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SA 1072/2022

ill20"’ Mar. 2024 01. Mr. Taimur All Khan, Advocate for the appellant

present.. Mr. Asif M.asood A.I.i Shah, [deputy District Attorney

for the respondents present. Arguments heard and record

perused.

Vide our detailed judgment consisting of 06 pages, in02.

connected service appeal No. J 092/2022, titled “Zar T-Chan

Versus the Provincial Police Ofncer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,

Peshawar and others”, appellant is reinstated into service.'for

the purpose of denovo inquiry, 'fhe respondents are directed to

conduct denovo inquiry strictly under the rules by providing

fair opportunity of defence and cross examination to the

appellant, d'he issue of back benefits is subject to the outcome

of denovo inquiry. Cost shall follow the event. Consign.

Pronounced in open court in Peshawar and given under 

our hands and seal of the Tribunal on this 2(f^ day of March,

03.

^ 0
2024.

nVI"
(I'ARilHriA PAUL)

Mc'ihber (1/)
(RASfllDA BANO) 

Member(.])

Subhan
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On account of 12^*' Rabi Awal (Eid Milad-un-Nabi) as : 

public holiday, the case is adjourned to 17.01.2024 before D.Bt^ 

Office is directed to notify next on notice board as well website ■

29.09.2023

i

ANNEi:&®f Tribunal. 
KRST 

Pes a ;

(RashidA Bano) 
Member (J)

(Muhammad Akbar Khan) 
Member (E) ' t

■ '5

. i•KaleeinUllali \ 'An

r.

Learned counsel for the appellant present. 

Mr. Muhammad Fayaz, Head Constable alongwith Mr. As^d 

Ali IClian, Assistant Advocate General for the respondenls

17.01.2024

'•5present.

On 13.06.2023, the above named representative of the

respondents was present before the court and directions were
V

issued for submission of complete inquiry record but the

same has not been submitted till now, therefore, salary ?6f

Muhammad Fayaz, Fleau Constable No. 708 is attached riill

further order. Registrar of this Tribunal shall send copy of
'1

this order to District Accounts Officer Nowshera for
I;• i

compliance. Representative of the respondents is directed to

produce complete inquiry record on the next date and to
f.

come up for arguments on 20.03.2024 before the D.B. Parcdia
:

Peshi given Ifo the parties.
II

/

(Salan-ud-Din) 
Member (J)”

(Muhammad Akbar Khan) 
Member (E)

Amin*'

:
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f
Mr. Fazal Shah,17''^ April, 2023 1. Appellant in person present.

Mohmand, Addl: AG for the respondents present.

2. Appellant seeks adjournment. Last chance is given to 

the appellant. To come up for arguments on 13.06.2023 

before D.B. P.P given to the parties.

(Kalim Arshad Khan) 
Chairman

(FareenaT^l) 
Member (E)^ 0

\

^AdnanShah. P.A*

Learned counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Muhammad 

Fayaz, Head Constable alongwith Mr. Asad Ali Khan, Assistant 

Advocate General for the respondents present.

The availability of complete inquiry record before the

Tribunal is necessary for just and right decision of the ca§e,
•> *1

• f *
however the same has not been submitted by eithe^' party.

A'
Representative of the respondents is directed to produce complete 

inquiry record on the next date and to come up for arguments on 

29.09.2023 befo/e the D.B. Parcha Peshi given to the parties.

13.06.2023

\ ;

. \

O

V (Salah-Tid-Din) 
; ' ^ \ Member (J)

(Muhammad Akbar Khan) 
Member (E) '

*Naeem Amin*

■AI- ,



ai ¥10.10.2022 Counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Kabir Ullah 

Khattak, Additional Advocate General for respondents present.

Reply on behalf of respondents not submitted. Learned 

Additional Advocate General seeks further time for submission of 

written reply. To come up for written reply/comments on 

16.11.2022 before S.B.

(FareehVPaul) . 
Member (E)

Clerk of learned counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Kabirullah 

Khattak, Additional Advocate General alongwith Mr. Fayyaz H.C for 

the respondents present and submitted reply/comments which are placed 

on file. Copy of the same handed over to clerk of learned counsel for the 

appellant. To come up for rejoinder, if any, and arguments on

16.1 1.2022

0 •V,,y:*

^ . 10.01.2023 before D.B.

(Mian Muhammad)
Member (E)

n
G>\--

r
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Counsel for the appellant present and heard.

The appeal is within time which is admitted to full

hearing. The appellant is directed to deposit security and 

fee within 10 days. Out district respondents be
of which be

process
summoned through TCS, the expenses 

deposited by the appellant within three days, while the local 

respondents be summoned through process serving agency

(antOeposAso

of the learned Senior Civil Judge, Peshawar. To come up for

written reply/comments on 01.09.2022 before the S.R

Chairman

Learned counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Muhammad 

Adeel Butt, Additional Advocate General alongwith Mr. Fayyaz Ali, 

H.C for the respondents present.

01.09.2022

Reply/comments on behalf of respondents not submitted. 
Representative of the respondents requested for time to submit 
reply/comments. Adjourned. To come up repl^/c^mments on 

10.10.2022 before S.B.

KPST 
Res §1 a war (Mian Muhammad) 

Member (E)
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FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Court of

Case No. 1072/2022

S.No'. Date of order 
proceedings

Order or other proceedings with signature of judge

\
.1 2 3

The appeal of Mr. Murad Ali presented today by, .Mr. Taimur Ali
T ■■

Khan Advocate may be entered in the Institution .Register,arid-put up?to the 

Worthy Chairman for proper order please.

29/06/2022

REGISTRAR •

This case is entrusted to Single Bench at Peshawar for preliminary 

hearing to be put there on i>~ '7*'^ 

and his counsel for the date fixed.

2-

.Notices be issued to appellant

CHAIRMAN

• i

P .
-
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL
PESHAWAR

SERVICE APPEAL NO.

t

Police Deptt:Murad Ali V/S

?•

KRSTjr-

INDEX

S. No. Documents Annexure P. No.
Memo of appeal01.. 01-05

02. Affidavit 06
03. Copies of suspension order dated 

09.11.2020, charge sheet along with 
statement of allegations and reply to 
charge sheet 

07-10
A,B&C

Copy of inquiry report04. D 11
Copies of show cause notice and reply 
to show cause notice

05. E&F 12-13

Copy of order dated 30.12.202006. G 14
Copies of departmental appeal, show 
cause, reply to show cause, order 
dated 02.08.2021, revision and order 
dated 02.06.2022

07. H,I,J,K,L&M 15-21
i

08. Vakalat Nama 22

APPELLA
i
5

THROUGH:
i

(TAIMDRALI KHAN) 
ADVOCATE HIGH COURT

Cell No. 03339390916

-I

L.
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL<

PESHAWAR

SERVICE APPEAL NO. /o7^ /2022 FaWlittikhw»
S>.> rvituiual

5iZDliiry

Murad Ali Ex-FC No. 1188, 
Police Lines Nowshera.

(APPELLANT)

VERSUS

1. The Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

2. The Regional Police Officer, Mardan Region Mardan.

3. The District Police Officer, Nowshera.

(RESPONDENTS)

APPEAL UNDER SECTION- 4 OF THE KHYBER 

PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNALS ACT, 1974 

AGAINST THE ORDER DATED 02.06.2022, WHEREBY THE 

REVISION OF APPELLANT WAS REJECTED, AGAINST THE 

ORDER DATED 02.08.2021, WHEREBY THE MAJOR 

PUNISHMENT OF REDUCTION IN PAY BY TWO STAGES 

FOR A PERIOD OF 02 YEARS WAS CONVERTED INTO 

DISMISSAL FROM SERVICE ON THE DEPARTMENTAL 

APPEAL OF THE APPELLANT AND AGAINST THE ORDER 

DATED 31.012.2020, WHEREBY THE MAJOR PUNISHMENT 

OF REDUCTION IN PAY BY TWO STAGES FOR A PERIOD 

OF 02 YEARS WAS IMPOSED UPON THE APPELLANT AND 

REINSTATED HIM INTO SERVICE.____^

PRAYER;
THAT THE ACCEPTANCE OF THIS APPEAL, THE ORDER 

DATED 02.06.2022 AND 02.08.2021 MAY KINDLY BE SET 

ASIDE AND THE ORDER DATED 30.12.2020 MAY ALSO BE
SET ASIDE TO THE EXTENT OF PUNISHMENT OF 

REDUCTION,IN PAY BY TWO STAGES FOR A PERIOD OF 

02 YEARS AND THE APPELLANT MAY BE REINSTATED

\
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V INTO HIS SERVICE WITH ALL BACK AND 

CONSEQUENTIAL BENEFITS. ANY OTHER REMEDY 

WHICH THIS AUGUST TRIBUNAL DEEMS FIT AND 

APPROPRIATE THAT MAY ALSO BE AWARDED IN 

FAVOUR OF APPELLANT.

RESPECTFULLY SHEWTH:
FACTS:

1. That the appellant has appointed in the respondent department in the 

year 2014 and was performing his duty with great devotion and 

honesty, whatsoever, assigned to him and no complaint has been filed 

against him regarding his performance.

2. That the A-1 examination was conducted by ETEA authority on 

01.11.2020 in District Charsadda and the appellant went with his 

friend namely Constable Abbas Akhtar as he was going to give A-1 

exam. The appellant during examination was waiting outside the 

examination Centre for his friend Abbas Akhtar and after some time 

some constables who were the candidates of A-1 exam took out their 

papers to solve the paper with the help of their colleagues and when 

the examiner came out form the Centre, the people were escaped from 

the place, however, the appellant along with other some other people 

did not leave the spot and the examiners took the appellant along with 

some other people to the examination Centre. Abbas Akhtar also told 

the examiner that he came with him only for the purpose of company, 
but despite that the officials concerned took the appellant along with 

other people to the PS City Charsadda and the concerned DSP, SHO 

after proper investigation of the incident left the appellant along with 

other people as they were innocent.

3. That on the basis of above incident, the appellant was suspended from 

service vide order dated 09.11.2020 and charge sheet along with the 

statement of allegations were issued to the appellant in which the 

allegations of appeared unlawfully in A-1 examination held by ETEA 

authority on 01.11.2020 by impersonating himself as constable Abbas 

Akhtar No 1199 was leveled against the appellant, which was properly 

replied by the appellant in which he denied the allegations and gave 

the real facts about the issue. (Copies of suspension order dated 

09.11.2020, charge sheet along with statement of allegations and 

reply to charge sheet are attached as Annexure-A,B4&C)

4. That inquiry was conducted against the appellant which was not 
according to the prescribed procedure as neither statements were

I



recorded in the presence of the appellant nor gave him opportunity of 

cross examination. The inquiry officer did not conduct regular inquiry 

in order to dig out the reality about the issue by observing the reply to 

the charge sheet of the appellant, but despite that the inquiry officer 

found the appellant guilty. (Copy of inquiry is attached as 

Annexure-D)

5. That show cause notice was issued to the appellant which was replied 

by the appellant in which he again denied the allegations and gave the 

real facts about the matter. (Copies of show cause notice and reply 

to show cause notice are attached as Annexure-E&F)

6. That on the basis of above baseless allegations major punishment of 

reduction in pay by two stages for the period of two years has 

imposed upon the appellant and also reinstated him in service vide 

order dated 30.12.2020. (Copy of order dated 30.12.2020 is 

attached as Annexure-G)

7. That the appellant filed departmental appeal on 03.05.2021 against 
the punishment of reduction in pay by two stages for a period of 02 

years on which respondent No.2 issued show cause notice to the 

appellant which was replied by the appellant in which he again denied 

the allegations and requested to set aside the punishment imposed by 

respondent No.3, but respondent No.2 converted the major 

punishment of reduction in pay by two stages for a period of 02 years 

into dismissal from service on the departmental appeal of the 

appellant vide order dated 02.08.2021 without providing opportunity 

of personal to the appellant. The appellant then filed revision on 

27.08.2021, which was rejected vide order dated 02.06.2022 for no 

good grounds. (Copies of departmental appeal, show cause, reply 

to show cause, order dated 02.08.2021, revision and order dated 

02.06.2022 are attached as Annexure-H,I,J,K,L&M)

8. That the appellant has no other remedy except to file the instant 
service appeal in this Honourable Tribunal on the following grounds 

amongst others.

GROUNDS:
A. That the impugned orders dated 02.06.2022, 02.08.2021 and order 

dated 30.12.2020 to the extent of punishment of reduction in pay by 

two stages for a period of 02 years are against the law, facts, norms of 

justice and material on record, therefore, not tenable and the orders 

dated 02.06.2022 and 02.08.2021 are liable to be set aside and the
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order dated 30.12.2020 is also liable to be set aside to the extent of 

punishment of reduction in pay by two stages for a period of 02 years.
7.

B. That inquiry conducted against the appellant was not according to the 

prescribed procedure as neither statements were recorded in the 

presence of the appellant nor gave him opportunity of cross 

examination, which is violation of law and rules and as such the 

orders dated 02.06.2022 and 02.08.2021 are liable to be set aside and 

the order dated 30.12.2020 is also liable to be set aside to the extent of 

punishment of reduction in pay by two stages for a period of 02 years 

on this ground alone.

C. That no opportunity of defence was provided to the appellant during 

inquiry proceeding, which is violation of Article-lOA of the 

Constitution of Pakistan.

D. That the inquiry office did not conduct regular inquiry in order to dig 

out the realty about the matter by observing the reply to the charge 

sheet, which is violation of law and rules.

E. That inquiry officer also mentioned in his inquiry report that 
information from some other sources was gathered with specification 

of source of that information which means that the appellant has been 

punished on the presumption basis and without conducting regular 

inquiry, which is not permissible under the law.

F. That the friend of the appellant namely Constable Abbas Akhtar has 

A-1 examination in District Charsadda and the appellant went with 

him just to company him and during examination, the appellant was 

waiting outside the examination Centre for his friend Abbas Akhtar 

and after some time some constables who were the candidates of A-l 
exam took out their papers to solve the paper with the help of their 

colleagues and when the examiner came out form the Centre, the 

people were escaped from the place, however, the appellant along 

with other some other people did not leave the spot and the examiners 

took the appellant along with some other people to the examination 

Centre. Abbas Aklatar also told the examiner that he came with him 

only for the purpose of company, but despite that the officials 

concerned took the appellant along with other people to the PS City 

Charsadda and the concerned DSP, SHO after proper investigation of 

the incident left the appellant along with other people as they were



{f innocent, which means that the appellant has been punished for no 

fault on his part.

G. That respondent No.2 enhanced the punishment of reduction in pay by 

two stages for a period of 02 years to dismissal from from service on 

the departmental appeal of the appellant without providing 

opportunity of personal hearing which is violation of law and. rules.

H. That respondent No.3 imposed the penalty of reduction in pay by two 

stages for a period of 02 years, which was enhanced to dismissal from 

service by respondent No.2, which is too harsh and was passed 

without observing codal formalities and such liable to be set aside.

I. That the appellant has been condemned unheard and has not been 

treated according to law and rules.

J. That the appellant seeks permission of this Honourable Tribunal to 

advance others grounds and proofs at the time of hearing.

It is, therefore most humbly prayed that the appeal of the 

appellant may be accepted as prayed for.

AWE 

Murad Ali >
THROUGH:

(TAIMUR ALI KHAN) 

ADVOCATE HIGH COURT

CERTIFICATE:
It is certified that no other similar service appeal between the 

been filed earlier.
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL

PESHAWAR

SERVICE APPEAL NO. /2022

Murad Ali V/S Police Deptt:

AFFIDAVIT

I, Murad Ali Ex-FC No.11188, Police Lines Nowshera (Appellant) do 

hereby affirm and declare that the contents of this service appeal armruit and 

correct and nothing has been concealed from this august G^ortx l

Murad Ali 
(APPELLANT) 

CMC: 17201-1812582-1 

Cell# 03169690092
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OFFICE OF THE 
district police OFFI^R, 

NpWSHERA
Tel No, 0923*9220102 S'Fax No. 0923«S220103 

email dpo.nowsharakpkl^Tahoo.com K1

ORDER I

i
Following Constables are hereby, placed Onder sus^nsion'^and dosed to. 

PoUee Lines. Nowshem wrth immediate effect

V Murad An No 1188 (on 160 days jprig l^o from PoIteeJJnes).
2. ZarKhan No 53 of 9uaTd NADRA‘©ffice'NovrthBfa C.aritt
3. Sohail No 419 Reader ASP Canll.
4 Abbas Akmor No 1199 of B»te Force: r

fJ Charge sheets & sWerneni al allegallpns will be-issued egainitt there

seoya^, 
oawbL&’./^S^ 

Datrel':^ (fM
Oilitrft »»He*d»ne«r,* 

h sifvstieni

O
C4am /2D20

i9

Na 2^Swf-SSlPfli. dated Nowshera. the ///■ ■ -^020.

Copy for mformation and necessary deWoh to the:
I

Sgl, Deputy Commandant. Elite Force. Khyfier PakhWnWwa. Peshawar.
^1. ’ "ASP Canrt Nowshera 

OSP HQr. Nowshera. 
fM. Pay Officer '■
Sn. Eainblishment Cleric

A

:
•,If .

k

OHO 

7. FMC.
'«•isfl }

f

1

1
'(

4t

I*

4 •
.

I ■
• • * f * ys

t "ft■n :V ^
'■^xu :

Scanned with CamScanner
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DISGiPLINARY ACTION:
# <

I Capt: (R^ Naimul Hashain Liaauat PSP. District Policy Officer, Nowshera 

nipetent -authority am of the opinion that PC flflurad Ali No. 1188_has rendered himself liable to 

‘bceeded’against as he committed the.following acts / omissions within the meaning of Police

■ -

. Wi 
■1

•i*'.

]

IS
f .

STATEMENT OF ALLEGATIONS
9

Whprfias FC Murad Ali No. 1188 (on 160 days earned jeave from Lines 

shera), noW under suspension, appeared unlawfully in A-1 Examination held by ETEA authority 

1:'.11';2020; by impersonating himself as Constable Abbas Akhtar No. 1199 of-Platoon No. ,Elite 

;e, (actual;candidate), which amounts tp'grave misconduct on his part and tendered Kim,liable for 

■^|rpeht',urider Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules, 1975.

.• r-'.

For the purpose of scrutinizing the concjuct of the said accused official with
js hereby nominated asrehoe to above allegations <^0^

Tuiry Officer.
r'

{

The Enquiry Officer shall in accordance with the provisior) of Police Rules
^ * ''C'

5pp?oyldeTeasonable opportunity of hearing to the defaulter official, record his- findings and 

<e‘immediate recommendations as to punish or other appiopriate action against the"defaulter

I

f

f
. FC iVlurad Ali No. 1188 is dir.ected to appear before the Enquiry Officer on the 

e. time' and place fixed by the Enquiry Officer.
r

\\ O
awN

ice Officer,Distri% '
: Nowshera'A P

/PA 1>, 0

tedTC^v^h /2020.

!

;
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divisional POLI(® OFFICE'
CANTTCIRCLE

Td; 0923-9220108, E-Malh sdponsrcantt@gmail.com

/ST, Dated; jlQlQ.

SUB-
i
11.tA. mNo. u

The Worthy District Police Officer, 
Nowshera.

mqtari.E Ay.
hiect- nigriPl.lNARY

Nn 11 «8 POl If.F. UMF'^MttWSHERAi

office Diary No. 182/PA, dated 09.;L1.2020.3ino:
Kindly refer to your

iM]V|ARY of ALLEGATIONSi

C.»s«ble Mufad All NdnSa, A-1
dice lines Nowshera] now nnaer suspeosi P ^
iahjhatijpheldby ETEAj (ac,„al cancii<iate).The

from
ilif:

3

ROBING: nrnrppdines were initiated and the 
in this connection f ^ ^Lrge sheet upon him. He

iefaulter official was wherein he did nol.confes_s_^his^guilt
luhmitted his reply to the charge ,she as'.he.was waiting
JtfWNo. U88 fortb^aded be wen. with

fnend FC Abbas Akhtar in order to accompany him._

f

m(

his
rnNCLUSlOi^

Sr,irn^“r'T:p^ona.,nsl..nwel.»-A^^^^^^
ri^'^^Xd^coiwialde impersonated hlmse,.. Similarly
information from other sources was gathered as well. 

ppfniv^MKNDATlQN:
Hence,

was

the charges leveled against him^nthe charge sheet have 

relevant rules and law, if so agreed please.

t'
e Officer, 

owshera.
SuS^Divisiona^ 

Cantt circ^l
Q

mailto:sdponsrcantt@gmail.com
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FIMAL SHOW CAUSE NOTICE .
V

steno DSP 

A-1 Examination
Aii No. 1188, while ppsted as

leave, appeared unlav^rfully
rsonating yourself as Consfable Abbas Akhtar

FC MuradWhereas, you
160 days earned 

01.11.2020, by irnpe
IfsTvNowshera now on 

;ld'by €TEA authority 

x 1199 of Elite Force (actual candidate).
on

suspended and:.prbceeded against 

fulfillment of legal formalities
have been

were
Mowshera who after 

wherein the allegations leveled against you

On account of which you 

epartmentally through ASP Gantt
ubmitted his report to undersigned,

d and recommended yoU for awarding punishment.

.t 'f
T

rove

is proposed to impose .Major / Mirigr penary including 

Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules 1975.
Therefore, it is 

femissalMvisaged under Rules ^(b) of the Khyber

<■

Menc- ' Capt: (m Najmul Husnain Liaquat,^ PSP District Police 

d punishment should not beawarded to you.

•s

d J

* .

Khyber 

proposec

within 07 da^ys; of the receipt of this 

defense to offer.

r',

Your reply shall reach this office 

failing which, it will be presumed that you have

at liberty to appear for personal hearing before the undersigned

no
notice,

You are

■ f

District Pdlice Officer, 
Nowshera

i•1 ji/PANo._^
Hatfid . !;.> 7 ,^1/2020.
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POLICE DEPAR'TMENT

•. DISTRICT NQWanERA

ORDER.■r. f.
\1 •

; This order will dispose of the V x'

cfSpartmentai 
sgainst Constable Murad Aii No

enquiry iiiitiatec! i.indo'- ff-lnvoc-?'' ■' 

eo'nud Mavr; 

by ETEA auiiioritv’ or:

. norce .(qqti.idl

Pakhtunkhwa^ Police Rules-1975
t ; 1'88, (on '160 days

appeared unlawfully iniA-1 Examination heldirom Police Lines, Nowshera)

01.11.2020, by .im,personating himself8 • as Constable Abbas Akhtar No.. 1199 of Elire F
i candidate).■i

• :?
t

* V

On account of wTnch, fis was suspended, closed.to Police-Lines and proceeded 

submitted
wherein the allegations leveled 

awarding suitable punishment

against departmental,y through ASP Cam, Nowshera, who after fulfillment of leoal formalities 

his report to undersigned vide his office No, 76/St: dated 21,12.2020 

against him have been proved.and recommended him for

■ He was served with Final Show Cause 
which was perused by the undersigned, and found

Notice, to which, he submitted h,s reply
: F -A unsatisfactory

::a

pa) oy two stages for a period of 02 years and reinstated i '

of powers vestep m mei.under Khyber Pakhtonkhwa Police Ruies-1975 

OB No. A.?,dA'

Dated .,^r> 7/.i5 /onon

uce

ion tn

,n service with immediate effect iin exerci.r.e .

—p
\

11 \
/ •

i •*
District Police Officer 

Nows he'-?
7*

No. _/PA, dated Nowsliera, the / / ; ,''2020
Copy forinformlation and necessdryactio^lthe:

DSP HOrs: Nov/sticra. . j

Pay Officer.

Establishment Cle."k. '

V

1.
7

2.

3.

' OHC.

5. FMC with

• - •,!-

enquiry papers (12 pages).
6, Official concerned.

4'tf -'m
■•'a
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khw.
REGIONAL POLICE OFFICER

wardan

•f*r

No. 3 ISJ fBS. dated. Mardan Region the - Jim
SHOW CAUSE NOTICE

Whereas, you Constable Murad All N0.II8B. Nowshoro while on leave for 150 

days appeared unlawfully in A-1 examination held by ETEA on 01-11-2020. by impersonating 

yourself as Constable Abbas Akhtar No 1199/Elite Force. On account of the aforementioned 

allegations proper deparlmental enquiry/proceedings were initiated against you and on 

conclusion of the same, the District Police Officer, Nowshera awarded you major punishment of 

reduction in pay by two stage vide O.B No, 1286, dated 30,12.2020 Feeling aggrieved, you filed 

a departmental appeal and during personal hearing it transpired that the order of punishment 

does not commensurate with the gravity of your misconduct, rather you deserve not to be 

retained in the force because of the unbecoming of an officer.

Therefore, it is proposed that why your punishment shall not be enhanced as 

envisaged under Rule 11. Sub Rule 4 Clause (d) of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules. 1975 
as amended 2014.

Hence. I, Yaseen Farooq, PSP Regional Police Officer, Mardan In the exercise 

of the power vested under Rule 11. Sub Rule 4 Clause (d) of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police 

Rules. 1975 as amended 2014 call upon you to Show Cause as to why not impose upon you the 

enhance punishment of dismissal/removal of service provided in the above-mentioned rules.

Your reply shall reach this office within 07 days of receipt of the Notice, failing 

which it will be presumed that you have no explanation to offer.

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

(YASEEN FAROQTPSP, 
Regional Police Officer. 

Mardan.
Constable Murad All No.53 
nistrict Nowshera

CC.

The District Police Officer. Nowshera.

. ______



f

i

V
i^espected sir,

With reference to the Show Cause Notice No. 3150/ES, datc^d 

18.06/2021, it is submitted that I had been awarded major punishment of 
reduction in pay by two stages by DPO Nowshera vide 08 No. 1286, dated 

30.12.2020.

Respected sir, 1 had already been awarded a major punishment after 

proper departmental enquiry, I already been through a lot of embarrassment and 

I am really ashamed of whatever I have done. I apologize for this act and feel 
regret from the depth of my heart.

Besides, I am being the sole bread winner of my family, the 

punishment awarded to me greatly affected me financially. It is humbly requested 

that! may kindly be given a single chance. I am assured/promtsed that I will never 

ever give chance of any misconduct to my superior in future and will perform my 

duties efficiently and honestly.

Keeping in view the above submission, it is requested that the instant 
Show Cause Notice may kindly be filed and set aside the punishment awarded to 

me by DPO Nowshera. ^ ^ \

Constable Murad Ali No. 1188 Police Lines, Nowshera 

Cell No. 0312-5801433
0 4'



i;::

departmental appeal rreferted-T.y 

District Police agairis!

““iedld a"a»™l aepadnaenlalh, on m. "»»=«'“'‘’= '*”•

*,0 earned leave, derins « •=« !»=■«.
01.11.2020, by impersonating

O B-D Ei ■
order :will dispose-off theThis

■ constable Murad All No. 1188 of Nowshera 

District Police Officer

A-1 ExS'minalior:was in
himself as e;r,nr:<,iole

held by ETEA authority on
; Abbas AKhtar No. 1199 of Elite Force (actual cand.date).

departmental enquiry proceedings
Statement of Allegations and Suo

Enquiry Officer. The Enquiiv

initiated aija'ivsr hin'i.
Oivisicnai

were
Proper

ssued Charge Sheet alongwith
. pe was 1 

Police
Officer after fulfilling co 

Nowshera, wherein

him for suitable .punishment, 

d' He '^vas

nominated asOfficer, Gantt; Nowshera was
dal formalities submitted his findings to

the delinquent Officer

District Police Oificsr

and recC'rrirriCf'tdtxn
he held responsible

which his reply
iiearc: it'-

Cause ■ Notice' t'o 

Th'e delinquent ■Oit'Cial was
issued Final- Show

' unsatisfactory.received/perused-'and'dound 

: OrderlV'RoomXy the BistriCb Police Officer, N

, ;,ny cogent reason in'hisidefensei Therefore,

vide' OB: No.

Nowshera;'where
he was awarded-major punishment m

1286 dated 31.12.2020.

of District PoSX'e/Officer
reduction in pay by two' stages

■ Feeling 'aggrieved from the order
Novvsnen-n

d in nomcri mmnioned arcJ hear
he failed to advance any

instant appeal. He v^as su

16.06,2021 but
the appellant preferred the

Room 'held dn this .office onOrderly Issued Show Cu\,me
Police Rules,

Hence,, he wasplausible reason to justify his innocence 

Sub'Ruie-4 'GtaLlse (d) of the Khyber'Pakhtunkhwa
■ ^ ■i qUmnCto which his reply waVreceWhand'fW^yunsatisiacto

i amended 20 . . , , .u,-' nh Sfi 07 202T bW this lime mC'
TV,he .» celled i~ 0,de,l, Room held ,hie on 26.0/ 20d1 

Ml.,:, leiled lobdeanc. an, cdserit reasdhs m Ins defense

■ /fVomil.eperu5aldfthc=hddl,,rileahdse™ioerei

under Rule-H
197.6 as

he record of Ihe appellarU, 

have' been proved

it has
tI

beyoi'-.d any .shadpw 0 

bv hot registering a ■ 
a harsher punishment', therefore

he has

COOdllCv of
Police Force as instead of fighting crime 

activities.‘'fience, the very
sligmatizelhe prestige of entire

illegal, and criminal
disciplined Police Officer.

himself ..indulged in 

appellant is unbecoming of a

^ ->
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KHYBER PAKHTUNKMWa ^ v_/ 

PESHAWAR.

t

V
ORDER

This order is hereby passed to
dispose of Revisio 

1975 (amended 2014) submitted byE
n Petition under RulePakhtunkhwa Police Rul I 1 -A of Khybe- er

x-FC Murad AliNo. J188.The petitioner
u of reduction in( 2) years by District Police Officer, Nowshera

he was granted 160-day

was
P‘'^‘’>'‘^°^‘ag“foraperiodoftwo 

vide OB No. 1286, dated 30.12.2020
the allegations that

appeared unlawfully in A-1 Examinati
as Constable Abbas A.khtar

onS earned leave, during the said leave,
on 01.11.2020, by impersonation himself 

candidate). The

hy ETEA authority 

Porce (actual
on held 

No. 1199 of EliteAppellate Authority! i. 
in pay by two stages for 

order Endst: No. 4033/ES, dated 02.08.2021.

Meeting of Appellate Board was held

e. Regional Police Officer, Mardan converted his
a penod Of two (02) years into drsmissal from service vide

penalty of reduction

19.05.2022 wherein petitionPetitioner denied th oner was heard in person.e allegations leveled against him. 
Perusal of enquiry

was detrimental to discipline 
negatively influence discipline of other

cogent evidence of his i 
Iherefore, the Board decided that hi

during enquiry. His conduct was proved
and his further retention i■n Police is bound to

PJ^rsonnel of the force. Moreover, the petitioner could not produce 

petition,
innocence. The Board see no ground and 

s petition is hereby rejected.
reasons for acceptance of his

Sd/--
SABIR AHMED, PSP

^ HQrs. Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Pesh 

/2022.

1 rc,-No. S/
---- —/22, dated Peshawar, the

Copy of the above is forwarded to the
Sc Roll and
Ex FC received vide your office Memo- No
for your office

2. District Police Officer, Nowshera

4' MG/L° CPO Peshawar.
5' P A? P^'^l’l^kh'va, Peshawar

^ 0° S HoTS S"

awar.
Q

1.
ssAim. °"oFauji Missal of the abov
^o6I/ES, dated 06.10.2021 i e named 

IS returned herewithrecord.

An
(m

A(^/<t,stabI ishmewc^ 
For Inspector General A.’. 

Kdiyber Pakhtunkhwa, Pesh
f Police, 

awar.

Iv



VAKALAT NAMA
>•\

i V 72021NO.

HfjAAd Ml

IN THE COURT OF

(Appellant) . 
(Petitioner) ■ 
(Plaintiff)

. VERSUS

(Respondent)
(Defendant)

•.

7
j

I/We,

Do, hereby appoint and constitute Taimur Ali Khan, Advocate High Court . 
Peshawar, to appear, plead, act, compromise, withdraw or refer to arbitration for 
me/us as my/our Gounsei/Advocate in the'above noted matter, without any liability for 
his default and with the authority to engage/appoint any other ,Advocate/Counser on- 
my/our costs.

I/We authorize the said Advocate to deposit,, withdraw and receive bn my/our behalf all 
sums and amounts payable or .deposited on my/our account in the above noted matter. 
The Advocate/Counsel is also at liberty to leave my/our case at any stag5\of the 
proceedings, if his any fee left unpaid or is outstanding against me/us.

72021Dated
(Q-IE

TAIMUR-ALI KHAN 
Advocate High Court 

BC-10-4240
. CNIC: 17101-7395544-5 
Cell No, 0333-9390916.

OFFICE:
Room #, FR-8, 4^- Floor, 
Bilour Plaza, Peshawar, 
Cantt: Peshawar

r
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BEFORE THE HONOURABLE. KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA. SERVICE
TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

i
Service Appeal No. 1072/2022t

Murad Ali Ex-FC No. 1188, 
Police Lines, Nowshera

. «

Appellant
V ERSUS

Provincial Plice Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshav^ar and others.

Respondents

INDEX

S.No. Description of documents Annexure Pages
1. Reply of Respondents 1-4« 1

2. Affidavit 05. I

3. Copy of reports Aas 06-07
Copy of enquiry report4. C 08
Copy of show cause notice5. D 09

6. Copy relevant Police rules 1975 E 10-11
Copy of rejection order7. F 12-13

8. Copy of rejection of revision petition G 14

Inspector Legal, 
Nowshera

V

- 1

■-<,

- .
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BEFORE THE HONOURABLE. KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA, SERVICEI TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. 1072/2022 ,

Murad All Ex-FC No. 1188,
Police Lines, Nowshera

Appellant
V ERSUS

Provincial Plice Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar. 

Regional Police Officer, Mardan.

District Police Officer, Nowshera. '

1.
2.

3.
Respondents

PARAWISE GOAAMENTS ON BEHALF OF RESPONDENTS 1.2a3

Respectfully Sheweth: ■

PRELIMINARY OBJECTIONS: -

That the appellant has got no cause of action and locus standi to file 

the instant appeal.

That the appeal is badly barred by law and limitation.

That the appellant is estopped by his own conduct to file the instant 
appeal.
That the appeal is not maintainable 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 and 

proper parties.

Reply on Facts: -

1.

2.

3.

4.

5.

6.

Para to the extent of appointment of appellant in respondent 

department pertains to record while rest of the para is incorrect as 

petitioner impersonated himself with malafide intentions as constable 

Abbas Akhtar No. 1199 (actual candidate) which reflects his dishonesty 

in performance of official duty.

Incorrect. As per daily diary report No. 09 dated 02-22-2020, Police 

Station, Charsadda City a complaint/report was submitted to SHO City 

Charsadda by Assistant Director ETEA which is reproduced as under:

‘To SHO City Charsadda. The following candidates in A-1 test at 

Charsadda center both the candidates were caught in Impersonation 

case. Muhammad Ali (belt No. 1188) (Murad Ali but erroneously 

mentioned as Muhammad Ali) in place of Abbas Akhtar (belt No. 1199), 

Zar Khan (belt No. 1153) in place of Muhammad Sohail (belt No. 419). 

There papers were cancelled and the case report was handed over to 

Police department for further proceeding”.

1.

2.

I



Similarly, a report vide daily diary No. 14 dated 01-11-2020, Police 

Lines, Nowshera v^as entered by AOHC Masad Shah wherein he stated 

that A-1 examination was held on 01-11-2020 in District Charsadda, 200 

Police from District Nowshera Constables appeared in the said exam.

He further stated that during exam constable Murad Ali No. 1188 and 

constable Zar Khan No. 53 appeared in exam by impersonating 

themselves as constable Abbas Akhtar No. 1199 and constable Sohail 

419. (Copy of reports are annexed as annexure “A” & “B”).

Para correct to the extent that on the above mentioned allegations 

appellant was placed under suspension and was also issued charge 

sheet alongwith statement of allegations.

Incorrect. Proper enquiry against the appellant was conducted through 

the then ASP Nowshera Cantt: who after fulfillment of all codal and 

legal formalities, submitted his report wherein he stated that he 

recorded statement of HC Tajbar and HC Masad Shah, Assistants OHC 

Nowshera, which revealed that they were called by the ETEA staff for 

the identification of the person caught in the examination hall for 

impersonating himself as FC Abbas Akhtar, but the person was 

identified as the defaulter official FC Murad No. 1188 from which it is 

evident that the alleged constable impersonated himself. Hence, 

recommended the appellant for punishment.

Para correct to the extent that appellant was issued Final Show Cause 

Notice to, which the appellant submitted his reply but the same was 

found unsatisfactory, hence, was awarded major punishment of 

reduction in pay by two stages for a period of 02 years and was also 

reinstated in service.

Para explained above.

Para correct to the extent that against the punishment order appellant 

moved departmental appeal before the appellate authority. The 

appellate authority by considering that the punishment awarded to the 

appellant did not commensurate with the gravity of his misconduct, 

issued him Show Cause Notice as envisaged under rule 11, sub rule 4, 

clause (d) of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Police Rules 1975, amended 

2014. (Copy of Show Cause Notice is annexure “D” and relevant rule is 

annexure “E").

Appellant submitted his reply to the Show Cause Notice but the same 

was found unsatisfactory. He was also called in Orderly Room held on 

26-07-2021 but he failed to advance any cogent reason in his defense, 

hence, his major punishment of reduction in pay by two stages was

3.

4.

5.

6.

7.



CD
converted into dismissal from service vide order dated 4034/ES dated 

02-08-2021. (Copy of order is annexure “F”).

Feeling aggrieved from the order of the appellate authority, appellant 

moved Revision Petition before the respondent No. 01. On Revision 

Petition of appellant on 19-05-2022, a meeting was held by the 

appellate board wherein appellant was heard in person. However, the 

board rejected the Revision Petition of the appellant. (Copy of 
rejection order is annexure “G”).

That appeal of the appellant is liable to be dismissed inter-alia on the 

following grounds: -

Reply on Grounds

r>
i'>

8.

A. Incorrect. All orders passed against appellant, are in accordance with 

law hence, are liable to be maintained.

Incorrect. During course of enquiry statements of all concerned 

recorded.

B. were

C. Incorrect. Appellant was awarded full opportunity of defending himself 

as before awarding punishment he was heard in Orderly Rooms but 

each time he failed to advance any cogent reason in defense.

As explained above that initially enquiry against appellant 

conducted through the then DSP Hqrs: Nowshera. In the finding of 

enquiry report, enquiry officer mentioned that the delinquent official

D. was

has admitted in his statement that he was present at examination hall 

during A-1 examination paper at Charsadda District. Hence,
recommended the appellant for major punishment. On the said enquiry 

report the then DPO Nowshera directed the enquiry officer to attach 

evidence/daily diary report of Police Station, Charsadda and include

statement of all concerned, hence, enquiry was again conducted by the 

then DSP Hqrs: by recording statements of the concerned officers. 

Incorrect. Regular enquiry was conducted by the enquiry officer 

wherein statements of all concerned were also recorded, 

incorrect. This story has been concocted by the appellant. The actual 

fact can be understood from the report of Director ETEA which is 

reproduced as under: -

“The following candidates in A-1 test at Charsadda center both the 

candidates were caught in impersonation case. Muhammad Ali (belt 

No. 1188) (Murad AH but erroneously mentioned as Muhammad Ali) 

in place of Abbas Akhtar (belt No. 1199), Zar Khan (belt No. 1153) in 

place of Muhammad Sohail (belt No. 419). There papers 

cancelled and the case report was handed over to Police department 
for further proceeding”.

E.

F.

were



Incorrect. Appellant was provided opportunity of personal hearing In 

Orderly Room held on 26-07^2021 by respondent No. 02 but he failed to 

advance any cogent reason in his defense.

Para already explained above.

Para already explained above.

The respondents also seek permission of this Honourable Tribunal to 

advance additional grounds at the time of arguments.

G.I
H.

I.

J.

Prayers

It is, therefore, most humbly prayed that on acceptance. of above 

submissions, the appeal of the appellant may very kindly be dismissed with 

costs, please.

^^ro^nciai Po id ? Offjc^, 
Kh;

Peshawir. 
ResDondent Njd. 01

wa.

f
Regional Police Officer, 

Mardan.
Respondent No. 02

■VDistrict Police Officer, 
No^hera, 

Respondent No.03

/



I BEFORE THE HONOURABLE. KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA. SERVICE
TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. 1072/2022

Murad Ali Ex-FC No. 1188, 
Police Lines, Nowshera

Appellant
V ERSUS

Provincial Plice Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar. 

Regional Police Officer, Mardan.

District Police Officer, Nowshera.

1.
2.
3.

Respondents

AFFIDAVIT

We the respondents No. 1, 2 a 3 do hereby solemnly affirm and declare 

Oath that the contents of reply to the appeal are true and correct to the 

best of our knowledge and belief and nothing has been concealed from the 

Honourable tribunal.

on I

Pi^vincial Po i 
l^ybj^Pakftt 

* ' Peshawar. 
Respondent No. 01

?^fficer,
nkhwa,

Regional Police Officer,
____ - Mardan.

Respondent No. 02

District Polfce Officer, 
XNowshera. 

Respondent No.03

Sm



■J‘-

■ A.the— • ^ c »
i^- IKl NiiF'

■r ■il^’S'' /;? •?.;
Jf'

/V

'kS^ip ^-:^is-^ '^/^) <jiy ^ ■~^''.p-':Aj/,^.^''''i v--'"'~^.
<7J

.
)r^ ) r

'.y : ->. ■
>/

r
^ij/ Oifly77!) 

^yL Z-iPiv/ jV (5? (^f-TNb)

y aiHbsmy

O, J//0 /•>/?f r

bifftS hb 71 Itsf
y

/ !■■it </ /' ;
/ 1

■^/^KZf CfMJbrb-)} /f\j <r y

'-l^Jh/D y

CZlj,i',j -
A .7ilr'7 5b7 ' pJo n jigSb/^v Pi 

/I PbjAb <• EbU rJC) t! If If 

7rffli^ ( EP^T r.JO JJ S 3 )

t

ECS■ o' 7

PBBbJ b. .■b- n !<I .' ,/ .

/i:/N Ptbf /'■■■> ,•

‘..y

)/'
4/ y( -•

(pjo fy 7){?/ifl^y.j r-r

Lib'Cpa /
i titEt ■ lytEiiEs P£E t/

it- <.
{

0 utpHflPPfbU CAht pbfog) k/f \7 I

r•O' 3\CP~tt})ip](Sj '7 •/:O-PCt AtflT yR\.yo }
7'li

tyE<ji(fS(jy
i

^ ^ 20 Ppyp 7 itys py t [yp yt'y '•>
i 6'

/ ;

^ly y
ty-yp'/.yr

y--r

; V" ( l-' P S'yjbP PS SsyuAP. y^y.7 ./
V/ ...'\.y '“'i' yl y

■f- !/ fi- 5tbff / -V'}y.1f 0 1>y~J— ,r...■'-/Vf-
y <.... '-*>•A} Ir-'!"ys^o ■ d c •'> 3.y .} ■ z/'fp. y y-/: ''■^7.9y)c_ c- So- ■■r-'y>'y/2 yb ..y

y :

y^yp y
■A—, n

z'' o".--L_•dz' •/

■Ju
.>-3

)y■ ..^•- G i. —-z /...-' 3 
3/

E.^''

•i; .J •..G ___a'. •) ./Ztpiyppo^ 13/ ,> d:.. /■y .
■ yy}.ivi ijpy y 
. tyy-pjyto

■i

tt™



g)
J/

• }.4

3' -jrj/ ej I

■~ad\o yI ’Y)
‘ti.'.^ \

—■r ir ..>or /
0 Vc> y>*{

y'%So

\^A-e 
^ y0

I?
'fi kTcj^-' 3

/

4

i.
X

lyy. ^-5y
\ ’7 /

■>V^V/ *:> /
/

/ 9 >y /_ • \^ ( P S3& . «n

3a' (-f
.3.3 L^

> /A ^liC/i>! y ty' 'S7/ y U\^O’I u 0Ij2.3 /
3 )i?o>^-c- y7

c:
3> y

i^A-’
\V r.7

y
/ P c^y1 w /^4P 3!7-L^y/ f/

« v^ - '^

ivA //^^4-MTr >
; yiy' {O /at y f'

> o

/J*-J /]\1) y/:.^o“

^ Z » 7 1/ ^ A PrvLj)^^'yA y 7^
y j

y r l-^iJiy

IkfAi ^ A/ r
t y/^C A/'

y i■5 y’ I 4sr/L>7-„y- A* ^V ‘C^-
_3

y^jy d ■i

\'-x

,3

\
‘ ■

yI ly
r yI Q'A'"/

/1
I

iN
■/--•;■ V:j■ h-'

• • 7• .7
t '"if ■



OFnCEOFTHE 

SUfi-DiVtelONAL POUC£ OFFICE
)/

CANTT CIRCLE
Tel: 0923-9220108, E-Mail: sdponsrcantt@gmail.com

7^ /ST, Dated: 7///X /2020.No.

The Worthy District Police Officer, 
Nowshera.

To

Subject: DISCIPLINARY ACTION AGAINST CONSTABLE MURAD ALl
No.1188 POLICE LINES NOWSHERA.

Memo:
Kindly refer to your office Diary No. 182/PA, dated 09.11.2020. 

SUMMARY OF ALLEGATIONS:

Constable Murad Ali No.1188, (on 160 days earned leave from 
police lines Nowshera] now under suspension, appeared unlawfully in A-1 
Examination held by ETEA authority on 01.11.2020, by impersonating himself 
as constable Abbas Akhtar No.ll99 of Elite Force (actual candidate].The 
competent authority designated the undersigned as enquiry officer.
PROBING:

In this connection enquiry proceedings were initiated and the 
defaulter official was summoned, and served the charge sheet upon him. He 
submitted his reply to the charge sheet, wherein he did not confess his guilt 
and stated that he was caught outside the examination hall as he was waiting 
for his friend. Constable Murad Ali No. 1188 further added that he went with 
his friend FC Abbas Akhtar in order to accompany him.
CONCLUSION:

The alleged police official was heard in person and reply was 
perused. The defaulter official did not admit the charges leveled against him in 
the charge sheet. In this connection statement of HC Tajbar & HC Masad Shah 
Assistants OHC Nowshera were also recorded, which revealed that they were 
called by the ETEA staff for the identification of the person caught in the 
examination hall for impersonating himself as FC Abbas Akhtar, but the 
person was identified as the defaulter official FC Murad No.1188 from which it 
is evident that the alleged constable impersonated himself. Similarly, 
information from other sources was gathered as well.
RECOMMENDATION:

Hence, the charges leveled against him in the charge sheet have 
been proved without any doubt and the alleged-tons^able has been found 
guilty. Therefore, he is recommended for any sditable punishment under the 
relevant rules and law, if so agreed please. / \/

\
t-\i. \

Sub~bivisiona^P(^de Officer, 
Cantt circle^owshera.

y

mailto:sdponsrcantt@gmail.com
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F!MAL SHOW.CAU.S.E.NOTICE '
f

Whereas, you FC fi^urad AJi Mo. 1188,, while posted as steno DSF'-’ 
HQrs: Howshera now on 160 days earned leave, appeared unlawfully in A“1 E-xarnination 

held by ETEA authority on 01.11.2020, by impersonating yourself as Constable Abbas Akhtar 

No. 11'99 of Elite Force (actual candidate). .

On account of which you were suspended and proceeded against 

departmentaily through ASP Cantt Nowshera who after fulfillment of legal formalities 

submitted his report to undeVsigned, wherein the allegations leveled against you have been 

nroved and recommended you for awarding punishment.

Therefore, it is proposed to impose Major / Minor penalty including 

dismissal as envisaged under Rules 4(b) of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules 1975.

Hence, I, Capt: (R) Najmul Husnatn Liaquat, PSP District Police 

Officer, Nowshera, in exercise of the powers vested in me under Rules 5(3) (a) & (b) of the 

Khvber Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules 1975,'call upon you to Show Cause finally as to why ithe 

)pr;.sed punisi'irrtent siiould not be awarded to you.-

Your reply shall reach this office within .07 days of the receipt of this 

i'al’inc; which, it. will be presumed that you have no defense to offer.

You are at liberty to appear for personal hearing before the undersigned.
I

District Pdiioe Officer, 
Nowshera

•■■■w:.......

3ia -a
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Appeal-

For rule 11, the following shall be substituted, namely:
❖ “11. Appeal.—(1) An accused, who has been awarded any penalty under these rules 

except the penalty of confinement of constable and head constable for fifteen days to 

quarter guards, may, within thirty days from the date of communication of the order, 
prefer an appeal to the Appellate Authority as provided in sub-rule (2).

The appeal, against the orders of the officer, specified in Schedule-I, 
who passes it shall lie to the Appellate Authority as may be specified in the table below:

(2)

Appellate/Reviewing AuthoritiesPunishing AuthoritiesS.No
. Provincial Police Officer Provincial Police Officer (Review)T.

•• I Regional Police Officer/ Deputy 

Inspector General of Police/ Capital 
City Police Officer/ Additional 
Inspector General of Police.

Provincial Police Officer.2.

District Police Officer/ Senior 
Superintendent of Police/ 
Superintendent of Police.

Regional Police Officer/Deputy 

Inspector General of Police/ Capital 
City Police Officer/ Additional 
Inspector General of Police.

3.

Assistant Superintendent of Police/ 
Deputy Superintendent of Police.

District Police Officer/ Senior 
Superintendent of Police/ Senior 
Superintendent of Police Operations.

4.

Provided that where the order has been passed by the Provincial Police 

Officer, the delinquent officer/official, may within a period of thirty days submit review 

Petition directly to the Provincial Police Officer.
There shall be only one appeal from the original order and the order 

of the Appellate Authority, in appeal, shall be final.
The Appellate Authority or Review Authority, as the case may be, 

may call for the record of the case and comments on the points raised in the appeal or 

review, as the case may be, from the concerned officer, and on consideration of the 

appeal or the review petition, as the case may be, by an order in writing-
uphold the order of penalty and reject the appeal or review petition; or 
set aside the orders and exonerate the accused; or

(3)

(4)

(a)
(b)

❖ Amended vide Notification No: 3859/Legal, dated 27/08/2014 issued by IGP, KPK
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(c) modify the orders and reduce or enhance the penalty; or

(d) set aside the order of penalty and remand the case to the authority, 
where it is satisfied that the proceedings by the authority or the 

inquiry officer or inquiry committee, as the case may be, have not 
been conducted in accordance with the provisions of these rules, or 
the facts and merits of the case have been ignored, with the directions 

to either hold a de novo inquiry or to rectify the procedural lap 

irregularities in the proceedings:

Provided that where the Appellate Authority or Review 

Authority, as the case may be, proposes to enhance the penalty, it 
shall by an order in writing-

(a) inform the accused of the action proposed to be taken 

against him and the grounds of such action; and
jiT

give him a reasonable opportunity to show 

against the action and afford him an opportunity of 

personal hearing. ,

ses or

(b) cause

(5) An appeal or review preferred under this rule, shall be made in the 

form of a petition, in writing, and shall set forth concisely the grounds of objection to 

the impugned order in a proper and temperate language”.
■■■ • 12. • After rule 11, the following new rule shall be inserted, namely: 

Revision”❖ “11-A (1) The Inspector General, Additional Inspector General, a 

Senior Superintendant of Police may call for 
the records of awards made by their subordinates and confirm, enhance, modify or 

annul the same, or make further investigation or direct such to be made before passing 

orders.

Deputy Inspector General of Police or a

(2) If an award of dismissal is annulled, the officer annulling it shall state 

whether it is to be regarded as suspension followed by re-instatement, or not. The 

order should also state whether service prior to dismissal should count for pension or
not.

(3) In all cases in which officers propose to enhance an award the officer 
shall, before passing final orders, give the defaulter concerned an opportunity of
showing cause, either personally or in writing, why his punishment should not be 

enhanced.

(4) The revision petition shall lie or taken cognizance by the authorities 

under sub rule-(l) within thirty days of the order passed on original appeal.

Provided that the Provincial Police Officer, while acting as revisional 
authority, in certain cases, may constitute a Revision Board for the speedy disposal 
of revision petitions, before passing any orders.” And
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t OROE R.
This order will dispose-off the departmental appeal preferrec :;v

against the order ofConstable Murad Ali No. 1188 of Nowshera District Police 

District Police Officer, Nowshera, whereby he was awarded major' punishment or 
reduction in pay by two stages vide OB: No. 1286 dated 31.12.2020. The appeilaot 

proceeded against departmentally on the allegations that he was granted 160 

days earned leave, during the said leave, appeared unlawfully in A-1 Examinatio.n 

held by ETEA authority on 01.11.2020. by impersonating himself 

Abbas Akhtar No. 1199 of Elite Force (actual candidate).

was

as Constable

Proper departmental enquiry proceedings were initiated against hirh. 
He was issued Charge Sheet alongwith Statement of Allegations and Sub Divisicnai 

Police Officer, Cantt; Nowshera was nominated as Enquiry Officer. The Enquirv 
Officer after fulfilling codal formalities submitted .his findings to District Police Officer,

Nowshera, v/herein he held responsible the delinquent Officer and recornrner)ded 

him for suitable punishment.

He was issued Final Show Cause Notice to v/hich 

received/perused and found unsatisfactory. The delinquent Official 

Orderly Room by the District Police Officer, Nowshera, wherein he failed to produce' 

any cogent reason in his defense. Therefore, he was awarded major punishment 

reduction in pay by two stages vide OB; No. 1286 dated 31.12.2020.

Feeling aggrieved from the order of District Police Officer, Nowsi;ere. 

the appellant preferred the instant appeal. He v.-as summoned and heard 

Orderly Room held in this office on 16.06.2021 but he failed to advance 

plausible reason to justify his innocence. Hence, he was issued Show Cause Notice 

under Rule-11, Sub Ruie-4 Clause (d) of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police 

19/'5 as amended 2014,to which his reply was received and found unsa^isfacto^>^ 

Therefore, he was called in Orderly Room held this on 26.07.2021 but this time too 

he bitterly failed to advance any cogent reasons in his defense.

his reply was 

was lieard ir;

or

iP person
any

Rules

From the perusal of the enquiry file and service record of the appellant 

it has been found that allegations leveled against the appellant have been proved
beyoi id any shadow of doubt and the competent authority has treated him 

by not registering a criminal case although the misconduct of the appellant deserved 

a harsher punishment. Therefore, the retention of appellant in Police Departmenr wiii 

stigmatize the prestige of entire Police Force as instead of fighting crime, he has 

himself indulged in illegal and criminal activities. Hence

leniently

•• >

■ri:

the very conduct ct
appellant is unbecoming of a disciplined Police Officer.

i
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PSP Regional Police

ishment 

service

I, Yaseen Farooq
hereby cc

ishment of dismissal from

in view the above
appellate authority

into, major pun

onvert the major punKeeping
Officer, Nlardan, being the 

in pay by two stages
of reduction 

with immediate effect. A
PrWof AnnoW29^

Regional Police Officer, 
Wlardan.

j Officer,
1222/pa dated 26.05.2021

/2021.
Dated Wiardan the4^31 andNowshera for information

His Service
IBS,No, District Police 

; No.
Copy forwarded to

n w/r to his office Memo
necessary actio 
Record is returned herewith.
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If\ OFFICE OF THE 
INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE 

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 
PESHAWAR.

ORDER

This^ orfe is hereby passed to dispose of Revision Petition under Rule 11-A of Rhyber 

Pakhtunkhwa Police RuJe-1975 (amended 2014) submitted by Ex-FC Murad Ali No. 1188.

. The petitioner was awarded punishment of reduction in pay by two stages for a period of two 

(02) years by District Police Officer, Nowshera vide OB No. 1286, dated 30.12.2020 on the allegations that 

he was granted 160-days earned leave, during the said leave, appeared unlawfully in A-1 Examination held

by ETEA authority oii 01.11.2020, by impersonation himself as Constable Abbas Akhtar No. 1199 of Elite i'v

Force (actual candidate). The Appellate Authority i.e. Regional Police Officer, Mardan converted his 

penalty of reduction in pay by two stages for a period of two (02) years into dismissal from service vide 

order Endst: No. 4033/ES, dated 02.08.2021.

Meeting of Appellate Board was held on 19.05.2022 wherein petitioner was heard in person. 

Petitioner denied the allegations leveled against him.

Perusal of enquiry papers revealed that the allegations against the petitioner was proved 

during enquiry. His conduct was detrimental to discipline and his further retention in Police is bound to 

negatively influence discipline of other personnel of the force. Moreover, the petitioner could not produce 

cogent evidence of his innocence. The Board see no ground and reasons for acceptance of his petition, 

therefore, the Board decided that his petition is hereby rejected.

Sd/-
SABIR AHMED, PSP 

Additional Inspector General of Police, 
HQrs: Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

/2022.tm-if. 1^/6__________ 122, dated Peshawar, the

Copy of the above is forwarded to the:

1. Regional Police Officer, Mardan. One Service Roll and one Fauji Missal of the above named 
Ex-FC received vide your office Memo: No. 5561/ES, dated 06.10.2021 is returned herewith 
for your office record.

2. District Police Officer, Nowshera.
3. PSO to IGP/Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, CPO Peshawar.
4. AIG/Legal, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
5. PA to Addl: IGP/HQrs: Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
6. PA to DIG/HQrs: Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
7. Office Supdt: E-IV CPO Peshawar.

No. S/

A 'i r-

(ft /

Ampsp(D^
A^iestablishme^

For Inspector General of Police, 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA^SERVICE TRIBUNAL,j

PESHAWAR.

®L.

Service Appeal No. FO^/2022
m JVo.

V

MURAD ALl, Ex-Fc No. 1188, 
Police Line Nowshera.

APPELLANT

VERSUS

1. The Provincial Police Officer, KP Peshawar.

2. The Regional Police Officer, Mardan. ^

3. The District Police Officer, Nowshera.

RESPONDENTS

REJOINDER ON BEHALF OF APPELLANT

RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH:

Preliminary Objections:

(1-6) Ail objections raised by the respondents are incorrect and 
baseless. Rather the respondents are estopped to raise any 
objection due to their own conduct. '

FACTS:

1 First part of para-1 of the appeal is admitted eorrect, hence 
comment while rest^of the para is incorrect, as the appellant did not 
impersonated himSelf as constable Abbas Akhtar, but he went to 
examination Centre with Abbas Akhtar just to company him

no

2 Incorrect. The appellant went with friend namely Abbas Akhtar to 
accompany him. The appellant was waiting for his friend outside of

f

• ■ •

u
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examination hall. Meanwhile the unpleasant situation were created 
outside the examination hall when different candidates went out 
from the hall along with paper to solve it with their friends 
meanwhile stampede was created when examiners came out from 
the exam hall most of the people were escaped from the place. 
However the appellant along with some others people did not left 
the spot and the examiner took the appellant along with other 
people to the exam premises. More over on the complaint of 
Assistant Director ETEA SHO PS city charsadda took appellant to 
police station but after proper investigation the SHO concerned did 
not found the guilt of appellant and left him without further 
proceedings.

V

Admitted correct by the respondents hence no comments3

Incorrect. The inquiry conducted against the appellant was not 
according to the prescribed procedure, nor given opportunity of 
cross examination and the appellant was punished without 
conducting proper inquiry which is violation of law and rules and as 
such the impugned orders are liable to be set aside.

4

Incorrect. The appellant has submitted detailed reply to the show 
cause notice in which he deny the allegation and gave the real facts 

about the issue but despite this he was punished.

5

6 Incorrect. And explain above.

Incorrect. The appellant did not commit any misconduct and has 
been punished for no fault on his part.

7

Incorrect. The appellant has good cause of action to file the instant 
■service appeal which is liable to be accepted.

%

GROUNDS:

A) Incorrect. While para-A of the appeal is correct

B) Incorrect. While para-A of the appeal is correct.

C) Incorrect. No opportunity of defence was allowed to the appellant 
as neither the statement were recorded in his presence nor the 
opportunity of cross examination were given to the appellant, but 
despite he was dismissed from service without proper opportunity.

D) Incorrect. No statement was recorded in the presence of appellant 
and the appellant has been punished only on the presumption basis 
due to his presence in the location of examination Centre. And on



_- f €i

I the presumption basis no one can be punished as per superior court 
judgment.

E) Incorrect. No proper and regular inquiry was conducted before 
passing impugned orders.

F) Incorrect. While para-F of appeal is correct

G) Incorrect. While para-G of appeal is correct.

H) Incorrect. While para-H of appeal is correct.

I) Incorrect. Whilepara-I of appeal is correct.

J) Legal.

It is, therefore, most humbly prayed that the appeal of 
appellant may kindly be accepted as prayed for.

APPELLANT

THROUGH:

TAIlMm ALI KHAN 
ADVOCATE HIGH COURT

&

SHAKIR ULLAH TORANl 
ADVOCATE

AFFIDAVIT

It is affirmed and declared that the contents of rejoinder are true and correct 
to the best of my knowledge and belief.

DEPONENT

i



All communications should be 
addressed to the Registrar 
KPK Service Tribunal and not 
any official by name.

khVber PAiarruNKWA
SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

. i

v:
Ph:- 091-9212281 
Fax:- 091-9213262/ST Dated o/ ! limNo.

To

■t

The District Accounts Officer, 
•District Nowshera.

ORDER REGARDING ATTACHMENT OF SALARY OF
IMUHAMMAD FAYAZ HEAD CONSTABLE NO. 708 IN
SERVICE APPEAL NO. 1072/2022 TITLED MURAD ALI -VS-
THE PROVINCIAL POLICE OFFICER GOVERNMENT OF
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA & OTHERS

Subject

Dear Sir,
I am directed to forward herewith a certified copy of order 

dated. 17.01.2024, passed by this Tribunal in the above mentioned execution petition 

wherein the court has ordered for stoppage of salary and submission of report in this 

regard.
You are, therefore, directed to submit the report of attachment of salary 

alongwith source of stoppage of salary.

End. As above.

(AAMIR FAROOQ KHATTAK)
ASSISTANT REGISTRAR 

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 
SERVICE TRIBUNAL, 

PESHAWAR

'-A



r
BEFORE THE HONOURABLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL. KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA,

PESHAWAR

Service Appeals No. 1072/2022 £t 1092/2022,

Subject: REQUEST FOR RELEASE OF SALARY

Respected Sir,

It is submitted as under: •

That the petitioner/represehtative was present before the 

court in case title Murad Ali and Zarkhan service appeal No. 

1072/22 a 1092/22 on 13-06-2023.

That the Honourable Tribunal order/directed for to provide 

enquiry file in the instant cases.

That while on the same date i.e 29-09-2023, due to public holy 

day (12 Rabi Awal) the date was changed to 17-01-2024.

Due to the aforementioned reason, the order of the 

Honourable Tribunal could not be complied with and for the 

said reason the Honourable Tribunal ordered for attachment of 

the salary of the undersigned.'

As the order of the Honourable Tribunal has been complied 

with therefore, it is therefore,! most humbly prayed that salary 

of the undersigned may kindly be released.

1.

2.

3.

4.

5.

MuHarnmad Fayyaz
Representative Police, 
Department, Nowshera 

Dated 19-01-2024
i



ir r e r ■ paick t oi^khwp.
i^V..CE TRIi^n'7A:.

“.n,;r Nc: 10b78
M--: j

i072/2022
A » 1: .:

vy

P

Advocate; Nc Advocate 

i)V, -ic' e 20/■'4
IP.35.34

V.

i'r, ;3' :

\ Syst.««ri :7CT5-.^:ratGd receipt-



BEFORE THE HONOURABLE. KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA, SERVICE
} TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

SCANMEO
KP3TService Appeal No. 1072/2022

Murad Alt Ex-FC No. 1188, 
Police Lines, Nowshera

* ^

Appellant
V E RS U S

Provincial Plice Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhv^a, Peshawar and others.

Respondents

INDEX

Description of documentsS.No. Pages
011. Enquiry report

Statement of Masad Shah A-OHC2. 02

Statement of Tajbar Khan A-OHC 033.

Report/statement of Bilal Ahmad Asstt: 
Director ETEA

044.

Daily diary No. 14 dated 01-11-2020 055.

Copy of Charge Sheet and reply6. 06-08

Copy of Final Show Cause Notice with reply 09-107.

Copy of punishment order8. 11

Nowshera.

I
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SUB-DiViSIONAL POUCE OiTlCER.
CAJm* CIRCLE

Tel: 0923-9220108, E-Mail: sdponsrcantt@gmail.com

7^No. /ST, Dated: (tl- /2020.
<^wm 

Nui-vlce Trlbuojil
To: The Worthy District Police Officer,

Nowshera.

Subject: PJSCIPLINARY ACTION AGAINST CONSTABLE ^
No.1188 POLICE LINES NOWSHERA.

lo67BDliiry No.

SOANNED
Memo:

Kindly refer to your office Diary No. 182/PA; dated 09.11.2020. 
SUMMABYJIFALLEGATIONS: 1^1 aH

- ' ■ Constable Murad Ali No.1188; (on 160 days earned leave from
police lines Nowshera] now under suspension appeared unlawfully in A-1 
Examination held by ETEA authority on 01.11.2020; by impersonating himself 
as constable Abbas Akhtar No.ll99 of Elite Force (actual candidate].The 

competent authority designated the undersigned as enquiry officer.
PROBING:
- . In this connection enquiry proceedings were initiated and the 
defaulter official was summoned, and served the charge sheet upon him. He 
submitted his reply to the charge sheet, wherein he did not confess his guilt 
and stated that he was caught outside the examination hall as he was waiting 

for his friend. Constable Murad Ali No. 1188 further added that he went with
his friend FC Abbas Akhtar in order to accompany him.
CONCLUSION:
. ^ . . The alleged police official was heard in person and reply was
perused. The defaulter official did not admit the charges leveled against him in 
the charge sheet. In this connection statement of HC Tajbar & HC Masad Shah 
Assistants OHC Nowshera were also recorded, which revealed that they 
called by the ETEA staff for the identification of the person caught in the 
examination hall for impersonating himself as FC Abbas Akhtar, but the 
person was identified as the defaulter official FC Murad No.1188 from which it 
is^jj; evident that the alleged constable impersonated himself. Similarly, 
information from other sources was gathered as well.
RECOMMENDATION:

were

Hence, the charges leveled against him in the charge sheet have 
been proved without any doubt and the aIleged^^6on^ble has been found 
guilty. Therefore, he is recommended for any ^table pimishment under the 
relevant rules and law, if so agreed please. / \

SuE^ivisionaW^ide Officer, 
Cantt circle^owshera.ATTESTED

0^
;;c: •:

I Nowsherarrr r

mailto:sdponsrcantt@gmail.com
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TO SHO CITY CHARSADDA.

THE FOLLOWING CANDIDATES IN A1 TEST AT CHARSADDA 

CENTER BOTH THE CANDIDATS WERE CAUGHT IN

IMPERSONATION CASES. MUHAMMAD ALI (BELT NO. 1188) IN 

PLACE OF ABBAS AKHTAR (BELT NO. 1199) ZAR KHAN (BELT NO. 

53) IN PLACE OF MUHAMMAD SOHAIL (BELT NO. 419). THERE 

PAPERS WERE CANCELLED AND THE CASE REPORT WAS 

HANDED OVER TO POLICE DEPTT: FOR FURTHER PROCEEDING.
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DISCIPLINARY ACTION

I. Capt: (R) Naimul Hasnain Liaquat PSP. District Police Officer, Npwshera ■ 

. as competent authority am of the opinion that PC Murad All No. 1188 has rendered himself liable to ■ 

be proceeded against as he committed the following acts / omissions within the meaning of Police 

Rules, 1975.

STATEMENT OF ALLEGATIONS

Whereas, FC Murad AM No. 1188 (on 160 days earned leave from Lines,
. Nowshera), now under suspension, appeared unlawfully in A-1 Examination held by ETEA authority 

on 01.11.2020, by impersonating himself as Constable Abbas Akhtar No. 1199 of Platoon No. .Elite 

Force (actual candidate), which amounts to grave misconduct on his part and rendered him liable for 

punishment under Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules, 1975.

. . For the purpose of scrutinizing the conduct of the said accused official with
.Is hereby nominated as6aoTrreference to above allegations 

Enquiry Officer. j

The Enquiry Officer shall .in accordance;: with the provision of Police ^Rulea, 

1975, provide reasonable opportunity of hearing to the .defaulter official, record his findings and 

make immediate recornmendatioris as. to punish or o.ther appropriate. action against the defaulter 
official.

FC Murad All No. 1188 is directed to appear before the Enquiry Officer on the •

odate, time and place fixed.by the’Enquiry Officer-
I : V

Dlstrl I^Gfficer,:•
Nowshera

Dated /1 12020::
No.

•>.
Tmwshera
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CHARGE SHEET ;•

I, Capt; (R) Naimul Hasnain Liaquat PSP District Police Officer, Nowshera, as 

competent authority, hereby charge FC ft/lurad All No. 1188 as per statement of allegations 

enclosed.
f

By reasons of above, you appear to be guilty of misconduct under Police Rules; 1975 

and have rendered yourself liable to all or any of the penalties specified in Police Rules, 1975,;
2.

You are, therefore, required to submit your written defense within 07 days of the 

receipt of this Charge Sheet to the Enquiry Officer, as the case may be.
3.

Your written defense, if any should reach the Enquiry Officer within the specified 

period, failing which it shall be presumed that you have no defense to put in and in that case ex- 

parte action shall follow against you.

4.

i

Intimate whether you desire to he heard in person.5. .

<K :
y

District 'ofice Officer, 
Nc wshera

^ESTEO/ !
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FINAL SHOW CAUSE NOTICE

Whereas, you FC iViurad Ali No. 1188. while posted as steno DSP 

HQrs: Nowshera now on 160 days earned leave, appeared unlawfully in A-1 Examination 

held by ETEA authority on 01.11.2020, by impersonating yourself as Constable Abbas Akhtar 
No. 1199 of Elite Force (actual candidate).

On account of which you were suspended and proceeded against 
departmentally through ASP Cantt Nowshera who after fulfillment of legal formalities 

submitted his report to undersigned, wherein the allegations leveled against you have been 

proved and recommended you for awarding punishment.

Therefore, it is proposed to impose Major / Minor penalty including 

dismissal as envisaged under Rules 4(b) of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules 1975.

Hence. I. Capt: (R) Najmul Husnain Liaquat, PSP District Police 

Officer. Nowshera, in exercise of the powers vested in me under Rules 5(3) (a) & (b) of the 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules 1975, cal! upon you to Show Cause finally as to why the 

proposed punishment should not be awarded to you.

Your reply shall reach this office within 07 days of the receipt of this 

notice, failing which, it will be presumed that you have no defense to offer.t

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

Mk
District P( lice Officer, 

Noi /sheraNo. /PA.
Dated 2^/2^/2020. ATTEST/

NowsheraD
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‘POLICE DEPARTMENT DISTRICT NOWSHERA

ORDER

This order will dispose of the partmental enquiry initiated under Khyber 
Pakhtunkhwa Police RuIes-1975. against Constable Murad Aii No. 1188, (on 160 days earned leave 

from Police Lines, Nowshera), appeared unlawfully in A-1 Examination held by ETEA authority 

01.11.2020, by impersonating himself as Constable Abbas Akhtar No. 1199 of Elite Force (actual
on

candidate).

On account of which, he was suspended, closed to Police Lines and proceeded 

against departmentally through ASP Cantt Nowshera, who after fulfillment of legal formalities submitted 

his report to undersigned vide his office No. 76/St; dated 21.12.2020. wherein the allegations leveled 

against him have been proved and recommended him for awarding suitable punishment.

He was served with Final Show Cause Notice, to which, he submitted his reply 

which was perused by the undersigned and found unsatisfactory.

He was heard in orderly room by the undersigned wherein he failed to produce 

any cogent reason in his defense, therefore, he is hereby awarded major punishment of reduction in 

pay by two stages for a period of 02 years and re-instated in service with immediate effect, in exercise 

of powers vested in me under Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules-1975.
OB No.

Dated
(P

/2020

District Pol 
Now!

ce Officer, 
hera

,, dated Nowshera, the /2Q20.
Copy for information and necessdry action to the:

No.

1. DSP HQrs: Nowshera. 
Pay Officer.

3. Establishment Clerk.

2.

4. OHC.
5. FMC with enquiry papers (12 pages). 

Official concerned.6.
ATTESTi

0 pNowshera


