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Service Appeal No. 1201/2024

D

BEFORE THE HONOURABLE, KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA, SERVICE

TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

o
Amin Shah (Ex-Constable No.1188 District Police Charsadda) "' 4 / 2/ 2"7_

k'hybu;r'r Pakh
'yt tukh
Seivice ”I‘ribnha;va

Diap-_‘,; No. /552.4'

............ Appellant

VERSUS

PPO/KPK & others C iieaseeeenene, Respondents

PARAWISE COMMENTS ON BEHALF OF RESPONDENTS NO.1to 3

3 Respectfully Sheweth:

o

Preliminary Objections

That the appellant has got no cause of action.

That the appeal is badly barred by law and limitation.

That the appellant has been estopped by his own conduct to file the
instant appeal. h

That the appéal is. nbt mainfainable in its present form.

That the appellant has not come to the Honourable Tribunal with clean

hands.

That the appeal is bad for mis-joinder and non-joinder of necessary

parties. |

REPY ON FACTS.

1.

Para to the extent of appointment of appellant as constable in

respondent department is corrcc't, while rest of the para is incorrect as
prior to the instant dismissal, appellant had earlier been dismissed
from service due to absence of duty. However, he was reinstated into
service by the appellate authority. Both ‘the dismissal orders dated
30.11.2013 & 06.12.2023 arc annexed as ‘A & B’. |

Incorrect. On 17.08.2023 an accused namely Wagar s/o Noor Islam r/o
Tetafal Tém Jaba was arrested with a pistol within the premises of
Judicial Cbmpléx Charsadda. When the a_ccuSed was interrogated, he

stated that he has been hired for Rs. 25—1&05 for the murder of Wahid

etc. He further revealed that he had been provided the pistol in the

Judicial .Complex by the appellant. Therefore, he was charged in thf_a

case FIR No.20l dait_ed 17.08.2023 u/s 120/120-B/15-AA/34 Police

Station Charsadda. Copy of FIR No.901 is annexed as ‘C’.

Para i1s pertains to record.
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Para is correct towthe extent that appellant was issued Chafge Sheet
wlith Statement of allegations and DSP Sardheri was nomihated as
enquiry officer. The enquiry officer heard the appellant in person who
(appellant) provided his written statement. In addition statement of
Moharrar Police Station City as well as CIO of PS City were also
recorded. The enquiry officer after fulfillment of legal and all codal
formalities recommended the appellant for majof punishment. Charge
Sheet & Statement of allegation is annexure ‘D’ & enquiry is annexure
‘B

Para already explained above.

Para correct'to the extent that appellant was issued Show Cause Notice
to which he submitted his reply but the same was found unsatisfactory.
Copy of Show cause notice & his reply is annexed és ‘F’.

Para correct to the extent that appellant moved departmental appeal
against the punishment order but the same was filed being devoid of
merit. .Copy of departmental appeal & rejection order is annexed as ‘G’.
Appeliant then moved revision petition before Respondent No.1 but the
same was also filed being time barred. Copy of revision petition &
rejection order is annexed as ‘H’.

Appeal of the appellant is liable to be dismissed inter alia on the

following grounds;

GROUNDS

A.

Incorrect. All the orders passed against the appellant are in accordance
with law and facts, therefore, are liable to be maintained.

Incorrect. Proper enquiry was conducted in the matter and during the
course of enquiry appellant was not only heard but his statement was
also recorded. There was sufficient ground against'the appellant as he
was directly charged in FIR, thercfore, the enquiry officer recommended
him for major punishment.

Incorrect. On 17.08.2023 an accused namely Wagar s/o Noor Islam r/o
Tetara Taru Jaba was arrested with a pistol within the premises of
Judicial Complex Charsadda. When the accused was interrogated, he
stated that he has been hired for Rs. 25-lacs for the murder of Wahid
etc. He further revealed that he had been provided the pistol in the
Judicial Complex by the appellant.

Para already explained above.

Para already explained.

Para alfcady explained.

Para is for the appellant to prove,




(3)

H. That as besides being charged in a criminal case, appellant had
remained absent {rom duty for 49-days without any leave or prior
permission from his senior officers, therefore, while awarding him major
punishment of dismissal from service, his absence period i.e 49-days
was trcated as without pay.

L. Para is for the appellant to prove that he was denied provision of
enquiry report.

J. Para already explained.

Para already explained.
L. That the respondents may also be allowed to advance additional

grounds/documents at the time of hearing before this Hon'ble Tribunal.

PRAYER:
Keeping in view the facts above, it is therefore humbly prayed that

the appeal of appellant, being devoid of merits and substance, may kindly be

dismissed with cost, please.

ct Police Officer,
Charsadda

(Respondent No.3)

Incumbent

Q ..-—/
(Najeeb-ur-Rehman Bugvi) PSP
Regional Police Officer,

Mardan.
{Respondent No.2)

Incumbent

(Dr. Muham

Akhtar Abbas) PSP
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: . . deparimental  Enquir

3 This oflice order 1elates (0 the dispose ol depirtmental IHI‘!U 13’

i . v remained absem,

O Constable Amin Shalt No. 2165 of FRP $1Oys: Peshaswar, who -remained abse
ﬁ:om official duty w.e, [rom 15.04.2013,

: . ; : inps were inilisted apainst

I this vepard formal deparuncental procecdings were initisted oy .
123 . . . . ) iy Olficer. He comdueted
min and YO Mess/FRP, HOQrs: was nonsnated s Enguiry wr. il

) : e ndinoee wheres saceused oo

quity into the matter and subiitted his Gndings whercin e ace | "
' ° ) i ' » charge &
ﬂ) Constable Amin Shah No. 2165 has been found guilty of the charg
recommended him for major punishment.

Upon the findings of the Enguiry Officer Constable Amin -Sh:hui\(:;
2165 has been issued Final Show Cause Netice, Which was dul)‘_"l‘-"l""‘fi l rl)‘lis
him on his home address an d his signature was tuken as lokcrll _Of ;%-‘;;Cpcﬂ(‘]d of
reply 1o Final Show Cause Notice has not been mccivc.d.m the T-IP-L:) é .
‘{] 5) days. He was sumunoned for personal hearing but tailed to do so.

Keeping in view (he ﬁnding/wcumnic_ndatic_)ns of the [:nc!ul?;'h?}:'ﬁ:;:: )

“and other material available on rccordcd the accused Constable Amn;lrg o
2‘;.65 stand puilty of gross misconduct under 'ihc-rctcva?l.lﬂ\f'fnlic& I-‘ -
record also shows that he wus repeatedly absent from Of‘IIC‘Iﬁ] duty on one r:mnilv
or the other during bis short span of serviee. e has been gfvcn ample J)f;‘whabh;
te reform himsclf by giving him rcpcmc_d warning but he I'mllcd Lo'!‘n?nr ”iau Ic.d
It is evident that he is-not fit {or Police service wflich rlcqulrcs ftslac:pl 1:-: g O?dcr
with punclual performance of official duty elspc‘:ma‘IIyI in prevei ‘MIE a o
milieu. Me has also become a source of in disciplinary II|C|I[1(1.'.IOII!: for m..:J and e
U duc to his repeatcd absences from and casual/ irrcgular attitude wowards olli
duty/responsibilities.

Therefiwe. i view of the above circumstances the defaulter
{ vy ) N Ini
" Constable Amin Shah No. 2165 is hereby discharged from service under Police
Rules, 1975 witih isunediate effect.

Oeder cnounced,

- BMephty Coumnpandy
fronfier BestrRe Police
Khyber £ [ﬂﬂt:;( mia, Peshawar.
No_3 Gua §0, AL FRE HOrs: dated Poshawar the 3o / 112013,

Copy of above is forwarded for information & nfaction o the:-
The Add!: 1GI/Command
The Accountan, Hars:
The RI, FRP} frs:

The SRCERP jyrs:

“The OSH i Figyrs:

The FMC, 1R s wilh originul Enguiry Iile,

ant FRP Khybey Pakbtunkhwa, Peshawar,

_C\L.h.m.\.ufx.;__

KUk b rhohy oy .

T Supetintendent

_-“"\"‘.1_,_(":---,:‘_""_ .
{‘,5‘5;3;'1'- CmScatndiiny
D e

et

of Police, Legal
Charsadda -
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ORDER

This order will disposc-ofl the departmental enquiry againg;
Constable Amin Shah No. 1188, while posted at ps Charsadda,
Involved/charged in case FIR No. 901, dated 17.08.2023 u/s 120/190.
B/15-AA/34 PPC PS Ichursadda and also rcmalncd. absent from his lawiul
duty w.e from 16.08.2023 to 03.10.2023 (49-days} without any lcave of prior
permission from his scnior officers. Absence report rccordf:d vide D.D No. 46
dated 16.08.2023. His act is not only objectionable bul stigmatized the foree

name. .
On the above allegations he was suspended and closed to police

lines Charsadda vide 0.B No. 1129 dated 18.08.2023 and was issucd

Charge Sheet together with statement of allegations under, Scction 5 Sub -

Section 3 of Police Rutes 1975 and Mr. Sanober Shflh K’han the then Dsp
Sardheri was nominated as inquiry officer for probing into the matter by
conducting departmental inquiry against him but after his posting as Sp
Investigation Charsadda the instant enquiry was entrusted to Mr. Nasar
Ullah Khan DSP HQrs Charsadda (with the additional charge of Sardheri
Circle} and he after fulfillment of codal formalities has submitted his
findings, recommending him for major punishment upon his 49-days
absence from duty and confession of his guilt as evident from the statement
of 1O of the case Sub-Inspector Noor Ali which is on enquiry file at Annex-
“Jm.

\ Subsequently,‘ Constable Amin Shah No. 1188, was issued Final
Show Cause Notice U/S 5(3) Police Rules 1975 reply to which was received.

On 05.12.2023 the delinquent official was summoned for orderely
room and was hearcd perscnaly in detail, but he failed to satisfy the
undersigned with his reply. After perusal of the enquiry papers &
recommendation of the enquiry officer and hearing him in person, The
undersigned reached to the conclusion that the official has nothing to put-
up in his defence, hence he is hercby awarded the Major punishment of

dismissal from service with immediate effect and his absence period i.c 49-
days is also treated as without Pay.

DistrICTPOLICE OFFICER
CHARSADDA

O.B No_%
Date &Q{LAWOZ?.

No, -
CCM/HC, dated Charsadda the Y112 2023

Pay OmCer

EC/FMeL2 Lo V2o
1/C Lab ""m"'“@ﬁ@?’
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OFFICE o 'IHI"
! RSADDA
TRICT POLICL OFFICER, CHA |
IZIPTONL# 091-9220400 FAX#091- 9220401
FMAIL chmmdd’ldpo@y,xhoo com

DiS:CIPI INARY AC [ION UNDER KPK POLICE RULES -1975 _
md Arif PSP, District Police Olficer Charsadda, as
: uu:lhomy .am ol the-opinion that Constable Amin -Shah ..
| con:;:clct‘;: 1:, rendered himself liable to: be proceeded against as he has
No Q& l

ior's within the meanmg of sectmn -
comitted the ‘following acts/om1ss .

02 (iii) of KPK Police Rules- 1975."

EGATIONS . : ‘ .
STATEM;NrTeogoit;ble Amin Shah No.1188, while posted at qudicial. e
COmpl . Charsadda, mvolved/cha.rged in case “FIR No. 901, datedl
17.08. 20‘23 u/s - 120/120-B/15- AA/34 "PPC PS Charsadda and” also -
remained’ absent from his lawful duty w.e from 16.03. 2023 till date without

any .leave or prior permission from. His senior officers. Alsence report _
recorded vide D.D No. 46 dated 16. 08. 2003 His act s hlghly objectlonable_ -

and also sugmanzed the force name. = . i
. . ‘4 - N

D

"Fh'ls amounts to- grave rmsconduu. on. hlb part, wa.t’r_anting
Departmcntal action agamst him. o

fr Ror the purpose scrutinizipg the Conduct of the salcl ofﬁcnl
Mi._f. ﬁﬁvm'.-md hain Df-? Saplintrel | s hereby
dcputcd to’ conduct proper departmental enquiry against the aforesald :
official, as contained in section -6 (I} (a).of the afore mentioned rules. The
enquiry officer after completmg all proceedings shall submit his verdict to
this office within (10} days. Constable Amin Shah No.1188, is directed to
TPPW before the enquiry officer on the date, time and placed fixed by the .
ater {enquiry officer) a Statt.mc.m of charge sheet 1s attdched‘ herewith. |

i
!

r

o , | (MUHRMMAD-ATIF)PSP
. T - DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER
No. {
omﬂ/”(‘ dated (,harsadda Lhc _; Qg/ggg CHARSADDA

(Enquiry Officér)




ey

o

_ OFFICE OF THE
DISTRICT POLICEE OFIICER, CHARSAp
PHONEH 091-9220400 FAXH#091-922040 ]
EMALL: charsaddadpo@yahoo.com
ARGE SHEET UNDER KIPK POLICE RULES 975

CHARC

| Muhammad Arif PSP, District Police Officer Charsadqs, as

w1 authority hereby charge you Constable Amin Shah No.118s, as
competent < . :

_follows. That you Constable Amin Shah No.1188, while posted at

. i d/charged in case FIR No, 901, d
Judicial Complex (:1};%1/5?23?8’;?;?:?;/;4 P'EC PS. Charsadda any ‘:;:2
17'0‘?'20231, ur/‘ts from your lawful duty w.e [rom 16.08.2023 till date without
mmu]med aO:e rior permission from your senior officers. Absence report
:l);rde:;iide ]ljj.D No. 46 dated 16.08.2023. Your act is highly objectionable
and also stigmatized the force name.

' This amounts to grave misconduct on your part, Wwarranting
Departmental action against you as defined in section-6(1} (a) of the KPK
Police Rules 1975. _ _

1. By reason of the above, you appear o be guilty of misconduct
under section 02(I1l) of the KPK Police Rules 1975 and has render
your sclf liable to all or any of the penalties as specified in section
04 (I) 2 & b of the said rules. _

2. You are therefore, directed to submir your written defense within

seven days of the receipt of this Charge Sheet to the Enquiry
Officer. "

3. Your written defense, if any
within the specified period,
that you have

. action shall fo]]

4, Intimate, whet}

should reach to the enquiry officer
in case of failure, it shall be presumed

o defense to Put-in and in that case an ex-parte
OW against you.

1€ you desired to pe heard in person.

(Mu
DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER -
CHARSADDA
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) - e T ey
ber Pakhtunkhwa Ofhee ol the ‘""'-J

Governunent ol Khy uk ¢
Sub-bDivisional Police Oflee

No, 6':” /S, dated Sardheri the 0 é- /|0 /20243, .

r Surdhen

District Police Officer,

Charsadda

DEPARTMENTAL_ENQUIRY AGAINST CONSTAB LE_AMIN_SIHIAIL
NO, 1188 MOSTED __;‘*\__._!_l_J_I_J_I(_)L_I._,_Q_ IMPLEX CHARSADDA
[ DISTRICT CUHARSADDA.

-

Subjeet: -

ALLEGATIONS:
The subject inquiry was referred to this office vide Endst: No.
1490-91 /HC, dated 25.08.2023 for proceeding under the law with respectl 1o
the charpes that Constable Amin Shabh  No. 1188 posted  al Judicial
Complex Charsadda, involved/charged in case FIR No. 901, dated 17.08.2023
u/s 120/120-13/15-AA/34 PPC PS Charsadda and also remained absent from
hi-“ law full duty w.c from 16.08.2023 till datc without any leave or prior
pérmission from his senior officers. Abscnce report recorded vide DD No. 46
dated 16.08.2023. His act is highly objectionable and also stigmatized the
force name. This amounts 1o grave misconduct on his part which warranting

deparumental action against him,

PROCEEDINGS: '
1. On 07.09.2023 thc MASI PS City was conlacted on PTCL to

provide information about the alleged ofiicial FC Amin Shah No. 1188. In
response the MASI PS City staled that as per report of on duty Mobile Officer
the alleged official is in sub-jail Charsadda.

2. Written Parwana was issuced to SHO PS City (Placc on file as
anncexure “A") 1o provide details regarding FIR No. 901 dated 17.08.2023 u/s
120/120-B/15-AA/34 PPC PS Charsadda, but no reply received 1o till dalte.

3 On 06.10.2023 the alleged official FC Amin Shah No. 1188 comes
w the office of the undersigned, heard in person, he provided his writlen
slzTcman (Place on file as annexure “B”) wherein he stated that he was posted
in PS City on genceral duty, the enmity of his cousins arc going on, both party
arc his cousins and enmity with cach others, so Lhey are close relatives and he
do not belong to any side duc to enmity, he was in his housc on the day of
incident, a case was register against him in the City Police Station vide FIR No.
901 dated 17.08.2023 u/fs 120/120-13/15-AA/34 PPC 'S Charsadda, afller the
mncidenl on next day he got BBA which was canceled and he was arrested and
closed to sub-jail Charsadda, he has ten 10 years scrvice and performed his
dlul}' with good manncrs, in his ten 10 years service he never been absent the
claims made against him are o : > alice ane . '
Famed. e have o conmcetions with anyonc o sy mopes nd have been
all the claims that have been made against him L: ; U: sm‘ic: and not awarc of
the facts. ife requesied 1.11;:; his dcpa”m“‘m'.l in. “T{ll.tn statement l')ElS't.‘{I 01
any action. mentat inquiry would be filed without
1. Q 997 10 .
High Ceurt iz:s}: f‘&ﬁgiis tnf\:]n]i;n ::h.:ll: No I‘Iéismm;_uri.(- bai from Peshawar
04.10.2023 he arrived at PS City (Place on Bl o C"). Vide DD No. 40 dated
ate Lovedat Bs City (Place on file as annexure “D") and DI No. 13
dated 04.10.2023 he arrived at Police 1 ¢ 1)) an

¢ arrived at Police Lines Charsadda (Place on file as

annexure “1”). |
Sl e o
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Wreinten Parwana (Plee on fle as nnn‘l-\u.lrul I ]'Im‘:t:n,:.l”lltllr::ml” i;}]

. | Complex Charsaddn (o submil ”“."_r writhe ”,.; N 0-13/15
fn-charge Judis tal tu FIN Noo @01, dated 17.08.2023 u/s 120712 . ..t
P ;\‘_‘-i-‘-”:'f::‘l::::l(]tf.'{ about wineh he verbally stated (thiad to approaelice

COUNeCTian
AN ; T e
Tadioras (I-m.m:i:-\‘l_nr Ih,l_L[L)r\lhll-l‘:t:;;:;:,:!.. weitten Prrwonnn (ace on Gle as
* . .I.I-]- H\;‘I-‘I”.”f‘f. r (|>~.: (.'i|\ was direcied (o provide their written
hesure TG L.I.H”‘l. ]‘.| e mentioned FUR, He provided his stiatenent
s{atement n conneehion “.I.I ].,'1 n \“. i he stated that 1940 Amin Shilt Noo 11585
e on ke as :1.1-1|1.:‘.~:]n;-;- [1| !]”\\}I,:lt:l'l\l 1;.”.; i,m.« (e ceport of Joved Khin ASI
\\,lm .IJ;;T:.“‘{jf t:}:ir‘:"u;}:-ITJHr{;:xn(| 1:L‘t.mh ;|hm.-|'ml't.l hirnsall from lnwiul duty vide 1219 N,
lli‘I\II:i:ll!l(-:-i‘[lﬁ (}8..?‘(}.?3. he was charged in above quoted FIR anel HllH[}('l'l.(I(]:lL‘hT\;
Hie hebs ups vide OB Noo 1128 dated, he was arrested qandd c:l(m‘t:‘t.l ’111 st; " ‘III;I')
L'h(JI'H.'jt.dd:l. after bail from Peshawar High Court Peshawar e arrival vide 1.
N0 A0 dated 04,110,203 and closed to Police Lines Charsadda vide DD No. 11
dated 04,.10.202.3, . -
T Written Parwana (Place on file as annexure “I"} issued to (,I'C) s
City to submit their written statement in conncection with above mentionod
IR, ST Noor Al Khan the then QI PS City provided his writien statement {Place
en e as annexure “J7) wherein he stated thal accused Wagar s/0 Noor-ul
st /o Tiwarn Taro Jaba was arresled  inside  the Judicial Cumpl(.:x
Charsadda being imterrogated he said that it had been agreed with him wo kill
Hhe accused Wahid ewe for 25 lack rupees, his target to kill Wahid cle, all lhc§c‘
circumstances have bheen described by the gccused Waqar himsell which is
written in the FIR. He harther stated that the accused Shair Ullah brought the
pistol 1o Judicial Complex and Amin Shah s/o Shahi Guy| r/o Prao Nisatia teok
the pistol inside the Judicial Complex Charsadda and referred him there o
sccised Wagar, Loth the accused Shair Ullah and Wagar recorded their
Maement under section 161 CrPC that Amin Shah referred the pistol (o
accused Waqgar inside (he Judicial Complex, and accused Amin Shah also
recorded his written stalement under section 16] CrC that he
the pistol w accused Waqar inside the Judicial Complex.
FORCLUSION AND RECOMMENDATIONS:;

After conducting proper enquiry into the matter, the undersignaod
reached 1o the conclusion that Constable Amin Shah No. 1188 wis ¢l
Cane FIR O No. 901, dated 17.08.2023 u/s 120/12()-1'3/153-~/\f\/34
Charsadda e wag suspended and closed (o Police |

has relerroed

nraed in
PRCpPY
4Anes, he got miade bail
Wt Poeshaway e case is under trail in the Cagr, s
shsence period woe from 16.08.2023 tq 03.10.2023, (Lotal=
member of (he discipline force his invnivt:n'wnl/chzu'gt: in
ohicctionable, which carns bad name for (he
absence from his law iyl duty,

from Peshawar Hiigh Co
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{f N FINAL SHOW CAUSE NOTICE

Whereas, the charge of negligence & Absence was referred to enquiry officer
for General Police Proccedings, contained u/s 5(3) Police Rules 1973.
AND
Whereas, the enquiry officer has submitted his findings, recommending you
for Major Punishment.
AND
1. Whereas, | am satisfied with the recommendation of the enquiry officer
that jou Constable Amin Shah No. 1188, while posted at Judicial Complex
Charsadda, Involved/charged in case FIR No. 901, dated 17.08.2023 u/s 120/120-
B/15-AA/34 PPC PS Charsadda and also remained absent from your lawful duty
w.e from 16.08.2023 to 03.10.2023 (49-days) without any leave or prior permission
from your senior officers. Absence report recorded vide D.D No. 46 dated
16.08.2023. Your act is highly objectionable and also earns bad name for the force
and also shows your inefficiency and lack of interest in the performance of your
official duties.
2. Thus the act amounts to gross misconduct and renders you liable for
punishment, under Police Rules 1975,

3. Therefore, I, Nazir Khan, District Police Officer, Charsadda in exercise of the
. powers vested in me under rules 5(3) {a) (b) of Police Rules 1975, call upon you to
explajri as to why the proposed punishment may not be awarded to you.

4. Your reply should reach the undersigned within 07-days of receipt of this notice,
failing which disciplinary action pertaining to your dismissal from service will be
taken ex-parte.

S. You are at liberty to appear in person before the undersigned for personal
hearing.

(NAZIR KHAN) PSP

0 DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER
CHARSADDA
No.__2093 /Hc
Dated 09[ {/ /2023
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ORDER.

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

Constable Ameen Shah No- 1188 of Charsadda District Police against the order of

the then District Police Officer, Charsadda, whereby he was awardeg major
s ismiss
pumshlmenl;' ;;:eeded against departmentally on the allegations that he while
app'e'llcmlt \:om;e station Charsadda, Involved/charged in case vide FIR No. 904,
z:::dﬁa.o&zoza uis 120/120-B/15-AA/34 PPC Police Station, Charsadda and also
absent:e d himself from his lawful duty with effect from 16..08.2023 to 03.10.2023 (49-
days) without any le_ave or prior permission from his senior officers. Absence report

was recorded vide daily diary No. 46 dated 16.08.2023.
Proper departmental enquiry proceedings were initiated against him,

al from service vide OB: No. 1542 dated 06.12.2023 The

_ He was issued Charge Sheet alongwith Statement of Aliegations and the then Sub

Divisional Police Officer (SDPQ) Sard'heri, Charsadda was nominated as Enquiry
Officer. But after his posting as Acting Superintendent Police, Investigation,
Charsadda the instant enquiry was entrusted to Deputy Superintendent of Police,
Headquarters, Charsadda (with the additional charge of Sardheri Circle). The
Enquiry Officer after fulfilling codal formalities, submitted his findings wherein he

. recommended the delinquent Officer for major punishment upon his 49 days

absence from duty and confession of his guilt as evident from the statement of

Investigation Officer of the case Sub Inspector Noor Ali Khan which was ptaced on
enquiry file.

He was issued Final Show Cause Notice to which his reply was
received and found unsatisfactory,

On 05.12.2023, the delinquent Officer was summoned for orderly room
and was heard Personally in detail, but he failed to satisfy the then District Police

Officer, Charsadga. After perusal of the enquiry papers & recommendation of the

enquiry officer ang hearing him in person, he was awarded major PU“iShme“t. of

dismi ica with | '
'Ssal from service with Immediate effect and his absence period i.e 49-days is

also treateq ag without pay.
Charsagq Feeling aggrieveq from Ihe order of the then District Potice Officer,
a, t
I person - ;‘9 appellant Preferred the instant appeat. He was summoned and heard
"derly Room heig in this office on 24.01.2024.

2 %
4. . e
\L\.. ‘_“,; C{fx_lif«m.ﬁer'
N -

i

of oh'ce, Legal
Charsaddag
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_From the perusa! of the enquiry file and service record of the appellant,
it has been Ifound that aliegations leveled against the appellant have been proveqd
beyond any shadow of doubt. Moreover, the mvolvement of appellant in this heinous
criminal case is clearly a stigma on his conduct. Hence, the retention of appellant |n

t will stigmatize the prestige of entire Police Force ag instead of
Police Depanme"h ) hm'lse'f indulged in-crimina! activities. He could not present any
_ ﬂghtt:? ;’;‘;‘:{TC;Z:‘O warrant mterference in the order passed by the competent
coge
et Keeping in view the above, |, Muhammad Suleman, PSP Regional
Police Ofrcer Mardan, being the appeliate authority, find no substance in the

appeal therefore the same is rejected and filed, belng devoid of meri
Order Anpounced.

(MUHAMMAD #) EMAN) PSP
Regional

Police\Officer,
N_o.38 [‘ {ES, Dated Mardan the /q / .2 %

:'2024
Copy forwarded to District Police Officer, Charsadd

fcgr information and

necessary wir to his office Memo: No. 4281/EC dated 29.12.2023. His service record
is returned herewith.

(*****)
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BN J # OFFICE OF THE i
x’ & INSPECT OR GENERAL OF POLICL
e e KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
i Central Police Office, Peshawar,

No. SO __'[ ) a 124, duteyl l'q.slmwar the ) D, 4

Ry —

s B =
L T L LA _“ -'!

To: the  Regional Police Officer, Ny S
or Mardan. eyt kg ”i&_l.t:‘i. !‘—‘ '
- T Peses BF - |
Suhject: REVISION PETITION, Tt OB oNTAY
I\1\:I“]“: .. .._ .. . _....;.:: qA‘f.b" ﬁ"& ‘f

The Competent Authority has examined and filed the revision: -petition- submmcd

by Ex-Constablc Ameen Shah No. 1188 of district Charsadda, against the punishment of

B ///W) f’;n(‘ﬁ({‘(“ ' A

R

dismissed from service awarded by DPO Charsadda vide OB No. 1542, dated 06.12.2023 being

time barred.

‘The applicant may pleasc be informed accordingly. o
T4 7Y
(AFSAR JAN)
Registrar
For Inspector General of Palice,
i . . Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar

lﬁ)\j} ) //. -({Er.u‘ _
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GOVERNMENT OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
OFFICE OF THE DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER CHARSADDA
PHONE# 091/9220400 FAX# 091-9220401

EMAIL: charsaddadpofyahoo.com

AUTHORITY IN SERVICE APPEAL No.1201/2024 TITLED AMIN SHAH
(EX-CONSTABLE) VS PPO & OTHERS.

Mr. ljaz Hussain, Decputy Superintendent of Police, Legal Charsadda, is
hereby authorized to appear before the Honorable Service Tribunal,
Peshawar in the above captioned Service Appeal on behalf of answering
respondents. He is also authorized to submit all required documents and
replies etc as repi‘esentative of the answering respondents through the
Additional Advocate General, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar,

Distfict Police Officer,
Charsadda

(Respondent No.3)
Incumbent

‘\WZ )
(Najeeb-ur-Rehman Bugvi) PSP
Regional Police Officer,

Mardan.
(Respondent No.2)

>
)

For Inspector .CIIW
_Khyber Pakhtlinkhw@ Peshawar
(Respondent No. 1)

( X
1 (Dr. Muhammad Akhtar Abbas) PSP
! T Incumbant

—

o o e




BEFORE THE HONOURABLE KPK SERVICES TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

S'.e_rvice A’ppeal No. 1201/2024

Amin Shah (Ex-Constable No.1188 District Police Charsadda) )
' . _ “ . © evnenssrenes Appellant
VERSUS

| PPO/KPK & others cotsencncecsserose Respondents :

'AFFIDAVIT

I, Masood Ahmed, District Police. Officer, Charsadda, do hereby
solemnly affirm and declére on Oath that contents of the parawise comments
are true and nothing has been concealed from this Hon’ble Tribunal.

It is further stated on oath thdt in th1s appeal ‘the answermg
respondents have neither been placed ex-parte nor their defense has been"

btruck off,

(Masood Ahmed) PSP

District Police Officer,
Charsadda _
(Respondent No.3)




