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BEFORE ! HE KHYHER PAKllTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL
PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. 5195/2021

... MEMBER (J) 
MEMBER(E)

BE]ORi :; MR. SALAH Ul) DIN
M IS S F AREEHA P AUL

Amjid Sub-Jnsp.cctor, presently posted' at District Police 
;..................................................... ...........(Appellant)

Inayat Ali 
Peshawar....

Versus

L. Ih-ovincial Police Oilicer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
2. Regional Police Officer, Mardan Region-l, Mardan.
3. [district Police Officer, Nowshcra.......................................... (Respondents)

Mr. Yasir Saleem 
Advocate For appellant 

For respondentsMr. Asif Masood Ali Shah 
Deputy District Attorney

Date of Institution 
Date o.f]learing... 
Date of Decision..

19.04.2021 
‘ 10.01.2024
; 10.01.2024

judgement

FAREEHA PAUL. MEMBER (E): J’he service appeal in hand has been

instituted under Section 4 of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service 'fribunal Act, 

1974, against the appellate order dated 08.11.2019, whereby the penalty of 

forfeiture of two years service, imposed vide order dated 12.09.2019, was 

modified and leduced to one year forfeiture of service and against the order 

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

been prayed that on acceptance of the appeal, the original order dated 

12.09.2019, the appellate order dated 08.11.2019 and the Board’s order dated

22.03.202! might be set aside and the forfeited service 'be restored to the 

appellant with full back and consequential benefits of service.
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Brief facts of the ease, as given in the memorandum of appeal, are that 

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

order dated 04.1 1.2010. Me was posted as SHO at Police Station Misri Banda, 

when an incident look place. A lady, namely Aysha, lodged an MR No. 209 

dated 08.08.2019 u/s 337/A(i)(ii)/337F(ii)/336/445/34 PPC at Police Station

2.

Misri Banda, District Nowshera against one, Inzemam S/O Zamanat Khan R/0 

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

the allegations of not taking action against thedepartmental ly proceeded on 

accused In/cmam when the said lady earlier came to the Police Station lor

redressal of her grievance against Inzemam prior to the registration of FIR and 

the allegations that due to his negligent attitude by not taking 

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

also on

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

ponsible and recommended for forfeiture ofthe enquiry officer held him res

from service vide his report dated 05.09.2019. Thereafter, thetwo years

.competent authority, without serving any show cause notice upon the 

appellant, awarded him minor punishment of forfeiture of two years from

active service vide order dated 12.09.2019. Feeling aggrieved, the appellant

was partially accepted and vide orderfiled his departmental appeal, which 

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

1 he appellant, being aggrieved from partial acceptance of his departmental 

appeal, filed his revision petition by invoking Rule H-A of Khyber 

Pakhtunldrwa Police Rules, 1975 which was rejected vide order dated 

22.03.2021; hence the instant service appeal.
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Respondenls were put on notice who submitted written replies/ 

the appeal. Wc heard the learned counsel for the appellant as 

well as the learned Deputy District Attorney for the respondents and perused 

the case Hie with connected documents in detail.

3.

comments on

Learned counsel For the appellant, after presenting the case in detail, 

argued that the appellant was not afforded opportunity of personal hearing 

bcForc the imptisition ol penalty upon him and was condemned unheard. He 

forther argued that no charge sheet, statement of allegation or show cause 

notice was ever served upon him before awarding him the penalty. He further

4.

argued that when the lady, Aysha, sustained injuries, FIR was promptly lodged

was vigilant enoughwhich showed that the appellant performed his duty and

Later on, when the lady/complainant was called to Police 

Station, she appeared alongwith the elders of the locality and deposed that she 

did not want any action against the accused In/emam. Her statement was duly

in the matter.

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 proceedings 

against Inzemam, then how could the appellant initiate proceedings against 

him. T.earncd 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 leveled against 

the appellant were never proved and the enquiry officer gave his' findings 

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

on

accepted as prayed for.
My
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Learned Depuly IDistricl Attorney, while rebutting the arguments of 

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

charge sheet and statement of allegations on 

conducted through the ASP Cantt: Nowshera and it 

appellant Ihiled to protect the victim when the matter was reported to him vide 

LIR dated 08.08.2019. According to the learned DDA, the appellant was 

provided opportunity to defend himsell during the enquiry proceedings but he 

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

might be dismissed.

5.

16.08.2019.' Enquiry was

proved that thewas

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

initially awarded minor punishment of forfeiture of approved service of two

was reduced to one year by the

was

years by his competent authority which

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

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

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

an

Zamanat Khan r/o Nandrak, because a victim lady, Mst. Aysha,-time and again 

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

of MR No. 209 dated 08.08.2019 u/s 337 A(i)(ii)F(ii)/336/455/34 PPC P.S 

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

sustained grievous injuries due to his lethargic and negligent attitude, which 

shows his inefilcicncy and lack of interest in official duties and amounts to 

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

minor or major punishment under Khyber Palchtunkhwa Police Rules, 1975. 

An inquiry ofllccr was appointed to conduct the inquiry who submitted his
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report, according to which the appellant Ikiled to protect the victim when the 

reported to him and his casual response resulted in the incident 

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

the minor penalty. Perusal oT the proceedings of the inquiry report shows that

as; matter was

•:

Statement of the appellant was recorded, but no such statement was available 

with the Inquiry Report annexed with the reply of the respondents. In a single 

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

related to the incident which resulted in the inquiry against the

was asked to elaborate

page

witnesses

appellant. When the learned Deputy District Attorney 

the lethargic attitude of the appellant, as 

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

stated in the statement of allegations,

which could establish that allegation.

In view of the above discussion, the appeal in hand is allowed as prayed7.

for. Cost shall follow the event. Consign.

Pronounced -in open court in Peshawar and given under our hands and 

I of the Tribunal on this l(f day of January, 2024.

08.

sea.

'

(SALAH-UD-DIN) 
Member (J)

(FARIftVIA PAUL)
Member (li)

7

*l-'az/eSiiblian,
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S.A 5195/2021

Mr. Yasir Salecm, Advocate for the appellant present 

Asif Masood All Shah, Deputy District Attorney for the 

respondents present. Arguments heard and record perused.

10^'' Jan, 2024 01. T

Mr.

Vide our detailed judgment consisting of 05 pages, the 

appeal in hand is allowed as prayed for. Cost shall follow the 

event. Consign.

02.

t

Pronounced in open court in Peshawar and given under 

hands and seal of the Tribunal on this 1 day of January,

03.

our

2024.\
0 ■

fSC
(SAIAH-UD-DIN) 

Member (J)
(VMUbmk PAlJi 

Member (F.)

*J-'azal Siibhan

)

\
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4'" July, 2023 Clerk to counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Asad All Khan,1.

Assistant Advocate General for the respondents present.

Lawyers are on strike. Therefore, case is adjourned. To come2.

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

scanneCS^
(Kalim Arshad Khan) 

Chairman
(Rashida Bano) 

Member (J)'^'Miiiazcm Shah*

Appellant in person present. Mr. Muhammad Fayaz, 

Head Constable alongwith Mr. Habib Anwar, Additional ‘

, 01.11.2023

Advocate General for the respondents present.
KPST

Appellant requested for adjournment on the ground that

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

Peshawar. Adjourned. To come up for arguments on

10.01.2024 before the D.B. Parcha Peshi given to the parties.

(Salah-ud-Din) 
Member (J)

(FareehaTmul) 
Member (E)

^h'accm Amin*
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Learned counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Asif: 23.01.2023

Masood All Shah, Deputy District Attorney for the respondents

Learned Member (Judicial) Mr. Salah^ud-Din is on leave.

The bench is incomplete, therefore, the case is adjourned to

02.05.2023 for arguments before the D.B.

(Mian Muhammad) 
Member (Executive)

02"*' May, 2023

j<^P3T
^^hawar

1. Learned connse! fur the appeliant pi'esent. Mr, Aaif Masiuad

Ali Shah, Deputy District Attorney for the respondents

present.

2. Learned counsei for the appellant seeks adjournment on the

ground that he has not made preparation for arguments. To

come up for arguments on 04.07.2023before the D.B. Parcha

Peshi is given to the parties.

f

(Salah-ud-Din) 
Member (J)

(Kalim-.Arshad Khan) 
Chairrnai'i

’'Niiccin Ainin*



f

>•

V^.Y
\*

Appellant alongwith tfierk. pf- his^cbuhsel^ipresent-^ M 

Muhammad Fayaz, Head Constable, alongwith Mr.;. Muhamma^^^
06.07.2022

I
■ '

Adeel Butt, Additional Advocate ■Ceneral for thevrespondents:: 

p resent.

r;•) I

t C;

1

Clerk of learned counsel for the appellant. submitted
rejoinder, copy of which handed over to learned Additional 
Advocate General. Clerk of learned counsel for the appellant 
requested for adjournment on the ground that learned counsel 
for the appellant is busy in the august Peshawar High Court, 
Peshawar. Adjourned. To come up for arguments on /

the D.B. ^ .13.10.2022 bef<
,■>

(Salah-ud-Din) 
Member (J)

(Mian Muhammad) 
Member (E)

:•

Appellant in person present. Mr. Muhammad Jan, District1,3.10.2022

Attorney for the respondents present.

Appellant requested for adjournment on the ground that his 

counsel is busy in the august Peshawar High Court Peshawar.

up for arguments before the D.B ohAdjourned. T< ome

23.11.2022
V

(Salah-ud-Din) 
Member (J)

(Mian Muhammad) 
Member (E)

I
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05.07.2021'.' ;':CCouosel^f6r the-.appellant present. Preliminary
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'arduments:heard . V

hs'--- 
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.Ppipts ;'raised- :fieed' consideration. The appeal isI, . ^•.*
‘•-s

adrhitted to'regular hearing, subject to all just and legal 

objections including limitation. The appellant is directed 

to . deposit security and process fee within 10 days. 

Thereafter, notices be issued to the respondents for 

submission 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-

i

Apr-.nontOeposrtetf

O' M5
compliance. File to come up for arguments on

16.11.2021 before the D.B.

Chairman

16.11.2021 Appellant in person present. Mr. Kabirullah Khattak, 
AddI: AG for respondents present.

Written reply on behalf of respondents not 
submitted. ^Learned AAG seeks time to contact the 

respondents for submission of written reply/comments. 
Adjourned. To come up for written reply/comm£nts on 

12.01.2022 before S.B. / 1

(Mian Muhamfhad) 
Member(E)
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FORM OF ORDER SHEET
# i

Court of
V

/2021Case No.- f

Date of order 
proceedings

Order or other proceedings with signature of judgeS.No.

1 2 3

The appeal of Mr. Inayat AN 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.

07/05/20211-

re^traS^
This case is entrusted to S. Bench for preliminary hearing to be put

OTl OS' QJ)
2-

oSk^h-\up there on

-f
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The appeal of Mr. Inayat Ali Amjjd Sub Inspector district police Peshawar received today i.e. 

on 19/04/2021 is incomplete on the following score which is returned to the counsel 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.

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.

0 Annexures-D, H and I of the appeal are illegible which may be replaced by legible/better 
one. ^

\yJ<L^

ys.T,No.

72021Dt.

REGISTRAR-*-*
SERVICE TRIBUNAL 

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 
PESHAWAR.

Mr. Yasir Saleem Adv.

'S/^C
ItjK,

AvAVe-VtlVN' J-

S-Vvt ^I(L<b-< ~<JV

3.K
r-

UJ t

1 - 's{■ ■
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE
TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

Appeal No. /2021

Inayat Ali Anijid Sub- Inspector presently posted at District Police 
Peshawar (Appella
nt)

VERSUS

Provincial \Police ■ Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar and 
others \

(Respondents)
INDEX

S. PageDescription of Documents AnnexureN No
1 Memo of Appeal & Affidavit 1-4
2 Copy of office order dated 

04.11.2010
A

I3 Copy of FIR dated 08.8.2019
Copy of the Inquiry Report

B
4 C
5 Copy of the penalty order dated 

12.09.2019
D

f6 Copies of the departmental appeal 
and appellate order dated 0811.2019

E&F

7 Copies of the mercy/ revision 
petition and rejection order dated 
22.03.2021

G&H
12-1^

Copy of mad report dated 
06.08.2019

1
)f

7Z8 Vakalatnama.

Appelant

Through *
YA^ SALEEM

Advpc/te High Court 
Office RR, 4 Forth Floor 

Bilour Plaza Peshawar Cantt. 
Cell: 0331-8892589

Email: yasirsaleemadvocate@gmail.com

\

<

mailto:yasirsaleemadvocate@gmail.com


- - cr^

BEFORE THEKUYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE
TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR Khyher PakhtuHhwa 

Service ■T'Hf»iinal

Diary No.

Appeal No. /2021 .. Date«l

Inayat Ali Amjid Sub- Inspector presently posted at District 
Police Peshawar.

(Appellant)

VERSUS

1. Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunl<dtwa, Peshawar.

2. Regional Police Officer, Mardan Region-1, Mardan

3. District Police Officer, Nowshera.
I

(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.^le<£lto-aay

---------------

iC\

Prayer in Appeal: -

^'^-swibroitted to 
filed. 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 of service.
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Respectfully Submitted:

1. That the appellant was initially appointed as ASI in the year 
2010 vide o_ffic^oxder_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 poTt 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/Ari¥iiV 337FriiVJ^/ 
445/34PPC Police station Misn Banda^againstjane^lnzemam 
S/0 Zamanat Khan R/Q Nandrak.fCo/;v of FIR dated 
08.8.2019 is attached as Annexure B)

4. That when the issue was raised on social media, the 
appellant was departmentally proceeded on the allegations 
of not taking action against the accused inzemam when the 

jm^Iady earlier came to the PS for redressel_o.f^her 
_grieyance 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 lady sustained 
injuries.

5. That without serving any charge sheet and statement of 
allegations an inquiry was conducted in the matter and the 
enquiry oTficer held him responsible and recommended for 
forfeiture of two years from service vide his report 
05.09.2019. (Copy of the Inquiry Report is attached as 
Annexure C)

6. That thereafter, the competent authority without seryiing any 
Show Cause Notice upon the appellant, awarded him the 
minor punishment of '‘Forfeiture of two years ffonTamiye-- 
service'' vide order dated 12.0_9.20T9. (Copy of the penalty 
order dated 12.09.2019 is attached as Annexure D)

1. That feding^aggrieved from the original order, the appellant 
Filed his departiTiental^pp^a_Lwhich was partially accepted 
and the penalty in .the original order was reduced to 

"forfeiture of seryji:_e.^to..one year vide appellate order dated 

08.l.I..20-l^.^fCovies of the departmental appeal and 
appellate order dated 0811.2019 are attached as Annexure 
E& F)
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8. That the appellant, being aggrieved from partial acceptance^ 
his mercy/ revision by invokingRule 11/A oT' 

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 
illegal against the facts and are liable to be set-aside on the 
following grounds.

are

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 thg^aspellant has not been allowed opportunity of 
personal hearing 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 ha_s_eyer_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 igno^d by the respondent throughout 
that the lady when was"(^led to PS Misri Banda she, 
infront of elders of theJocality-,.,dep.osed_ that she does_not 
want police action and report against the accused namely 
inzemam. in this 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 Annexnre I)

F. That this fact has also been ignored by the respondents that
when the lady did not report against inzemam^how could 
the appellant initiate .proceedings against him. It is also' 
pertinent to mentjon here that whep^theUadv,, sustained 
jniufies, FIR_was,prx)matIy„Lodge_d which shows,.that the 
appellant performed his duty and was vigilant enough in the 
matter. ""
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G. That neither any witness has been examined 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 inllie enquiry,_th_e enquiry_Qffic.e.r.gave his findings 
on surmises and conjunctures.

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.

fpeluint

Through f/y

YASMEALEEM
AdvcW^e

Peshawar

AFFIDAVIT

It is hereby solemnly^affirm and declare on oath that the 
contents of the above notedtopeal are true and coiTect and that 
nothing has been kep.^bacl^r cj)ncealed from this Elonorable 

Tribunal.

t)
cponent
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Whereas, Si Inayat Aii Amjid while posted as SHO PS Misri 
Bnada badly failed to take proper action against accused Inzimam s/o 

Zainanat Khan r/o Nandrak because the victim lady Mst; Aesha time and

again approached him for redressai of her grievances, which resulted in 
registration - - - ^

■/ ■■

i.

I ■ • > i V

.'t •
of case FIR f^a209 .dated

337{A}fi)(i))/336/455/34-PPC PS Misri Bnada.
grievous injuries due to his;■ lethargic and .neg((gent;Stitude, 
shows to grave misconduct

08.08.2019
The said lady sustained 

. which
^'s part and rendered him fiabie for' 

Minor/Major punishment under.Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Polite Rule
ESOCEIDINGS:

clu/s
:V . X.'

.1

'I '■ "V ■;
:•v

? ■

s 1975. V
t .S' • i.'-;r

■ t,- '

The officer under enquiry 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 Aesha told that she had beenSn 

relationship with Inzimam for three years and promised to marry her 
but did not do so. On this she decided, to live with Zamin Khan"^ 

presence of eiders. As far as her injury is concerned a case, has been ■' 
registered vide PiR

1^
■a

: -

■

in • -j

No. 209. , dated
337A(i)(ii)/337F(ii)/336/455/34 PPC PS Misri Banda 

inzimam who secure BBA in the case and showed unawareness of the 

incident. Zamin Khan father of Mst Aesha stated that he was 

present/asleep at home when Aesha come she was injured. There is no 
eyewitness in this case.

8.8.2019 u/s
against accused'

•f
i.

He further added that he did no 'act of' 
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. I

..«
4

FINDINGS: n ' %
The undersigned after enquiry' has arrived at conc/usion 

that the delinquent police officer 51 Inayat Ali Amjid failed to protect the 

victim when matter was reported to him. His casual response resulted in 
the incident as reported in case vide FIR No. 209 dated 0S.0S.2019 u/s 
337A(i)(ii)/337F(ii]/336/455/34 PPC. Therefore he is recommended to 

be punished with forfeiture of sea'ice up to f02J years if agreed

s-- ••
[j >

I

J

!!,I^ .

Assistant Superinteni^ent of Police, 
Circle Cantt Nowshera

No. /St;
■ ■

Dated S /<^'/^./2019.

A
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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(i)(ii)F(ii)/336/455/34 PPC PS Misri Banda. The said lady sustained grievance deposited 

lethargic and negligent attitude of SHO.

On account of which he was proceeded against departmentally (sic) Mr. Tasawar 

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

to imdersigned vide his office endst No. 931/Stt dated 05.09.2019, wherein the allegations 

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.
Establishment Clerk.
FMC with its enclosures (10 sheets).

2.
3.
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The Deputy Inspector General of Police, 
Mardan Region-1 Mardan.

To:--■4..

't
Through:- PROPER CHANNEL

JSubject: - 

Respected Sir,

APPEAL

With due respect ! beg to submit that I have been a\warded 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 action 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 resulted 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 I am going to submit the present Appeal on the following grounds for 

consideration:-

I was issued Charge Sheet by leveling therein the above cited allegations 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 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 I was awarded Minor 

Punishment of forfeiture of 2 years approved service.

2. Brief facts of the case are that on 06-08-2019, when I was performing 

patrolling duty in the area and reached near village Nandrak, I 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 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 . 

insisting 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 

concerned, in this 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

1.

ly.
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considered as arrested in the case. Similarly, giving injury to-Mst. Ayesha by accusell^

^ Inzimam it has not seen by any one which is beyond understating.

I am serving in the department for the last 08 years and has been 

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

I have earned CCs with cash reward for my good work. •

There is no complaint of any kind received against me during my whole

e
ft

C-.

3.
r

V4.
i5.
t

service.
■ There Is not a single bad entry/punishment in my service record during my6.

/long/whole service.
I have been put to great financial loss and rny service career has also been7.

damaged, due to this punishment.

Therefore, I 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 No.995 dated 12-09-2019 may kindly be withdrawn.

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

••

:1
1

Youc8>pbediently,

eff I

(Inayaf AJi Amjid)SI

ASHO Police Station 
NSR Cantt.
District Nowshera

c

\
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The Inspector General of Police, 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.

To:-

s Through;- PROPER CHANNEL

Subject: - 

Respected Sir,

Mercy Petition.

With due respect I 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 action 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 resulted 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 

I have submitted an Appeal before the DIG Mardan Region-1 Mardan and the punishment of 

forfeiture of 2 years approved service was converted into forfeiture of 1 year approved 

service, vide his office Endst. No.l3676/ES, dated 08-11-2019 {photocopy attached), 

therefore, the present Mercy Petition is forwarded for consideration and according an order 

.-"egarding with drawn of punishment of forfeiture of 1 year approved service, on the following 

grounds for consideration:-

I was issued Charge Sheet by leveling therein the above cited allegations in 

response to which, I have submitted a detailed and well corTvincing 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 1 was awarded Minor 

Punishment of forfeiture of 2 years approved service.

Brief facts of the case are that on 06-08-2019, when I was performing 

patrolling duty in the area and 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 All r/o Nandrak (with whom Mst. Ayesha is 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 insisting 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 concerned, in this 

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 to Mst. Ayesha by accused Inzimam it has not seen by any 

one which is beyond understating.

1.

2.

Atteifea
L
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3. I am serving In the departrnent for the last 08 years and has been performing 

my duties up to the entire satisfaction of my superiors.

4. I have earned CCs with cash reward for my good work.

5. There is no complaint of any kind received against me during my whole service.

6. There is not a single bad entry/punishment in my service record during my 

long/whole service.

• 7.

'i

I have been put to great financial loss and my service career has also been 

damaged, due to this punishment.

Therefore, I approach your good self to kindly accept my Mercy Petition and 

the order of remaining punishment of forfeiture of 1 year approved service effect awarded by 

the then DPO Nowshera vide OB No.995 dated 12-09-2019 may kindly be withdrawn.

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

Your^ Obediently,

li Amjid)SItlnayat

SHO Police Station 
NSR Cantt.
District Nowshera

>■

SDPO • r*'
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OFFICEOFfHE
INvSrFCTOR GENKRAL OK I’OLJCE 

•^KH'OJER PAKHTUNKHWA 
PESHAWAR.

P-1, dated Peshawar /202-I.•y< 2 /
%

I ORDER'’•■''"A

'::>';v.vc v't’Kov,‘.-;ioii i’ftiticn under Rule M-A oP Khyher 
Pa.<hrur.khwa Police Ruie-]97i (an:er.ded :0J4) sub.-nirted by SI Inayaf Aii Amjad. Thepetitioner'

awarBe^^ pmu5n:T:ent of fbncirure c: year, appr^^ved .cndce by Pi.inct IViioe omcer. Now.hcm vide

OR Xo. op>p :.',dO.:0]O OJ'. the

1

was

aiiegatioj'.. Lhai he whiJe posted as SKO PS Misri Banda, one Mst; 
Aeshar^ned ihe appeliani tinte and again :o take action against accused rnzi.m.im s'o 2a:nana: 

Xandr^k^The appellant though %\a5 approached prior to Lhe incident for taking preventive action

i

Klmn r/o

on her
.-eportpm he failed to do so, due to which situation got worsened and the said Mst: Aeshii sustained grievous

injuries-in respect of which a criminal c;isc-vidc FIR Ko. 209 ii's 337A(I) (n)F(]l)/336/455/34 PPC PS Misri

Banda,was registered against the accused Inzimapi. The Appellate Authority i.e. Regional Police Officer, 

Mardan has converted his punishment into forfeiture of one year appiwed service vide order Endst: No. 
13673/ES, dated 08.! 1.2oY9. .

! . 'i'M- Meetin* of the Appellate Board was held on 25.02.2021, wherein the petitioner was present

• and heard in detail.. •h
The punishment has already been reduced by Regional Police Officer. Mardan. The officer 

has olTered no new defence in his personal hearing. Therefore, the Board decided that his petition is hereby 

rejected,
its

^ ■ 1 Sd/-
KASHIF ALAM, PSP 

Additional Inspector General of Police, 
HQrs:TChyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

No. S/ /2I, ■ ■

Copy of the above is, forwarded to the:
1. Rcgiottal 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 Fauji Missal of SI Inayat Ali Amjad 
is sent herewith for your office record. The receipt of service record may please be 
acknowledged.

2. District Police Officer; Nowshera.
3'. PSO to IGP.'Xh>-her Pnkhtunk!twa. CPD.Peshawar.
4. AlG.Tcgal, Kliyber PaklUunkhwa. Pcshawiir.
5. PA to .Add!: IGlVHQrs: Kliyber Pakhtunkliwa, Peshawar.
6! PA'to DIG/KQrs: Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar. -
?! Office Supdt: LMII, CPO Peshawar.
8> Officer concerned.
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DC/ R SAEEDJ^PSP

DepW Insp^or General of Police, HQrs 
KUn'^icctor Genera! of Police, 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
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Better Copy 
Page No. 14

OFFICE OF THE
INSPECTOR GENERAL OF P90LICE 

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(I)(II)F(II)/336/455/34 PPC PS Misri Banda was registered against the accused 
Inzimama. The Appellate Authority i.e. Regiuy453ioal 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. S/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 / Hats: JChyber Pakhtukhwa, Peshawar.
Office Supdt: E-III, CPO Peshawar.
Officer concerned.

2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
7.
8.

Sd/-
(Rai Babar Saeed) PSP 

Deputy Inspector General of Police, HQrs: 
For Inspector General of Police 
Khyber Palditunkhwa, Peshawar
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T^- POWER OF ATTORNEY
kP jdft^e-TW/ahQlIn the Court of

}For

X/Oayo^i fi(j }Plaintiff 
} Appellant 
} Petitioner 
} Complainant

VERSUS
PfoUi’hXnX \o>\ip:pf, ^ / c lapi efendant 

} 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 I/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^^ht of the counsel 
or his nominee, and if awarded against shall be payable by me/us

IN WITNESS whereof 1/we have hereto signed at 
__________day to________________the the year

Executant/Executants_________________
Accepted subject to thyterms regarding fee

JAWAD UR REHMAN YA SALEEM
Advocate High Court Advoc. igh Court, Peshawar

&

PIRZADA MtJHAMMAD TAYAB AMIN
Advocate Peshawar

ADVOCATES, LEGAL ADVISORS, SERVICE & LABOUR LAW CONSULTANT
FR-4. Fourih Floou^Bilour Plaza. Sadciar Road., eshawar Cantt Comaci No. 03318892589 E-mail. yasirsalccmadvocaie@gmail .com
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TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. 5195/2021

Inayat Ali Amjid Sub-Inspector presently posted at District Police, Peshawar.
Appellant

The Provincial Police Officer, Governemnt of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa and others.
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BEFORE THE HONOURABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE

-' i- TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. 5195/2021

Inayat Ali Amjid Sub-Inspector presently posted at District Police, Peshawar.
..................... i Appellant

V ERSUS

1. Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar. 

Regional Police Officer, Mardan Region-I, Mardan.

District Police Officer, Nowshera.

2.

3.

....Respondents

PARAWISE REPLY ON BEHALF OF RESPONDENT NO. 01 TO 03

Respectfully Sheweth: -

That the respondents submitted as under: - 

PRELIMINARY OBJECTIONS

That the appellant has got no cause of action to file the instant appeal.

That the appeal is badly barred by law and limitations.

That the appellant has been estopped by his own conduct to file the instant 
appeal.
That the appeal is not maintainable in its present form. ■

That the appellant has not come to the Honourable Tribunal with clean hands. ^ 
That the appeal is bad for mis-joinder and non-joinder of necessary parties.

2.

4.

. 5.

6.

On Facts

Initial part of the para periains to enlistment/appointment of appellant in Police 

Department as ASI hence, needs no comments while regarding rest of the para it 

is stated that each and every Police Officer/Official is under obligation to 

perform his duty with devotion and upto the entire satisfaction of his high-ups.

Para pertains to subsequent promotion of appellant to the rank SI and his further 

postings hence, needs no comments.

Incorrect. Prior to the registration of case vide FIR No. 209 dated O87O8-2OI9 . 

u/s 337-A(I)(II)/336/455/34 PPC Police Station, Misri Banda, Mst: Aisha time 

and again approached appellant, as he was posted as SHO Police Station, Misri. 

Banda, for redressal of her grievances to take action against accused Inzimam 

s/o Zamanat Khan r/o Nandrak but he failed to do so, which: resulted in the 

aforementioned FIR as the said lady sustained grievous injuries

Para already explained above.

Incorrect. Appellant was duly served with charge sheet and Statement of 

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

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

1.

2.

4.

5.

AM



.
>^^heraX^tt:. Enquiry Officer in his finding^Jiighlighted^hat appellant 
failed to protect the victim when the matter was reported to him. His casual

response resulted in the above mentioned FIR. (Copy of statement of allegations 

and charge sheet is annexure “A” and Copy of Enquiry Report is annexure “B”).

6. Incorrect. Appellant had been issued proper Charge Sheet, with Statement of 

Allegations and proper enquiry was conducted. On the recommendation of 

enquiry officer, appellant was awarded minor punishment of forfeiture of 

approved service for 02 years.

Correct to the extent that appellant moved departmental appeal before 

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

into forfeiture of 01 year approved served.

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 

aceordance with law/rules, hence, liable to be maintained on the’following 

grounds: - ' .

7.

• '.;i

8.

9.

GROUNDS

Incorrect. That appellant has been treated in accordance with law/rules and hone 

of his rights have either been denied or violated by the respondeiits. .

B. Incorrect. It is evident from the orders of respondent No. 01 & 02 that he. was . 
heard in person.

Incorrect. Charge Sheet with statement of allegations was issued and served ' 
upon the appellant.

Incorrect. Copy of enquiry report has been provided to the appell^f which has 

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

Incorrect. Plea of the appellant that he entexed Jie^matter,.intO'daily. dia^^^ 

_plausible asjhe same matter lead to the registration of aforementioi^ed ;

Incorrect. Plea of the appellant is not plausible because even if no cognizable 

offence had been committed by the. accused, when the matter ^s.repprt tojhim, 

he could have taken the preventive measures against the accused. , ,

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

were required to be examined. Besides, ^gdlapMyas_piQyLded_xppprtunity to 

defend Mmself^during enquixLprp^gepdirig but he failed to give any plausible ‘ 
reasons in his defense.

A.

C.

D.

E.

F.

G.

H. 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



/■

his casual response resulted in the incident as reported in case vide FIR No. 2G9 

dated 08-08-2019 u/s 337-A(i)(ii)/337-F(ii)/336/455/34 PPG. \

Incorrect. That the penalty so imposed on the appellant commensuratewith the 

gravity of misconduct of appellant hence, liable to be maintained;

Incorrect. Police Officer/Official are not proceeded against departmentally under 

E &D Rules rather are proceeded against under the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Police . 

Rules 1975, wherein one of the minor punishments is forfeiture of approved 

service upto 02 years. (Copy of relevant part is annexure “C’’).

The respondents also seek permission of this Honourable Tribunal to advance , 
additional grounds at the time of arguments.

V

I.

J.

K.

Prayers

r*.

Keeping in view of the above stated facts, it is, most humblyrprayed that the 

appeal of the appellant being badly barred by law and devoid of legal force, may very 

kindly be dismissed with cost.

Provihcial PioIi^e Officer, 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 

Peshawar. 
Respondent No.l;

Regional Police Officer,
Mardan Region-I, Mardan. 

Respondent No. 02

District r^Iice Officer, 
Nowshera. 

Respondent Nb.Q3

v'i
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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 District Police, Peshawar. • , . '
............. ..........:Appellant

V ERSUS

1. Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar. 

Regional Police Officer, Mardan Region-I, Mardan-. 

District Police Officer, Nowshera.

2.

3.

..Respondents

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 oif our 

knowledge and belief and nothing has been concealed from the Honourable tribunal." V(

I

Provindai^olice Officer, 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, : 

Peshawar, 
Respondent No.di

Regional Police Officer, 
Mardan Region-I, Mardan. 

Respondent No. 02
-1

District ice Officer, 
Nowshera.. 

Respondent No.03 ..

. '

4 ft

A •
«. .

• ^
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DISCIPLINARY ACTION

I, Mansoor Aman, PSP, District Police Officer, Nowshera as competent 

authority am of the opinion that SI Inavat Ali Amiad has rendered himself liable to be 

proceeded against, as he committed the following acts/omissions within the meaning of Police 

Rules, 1975.

•1_

4^'

STATEMENT OF ALLEGATIONS

Whereas, SI Inavat Ali Amiad. while posted as SHO Police Station, Misri 

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

Nan'drak 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(i)(ii)F{ii)/336/455/34 PPC PS Misri Banda. The said lady sustained grievous injuries due to his \ 

lethargic ang negligent attitude, which shows his inefficiency and lack of interest in official duties 

and amounts to grave misconduct on his part and rendered him liable for Minor/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 labal. ASP Cantt Nowshera. is hereby 

nominated as Enquiry Officer.

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

1975, provide reasonable opportunity of hearing to the defaulter official, record his findings and 

make immediate recommendations as to punish or other appropriate actiori against the defaulter 
official.

SI Inavat Ali Amiad Is directed to appear before the Enquiry Officer on 

the date, time and place fixed by the Enquiry Officer.

S d -
District P9lice Officer, 

Nowshera.
No. 117 /PA, 
Dated 16.08 /2019.

j



r CHARGE SHEET

1. I, Mansoor Aman, PSP District Police Officer, Nowshera, as competent authority, 

hereby charge SI Inavat All Amiad 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 liable to all or any of the penalties specified in Police Rules, 
1975. . '

3. You are, therefore, required to submit your written defense within 07 davs 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 

parte action shail follow against you.
ex-

5. Intimate whether you desire to be heard in persons.

Sd-
District Police Officer, 

Nowshera.

I '•
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The officer under enquiry was 

recorded cwherein he submitted 
. Aesha came to PS Misri Banda, 

relationship with 
but did not do

heard ,n person and his statement was 

- that elders of the locality along Msf 

Mst Aesha told that she had been in 

- years and promised to marry her

hr-nc, 0, aide -prat “"
registered

Inzimam for three

in
iiia case has been 

S.8.2019 . u/s 

against accused

vide FIR No. 209 dated m337A(i)(ii)/337Ffii)/336/4S5/34

inzimam who
IPPC PS Misri Banda

^ ^ secure BBA in. the case and showed
incident. Zamin Khan father ,

present/as/eep at home when .Aesha 

eyewitness .in this

ii:unawareness offrhe 
of Mst Aesha stated that he was 

come she was Injured. There is no 
■ 1. ... further added that he did no act of

isc'pline. However case is pending investigation and all out efforts 
being earned out to dig out the real facts. He 

charge sheet.

, f/N^GS;

m-'.;

i:;case. .

iare
requested for filing of

The undersigned after enouia- .has ag’T;vaa‘^ a" 
inquent police officer SI Insyat Aii Amiid fml- 

victim Wher, mattm- tvas reported to dim. His caswi ° 

as reported in case vide P/R'Vo 
33?.A{;Jfii)/3S7Ff!i)/395/455/94 
he punished with forfeiture

that the deii

response resuited in 
209 daOed 0S.0S\2019 u/s

the incident

9PC. Therefore
of service up to (02} yea-s ifag-eed

a -fS ’’ecomnte-'ded to

-Jd-
Assistant Superintendent of Pcfice, 

Circle Cantt Nowsherai} 7/No. /St:

Dated A'"/nr/?n!Q
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Government Officer in respect of any matter relating to the appointment, promotion, 
transfer, punishment, retirement or other conditions of service of a Police Officer.

(iv) 'Punishment' means a punishment which may be imposed under these rules by authority as 
indicated in Schedule I.

3. 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 
Is corrupt or may reasonably 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 pecuniai-y resources of property 
disproportionate 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 activities, or is 
reasonably suspected of being associated with others engaged in subversive activities or 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.

c)

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

(a) Minor nunishments-

Confinement of Constables and Head Constables for 15 days to Quarter Guards; 
Censure;

Forfeiture of approved service up to 2 years;

With holding of promotion up to oneyear;

Stoppage of increment for a period not exceeding 3 years with or without 
cumulative effect;

(i)

(ii)
(iii)

(iv)
(V)

Fine up to Rs 15000/- as per schedule-I.

(b) Major punishments-

Reduction in rank/pay;

Compulsory retirement;

Removal from service; and 
Dismissal from service.

(a) Removal from service does not but dismissal from service does, disqualify for 
future employment.

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

(iv)

(0
(ii)

(iii)
(iv)

2.

❖ Amended vide Notification No: 3859/Legal, dated 27/08/2014 issued by IGP, KPK
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PUKHTUNKWA SERVICE’*'1V

's-
A,.'- TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR\

KIn service appeal No. 5195/2021 >.i

Inayat Ali Amjad P.P.O and Othersvs

\

Rejoinder on behalf of the appellant

Respectfiilly sheweth.

Preliminary Objections:

1. That para no.l is incorrect the/appellant has been awarded the penalty 

without any cogent reason thus being an aggrieved Civil 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 provided 

by the law, which has been competently filed before this Hon’ble Tribunal.
1

3 . Contents incorrect. No rule of estoppal is applicable in the instant case.

4. ^Contents incorrect. The instant appeal is fully maintainable in its present 
form.

5. Contents incorrect. The appellant has come to this Hon’ble Tribunal with 

clean hands. s •

6. Contents incorrect. All the necessary parties have been arrayed as 

respondents in the matter. . ,

On Facts

1. That Para no.l needs no reply.
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2. That Para no.2 also needs no comments.

3 . Contents of para 2 of the appeal are true and correct. Reply given to the para 

is incorrect, hence denied. Mst. Ayesha never approached the appellant or 

visited P.S for her grievances. In fact the appellant, on coming into 

knowledge about the issue in between the lady and one Inzimam, called 

them along with the elders of the locality to P.S to heard the issue. Inzimam 

did not turned up while Mst. Ayesha with her elders and also the elders of 

the locality and maternal uncle of Inzimam 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 with 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 vide Naqalmad No. 12 dated 

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

appeal).

4. No comments.

5. Contents of Para No. 5 of the appeal are true and correct, reply given to the 

para is false, hence denied., Charge Sheet may have drafted but neither 

communicated to the appellant nor he was informed about any inquiry 

proceedings, infact he was condemned unheard.

6. As submitted above the appellant was condemned unheard and the 

punishment was awarded without hearing him, which is illegal and as such 

not sustainable under the law.

7. No comments.

8. Contents incorrect. Infact he explained his position during personal hearing 

but this aspect has been ignored that even though the penalty is minor but it 

would certainly effect his spotless service carrier and would stigmatize his 

service carrier.

9. Contents incorrect. Contents of Para No. 9 of the appeal is correct.
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All the Grounds taken in the appeal are legal and shall be substantiated 

during the course of arguments. ^

It is, therefore, prayed that the appeal may kindly be accepted as

prayed for.

t

^ Through

Ya^rSaleem
Advbc^e High Court 
Peshawar

Affidavit:
It is stated on oath that the contents of the 
correct.


