran later on bailed out. Accused Ameer 
Sajjad had recorded his confessional statement in whi.chj lie did not accused 

Kamran for any role.
The complainant Sher Ullah and. Muhammad Salim did not charge in FIR 

and in subsequent statemerfts police officials for any offence; they even did 

■'^"^'not'charge them‘in their statements recorded in this De-Novo inquiry for

'“tf

■ /'•

■w’’
V

f4 ■ ■ any role in criminal cases.
lO.Contacts between accused official Muhammad tariq and accused Kamran

t.*

do exist. However, it does not constitute any. role of police officials in

commission of offence in murder case. ^ i;

r;|| :
ll! •' V ■>
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Sher party to the Ghminal cases available
" iNjo^frrobbratiyeTState

,4k / ! ,^inst both police,offfdals.

l^-The questions arise here are as follows;
I ^ ■

^ I.

‘

Who is the maximum gainer in this scenario? t ;

1

Was accused Kamran'invoived physically in murdering two persons 

namely Suleiman and SamTullah and had accused Police official has 

helped him to get out of the charges by putting him in jail in another 

case i.e. u/s 15'AA? If yes, is there any proof against the accused 

Police Official?
'1

Had'the accused Police Official managect^planned or abetted the

/
ii.

f

/

I

iii.
murder cas^ in PS Toru?

i *

.. iv. ■ Had the accused official gained something in lieu thereof?

accused. Kamran"legitimately charged, arrested and producedWas
before thb'learned court as shown in the Policy, Ft e.

V.
•1

!l
The answers as per available record are as under:- 

Ans to Q i'- No one found beneficiary of the whole episode rather they 

the losers, as per'the reasons mentioned hereunder:-
a. Accused Kamran .was not. present at the time of the

are

...

commission of murder case but he vyasfcharged; as he was 

■ shown present by the complainant Sher Ullah. So,.it was 

untrue and they committed another misunderstanding by 

charging the same, accused under a different role (for 

abatement) in Ijght of supplementary statements recorded 

u/s 164CrPC before the learned courti^^y Muhammad Salim 

brother of deceased Suleiman. , j 
■br-AcGused Kamran-,'despite the alleged managed plea of alibi 

he was charged for abetment while he was in' the Judicial

Jr • •

\
t

lockup. \
c. The accused- Police Official' LHC Ta/iq. ,|li! despite he had not 

been charged or factually contradicted by either party to the 

■ criminal case, had been dismissed from service and now his 

future is on 1:he line.

...... probf'was found against the accused Police Official.
s, ’ ’ . - .

No proof or even Supportive statement in favqrpf this allegation 

available.'

Ans Q.IV No Proof available.

f
i

4?-

Ans Q.iii

i * 'i •
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arii^i?, Niaz AH neither arrested the accused 

Kamran at the ^/epdrted place and time of -occurrence nor any 

recovery was made. This FIR No. 1057/2021 U/S 15AA is totally

Not. Police official/A
/ '

fabricated and concocted for which both are found guilty.
I, ■ I '

V
CONCLUSION ■ I

Police officials LHC Tariq Ali Belt No. 627/1608 and LHC Niaz Ali Belt 
No. 2697/3333 neith'er arrested the accused Kamran at the reported 

place at time of occurrence nor any recovery was made. This FIR No. 
1057/2021 U/S 15AA is totally-fabricated'aiiS'concocted for which 

both are found guilty. However^ on this account, both the accused 

have already been punished for confinement to Quarter Guard for 05
__ :___d3ys4,e.'D5.09.202^ to 10.09.2021. The Enquiry Committee, keeping ■

in view die above circumstances, is of the opinion that awarding-I;

•I
more.than one punishrfient would be a double ^eppardy and
in a fitness of thln^Tnd In'accordancrwitV Police Rules 1975

of 05 days Quarter Guardthat.the above mentioned punishment i.e. 
awarded w.e.f 05-09.2021 to 10.09.2021 may be considered as

suitable punishment.''Tf— •V'*—^

iy /
' i,

...Ci- W

fCRAHiM HUSSAIN) ,
Superintendent of Police HQrs 

. City Traffic Police Peshawar

(KAMAL HUSSAIN)
■ - DSP Legal •

CCP Peshawar
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ORDER.
, 'A'.V' to

This order will dispose-off the departmental appeal preferred by Ex- 

LHC Tariq Ali No. 1068 of Mardan District Police, against the 

Police Officer. Mardan. whereby he was awarded majr'r* punis.hment oLdismissaL 

from service vide-OB; No.. 2102 dated 19.10.2023. The appellant was proceeded', 

against a de-novo Departmental Enquiry, under the allegations that while posted at 

PAL Office Mardan on 01-09-2021, he in collaboration with IHC Abid .Khan'No.3293. 

the then In-charge-.Polic'e'Post Shaheedan and LHC Niaz Ali No.3333 his brother 
had shown arrest of one Kamran resident of Nawan Killey Toru with'a^^3'oy fiore'"- 

without number/unlicensed pistol and (05) founds in the area of Police Station 

Rustam vide case FIR No.1057 dated 01-09-2021 U/S 15AA Police Station Rustam, 

who was actually present at Nawan Killey (Toru)' at the time of his alleged arrest, as 

proved from his Call Data Record, analysis. He was produced before the concerned 

court on the following'day & was fined Rs.1000/-. However, in a,.deliberate and, 

preplanned move, he intentionally refused tp pay the fine, hence he was sent to 

Judicial Lock-up. The main purpose of accused to be arrested and lodging in Jail 

was to have a plea of alibi and to get himself absolved from being^charg^n a 

murder case vide FIR No.889 dated 03-09-2021 U/S 302/324/34 PPC Police Station
/ A . ■ V

Toru. which was committed by his brother namely Amir Sajjad, after due planning & 

conspiracy, in which, he (accused Kamran) was also charged for the commission of 

crime. Thus, LHC Muhammad Tariq abetted & connived with Kamran to.get him plea 

of alibi in murder case vide FIR No.889 Police Station Toru by registering a false 

against him, &‘.showing him arrested in Police Station Rustam, whereas in 

actuality he was present in Toru at that time.
After the: allegations leveled against him'were establi'shed'Suring the 

of departmental enquiry conducted' by Mr. Adnan Azam, the then Sub 

Divisional Police Officer, (SDPO) Sheikh Maltoon, the accused official LHC 

Muhammad Tariq was served with Final Show Cause Notice vide & founding his 

reply as unsatisfactory, the then District Police Officer, Mardan vide his office OB 

No.634 dated 09-03-2022, dismissed LHC Muhammad Tariq from service. -

case

course

Later-on, he was reinstated in service on the directions of Khyber
t.K. .

Pakhtunkhwa Service' Tribunal vide OB No.2671 dated 20-12-2022, issued vide

order/endorsement NO.7270-74/EC dated 21-12-2022 by the District Police Officer^

Rahim HussainMardan and a j-de-movo enquiry was -cpnducted by Mr.
V.
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A
Superintendent of Police Headquarters,: City^-'; Traffic Peshawar and Mr. Kamal

Hussain Deputy Superintendent of Police, Capital City Police, PeshaWaT^^^Whereiri'-.r' 

the Enquiry Panel held the delinquent official responsible for the charges leveled 

against him and found- him guilty of misconduct, however, strangely enough 

recommended that as the defaulting official, has already remained under (05) days

Quarters Guard,'So' awarding him any punishment on account of such a'grave 

misconduct wherein .assassination of a person was facifitafed'wbuid be, a'double 

jeopardy to the accused'\)fficia! and five days Quarters Guard may be considered' as 

suitable punishment in the instant case.

The District Police Officer, Mardan did not agree with the findings being 

flimsy and anothif j de-novo enquiry was conducted through Mr. IVlehir Ali 

Superintendent of Police Complaints & EnquiryV Accountability Branch Centra! Police 

Office, Peshawar, wherein the Enquiry Officer again held responsible th‘e'''delinquent '^- 

official of commission of grave, misconduct, which resulted in benefiting an accused 

of a murder case. It is. pertinent to mention that under Police Rules-1975, Enquiry 

Officer is meant to enquire & to give verdict'.whether charges leveled against the 

delinquent official^i were established or not ^and ..he cannot ■ direct the authority 

concerned about quantum of punishment to be awarded. •

The delinquent Officer was heard in Orderly Room‘on 12-10-2023, 

during which, he failed to present any cogent reasons in^his^defensevFurtherr.as-the- 

misconduct and abuse"^ of authority has been established in two consecutive 

departmental, enquiries, thus the District Police Officer, Mardan being-authority 

awarded, him major punishment of dismissal from:service with effect from 09-03- 

2022.
.0^

f
Feeling aggrieved from the order of District Police Officer, .Mardan, the 

appellant preferred the instant appeal. He was summoned and heard in person in 

Orderly Room held inthis office on 23,11.2023. '

From thegerusal of the enquiry file and service record of the appellant, 

it has been found that allegations leveled against the appellant have'been proved 

beyond any shadowof doubt.'Moreover, the investigating Officer of case FIR No. 

No,889 dated 03-09-2021 U/S 302/324/34 PPG Police Station Toru also affirmed the 

involvement of appelia'nt in this heinous criminal case because Call Data Record of 

accused Kamran fevealed that he was present in his vtilage-Teru-despite his-arrest 

in case hlR No. 1057 dated 01.09.2021 U/S'15-AA Police Station Rustam-and on the

* »
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very next day .he came-to District Courts.-Mardan from his home where from he vi/as •
i

sent to District Jail'.-Mardan. The.accused Officer .namely Abid Ali No. 627 .(appellant) 

staged the drama of the ^FIR for sending accused'Kamran to Jai! just to facilitate him 

in a murder which the brother of'the accused planned to commit after two days.. 
Hence, the involvement of a'ppellant in such like^activities is clearly a stigma on his 

conduct. Therefore, the retention of appellant'iii Police Department-'Will^^tigrffatize>;>4, 
the prestige of entire ^Police Force as instead of fighting crime, he has himself

i

indulged in criminal activities. Moreover, he could not present any cogent justification 
» ,

regarding his innocerice.
» j .

4

Keeping'in view the above, T Muhammad Suleman,'PSP.'.Regionar 

Police Officer, .Mardan, being the appdlla.te'authority, find no subs/ance. in the
appeal, therefore, the same is rejected and filed, being devoid of merit\

Order Announced: •

(MUHAMMAD SULTAN) PSP 
Regional Police Officer/; i!.;:

No.'77 9/ ' /ES, Dated Mardan the i

1 ^ rMardan, for infori■ Copy forwarded to District Police Officer, 

necessary'action w/r to his office Memo: No. 160/LB dated 07.11.20223. His Service 

Record is returned herewith •
■ ii. ;:
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4 BEFORE THE HONOURABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL,
PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No. 2501/2023

Muhammad Tariq (Ex-LHC No. 1608) 

District Police Mardan ......................... Appellant

VERSUS

The Provincial Police Officer, 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.

Regional Police O/fficeV,/Mardan. 
(Respondent N0./2)

BUJHAMMAD/SULEPAP^)
; Incu

District Police Officer, Mardan. 
(Respondent No. 3)

(NA3EEB-UR-REHMAN BUGVl)
Incumbent

PSP

t 01

DlG/legl, CPO^^
For Inspector General'^Police, 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar 

(Respondent No. 1)
(DR. MUHAMMAD AKHTAR ABBAS)

Incumbent

PSP

li'


