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BEFORE THE HONOURABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL,
PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No.213/2024

AppellantMujeebUllah Ex-LHC No. 2429

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

Para-wise comments on behalf of respondents:-

Respectfully Sheweth,

tc‘tJPRELIMINARY OBJECTIONS

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

2. That the appellant has concealed the actual facts from this Hon'ble Tribunal.

3. That the appellant has got no cause of action or locus standi to file the instant 

appeal.

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

Appeal.

5. That appeal of the appellant is badly time barred.

6. That the appeal is unjustifiable, baseless, false, flawless and vexatious and 

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

respondents.

REPLY ON FACTS

*

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

as constable in Police Department, while rest of para is not plausible because 

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

satisfaction of his superiors. Moreover, the perusal of service record of the 

appellant revealed that due to his lethargic attitude his entire service record is 

tainted with bad entries. Besides, plea taken by the appellant is incorrecy

unplausible, because he was directly nominated in a criminal case vide FIR No. 

492 dated 18.04.2019 u/s 3/4 - 5 Ghag Act Police Station Saddar Mardan 

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

2. Para to the extent of acquittal from the charges is not plausible because the 

Apex Court of Pakistan has laid down the principle that departmental 

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

parallel to each other without affecting the result of each other. This 

Controversy was resolved by the Apex Court of Pakistan in case titled " 

Khaliq Dad Vs Inspector General of Police and 02 others" (2004 SCMR 

192" wherein it was held that:-

"Disciplinary proceedings and criminal proceedings--~Difference---Acquittaf 

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

dependent and can be initiated simultaneously and brought to logical end 

separately with different conclusions—Criminal proceedings do not constitute r



a bar for initiation of disciplinary proceedings reievant to Efficiency and 

Disciplinary Rules—Acquittal in criminal case would have no bearing on 

disciplinary action".

3. Correct to the extent that the appellant was issued charge sheet with 

statement of allegations No. 166/PA dated 29.04.2019 on the account of his 

involvement in the aforementioned criminal case. The said enquiry was 

entrusted to the then Sub Divisional Police Officer Takht Bhai Mardan. The 

appellant submitted his reply and the enquiry officer during the course of 

enquiry provided full-fledged opportunity to the appellant to produce 

evidence/grounds in his defense, but he failed. However, after fulfillment of all 

legal and codal formalities, the Enquiry Officer submitted his finding report 

and recommended him for warning. In light of above, the then District Police 

Officer Mardan did not agree with the finding of enquiry officer. Hence, the 

enquiry was marked to the then Superintendent of Police Investigation 

Mardan for conducting denovo enquiry, who (Superintendent of Police 

Investigation Mardan) reiterated the stance of Sub Divisional Police Officer 

Takht Bhai by recommending warning to the appellant. On perusal of findings 

of the then Superintendent of Police Investigation Mardan, the enquiry papers 

were kept pending by the then District Police Officer Mardan on 08.11.2019 

till court's decision. On taking over charge as District Police Officer Mardan by 

Mr. Zahidullah the then District Police Officer Mardan, the matter was re­

enquired (de-novo) through Mr. Rahim Hussain the then Superintendent of 

Police Operations Mardan who (Superintendent of Police Operations) holding 

responsible appellant of misconduct by pressurizing/compelling parents of 

Mst: Palwasha to contract her marriage with him without her consent. As act 

of the appellant was totally against the norms, rules/regulations of the 

disciplined force, which can lead to any odd situation in future.

4. Correct to the extent that the appellant was issued Final Show Cause Notice 

No. 44/PA dated 25.02.2021 to which his reply was received but found 

unsatisfactory.

5. Correct to the extent that the appellant was awarded major punishment of 

compulsory retirement from service. As the appellant while posted at Police 

Station Choora was placed under suspension on account of involvement in a 

case vide FIR No. 492 dated 18.04.2019 u/s 3/4 - 5 Ghag Act Police Station 

Saddar. On account of aforementioned allegations, the appellant was issued 

charge sheet with statement of allegations No. 166/PA dated 29.04.2019 and 

enquiry was entrusted to Mr. Ziaullah the then Sub Divisional Police Officer 

Takht Bhai. The enquiry officer during the course of enquiry provided full- 

fledged opportunity to the appellant to produce evidence/grounds in his 

defense, but he failed. However, after fulfillment of all legal and codal 

formalities, the Enquiry Officer submitted his finding report and recommended 

him for warning. In light of above, the then District Police Officer Mardan did 

not agree with the findings of said enquiry officer and the same was marked
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to the then Superintendent of Police Investigation Mardan for conducting 

denovo enquiry, who (Superintendent of Poiice Investigation Mardan) 

reiterated the stance of Sub Divisional Police Officer Takht Bhai by 

recommending him for warning. On perusal of findings of the then 

Superintendent of Police Investigation Mardan, the enquiry papers were kept 

pending by the then District Police Officer Mardan on 08.11.2019 till court's 

decision.

On taking over charge as District Police Officer Mardan by Mr. Zahiduilah the 

then District Police Officer Mardan, the matter was re-enquired (de-novo) 

through Mr. Rahim Hussain the then Superintendent of Police Operations 

Mardan who (Superintendent of Police Operations) held responsible the 

appellant of misconduct by pressurizing/compelling parents of Mst: Palwasha 

to conduct her marriage with him without her consent. As act of the appellant 

was against the norms, rules/regulations of the disciplined force, which can 

lead to any odd situation in future. Therefore, in light of above, the appellant 

was summoned and heard in detail in Orderly Room on 24.02.2021 but the 

appellant failed to present any plausible reasons in his defense hence, he was 

issued Final Show Cause Notice No. 44/PA dated 25.02.2021 to which his 

reply was received but found un-satisfactory and the appellant was also called 

for Orderly Room on 30.03.2022 but this time too, he failed to justify his 

innocence, hence, he was awarded major punishment of compulsory 

retirement from Police Force, which does commensurate with the gravity of 

misconduct of the appellant. As the. appellant was not letting her cousin at 

any cost to marry on her own sweet will rather adamant that she will only 

marry him which clearly shows the nexus of appellant with the commission of 

offence. It is also added that the retention of appellant in Police Department 

will certainly stigmatize the prestige of entire Police Force as instead of 

fighting crime, he has himself indulged in criminal activities (Copies of 

Charge sheet with statement of allegations, enquiry papers, Final 

Show Cause Notice and dismissal order are attached as annexure-B, 

C,D, E&F).

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

the appellate authority which was rejected and filed, being devoid of merit. As 

the appellant was provided full-fledged opportunity of defending himself, but 

he bitterly failed to produce any cogent proofs/reasons to justify his 

innocence. Hence, after perusal of entire material available on record coupled 

with enquiry report as well as the order of punishment, the departmental 

appeal was filed being devoid of any merit (Copy of order is attached as 

annexure-"G").

7. Correct to the extent that the appellant filed revision petition before the 

Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar. The revisionary 

authority after taking into consideration the entire material available on 

record coupled with provision of right of self defense to the appellant by
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hearing him in person, decided the revision petition on merit by rejecting the 

same being bereft of any substance.

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

grounds amongst the others.

REPLY ON GROUNDS:

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

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

fulfillment of all legal and codal formalities. As the appellant was provided full- 

fledged opportunity of defending himself before the competent as well as 

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

defense.

B. Incorrect stance taken by the appellant is not plausible, because he while 

posted at Police Station Choora was placed under suspension on account of 

involvement in a case vide FIR No. 492 dated 18.04.2019 u/s 3/4 - 5 Ghag 

Act Police Station Saddar. On account of aforementioned allegations, the 

appellant was issued charge sheet with statement of allegations No. 166/PA 

dated 29.04.2019 and enquiry was entrusted to Mr. Ziaullah the then Sub 

Divisional Police Officer Takht Bhai. The enquiry officer during the course of 

enquiry provided full-fledged opportunity to the appellant to produce 

evidence/grounds in his defense, but he failed. However, after fulfillment of all 

legal and codal formalities, the Enquiry Officer submitted his finding report 

and recommended him for warning. In light of above, the then District Police 

Officer Mardan did not agree with the findings of said enquiry officer and the 

same was marked to the then Superintendent of Police Investigation Mardan 

for conducting denovo enquiry, who (Superintendent of Police Investigation 

Mardan) reiterated the stance of Sub Divisional Police Officer Takht Bhai by 

recommending him for warning. On perusal of findings of the then 

Superintendent of Police Investigation Mardan, the enquiry papers were kept 

pending by the then District Police Officer Mardan on 08.11.2019 till court's 

decision.

On taking over charge as District Police Officer Mardan by Mr. Zahidultah the 

then District Police Officer Mardan, the matter was re-enquired (de-novo) 

through Mr. Rahim Hussain the then Superintendent of Police Operations 

Mardan who (Superintendent of Police Operations) held responsible the 

appellant of misconduct by pressurizing/compelling parents of Mst: Palwasha 

to conduct her marriage with him without her consent. As act of the appellant 

was against the norms, rules/regulations of the disciplined force, which can 

lead to any odd situation in future. Therefore, in light of above, the appellant 

was summoned and heard in detail in Orderly Room on 24.02.2021 but the 

appellant failed to present any plausible reasons in his defense hence, he was 

Issued Final Show Cause Notice No. 44/PA dated 25.02.2021 to which his 

reply was received but found un-satisfactory and the appellant was also called
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for Orderly Room on 30.03.2022 but this time too, he failed to justify his 

hence, he was awarded major punishment of compulsoryinnocence,
retirement from Police Force, which does commensurate with the gravity of

misconduct of the appellant. As the appellant was not letting her cousin at any 

cost to marry on her own sweet will rather adamant that she will only marry 

him which clearly shows the nexus of appellant with the commission of 

offence. It is also added that the retention of appellant in Police Department 

will certainly stigmatize the prestige of entire Police Force as instead of 

fighting crime, he has himself indulged in criminal activities.

C. Correct to the extent that no one can be condemned unheard but the 

appellant cannot take this plea as he has duly been provided full-fledged 

opportunity of defending himself, during the course of enquiry as well as other 

proceedings carried out subsequently which have been discussed in detail in 

the preceding para.
D. Incorrect. Plea taken by the appellant is totally bereft of any substance 

because during the course of enquiry statements of all concerned were 

recorded. Moreover, the stance of appellant regarding not providing 

opportunity of cross examination is also ill based because he was questioned 

and cross questioned during the course of enquiry proceedings hence, stance 

taken by the appellant regarding non provision of right of cross examination is 

totally immaterial.
E. Para to the extent of acquittal from the charges is not plausible because the 

Apex Court of Pakistan has laid down the principle that departmental 

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

parallel to each other without affecting the result of each other. This 

Controversy was resolved by the Apex Court of Pakistan in case titled " 

Khalig Dad Vs Inspector General of Police and 02 others" (2004 SCMR 

192" wherein it was held that:-
"Disciplinary proceedings and criminal proceedings—Difference-—Acquittal 

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

dependent and can be initiated simultaneously and brought to logical end 

separately with different conclusions—-Criminal proceedings do not constitute 

a bar for initiation of disciplinary proceedings relevant to Efficiency and 

Disciplinary Rules—Acquittal in criminal case would have no bearing on 

disciplinary action".

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

Court of Pakistan has laid down the principle that departmental proceedings 

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

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

resolved by the Apex Court of Pakistan in case titled ” Khalig Dad Vs 

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

was held that:-
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"Disciplinary proceedings. and criminal proceedings—-Difference—Acquittal 

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

dependent and can be initiated simultaneously and brought to logical end 

separately with different conclusions—-Criminal proceedings do not constitute 

a bar for Initiation of disciplinary proceedings relevant to Efficiency and 

Disciplinary Rules—Acquittal in criminal case would have no bearing on 

disciplinary action".

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

additional grounds at the time of arguments.

PRAYER:-
It is therefore, most humbly prayed that on acceptance of above 

submissions, appeal of the appellant may very kindly be dismissed being a badjy 
time-barred and devoid of merits.

Regional Police Officer, Mardan. 
—- (Respondent No. 2)
(NfJEEB-UR-REHMAN BUGVS)

Incumbent

Distriet^i^TCgXfficer, Mardan. 
(Respondent No. 3)

(ZAHOOR BABAR)
Incumbent •

PSPPSP

V
DIG/Le/al, CPO

For Inspector Generalo^-R^fice, 
Khyber Pakhtunl^waTPeshawar 

(Resp^RCT^t No. 1)
(DR. MUHAMmO AKHTAR ABBAS)

Incumbent

V.
PSP
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BEFORE THE HONOURABLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA,/

PESHAWAR,

In Re S.A No.213/2024

Mujeeb Ullah Ex-LHC No. 2429
VERSUS

Inspector Genera! of Police Khyber Pakhtunkhwa& others

Reply to the application for condonation of delay:-

Respectfully Sheweth,

1. That the application filed by the applicant before this Honorable Tribunal may 

kindly be dismissed being a badly time-barred,

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

Court of Pakistan has laid down the principle that departmental proceedings 

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

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

resolved by the Apex Court of Pakistan in case titled " Khaliq Dad Vs 

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

was held that:-

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

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

dependent and can be initiated simultaneously and brought to logical end 

separately with different conclusions—Criminal proceedings do not constitute 

a bar for initiation of disciplinary proceedings relevant to Efficiency and 

Disciplinary Rules—Acquittal in criminal case would have no bearing on 

disciplinary action".

3. Para to the extent of filing the departmental appeal before the appellate 

authority is correct and the same was rejected being devoid of any merit. 

However, he filed the instant appeal at a belated stage for the reasons best 

known to him and he propounded the instant story just to cover the issue of 

limitation.

4. Incorrect plea taken by the applicant is totaHy ill based as he was provided 

full-fledged opportunity of defending himself, but he bitterly failed to produce 

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

entire material available on record coupled with enquiry report as well as the 

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

merit.

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

Court of Pakistan has laid down the principle that departmental proceedings 

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

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

resolved by the Apex Court of Pakistan in case titled " Khaliq Dad Vs
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Inspector General of Police and 02 others" (2004 SCMR 192" wherein it 

was held that:-
"Disciplinary proceedings and criminal proceedings-^-Difference-—Acquittal 

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

dependent and can be initiated simultaneously and brought to logical end 

separately with different conclusions---Criminal proceedings do not constitute 

a bar for initiation of disciplinary proceedings relevant to Efficiency and 

Disciplinary Rules-—Acquittal in criminal case would have no bearing on 

disciplinary action

6. Incorrect. Para already explained needs no comments.

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

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

the question of limitation cannot be considered a "technicality" simpliciter as it 

has got its own significance and would have substantial bearing on merits of 

the case. Reliance is placed on the case of ^Muhammad Islam versus Inspector 

General of Police, Islamabad and others" (2011 SCMR 8). In an another 

Judgment it has been held that the law of limitation must be followed strictly. 

In this regard reliance is placed on the dictum laid down in Chairman, District 

Screening committee, Lahore and another v. Sharif Ahmad Hashmi (PLD 1976 

SC 258), S. Sharif Ahmad Hashmi v. Chairman, Screening Committee Lahore 

and another (1978 6 Civil Revision No.3364 of 2011 SCMR 367), Yousaf AH v. 

Muhammad Aslam Zia and 2 others (PLD 1958 SC (Pak) 104), Punjab Province 

V. The Federation of Pakistan (PLD 1956 FC 72), Muhammad Swaleh and 

another v. Messers United Grain and Fodder Agencies (PLD 1949 PC 45), 

Hussain Bakhsh and others v. Settlement Commissioner and another (PLD 

1969 Lah. 1039), Nawab Syed Raunaq AH and others v. Chief Settlement 

commissioner and others (PLD 1973 SC 236), Chief Settlement Commissioner, 

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

V. Abdul Rashid Bhatti, (1949 SCMR 1271), Inspector General of Police, 

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

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

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

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

Secretary, Ministry of Health, Islamabad and others (1984 SCMR 177), Smith 

V. East EHoe Rural District Council and others (1956 AC 736), Province of East 

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

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

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

692)".

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

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

the question of limitation cannot be considered a "technicality" simpliciter as it 

has got its own significance and would have substantia! bearing on merits of

V
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the case. Reliance is placed on the case of,,Muhammad Islam versus Inspector 

General of Police, Islamabad and others" (2011 SCMR 8). In an another 

judgment it has been held that the law of limitation must be followed strictly.

In this regard reliance is placed on the dictum laid down in Chairman, District 

Screening committee, Lahore and another v. Sharif Ahmad Hashmi (PLD 1976 

SC 258), S. Sharif Ahmad Hashmi v. Chairman, Screening Committee Lahore 

and another (1978 6 Civil Revision No.3364 of 2011 SCMR 367), Yousaf AH v/. 

Muhammad Aslam Zia and 2 others (PLD 1958 SC (Pak) 104), Punjab Province 

V. The Federation of Pakistan (PLD 1956 FC 72), Muhammad Swaleh and 

another v. Messers United Grain and Fodder Agencies (PLD 1949 PC 45), 

Hussain Bakhsh and others v. Settlement Commissioner and another (PLD 

1969 Lah. 1039), Nawab Syed Raunaq AH and others v. Chief Settlement 

commissioner and others (PLD 1973 SC 236), Chief Settlement Commissioner, 

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

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

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

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

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

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

Secretary, Ministry of Health, Islamabad and others (1984 SCMR 177), Smith ' 

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

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

Mehr Muhammad Nawaz and others, y. Government of Punjab and others 

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

692)".

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

the applicant regarding condonation of delay may very kindly be dismissed please.

Regional Police Ofricer, Mardan.* 
(Respondent No. 2)

( NAJEEB-UR-REHMAN BUGVI)
Incumbent

e Officer, Mardan. 
(Respondent No. 3)

(ZAHOOR BABAR)
Incumbent

Disti

PSP.PSP

of Police, 
itunkhwa, Peshawar 

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

IncumjDent

For Inspect^ 
Khybe V

1‘A
PSP

f
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BEFORE THE HONOURABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL,

PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No.213/2024

AppellantMujeeb Ullah Ex-LHC No. 2429

VERSUS

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

COUNTER AFFIDAVIT.

We, the respondents do hereby declare and solemnly 

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

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

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

that In this appeal, the answering respondents have neither been placed excparte 

nor their defense has been struck off.

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

(ZAHOOR BABAR)
Incumbent

PSP
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I \// tfX)7 . ,^ OFFICE OF THE 

DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER, 

MARDAN

(6)

Tel No. 0937-9230109 & Fax No. 0937-9230111 
Email: dpo_mardan@yahoo. *' ' .com

Dated ^ ^ /2019
DISCIPLINARY ArTTOTV

SAJJAD KHAN nPSP) District Police Officer Mardan
author.^ am of the opinion that LHC Najeeb U.Iah No.2429, himself liable to be 

he committed the following acts/omissions within the

as competent 
proceeded against, as

meaning of Police Rules 1975.

STATEMENT OF ALLEGATTONTc

Whereas, LHC Najeeb Ullah No.2429 

suspension Police Lines), has been charged i ^ 
% -5 Ghag Act Police Station Saddar. /

Mile posted at Police Station Ch 

vide FIR No.492 dated 18-04-2019 U/S
oora(now under

m a case

For the purpose of scrutinWing rf 
reference to the above allegations, ASP Zianllah snp>^ile conduct of the said accused official

ATBI is nominated as Enquiry
with

The Enquiry Officer shall, in accordance with the
provision of Police Rules1975, provides reasonable 

and make within (30) days of the
opportunity of hearing to the accused Police Officer, record/submit his findings 

receipt of this order, recommendations as to punishment or other
appropriate action against the accused Official.

LHC Najeeb miah i^; directed to a 
time and place fixed by the Enquiiy Officer.

ppear before the Enquiiy Officer on the date +

(SAJJAD Kttm) PSP 
District Police Officer, 

^S^^Mardan.

V’<arcfar«

I
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DJStmCT POLICE OFFICER, 

MARDAN
iO

I 7 teiiwri.xi
Tel No. 0937-9230109 & Fax No. 0937-9230111 

Email: dpo_mardan@yahoo.com

CHARGE SHEET

SAJJAD KHAN (PSP\ District Police Officer Mardan, as competent
hereby charge LHC Najeeb Ullah No.2429. while posted at Police Station Choora (now under

i'
i^jpension Police Lines), as per attached Statement of Allegations.

1. By reasons of above, you appear to be guilty of misconduct under Police Rules, 
1975 and have rendered yourself liable to all or any ofthe penalties specified in Police Rules, 1975.

2. You are, therefore, required to submit your written defense within 07 days ofthe 

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

3. Your written defense, if any, should reach the Enquiry Officers within the 

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

4. Intimate whether you desired to be heard in person.

(SAJJAD KIPAN) PSP 
District Police Officer, 

f^Mardan.

S.egal
'Mardan

7’
i.

iS>c if*>•

mailto:dpo_mardan@yahoo.com
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l/9FnCE OF THE ^
SUB-DlVlSIONAL POUCE OmCER, '

\/

ii■ V TAKHT BHAI CIRCLEr 'L

A^ j.-, ■

Tel. & Fax: 0937552211, E-Mail: dsp.tbiCd>amaH.cnm /y''\cI

<S3 ///6\
j - / No. /ST, Dated: 2^/05/2019. -/V -

) The Worthy District Police Officer, 
Mardan. i9ji.

I

i

Subject:
Memo:

DISCIPLINARY ACTION AGAINST I.HC MDIKKRULI.AH NO. 247.Q/
V

Kindly refer to your office Diary No. 166/PA, dated 29.04.2019.

This enquiry report is the outcome of an elaborate enquiry into a 
statement of allegation against LHC Mujeebullah TTo. 2429, while posted at Police 

Station Choora [now under suspension Police Lines), has been charged in a case FIR 

No. 492, dated 18.04.2019, U/S %-5 Ghag Act Police Station Saddar. The competent 
authority designated the undersigned as enquiry officer.

FINDING OF THE ENOJIIRY-

In this connection enquiry proceedings were initiated and the alleged 
LHC Mujeebullah No. 2429 was summoned; alleged LHC appeared before 

undersigned and stated that he got engaged with her cousin four years back; all 
1 elatives, friend and local villagers were present and aware of this engagement. This 

was done with mutual consent of both families; recently he was planning for his 

wedding, when suddenly he was informed that this engagement has been cancelled.
He sent his parents and other Jirga member to her fiancee's ho.me to come to know / 
about issue but in vain, neither they told the cause for cancellation of engagement \ 
nor tiiey disclosed his (Mujeebullah) fault. Resultantly, the said incident occurred, to 

verify all this, undersigned heardjirga Members, family elders and SHO concerned, 
all those corroborated the statement of alleged constable.

So, it is inferred that in this mess up the fault doesn't lie on one side; he 

not only made mentally pressurized but also just a laughing stock in friends and 9 
relatives which ultimately resulted this outburst. —--------------

\

was

RECOMMENDA TION:

From the perusal of above facts, it is dear_thaxall the fault doesn't lie 
_oii_ LHC..Mujeebu,llah_Np._2429,_bpth parties are equally respousTle for their du^ 
share. '

Therefore, it is recommended that, LHC Mujeebullah No. 2429 mav 

please be warned to be careful in fuljurejlf agreed.^ ~

CcU
,-J- , v, V-

DS!? Leaa^
Sub-division'al Police

\
C<-

9
Takht Bhai\

f
.'V 1‘.



■r
\20

OFFICE OF THE 
SUPERINTENDENT OF POLICE

INVESTIGATION MARDAN JO 
Phone No. 0937-9230121 

Fax No. 0937-9230321 
Email:invmdn@gmail

1

.com

■ ^ PA/Inv: Dated /^3 /Oct/ 2019.

The District Police Officer, 
Mardan.

Subject: departmental F.NnilTPv
ULLAHN0.247Q

against LHC MtJ.fLE B

Memo:

Kindly refer to your office letter No. 166/PA dated 29.04.2019, on

the subject noted above.

Enclosed kindly find herewith findings in departmental 

against LHC Mujeeb Ullah No. 2429 for fiirther

(Enclosure: pages)

enquiry

necessary action please.

^ Superintendent of Police, 
^ Investigation Mardan.

Legal
'•Cardan

•-i

rr- s
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■ FN'OUIRV AGAINST LHC MlUF.FHill.l AH \o. 2-irj.- /'ART'r M:—1 —tO
'. .

y* VIWIOV-
s:./ - ^ .lileged that LHC Mujeeb Ullah No. 2429, while posted 

^.-a (now under suspension Police Lines), has been charged in 

- - eated 18.04.2019 ii/s 3,4,5 Ghag Act Police Station Saddar. 

Charge Sheet and Statement of Allegations issued against the 

-ea official and ASP Takht Bhai nominated as Enquiry Officer. Tlic £.0 

.?ed enquiry into the matter and submitted his finding report to competent 

. -.rr;ty / DPO Mardan. The competent authority did not agree with the finding 

-poll and entrusted the same to this oftice for de-novo purposes.

fROCEEDING:-

Lli
\ ..ce S:

-nse fr ^

.
;

Inquiry proceedings initiated. The alleged official LHC Mujeeb Uliah 

No. 2429, ASI Idrees IChan 10 of the case and Nisar IChan complainant of the PlR 

were called, heard and their statements recorded. Besides, relevant record including 

court order dated 02.05.2019, requisitioned and perused. Record and statements 

placed on inquiry file.

STAJ_M1ENT OF LHC MUJEEB iir r.AH.

Alleged official LMC Mujeeb Uliah No. 2429 stated I'tal Iv- 
falsely been charged in case FIR No. 492 dated 18.04.2019 u/s 3.^.5 Ghau A 

oaddar. He added that he betrothed his cousin / complainant's daughter in vvlfieh 

200/250 persons participated. When they went her home for fixing marriage d; 

they refused and registered the above mentioned case against him, his brother an..! 

father with the connivance of PS Saddar police. He produced himself to police for 

investigation. After completion of investigation, he was sent to judicial lockup bur. 
due to non availability of independent witness and admission made b’. 

complainant before court that the engagement has been solemnized, ht- 

bail by ASJ-IV Mardan, vide order dated 02.05.2019. Further added that he i 

LHC and always performed his duties with due diligence and care. He rcqne.ted 

I'oi filing the Charge Sheet and Statement of Allegations i.ssucd a«ains{ him.

2. STATEMENT OF NXSAU KHAN:

i

R-are

I I

U-1.

iH.S

c: PS

ate

’he

\vas granie-J

is an

Nisar Khan stated that accused Mujeeb Ullah was his nephew. His

daughter Mst: Palwasha was engaged to said Mujeeb Uliah by her grandfather in 

childhood. Now she has attained inajority and refused the engagement. The • 

\vas tried to be resolved through conipromi.se/negotiation but i 

accused was charged in the case on his complaint. The accused

1
;ssue

m vain Isciice uie 

was insistin'? n>-
marriage with his daughtei- but she was not read) for the mairiagc ai anv cost.

I

I

I

f
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f.7 \\VI \'7 ^

LrAT; J-I!:.\T Q.F ASi rPPF.F.^ KHAN:

-
'H.

V
V

ASJ Idrees Klian stated tliat 
3.4.5 Ghag Act PS Saddar

case FIR Mo. 492 dated ] 8.04.20 i 9 ii/.. 

was entrusted to him for investigation. Dtiring

complainant and Mst: Palw'aslia 
tile copies of FIRs already registered between the 

Pai-.-asha supported version of the complainant in her statement, CItallan i 

case has been submitted to the court.

igation he recorded statements of accused,

and placed on case
parlies. Msi:

into the

4. conclusion/RErOMMEMDATTON.

The alleged official LHC Mujeeb Ullah No. 2429 was issued Charae 

Sheet & Statement of Allegations for his involvement In case FIR No. 492 datfo

18.04.2019 li/s 3,4,5 Ghag Act PS Saddar. 

observed vide order dated 02.05.2019
During trial of the case, the court 

dial “no independent witne.ss has been 
produced by the complainant of the locality in whose presence the accused declared 

such Ghag and admittedly Mst: Paiwasha
was engaged by the complainant Nvith 

granted post arrest
accused" on 

bail by the court.
the ground the accused / alleged official has been

Apparently the cprnplainant^ registered FIR to 

-.J.I^nmtended ihafohe LHC sliajl to remain carehd i
pressurize Li 1C

Ndujeeb Ullah. it is
m

future.

n

Superinten^ci Felice,
Invesfigafols /yrai-uaii.

/

A
\w /r

\0
■v.. • A 1

t-
n\ 7i0
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2-3
OFFICE OF

SUPERINTEMDENT of police 
INVESTIGATION MAI^AN 

Phone No. 0937-923012]
Fax No. 0937-9230321 <1^

-------------------------- k/J

Dated j^iif/Nov/ 2019. i

f V

No./m /PA/lnv:
I
ITo; The District PoliJc O/'ficcn 

Mardaii.
/

Subject; OKPARTMENrA? 
UI^LAfl NO. 24:>.0

enquiry against TTTr MUJEEB

Memo;

In continuation to iJiis office Memo No. 1071/PA/Inv dated
03.10.2019.

It is submitted tJi:i I case FIR No. 492 dated 18.04.2019 u/s 3,4,5 Ghaa 
Act PS Saddar registered against the .subi

t •

■■^uoject mentioned official is undcr-irial before 
the court. In which next Jauxi ol'hearing is iixed for 07.11.2019.

(Copy of court order .sheet is enclosed)

( ^4
Superintendeht'of Police, 

Iiivcstig.". tion iV'Ia rdan.

< i

.Cl
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, OFFICE OF THK 

SUPERINTENDENT OF POLU 

OPERATIONS & HEA!>Qn/Urr}^:RS 

MAiROAN
H937-92j0! !

0937-92301 i i

k-' i

rr ^xoxvr
Fax:

Spopsl 306;0::„‘i;..a7"

/■ /
7

•i'

i j:i

ffl ■^437'’A;ropf.i'p Dated [j / /2i}2 i.ti I
'I.;

T'he District Police Officer, 
Mardai’i.

C; 1 1

;

\
Subject; OENOVO DEPARTMENTAL ENQUIRY AGAINST 

MU IEEB ULLAH no. 2429.
l.KC

I,
i t 'p- . MernOyi

f
■

Enclosed please .find herewith the 
:StatemeiUl; and relevant papers in original.

'M fc enquiry'lim I • 'Si'd-i
• Dip

III •!
if'' ; ;

i| ■■■■

ill;I I ['he subject denovo departmental proceedings against IJTC NCitecb 

I'SJ pni!iahrNo7'=2429, initiated under the allegations 'I'le'-yvhile posted at 
Ijfx p f'lioora has been charged in a case vide FIR No dated u/s 30 -5 ('ihag Act

'polidrsthfibn Saddar. ^

■ ■li r :i I,

li 1 nonce
I

I
1

si■i PROCEEDING:j

i' [■ :

[• I;

I.
1
i

Enquiry proceedings were initiated. During the course of eiuiiiirv., 
ad concerned including accuse^l LHC Miijeeb Uliah No. 2429, Nisnr Khun 

{ctiniplamani ot case) Jirga members and various other
‘ -■ . .a*': ' e... O' • .. . ‘ ^

K
.;

I

pei'sons toH?j
1 ii'«

i: enquiry were called to the office. They were questioned and counter cjiicslioncd 

,,,-Qbout the'np^Uer. Their written statements recorded, plqcel'On fie. Brief enquire 

aiid statements are as under: ' ''

■;<

.i

,r

:L

i

i,. ipf
, l.qAccused LHC Mujeeb Uliah No, 2429, stated that he is. serving in 

police departmeint and passed, lower course in 2016. Sunce iust 
years, he betrothed' his cousin Mst;Paiwasha 
daughter. In presence, of complainantlrsfwlli 

proper engagement ceremony held in whicirhis h’iend.s,, local

' ;
•i :
r

■■■ .-Ji-.s.

coniplainanEs 

as brot.her'ii"i-!.0‘W.
I y

I I'

eiaers
yv^yo and neighbor participated. That Nikah did not take place

ot engagement hence-l-ie-is not ready to%ive ^atement in rcspeci of 

byNticaht'-'M^ier two years, when liis parents asked

/ :fi d'le iinief;
!:* k •

1; ■ , tj ■li
iii

abou! lixing d:I t

;. .■■.qI weeding date, his father-in-Eaw refused and stated that Ids daughlc! 
: qfis not agreed. That his Dthcr-in-Law asAvili as fancee did rnr hi;

:V.,

.close tlie reason behind cancellafion of engageoienl.

iiii I.



1^
y'

Jaileged officia!) took
. . f

!'ie /;up the issLie^HTfoiigt, ]„ca 
t|.positiveiachieved so far. Th.at alfitie .

. sre well aware of'lthe engagement. If his father-in-i 
wuves satisfied h.s elders / parents on oath then he i 

decision, htirtiiei' stated that he

f ' i'iO resu!
iocals Oi'die

:riff_;’ av\' andS”'.
• .“3

- IS ready to any 
was [alseiy been charged ])i the 

'-.a.s..; u,s w. 0 Ghag .Act. During the.course of cros'-- 
■ uwhon, the official stated that the issue about cancellation of 

lement emerged in the end of Februar)- or January 20!
■' n. In reply to cinother

f

snbi''-r^
..r

/■

I or' I

question he stated that the applicant party
engagement or otherwise thev may sad^fV !-h^ 

parents through Jirga. If they did not do so he ffill be'iffit'w.h " 

Action other than to knock the door of competent 
oer-indavv. That he considered that as his 

took place hence the weeding should be do 

i->iffiSfc!ice ot both pai'ties

kMCDcr restores his

i ? no
1 court against Ins 

engagement has been
i.

j aI I

ne at any cost. Thar if inft-
?[ engagement was done then it win be 

presumed that Nikah is also done. That 
engagement his fiancee named Mst; Palwasha 
Statement placed on file.

2. Saeed Khan s/o Hameed 

that there

i considered /1 at the time of 

was not present.11

-iir-Raiunan r/o Mian Gulzurn. stated 
;e was dispute between LHC Mujeeb [Jliah and the applicant 

au cenain issue of engagement. A Jirga in this regard was convened 

-oeieoy he was present as a Jirga member. However, the issue w-,.
not settled through .I,rga as the engagement '
ivfsi; Pahvcisha and

. f.

i

i -

Ii I
^vas against the consent 

She was not agreed at any cost. Thar ahcr retn^al 
complainant parry, LHC .Mujeeb 

vaiiage ditiy armed with

>
i

!■

f'om trie ■ii
f Ui5iah u:.ed to come io ids 

, weapons just to pressurize and compehed
was asked by applicant’s p.anv / 

relatives to restrain of his armed visit to applicant’ viliaee but 
e dearly retused and replied that 

many witli Mst; Palwasha

'i !
: 111KresponseI: 11

come what may, he will
at any cost. Later

registered against LHC Mujeeb Ullah 
njcic to his stance and

on, a proper case was
at PS Sadddar. But he is stih 

01' ''arious tactics m
ror weeding which is against islam and lawofsra 

Ghaiib s/o Dost Muhammad r/o

il

re,
Kha.zar3a Dherf
were his nephew 

dmar is his brothw and they 

veiy chilcihood parents of 
engagement of Mst: Palwasha

i-iiL Mujeeb Ullah and Mst; Palwasha 

i'espectively. Complainant ' 
were residing in a joint house. From the 

ifi-iC Mujeeb Uiiah asked Ibm 

son Mujeeb Uiiah. Due to their r 
vcioaily iixsd. At that time IX/fci-- Ooi i

‘uai lime, Mst. Palvwasha was Linderanp 
SuSwni MujeebflLih.'wf:

‘ '■’'"'''’j ‘■-"O''' came to know about refusal, he 
(Ciessunzing cojnplainant Nisar.

end niece
; !'I

,i?
J iI ? wirn msi i

cosntatn requested engagement ^'-3Q8I was

resorted to scuffle and



* / v.jncf Nisar vva^s.iSJi .th.e'vvay to take 

the irieanwhilc^^HC 

on h.irn and used

/ !er femily to.doctor wherehv i - 
Mujy^ IJIIah appeareyiind physical assciulted 

aijushVe language iiVdTont of women Folk. 
According to Mujeed lillah that he will forcibly marry vvith Mst: 
dahvasha. keeping in viewy such tactics by Mujeeb Uiiah a jii'aa 

w'as convened -to persuade Mst Palwasha but he did nor agree 

despite of constant efforts. During this period brother ,of Muieeb 

Ullah also came to his house in his absence, beaten his wife -/ 
chiidren and broken the house hold articles and tliis ali was done in

!!':r i-

I-

s..

■4.:

•V

connivance of Mujeeb LJilah just for pressurizing. To this effect, 
upon wriuen complaint of my wife accused (Mujeeb Ullah brother) 
v/as charged in FIR and sent to judicial lock 

time LHC Mujeeb Ullah used to
up Vfardan, Since that 

coiTie to Village in uni form
;■ "f.?

and
ol ncial rifle. Due to suchS'

pressurizing tactics by Mujeeb Ullah. i.hev 
certain dep,ression and Mst; Palwasha left 

Now Mujeeb Ullah dearly stating that he will 
Palwasha bv force.

are ma to go to scfiool.
.'■IfI mai-iy with Mst: 

Further stated that recently LHC Mujeeb Ullah 
stopped him in the way beaten him but
um foiTn and armed with weapon that is wh 

^ utihei stated that he has no objection, if the i 
parties was settled amicably, statement is placed on file.
TiMr Mnhamniad .s/o Glrulaot Qadar r/o M'ian 

tliT: Mst:

if

as Mujeeb Ullah■ was in
he could not I'esponded.\/

issue between the

4
■H?..

Gubf'.artn stated
Palwasha is my niece. In the■ i very childhood, her

engagement was verbally fixed with L.HC Mujeeb Uhah, Since 
4 / 5 yeans ilieir

M
! ; last. !

engagement was done but I was not oresent at ihe
oi engagement. Now Mst: Palwasha is mature and she i 

ready to marry with Mujeeb Ullah. According to her, 
coinimi suicide in case she

)S noti.

she is ready to1
was forced by an^^one, fori ; marriage.

riowever, in order to settle the issue, a Jirga comprising of lora 
eluers and dose relatives

^ ?1 i- !
JH was convened to convince Mst: Palwashia 

‘-■lU sne chd not agree and extended tiireat of 

otherwise. That
cornniittmg suicide 

^vhen LHL.'Nikah took place so far. However.
Muieeh Ulah came to know about situation he intemlonally used 

harassing tactics including extending threats and physical : " 
ji-ct 10 compel them to come to the issue, in addition i 
Muieeb Ullah, also forcibly entered i 
'.unde ot Mst: Palwasha) beaten the 

them of dire

no

tssnuits., 
mrhei' of 

house of Muhammad Gha.Iib

H
i I

[
s in
f women rolk and threatened 

consequences. Consequently, a proper case was lodged 

brother of Mujeeb Ullah

1.
it I

pSP Ueya! and accused wiio was, . was remanded to
-;uaicial lock-up. Now, LHC Mujeeb Ullah clearly claimed Mm
sUivvasha as his wife and according to him anyone else 

mici-tered in the matter will not be spared.
vvnciM



That such illegal act o^Mujeeb Uiiah is against law to which he has 
been cliarged i/ pra|4r''case, u/s '74 5 Ghag Act of PS Sackiar. ^ 

despite w tha/1^|:■ has not mended his 'ways and still 

Palwasl;iahVas his wife without her consent.

■ ro*

’\¥/l Mowever, 
considering Mst: 
Statement placed on.file.

N \

5. Shahid s/o Ibrahim Khan r/o Ibrahim Khan Kilii, stated that 
complainant Nisar is my relative. [, was unaware about engagerneni 
ot Mst: Palwasha. Later on when dispute arise between the parties. 
A Jirga was involved to settle the issue wherein 1, was present and 

acted a Jirga member for resolution of the issue. That, during Jirga 

Mst: Paiw'asha did not agree. That 1 am unaware of the issue but 
complainant’ son named Noor Jamal several time called me and told 

that [..HC Mujeeb Ullah teiephonically extended severe threats in 

order to compel complainant party for marriage without consent of 

Mst: Palwasha. Statement placed on file.
6. Fazal Akram s/o Ghulam Qadar r/o Mian Gulzara, stated that 

LHC Mujeeb Ullah is my close relative. In the very childhood their 

engagement was verbally fixed. l)^w Mst: Palwasha is mature and 

she is not agree on such relation with Mujeeb Ullah. She also 

threatened his parents of committing suicide. When the issue of 

refusal from Mst: Palwasha, came to the knowledge of Mujeeb 

Ullah he resoi-ted to pressurizing her as well as family members. He 

often used to roam around the house of Mst; Palwaslia, in uniform 

and officials weapon. That he also threatened to kindnan her. That 
such act of- Mujeeb Ullah illegal and against the teaching oi Islam. 
Statement placed on file.

1. Noor Rahman s/o Nisar Khan r/o Mian Gulzara, stated that LHC 

Mujeeb Uhah is my cousin while Mst: Palwasha is mv yountter 

sister. 1 hat I did not know about the engagement that either it 
fixed in childhood or otherwise. But when my sister refused 

therealter LHC Mujeeb Ullah calling me with extending severe 

threats. That Mujeeb Ullah often chased me on the way and giving 

lile threats. Besides, his brother also forcibly entered in my uncle 

house, insulted / beaten the women folks and broken the hou-sc hold 

articles just to pressurize us. In addition, when somieone asks about 
my other sister s engagement Mujeeb Ullah bars them due to v\'hich 

my whole family is suffering. As Mujeeb Ullah is an active member 

of police department on the' basis of which he used to various laciic.s 

fo harass us. Recently, my younger sister’s engagement was fixed 
LCQSS when Mujeeb Ullah came to know he contacted the concerned 

!i'’^^i^dduai and threatened him to withdraw engagemeni. Staiemciir 

placed on file.
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“ -jr sA. r/o .Khazana Dheri Mian Guizum
jvjiiiphdrjT'Qi, swg^.r>iar''i-ii^y'■'father fixed the engagement of in\ 

aaughmx Vist: Ba!«sha witfnmy nephew
thai T;e ;Vlst: PaKvI^ia w/s|-0i years old. That no Nikah was done. 

.M.5r: Palwasha is inltlre age of 18/ 19 years. That my father 

,ed away some 3

>
i

9~dr¥ f1

LFJC Mujeeb Uilah. At
\\
\K-.

/ 4 years ago. On 07.02.2019, a Jirga 
' -uprising of Imam Masjid, father and uncle of Mujeeb Uilah 

my house to fix the marriage date. To which I, along Vv'ith family 

members asked my daughter but he straightaway refused. Hence, 
irga members were apprised of the situation. On the

•l!' • ' /

came

A
f;

■.) very same day,
brother of Mu jeeb Uilah, named Zakir assaulted on the house of my 

brother’s house. To which a proper case vide FIF^ No. 231 dated 

16.02.20,19 u/s 452/506/427/354 PPG PS Saddar

: I* *

I

>

was. registered 

us videagainst him. As against Mujeeb Uilah party also charged 
case F!R No. 442 u/s 506/427/34 .PPG PS Saddar" On dated 

18.04.20219, I got registered the instant case u/s ka 5 Ghag Act 
which is still subjudice in the court. Thereafter, Mujeeb Uilah is 

constantly threatening me, and my relatives including my brother, 
cousin, biother-in-law by declaring that if his marriage w'as not done 

with Mst:

JK ”■

f ■

f

I
i ■.

i
. i

Palwasha they may ready themselves for dire
consequences. Statement placed on file.

9- .4SS Muhammad Idrees investigation officer
conjplainani Nisar Khan s/o Dost Muhammad r/o Khazana Dheri. 
submitted a written application before High-ups to the etfect that ■ 
Mst; FNlwasha aged about. 18 / 19 years is his real daughter. That 
accused Niaz Ali s/o Mir Zaman, Mujeeb Uilah and Zakir 

^ sons of Niaz Ali r/o FChazana Dheri are his relative. Accused 

asking about fixing of marriage of his dat.ighter with Mujeeb Uilah. 
But his daughter has refused to do so. Now accused

case, stated that ■ :

. i
i
\\

■

=■

f
f ■ iUliah
3

■was>-;!

are using
piessurizing tactics and extending life threats and kidnapping. 
Gonsequent upon his report a proper case vide F1.F7 No. 492 dated 

18.04.2019 u/s y4 5 Ghag Act, PS Saddar was lodged by AS! Sabir 

Sultan of PP Chamtar. Investigation of the 

him. During the course of investigation, statement u/s 16! CrPc of 

Mst: Palwasha was recorded.

1

?
i !

!
case was entrusted to

i

Wherein she corroborated report of 
father and expressed severe apprehensions of life tiireat 
accused. Subsequently, statement of accused w'ere recorded wherein 

it was found that Mujeeb Uliah is nephew of comptamanl and 

asking marriage of Mst: Palwasha. As Mst; Palwasha is mamre and 

he is not ready regarding the same. But Mujeeb Uilah is stuck to fus 

stance and wants to done marriage by force. In the instant
complete chalian was submitted to the court. Report of 10 is piacec 
on file.

HiS

agamsr*
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H 1r*
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case
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• €1¥ From tilt- above it transpired that LHC Muieeb UliaK No 9479

. 1? M 9010°'? been charged in case vide FIR No, 492
, ’ ^ Act PS Saddar. It was established from th^ '

...cmont and circumstances that a verbal contract regarding engdcement of * 
.dC M,"ert U"a„ „i„, Ms.: Palwash, was ns.d i„ Bu.LTn™ I '

nor' r ^ h" 'dalured she |■et^l,sed bui did
not disclose the reason behind refusal. During this period
siape ot local Jirga failed to convince Mst: Palwasha and
lamily members she is ready to commit suicide in case of any coercion

,, , r- . n alongwith family members were tryina
•fby contracting this marriage at any cost Id-is fact is 

' i ll ^<1 < FIR/investigation report
' fl i'! i bearing before the ’

! ' b'-’sitation claimed Mst: Palwasha

•v’
■*rs

m constant efforts in •i^r !!t
according to her 'I.-

I

ii •5;*
iis

1 44
.£

Statement ot Jirga members 

undersigned when he without any 
as his wife. He straightaway declared that his

engagement may be considered as his Nikah, c.aiea mat h.s

do, nffec, Oh J Aof “"J'* U"* » “Sainsl l«,v to
o.lcu Olus Ac. provides .ha. -Ghag- is „ o„„„„ „

person forcibly demands or claims the hand of
parents’ consent. Usually, an open declaration i
woman is engaged to him and no one else shall make a marriage pronos .1 

t . t oeelaration, the man can obstruct the marriage of the -iir! (o 
, - .ber person. The c.istom is discriminatorv and i 

ot revengo where!)' the 
i j ^ dt:e £0 n^nri>i>lig:jfion 

the pre-fs!aa{ic

4' as V

:ri 1* -11 ^.n
Ui!.

<1 woniun M-ithout her or her iIS made which means that the
Vfji[
m I

.! r-,ll anyH
ii H-.?.J m some cases. ,u.setf iis a 

woman remains single for the rest of her life
marry her. The custom dates back to 

era and aiso violates the ba.sic tenet of

:V' ‘ I* 1:
I' S?;•;

iliim i.'f!on the man to

it 1,v,'
marriage, which is

Same is the case of LHC Mujeeb Ullah whereby a.^ninst the 
consent 0, Mst: Palwasha and in absence of any Nikah. he is st 1 eC e sim

' 1 of hamssing/pressunzing tactics to compel coi!;;:;::;' 

police oilkial is aga?, the ‘

j|o ' satisiaciory respon.se in hi.s self^hncT
Submitied for kind peaisai, piease.

h rb. if• I
!

I tJ’H:• ‘

l!
! s li

I 111 I.lili ■
1;-

Ii!

ruvUi to present!] 'I r¥i [ftm {

• s-n
Suifcrintendent oi i*olice 

Operations & Headquarter.^. 
Mardan
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" ^ y >■iOFFICE O^TH
*%^STRIGT POL^E OI^FICER 

WIARDAN

rr
/ h•I

>
5A'

• #»•
/■

/»• TeiTjfe. 0937-92301‘b§ & Fax N9. 0937-9230111 
Email; _^pr'rpfinfH)Qmail.C0-rir

iK
/ ■ I 2w-202.1Dated -/

/PA

/ FIN AT, SHOW tatist: NOTICE

242^ while posted at PS Choora, nowr»ngfhhIe"Muiccb-U11ah No !•
1-5Police Lines Mardan, has been,cyged in:^ cpe vhe FIR No,492 dated 18-04-2019 U/S %

Ghag ActPS Saddav.

In this oonnection.-duHng the course of De-novo Departhental Enquiry. 

.„„ooted hy Mr. Raiunt Hussain, dte then SP/Ops MardanMde his office I&r^o^/PA (Ops) 

dated II-02-202I. in pursuance of this office St^^nent of Disciplinary Aetton/Charge

Ho, 166/PA dated 29-04-2019, li,(fl^ing responsible you of misconduct.

heard in OR on 24-02-2021, but you have failed to satisfy the 

being issue^this final show cause notiw. ^ U

Therefore, it is proposed to impose Major/Minor penalty 

under Rules 4 (h) of the KhybeWtounkhWa Police Rules 1975.

■. Zahid uiiah (PSP) District Police' dfficer Mardan 

Rules ^5 '6> (a) (b) ^he Khyber 'Pakhtu^N^a Police Rules
to'wliy the proposed puni^iiment should not be

tV :
I

:Sheet

' V

/ '
f

You were ■:*

undensigned, therefore, you are
;

as envisaged
.•L

? . .

, in exercise ••iiV.

HenceV'I'pr

of the power vested in me under 

1975 call upon you 

awarded to you.

■■1

.P

4'to Show Cause Finally as
:it}

; li P-!i i. A ' ■ >;
di 'this office within 07 d'ays'of receipt of this Notice.

j,

: Your reply shall rea ir. .

' it win be prestlme^t you have no exploration to offer.

. ' r‘,

i’ <

:
i

i

■ M' liberty to appear for personal hearing befoiediie undersigned
You aj ,ri

5

i /cA" - : 7 '
■ V,,#»<S)PSP

District Police Officer

i ' r :

■P <A .Mardan

onward necessary action. . ^ ■

Dated: /^3 /±2\ Cl
* <

P •
5 '
;il''; I

V
t ■ i;-/

!
1.I'.-.1

U. -(
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)RE IgTRiCT POLICE OFFICER. MARDAN
i )

REPLY TO-THE SHOW CAUSE NOTICE N0.44/PA 
. DAfED:25.02-2b21

i

Resp-ictcri Sir, _ •

It is subnn.. d that your honour |iad issued the subject show cause notice to the 
petitioner wit!: the following allegations: •

" That Con.-'table Mujeeb-Ullah |no.2429 , while, posted at PS Choora 
Police Lines .Mardan.has been charged In a case vide FIR No.492 dated 18-04- 
2.019 U/^3/4.^:: Ghag Act,PS Saddar. ” (Cbpy ofFIR is enclosed)

now

IV!y detailed Jbmisslons in response to the above allegations are as under:-
I

1. That OH', ci\!isar khan s/o Dost Muhammad r/o Khazana Dheri.Mardan has 
submitted ..u application against the (Petitioner) Mujeeb-Ullah and Zakirullah 
sons of Aii and Niaz AlV to the effect that the petitioner wants to 'marry

^ forcibly hi;: daughter Mst.Palwasha aged 18/19 years. Mst Palwasha has refused 
•»f her oL'; .ree will to,marry the one Mujeeb-Ullah.After reiusa! of my daughter 
trorri ma!,i;,je.lhc Mujeebuiiah and his family members are regularly threatening 
us Witt; consequences On .the basis'of this report the above'FIR-M^.492 
dated 18 :,'r-.;01S U/S 3.'4/5 Ghag Act at PS Saddar has been registered against 
the petit-.c .:e; Mujeeb-Ullah,Zakir-Uilalrand his father Niaz Ali.

2. ihat !aU.. ..i the petitioner and his brother and father sought post arrest Bail 
from the I ionouable Cort of Faryal Zia Mufli ASJ-Vi Mardan on .02-05- 
2019.of Bail Order is attached) ^
.X^^Lin tu.s connection a Oe^novo departmental Enquiry was conducted by 
Mr.Rahim Hussain.SP/Ops Malrdan vide his office letter No.46/PA (Ops) dated 
11-2-202.':.io pursuance' of' statemerjt of Disciplinary Action/charge street 
No.166/P A dated 29-04-2019,holding the petitioner responsiblr for tt^e, alleged 
misconduj..

•■r:-

r:
i

n
h1

4. That on v.de DPO Office letter no. '44/?^ dated 25-02-2021 a “Final Show 
has been issued which.is received to the petitiorier on 0'l-03-Cause K‘..:;ce’’

202 U
iGROUNOS OF DEFENCE:

That the petitioner atongwith his brother and father have been falsely 
mplicaled on the basis of concocted and fake story.The KPK Ghag 
Act-2013 donot envisage the. actual essence jf arranged proposal/ 

■ .'igagcjnenls/ rnarnages. In the petitioner case ibiere is no any'ditatior.
relevancy rewards the invovement in the customary rite of '“Ghag” 

iiie S,HO S! Ajab Khan Durrani has never confirmed the acruai 
. apcening of the alleged staged drama by. the one Nisar Khan and his 

.-.cgriter.lt is a.sort of MaVimpnial dispute and having nOiConqcclion 
.'hatsoever with the Ghag Act. Any baseless allegation should not be 
diverted into the'criminal prosecution of someone to ruin his life 
^areei.

I3)
.o;.-___ anc

I
.. . i.ihat the tin'o of occurrende-and wiinfe 

implicate the petitioner and his family on the
sses ore fake and.iudi to 

oasis of GhaJ’Ad. Any 
.amlly dispute should not be labelled with Ghag act so far in the 
'ontexT of the petitioner has happened novy. . —'

/

’v / r*
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> whole allegation of forceful marriage is baseleis and tli' 
jagernent ceremony of the petitioner had took place some two yonc: 

'> in the presence of more than 250 peoples. Afterwards many 
rit'es‘‘‘took place between the two families. . Then how the 

i '.vcioner has been jblamed for the commission of alleged “Ghag 
.r.jnce” which.‘is totally an arranged ‘'Rishta” being denied or* 
•• .Ifidity and conspiracy alone. . .

e. Thu investigation of the .case has since been completed.Ciomplctc 
jl:allan has been submitted in the court which Is pending 
! ■ .I.The fate of the criminai case has yet to be decided, by the 

.r.petsnt court of law.The competent authority of police dcpft 
been required to keep pending the departmental proceedings 
the final judgment of the court but in the instant case such 

};rinciples have been ignored . which is against the norms of 
j.istice.

d.
'V-

•smonial

f. V'.-s petitioner has not beemdealt departmentally prior to thiswhich is 
v--':dent from the shining service record of the petitioner. i! 'i^

I

Keeping in view of the above facts and circumstances, the 
“Final Show Cause Notice” issued by your Honour may 
kindly be filed , ple9se.

I : -

i

Yours Obediently,

-
V.

' IcONSTABLE NAJEEB-ULLAH : 
■ N0.2429 I'i

1Dated: March, 2021. . COMMISSIONER OFFICE , MARDAN:

rye*^ ''i
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OFFICE OF THE

DISTRICT Police officer,
MARDAN (1
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Tel No. 0937-9236109 8i Fax No. 0937-9230111 
Ematl: dDonidn@Qmail.com

Mr-XI Dated ^ / h /2022No /PA

ORDER ON ENQUIRY LHC MUJEEB ULLAH NO.2420

This order will dispose-off a Departmental Enqiiiiy under Police Rules 1975. 
initiated against LMC Mujeeb Ullah No.2429, under the allegations tliat while posted at Police Station 
Choora .(now PS Sheikh Malloon), was placed under suspension vide this-c‘fficer-'p[f No.900 dated 

• 23-04-2019, issued vide order/endorsement No.2765-69/OS[ dated 25-04-2019, (who was later-on 
re-itAated in provisionally vide' this office OB No.l953 dated 18-09-2019, issued 
oidei/endoisenicnt No.5 76 8-7 I/OS [ dated 19-09-2019) on account of charging in'a case vide FIR No. 4 92
dated 18-04-2019 U/S 14-5 Ghag Act PS Saddar & to ascertain facts, he was..proceeded against
departmentally through ASP Zia Ullah, the their-SDFO Takht-Bhai vide this office Statement of 
pisciplinary^Aetion/Chaige Sheet-Hdjl66/PA dated 29-04-2019, who (E.O) after ftimiirnent 
process, submitted his Finding Report to this office vide his office letter No.! 1 16/ST dated 28-05-2019. 
concluding that all the fault doesn t lie on LHC Mujeeb Ullah, as both parties are equall^^jiresponsiblc for 
their'due share, so recommended him for warning. . j w '*

service

necessary

'3''

On perusal of above findings, Mr. Sajjad Khan, the then DPO Mardan didn’i 
agiee with Enquiry Officer (SDPO Takht-Bhai) and the issue was rc-enquired (dc-novo) ihrougii 
Mr. Muhammad Ayaz, the then SP/liivestigation N^ardan, who (SP/Inv: Mardan) vide his office letter 
No.l07!/PA/lnv: date.d 03-10-2019, reiterated the stance of SDPO Takht-Bhai by recommending warning 
for LHC M.ujepb, Ullah. On perusal'Of findings of the then SP/Investigatioii Mardan, the enquiry papers 

kept pending by Mr, Sajjad Khan, the then DPO Mardan on 08-! 1 -2019 till court’s decision.
■ '4 , ■ ' ^ I ■

On taking over charge as DPO Mardan by the undersigned,rthe'^'enquiry papers 
re-enquired (de-novo) through Mr. Rahim Hussain, the then SP/Operations Mardan, who (SP/Ops) 

vide his office letter No.46/PA (Ops) dated 11-02-2021, holding responsible LI-IC Mujeeb Ullab 
misconduct by prcssuring/compelling parents of Mst: Palwasha to conduct her marriage witli him without 
her consent & any Nikah. His act is against the rules/j-egulations of the departinene,-wlnclvcan lead to any 
odd situation in future.

wci’C

wei'e

of

Final Order
During hearing in OR on 24-02-2021, LHC Mujeeb Ullah 'failedrtd present any 

plausible reasons in his delense, therefore, he was served with a Final Show Cause Ndtite; issued vide 
._„this office M0.44/PA datod 25-D2-2Q2!, to which, his reply was received and foiihd unsatisfactory, 

lliercfore, he was again heard in OR on 30-03-2022, during which, he could not satisly the undersigned.

The above discussion revealed that the delinquent official was heard multiple 
times & he sought time to resolve the issue. The lady is his cousin and he is still persisting with his

The .official is part of disciplined force, which deihands high level of 
professional "and'personal conduct. He. has earned (24) bad entries in his service, therefore, keeping in 
view the findings of the Enquiry Officer and material on' record, LHC Mujeeb Ullah is^av/mxlcd major 
piinishment_of comp^ulsory retireii^nt from Mardan Police with immediate effect, in exierciE''of the power
vested in me under Police Rules-.I975.

OB No.
Dated Q! / ^ 2022.

A!
i.vjA-

/y
i

DiVu'icI: PoUcpKKficcr

Copy forwarded foiGmormation & n/aotion to:-

1) The DSsP/HQrs & S)?cikh Maltoon in Mardan.
2) Ihe P.O & E.c\^Dlice Office) Mapdan.

3) -^The-GSI fFidlice-Omcc') Mardan with (■ ■) Sheets.

I.- v't .. n.-
1
I

mailto:dDonidn@Qmail.com
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4 ^ORDER.

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

Wiujeeb Ullah No. 2429 of Ma^ddn District against the order of District 

Marrjqn^jft/horeby hs.:was avySrded major punishment of compulsory 

service vide OB: No. 843 dated 01.04.2022. The appellant wa? proceeded against 

departmentally on the allegations that he while posted at Fjplice Station Choora 

placed under suspension on account of involvement 

18.04.2019 u/s 3/4 - 5 Ghag Act Police Station Saddar, District Mardan.

Police Officer 

retirement from

v^as

in 3 case vide FIR No. 492 da^ed

Proper departmental'-enquiry proceedings Aere initiated against him. He 

was issued Charge Sheet alongwith Statement of A legations and the then Sub 

Divisional Police Officer, (SDPp) Takht Bhai, Mardar was geminated as enquiry 

Officer. The Enquiry Officer after fulfilling codal forma it eS| sfibmitted his report to 

District Police Officer, Mardan concluding that all the fauh doesn't lie on the delinquent

Officer, as both parties are equally responsible for their due share, so recommended 

him for warning.

On the-perusal of findings, the then District Police Officer. Mardan didn’t 

agree with the Enquiry Officer and the issue
*- - ■*

.. . - — re-enquTed jde-novo) through the
then Superintendent of Police, Investigation, Mardan. He r^ijefated the stance of the 

then Sub Divisional Police Officer, (SDPO) Takht Bhai! Mardan by recommending 

warning for the delinquent Officer. On perusal of findings o‘ the then Superintendent of 

Police, Investigation, Mardan, the

was

enquiry papers were kept' pending by the then 
* District Police Officer. Mardan on 08.11.2019 till court decision.

On taking over the Charge as District Police Cfficei^ Mardan by Dr. Zahid 

Ullah, the enquiry papers were re-enquired through the then Superintendent of Police,

Operation, Mardan heldOperation, Mardan. The then Superintendent of Police

responsible the delinquent Officer as' he (delinquent Officer) .pressurized/compelled 
Palwasha to contract marriage with h m without her consent.

The delinquent Officer

Mst:
••

was heard in person in orderly Room 
24.02.2021 but he failed to present any plausible reasonsJn his.^Jefense, therefore, he 

was issued Final Show Cause Notice tc which his replyreceived

on

and found
unsatisfactory, however, the delinquent Officer was again heard in person in Orderly 

Room on 30.03.2022. during which^he again failed tqjustify his .noocence.

_ , - A-s the delinquent Officer was heard multiple timies who sought time to

fesdive trie issue. The Lady was his cousin and’he was still persisting with his demand 

and did not mend his way. Therefbre, keeping in view the finding^'of the enquiry Officer

->■

I■ .. vi I* I
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-■u material on record the delinquent Officer '^as awarded major punishment of 
compulsory retirement from service vide OB: No. 843 dated 01.04.2022.

' I
thefj/’: Regional Police 

Officer, Mardan and appeared in orderly Room held in this officdion,01.06.2022 heard 

person and Superintendent of Police, Investigation, Mardan was ask

He preferred departm^entaV appeal'before- the

him in
■2d to submit

report regarding the involvement of appellant in the aforementioned FIR vide this 
office endorsement No. 3877/ES dated 01.06.2022.

The Superintendent of Police, [
Memo; No. 546/PA/lnv: dated 23.08)2022 submitted

his

Investigation. Mardan vide his office

J his report accprrJing to which he 
held respohsible the appellaht and recommended-that appeal oHhe appellant may be 

. filed.

Hence, the appellant waq again called in Orderly Room held 

on 28.09.2022. In light of aforementioned 

^ rnvestigation. Mardan.

in this office 

report of Superintendent of Police

■ From the perusal of ibidVeport it transpired thaffhe app^fiant 

her cousin at any cost to marry

marry him which clearly shows the'

is not letting
her own sweet will rather adamant that she will only 

nexus ^ appellant with the commission of offence. 
Moreover, the involvement of appeiianUn this heinous criminai'-case,fs clearly a stigma

appellant in Police Department will stigmatize 
the prestige of entire Police Force as instead of fighting crime, he has hims'elf indulged

not present any cogent justification to 
interference in the order passed by the competent authority.

Keeping in view the above, I, Muhammad 

Police Officer, Mardan, being the appellate authority, find 

■■ the same is rejected and filed, beihh devoid of merit '

Order Announced. '

on

in criminal activities. He could
warrant

All Khan, PSP Regional 

no substartce in the appeal.

Regional Police Officer, 
Mardan.

'■ 12022.No._1677' 7^ Dated.Mardan the fO

1 ■ ri°t^ fo^arded forjnformation and necessary action to the:-
Mardan w/r to his office Memo: 117/LB dated 

17.0&h2022.'His Service Record is returned herewith

.po'<

2.
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BEFORE THE HONOURABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAU
% PESHAWAR.

1.\ Service Appeal No.213/2024

AppellantMujeeb Ullah Ex-LHC No. 2429

VERSUS

The Inspector General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar andjOthers
Respondents

AUTHORITY LETTER.

Mr. Atta-ur-Rehman Inspector Legal, Mardan is hereby 

authorized to appear before the Honorable Service Tribunal, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 

Peshawar in the above captioned service appeal on behalf of the respondents. He is 

also authorized to submit all required documents and replies etc. as representative 

of the respondents through the AddI: Advocate General/Govt. Pleader, Khyber 

Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal, Peshawar.

Regional Policfe)Officer, Mardan.* 
(Respondent No. 2)

( NAJEEB-UR-REHMAN BUGVI)
Incumbent

DistrictToTice Officer, Mardan. 
(Respondent No. 3)

(ZAHOOR BABAR)
Incumbent

PSPPSP

DIG/Lfegal, CPO,.-^"^ 
For Inspect^ Gene[:a4''6fPoiIce, 
Khyber Pakhti^pKf)wa, Peshawar 

(R^stJ^ndent No. 1)
(DR. MUH^MAD AKHTAR ABBAS)

Incumbent

PSP


