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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No.l55/2Q24.

Constable Imran No.2002 of CCP Peshawar Appellant.

VERSUS

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

REPLY BY RESPONDENTS NO. 1. 2&3. Khyber PaltKtalchwdi
.Service Tribunal

Respectfully Sheweth:-
l»|j*ry N«..

PRELIMINARY OBJEGTIONS:- Ouiea

1. That the appeal is badly barred by law & limitation.

2. That the appeal is bad for mis-joinder and non-joinder of necessary and proper parties.

3. That the appellant has not come to Hon’ble Tribunal with clean hands.

4. That the appellant has no cause of action and locus standi to file the instant appeal.

5. That the appellant is estopped by his own conduct to file the instant appeal.
6. That the appellant has concealed the material facts from Hon’ble Tribunal.

7. That the appeal is not maintainable being devoid of any merit.

REPLY ON FACTS:-

1. Incorrect. The appellant was appointed as constable in the year 2009 in the respondent 

department. However, performance of the appellant during service was not up to the mark 

and earned 07 bad entries involving one Minor punishment on different occasions during his 

short service spam of 14 years. The appellant, as a member of a disciplined force was also 

found to have committed gross misconduct by illegally selling government property in 

collusion with criminal individuals. His this egregious act tarnished the reputation of the 

entire force. (Copy of Punishment details is annexure as A)

2. Incorrect. As already explained vide above para, the service record of the appellant is tainted 

with numerous bad entries. Rest of the para pertains to his profession as Head Constable.

3. Correct to the extent of the order dated 24.08.2023. Brief facts of the case are that the 

appellant while posted as Moharrar PS Faqir Abad, Peshawar committed gross negligence 

and misconduct for selling government property in collusion with certain criminals. This act 

of selling precious government assets for personal gains badly compromised the integrity of 

the force. Such actions represent a severe violation of the trust placed in him and undermine 

the principles of accountability and responsibility expected from his position. As a result of 

his misconduct, Charge Sheet with Statement of Allegations vide No. 217/PA dated 

20.01.2023 was issued to him by the competent authority, and SP Saddar was appointed as 

the enquiry officer. The enquiry officer after completion of the enquiry proceedings 

unequivocally found the appellant guilty of the charges, highlighting the gravity of his 

actions and detrimental impact on the public trust and the reputation of the force, (copy of 

charge sheet and statement of allegations, Enquiry report are annexure as B, C & D)
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4. Incorrect. Upon receipt of the finding report, the competent authority issued a Final Show 

Cause Notice vide No. 1145/PA dated 22.06.2023. Although the appellant replied to the 

notice, his reply was found unsatisfactory. Consequently, after completing all codal 

formalities, he was awarded major punishment of reversion from Head Constable to 

Constable vide order No. 1622-25/PA dated 24.08.2023 as per law. (copy of FSCN is 

annexure as E)

5. Incorrect. The appellant filed departmental appeal, which was thoroughly processed and an 

ample opportunity of personal hearing was provided to the appellant by appellate authority 

However, the appellant failed to defend himself with plausible/justifiable grounds, hence his 

appeal was rejected/filed as per law.

6. Incorrect. The appellant preferred revision petition and without waiting its statutory period of 

disposal by Review Board, the appellant filed this Service Appeal before the Hon’ble Service 

Tribunal.
That the appeal of the appellant being devoid of merits and hit by limitation, liable to be 

dismissed on the following grounds.

REPLY ON GROUNDS;-

A. Incorrect. The appellant was treated as per law/rules. Furthermore, no violation of the 

Constitution of Pakistan 1973 has been done by the respondents and the punishment was in 

consonance with the gravity of misconduct. The CCTV footage of PS Faqirabad further 

corroborates the misconduct, showing that nine rickshaws and one carry van were loaded and 

moved out from the premises of PS Faqirabad.(Copy of FIR is annexed as F)

B. Incorrect. The competent authority completed all codal formalities before imposing the major 

punishment as per law. The appellant was provided ample opportunity for self-defense but 

unfortunately, he failed to adequately defend himself against the charges.

C. Para is totally incorrect and misleading as the appellant was issued Charge Sheet with 

Statement of Allegations due to his involvement in the aforementioned 

misconduct/allegations. He received and replied to the Charge Sheet which reply, however, 

was unsatisfactory. Proper departmental proceedings have been conducted against him under 

Police Rules 1975, (amended 2014). As a member of a disciplined force, the appellant was 

expected to uphold high standards of conduct and integrity. However, he committed gross 

misconduct by engaging in the unlawful sale of government properties.(copy of charge sheet 

reply is annexure as G)

D. Incorrect. A detailed departmental enquiry was conducted against the appellant in accordance 

with law /rules governing such proceedings. The enquiry officer conducted a thorough probe 

into the matter and concluded that the charges against the appellant were proved. Throughout 

the proceedings, the appellant was provided full opportunity for defense and personal hearing, 

but he failed to prove his innocence. After meticulously observing all codal formalities and 

considering the facts and rules involved, the appellant was duly awarded punishment as per 

law.

E. Incorrect. The appellant availed the opportunity of hearing however, he failed to advance any 

plausible explanation in his defense.
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F. Incorrect as explained above.

G. Incorrect. The whole enquiry proceedings were initiated purely on merit and in accordance 

with law/rules. The appellant was afforded full opportunity of self-defense during the 

proceedings. However, he failed to explain any plausible explanation in his defense.

H. Incorrect. As already explained vide preceding paras.

I. That the replying respondents may also be allowed to adduce additional grounds before this 

Hon’ble Tribunal at the time of arguments.

PRAYERS;-

It is therefore most humbly prayed that in light of above facts and submissions, the 

appeal of the appellant being devoid of merit and legal footing, may kindly be dismissed with cost 

please.

^.y'Kashif Zultigar) PSlf 
snior Superinundent of Police, 

Peshawar. 
(Respondent No.3)

han) PSP 
'a^al Cit/Police Officer, 

Peshawar. 
(Respondent No.2)

(Q

tc
Abbas (PSP)Dr. Muhammad^AkJ

^JMCr/Legal
Foji^rovincial Police Officer, 

Kl^ber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar. 
(Respondept No.Ol
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No.155/2024.

Constable Imran No.2002 of CCP Peshawar Appellant.

VERSUS

Provincial Police Officer, Khyb'er Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar and others Respondents.

AUTHORITY.

We respondents are hereby authorize Mr.Inam Ullah DSP legal of Capital City 

Police, Peshawar to attend the Hon’ble Court and submit written reply, statement and affidavit 

required for the defense of above service appeal on behalf of respondent department.

A

(KashifZuIfiqar)PSP 
Senior Superiniendent of Police, 

PeshWar. / 
(RespondenKNo.3)y

iVKhan) PSP 
Capital City Police Officer 

Peshawar. 
(Respondent No.2)

Dr. Muhammad AJmtar^Afibas (PSP) 
DIG/L^ar

For ProvinpimPolice Officer, 
Khyberj^^^khtunkhwa, Peshawar, 

^espon^ent^^.01
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No.155/2024.

Constable Imran No.2002 of CCP Peshawar Appellant.

VERSUS

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

AFFIDAVIT.

We respondents No. 2 & 3 do hereby solemnly affirm and declare that the contents of 

the written reply are true and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief and nothing has 

concealed/kept secret from this Hon’ble Tribunal. It is further stated on oath that in this appeal, 

the answering respondents have neither been placed ex-parte nor their defense have been struck

off

(K^hif Zillfiqar) PSP 
eni< r Superintendent of Police, 

Peshawar. 
(Respondent^o.3)

/

XQas^Oi^han) PSP 
Capital City Police Officer 

Peshawar. 
(Respondent No.2)
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\A^iereas I am satisfied that a formal enquiry as contemplated by Police Rules 

;h i 975 is necessary & expedient.

And whereas, 1 am of the view that the allegations if established would call for 

major/minor penalty, as defined in Rule 3 of the aforesaid Rules.-

7#
f

/y
y

2,

I
3. Now therefore, as required by Rule 6 (1) of the said Rules, ,T, Lt Cdr © Kashif 

Aftab Ahmad Abbasi, PSP, SSP Operations, Peshawar hereby charge you IHC Imran Khan 

No. 2022 Moharrar and HC Shad Muhamraad No. 5562 AMHC Police Station Faqirab^ 

under Rule 5 (4) of the Police Rules 1975 on the allegations mentioned in the enclosed 

Summery of Allegations.

4. And I hereby direct you further under Rule 6 (I) of the said Rules to put forth 

wiitten defence within 7 days of the receipt oJ this Charge Sheet as to why the proposed action 

should not be taken against you and also stating at the same time whether you desire to be heard 

in person.

5. And in case your reply is not received within the specific period, it shall be 

presumed that you,have no defence to offer and ex-parte action will be taken against you.

Statement of Allegation is enclosed.6,

(Lt Cdr ® KASHIF AFTAB AIMVIAI) ABBASI)PSP 
Senior Superintendent of Police 

(Operations) Peshawar!

No /PA dated Peshawar the 20;/ Q/ /2023 /

Copy of the above is forwarded to the Enquiry Offioer fomnitiating proceeding against 
the above named officer.

P -/i
-fy yn/C- rt- r

03
W-t

■!

"“'Wo ''^Porf

i
fh^ .

I?^0 ^aej j No ne m//?/0 53
^5/c/q

thi.: .to SMISic
. .P
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SUMMARY OF ALLEGATIONS
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ZT"’ 'r»!'K62 AMH^P.”. si.i F.,ir.S.S 1- —ered i™.lt >i* » ^

„ d. ,„ cd».« ,he «.«win8 .«-.«».» ».„» ,he

I,..J

/
proceeded against'departmentally
meaning of section 03 of the Kliyber PakhtunMiwa Police Rules ,1975.

statement at tegations

. 134/Reader dated 17.01.2023. 

irabad that the alleged officials 

Station Faqirabad 

they tried to illegally sell the

As reported by SP City vide his office memo No

In the preliminary enquiry conducted by ASP Faq 

MASI Imran and AMHC Shad Muhammad of Police 

guilty of gross negligence and misconduct as 

government property in collusion criminal individuals.

i)

b) are

their part andis highly objectionable
s under Police (E&D) Rules,

on
discipUnaiy^ force their this act

liable for disciplinary proceeding
Being a 

renders them
iii)

1975.
official in the said episoderutinizing the conduct of afore said police

Huhih SP Saddar is appointed as EnquiryFor the purpose of sc
with reference tp the above allegations Ml

Officer under Rule 5 (4) ofPolice Rules 1975. p^es (1975)
Officer eh.ll „..=co.d.,.=e -1.1. .he of .he Pohe. •

of he.„ng .0 .he .c»rf Officl ..fi chc —end..,one

against the accused officf^

2.

TheFmquiry - 

provide reasonable opportuni 
to punish or other action to be taken

' 3.

knUAJ) ABBASI)PSP
.ent ofPolice 

'Peshawar

(Lt Cdr ® KASHIE AF FAB
Senior Superinten' 

(Operations^

rI 'A")

|d
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a(3) f'iS; SUPERINTENDENT OF POLICE
SADDAR D.y,SION, CAPITAL CITV ''Ol-'f'

Plione. Q91-3j-503iU
^0^ \

%wm E-mail: ieadersp76@gmail.com
jJjS&Z /PA. Dated ^ ^2022' '•s

No. i

The Senior Superintendent oi Police 
Operations Peshawar.

T'o:
i

IMRAN khan no. 2002 i >
fnOIIIRY AOAINST IHCD Ei ’ ARTMENTAL

gwAi-, MtmAMMAD NO

Plcacc i-efer to your office dairy No. 2.7/PA. dated 20.01.2022, .bilowed by diary 

N0.281/R. No. 297/R. dated; 24.01.2023 and No. 386/PA dated; 25.01.2023

Subject; .5562

LJVleino;
0

I.f
Mb.s.1

■4

Statement of aUcgations: i-P 1W • isheet,the alleged otTicials 

. 5562 

as they tried

of allegations/chargeAccording to statement 

MASI / iHC Imran Khan No. 2002 Ek-MAS1
KvAMHC PS Faqirabad were found guilty of the gross negligence and misconduct 

to sell the government propert)'

>ef«PS Faqirabad and HC Shad Muhammad No

in collusion with criminal individuals.
I

i®r>f thu prcHminan- cMltlllLi

.Fact finding enquiry was 
lacts of the subject enquiry as under: -

carried out by the concerned supervisory officer, salient

w
while footage shows SHO

'f • 't'1w'as

AMHC Shad Muhammad can be seen supervising this process 
Faqirabad was also present in PS when this happened. »a2,

m
sentty at warenouse of PS 0™^-strdt. d^ only ^ ^brnS^'

:“r;i:fi^:o « -rha. ..ng Road. ,

show entries of only 02 rickshaws in Register No. Id wWch 
"iy 02 rickshaws and sell ofl the rest o! the

m
4 Muharrar staff was able to

ggests that the colluders intended to submit on
SLl
property.

5. Statements of accused as well as tlieh 
rest of the property. , ,

;:‘s ; T:SzX~ =£?.£ ^
AMHC says he did not write it despite his sigiiatiiie.

facilitators show only 02 rickshaws and sell off the

IT
6.

pfi
Hi
,-V2>

H

AM

■'n:

mailto:ieadersp76@gmail.com
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Statement of HC Shad MuliaminaH No. 5562:
#
/

He deposed in his statement that on 07.01.2023, he was asked by Muharrar Imran that all 
the .scarps shall be shifted from PS Faqirabad to PS Daudzai Ware House tomorrow in-loaders. On 

08.01.2023, all the'scarps were sent to Ware House PS Daudzai through Loader Driver Saleem 

vide Transit Receipt No. 04/21 as per permission of SHO Faqirabad Insp: Zafar Khan. Next day. 

ASP Faqirabad called him to his office and asked about the scarps. He was replied that the said 

scarps were sent to Ware Flouse PS Daudzai but they refused to collect, which are now present at 
Police Station Faqirabad. ASP Faqirabad ordered SI Sajid Khan ASHO to check the scarps which 

found present in the premises of PS Faqirabad. On same evening, he along-with Muharrar 

placed under suspension and sent to quarter guard for 24 hours. Later-on, he aiong- 
with Muharrar Imran and loader drivers were charged in case vide FIR No.74, dated; 14.01.2023 

u/s 409/1 18-Cr Police Act 2017, PS Faqirabad. He managed BBA from the Court which 

later-on confirmed, whereas a Judicial Inquiry was conducted by the Court on the complaint of 

Saleem and Hamayun co-accused, charged in the said case, wherein it was'ordered by the Court to 

lodge FIR against Insp: Zafar Khan SHO and SI Sajid of PS Faqirabad.

/

!
! ■

>

V
were

Imran were

was

Statement of AS! Abdul Latif. MASI PS Daudzai:

ASI Abdul Latif MASI Daudzai stated that on 08.01.2023, he was on one day leave 

(shabbashi), whereas ASI Tahirullah AMHC PS Daudzai was on duty. He informed that scraps 

Rikshaws have been brought to PS Daudzai through loaders for parking in the Ware House of PS 

Daudzai but Izhar l/C Ware House is not ready to receive the scraps without permission of the SP 

HQrs; Peshawar.

Statement of FC Izhar I/C Ware House PS Daudzai:

FC Izhar No. 1225 I/C Ware House PS Daudzai stated that on 08.01.2023, two scraps 

Rickshaws were received from PS Faqirabad to Ware House PS Daudzai in a loader Rickshaw, 

who were informed that the scarps cannot be collected without permission of the SP HQrs: 
Peshawar.

!■

!:i;.

Findings: - \
F

During the course of inquiry,'following facts came to fore; -

a. l/C Ware House PS Daudzai has confirmed in his written statement that only 02x 
Rickshaws were received to PS Daudzai whereas, no other property reached at PS 
Daudzaiwarehouse for submission.

b. According to DD report No. 14, dated: 12.01.2023 of PS Faqirabad, submitted by 
Insp: Zafar. Khan Ex-SHO Faqirabad the alleged officials had handed' over 09x

■ I

^1m.mscarps

fli'
A ' i

! .

— fij
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rickshaws to Sajid@Palawankabari whereas, 02x body/scarps rickshaws 
recovered from his wareho.use at Ring Road.

were
/

/ According to Police Rules 1934, Chapter^ 22, Clause 7, a Station Clerk is 
responsiblefor safe custody of all government property, whereas it was reported b; 
Insp: Zafar Ex-SHO Faqirabad vide DD No. 18, dated: 17.01.2023 of PS Faqirabad 
that the alleged officials MASI/IHC Imran Khan No.2002 and HC Shad Muhammad 
No. 5562 have sold the government property in collusion of criminal individuals.

c.
;
/

d, A criminal case vide FIR No.74, dated: 14.01.2023 u/s 409/118-CT. Police Act 2017, 
PS Faqirabad has been lodged against the alleged officials IFIC Imran Khan No. 2002 
Ex-MASI PS Faqirabad and HC Shad Muhammad No. 5562 Ex-AMHC PS Faqirabad 
which is put in Court. •

/
f

Recommendations: -
Although warehouses are meant to dump/park all those case properties oi^ unclaimed 

nronerties which'are under trial or confiscated but there is a legal procedure provided in Police
r .r ■ . ' ■ ■I'.fCTau

Rules. In present episode, act of Ex-Muharrar Imran and HC Shad appears to be on their own 

bypassing the legal formalities for some ulterior motives. Case properties which were loadcd’from 

police station to be transported to warehouse without adopting^Jeg^l^proce^re in a

local scrap dealer godown, which were later recovered by^TO Faqjrabad^^^^^^ dealer 

admitted to have purchased it from the afore^officjals. Criminal case has been registered which is 

subjudice before the competent court of law but there'is no bar in proceedings against government 

officials on the charges of misconduct if thcevidence is sufficient enough.From'the perusal of 

record, statement of concerned officials, I as enquiry officer find Ex-MASl PS Faqirabad IHC1

Imran khan # 2002 and HC Shad Muhammad # 5562 AMHC PS Faqirabad guilty of the charges.

J C
;

(Malik Hlnbib Khan) E.O
Superintendent of Police, 

Saddir Division

M
p
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