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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No.772/2024.

Appellant.SI Hamayun Khan No. MR/30 of CCP, Peshawar

VERSUS.

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

■ ‘ 1 ''ti>unu|REPLY BY RESPONDENTS NO. 1&2.

. fsy^y-Oia '■.V M<,
Respectfully Sheweth:-

t>aiecl
PRELIMINARY OB.TECTIONS.

1. That the appeal is badly barred by law & limitation.
2. That the appeal is bad for mis-joinder and non-joinder of necessary 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.
i

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 Honorable Tribunal.

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

REPLY ON FACTS;-
1. Incorrect. The appellant was appointed as PASI in the respondent department in the year 

2009. Unfortunately, his performance throughout his service was consistently unsatisfactory 

and earned 01 bad entry and 02 Minor punishments on different occasions. Additionally, 

record revealed that he was involved in acts of bribery. These filthy actions have not only 

breached the principles of integrity and duty expected from a member of the, force but also 

severely tarnished the reputation of the entire force. The appellant’s behavior had certainly 

stigmatized the prestige of force, undermining public trust and the credibility of law 

enforcement. Furthermore, the august apex court has issued numerous judgments affirming 

that the act of accepting illegal gratification constitutes a grave offense, particularly for civil 

servants. In cases where a civil servant is found guilty of such an offense, it has been 

established that they cannot be retained in the civil service. (Copy of List is annexed as A)

2. Correct to the extent that Section 30 of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police Act 2017 speaks 

regarding the filling of Inspectors through Departmental Promotion Cominittee as well as 

via Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Public Service Commission as per the ratio divided by the Section 

ibid. However, rest of the plea taken by the appellant is totally bereft of any substance 

because appointment/promotion through Fast Track Promotion to the rank of Inspector does 

not mean a clean chit that the appellant will not be held responsible for future wrong deeds..

3. Incorrect. The appellant, while posted as Oil at Police Station Hayat Abad, Peshawar has 

■ been subjected to departmental proceedings due to'serious allegations. He was tasked with

investigating a case registered vide FIR No. 1754, dated 25.12.2023, under sections 9-D/ll 

CNSA. According to the complaint filed by Zarin Shah son of Zafar Khan, the appellant is 

accused of demanding and accepting a bribe of Rs. 550,000.- This alleged payment was



<a
purportedly made in exchange for favoring the complainant’s son, who had been 

apprehended with a significant quantity of synthetic drugs. The appellant's actions constitute • . 

a grave violation of ethical and legal standards. Soliciting and accepting illegal gratification 

from individuals involved in drug trafficking not only undermines the integrity of the 

investigation but also severely damages the reputation of the police department. Such 

conduct is deemed unacceptable and falls squarely within the scope of corruption as defined 

by Police Rules. The seriousness of the charges reflects a significant breach of trust and 

professionalism expected from law enforcement personnel. This case highlights the critical 

need for strict adherence to ethical practices and underscores the department's commitment 

to upholding justice and integrity.

4. Incorrect. The complaint was probed into through preliminary inquiry conducted by the SSP 

Investigation to uncover the true nature of the allegations. During this process, the Enquiry 

Officer recorded statements of all parties involved, including the complainant and the 

appellant. The Enquiry Officer conducted enquiry into the matter, examining all evidence 

and testimonies presented. The examination of materials so presented revealed that the 

appellant was indeed involved in the illegal act of accepting bribes from the complainant. 

Specifically, it was confirmed that the appellant solicited and received a sum of Rs. 550,000 

in exchange for favorable treatment regarding the complainant’s son, who had been arrested 

with a large quantity of synthetic drugs. The findings of the inquiry substantiated the 

allegations of corruption and illegal gratification. The Enquiry Officer report clearly 

demonstrated that the appellant's actions were in violation of legal and ethical standards, 

reflecting a serious breach of integrity. This outcome underscores the need for appropriate 

disciplinary measures and reinforces the commitment of the department to uphold the 

principles of justice and accountability.(Copy of Enquiry report is annexed as B)

5. Incorrect. After receipt of finding of preliminary enquiry proceedings he was issued Show 

Cause Notice under Rules 5 (3) of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules 1975 (amended 2014) 

and served upon him vide No. 171/PA, dated 16.01.2024 to which he replied, but was found 

unsatisfactory.(Copy of Show Cause Notice' is annexure as C).

6. Incorrect. After the completion of all codal formalities, it was determined that the charges 

against the appellant for accepting illegal gratification were a serious breach of discipline 

and integrity expected from a member of a law enforcement agency. Given the gravity of 

the offense and the thorough enquiry that substantiated the appellant's involvement in 

corrupt practices, the decision was made to impose a major penalty. Consequently, the 

appellant was rightly dismissed fiom service vide Order No. 461-74/PA, dated 09.02.2024. 

This action reflects the department's commitment to maintaining high ethical standards and 

ensuring accountability for actions that undermine the integrity of the police force.

7. Correct to the extent that the appellant filed departmental appeal which was thoroughly 

processed and sufficient opportunity of hearing was provided to him. The Appellate 

Authority took a lenient view, accepted his appeal and the dismissal order was modified, 

the punishment was reduced from dismissal to a major penalty of reversion from the rank of
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Inspector to Sub-Inspector. Moreover, his period remained out of service was treated as 

leave without pay vide order No. 1352-56/24, dated 23.05.2024.

8. That appeal of the appellant being devoid of merits and limitation may be dismissed on the 

following grounds.

REPLY ON GROUNDSi-

A. Incorrect. The order passed by the competent authority is just legal, and has been passed in 

accordance with law/rules.

B. Incorrect. The appellant was treated as per Law/Rules, and no violation of Article 4, 10-A & 

25 of the Constitution of the Islamic republic of Pakistan 1973 has been committed by the 

replying respondents.

C. Incorrect. After Completion of all codal formalities he was awarded major punishment of 

Dismissal from service. The appellant then filed departmental appeal which was partially 

accepted by the Appellate Board and the dismissal order was modified, the punishment was 

reduced from dismissal to a major penalty of reversion from the rank of Inspector to Sub- 
Inspector in accordance with law/rules.

D. Incorrect. The appellant's involvement in accepting illegal gratification constitutes a violation 

of the principles enshrined in the Constitution of the Islamic republic of Pakistan. As a 

member of a disciplined force, such conduct is not only a breach of legal and ethical standards 

but also a significant aflfont to the integrity and reputation of the police force. Given the

. gravity of this misconduct, it is deemed intolerable within the force and undermines the 

foundational values of law enforcement. In light of these circumstances, it is concluded that 

the appellant’s actions reflect a serious lapse in discipline and integrity. Consequently, no 

fundamental rights of the appellant were violated during the disciplinary process.

E. Incorrect. As explain above in detail, however, the allegation was proved against him beyond 

any shadow of doubt.

F. Incorrect. The appellant was issued Show Cause Notice as per Rules 5 (3) of Police Rules 

1975 amended (2014) provided that” if the authority decides that the misconduct or act of 

omission or commission referred to above should be dealt with in General Police proceedings 

he shall proceed as under:-

a) The authority shall determine if in the light of facts of the case or in the interests of 

justice, a departmental inquiry, through an Inquiry Officer if necessary. If he decides that 

is not necessary; he shall-

b) By order in writing inform the accused of the action proposed to be takeh in regard to 

him and the grounds of the action: and

c) Give him a reasonable opportunity of showing cause against that action: Provided that no' 

such opportunity shall be given where the authority is satisfied that in the interest of 

security of Pakistan or any part thereof it is not expedient to .give such opiiortunity.”

As discussed in detailed in the rules ibid, there was no need for regular departmental enquiry. 

The appellant was punished on the grounds of misconduct, as his guilt has been proved 

beyond any shadow of doubt..

G. Incorrect. As explained above.
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H. Incorrect. The Punishment order passed by the competent authority is based on justifiable and 

genuine grounds, without any malafide intension, hence liable to be upheld.

I. Incorrect. The whole preliminary enquiry proceedings were conducted by SSP Investigations 

purely on merit and accordance with law/rules.

J. Incorrect. Preliminary enquiry was conducted as per law/rules and the enquiry officer reported 

■that charges leveled against the appellant were, proved beyond any shadow of doubt. The 

appellant was provided full opportunity of defense and also recorded the statement of all 

concerned, but the appellant failed to defend himself After fulfilling all codal formalities he 

was awarded the major punishment.

K. Incorrect. The charges leveled against him were proved hence, he was awarded the major 

punishment.

L. Incorrect. As explained in detail in proceeding paras.

M. . Incorrect. The appellant was provided full opportunity but failed to defend himself with 

plausible/justifiable grounds.

N. Incorrect. The performance of the appellant during service was neither satisfactory nor up to 

the mark and his involvement in taking illegal gratification/bribe speaks volume of his 

inefficiency. •

O. Resppndents also seek permission of this Hon’ble Tribunal to raise additional grounds at the 

time of arguments.

Pravers;-

Keeping in view the above stated facts & reasons it is, most humbly prayed that the 

appeal of the appellant being devoid of merits and limitation, may kindly be dismissed with 

costs please.

.1 :al di ice Officer, .
Pesha^r.

(Qasim Ali Knan) PSP 
(Respondent No.Ol) 

Incumbent

f
K1 lar.0(Dr. iPSP

Incumbent

*
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No.772/2024.

SI Hamayun Khan No. MR/30 of CCP, Peshawar Appellant.

VERSUS.

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

•1
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 respondei lartment.

I lice Officer,
Peshawar.

(Qasim Ali Khan) PSP 
(Respondent No.Ol)

. Incumbent

Khybbs;^ 
(Dr. Muh^ IPar

(Respondent No.02) 
Incumbent
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’ BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAT. PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No.772/2024.

SI Hamayun Khan No. MR/30 of CCP, Peshawar Appellant.

:VERSUS.

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

AFFIDAVIT.

I respondent No. 01 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

i] lice Officer,
Peshawar.

(Qasim Mi Khan) PSP 
(Respondent No.2)

1
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BIO DATE OF Humayun Khan s/o Said-ur-Zaman FOR APPEARING IN THE ORDERLY ROOMa;
f

jap.e/No
Remarks/ 
Opinion of 
DSP/Legal

E.O plea of the 
yxpplicant

Date of 
Enlistment

Home
Address

Order of 
the CCPO

PunishmentCharges Name/Recom;

SP/Cantt:Shorts facts leading to the instant appeal are.that the
appellant while posted as SHO PS Mathra was proceeded 
against departmentally that as per report of AIG Inquiry 
Internal Accountability, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa. Complainant 
Muzafar Shah s/o Sadar Shah r/o Chaghar Matt! Mathra 
Peshawar submitted complaint on 02.10.2021, that SHO 
Police Station Mathra illegally raided on his house and 
arrested his son and kept him in lockup and registered case 
u/s 216 PPC. He was released by the court. He is underage. In 
the year 2003 his uncle committed offence while in the said 
time he was not born nor his uncle is residing in his house. In 
a preliminary inquiry the E.O conclusion that he was found 
guilty of gross misconduct/misuse of authority by registration 
of FIR u/s 216 PPC against the complainant being underage 
and illegal detention of Sadar Shah (Complainant father}.

Forfeiture of 01
year approved-
service

16.03.2009 Request to
the

punishment

Perusal of 
relevant 
available record 
reveals that 
punishment 
awarded by the 
competent 
authority is in 
accordance with 
law,

51 Humayun 
Khan No. 
MR/30

s
11Minor

Punishment I •
•1 rBy SSP/Ops: 17

•h
\ .Vide order 

No.198-200/PA
1 i\

1i Total Qify: 
Service Dt:21.0U022 \Y

\ V i
■ u(Appeal on. 

Time)
12 years, 11 
months & 08 

days
f5V

Si
AD.O.Bs mm *

n 26.02.1983
&

w Education
tEntries:-

*1MBA

Major GoodBad MinorCourses i• -‘JK,
-Lower

-intermediate
-Upper

INil 0301 02
7'3

im fts ft
■'->*

•sa ' -fe:
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OFFICE OF THE
: STJPERITnTENHENT OF POLlCE, INV: CCP, PESHAWAR^ 

Office Ph:No. 091-9210642 
/PA, Dated Peshawar the__

SR

/ /)/ /2024.No.
The Capital City Police Oflicer,
Peshawar.
COMPLAINT AGAINST HAMAYUN KHAN Oil PS HAYATABAD AN]) FQ 
ATTIO UR REIIMAN IN CASE FIR NO. 1754 DATED 25.12.2023 U/S-91)/ll CNS^t 

PS FTAYATABAl). PESHAWAR.

Subject.

Reference attached.

ALLEGATIONS
"The applicant Zarin Shah s/o Zafar Khan submitted an application, to the undersigned in 
!754 datcd25.12.2023 U/S-9D/11 CNSA PS Hayatabad, which reveals that:

• On 24.12.2023 at approximately 10/11 PM the son of applicant namely Amir Khan s/o Zarin
the way to their native village at

ease FIR No.

Shah and his nephew Ahmad Ullah s/o Hussain Shah were onf \ 1

Landi Kolal from Peshawar. - . j
When the said persons reached near Sitara market, duo to some reasons, some hot words h id 
been exchanged with the Police officials, resultantly they were apprehended and booked i

\

m I re
.\
-Shove noted

tlic Investigation Officer demanded for money and the applicant aiTa|i^cd
............. ’^5,50,000/-.

o In the meanwhile Attique Ur Rchman also contacted the applicant and asked for
such the applicant paid Rs; 04 lacs through Easypaisa to him vide

case.
f 5;;

moic 05 
A/C

z £:
s 0rupees, as

55855001211463 Bank Al-Falah A/C Title Attique Ur Rchman.
• Furthermore, they demanded for more amount, and threatened to implicate other fam: y

members, if not paid.
« Moreover, the above-mentioned persons arc innocent, and they have been implicaicd ir 

the behest of some intercsied persons.
the applicant requested that the matter may be intervened and an impartial inqu ry 

may be conducted in the ease and be re-investigated through any other irapartial/lionpt 
inquiry officer against the above named Police oflicials.

tie

ease on
e More so.

PROCEEDINGS
For the purpose to scmlinizc the matter, the applicant and the alleged offieials w'crc called to^ 

the office of the undersigned, heard them in person and their statements were recorded and appended 

herewith, while the crux of their statenients arc as under: -
STATEMENT OF MISS NAYAB RAMZAN ASP HAYATABAD. PESHAWAR ,(F/A)

h

She stated that while on patrolling duty in the Hayatabad area, she received credible mfe
shifted to PS Fla;

i.:orm
f'atiib:(about the arrest of two accused involved in drug trafficking who

Subsequently, she also visited PS Hayatabad, where she gatliercd comprehensive details about ih 
while a significant amount of contraband was also seized from the accused party, as duly rccordjjd in

aw^'c 0

were
acc V.:

Ci tsc

FIR No. 1754 dated 25,12.2023 u/s-9D CNSA/I i-CNSA. She lurlhcr staled that she was not 
involvement of the OII./Inspcclor Hamayun Khan and FC Aliq Ur Rchman. She also stated if she| \fa 
cognized of such involvement, she would have promptly initiated an impartial inquiry against tlien 
uphold the principles of justice and fairness. More so, she further deliberated that her statement is male t( 
provide a clear and accurate account of the events sunounding the aiTcsl and subsequent procccdingi' c ic 
she is fully committed to support any investigations and ensure transpaicncy in the pursuit of jasticc.

any

tc

STATEMENT OF INSPECTOR iL\MAYUN KHAN Oil PS HAYATABAD fPRESENILY UNDER 

SUSPENSION). (F/B) 1

Fie stated that the investigation of case FIR No. 1754 dated 25.12.2023 u/s-9D CNSA/ 1- 
CNSA PS Hayatabad was cntru.stcd to him in which the under possession Revo vehicle is registered in

of the brotlicr of arrested accused. In this connection the brother of accused was caljcd ti^ PS 
concerned while he neither demanded the mentioned amount nor he received it. fhe allegations arc hascl 
and the accused is presently in Judicial Lockup. He further stated that the applicant Icvcliea allege lii n 

against him for the grant of relief to his son

the
i

name f

:ss

during investigation and to effect the same. f

Jililii



OFFICE OF THE
SR: SUPERINTENDENT OF PQCICE, INV: CCP. PESHAWAR. /

.L-Office Ph;No. 091-9210642 
/PA, Dated Peshawar t}'\e___ /2024.No.

Statement of si babar khan of ps bayaiXbap. tF/c) ^
/ He stated that on 24/25.12.2023 he was assigned the look after charge of SHO PS H|ayat2b;

ricci\ i/ because of the station leave of Inspector Imran Alam Khan. Moreover, on the day of incident he 
/ information and went to the place of occurrence along with Police officials, therciir ASP Hayatabad wi's j 

present at place of oecurrcncc, while FIR No. 1754 dated 25.12.2023 u/s-9D CNSA/ll-CNSA PS] ' 
Hayatabad is correct according to the record. He further stated that the whole proceedings were done under ; 
the supervision of ASP Hayatabad and other officers. He further stated that he neither look any gratification 
from the applicant party nor demand for it.
STATEMENT OF IIC ATTIOUE UR REHMAN PSO TO SDFO HAYATABAD. (F/D) !

He staled that he is posted as PSO to ASP Hayatabad on 25.12.2023 at 11:50 am, he alqrg
I I

with ASP Hayatabad and other officials went to the place of occurrence wherein the local Police arrested the 
accused namely Amir s/o Zarin Shah and Ahmad s/o Hussain Shah r/o Landi Kotal and recovered l!2|f 
xlcncy tablets, 2400 grams ice and 5000 grams chars. Later on, I.O of lire case received Police cust<i(iy f 
Court concerned and the said accused were kept at Police Station Hayatabad. He further stated thal l|n 

day of registration of FIR the said accused had to pay 03 lac and 50 thousand rupees to Mr. Asim d ae to ll : 
urgent need; In this regard he provided his account number on humanitarians ground while the saic amoui t 
was sent to Asim on next day, that could also be confirmed Ifom Mr. Asim.
STATEMENT OF APPLICANT ZARIN SHAH S/O ZAFAR KHAN. (F/E) ; j

He slated in respect of case FIR No. 1754 dated 25.12.2023 u/s-9D/ll CNSA PS HayalalacU 
approximately at 10/! 1 hrs that his son Amir Khan and nephew Ahmad were on the way to Lanili Kot; 
from Peshawar, meanwhile at Sitara Market due to verbal altercation with the local Police, they got arre't:: 
them and booked in the said case. He further stated that upon receipt of infonnation regarding the sai 
incident he informed his friend namely KFialid Klian (owner of Palace Hotel), meanwhile he contacted ! 
Inspector Hamayun Khan wherein he demanded five lacs rupees. Furthermore, Khalid Khan gave the 
demanded amount to Inspector Hamayun Khan for giving relief to his son in front of witnesses Junaid and ^

■ 4 ■ B

Amir at Noor Bargain, Peshawar while, on 25.12.2023 the Inspector Hamayun Khan demanded for further 
4 ITfiy thousand rupees, which was handed over to him in presence of witness namely Farhan Alam (total five 

lacs and fifty thousands rupees were handed over to Inspector Hamayun Khan Oil PS Hayatabad). He 
further staled that Attique Ur Rehman presently performing his duty with ASP Hayatabad contacted, me and 
demanded for five lac rupees for dismissal of the ease, meanwhile he sent money worth amounting 04 Ipbb 
to Altiq Ur Rehman from casypaisa account to Bank Alfalah account No. 55855001211463 
enclosed). Applicant requested for impartial investigation, recovery of said money and initiating Sropc 
departmental proceedings against the accused officials.
S TA TEMENT OF TAHIR KHAN S/O ZARIN KHAN (BROTHER OF ACCUSED AMIRI. (E/F)

He staled thal on 25.12.2023 his brother accused Amir called him staling therein that he is sending 
account of Bank Alfalah and he deposited 04 lacs rupees in the said account. First transaction of amount ^s: 
2,50,000/- was made to account titled Attique Ur Rehman having account No. 55855001211463. Thcrcaf er 
second transaction of amount Rs: 47,000/-, third transaction of amount of Rs: 1,00,000/- were made on I 
mentioned account. Thus, total amount of Rs: 3,97,000/- plus 3000/- transaction fee was depositee on he ' 
said account. He further staled that after last transaction he sent screenshot of the same to Attique Ut • 
Rehman on WhatsApp wherein he replied “Ok”.
STATEMENT OF MUHAMMAD JUNAID S/O SUFAID ULLAII KHAN R/O ZARGARAN LANDI

(
I

/
ii
i!

S
I

I.

6: 1

' f

\

ccc

I

I

KOTAL (RELATIVE OF ACCUSED AMIRI. (F/G)
I

He staled that on 29.12.2023, Haji Zarin Shah told him to go with his friend namely Khalid and hand , 
over 05 lacs rupees and also told him to count the said amount. Later on, the sum amount was handed over ;. 
to Khalid in front of Haji Zarin Shah house situated at Phase No. 02 Hayatabad. More so, he and his cldei ' 
brother namely Amir Khan on motorcycle followed the motor car of Haji Zarin Shah toward Pishlakhari 
while when they reached Pishlakhara Chowk Khalid told him thal Inspector Hamayun Khan allocated Ncoi 
Bargain for receiving the said amount but he did not know the location of Noor Bargain. Consequci t'up< i|i 
he indicated him Noor Bargain situated at Ring Road and therein 02 persons were standing, in which one 
duly armed witii Kalashnikov and seem like gumier. Thereafter, Khalid handed over the said amount tc 
them. Subsequently, Khalid called Haji Zarin Shah and told him that the amount Rs: 05 lacs have bem 
handed over to Inspector Hamayun Khan.

!

J
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MS!



•- f - -•
I

-iOFFICE; OF THE
SR: SUPER (NTENDENT OF POT ICE, INV: CCP. PESHAWAR.

Office Ph ;NoT 091-9210642 

/PA, Dated Peshawar the

•n

C>(
■ , ^ /

■

/2024./No.
.

A1 EMENT OF AMIR KHAN S/Q SUFAIP ULLAH KHAN 1^0 ZAKGARAN LANDI KO' 
RELATIVE OF ACCUSED AMIR). (F/IX)

I-Ic staled that on 29.I2.-2023, Ilaji Zarin Shah told him to go with his friend namely Khalijl 
/ hand over 05 lacs rupees and also told him to count the said amount. Later on, the sum amount was h^ied 

over to Klialid in front of Haji Zarin Shah house situated at Phase No. 02 I-Iayaiabad, More so, he apd lus 
brother namely Muhammad Junsid on motorcycle followed the motor car of Ilaji Zarin Shah tow^l 
Pishtakhara, while when they reaehed Pishtakhara Chowk Khalid told him that Inspector Hamayun 
allocated Noor Bargain for receiving the said amount but he did not know the location of Nocr Ba 
Consequent upon, he indicated him Noor Bargain situated at Ring Road and therein 02 per >< ns 
standing, in which one is duly armed with Kalastmikov and seem
over the said amount to them. Subsequently, Khalid called Haji Zarin Shah and told him that the aniouir.
05 lacs have;been handed over to Inspector Hamayun Khan.
CONCLUSION: '

AE
I '

I
1

tIs

/ \
i

/

K la 1

F1''
\c

•C'ilike gunner. Thereafter, Kha id han/
I

odfKeeping in view the above circumstances i.e, statements of witnesses and evidentiary 
available on record it came to surface that the alleged ofRciatsTnspccfofTIamayhn Khan Oil PS Haya' 
presently under suspension and PC Attique Ur Rchman(PSO to ASP Hayataba^are found guilty 

illegal gratification from the applicant.
Submitted for kind perusal, please.

tapa i 
I 11 

for tak n'

i
(Muhammad Asl^firq) PSP ; 

Senior,SiipCfmtendcnt of Police, 
_,.--''Tnvestigation, CCP, PeshWar

I

t

I i/
3 r

I
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i I1/ I /

I
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OrFlCEOKTMU

No.i2S__ __

me Ctipiial City PoticL- omcer.
Peshawar •

!\ni flRV AGAINST HUMAVm^KHAIS'^ 
rnNSTABLF. aTIO UR REHMAN,

The insiant slalcmcnl is submillcd herewith on the

/TA, tinted t’c-Hlis the cO____

/
! Subjcci:- 

Mcrao:

SSP/Itiv: Peshawar.

/■

direction of W/CCPO through. /
/

i
Respected SiPi

a „=.n. iadda.. involv.ng Lba .™. bn«o i.diddads fo: d™s-«ldad
t

sialemeni 
in the Hayatabad area.s.

I
„.a af„=m=n<™cd I received credible mrornollorr

shifted so PS Hayatabad. 
ive details about the

h
While on patrolling duty in

traniikiog who wereabout the arrest of two accused involved in drug 

Subsequently. I also visited PS
significant amount of contraband 

recorded in FIR No. 1754, U/S PD CNSA/11 CNSA dated 25.12,2023.

Hayatabad, where 1 sathered comprehensive
the accused party, us dulyalso seized fromwas

accused. A

, eotphesiee .he. . w,„ „o. ewe.c of eoy involvooico. of .be Oil IHi.er.dVdr.
Kheo, ond ,..e co„e..b,e A.i, Ur Re.,™e„ b.eo.ioned ebove. H.d i been co.nizam of ^ 
i„v„,ve„,e„., . would h.ve promp.ly inilielod on inlo.r.i.l in,uiR, tbeu. lo uphold the

principles ofjustice and fairness.

C

V

clear and accurate account of the events 
fully committed lo support any

This slalcmenl is made to provide a
and subsequent proceedings,.! cmsurroutiding the arrest 

iiivestigalioiis and ensure iransp.crency in the pursuit ofjustice.

Submitted, please.

(NAYAB RAMZAN) PSP 
Assistant Superintendent of Police, 

Hayatabad; Sub-DWision, 
Peshawar.
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OFFICE OF THE
CAPITAL CITY POLICE OFFICE! 

PESHAWAR
Phone No. 091-9210989 Pax: No. 091-9212597

ZZ/ /^, /o 1/202 idated/PA/CCP.No,
;

/
SHOW CAUSE NO riCE 

(Under Rules 5(3) of KPK Police Rules 1975)
/

/
/

t

ITial you Inspector ilamayun Khan . Mli/30, while posted as Oil Police Statior 

Hayatabad, Peshawar have rendered yourself liable lo be proceeded under Rules 5 (3) 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules 1975 for ihe following misconducl:-

o'll C

Thai you, at preliminary enquiry conducted by SSP/Investigation, Peshawar vide 

No. 245/PA, dated 10.01.2024 in which you were found guilty on account of 

complaint registered by the complainant namely Zarin Shah s/o Zafar Khan a Icging
I

therein that you demanded money of Rs. 550000/- from the complainant and 

received the said amount.

Your act of demanding illegal graliricalion.''bribc from the genera! public is 

intolerable and brought bad name for the department.

Being a member of police force, your act is highly objectionable and comes v 

the ambit of corruption according to Police Rules.

I.

• I

II.

ith111. 11

That the misconduct on your part is prejudicial to good order of discipline in the PoliC'2). '

force.

I therefore, called upon you to show cause as to why you should not be dealt str clly 

accordance with the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules 1975 for the misconduct referred above 

You should submit reply to this show causc,nori'cc'within.Cl7‘’ciays.of the receipt of t

3). II

4). 1C

''v

notice, failing which an cx-parlc action shall betaken against you. V

You are further directed to inform the/undersigned that you wish lo be heard in }^son or5).
i

otherwise.

Your tills attitude is highly unprofessional and resulted into a huge loss lo j^Znocent 

citizens.

Being a member of police force your response and Altrade - was;,agajnst thp^^ilicc Ru cs aitid 

brought bad name for the department

ii)

I

■'H

CAPITAL CITY POLICE OFFICER, 
PESHAWAR.

wj.

Copy of the above is forwarded for information lo the:-

« SSP/Opcralions, Peshawar,
f

i

; ■ ■■ /llStrZ i«

f; :
1


