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The appeal of Mr. Sher Zada received today i.e on 24.05.2024 is -
~incomplete on the following score which is returned to the appellant for

completion and resubmission within 15 days.

1- Check list is not attached with the appeal.

2- Appeal has not been flagged /marked with annexures mark.

3- Affidavit is not attested by the Qath Commissioner. .

a- _Ar*.r\exures/documents attachéd_with the appeal are unattested.

5- Memorandum of appeal is not signed by the appellant.

6- Three copies/sets of the appeal along with annexures i.e. complete in
all respect for Tribunal and one for each respondeqt may also be

' submltted with the appeal
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: PESHAWAR '

_
Service Appeal No, /.52 /2024

Sher Zada
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VERSUS
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- Advocate,
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL |
_ PESHAWAR

. Whvher Pl nbdaor .
. )'"_ . Servies TUinGrsi
Service Appeal No Z. Z) /2024 > By r’-ru:_tg:_q_cﬂ

Datce . O 212 ALy '3;— 3\_.-_22{.{

Sher Zada, Head Constable No 1613, Elite Force, Khyi)er _
Pakhtunkhwa, presently, Ehte Police Trammg Centre Nowshera '

. e APPELLANT

VERSUS
1. Superintendent of Police, Headquarters, Elite Force, Peshawar.

2. Deputy Commandant Elite Forcer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,
.............. te++eee...........RESPONDENTS

APPEAL U'S 4 OF THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA, SERVICE
TRIBUNAL ACT 1974 AGAINST THE ORDER DATED 03-01-
2024, YO THE EXTENT OF TREATING THE INTERVENING
PERIOD AS WITHOUT PAY AND AGAINST WHICH
DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL OF THE APPELLANT HAS NOT
BEEN RESPONDED SO FAR DESPITE THE LAPSE OF
MORE THAN THE STATUTORY PERIOD OF NINETY DAYS,

On acceptance of this appeal the impugned  Order dated
03-01- 2024, may kindly be modified/varied to the extent

Do, : thereby reinstating the appellant in service with all back
~ benefits. -

Respectfully Submitted:-

1. That the appellant was initially enlisted as Constable n the
respondent department in the year 1998 and being eligible was
promoted as Head Constable and transferred to Elite Forcer

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, and since then the appellant performed

his duties with honesty and full devotion and to the entire
satisfaction of his high ups.




, 2. That on the allegations of involvement in Criminal Case
registered vide FIR No 354 dated 17-09-2016  U/s
436/427/381/411PPC, the appellant was dismissed from
service vide Order dated 23-11-2016 and after availing
| departmental remedy, the appellant filed Service Appeal No
711/2017, wherein the dismissal order was set aside with

directions to respondents to conduct denovo . inquiry in
accordance with law vide Judgment dated 19-10-2018.
Accordingly on "'con'clfusion of denovo inquiry, the appellant was
again removed from service vide Order dated 16-01-2019 and
against which after availing departmental remedies, the
appellant filed Service Appeal No 713 /2019, which was accepted

with directions to respondents to conduct inquiry strictly in

accordance with law within, providing fair opportunity to the

appellant sixty days vide Judgment dated 23-05-2023. {Copy of

Order dated 23-11-2016 & Judgment dated 23-05-2023 is enclosed as
Annexure A & B)

3. That the appellant was reinstated in service vide Order dated
03-07-2023 and Charge Sheet with Statement of Allegations was
1ssued to him on 04-07-2023 and inquiry was conducted
wherem no evidence was collected in support of the allegations.

(Copy of Order dated 03-07-2023, Charge Sheet & Inquiry report is enclosed
as Annexure C, D & E)

4. That finally the appellant was reinstated in service however the
intervening period was treated as without pay vide Order dated

03-01-2024. (Copy of Order dated 03-01-2024 is enclosed as Annexure
F) ‘ '

S. That the appellant preferred departmental appéal dated 17-01-
2024 for allowing him back, beneﬁts of the intervening period
-'::before respondent No 2 which has not been decided so far
despite the lapse of more than the statutory period of ninety

days. (Copy of departmental appeal is enclosed as Annexure G)

]




6. That the 1rnpugned ‘Order ~dated 03-01-2024 is liable to be
modified /varied thereby remstatmg the appellant in service with

all back benefits and the refusal of respondents accordingly, is

against the law, facts and principles of justice on grounds inter-
alia as follows:- |

GROUND S:-

A. That the impugned Order to the extent of not giving the

appellant back benefits is illegal, unlawful, without lawful
authority and void ab-initio.

B. That mandatory provisions of law and rules have badly

been violated by the respondents and the aplﬁeliant has
not been treated according to law and rules.

C. That the appellant was involved in a false criminal case
from which he has been acquitted by the Court of
‘competent juriédiction vide Order dated 17-11-2022,
hence the very on which the appellant was dismissed from
service no more exist, hance the appellant is entitled to be

. reinstated in service with all back benefits.

D. That no evidence of any sort was collected during inquiry
to substantiate the allegations, hence the appellant is

entitled to be reinstated in service with all back benefits.

E. That Show Cause Notice was not issued to the appellant

hence too the impugned Order is liable to be modified

accordingly.

F. That there is no omission or commission on part of the

appellant and the appellant could not be pumshed for the

fault of others even if any.

G. That the appellant was not afforded the opportumty of -

personal hearing.
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H. That the appellant has about 26 years of service with
unblemished service record.

I. That the appellant seeks the permission of this honorable
tribunal for further/additional grounds at the time of

arguments.

It is therefore prayed that appeal of the appellant

may kindly be accepted as prayed for in the heading of the
appeal. |

Any other relief deemed appropriate and not
- specifically asked for, may also be granted in favor of the
appellant.

 Throu gh

' Fazal Shah Mohmand
Advocate,

Supreme Court of Pakistan

BASEER AHMAD SHAH

- . IBAD UR RE { KHALIL
Dated: 24.05.2024 ' Advocates, Peshawar

CERTIFICATE:

Certified that as per instructions of my client, no other Service Appeal
on the same subject and between the same parties has been filed

previously or concurrently before this honorable Tribunal.éu/@
: - "ADVOCATE

AFFIDAVIT:

I, Sher Zada, Head Constable No 1613, Elite Force, Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa, presently, Elite Police Training Centre Nowshera, (the
appellant), do hereby solemnly affirm and declare on oath that the
contents of this Appeal are true and correct to the best of my
knowledge and belief and nothing has been concealed from this
honorable Tribunal. :

DEPONENT
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- BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL

: PESHAWAR
Service Appeal No /2024
Sher Zada........ccouceriiiniviniiionneeiseeseesooo eeettrrenennnas APPELLA&T
. VERSUS
SP & Others.... ..o RESPONDENTS

APPLICATION FOR CONDONATION OF DELAY IF ANY

Respectfully Submitted:-

1. That the accompanying appeal is being filed today in which no
date of hearing has been fixed so far.

2. That the grounds of appeal may be considered as integral
Part of this application. -

3. That the departrﬁental appeal of the appellant is still pending
before respondents, besides the matter is recurring cause of

action, thus to the instant appeal is liable to be decided on
mertit.

4. That the law as well as the dictums of the superior Courts also
favors decisions of cases on merit, :

It is therefore prayed that on acceptance of this application, the

delay if any in filing of appeal may kindly be condoned.

Appellant
Through :

Fazal Sh¥
Advocate, o

Dated: 24.05.2024 Supreme Court of Pakistan
AFFIDAVIT

I, Sher Zada, Head Constable No 1613, Elite Force, Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa, presently, Elite Police Training Centre Nowshera, {the
appellant), do hereby solemnly affirm and declare on oath that the
contents of this Application are true and correct to the best of my
knowledge and belief and nothing has been concealed from this

honorable Tribunal. Cg @—4

DEPONENT
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- Better Copy

79,

OFFICE OF THE DEPUTY COMMANDANT
 ELITE FORCE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR

17101-10 ‘ Dated 23.11.2016.

5 This order with disppse of the department proceedings against
Heéad Constable Sher Zada No, 1569, of Elite Force, transferred from
FRP/Khyber Pakhtunkhwad. o

According to the complaint, he was allegedly involved in case
FIR No. 354, dated 17.09.2016 u/s 436/427/391/411 PPC Police
Station Kohsar Islamabad, in this regard, Charge Sheet and Summary
of Allegations were issued to him by this office vide No. 15250-55/EF,
dated 20.10.2016 and SP elite Force Mardan was appointed as
enquiry officer but the defaulter official failed to satisfy the enquiry
officer, who recorded all the statements and submitted his findings to
this office. The enguiry officer found him guilty in the matter and
recommended him for suitable punishment on the grounds mentioned

in the enqguiry report including recovery of stolen amount and conftrm.
presence of the defaulter official at the scene of Crime/(sicj similarly, a
final Show cause notice was issued to him but his reply was (sic)
satisfactory. '

mgrefofe, I Muhammad Hussain Deputy Commandant Elite

Force Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar as competent - authority,

keeping in view the above facts and recommendations of the enquiry

officer impose major penalty of dismissal from service the defaulter

official with immediate effect.

| 3 | (MUHAMMAD HUSSAIN) |
: . eo . Deputy Commandant.
W : 9“ 0@4 " Elite Force Khyber Pakhtunkhw
’ B Qk\\ﬁ'(' Peshawar :
G

Copy of the above is Sforwarded to the:-

1. Commandant, FRP Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar for

information. _ :

Superintendent of Police, elite Force Headquarters.

Superintendent of Police, Elite Force Mardan. _

Office - Superintendent, Elite Force Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

Pesharvar. . _ ) ) :

RI, Elite Force Khyber Palchtunkhwa Peshawar.

Incharge Kol, Elite Force Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar

Commandant, Elite Force Khyber Pakchtunkhwa Peshawar. -
Elite Force Khyber Pakhtunichwa Peshawar.

____ along with complete enquiry enls: 31 pages.

0. - OH Elite Force Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.

kN
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BEFORY THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE [INA
PESHAWAR = R R
t LN,

Service Appeal No. 713/2019

BLFORL: MR. KALIM ARSHAD KHAN ...  CHAIRMAN

. MISS FAREEHA PAUL MEMBER(E)
Sherzada, Ex-liead Constaiilc No. 1569,‘ Elite Fo_r"c‘t:',. .K_hyhcr '
" Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar. ... tasssansnacse (Appellant)
| | “Versus |

. The Provincial Iiulicc_Ol’l'iccr; Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar. -
. The Commandant Elite Force, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
. The Deputy Commandan{ Elite Foree, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,

!
2
3

Peshawar. ... besssesesnsesessasuassensiesnserenensns - (Respondents)

Mr. Taimur Ali Khan,
Advocate ...~ Forappellant

Mr. J'azal Shah Mohmand, ' ' For respondcnts
Addi. Advocate General :

————

~Date of Institution..........ooenil 28..05.2019
Patcof Hearing.....ooooiniiiennnn 23.05.2023
Date of Dectsion..........oooiveeene, 23.05.2023

JUDGEMENT

¥

FAREEHA PALUL, MEMBER (E): The scrvice appeal in hand has

been instituted under Scction 4 of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal

Act, 1974, against three orders, onc dated '16.01.201-'9, whereby major

penalty of removal from Isc:‘viccl WAS impos_cd upon the appellant, _sgcond"‘
dated .2.{':‘,;_{-)2.'2019 whprcby his dcparlmcnjéi appeal was rejected and third
dated 07.05.2019, whereby his. revision petition was rejected. It has bccﬁ
prayed that on acccplmﬁ:c of the appeal, the impugned orders might' be set

aside and the appellant might be reinstated into service with all back and




.

conscquential benefits alongwith any other remedy which the Tribunal-

deemed fit and appropriatc.

2. DBr rci facts of the cuse, as givcn in the memorandum of appeal, arc that
the appellant _;mm.d the polmc [’uru. in the year 1998 as Constable and afier
completion of duc {rainings, he was promoted to the rank of Head Constable

and transferred 1o Btite Foree, Khyber Pakhiunkhwa. While serving in the

respondent dcpartmcnt he was falsely implicated in a criminal case vidé FIR '
No. 354 dated i7. 09. 2016 u/s 436/427/381/411 PPC, P.§ Kohsar Islamabad
and -arrested on Lhc_sat'nc cl.w O the basis of the said TIR, inquiry was

conducted against- him 'm-which no proper chance of association was

oravided to him as he was in jail at that time. He was released on bail on

19. 12 2016 dl’ld 1melcd Jor duty but he was mfmmcd that he had becn '

dlsmtqscd from service vide order dated 23.11.2016. I'eelmg aggleved hc
[' lcd departmentsl appcal and rcvisil:m petitioxj_but both were_rejected on

Ol? and 23.05.2017, mpct.twcly j1e filed scrvice appeal No..
71172017 bc-t‘orc the Scrvice 'l'rlbuna] which was ﬁnally decided on
19.10,2018 and the impugned urd& datcd 23.11.2016 was set aside and the
appclhnt was- reinstated in service. The rcspondcht_s were. directed 1o
| wnduct denovo mquuy strictly in accordance with fules. In compliance.'o.f
judgment datcd 19.10.2018, the appc}laht was reinstated into service. IChargc
sheet alongwith atdu,mcm nl alic--aliuns was served ﬁpon him which was
duly replied by him and‘ he clcmcd the allcgahons leveled agaiﬁst him,

Denovo inquirty was c.ouduuc.d and on the 1ecommcndatlons of thc-: enqtury

officer, major pumshiment ol removal 1|un1 sCrvice was ll'l‘lpt)bt.d upon the

‘ﬁ}/’/



appcllant  vide 01*(]61‘ dated 16.01.2019. Feeling aggrieved, hc _ﬁlé_d

departmental appeal . which- was rejected on 26.02.2019. Then he filed

revision petition before the PPO under Rule 11-A of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

Police Rules, 1975 which was also rejected on 07.05.2019; hence the present

| appeal on 28.05.2019.

3. Rcspondc.nls were  pul - on notice who submitted - written
repliesfcomments on Lhe appedl. Wc have heard the learned counsel for the
appcllant as well as the learncd Additional Advocate General for the

respondents and perused the case file with connected documents in detail.

4. lLearned counsel for the appellant after presenting the casc in detail

argucd that the impugned orders were against the law, [acts and notms of

justice. According to him, the denovo cnquiry was not conducted according

to the prescribed pluu.dur(. ‘a8 no propu‘ opporlumty of dcfencc was

piowdcd 10 him; neither qtatcmcnts oi wilnesses were. recorded in the
presence of the appellant nor he was given opportunily {0 cross examine., .

them. 11c further arpued that during the denovo enquiry, only the app.ellant ,

4

was called by the inquiry omc:t.:r, whcrcas the complainanf, who was an ex-
I('I}P, was not calied. e further argucd that as the criminal case was pending
hc!m ¢ the L()mpucnt courl o[ law when the inquiry was coftducted, therelore
under CSR-194-A, the respondent departinent should have suspcnded the
appellant till the conclusion of criminal casc but without conclusion of

criminal casc, he was removed from scrvice. He requested that the appeal

nnght be accepted as prayed for, C AFTESTED / '

nr‘f'ﬂ«/—.-l .

v h‘ujl




5. T.earncd Additional Advocate-General, while rebutting the arguments

ol Jearned counsel for the appellant, argued that the-appellant was involved

in a cnmmal case u/s 436/427/381/411 and was arrested by the local pollcc
of P.§ Kohsal I:,Eamabad Llis guilt was established by the CCTV footagc as
on the day of occurrence, he was found inside the house oﬁthe com_plamant.
tle fur Lhcr argucd that the appcllcmt was relcased on bail on the basis of

u)mprmmsc w;lh the c.umplcunani Whlbh further conﬁrmcd 1he guﬂt cf 1hc

appellani. Jlc LonLL.ndcd that a proper cnquiry was conducted and on thc"'-*'

recommendations of the enquiry ofﬁccr, the appellant was removed from

service. 1lerequested that the appeal might be dismissed.

6. After hearing the arguments and poing through the record presented
before us, it is evident that the appellant, whilc serving in the respoﬁdent/

dcpartmcnﬂ was involvad in a criminal case under Seclions 436/427/381/411

PPC P.8 Kohsar, Islamabad. ‘The FIR dated 17.09. 2016 was reglstexcd on

the rcqucst of Nawab Akbar Khan Hoti, I'x-1.G of Police, Khybcr

Pakhiunkhwa. The ﬁpj')l.“d!’ll way arrested on the same day when the FIR was '

registered. ‘The department initiated an 1nqu1ry d;,amst him and asa rcsuh he

 was dismissed from service, about which he allegedly came to know when

he was released on bail. After exhausting the right of departmental appeal

and revision petition, he filed a scrvice appeal before this Tribunal, which

was accepted with the directions to the respondents to reinstate the appellant. -
and cond_ucl denovo inquiry strictly in z;ccm‘dancc with rules. In pursuancc

of the Judgmcnt of the Scrwce I'ribunal dated 19.10.2018, a denovo mquu'y

WAS Of dcrcd and’ chargc sheet and statement of allegatlons were 1ssued on

Sery®
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© 02.01.2019. In responsc to the charge shect the appellant responded with the -

request 1o, _]mslponc the proceedings of int;]uiry. iilt the final outcome of
: pl_'occcdings of criminal courl./ScsSicns Judge, Islamabad, which was not
accepled and the Deputy Conimandant‘ BBlite Forcé, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
upheld his major punishment of removal me— service vi_dc his order dated
16.01.2019. Departmental appéal of the appellant as well as his Revision
Petition were also rejected by the Cdmmandaht 1ilite Force vide ordcf dated
26022019 and  AIG/istablishment  vide order dated 07.05.2019

respeetively,

7. While going through the proceedings of denovo inquiry, we noted that

it had not been conducted in—thcl:-]iglu of rules, as directed by the Service
Tribunal in 1ts judgment - dated 19.10.20.{8. While conducting the denovo
inquiry, the inquiry officer didd not rccord any statement of the i:omplaina'n"t
e th(. ex-1GP,. Mr. Akbar Khan {igl, as he-was the material wilness,
without \;fh'osc statement proper conclusion could not be arx_‘ived at. Further,
m.) chance ol cross cxaminati‘un was given to the appellant which is a clear
viotation of Lhc‘rulcs. Another point, that was notcd while going Lhrough the
record, was that for cunduct;llng denovo inquiry, Mr. Wagqar Ahri_m.d, Acting
SP/i s, Lilite Voree, Peshawar »\;ras appointed as inqﬁiry'Ofﬁcér wh.oh' '
submitied Iiis Ich_or[ on 07.01.2019. 'i‘hc_- impugned olrder &atéd 26.02;2019,
passed by the Commandant Elite Force, as against that, while disposing of

the deparimental  appeal of the appellant, mentions deriovo inquiry

~ conducted by one Mr. Salim Riaz. A repart dated 25.02.2019, forwarded 1o

the Commandant Flite Force Khyber Pakirtunkhwa, with reference to his_




g

feticr dated 13.02.2619, by Salim Ria, is available on record. According to
that report, the Inquiry Officer, M. Saii'm. Riaz, went through cs_:i‘tain papers
that were sent to Wim. 1lc colfceled the service rﬁcord of thc appellant, He
furthcrl sent two competent police éfﬁcials of Eli.tc Force to Islamabad for

collecting cvidence, summoned the appellant and rccord_ed his fresh -

stalement, Al! this procedure adopied by I,hc Inqmry Ofﬁcer indicates that he

totally dcpcndcd on already available documents and never bothered 1o go to

the scene of actual happcnirig to colleet the evidence himself. Moreover, he
only rccordcd the statement of the appellant, without giving him any"
opportunity {0 Cross cxamine {he.witnesscs, mcn‘uoncd in the denovo mqmry

as well as the complainant. These shorlcomings make this.inquiry _faulty and

ironically the Commandant Lilite Force has bascd his order on the samc

| Inquiry report.

8. Above all, IR had alrcady been registered and the case was subjudice

. in the court of law, lhcrcforc, it was in the fitness of the matter to place the

official Lmder ::uspcmmn (il the outcome of proceedmgs in the court of ..
'}udlcml Mag,mlralg, 1slamabad. t.carned cnunhc.l for the appcl]dm produccd '

an order dated 17.11.2022 passed by the Judicial Magistrate in case FIR No.

334/16 daicd 17.09.2016 vide which the appellant has been acquitted of the

charges leveled against him. The detailed judgment provides that during the
course of- hcarmg the complainant of the FIR, Mr. Akbar Khan Hoti,
appearcd bcforc the Tionourable Judicial Mdg,ls‘uale a;nd submitted a
compromise deed signed by him and the accused (appeliam in the present

service appca!) alongwith a statement recorded’ ovcrleaf the compromise

‘@/"”/’
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decd, wherein he -catcgorically stated that he had forgiven all accused

persons namely Sherzada and three others in the name of Allah and that he
Idi_d_ not want 1o pursuc the case any furiher and that he had no objcction on
the acquittal of tflc accused pcrsbns'ﬁ*om that case. It is an undisputed faﬁt
that every acquittal is an hon(mrablc_f acquittal. _ .
9. The above mcntiéncd 1’&1&15 make this émire proceés fa'u{ly; I_t _sccm5.
that the rcsprindchts ha_\{é not ta!éen the d_irccﬁon_s of this Tribunal given in’
its judgment dated 19 10.2018 s.cri.o_usly and conducted a dénovo inquiry and - ‘:

later a re-inquiry, in a slipshod manner, without taking into consideration the

requirements of the rules, was shown to have been conducted.

}:U. ~noview ol the l‘nrcguing, this service . appeal is allowed with the
dircctions to the respondents to conduct the inquiry strictly according to the
rules by providing a fair opportunity to the appellant to present his case and
cross examine the witnesses and the complainant in order to érrivc at an

informed decision. "Fhe process is 1o be completed within 60 days of the

" receipt of copy of this judgment. The date of receipt of judgment be

acknowledged. Cosis shall follow the event. Consign,

1. Pronounced in open court in Peshawar and given under our hands

and seal of the Tribunal this 23" dav of May, 2023,

-

Member (E)

*azte Subhun PS*

Nymw nf -0 - | })/{z/
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. Atug Muhammad  Superintendent ol Police HQrs, Elite VForce. Khyber

Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar us compelent authority hercby charge you {lead Constable Sher Zada
No.1569 of Elite Force. | | |

I You were charged in criminal case vide FFIR, No.354, dated: 17.09.2016, u/s
436/427/381/411 PPC, PS Kohsar Islamabad. in this regard an cnquiry was conducted. in light of
which you were dismissed (rom service, Howevers honorable Service Tribunal passed the
ihllowiné remarks afier being accepted your appeal that: Service appeal is atfowed within die
direction to ﬂw respondent to conduct the enqniry stricily according to the rudes by providing a
JSuir oppoi mmty to the appellant to present his case and cross examine the witnesses and the
cmnp!uimuﬂ in order to arrive af on informed d'ec:smn The process iy (o be completed within
60 days of rhc-recefpr of copy of this judgment”. o

2, By reason of the above. you appear to be puilty of misconduct under Khyber
Pakhiunkhwa Police Rules, 1975, (Amendment 2014) and have rendered yourscll liable to all of
he penalties specified in the said rules.

3. You are, therelose. dirceted 1o submit your defence within D7 days of the receipt
of this charge sheet to the enquiry ofTicer. _ _

4, Your written defence. il any. should teach the enquiry officer within the speeified
periud (ailing which. i shaf! be presumed that you have no delence to put in and in that case
ex-parte action shall be lah..(n against you.

5. You are clu‘cclt,d to intimale whether vou desire to be heard n person.

6. A statement of atlegations enclosed.

K MUllAM'\flAIJ
bupcumcnduli ol Police,
LOps. Elite Foree, Peshawar. .

\ IS Dy

CHARGE SHEET
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SUMMERY OF ALLEGATIONS

I, Ala Muhdmmz;d Superintendent of Police HQrs. Llite Force, Khyber -

Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar as competent authority am of ihe opinion that Hcad Constable Sher
Zada No.1569 has rendered himself liable to be proceeded ﬁ!gainst as he has committed the
{ollowing misconduct within the meaning of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules, 1975

(Amendment 2014).
SUMMERY OF ALLEGATIONS

L. Head Constable Sher Zada No.[569 was charged n bgiminal casc vide
FIR, No.354, dated: 17.09.2016, ws 436/427/381/411 PI’C, 'S Kohsar islamabad, in this regard
an enquiry was conducted, in light of which he was dismissed [rom service, However, k’loﬂoralble
Service Tribunal passed the following remarks after being accepted his appeal that: Service
appeal is allowed within due direction lo the respondent to conduct the enyuiry stiicily
according to the rules by providing a fuir opportunity to the appellant to present his case and
cross examine the witnesses and the complainant in order to arrive at an informed decision.
The process is to be completed within 60 days of the receipt of copy of this judgment”,

2. l"‘__'or the purpose scrutinizing the conduct of the said HC with relerence 1o the
above allcgalionl. Mr. Fahad Khan Acting SP/Elite Force, Malakand Region, is appoinu;:.d as
enquiry officer for denovo engquiry.

3 _ The enquiry officer shall provide rcasonable opportunity of hearing to the
delinquent 11C, record statement cte. and {indings within (25 days) after the receipt ol this order,
4, The delinguent HC shall join the proceedings on the date, time and place fixed by

the enquiry officer.

Superintendent of Police,
- HQrs, Llite Force. Pcshawar.‘ -

No. G R-USR/SP/HQrS/EF, - dated Peshawar the &Y /07/2023. T Do

Copies to the; ' ' .
1. Deputy Commandant. lilite Force, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar,

2. Accountant, of Fite Force, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar,
3. Acting Superintendent of Police, Elite Force, Malukand Region,
4. PA to Additional Inspector General of Police. Blite Force, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,
Peshawar. " '
5. SRC/ FMC, Elite Force, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar. :
6. This Charge Shect and Summary of Allegations to be served upon the delinquent

Head Constable Sher Zada No.1569 through reader to Acting Superintendent of Police.

Elite Force. Malakand Region. /D
h . S
TCVIIVIY

Superintendent of Police.
FIQrs. Liite Fforce, Peshawar.

Nr'rk'mwmmn 4,{15';




VTt 2 ST

2136 Ir-tr -7

. / x
/b.,f .
h.j:-u‘{;J L A%
17000

| Db Lz et
2 L8Pz o ¢ 04-07-20230, 7 (538-45-R/SP/HQrs/ EFS £ 28 15 15

2 P13 Ky s S LBl S st i So ol F 55 2 Jad e i e
oy Ui 21569 7 oils FHC SN 1o S 5ob Srndvorr o i2af e sid ekt olosp
AAKE sy pb AT U ) 213436/ 427/381/411 PPC 217-09-20160, 354 #FIR

_%Egj/’i*/éwﬂﬁfd&;4,:&/»!_.7_@@

S S 5 oo drer £ T 265 s 8 s 5 sk

PSPUB 2 #2207 <20-10-20160. 7 | 5250—55fEFd/r}¢,§E-,;lg.JI?'-.JLL5 .00
SHAL s pnfi A8 J-;ut;/w}g,“J,,lSPJg?@l?j ,gjj,;nf?f:;."w)..ny.:;)ctf&,j
Syt S tssP L iHC e 9 £ sy ss S, £10 LSS F o2 L AT
03-11-5,% 15996/ EF S U3 85 S 6/ AHC L colo 2 2, Gt g7 _J“ k-
Major # /5 AHC <23-11-20160,% 17101-10/EFY & AT D7 4 b £ L7 $42016

s .L;(c:./l};:c:.,d/ 9/ <_sPunishment

22-0, 12306 A2 H5711/ 2017 4 &u@rﬁ% £ Sty eheld 1 fiHCas s
Re-¥ 15 AHC 25-10-20180, 22155/ STY A T A et s p 1 7 £ o006-2017
JJ)%U)JI[J\}E;:)USPI-_#C?{,U)'-UEIJ;Z.CL&J&_[DB“DOVO'Inquiry(j‘ﬁgbﬁli_l(lﬂstale
b dekl o LU B3 s AP 02-01-20190,# 42-47/ERY A 20 I F Lot 75
Major S emsit or b Fd L doin £ 52t i? L i anc i nd 55
s 16—09;2019an 833-39/EF(£;}J$JTJI:£J)’/JHC{,‘f _d;’ JJJE/ Jé.;punislunent
: :_. S nE, Y. Major Punishment ¥y AHCsl ¥ 5% U e —ole RS
R Bty 7

#,28-05-2019.52 71312019 AU ok St s f st s sl iMC il LU
B LS Ji12i St g i St A8 F 8 S b 123-05-2023 500 L2 LS

Pagelof2




Izl SISl a8 7 Uted fide Ao £ s LBEX-IGP2 i3 § \ 8

%’"a,f/9054/EFLS/.".’J?/T,JU{'L.A?{:L))'[.fu:«;,bg JL/C!‘OSS—Examinc:‘,:.;:l,fmcj’.:g/;
aftesh, de-novo 21 f WAHC dF 5% 2 Uid et ool M0 G5 2 A 07-2027%
A2 04-07-20230. # 538-45-R/ SP/RQrs/EFY A _»,éz-,jtg_sué{ﬁuf 5 S enquiry
P58 1 AHC Sl s SIUSHIN L7 LS S enian ¥ 5% /2 b et iFnd da o loSP
d.fmeuU)h:ic_.w/:lc_l e uL-:_le_,uf.a Lfbfr“’ wk ELJ‘}/ oL dtzr‘_/./..ib Py
REI Y- S s s MHCY s L b i P\ EX-IGP e S 152

LA EX-IGP Az i § 4 6L i1 A finstruction Lol oS {t-;(.f 5/

e £ 1, 20-08-2023 #6305 I 7034550462577 3 Jlr ke JES 2T
K 2ok S 2B K b 1 L e o LEX-IGP

_J‘uuﬁﬁ;wéwa:f@uémrmso . PN TR N TN Fiz o

_£.5’|Jb(_5/b{|1_ajuffc_- S

Wy o7

ub#ﬂ’diﬁfgb d..:’é._/.b?llu"ﬁ'gj/b{luiﬁi{rVu’y ubuJIJL& ‘/IJ b
,v-’&/M()L/u‘,w‘u/,u/ad//u"._wJue_dfuu-//..pubx-lep
e WL PV S S ira p ST ,urd” 3. ut)zﬂty/ ;

u’---‘q:u”’ tmf’._.,wud,amwg)bt-:_ o Lo loEX- 1(_,1)..4,»,.,,&»@
_,c:.L)'u’JE,-bUJu/J; d/ud/ljflc,

317 /J/Makaﬁonditlonﬂlly :_.r.f‘:.f}” ,uq'f:’é:_u JI/UL?LJULQIH* 1 . o

UI/’!(}L Kﬂ_.:L:JIJ/ JJ/;._/:JJJL/JJLJ..,LEEIJL./(JV Pblﬂldl](,nl)(u u’ AR RIS -
T _£yJ":unbrLupr

_‘a_g_}ﬂff;h,}'/u:«){_’)jj{ffﬁ

aftligeED

10 \JE COBY

47D
fJ.'?{j_iT e
' &Ji{uJJ} ey

Superintendent ‘
2f alice Elite Force
Swat
Page 2 of 2

A




IYpiE== o Hcearmzsuvgmurememor POLICE,
o H':amaummns ELITE FORCE, PESHAWAR.

Nb![j_‘-—_l‘[ﬂ,_msp.t}ﬂl EF, pate: 340 112024 A
R | ORIER |
Efite Forea Whyber Pakhiunkhva ' i'
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Supafintendent of Falice,
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Depaty Commandant, Eéle Forse, Khyber Pakbtunkhwa, Pesrawai, wWih
refereaco to vids fetler No. 5 3040/EF, dated: 05.12 2.2023.

DSFLegal ERe Forcs, Khyber Paxiturihng

Accountant Efite Foqce KP, Peshawvat
DAS! Elile Foroe, Khiyber Pasnunkhnva Peshawar
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.' To:-  The Deputy Oommandant

Elite Force, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
(Through Proper Channel)

. Subject: DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL for back benefits UNDER RULE 11. OF KP
POLICE RULES, 1975(AMENDMENT 2014) FOR RE-INSTATEMENT

Respectfully Sheweth:- -

" Most respectfully, the iap'pellant' puis forth the following poihts for your kind consideration.

1. The appéilant ha";d' filed Service Appe‘él-No. 713/2019 for his re-instatement in service
before the Hon'ble Service Tribunal, KP which was partially allowed with directions to
“conduct de- -1OVo Enqmry vide Judgment dated 23.05.2023. (Copy attached as Annexure
‘ A’)

2. That the appe\llanf in the wake of de-novo Enquiry was reinstated in service vide SP/ Elite
Force, HQrs: Pesélawar vide Order No. 85257/R-SP/HQrs/EF dated23.0£.2024; however,
without mentionhg regarding the appellant's. intervening period. (Copy attached as
Annexure ‘B?), | | - ‘ |

3. That due to the impugned order, the appellant’s interveni ning penod was not counted which
shall incur grea; 1OSS to the appellant in terms of service. _

4. That the appellant in this respect has, time and again, visited the account sectior but tono
avail.

5. That the appeilanﬁ’s reinstaternent in service accrue to him every right of back benefits.

6. That the appellall}t belongs to poor family and is the sole source of livelihood of his “
' children and pa:e:nts too and the impugned order shall incur greatef loss to him and his . 'L
family. _ o
g | , . ke
7. That the appellant may also be allowed to be heard in person. - - o
. _ B >s
PRAYERS . | . | ol
Forcg01ng in view, the appellant humbly requests the appellant's intervening period may _ | Jf
kindly bc reated as leave of kind due by taking a lenient view, please. .
. Theé _appellant shall be thankful and rrayerful for life. - ) i
Yours obediently, %

“Dated 17.01.202%

l. ;3//

Head Constable 5her Zada _
No.1569/EF '

Méb\\e, oN- SS 15 l SC]
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