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Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
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District Police Officer, Nowshera. ... (Respondents)

Mr. Yasir Saleem

Advocate o " Tor appellant
Mr. Asif Masood Ali Shah - Tor respondents
Deputy District Attorney : -
Date of Institution..............o.o.. 19.04.2021
Date of Hearing....o.oovvveeneeoe- - 10.01.2024
Date of Decision......ovoeevevs 10.01.2024
‘ JUDGEMENT

FAREEHA I’AU'L, MEMBER (E): The service appeal in hand has been

ln%mutcd undu Sullon 4 of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service lrlbunal Act
1974, agvamst the appellate order dated 08.11.2019, whcrcby the penalty of "

forfeiture of two ycears service, imposed vide order dated 12.09.20192 was

modificd and reduced to onc year forfeiture of service and against the order -

dated 22.03.2021 whereby revision petition of the appellant was rejected. Tt has

been prayed tlmt on acceptance of the appeal, the original order dated '

' 12.()9.2(}19, the appellatc order dated 08.11.2019 and the Board’s order dated

22.03.2021 might be sct aside and the forfeited service be restored to the

appellant with [ull back and consequential benefits of service.




2. Bricf facts of the case, as given in the memorandum of appeal, are that -

the appellant was initially appointed as ASI in the Police Department vide

~order dated 04.11.2010. He was posted as SHO at Police Station Misti Banda,
when an incident took place. A lady, namely Ayshd, lodged an FIR No. 209

dated 08.08.2019 ws 337/A()(ii)/3375(ii)/336/445/34 PPC at Police Station = - i

Misri 3anda, District Nowshera against one, Inzemam S/O Zamanat Khan R/O

 Nandrak. When. the issuc was raised on social media, the appellant was .

. departnwf;tall}x proceeded on the allegations of not taking action against the

accused Tnzemam when the said lady carlier came to the Police Station for

* redressal of her grievance against Inzemam prior to the registration of FIR and
Calso on the allegations that duc to his negligent attitude by not taking

. preventive mcasures, the lady sustained injuries. Without serving any charge

shcc,t and statement of allegations, an inquiry was conducted in the matter and

the enquiry officer hcid him responsible and recommcnded for forfeiture of-

two . years from scrvice vide his report dated 05.09.2019. 'l‘herea&er, the o

-.compctcm authority, without serving any show cause notice upon 1hc .‘

“appellant, awarded him  minor punishment of for fmtmc of two years from

active service vide order dated 12.09.2019. Fccling aggriévcd, the appellant

filed his departmental appeal, which was partially accepted and vide order

dated 08.11.2019, the penalty was reduced to forfeiture of service to one year. = -

The appellant, being aggrieved from partial -acceptance of his departmental

apﬁeal, filed his revision petition by invoking Rule 11-A of Khyber .

Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules, 1975 which was rejected vide order dated

22.03.2021; henee the instant service appeal.




!

3. Respondents were put on notice who submitted written replies/
comments on the appeal. We heard the learned counsel for the appellant as
well as the learncd Deputy District Attorney for the respondents and pérused

the case file with connected documents in detail.

4. Learned counsel for the appellant, after presenting the casc in detail,

~argued that the appellant was not afforded opportunity of personal hearing

~ before the imposition of penalty upon him and was condemned’ unheard. He

further argued that no charge sheet, statement of éllegation or show capég
notice was cver served upon him before awafding him the penalty. He further
arguchthat when the lady, Ayshg, sustained ihjuries, FIR was proinptly lodged :
which showed that the appellant performed his duty -and was vigilant ehoﬁgh :
iﬁ the .maucr.i later on, when the ].ady/compla-inant was called to Poliée

Station, she appearcd alongwith the elders of the locality and deposed that she -

~did not want any action against the accuscd Inzemam. Her statement was duly

entered in daily diary vide Mad No. 12 dated 06.08.2019. The learned counsel

contended that when the complainant did not want to initiate -procee_dingé

~against Inzemam, then how could the appellant _initiate proceedings against

him. Learned counsel for the appellant further argued that neither any witness

was examined nor the appellant was given opportunity of cross-examination

~during the enquiry proceedings. According to him, the charges Jeveled against -

the appellant were never proved and the enquiry officer gave hi¢ findings on

the basis of surmises and conjectures.  He requested that the appeal might be

accepted as prayed for. ‘ /




5. Learncd Deputy District Attorney, while rebutting the arguments of

learned counsel for the appellant, argucd that the appellant was served with

charge sheet and statement of allegations on 116.08.2019. Enquiry was
conducted through the ASP Cantt: Nowshera and it was proved -that the

dppclldm [allcd to protect the victim when thc matter was reported to him vide

lIR dated 08.08.2019. /\u,(ndmg, to the learned DD/\ the appellant was

providcd opportunity to defend himself during the cnqun‘y proceedings but he

failed to give any plausible reason in his defence. He requested that the appeal

" might be dismissed.

6. Arguments and record presented before us shows that the appellant was

~initially awarded minor punishment of forfeiture of approved service of two .

years by his competent authority which was reduced to one year by the

- appellate authority, in response to his departmental appeal. There was an

allegation against him that, he, while posted as SHO Police Station, Misri

 Banda badly lailed to take proper action against the accused, Inzimam s/o

Zamanat Khan /o Nandrak, becausc a victim lady, Mst. Aysha, time and again

approached him for redressal of her grievances, which resulted in registration

of FIR No. 209 dated 08.08.2019 u/s 337 A()(ii)I'(ii)/336/455/34 PPC P.S

Misri Banda. According to the same statement of allegations, the said lady

sustained gricvous injurics duc to his lethargic and negligent attitude, which

shows his inctficiency and lack of interest in official dutics and amounts to

grave misconduct on his part and because of that he rendered himself liable for

minor or major punishment under Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Poliée Rules, 1975.

An inquiry officer was appointed to conduct the inquiry who submitted his

o~ gl




report, according to which the appellant failed to protect the vietim when the =

_ matter was reported to him and his casual response resulted in the incident as

~ reported in the FIR dated 08.08.2019. Bascd on those findings he was awarded

-~ the minor penalty. Perusal of the proceedings of the inquiry report shows that - |

~ statement of the appellant was rccorded, but no such statement was available

- with the Inquiry R.eﬁoﬂ annexed with the reply of the respondents. In a _single |

- page Inquiry Report, the Inquiry Officer has not tried to get statements of any

witnesses related Lo the incident which resulted in the inquiry against the
appellant. When the learned Deputy District Attorney was asked to elaborate

the lethargic attitude of the appellant, as stated in the statement of allegations,

and how was it proved against him, he could not lay hand on a single document

~ which could establish that allegation.

. 7{ \_
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7 In view of the above discussion, the appeal in hand is allowed as prayed

for. Cost shall follow the event. Consign.

08.  Pronounced in open court in Peshawar and given under our hands and
. s R ] .
seal of the Tribunal on this 10" day of January, 2024.

. )

7 (FAREEJIA PAUL) ~ (SALAH-UD-DIN)
' Member (12) - . Member (J)

/"a__»'/ eSubhan, P.S*



S.A 5195/2021

10" Jan, 2024  01.  Mr. Yasir Salecm, Advocate for the appellant present.

Mr. Asil Masood Ali Shah, Deputy District Atto._rney'. for the

respondents present. Arguments heard and record perused.

02.°  Vide our detailed judgment consisting of 05 pages, the". .

a}‘vpcal in hand is allowed as prayed for. Cost shall follow fhé '

cvent. Consign.

03.  Pronounced in open court in Peshawar and given under = - .

owr hands and seal -of the Tribunal on this 10" day of January, -

: | 2024. - o *7’
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S:A'#.5195/2021

4" July, 2023 L.

Clerk to counsel for the appellant presAent.A Mr. Asad Al Khan,

- Assistant Advocate General for the respondents present.

2.

~ Lawyers are on strike. Therefore, case is adjourned. To come

up for arguments on 01.11.2023 before'the D.B. P.P given to the arties.

SCANNED)
L KP3T
?esh&war

EMutazem Shal*

01.11.2023

| SCANNED
. KPST
Reshawari

*Nacem Amin*

L

(Rashida Bano)
Member (J)

)

(Kalim Arshad Khan)
Chairman .

Appellant in person present. Mr. MuhammadvFayaz, '

Head Constable alongwith _I\_/lr.AHabib Anwar, Additional -+

Advocate General for the respondents present. -

Appellant requested for adjournment on the grbund that

his counsel is busy in the Hon’ble Peshawar High Court, '

Peshawar. Adjourned. To come up for arguments on

110.01.2024 before the D.B. Parcha Peshi given to the parties.

(F aregl?\’ﬁl )

Member (E)

(Salah-ud-Din) .
Member (J)- -
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f 23.(_,),1.2023 S s Leérrléd counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Asif

Mééood Ali-Shah, Deputy District Attorney for the reépondents |

P éghawaf | Lea1 ned Member (Judlclal) Mr. Salah- ud-Din i is on le;ave
R L The ..bench is incomplﬂete, therefore, the case is adjourned to
-“02.-05;.2023 for arguﬁiél;ts before the D.B.
. »*
(Mian Muhammad)
Member (Executive)

02" May, 2023 . Learned counsel fur the appellant present. Me. Asil Masood
3(‘:‘?;;}',&03 : All Shah, Debuty District Attorney for the respondents
&“hawaf | present.

2. Learned counsel for the appellant seeks adjournment on the
ground that he has .ﬁot made preparation for arguments. To
come up for arguments on 04.07.2023before the D.B. l’al'ci‘x'ai
Peshi is given 1o the parties.

G
(SaIah-ud-DEn') (Kal lim- Arshad Khan)

Member (J) : Chairman

*Naeem Amin*
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106.07.2022

) Appellant alongwnth cierk of h|s counsel present : Mvr
Muhammad Fayaz, Head Constab!e alongwnth Mr,‘fM‘uhammad‘
Adeel Butt Addltlonal Advocate General for the respondents

present.

Clerk of learned counsel for the appeillantl submi.tted"
rejoinder, copy of which handed over to learned Addltlonat:-_
Advocate General Clerk of learned counsel for the appellant'
requested for adjournment on the ground that Iearnedn-c.ounsell
for the appellant is busy in the august Peshawar I-_Ii'(_éj‘lfli"Court-, c
Peshawar. Adjourned. To ‘come up for arguments on .
13.10.2022 befpreythe D.B. o N |

a—
(Mian Muhammad) ~ (Salah-ud-Din)

Member (E) ' Member (J)

LY

Appellant in person present. Mr. Muhammad Jan, District

Attorney for the respondents present.

Appellant requested for adjournment on the ground that his
counsel is busy in the august Peshawar High Court Peshawar.

Adjourned. Tg-come up for arguments before the D.B on

23.11.2022
e
~
Z R - e
(Mian Muhammad) b (Salah-ud-Din)
Member (E) Member (J)
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16.11.2021

v

e appeliant present.  Preliminary

_ th

‘L #Points-raised-need consideration.  The appeal is

é&frﬁitﬁed‘toreg‘;ular hearing, subject to all just and legal
objections inbluding limitation. The appellant is directed
toud‘eposit seﬁurity and process fee within 10 days.
Thereafter, notices be issued to the respondents for
sf;{bmiésiqn of written reply/comments in office within 10
days after receipt of notices, positively. If the written

reply/comments are not submitted within the stipulated

_time, the office shall submit the file with a report of non-

compliance. File to come up for arguments on

16.11.2021 before the D.B.

Chairman

Appellant iri'iierson present. Mr. Kabirullah Khattak,
Addl: AG for resbondents present.

Written '[eply on behalf of respondents not
submitted. fLé.arned AAG seeks time to contact the
respondents for submission of written reply/comments.
Adjourned. To come up for written reply/com
12.01.2022 before S.B.

nts on

(Mian Muhammmad)
Member(E)
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FORM OF ORDER SHEET

.

Case No.- C/ q < /2021
S S S .

S.No. Date of order Order or other proceedings with signature of judge N
proceedings ’
1 2 3
1- 07/05/2021 The appeal of Mr. Inayat Ali Amjid resubmitted today by Mr. Yasir
Salim Advocate may be entered in the Institution Register and put up to the
Worthy Chairman for proper order please.
g ( o§1f2 | REGISTRAR?
2- This case is entrusted to S. Bench for preliminary hearing to be put

up there on QSZQ_.ZLQ_]




The appeal of Mr. Inayat Ali Amji‘g‘;‘,sfubJpspectqr»dist_ric*t, police Peshawar received today i.e.
on 19/04/2021 is incomplete on the following score which is returned to the counsei for the

appellant for completion and resubmission within 15 days.

1- Affidavit may be got attested by the Oath Commissioner.
2- Departmental appeal having no date be dated.
'0%‘-'7@ Copy of appellate order dated 08.11.2019 mentioned in para-7 of the memo of appeal is
not attached with the appeal which may be placed on it.
@ Annexures-D, H ahd/lpf the appeal are illegible which may be replaced by legible/better
one.

o a:\ue

No. ‘7Lf/ ST,

Dt. l? 104( /2021

REGISTRAR +
SERVICE TRIBUNAL
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
) PESHAWAR.
Mr. Yasir Saleem Adv.
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE

TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR
Appeal No. /2021
Inayat Ali Amjid Sub- Inspector presently posted at District Police
Peshawar.............o (Appella
nt) :
VERSUS
Provincial \ Police - Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar and
others : S
(Respondents)
INDEX
S'Z Description of Documents Annexure Page
N o No
1 Memo of Appeal & Affidavit 1-4
2 |Copy of office order dated A _
, 04.11.2010 | | N S
3 . | Copy of FIR dated 08.8.2019 | B A
4 | Copy of the Inquiry Report C T
5 | Copy of the penalty order dated D :
12.09.2019 g

6 | Copies of the departmental appeal | E &Fl

and appellate order dated 0811.2019 . ?7.' /1
7 | Copies of the mercy/ revision|G & H S
petition and rejection order dated | - J 2_—57,’4
22.03.2021 :
Copy of mad report dated 1 o
06.08.2019 /S
8 | Vakalatnama. ' /4
Appel{ant
SALEEM
te High Court

_' , 4 Forth Floor
P . Bilour Plaza Peshawar Cantt.
: Cell: 0331-8892589
Email: yasirsaleemadvocate@gmail.com



mailto:yasirsaleemadvocate@gmail.com

BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE
TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR Khyher Pakhtukhwa

. ] Service Tribunal
§/9 g Diary Ne
Appeal No. /2021 - _ . D,,m.]_a_ll_#le

Inayat Al Amjld Sub- Inspector presently posted at District
Police Peshawar.

(Appellant)

VERSUS

1. Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
2. Regional Police Officer, Mardan Region- I, Mardan
3. District Police Officer, Nowshera.

" (Respondents)

Appeal under ‘Section 4 of .the Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Act, 1974, against |
the appellate order dated 08.11.2019, whereby the

initial penalty order dated 12.09.2019, vide which /

the two years service was forfeited, was only
modified and the penalty was reduced to one year
forfeiture of service against which his mercy
petition dated 04.12.2019 has been rejected by the
Board vide order dated 22.03.2021.

Nledto-day

?

Reglst»rar

19{y o>

Prayer in Appeal: -

j"‘{‘lsfl;l::ltted to.-day  On acceptance of this appeal both the original.
order dated 12.09.2019, the appellate order ,
_ 08.11.2019 and the Board order dated _
k@%ﬁ?frw, 22.03.2021, may please be set-aside and the
7/Jf7f)¢y( forfeitured service may be restored to the
appellant with full back and consequentlal
benefits of service.




*

Respectfully Submitted:

1. That the appellant was initially appointed as ASI in the year
2010 vide office order dated 04.11.2010. ever since his
enlistment the appellant performed his duties as assigned to
him with zeal and devotion. (Copy of office order dated
04.11.2010 is attached as Annexure A)

2. That during his service the appellant was also promoted to
the post of sub inspector and has been posted at different
stations,

3. That while posted as SHO at Police station Misri Banda an
incident took place. A lady namely Aysha lodged an FIR
No. 209 dated 08.8.2019 _U/S 337/A(i)(ii)/ 337F(ii)/ 336/
445/34PPC Police station Misri Banda against_one_Inzemam
"S/O_Zamanat Khan R/O Nandrak. (Copy of FIR dated
08.8.2019 is attached as Annexure B)

4. That when the issue was raised on social media, the
_appell ant_was departmentally_proceeded on the allegations
of not taking action against the accused inzemam when the
Said lady_earlier came to the PS for redressel_of_her
_grievance against inzemam prior to the registration of FIR
and also on the allegations that due to his negligent attitude

| due to not taking_preventive measures the ‘laay sustained

| injuries.

allegations an inquiry was conducted in the matter and the
enquiry officer held him responsible and recommended for
forfeiture of two years from service vide his report
__Q_S__Q__9__2~Q_l*9 (Copy of the Inquiry Report is attached as
Annexure C)

|
5. That without serving any charge sheet and statement of

6. That thereafter, the competent authority without serving any
Show Cause Notice upon the appellant, awarded him the
‘minor punishment of “Forfeiture of two Wfo"m\(mnve\
servlce” vide order dated 12.09.2019. (Copy of the penalty
“order dated 12.09.2019 is attached as Annexure D)

7. That feeling aggrieved from the original order, the appellant
filed his departmental_appeal which was partially accepted
and the penalty in_the original order was reduced to
“forfeiture of service.to.one year v1de _appellate order dated

08.11.2019.—(Copies of the departmental appeal and

| “appellate order dated 0811.2019 are attached as Annexure

E & F)

S




0

8. That the appellant, being aggrieved from partial acceptance,
then filed his mercy/ revision by invoking Rule 11/A of
Police Rules 1975, however the same has been rejected vide
office order 22.03.2021. (Copies of the mercy/ revision
petition and rejection order dated 22.03.2021 are attached
as Annexure G & H)

9. That original order dated 12.09.2019, the partial appellate
order 08.11.2019 and the Board order dated 22.03.2021 are
illegal against the facts and are liable to be set-aside on the
following grounds.

GROUNDS OF APPEAL:

A. That the appellant has not been treated in accordance with
law, hence his rights secured and guaranteed under the law
are badly violated.

B. That the_appellant has not been allowed opportunity of
personal hearmg before the imposition of penalty upon him,
“thus he has been condemned unheard.

-

C. That no charge sheet, statement of allegation or show cause
notice has ever served upon the appellant before awarding
him the penalty, hence he has not been provided
‘opportunity to defend himself against the charges leveled.

D. That the appellant has not been served with Show Cause
Notice, nor has he been provided copy of enquiry report,
before the imposition of penalty upon him, which is
mandatory in case of awarding major Penalty.

E. That the fact has been ignored by the respondent throughout
that the lady when was called to PS Misri Banda she
1nfront of elders of the_locality,.deposed_that she does_not

‘want police actlon and report against the accused namely

ifizemam. in this o respect her statement was duly entered in

daily diary vide mad No. 12 dated 06.08.2019. (Copy of

mad report dated 06.08.2019 is attached as Annexure I)

F. That this fact has also been ignored by the respondents that
when the lady did not report against inzemam_how_could
the af appellant_initiate proceedings ‘against him. It is also’
pertment to mention here that when_the _lady_sustained
m]urles FIR was promptly_lodged which shows that the

appellant performed his duty and was vigilant enough in the
matter.
—"




v

G. That neither any witness has been examihed nor the
appellant _has been given opportunity to cross examined
witness if any examined, during the inquiry proceedings.

H. That the charges leveled against the appellant were never
proved in"thi€ enquiry, the enguiry_officer gave his findings
on surmises and conjunctures.

o,

I. That the imposed penalty has stigmatized spot less service
career of the appellant which is liable to be set-aside.

J. That the penalty imposed is also illegal in the sense that
“forfeiture of service” is alien to the services laws and E &
D rules. '

K. That the appellant seeks permission of this Honorable
Tribunal to rely on additional grounds at the hearing of the
appeal.

It is, therefore, humbly prayed that on acceptance of this
appeal both the original order dated 12.09.2019, the appellate order
08.11.2019 and the Board order dated 22.03.2021, may please be set-
aside and the forfeitured service may be restored to the. appellant
with full back and consequential benefits.

Through

Peshawar

AFFIDAVIT

It is hereby solemnly\affirm and declare on oath that the
contents of the above noted ¥ppeal are true and correct and that

nothing has been kepjabackdor concealed from this Honorable
Tribunal. S A '

3 N AB) “Déponent




Y

y A .

e S e gt
o = ) : AR H"“
1 ’ "
* A
,~ AneX=F4
,’ [ : ;‘
fa § e Reamnaad Poliee OfTicer, VIR s
enon Regon, Bannu, | i

' . w 7
“ : H N s )
= The Divtrict Polive Officer, Lakki Murwat,

g./({——-/.“; A C dated Rannw, the 0{2/"j nonm

R !i!\:'%mn\twm TO_THE POST__OF (115) MALE !
N FANI__SUR__INSPECTOR__BPST 1N POLICE
MIEMENT (ADN ERTISENENT NO, J/2008) SINO. L.

1y,

. L}
e ”;\ Pablie: Service Commtission. Khyber Pabbturhhing feshaa o l
. .
L ‘I‘6N| 1o appron e the appointment of the fulhmnw candidittes as 1PAN] !
st thye et reserved tor direet appointment i polive Deptd, secen ed

- “asbiin e ot i’
* b s ad Nacem Khan
Plomtdottoh Khon
Nvdummiud Z aha KR

Adidress.
s i

e g PO Pashiiar vde Memo Tyz."\ Jud0eha ! dined 27-12. 2000,

Rarw Dhistt,

(ENTTUTR A TINT

/

' Shefeur-Rehmne Waar Banmu Disit, 7 s 96
N Damisarz Klon {Lanme Dy ' - ;
Rsham i1 Khan Bannu m‘“-'j b f/"'"/'."

Purgaa Lavead
Tl antf

annu Disit.

§akk- 1Yisn

v Asanayalhil F by st
Y G CORTHI S S PTI (RIS SR A TICI N
A% P CRTY I TS B TR | fabbaiven
Mehamnad Kamran Lathig 1t

On their attachment 10 Bannu Region, they are altteae 1 e
Sgahers and posted o the Distts, Units as notd spmns tlu.u EUNSS -

SWe Namwe _ ‘/\(’m«'g Ny, 1Visti. 1 it
1 AN Aefumpnad Noven Khan 491 13annu 1 st
1St e dutlsh Klan 10013 et bets?
$and Moieramad Zahn [N PRT et i Y lin‘g;
1 P ASE ATk ur Rehmen W azir 021 I3onn Bt
. - p
5 PAST Dimsas Khan Hl.s‘vl! Teanstone L o
R PAS! Raham Dil Khan s If.mmr 3} q;:
f PAST Pagan bavend IIL"'.I'. basrn ey
- K AN !r!’.umll.nh 10613 1 akhe :)?\u.
5w AN SRmetalllie o o - 1N7:43 Lokke Diste,
" ' AL I TR ¥ i Wi '"s"": ’ HPR SR A
1 AT Modig. ol e vl o i3 i .t!KL- | LN
! 1P AN b b sl ke 1ot YN
Their appuininent order andd Guzelie aeiptivatir saiv, v W
I' o abieal fHness s and fullitling other r;quncmuﬂs nay beyssued
LY
Thoy may be nformed accordine’y. (
< ; v i
(RE] {“rlt ANy g C'{ o ¢
1 AU NTAN A Xs t
i C«J, €
Resiouat P'alice T
vt Kegue, b

A )’qs v
-‘fvw-w&/f-s R\

: "'“'i‘*" u 77;.11




&

]
.‘ e s — Ah_ho,’)(n/:\)_ _, —
0343- 8195477 & ut_,,,, ,/’(c-»’ 0
5 .
(J'()ow) (xb.rv u)q:mo&mnmmg.pd.éptzzmm/ww&.ﬂl ,b‘) ’ ,.) 7 ,-,3‘;,‘;, ot J._'{ Ui
ot ( 1{( o (2% M9 r/// £ ;7 / ;9 ¥
‘ 6

CP Y g d
//" ’{ﬁ“”f ’°U’{Jak..-4/g/} gd;'ﬂu:JG’r}JLﬂlew:

\../ / . 0‘
/‘_" ‘\ 74&’.” d} o/':t 2L 4’«{2
/i/f:o)’\l% }.%/-(/S - 6 _f—s p 90; # 8 .
%%bzt ) P
/ - a8b

p

‘ - (872 - ’«? * e D Feof

173 28209 % il “03-40 Cur| 08 ‘3‘ oSl |
9" 1520/27 975339 - 7 .~ ]

s . S )
i A Sz 14/ ly (/b(,i’/ o030/ 89 1 g¢/ v;"""“)bﬂbk:dcﬂ't r
%5 335 Aescss Fea 336 : .

:.-6:’;:!7.1!5132.&; -r

2 M’;/Q”/rjlf(fﬂ(/’ e
'Te o o2 -~ o
' ’/)‘”w'(,; Vit & o w(l“’/’«’ [ sl (Phope|

,-"'3 o O //{ 7 Folp 1t :/uya?nm.j}wLfb;;bﬂuﬁdfcfyéﬂ&uf 2

* u/ s / ot e .:l'sn'b;n{&uc.;l? A

"8/"@' ‘.“/,’/ //”/“' 2/ AL 7/’ u-l—-» _,/C/)LCM’GLV‘ o ¢, 4

| ‘/,&9//;/";.)/0& ,./'JJW ;5/,_:,/&05;0/9/,/ ){’;/M)ayz,ljz,”

ﬁ:‘ 5“"9//‘{’ f “6'1»” c«,//g/(»*’:?/w &y J/u//: ffjl/: Wy ity
,///" /-" 5 e /"b’ew // /***"’f‘{’z"/ 27 /’/ A”//

\‘Q
\x

g f >
”-"f//f‘ ey (R e e 4
Vo 52 & B e f’”\//{////’rw"‘t— _,d:/’ . "’déﬁ’uoﬂ‘
A o Ash - 1 9<‘—/’ s o éw/
A p3-01b v

)03 -— As' /-3/\7 //J”Z//,/w/"/; ;J/ 22/4»
Y ' Qféf Aerd (W %7 //.M’
r/?,,? 2 A ) wﬂg}h _J/,mpﬂé‘ ,az.:,,«/,%f’/'i"”')’a_% 2,,
../-.:. "‘ 2 PR > S '}/..4/f/& . S
JII’/T:’//&" .o/ 9}%06//7 “ (j’yd’ldp [/}f‘g‘ / }9 _,,1)
&.

130 /__;,M;,d Al (/»"(///”/"" pY24 - ,«wﬂ}’w’
g /f'jbé&d - ') ﬁ}wo) UW://{:Q ,/J/V‘ /‘L/

 JL23 g Colti
%/,-,w%;b!bé dd’d d.,-/'/bi?/’o"’” J’ .S‘I /(/“/

. iy (f(;J v af/ YA ) g,// -
: *9:”/4”’0/0’0’)”0’/ 7. Doop /wy < ,»b%"’/f ‘f’,’//’ R Y.

()‘JJUL\/\/(/J! c..-— LJ V//(“‘"‘{//,..“f’9v 5 ’
i w/@ A AR

) / SR
/fz/ Vgl e E Y PT? B




. ) )

S | - Ainex=tc! @ R

[ - . R
B ' ' 1 .

ENQUIRY REPORT AGAINST S/ INAYAT ALI AMJID SHO PS MISRIBANDA.
ALLEGATION: s

’ ‘Whereas, S lnaYat Ali Amjid while postea as SHO PS Misi

o T Bnada badiy failed to take proper:actiqn against accused Inzimam s/o
- e Zamanat Khan r/o Nandrak beca,useg the i/iétim lady Mst: Aesha time and .

again apprbached him for redregsag of her grievances, which resulted in" '
registration of case FiR No.20S .dated 08.08.2019 ufs
337(A)(i)(i1)/336/455/34-PPC PS Misri Bnada. The said lady sustained
grievous injuries due to his - Jetha;ggic and .negiigent~_f-§%titu&é, whicfj’.,
shows to grave misconduct on his part ahd rendered him ﬁable for,h
Minor/Major punishment under.Khyber P'gkhtunkhwa Polite Ruiés 1975.
PROCEEDINGS: b AR
The officer under enquiry was heard in person and his statement was
recorded wherein he submitted that elders of the ildcal?ty along Mst:
Aesha came to-PS Misri Banda. Mst Aesha told that she had been’in
relationship with In'zimam for three years and promised to marry h:e'r
but did not do so. On this she decided. to live with Zamin Khariin ..
presence of elders. As far as her injdry is concerned a case has been -
registered  vide FiR No. 209. dated 8.8.2019  u/s -

337A(i)(ii)/337F(ii)/336/45.‘5/34 PPC PS Misri Banda against accused’ :
inzimam who secure BBA in the case and showed unawareness of .t‘he“ - \
incident. Zamin Khan father of Mst Aesha stated that he was d N -,‘.
' p'resent/asleep at home when Aesha come she was injured. There is no i ~’_.f_,- -‘
eyewitness in this case.  He further added that he did no act of- ‘

& L b
indiscipline. However case is pending investigation and all out efforts are ' ‘
being carried out to dig out the real facts. He requested for filing of |-

charge sheet. f

FINDINGS: ¥ ’ - .
The undersigned after enquiry has arrived at conclusion | | Lo

that the delinquent police officer Si lnayat Ali Amijid failed to protect the 5

victim when matter was reported to him. His casual response resuited in ‘

the incident as reported in case vide FIR No. 209 datad 08.08.2019 u/s ; N

337A(i)(ffj/SS?F(ii)/336/4SS/34 PPC. Therefore he is recommended to , |

be punished with forfeiture of service UP to (02) years if agreed | :

. . ‘ : 3-,‘ ‘.q . ‘ .
Assistant Superintencent of Palice, ?
Circle Cantt Nowshera

>

I St ..
No.__ &3/ /st oL e

Dated S /o7 /2019,
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POLICE DEPARTMNET

ORDER ‘ E i
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. TS OFdar Wil QISQeRe o G mmenn! (.u.;g'.

Pakhiunkhwa Police Rules, 1973 against ST Inava Ali Antad, ..\.\\.‘..\ poste

nry initated E ab
E:‘\

Banda, failed to take in time action aganst accuscd e!n'/: nam t-';; _/ M nn!. hin

Acsha timg aind agany mp aached him' e

hecause the victim lady Mst {is

arievances, which resulted in registration, of case F]R.:\'n. 209 Caled DRRS

ey~ S - . .. RN , . ), . .
ADDFGIVI6455/34 PPC PS Mised Banda: The said ladyesustained gricvous <
' [ Y. A

Jethargic-and neghuent attiiude of SHO.

N

O axcount of which, lie was nrnceed

of amaingt deparime
M Tassawar lghat, ASP Cantt Nowshera, who alice fuliillment o legn! rmalin

- R N i : P e “E r‘
his report w0 andersigned vide his office Fndst: No. 931/St dated 05.79.2010, whercin .hc'

Caniner b

allegetions feveled against him have been provid and sugdested i to

forfeitire of approved-service for 02 years.,

The undersigned agiedd SISTIE
and mwnrded him nnmsor punishinent of forfolure & approved sefvive far 12 yours, e
" "
! - P
Police Rules- 1wl :

e powers vested in mc under Khvber Pak stunxinea

& — . .
OB Ne. S __,(_P‘_S____ . : .

Daved ,/32/__4—_7__.3‘);0 o
: . ])i.\l' ot Polics ¥itcerd
- | | | \

: !
/ ) !
). V-S/J-AO PA, dated ! \0\\'sln.m he .7‘ 0‘}9 ;’._'ﬂ /1, ' c - .

Copy for information as id necessany ag 1100 19 thes _

Nipnwvher b

1. Pay Officer. , ;

2. Estaklishment Clerk. .
. N .
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Better Copy
X Page No. 08
POLICE DEPARTMENT
ORDER

This order will disposed of the departmental enquiry initiated (sic) Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules, 1975 agianst SI Inayat Ali Amjad, he while posted as SHO

(sic) Banda, failed o take in time action against accused Inzamam S/o Zamanat Khan R/o

(sic) because the victim lady Mst. Aesha time and again approached him for redressal her |

grievances, which resulted in registration of case FIR No. 209 dated 08.08.2019 (sic)

A(1)(11)F(11)/336/455/34 PPC PS Misri Banda. The said lady sustained gnevance deposﬂed

lethargic and negligent attitude of SHO. _
On account of which he was proceeded against departmentally (sic) Mr., Tasawar

Igbal ASP Cantt Nowhsera, who after fulfillment of legal formalities submitted his report

to undersigned vide his office endst No. 931/Stt dated 05.09.2019, wherein the aliegations ‘

leveled against him have been proved and suggested him for minor punishment of

forfeiture of approved service for 02 years.

The undersigned agreed with the recommendations of enquiry officers and awarded -

him minor punishment of forfeiture approved service for 02 years in exercise of the powers .

vested in me under Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules, 1975.

OB No. 995
Dated 12/09/2019

Sd/-

District Police Officer

Nowshera
No. 4318- 20/PA dated Nowshera, the 12/09/2019,

Copy for information and necessary action to the:

1. Pay Officer.
2. Establishment Clerk.
3. FMC with its enclosures (10 sheets)

e

et~
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To:- = The Deputy Inspector General of Polnce
Mardan Region-I Mardan.

Through:- ° PROPER CHANNEL
Subject: - " APPEAL.

'ReSpected Sir,

With due respect. | beg to submit that I have been awarded a Minor

punishment of forfeiture of 2 years approved service by the DPO Nowshera, vide OB

No.995 dated 12-09-2019 for the allegation of failure of taking in time actidn against

-accused Inzimam s/o Zamanat Khan r/o Nandrak because the victim lady. Mst Ayesha time

and again approached me for redressal of her grievances, which resu!ted in regnstratnon of
case FIR No0.209 dated 08-08-2019 u/s 337A (i) (i) F (11/336/455/24 PPC) PS Misri Banda
agamst which | am going to submit the present Appeal on the following grounds for
consideration:- \ '
1. | was issued Charge Sheet by leveling therein the above c:ted aliegatsons in
response to which, 1. have submitted a detailed and well convincing reply, but it was not

paid due consideration. ASP Nowshera Cantt was appointed as Enquiry Officer tc Londuct

~an enquiry under Police Rules-1975. The E.O. conducted enquiry and submitted his re.port |

. with the recommendation of awarding me Minor Punishment and | was awarded Minor

~ Punishment. of forfeiture of 2 years approved service.

2. . Brief facts of the case. are that on 06-08-2019, when | was performing
patrolling duty in the area and reached near village N-andrak, I came to know that a young
girl namely Mst. Ayesha who is residing in the said vil'iage,‘.ha\'/e friendly relations with

-

Inzimam s/o Zamanat Khan and have spent sufficient time with each other.

Zamin Khan s/o Raid Ali r/o Nandrak (with whom Mst. Aye'shavis"living) and

Mst. Ayesha along with elders of the area were called to Police Station and the matter

was discussed in detail but Mst. Ayesha did not report against inzimam and she was .

. insistiné to go with Zamin Khan instead of her parents’ home. The report was entered in .

the DD vide Mad No.12 dated 06-08-2019. Inzimam had promised to marry Mst. Ayesha

but did not she was not ready to marry with him. So far, injury to Mst. Ayesha is

vide FIR cited above. Investigation of the case was underway and efforts were afoot, but

in the meantime the accused arranged his BBA, which was later.on cancelled and he was

concerned, in this connection, in time action has, been taken by registering proper case-



) /@”
~ .

considered as arrested in the case. Similarly, giving injury to.Mst. Ayesha by accuse

a .
A Inzimam it has not seen by any one which is beyond understating.
3. | am serving in the department for the last 08 years and has been

performing my duties up to the entire satisfaction of my superiors.

4, | have earned CCs wuth cash reward for my good work. :
' 5. There is no complamt of any kind received against me durmg my whole
service. ‘ ‘
6. . There is not a single bad entry/punishment'in my service record during my

long/whole service. . .
7. | have been put to great financial Ioss and my service career has also been
damaged, due to this punishment.

' Therefore, | approach your good self to kindly accept my Appeal and the
order of punishment of forfeiture of 2 years approved service effect awarded by the DPO
Nowshera vide OB N0.995 dated 12-09-2019 may kindly be withdrawn.

I shall be highly obliged and will pray for your long life apd prosperity. !

You bediently,

| Mﬂ'z(( M ) A {Inaya

)
g"() - ASHO Police Station
NSR Cantt.
District Nowshera

@JNSR | )

Amiid)st

w4

(]

I\

-t
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Jo: - : The inspector Ger‘\eral' of Police,
' Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.

Through:- PRQPER CHANNEL
Subject: - o Mercy Petition.

Respected Sir, .

With due respect I beg to submit that | have been awarded a Minor
punishment of forfeit'ure of 2 years approved service by the DPO ’Nkoshera, vide OB No.995
dated 12-09-2019 for the allegation of failure of taking in time action against abcused
tnzimam s/o Zamanat Khan r/o Nandrak because the Qictim lady Mst. Ayesha time and again
approached me for redressal of her grievances, which resuited in registration of case FIR
No.209 dated 08-08-2019 u/s 337A.{i) (ii) F (ii/336/455/24 PPC) PS Misri Banda, against which
| have submitted an Appeal before the DIG Mardan Region- | Mardan and the punishment of
forfeiture of 2 years approved service -was converted into forfeiture of 1 year approved
service;' vide his office Endst. No0.13676/ES, dated 08-11-2019 (photocopy attached),
therefore, the present Mercy Petition is forwafded for consfderation and- according an order
regarding with drawn of punishme.nt of forfeiture of 1 yea.r,approved service, on the following
grounds for consideration:- _

1. | was issued Charge Sheet by leveling therein the above cited allegations in

response to which, | have submitted a detailed and well coﬁ'vfncing reply, but it was not paid

due consideration. ASP Nowshera Cantt was appointed as Enquiry Officer to conduct an

enquiry under Police Rules-1975. The E.O. conducted enquiry and submitted his report With’

the recommendation of awarding me Minor Punishment and | was awarded Minor
Punishment of forfeiture of 2 years approved service.

2. Brief facts of the case are that on 06-08-2019, when |- was performing
patrolling duty in fhe area ahd reached near village Nandrak, t came to know that a young
girl namely Mst. Ayesha who is residing in the said village, have friendly relations with
Inzimam s/o Zamanat Khan and have spent sufficient time with each other.

| Zamin Khan s/o Raid Ali r/o Nandrak (with whom Mst. Ayesha is living) and

Mst. Ayesha along with elders 6f the area were called to Police Stat_ioh and the matter was
discussed in detail but Mst. Ayesha did not report against Inzimam and she was insisting to
go with Zamin Khan instead of her parents’ home. The report was entered in the DD vide
Mad No.12 dated 56—08—2019. Inzimam had promised to marry I\/Ist: Ayesha but did not she
was not ready to marry with him. So far, injury to Mst. Ayesha is concerned, inﬁthis
connection, in time action has been taken by registering proper case vide FIR cited above.

" Investigation of the case was underway and efforts were afoot, but in the meantime the
accused arranged his BBA, which was later on cancelled and he was considered as arrested in
the case. Similarly, giving injury tq Mst. Ayesha by accused Inzimam it has not seen by any

one which is beyond understating.




A . - I am serving in the departrnent for the Iast 08 years and has been performing - ]

* my duties up to the entire satlsfactlon of my superlors

4..  1have earned CCs wuth cash reward for my good work
5. There is no complaint of any kind received against me durlng my whole service.

-6 There is not a single bad entry/pumshment in. my service record durmg my
long/whole service. » ' '
: 7. I have been put to great flnancnal Ioss and my service career has also been
damaged, due to this punishment. _

Therefore, | approach your good self to kindly accept my Mercy Petition'end
the order of remaining punishment of forfeiture of 1 year.approved service effect awarded by
the then DPQO Nowshera vide OB No0.995 dated 12-09-2019 may kindly be -withdr.awn..

I shall be highly'f obliged and will pray for your long life and prosperity.

SHO Police Station
- NSR Cantt.
District Nowshera
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QI? .\\L‘ s LSatad 1o e e 1 the allacation
| B ‘} 102 2019 on the ..J“bdth.:.- that ke while posied as SHO PS Misri Banda, one 1\*{5{:
P - Ae 3 (e {“"' nnel 1 Yie -v‘ cacim 1% 4 h
I sha reporied tfe zppellant time and zgain 10 take action against accused Inzimam s'o Zamanat Khan r/o
\ ‘_ % ) 1-— 4 Ied -3 an ache, { e ;
anax X, Tre appeilant T’}ox. h was epproached prior 0 the incident for taking preventive action on her
report 'a;n ke fziled 1o do 50, dug \\mc‘- sittation got worsened and the said Mst: Acshe sustained grievous |
! ‘n‘ll."k TaSy N “l.‘ a2 143 nd; -dN (o4 337 33
a : \ spect of which 2 erimn asevide FIR No. 209 w's 337 A ADFAN/336/455/34 PPC PS Misri
“ Bmda was registered aeam\t the accused Inzxmam The Appellate Authority i.e. Regional Police Officer,
4 ‘Mardan has coriverted his pumshmem into forfeiture of one yearap}ved service vide order Endst: No.
L 13673/ES, dated 08.11.2019.
_ e \aIeetm‘ of the Appellate Board was held on 25.02.2021, wherein the petitioner was present
e nnd heard in deml
g S '—h& pu"m“men. has already bccn reduced by Regional Police Officer, Mardan, The officer
"has‘oﬂ?:!red no new defence in his personal hearing. Therefore, the Board decided that his petition is hereby
- rejected, -
Sd/-
KASHIF ALAM, PSP

S ‘ ‘ Additional Inspector General of Police, .
N | ~ 7y - ' HQrs: Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
oo Nes/_/eX lo- 97/21, B .
. . e - !
Copy of the above is forwarded to the: - .

1. Regiohal Police Officer, Mardan. A copy of complete enquiry file of the above named SI
]I received vide your office Memo: No. 564/ES, dated 29.01.2021 is returned herewith for your
office record. One Service Book, one Service Roll and one Fauji Missal of SI Inayat Ali Amjad
is sent herewith for your offi ce record. The receipt of service record may please be

i acknowledged. .

3 District Policé Officer; Nowshera. g EFC /D/)O IVS'/;Q
o PSO 0 IGPKhyberPakhtunkhwa, CPO.Peshawar.

~_ . R i, AIG/Legal, Khyber Paa!.u.nkh\\.x_ Peshawar, Fd'}' At /& O{/Jl.t-
S T 5. PA to Addl; IGP/HQrs: Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
S ! PA‘to DIG/HQrs: Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar. -

7i Office Supdt: E-ITI, CPO Peshawar.

8= Officer concerned.

[P

!
4

| ~ Rpo
2 e
v A:(:*‘*‘Lux' - {RAI R SAEEDS PSP

R PP L / r E Dcp &y Inspgétor General of Police, HQrs:
. s 4"” \ ’ DB - rInépector General of Police, i
ARRE R \\ ’~ Lo : Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
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OFFICE OF THE ‘
INSPECTOR GENERAL OF P9OLICE
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
PESHAWAR

No. 239/21, dated Peshawar the 22/03/2021
Order

This order is hereby passed to dispose of Revision Petition under Rule 11-A of
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police Rule 1975 (amended 2014) submitted by SI Inayat Ali
Amjad. The petitioner was awarded punishment of forfeiture of two years approved service
by District Police Officer, Nowshera vide OS No. 995 dated 12.09.2019 on the allegations
that he while posted as SHO PS Misri Banda, one Mst. Aesha reported the appellant time
and agin to take action against accused Inzimam S/o Zamanat Khan R/o Nandrak. The
appellant though was approached prior to the incident for taking preventive action on her
report but he failed to do so, due to which situation got worsened and the said Mst. Ayesha
sustained grievous injuries in respect of which a criminal case vide FIR No. 209 u/s
337A(1)(IDF(11)/336/455/34 PPC PS Misri Banda was registered against the accused
Inzimama. The Appellate Authority i.e. Regjuy453ioal Police Officer, Mardan has
converted his punishment into forfeiture of one year approved service vide order Endst No.
13673/ES, dated 08.11.2019

Meeting of the Appellate Board was held on 25.02.2021, wherein the petitioner was
present and heard in detail.

The punishment has already been reduced by Regional Police Officer, Mardan. The
Officer has offered no new defence in his personal hearing therefore, the Baord decided _
that his petition is hereby rejected.

Sd/-
Kashif Alam, PSP
Additional Inspector General of Police,
HQrs: Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.

No. §/1240-49/21,
Copy of the above is forwarded to the:

1. Regional Police Officer, Mardan. A copy of complete enquiry file of the above
named SI received vide your office Memo No. 564/ES, dated 29.01.2021 is
returned herewith for your office record. One service book, one service roll and
one faudi missal of SI Inayat Ali Amjad is sent herewith for your office record.
The receipt of service record may please be acknowledged. -

District Police Officer, Nowshera.

PSO to IGP Khyber Pakhtunkhwa GPO Peshawar.

AIG / Legal, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

PA to Addl: IGP / HArs: Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.

PA to DIG / Hars: Khyber Pakhtukhwa, Peshawar.

Office Supdt: E-III, CPO Peshawar.

Officer concerned.

PHNA LN

Sd/-
(Rai Babar Saeed) PSP
Deputy Inspector General of Police, HQrs:
For Inspector General of Police

2 /‘ ) Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar
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2 POWER OF ATTORNE

In the Court of Kp K@V/&@ Mb“hgﬁ p@(//lgﬂljel
g tFor
. A tPlaintiff
I/?a-b/ajf, 0/ A ,A,m Y\ } Appellant
7 /AR v ARSvAAA } Petitioner

}Complainant

. VERSUS
,ﬁgfo VInCA '(lh P@ "Ce O / CCYOM Ambefendam

$Respondent
}Accused
}
Appeal/Revision/Suit/Application/Petition/Case No. of
Fixed for

I/We, the undersigned, do hereby nominate and appoint

YASIR SALEEM,
JAWAD UR REHMAN &

PIRZADA MUHAMMAD TAYAB AMIN Advocates Peshawar

my true and lawful attorney, for me in my same and on my behalf to appear at |

to appear, plead, act and answer in the above Court or any
Court to which the business is transferred in the above matter and is agreed to sign and file
petitions. An appeal, statements, accounts, exhibits. Compromises or other documents
whatsoever, in connection with the said matter or any matter arising there from and also to
apply for and receive all documents or copies of documents, depositions etc, and to apply

. for and issue summons and other writs or sub-poena and to apply for and get issued and
arrest, attachment or other executions, warrants or order and to conduct any proceeding
that may arise there out; and to apply for and receive payment of any or all sums or submit
for the above matter to arbitration, and to employee any other Legal Practitioner
authorizing him to exercise the power and authorizes hereby conferred on the Advocate
wherever he may think fit to do so, any other lawyer may be appointed by my said counsel
to conduct the case who shall have the same powers.

AND to all acts legally necessary to manage and conduct the said case in all
respects, whether herein specified or not, as may be proper and expedient.

AND [/we hereby agree to ratify and confirm all lawful acts done on my/our behalf
under or by virtue of this power or of the usual practice in such matter.

PROVIDED always, that I/we undertake at time of calling of the case by the
Court/my authorized agent shall inform the Advocate and make him appear in Court, if the
case may be dismissed in default, if it be proceeded ex-parte the said counsel shall not be
held responsible for the same. All costs awarded in favour shall be th¢ right of the counsel
or his nominee, and if awarded against shall be payable by me/us .

IN WITNESS whereof [/we have hereto signed at

the day to the yeaf | U
Executant/Executants

AcceptT subject to the terms regarding fee
~
J 17 4 ﬂq

JAWAD UR REHMAN YASIR SALEEM

Advocate High Court Advoc igh Court, Peshawar

[T

PIRZADA MUHAMMAD TAYAB AMIN

Advocate Peshawar

ADVOCATES, LEGAL ADVISORS, SERVICE & LABOUR LAW CONSULTANT

FR-4. Fourth Floor,. Bilour Plaza. Saddar Road., eshawar Cantt Contact No. 03318892589 E-mail. yasirsaleemadvocate@gmail.com
%
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- BEFORE THE HONOURABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE
TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. 5195/2021

§ Inayat Ali Amjid Sub-Inspector presently posted at Dlstrlct Pohce Peshawar

ieveieceneares TR Appellant .

V ERSUS
1. Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar._:
2. Regional Police Officer, Mardan Region-I, Mardan.
3. District Police Officer, Nowshera. )
Respondents

PARAWISE REPLY ON BEHALF OF RESPONDENT NO 01 TO 03

Respectfully Sheweth: - |
That the respondents submitted as under: - - B o _
PRELIMINARY OBJECTIONS | SRR SO PR
".1. - That the appellant has got no cause of action to file the instant appeali_. |
2. That the appeal is badly barred by law and limitations. ‘ ,
3. That the appellant has been extopped by h]S own conduct to ﬁle the mstant ' :
appeal. , _ ‘
4. That the appeal is not mamtamable in its present form. L
LS. That the appellant has not come to the Honourable Tribunal with cleanhands » f.' '
6. That the appeal is bad for mis-joinder and non-joinder of necessary parties. ca
On Facts
1. Initial part of the para pertains to enhstment/appomtment of appellant in Pohce |
_ Department as ASI hence, needs no-comments wh1le regardmg rest of the para it o
is stated that each and every Police Qfﬁc,er/Ofﬁmal is under obhgatr_gn to. .
perform his duty with devotion and upto the entire satisfaction of his high-ﬁps. L
2. Para pertains to subsequent promotion of appellant to the rank SI:and'hi:s further -~

postings hence, needs no comments,

3, Incorrect. Prior to the registration of case v__lde FIR:No. 209 dated08-08-2019
ws 337-A()(I1)/336/455/34 PPC Police Station, Misri Banda, Mst; Aisha time .’

and again approached appellant, as he was posted as SHO Police Station, Mrsn
Banda, for redressal of her grievances to take action againSt acciuse:d Inzimarh B
s/o Zamanat Khan r/o Nandrak but he failed to do S0, whrch resulted in the

aforementioned FIR as the said lady sustained grievous m]urres

o 4, Para already explained above.

5. Incorrect. Appellant was duly served with charge sheet - and State'merlt_of ,

Allegations “vide No. 117/PA, dated 16-08-2019. Moieovér, in order to

scrutinize conduct of the appellant, enquiry was conducted through the then ASP




» Coee S
lr i.u' "

Mera _Cantt:. Enquiry Ofﬁcer in hls_ ﬁndmgs hrghhghted that appellant

N T

failed to protect the victim when the ‘matter was. reported to h1m H1s casual

e o e e T SR T T T R

response resulted in the above mentloned FIR (Copy of statement of alleganons ' S

and charge sheet is annexure “A” and Copy of Enqulry Report is annexure “B”). : -

Incorrect. Appellant had been issued proper 'Charge Sheet w1th Statement of

Allegat1ons and proper enquiry was conducted. On- the recommendatlon of '

enquiry officer, appellant was awarded minor puntshment of* --forfertnre, of .

" approved service for 02 years.

Correct to the extent that appellant’ moved departmental appeal before '\

respondent No. 02 whereupon pun1shment order of the appellant was converted

into forfeiture of 01 year approved served e e RE

Correct to the extent that appellant. moved Revision Petition before respondent
No. 01, however, the same was rejected as appellant had not offered any new.

defense in his personal hearing.

Incorrect Orders dated 12-09- 2019 08-11-2019 and 22- 03-2021 are legal and in
accordance with law/rules, hence, liable to be malntamed on the foIlowmg

grounds: -

GROUNDS

A,

H.

Incorrect. That appellant has been treated in accordance w1th law/rules and none RREE

of his rights have either been denied or Vlolated by the respondents

Incorrect. It is evident from the orders of respondent No. 01 & 02 that he was-.‘.g -

heard in person.

Incorrect. Charge Sheet with statement of allegations was_issued and served

upon the appellant.

Incorrect. Copy of enquiry report has been prov1ded to’ the appellant wh1ch has

been annexed by him as annexure-C in the appeal.

. A e v

Wiy R L A R S

_plausible as | the Ssame matter lead to the reglstratlon of aforementroned FIR

Incorrect. Plea of the appellant that he entered the 1 matter into da11y dla.ry is not ‘,

Incorrect. Plea of the appellant is not plaus1ble because even 1f no cogmzable

_\...,».

e S

he could have taken the prevent1ve measures agamst the accused

o vt gy
R LIIIEN TR it ey

Incorrect. As the matter itself was as clear as daylight therefore: no w1tnesses

were required to be examined. Besides, appellant was provrded opportunlty tg_' )

~

reasons in hrs defense
P o e

Incorrect. In his findings, the enquiry officer has clearly mentioned that

appellant failed to protect the victim when the matter was reported to him and

defend ‘himself during enquiry proceeding but he falled to g1ve any plauslble o -
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. L Incorrect. That the penalty so imposed on the appellant commensurate w1th the T

o '~appeal of the appellant being badly barred. by law and devoid of legal force may very )

)

his casual response resulted in the incident as reported in case vzde FIR No 209

dated 08-08-2019 ws 337-A(i)(i#)/337- F(11)/336/455/34 PPC

gravity of misconduct of appellant hence, liable to be mamtamed

J. Incorrect. Police Officer/Official are not proceeded agamst depaxtmentally under S
E &D Rules rather are proceeded agamst under the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Pol1ce ;‘ v
Rules 1975, wherein one of the minor, pumshments is forfelture of approved )

service upto 02 years. (Copy of relevant part is annexure “C”) " B

"“"K." The respondents also seek permission of this Honourable Tribunal 6. advance- Lo

additional grounds at the tlme of arguments. .

Pravers

Keeping in view of the above statecl facts it 1s most humbly prayed that the‘

kindly be dismissed with cost.

Provmclal Poll‘c/e Officer,’_ A
Khyber Paklltunkhwa, :
" Pes awar '
Respo dent No 1

_ Regwnal Pollce fﬁcer,
' Mardan Reglon-I Mardan
. Respondent No 02

Dlstrlct olice Officer, e
Nowshera oo

Respondent No 03 o

- l";-
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BEFORE THE HONOURABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SE.R.VICE‘

Ny TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. § 195/2021

Inayat Ali Amjid Sub-Inspector presently posted at District Police, Peshawar S
' ...........;.._....-....Appellant o

V ERSUS
1. Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
2. Regional Police Officer, Mardan Region-I, Mardan.
- 3. District Police Officer, Nowshera. ' _ o
' e Respondents Ll
AFFIDAVIT

We the respondents No 1 2&3 do hereby solemnly afﬁrm and declare on

Oath that the contents of reply to the appeal are true and correct to the best of our o

knowledge and belief and nothing has been concealed from the Honourable trlbunal

Provincial /o‘l?ge Officer,

KhyberP khtunkhwa, PN

Pes awar,

|

Resp ndent No.Ol_

Regional Police Qfficer,
Mardan Region-I, Mardan.
- Respondent No.-02 -

Nowshera. -

Respondent No.03 -~ .. - R

wt

District ice Officer, -



DISCIPLINARY ACTION

)A-VmexéAv

I,_Mansoor Aman, PSP, District Police Officer, Nowshera as competent
authority am of the opinion that SI Inayat Ali Amjad has rendered himself liable to be
proceeded agamst as he commltted the following acts/omlssrons within the meaning of Police
Rules, 1975

STATEMENT OF ALLEGATIONS

Whereas SI Inayat Ali Amjad, while posted as SHO Pollce Station, Misri

I

Banda badly failed to take proper action against accused Inzimam s/o Zamanat Khan r/o

Nandrak because the victim lady Mst: Aesha time and again approached him for redressal of her
grievances, which resulted in registration of case FIR No. 209 dated 08.08.2019 u/s 337

A(1)(|:)F(u)/336/455/34 PPC PS Misri Banda. The said lady sustained grievous injuries due to his .

!etharglc and negligent attitude, which shows his mefﬂaency and lack of lnterest in official duties

“and amounts to grave misconduct on his part and rendered hlm liable for Mlnor/MaJor
punishment under Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules, 1975.

For the purpose of scrutinizing the conduct of the said accused official with

reference to above allegations, Mr. Tassawar Igbal, ASP Cantt Nowshera. is hereby
nominated as Enquiry Officer.

The Enquiry Officer shall in accordance with the provision of Pollce Rules,

© 1975, provide reasonable .opportunity of hearing to the defaulter official, record his fmdlnqs and

make immediate recommendations as to punmh or other approprlate action against the defauliter
ofﬁc;al

 SI Inayat Ali Am]ad is directed to appear before lhe Enqu.ry Officer on
the date, time and place fixed by the Enqu:ry Offlcer

District Pplice Offle.er
Nowshera.

No.__ 117 _ /PA,
Dated_16.08 /2019.

\%g
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CHARGE SHEET

1. . : I, Mansoor Aman, PSP District Police Officer, Nowshera as competent authorlty,
hereby charge SI Inayat Ali Amjad as per Statement of Allegations enclosed.

2. By reasons of above, you appear to be guilty of misconduct under Police Rules;

1975 and have rendered yourself I|ab|e to all or any of the penaltles specified in Pollce Rules, .
1975

3. - You are, therefére, required to submit your written defense within 07 days of the
receipt of this Charge Sheet to the Enquiry Officer, as the case may be.

4. Your written defense, if any should reach the Enquiry Officer within the specified

period, failing which it shall be presumed that you have no defense to put in and in that case ex-
'parte action shall follow against you.

5 : o {ntimate whether you desire to be heard in persons.

District Police Officer,
Nowshera.
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ALLEGATION: -

=QUIRY REPORT AGAINST S INAYAT ALl AMID SHO PS MISRIBANDA. i
ALLEGATIO o | e . L

Whereas{'sf'fnayat. Ali Amijid while posted as SHO ps ‘MiSl.'i'.-hf:.‘; o

©team A e
~ I - -

| Bnada badly failed to take prgper action against- _a“ccu'séd Inzimam s/o. -

Zamaqat Khan r/o Nandrak because the victim lady Mst: Aésha time and

again approached him for redressal of her grfe\k_a'n'ces, which res(ﬂted in.

registration  of case piR- No.209 dated 08.08.2019 u/s

337(A)i)(ii)/336/455/34-ppC P Misri Briada. . The saig lady ‘sE_Léf_ained
grievous injuries dus’ 1o his lethargic .and hég!§ge:1t attitude, iwhich
shows to grave misconduct on “his part and réhdered h:m ﬁ"éb,je for
Minor/Major punishment under Khybér} Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules 1975,
PROCEEDINGS: . N

The officer under ‘en'quf,ry was heard in person and his statement was
recorded wherein he submitted that elders of the locality along Mst:

Aesha came to ps Misri Banda. Mst Aeshg told that she had been in

registered  vide [ No. 209  dated 882019 | u/s

337A(i)(ii)/337F(ii)/336/455/34 PPC PS Misri Banda against accused

o AL
inzimam who secure BBA in the case and showed unawareness ofy-he

incident. Zamin Khan father of Mst Aesha stated thst he was
present/as:éep at home when Aesha come she was injured. There is fno
eyewitness in this case. . He further added that he did no act of
indiscipline. However case is pending investigation and all out efforts are
being carried 6ut to dig out the real facts. He requested for filing of .‘

charge sheet.
. FINDINGS:

The undersigneg afrer &nquiry has
that the delinquent police officer Sl Inayat Alj Al
victim when mattor WIS reported o h

the incident as reported in case vide FIg No. ZQQd fad O
o) e

AN R YISy fym e o 5 P [
33?.-’\(.')(u\/3:/F{u),—’s_%o,/-laa,/34 £PC. Therefare ko
DO DUNISREG With Farfait ra s ervice un *o 107) vas
0@ punished with Torteiturs of sa ViCe Up 10 vy yea
133 .
—Scl-

Assistant Superintg_ndent of Police,

Circle Cantt Nowshera
~t -’} ‘ . .

SRS

No, & :

Dated_N /o7 /201

bR

P
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Government Officer in respect of any matter relating to the appointmént, promotion,
tranéfer, punishment, retirement or other conditions of service.of a Police Officer.
(iv) 'Punishment’ means a punishment which may be imposed under these rules by aﬁthdrity as
indicated in Schedule I.
Grounds of punishment.-
Where a Police Officer, in the opinion of the authority-
a) Is inefficient or has ceased to be efficient: or
b) Is guilty of misconduct; or )
¢)  Iscorrupt or may l‘éasonably be considered corrupt because-
(i) - He is or any of his dependents or any-other person through him or on .his behalf is, in
possession (for which he cannot reasonably account) of pecuniary resources of property )
dispr(;portionate to his known sources of income; or

(ii) He has assumed a style of living beyond his ostensible means; or

" (iii) He has a persistent reputation of being corrupt; or

(d) Is engaged Or is reasonably suspected of being engaged in subversive actix‘fities, oris
reascnably suspected of being associated with others engaged in subversive activities_of is
guilty of disclosure of official secrets to any unauthorized person, and his retention in
service is, therefore, prejudicial to national security, the authority may impose on him one

or more punishments.

Punishments.-
1. The following are the minor and major punishments, namely:---

(a) Minor punishments- :
(i) Confinement of Constables and Head Constables for 15 days to Quarter Guards;

(ii) Censure;

(i) Forfeiture of approved service up to 2 years;

- (iv) With holding of promotion up to oneyear;

) Stoppage of increment for a period not e§ceeding 3 years with or without

cumulative effect;

K2
D

(iv) Fine up to Rs135000/- as per schedule-1.
(b) Major punishments-- (
6] Reduction in rank/pay;
(ii) Compulsory retirement;
(iii) Removal from service; and
(iv) Dismissal from service.
-2 (a) Re:ﬁoval from service does not but dismissal from service does, disqualify for

future employment.

(b) Reversion from an officiating rank is not a punishment.

.

[ % Amended vide Notification No: 3859/Legal, dated 27/08/2014 issued by IGP, KPK ]
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o - BEFORE THE KHYBER PUKHTUNKWA SERVICE
S o TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR -
| B , BCa h%\w;:w
In service appeal No. 5195/2021 szh a
. - : Vgég.

. InayatAliAmjad vs  PP.Oand Others

Rejomder on behalf of the appellant

Respectﬁllly sheweth

Preliminarv Ob.iections:

1. | That para no.l is 1ncorrect the/appellant has been awarded the penalty
without any cogent reason thus bemg an aggrreved C1v11 Servant he has got .
: cause of action and locus stand to file the instant appeal.
2. That para no.2 is incorrect the appeal is ﬁled within the time frame prov1ded ,

_A by the law, which has been competently ﬁled before this Hon’ble Trlbunal
3. Contents incorrect. No rule.of e‘stoppal' is applicable in_ the instant case. |

D4 Contents 1ncorrect The 1nstant appeal is fully marntalnable in 1ts present
&

: form

.5 Contents incorrect. The appellant has come to thls Hon’ble Trrbunal w1th

clean hands RN

,6 Contents 1ncorrect All the necessary partles have been arrayed ‘as

respondents in the matter. .

. On.AFacts_: N

| ‘1. That Parano.1 needs no reply.




T

That Para no.2 also needs no comments

Contents of para 2of the appeal are true and correct. Reply g1ven to the para
1s 1ncorrect hence denied. Mist. Ayesha never approached the appellant or
v1s1ted P.S for her gnevances In fact the appellant, on coming into
knowledge about the i 1ssue in between the lady and one Inzimam, called
them along with the elders of the. locahty to P.S to heard the issue. Inzxmam
did not turned up while Mst. Ayesha with her elders and also the elders of
the locallty and maternal uncle of In21mam visited P.S and in the presence of
her elders and the elders of the locality, Mst. Ayesha deposed that-she has
already settled the matter Wlth Inzimam and she does not want to a proceed
or lodge any complaint against the said Inzimam and to this effect proper
endorcement was made in daily diary v1de Naqalmad ‘No. 12 dated

06.08.2019 in P.S Misri Banda (Copy already attached with the main
appeal)

No comments : N

Contents of Para No. 5 of the appeal are true and correct, reply given to the
para is false ‘hence demed Charge Sheet may have drafted but neither
communicated to the appellant nor he was informed about any inquiry

proceedmgs. infact he was condemned unheard

As subnntted above the appellant was .condemned unheard and the
pumshment was s awarded w1thout hearmg him, which is 1llegal and as such

not sustalnable under the law

No comments

Contents incorrect. Infact he explamed his position durmg personal hearing
but this aspect has been 1gnored that even though the penalty is mlnor but it

would certamly effect his spotless service camer and would st1gmat1ze his

service carrier.

Contents incorrect. Contents of Para No. 9 of the appeal is correct

AN
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All the Grounds taken in the appeal are legal and shall be substantlated |

durmg the course of arguments.

It Is, therefore, prayed that the appeal may kmdly be accepted as

prayed for :
‘' Through
Y ir aleem :
‘ Advocdte High Court
Peshawar -
- Affidavit:

It is stated on oath that the contents of the re-Jomde 2
. correct. ’




