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1- 09-Sep-24 The appeal of Mr. Maliullah presented today by 

Mr. Mir Zaman Safi Advocate. It is fixed for preliminary 

hearing, before Single Bench at Peshawar on 19-Sep-24. 

Parcha Peshi given to counsel for the appellant.
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAIOITUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL. ^
PESHAWAR

APPEAL NO.jJlSJ /2024

Mr. Mati Ullah, IHC No.255,
Reader to DSP Security, Police Training College, Hangu.

APPELLANT
'I ^

VERSUS /

1- The Inspector General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
2- The Regional Police Officer, Kohat Region.
3- The District Police Officer, District Hangu.

RESPONDENTS

APPEAL UNDER SECTION-4 OF THE KHYBER PAI^TUNKHWA
SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT, 1974 AGAINST THE IMPUGNED
ORDER DATED 05.06.2024 WHEREBY MAJOR PENALTY OF
DISMISSAL FROM SERVICE HAS BEEN IMPOSE)3 UPON THE
APPELLANT AND AGAINST THE APPELLATE ORDER DATED
29.08.2024 WHEREBY DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL OF THE
APPELLANT HAS BEEN REJECTED ON NO GOOD GROUNDS.

PRAYER;
That on acceptance of this appeal the impugned orders dated 05.06.2024 

and 29.08.2024 may very kindly be set aside and the appellant be re­
instated into service with all back benefits i.e. w.e.f 15.03.2019. Any 

other remedy which this august Tribunal deems fit that may also be 

awarded in favor of the appellant.

R/SHEWETH:
ON FACTS:

Brief facts giving rise to the present appeal are as under:-

That the appellant was the employee of the respondent department and 

has served the department as IHC No. 255 for more than eighteen (18) 

years quite efficiently and upto the entire satisfaction of his superiors.

1-

That the appellant while performing his duty as reader to DSP Securit)', 
Police Training Centre, Hangu, an allegation of missing 87369/- SMG 

rounds from the ammunition Kot was leveled against the three officials 

and later on the appellant was also charged with the said allegation on the 

statement of one alleged official (Sohail Ahmad). That on the basis of 

said allegation ail the four officials were suspended.

2-
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That in the said matter preliminary inquiry was conducted :by the 

department in which one alleged official Mr. Muhammad Akram was 

exonerated from the allegations leveled against him while the appellant 
and other 2 officials were dismissed from service vide dated. 15.03.2019. 
Copy of the dismissal order is attached as annexure

3-

A.

i

That feeling aggrieved from the order dated 15.03.20l9,'lhe a.ppellant 
preferred departmental appeal followed by service appeal No. 1000/2019 

before this august Service Tribunal, Peshawar which was allowed vide 

judgment dated 23.06.2021 and this august Tribunaf spt aside the 

impugned order dated 15.03.2019. That the respondent Department 
further directed by this august Tribunal to conduct de-novo inquiry 

strictly in accordance with law and rules and the same shall be concluded 

within a period of one month. Copy of the judgment is attached as 

annexure

4-

B.

That it is pertinent to mention that in the de-novo inquiry, the respondents 

totally relied upon the previous inquiry and no fresh findings have been 

arisen in the de-novo proceedings. That despite of having no solid proof 

the respondent department issued the removal order dated 12.11.2021. 
Copy of tlie order dated 12.11.2021 

annexure....................................................................

5-

are attached as
C.

That appellant feeling aggrieved from the order dated 12,11.2021 

preferred departmental appeal followed by service appeal'No.2i7/2022 

which was allowed vide judgment dated 06.11.2023 with the directions to 

tlie respondents to conduct proper de novo inquiry in the matter and 

provide proper opportunity of self-defense, personal heaving and cross 

examination. Copies of the judgment is attached as 

armexure

6-

D.

That in light of the judgment dated 06.11.2023 the respondent department 
conducted de novo proceedings against the appellant and issued charge 

sheet and statement of allegations which was properly replied by tlie

7-

appellant alongwith documentary proofs and denied. the allegations 

leveled against him. Copies of the charge sheet/statement of allegations
E&F.and reply are attached as annexure

That during the course of inquiry the respondent department completely 

failed to prove their stance and as such totally relied upon the previous 

inquiries which have already been declared by this august Tribunal as 

null and void. Copy of the inquiry report is , attached as 

annexure

8-

G.
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That astonishingly the respondent No.3 once again issued'the impugned 

order dated 05.06.2024 whereby major penalty of dismissal from service 

has been imposed upon the appellant. Copy of the impdgned order is
..... El.

9-

attached as armexure
5

That the appellant feeling aggrieved from the impugned order dated 

05.06.2024 preferred departmental appeal before the appellate authority 

but the same has been rejected vide appellate order dated'29.08.2024 on 

no good grounds. Copies of the departmental appeal and'rejection order 

is attached as annexure

10-

I& J.

! r
That appellant feeling aggrieved and having no other remedy but to file 

the instant appeal on the following grounds amongst the ethers.
11-

uGROUINPS;

A- That the impugned orders dated 05.06.2024 and 29.08.2024 W'e against the 

law, facts, noims of natural justice and materials on the record, hence not 
tenable and liable to be set aside.

1

B- That the appellant has not been treated in accordance with law and rules by 

the respondent on the subject noted above and as such violated Article-4 and 

25 of the Constitution of Islamic Republic of Pakistan, 1973.;

C- That the respondent department acted in arbitrary and malafide manner 

while issuing the impugned orders dated 05.06.2024 and 29.08.2024 which 

are not tenable in eye of law and liable to be set aside.

D- That statements of witnesses have not been recorded by the authorities 

before issuing the impugned order dated 05.06.2024 which is necessary as 

per rule and law ibid.

E- That no chance of cross of examination has been provided by4he respondent 
department to the appellant before issuing the impugned order dated 

05.06.2024 which is mandatory as per judgment of the superior Court.

F- That the de-novo inquiry has not been properly conducted by the authorities 

as per directions of this august Tribunal, therefore, the impugned order dated
J '

05.06.2024 is void in the eye of law and the same is liable to bp set aside. '■

G- That the inquiry officer totally relied upon on the previous inquiries which 

have already been declared by this august Service Tribunal as null and void.

H- That the inquiry officer admitted in the inquiry report that there is no solid 

proofs find out during the course of inquiry but despite of that the
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respondent No.3 issued the impugned order dated 05.06.2024.'therefore, the 

same is not tenable in the eye of law and liable to be set aside.
\

I- That the appellant had no concern with the ammunition kot but despite that 
the allegations of missing SMG rounds were leveled against hini on the basis 

of statement one Mr. Sohail Ahmad.

J- That the inquiry officer has not proved the charges leveled against tlie 

appellant, therefore, the impugned order dated 05.06.2024 has no legal force, 
therefore the same is liable to be set aside. • •

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

i

Dated: 05.09.2024.

^^ELLANT 

MAT! UdLaH shah

THROUGH: -1'
MIR ZAMto^AFT 

ADVOCATE

CERTIFICATE:

It is certified that no other earlier appeal was filed between the parties.
/

fyl
DEPONENT

, i’ .
LIST OF BOOKS:

CONSTITUTION OF PAKISTAN, 1973. 
SERVICES LAWS BOOKS.
ANY OTHER CASE LAW AS PER NEED.

1-
2-
3- ■1''A
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNIOIWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL
PESHAWAR

. fi

;
APPEAL NO. /2024

MATIULLAH VS POLICE DEPTT:

AFFIDAVIT

I Mir Zaman Safi, Advocate High Court, Peshawar on the instructions 

and on behalf of my client do hereby solemnly affirm and declare that the 

contents of this service appeal are true and correct to the best of my 

knowledge and belief and nothing has been concealed from this Flonorable 

Court.

A
'

MIR ZAMAN SAFI, 
Advocate

High Court, Peshawar ;

*.

i ■
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICES TRIBUNAL, PESJdAiWAR '*
9

i
[

Service Appeal No. 745/2019

...19.06^.2019

23'.06;2021
Date of Institution I

!nDate of Decision

: \
Bashir-Muhammad, E.x-ASI No. 840/MR District Police Mardan,

....(Appellant)

VERSUS : i

Commandant Police School Training Han.gu and another.
i

(Respondents)

; '
Mr. FAZAL SHAH MOKMAND, 
Advocate For appellant.

i;MR. USMAN GHANI, 
District Attorney

,
For respondents. . !

MEMBER (JUDICIAL) 
MEMBER (EXECUTIVE)

MR. SALAH-UD-DIN .
MR. ATIQ-UR-REHMAN WAZIR

s
JUDGEMENT;

SALAH-UD-DIN. MEMBER;-. Through this single judgment, 

intend to dispose of the instant Service Appeal'as well as Service 

Appeal bearing No. '931/2019 titled "Sohail Ahmad-Versus Provincial 

Police Officer and two -others" ,as well, as Service Appeal 'bearing 

No. ’ 1000/2019 titled "Matiullah Versus Inspector General of- Police 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar and two others", as common .questions

of law and'facts are'involved therein. . , '

,we
i-

s

I
!
f

r1

connected;'service 

appeals bearing No,' 931/2019 and 1000/2019 are that rjuringVposting 

of the appellants namely Bashir- Muhammad as In-charge ammunition 

Katq^ohail Ahmad as Nai'b in.SMG Kofand Matiullah as Reader to DSP 

Sec/rity, in Police- Training College H'angu, 76'285 live roundsmf SMG

Precise facts of the instant appeal las'well as

\
attest

I-

i

>. -.f ukliwff
.-.

K I-.* j
'i'. -Tu iaB

P tsi-i;. .V ai-
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as not properly/■'wgre found missing, while' entry of .11084 rouni
the relevant record, therefore, disciplinary-action was takenmade in

liH.C Muhammad. Akram No. 1193/133.against the appellants and one
dated 15.03.2019, the appellants' were dismissed from

s
f

Vide order
while H.C Muhammad Akram was exonerated from the charges.service 

the
therefore, they have now approached this Tribunal through filing

i;r
departmental appeals' of the' appellants went un-responded

of the .
I

i

instant Service Appeals. y
[1

Advocate, representing the appellant ’Mr. Fazal. Shah Mohmand 
■Bashir Muharrimad, has contended that Commandant Police Training

Of the rank of Deputy Inspector General of

3. lit

I
1!i-

College Hangu was an officer
who issued charge sheet, as. well 'as statement of allegations and.

the appellant, rende.rihg • the whole

£i\

Police 1:
also passed, order of dismissal of 

V inquiry proceedings as nullltY.in the.eye of law because as per Sch-edule-I
■ /. of Police Rules-1975, Deputy Inspector General of Police being Appellate

not the Authority, competent under the law to proceed

himself against the appellant. He further argued-that whole.of the inquiry .
without providing-the

1'

Authority was

• conducted in', slipshpd. manner,.proceedings were
appellant an. opportunity of cross examination 

■ during the inquiry. He also argued that neither any
opportunity of personal heatir-g

of the witnesses examined

show-cause notice s
J

- W0S
was issued'to the appellant nor any

afforded to him. He next 
transferred to -Police Training- College Hangu oh deputation' basis,

therefore, in view of Rule-9 (iii) of Police Rules, 1975, Commandant 

Police Training College Hangu was not competent to impose punishment 

the appellant. In the last .he-contended tha-t.the ■appellant Js-quite

condemned unheard, - therefore, Jhe impugned

admittedlycontended that the appellant was ;1

I

upon
innocent and has been 
crd»r may be set-aside and'the appeliant-may be re-instatgd Into service

1996 SCMR 856,all back benefits. He relied uponby extending him 

PLD 2018 Supreme 
Supreme Court 663 and 2021 SCMR 67u.

2016 Peshawar 278, ''Pi-D 2008Court 114, PLD if.

Mr Shahid Qayum Khattak, Advocatei representing.- appellant

Sohall Ahmad, while placing reliance on the arguments of reamed counsel 

- . for the appellant-Bashlr Muhammad, has further argued that ammunmon 

is kept in ammunition Kot, while the-appellant was posted as Naib in SMG 

meant for stocking only of SMG Rifles, therefore, the appellant was

4.

i

AT- W
f

i'

r.* \
K/iw. ’■

I-

■ N
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, -X. m7 - •leaving no concern with the alleged mis-appropriation- of live rounds of 

SMG, therefore, the impugned order.of dismissaPof the appellant isljable

/

to be-set-aside.

iNoor Muhammad Khattak, Advocate, representing . the 

'appellant Matiullah, has argued that the appellant was not issued-any , 

(Charge sheet and only statement of allegations was .issued to the . 

appellant,' however it has been mentioned in para-3 of summery of 

allegations thatthe same-was a charge sheet. He further argued that the 

procedure as laid down in Rule-S of Police. Rules, 1975, has not'been 

complied with and even -no opportunity of cross-examination of witnesses 

or personal hearing, w^as afforded to the appellant, therefoi.e, the 

impugned order of dismissal of the appellant is.void ab-initip, .hence liable 

to be.set-aside. Reliance was placed on 2003 PLC (C.S) 365, 19,33 PLC 

(C.S) 179, 2011 SCMR 1618, 1989 PLC (C.S) 33.6, PU , 2017 

Tr.C,(Services) 198, 2008 SCMR 1369,- 2003 SCMR 681 and 1938 PLC 

(C.S) 379.'

Mr.5,

(?

i

Conversely, .learned District A.ttorney for the- respondents has

found involved' in- mis-appropMStlpn of
; ;

therefore, disciplinary action was taken

rightly dismissed from service. He 

conducted:-in a legal manner by • 

hearing to the appellants. He next contended-

6. I-
argued that- the appellants were 

huge quantity of arnmunition 

against the appellants and they

!!
1;

I

-were

aiso argued that the in.quiry was

providing opportunity of 
that after conducting of proper inquiry against the appellants, the inquiry

conclusion, that the charges ' against thecommittee came to the 
appellants were proved, therefore; the competent Authority has-rightly

dismissed them frorn service.

?

We have heard the' arguments of learned counsel -.for the 

learned District-Attorney for the respondents and
7.

appellants as well as 

•• have perused the record.
!

A perusal of record would show thatthe show-cause notice, 

statement of allegations were^ issued to the
- 8.

charge sheet as well as 
appellants by Co.mmandant Police Training College Hangu'.and upon

receipt of the inquiry report, the order of; dism.iSsal of the appellants 

also passed by Commandant-Police Training College Hangu, who.'was an 

rank of Deputy Inspector General, of Police, in ;light of

was

officer of the

ATTfeSTE:

ilNER
..luUhWS

• oonat

t-r..x
Sc.-v •
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A 9
■^Schedule-I of Police Rules 1975, officer of the rank of DPO/SSP/SP, being 

Authority competent to award punishment'to the appellants, could have
I

legally taken disciplinary action against the- appellants. Commandant

Police Training College Hangu was an officer of the rank, of Deputy
' ' 'i

view "Schedule-I- of. Inspector General, of Police, therefore, keeping in

the action taken by hirh was .illegal,, withoutPolice Rules 1975 

jurisdiction
provided any opportunity of cross-examination, of the witnesses examined 

during the inquiry, which has caused them- .prejudice. The impugned 

order of dismissal of the-appellant is-thus not .sustainable in the eye. of

'I Eand void ab-initio. Moreover, the appellants were not at all

i.
[

law and is liable to be set-aside.

In view of the above-discussion, the appeal in hand as weii . as 

Service Appeal bearing No- 931/2019 titled “Sohail Ahmad Versus 

Provincial Police Officer and two others" as well as Service Appeal bear ing ^

"Matiullah VersUs the Inspector. General of Police ;

9,

F'. No. 1000/2019-titled 
Khyber PakhtUnkhwa Peshawar and two others"; are allowed by seidng- 

■ aside the .impu.gned order of dismissal of the appellants. The appellants 

instated into service and the matter is.remanded taack- to the^ 'are- re-
inquiry against .the' appellants -strictly indepartment, for de-novo 

accordance with .relevant law/rules. The de-novo inquiry proceeding shall i.
be completed within a period of-one month from the date of receipt of 

copy of this jud.gment. The issue of back benefits of the appellants shall 

follow the result of de-novo inquiry.- Parties are.-ieft to bear their own

I

2

costs. File be consigned to the record room. ,

ANNOUNCED
23.06.2021

(SALAM-UD-DIN) 
MEMBER (JUDICIAL)

;
(ATIQ-UR'-REHMAN WAZIR) 
/Member (EXECUTIVE)

i

/y/;7 /Certified

V vvbtT jpAkhtimkA-TO
Service TribunaL

Pcsbfcwar

l&ate of Presentation of.Aoplicatjon

2^.Co;:.'.vV::-:-.- i.’)

-W-' T*,-.

I-• T)«. .. A,.,-, of Copy, 

©ate oi L-esiver^' orCopy____ ( /

'fiv/
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OFFICE OF THE 
DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER, 

HANGU , ,
Tel: 0925-623878 Fiix 0925-0:-0l35

ORDER

This order is passed on the denovo departmental enquiry against IHG
Matiullah No. 255 under the lOiyherPakhtunkhwa Police-Rules 1975 (Amendment 120:4).

Brief facts of the case are as under:-
On 09.01.2019, ASI/LI Abid Ullah of Bannu Region was posted as Incharge 
ammunition Kot (PTC) in-place of ASI Bashir Muhammad of'Mardan Region. . 
On 14.01.2019, while taking the charge, he observed that a number of 87369 
rounds of SMG were short/missing, The matter was brought into the notice of 
high-ups and therefore, to unearth the fats, a preliminary'enquiry.conducted 
by Mr. Abdul Sattar, DSP (Legal) and Mr. Shah Mumtaz, DSP/CLI, PTC, 
Hangu. During enquiry accused officer ASI Bashir Muhammad,: Ex- Incharge 
ammunition • Kot and his co-accused officials i.e IHC Mati,i Ullah', District 
Hangu, HC Muhammad Altram No.ii93/i33, District D.I 'Kiian and FC Sohail 
Ahmad produced the embezzled rounds numbering 76285 before the enquiry 
committee which were deposited in the SMG rounds Kot PTC, Hangu. After 
preliminary enquiry, the enquiry officers submitted their initial enquiry report 
and held responsible accused officers/officials named above with their mutual 
understanding and their common criminal intention for embezzling a huge 

■quantity of'Govt. SMG rounds numbering 76285 -probably with the help of 
other accomplices while the enquiry committee revealed that SMG rounds 
numbering' 11084 were not properly entered in the relevant record. In 
response to .the preliminary enquiiy, .the accused officers/officiais named 
labove were suspended and show cause notices were served upon them. 
Accused officer and co-accused officials submitted ^hejr v/ritten replies, but 
found unsatisfactory, hence proper departmental enquiry was initiated under 
the supervision of DSP/CLI Shah Mumtaz, assisted by Insper'or Baroz Khan 
and Inspector Said Noor Shah as enquiry officers/committee. The. enquiry 
committee conducted proper departmental enquiry. Tire/' recorded the 

. statements of the relevant witnesses and also of the .accused officer.s/officials. 
During enquiry, the enquiry committee recounted the SMG rounds produced 
by the accused officer/officials, They also collected and perused the relevant 
record i.e stoclt/issued register and Daily Diary of Model Police Station PTC 
Hangu. During enquiry, the enquiry committee held, respiuisible accused 
officer ASI Bashir Muharfimad No. 840/MR the then Incharge ammunition 
Kot and his accomplices, namely IHC Mat! Ullah N0.255 and FC Sohail Ahmad 
N0.44 for embezzling Govt, SMG rounds with mutual connivance. Therefore, 
to follow Police Rules-1975 (amended 2o4), ASI Bashir Muhammad 

. N0.840/MR, IHC Mati Ullah No.255 and FC Sohail yJimad No.44 were 
awarded major punishment of “Dismissal from Service”, while accused HC 
Muhammad Altram' No.n93/j33 was exonerated and reinstated in service 
from the date, of suspension owing to non-availability of any tangible evidence 
against him vide PTC, Hangu Order Endst: 119-34/PA, dated 15.03.2019.

The delinquent officers filed departmental appeal against the said order of 
dismissal, but it was filed. Subsequently, then he approached to the Khyber Pakhtunldiwa Sendee 
Tribunal, which was allowed by the Hon’ble Semce Tribunal with Che remarks that the order uf 
dismissal was passed by the Commandant, PTC Hangu, who was an officer of the rank of Depuly 
Inspector General. In light of schedule-I of Police Rules-i975, officer of the rank of DPO/SSP/SP 
being authority competent to. award punishment' to tlie appellant, ■ the action , taken by the 

Commandant was illegal, which may be regularized and for the purpose of denovo enquiiy against 
the appellant strictly in accordance with relevant law/rules w/r to the above allegaiicns. Mr. Ai-shad 

Mehmood, SP Investigation (District Complaint Officer), Hangu is appointed as enquiry officer wliile 
AIG, Inquiries, lAB.Khyber Paklitunkhwa Peshawar officer Memo: No. 1984/CPO/IAB, dated 

26.07.2021.

;
I
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s
superintendent of Police, Investigatton Hangu conaucted ad 

■ departmental enquiry and reported tlmt the a'ccnsed official was found Solved 
'■ govt, property i.e 7.62 MM genuine rounds of PTC Kot, which caused to huge loss of govt, excheq

metuber of police force, his professionalism is condemnable, his act rs not apolog.es and he.s

d recommended for major punishment., ,Being aV*

%uUty for the charges leveled against him an

30.09.2021 and heard in person, but he 

he was issued a Final Show Cause Notice.
He was called in- orderly room on

failed to submit any plausible reply in-his defence hence 
Reply to the show cause notice was received and perused which was found unsatisfactory. He was

. He was given full opportunity to explain his position, but 
also heard but be did. not produce any

again called in orderly room on 10.11.2021
' he filed. In this connection, FC Sohail Alimad N0.44 was

. Tlie above named IHC earned a bad name to the
evidence in self defence of IHC Mati Ullah No. 255 
police department, and his furtherretentlon in police department is a burden on govt, exchequer.,

of above and available record, I, Ikram Ullah. (PSP); District Police .

■ under the Rules ibid, I agreed with the
In view

Officer, Hangu in exercise of powers conferred upon . , u
finding of enquiry officer and a major punishment of removal from servtee .s here y 

imposed upon the IHC Mati Ullah No. 255 with immediate effect. The inteKnlen

period i.e un.

OB No.

me

authorized leave is hereby treated aS lea ve -without pay. I13^3
! 1112021Dated;

^'"'"^DISTRICT POLICE OFFICE 
HANGU i .)

7
icT.. 6'^-. /EC, dated Hangu the _l^_y-iL/202i

Copy of above is submitted to the Commandant.
College, Hangu forfavour ofinformationw/rtohis.office Memo:No.628/PA. dat&cl27.o|.20^l.

please.

!
, Police Training

Accused official.2.

ERf 'DISTRICT POLICE OFFI 
HANGU

•

1^ \
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR-^a
■ I

a Service Appeal No.217/2022 I

;■ ... MEMBER(J)BEFORE: MRS. RASHIDA BANO
MR. MUHAMMAD AKBAR KHAN ... MEMBER(E)f

If

t
Mati Ullah, IHC No. 255, Reader to DSP, Police Training College, Hangu.

. ' ■ (Appellant)
!j

I VERSUSI
I

1. The Inspector General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar,
2. The Regional Police Officer, Kohat Region.-
3. The Commandant Police Training College, Hangu
4. The District Police Officer, District Hangu.

I

I

(Respondents)

Mr. Mir Zaman Safi 
Advocate For Appellai’t

Mr. Syed Asif Ali Shah 
District Attorney

i
For Respondents

..23.02.2022 . . 
06.11.2023 
.06.11.2023 -

Date of Institution 
Date of Hearing. 
Date of Decision\

\
JUDGMENT

RASHIDA BANO. MEMBER fJ>;The instant service appeal has been

instituted under section 4 of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal, Act

1974 with the prayer copied as below:

“On acceptance of this appeal, the impugned orders dated 

12.11.2021 and 08.02.2022 may very kindly be set aside and the 

appellant be reinstated into service with all back benefits.V
. ■

2. Brief facts of the case are that appellantwas serving the . respondent 

department upto the entire satisfaction of his superiors. That while -

performing his duty as Reader to DSP Security, in Police training College
. :

^angu, an allegation of missing 87369 SMG round from the lammunition 

:Kotwas leveled against the appellant, on the basis of which disciplinary '

attested

:KA

S’ci-vic!;

J
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proceedings were taken against the appellant and two others, and were 

dismissed form service vide order dated 15.03.2019. Feeling aggrieved, 

appellant filed service appeal which was remanded back to department for 

denovo inquiry vide order date vide judgment date d23.06.2021; Respondent 

department conducted denovo inquiry and issued charge sheet .an<| statement 

of allegations to appellant who submitted reply. Final show cause notice was 

issued thereafter vide impugned order 12.11.2021 whereby major penalty of 

removal from service was again; imposed upon the appellant. Feeling 

aggrieved, he filed departmental appeal, which was rejected; henpe the 

instant service appeal.

2. Respondents were put on notice who submitted written replies/comments 

on the appeal. We have heard the learned counsel for the appellant as well as 

the learned Deputy District Attorney for the respondents and perused the case

. /■i rr
3

'4

V

ili;
f

file with connected documents in detail.

3. Learned counsel for the appellant argued that theappellant has not been
:■ >■

treated in accordance with law and rules and respondents violated Article 4 , 

and 25 of the Constitution of Islamic Republic of Pakistan 1973;. He further 

argued that impugned orders are against tlie law, facts, norms of natural 

justice and materials on record, hence not tenable and liable to be set aside. 

He contended that no statement of witnesses have been recorded by, the 

respondents nor chance of cross examination has been pro’rided to the 

appellant. He further contended that no denovo inquiry has been .conducted . 

by the respondents. Reliance is placed on 1984 PLC (C.S) 379, 2011 PLC 

(C.S) inland 1989 PLC(C.S) 336. '

ATiVsTEM
4. Conversely, learned Deputy District Attorney argued that apjjellanl was 

found involved, in mis-appropriation of huge quantity of ammunition, • 

. therefore, disciplinary action was taken against the appellant and >was rightly
Ki<\If ij t u

’'f.'iiiavvfir-

T
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dismissed from service. He also argued that the inquiry was conducted in a
;

legal manner by providing opportunity of hearing to the appeilarrt. He further 

contended that after conducing of proper inquiry against the appellant, the^
i

inquiry committee came to the cbnclusion that the charges against the 

appellant were proved, therefore, cpmpetent authority has rightlyi dismissed 

from service.

/3

I!-■

r
!

I

i

i;
as- IHC6. Perusal of record reveals: that appellant served 

respondent/department for morei than 18 years. When appellant was 

posted as Reader to DSP security in Police Training College Hangu, onLP

allegation of missing 78369/- SMG rounds from the ammunition kot was
t

V
leveled against the appellant, who alongwith two others v/ere proceeded 

against by the department. Appellant alongwith two official were 

dismissed from service vide impugned order.dated 15.03.2019: Appellant
I

filed service appeal bearing No 745/2019 wherein impugned order was 

set aside by reinstating appellant into service vide judgment & order 

dated 23.06.2021. Respondent after receipt of judgment of this Tribunal
. . I

again Commandant Police Training College Hangu appoint Mr. Arshad

Mehmood SP/Investigation as Enquiry Officer despite the fact that this 

• ' . . 
Tribunal holds that competent authority for giving punishment to IHC is

SSP/DPO/SP and not below of the rank of DIG. So again inquiry was

initiated by an incompetent authority in accordance with'schedule-1 of

Police Rules, 1975. Moreover, it is mentioned in inquiry report dated

27.08.202

‘7n the light of denovo enquiry the accused qfficials/wUnesses were

summoned by the undersigned through the Admin PTC Hangu in order to

to the notice of undersigned
s,: fuJ,

<21

join the enquiry proceedings. It has come i

I
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3 that all the ■witnesses/complainant and enquiry committedo^idsr are not i

proper employee of PTC strength, they have been transferred,to'their

parent District after completion of their tenure, some of theni are engaged

in Special duties of Muharram-ul-Haram 2021 and due to short time in

enquiry they could be approached to appear before enquiry officer in
♦

these days but the defaulters officials have attended this office on 

• 09.08.2021 and submitted their replies. Their replies were perused by the 

undersigned which were found unsatisfied. During previous enquiry the 

defaulter officials have given chance for their self defence, they were 

examined but they foiled to do so.-Similarly, witnesses of the case/enquiry 

were also examined and recorded the statements about the caisq.

So, from it is cleai- that no opportunity of cross examiriaLioh and self 

;defense was provided to the appellant despite direction by tliis tribunal.

It is a well settled legal proposition, that regular inquiiy'iis must before 

imposition of major penalty, whereas in case of the appellant, no such inquiry 

was conducted. The Supreme Court of Pakistan in its judgment reported as 

12008 SCMR 1369 have held that;in case of imposing major penalty, the 

principles of natural justice required ;that a regular inquiry was to be conducted 

in the matter and opportunity of defense and personal hearing was to be 

provided to the civil servant proceeded against, otherwise civil seivant would 

be condemned unheard and major penalty of dismissal from seryice would be
' J I

imposed upon him without adopting the required mandatory procedure, 

resulting in manifest injustice. In absence of proper disciplinary' proceedings, 

the appellant was condemned unheard, whereas the principle of audi alteram 

partem was always deemed to be imbedded in the statute and even if there was 

no such express provision, it would; be deemed to be one of the parts of the

I
t;

a
il

f *

fti:

i

i
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statute, as no adverse action can be; taken against a person widipiit providing 

right of hearing to him. Reliance is placed on 2010 PLD SC 483.

8. For what has been discussed above, we are unison to set aside the 

impugned orders dated 12.11.2021 & 08,08.2022 and reinstate the appellant for 

'the purpose of denovo inquiry with direction to respondents to provide proper 

ichance of self-defense, personal hearing and cross examination to trie appellant 

to fulfill requirement of a fair trial. Respondents are further directed to
J

xonclude inquiry within 90 days, after receipt of copy of this judgment. Costs 

shall follow the event. Consign.

9. Pronounced in open court in Pexhawar and given under our hands and seal oj 
-the Tribunal on this November, 2023.

i ^^KHAN) (RASIffDA RANG) 
Member (J)

(MUHAM
Member (E)

r•Kakcmullnli

Ce-tjrjserf f.

i
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I
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plumber of FVov^.s

H-jCopying Fee 

Urgcri! —
Total-----
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(amendments 2014) am' df Uie^pinion PaWittomchwa Police Rules 1975
re-instated.-for the purpose o^rf ^l^a^youj. IHC Matitdlah (Couditioiiallv
PTC Hangu o-pndered Srjlai r^^ tLn poStit

Police Rules-1975J ' • '■ ® the meaning of Rule 3 of the ' '

Ps La^ tostvacw iaASI Ba5:-v: ^uhainmad ofkavd-m ^ & Anmuinitjon (Rot PTC) m-nUfe nf

• ^ sJ;ort-/missi„g7j,om PTC; Kc?, a, pei-' s?ocrStS

4. ^i.l me Ma,m„a,„f twa vaasioaa i'
.'dplWst, ^ ^ ^'sciphiie force'conducted
■. B^ing a custodian they carried out breach'of trust r;

,. This' is sn act of crime whioh were committed inteutionaily.

cf the ^olice]^S"^ “f-^^^nduct under ■
penalty. ■;specked ^ .

07dayso|:th^i^ceip|?Se|^g;;J^g’|;;^«^;|^^ ^ ■

the apqcijieil pkriod,' TiLg iSh h'SifbS SesumS‘^iPf 
and ex-pa^e a&ipn s la l.be'.taken againstypu^' ' ^ eJefense to p’j.t in
Astatement o^al'legiions is ^lapsed,',

1.

i a committee was4

vecoTcl

I

!

.c. •
act of negligence &

11

‘-eiiig a public sei'wini;,

• 2. '• I

I . t
I
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ASJ Bashir Muhamhu
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lesion was po5ted-a8Uw\ns\T\iac.t\>^

notice of‘hiehnnc^f ptc- register, The matter, was brought into the
dcfnu^turs' Pi'oper departmenta) action agai-nsl the

nu
intrusted os

record.1t WhSd t’aVa«u^sToX^^^ ' •

i&nlUst r '”■ r“-p®'-'9f>^.s&■.
.4- The acl bf defajlteroff dal IHC Mali Ullah of two vemions i.e. :

SoUt.'"' conducted, att of

' ••• • .- ■' r .'.. ■ ,■ \.
iisiotjii 0 they Ca.-Wed oot breach oj trust being a public ser«:! t.

_ ^ '“^°ffmmewhtfchwereccmmitted/ntenl)ona/|y. 
f«.K- k- '“Tiosa of scrutimimg the conduct of said accued with ritisrerceto he above aljeg^ ,o^s ^ Jam.-i:ur.RA.hnn f '

accoHanoe with prowsion of tbei^oYice

punishment prothfelLplpria'^e °c£n i7£\hl^

fixed by thd en'^tl^'SjtmiHS’'' " ''' on the dgte; time and place ■

I

k
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'0 Beinga 
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■ HAntsy ;

I
OIS'■ 1:

No-7S^ /trr dated O/C /
, •fcopydf above •to;*.

1. Mr.

»
/2024.

T

■ «/f'• j ^^'‘'7 periodbwn?,court tnaWetbeforetssuancu :
of fofmhl order',/or the perusal of Worthy fGP.

2. T^e^ aiffCd,9ff!CI>l?- with the directions to.appear before the EnquiiV 0.'■/^fex 
on lhe.(|ate,,time .and place fixed by hiin.-for the purpose of enquiry proceedutgs.
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3o//A, OFFICE OF THE 
—^DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER, 

HANCU
Tel: 0925-623878 Fax 0925-620135

ORDER
|V

This order is passed on the denovo departmental enquiry against IHC 

Matiullah No. 225 (conditionally re-instated for the purpose of denovo, enquiry) while the 

then IHC posted at PTC- Hangu under the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Pijlice Rules 1975 

(Amendment 2014). - ' .

Brief facts of the case are as under:-

On 09.01.2019, ASI Abid Ullah of Bannu Region lyas posted as l,.4iw 
Instructor in PTC Hangu and was entrusted as ilncharge Arms & 
Ammunition (Kot PTC) in-place of ASI Bashir Muhammad of Mardan 
Region, on 14.01.2019 while taking the charge of PTC Ammunition Kot, 
he obseiwed that a large number of rounds of 7.62 (genuine) • 
short/missing from PTC, Kot as per stock register, The matter 
brought into the notice of high-ups of -^-TC Hangu for taking
departmental action against the defaulters. •- .•
On the' directions of the then Commandant PTC Hangu a committee 

constituted to conduct preliminary enquiry committee.
After perusal of the previous enquiry papers and gone through the 
available record, it was found that accused ASI Abid Ullah, ASI Bashir 
Muhammad and IHC Mati Ullah were found involved in embezzlement 
of huge number of ammunition 7.62 mm rounds i.e. 87369 (Eighty 
Seven thousand three hundred & sixty nine) original of PTC Kot, ’the 
embezzled rounds numbering 76285 before the enquiry committee 
which were deposited in the SMG rounds Kot PTC Hangu. In 76285 
round (70000 or above are local made) as per .'rerjort of Arms & 
Ammiihitioii export of FSL.
The act of defaulter official IHC Mati Ullah No. 225 of two versions i.e. 

Being a member of discipline a force conducted act of neglig 
& dishonesty.
Being a custodian he carried out breach of trust being a public 
servant. This is an act of crime which M'as committed 
intentionally. ■

The dejmquent IHC Matiullah No. 225 was served vrith charge sheet 

and statement of allegations under Khyber Paklitunkhwa Police Disciplinary Rules 

(Amendment 2014) vide this office No. 04/EC, dated 06.02.2024 to which he submitted his 

reply to Mr. Jamil-ur-Rehman, SP Investigation Kohat and Mri Muhammad Talha ARif ASP 

Saddar Kohat who were appointed/nominated as Enquiry Committee to, condr.ct denovo 

depaitmental enquiry agaiiist him by the AIG/Enquiry, Infernal Accountability Branch, 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar in light of the judgment Service Appeal No. 217/2022 titled 

as Mati Ullah Ex-IHC 'VS PPO KPK & others vide his office Memo; No. 224-28/CPO/IAB, 

dated 01.02.2024. During the course of enquiry; the committee summoned the delinquent 

IHC Matiullah No. 225 and given full opportunity of hearing to him, but he failed to submit 

any justification in his self defence. Hence, Enquiry Committee held him guilty of die 

chaiges leveled against him. After completion of enquiry, the Enquiry Committee submitted 

their findings report received to this office vide Memo: No; 436/PA, dated 06.05.2024. 

Consequently, the AIG/Enquiry, lAB Kliyber Pakhtunldiwa, Peshawar vide letter
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■ 81/CPO/IAB, dated 16.05.2024 has addressed andissued letter which. reveals that the competent 
authority approved the enquiry finding. Final Show Cause Notice was issued to him vide this 

office No. 85/EC, dated- 23.05.2024. Reply to the show cause notice was received on 

30.05.2024 and perused which was found unsatisfactory as well; In this regard, he was 

called in- orderly room on 03.06.2024. He was given full opportuni^’ito explain his position, 

but no reasonable response submitted by him in his self defence.
According to the available records, I, Muhammad Khalid, (PSP), District 

Police Officer, Hangu in exercise of powers conferred upon me under the Rules ibid, I agreed 

with the findings of enquiry committee and he is hereby dismissed -from service with 

immediate effect as per recommendation of Enquiry Committee and approval of 

competent authority vide letter No. 880-81/CPO/IAB, dated 16.05.2024.

-d // / /
OB No. / 1
Dated; / 6 72024

V

/

■
I

;/!
DISTRI^SoCfCE OFFICER/ 

\l^ANGU
5. "7 5^*^ " / o6> /2024 ./EC, dated Hangu the 

Copy of above is submitted for favour of information to the:-
No. '

Additional Inspector General of Police, Enquiry., Internal 
Accountability Branch, Khybier Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar w/r to 

' his office Memo: No. quoted/above 628/PA, dated 2'7.o8i202i, 
please. ‘ ,

2. •' Regional Police Officer, Kohat Region, Kqhat.
3. Commandant, Police Training;College, Hangu.

EC, PO, Reader & OHC for necessary action.
5. ' Accused official.

1.

4-
■;

V

districppOlice officer,
KANGU
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To,

The Regional Police Officer, 
Kohat Region, Kohat. ■ ■ zM \

Subject: - Departmental Appeal

Respected Sir,
With due respect, appellant submits departmental appeal againsif the over 

dated 04-06-2024 bearing OB No. 244, passed by learned District Police Officer Hangu in 
departmental proceedings initiated froin service was imposed on appellan^t. '

I . i
FACTS;

Factual background of the impugned order is as follows.
1. That appellant was serving district Hangu Police as Head Constable. In the year 2Q19, 

appellant was posted as Reader to DSP Security Police Training College Hangu on 09-01- 
2019 Abidullah ASi of Baimu Region was posted as Incharge ammunition Kot PTC Hangu 
vice Bashir Ahmad of Mai'dan Region. |It is .pertinent to pin point that; there ^e separate 
Kots for Arms and Ammunition. Abidullah ASi while taking charge of the ammunihon 
pointed not shortage/missing of 87369! genuine rounds of 7.62 Bote in,' the stock, lie 
reported the matter to the authorities. , ,
That a committee was constituted for proper checking and according to the charge sheet 
(Para-3). The embezzled rounds numbering 76285 before tlie inauirV. qo'mmitte'e which 
were deposited in SMG rounds Kot PTC Hangu. In 76285 rounds t7000'6i! above are local
made! or per report of arms and ammunition expert of FSL
That matter of shortage/embezzlement of rounds was relating to the Kot . staff who were 
legal.and physical custodian of the ammunition but the lines staff in order to save their 
skins and to cover the supervisory dutiesiof the Kot also implicated appellant in the matter. 
The committee allegedly involved appellant on the statement Sohail NabilKot recorded! on 
12-02-2019 but on the same day his presence was on record of comt at Nowshera. Similarly 
Muhammad Israr Ali the then lines officer alleged gave statement against appellant.
That appellant was confirmed in quarter guai'd on 13-02-2019 vide report recorded in daily 
diary of PTC Hangu serial No. 45 anx was released oh 25-02-2019, thus appellant was put 
behind the bars for 12 days long period. '
That in addition to award of penalty of 2 days confinement in quarter gu^rd, for the first 
time on 12-02-2019 disciplinary proceedings on hallowed allegation of'commission of 
negligence in duty and criminal breach of trust and dishonesty were initiated against 
appellant. Appellant defended the departmental charge but the departmental proceedings 
culminated in passing the dismissal frorh service order dated 15-03-2019. Appellant after 
exhausting departmental remedy filled seiwice appeal.No.$45/2019. The service appeal of 
appellant was accepted vide order dated 23-06-202Tbut the department was allowed for 
de-novo inquiry proceeding as the proceeding against appellant were found defective.
That in addition to departmental proceedings criminal case vide FIR No. 1073 dated 05- 
09-2019 under section 408, 409, 414, 420, 424 PPC police station Hangu was registered 
against appellant and others. District Police prosecutor Hangu furnished opinion that the 
rhatter falls widiin Jurisdiction of Anti-Corruption establisliment therefore the local police 
may cancel the case. The matter was taken up with Anti-corruption 'and after lengthy 
correspondence case FIR No. 2 dated 16.11.2023 under section 408,409,34 PPC read with 
section 5(2) of prevention of corruption Act Police station Anti-corruption Hangu was 
registered after lapse of 04 years 2 montli and 11 days long period.

The Bail Before Arrest of appellant was re-called and post arrest bait petition was 
rejected by special judge Anti-con'iiptioii respectively. However, the Honorable Peshawar 
High Court'was pleased to accept that bait petition of appellant vide order dated 29-01- 
2024'. Appellant is defending the criminal and departmental charge.
That appellant was re-instated in service m compliance, with judgment of Service Tribunal 
and de-novo inquiry proceedings were initiated against appellant. Appellant was once 
again dismissed from service vide orderj dated 12-11-2021 and appellant after losing the 
departmental battle field service appeal! No. 21^.7/2022 which was accepted vide order 
dated 06-11-2023 and tlie department was again allowed for de novo inquiry proceedings 
as illegality and irregularities were detected in the inquiry proceedings.
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That appellant was again re-instated in service and District Police Officer Hangu initiated 
de-novo inquiry proceedings against j appellant. Inquiry committee'; comprising 3P 
Investigation Kohat and ASP Saddar Circle Kohat was constituted for. scrutinizing the 
conduct of appellant with reference to the charges levelled against appellant. !
That appellant submitted detailed replyjin response to the charge sheet but the inquiry 
committee submitted ambiguous finding report. The final opinion was based on conjecttfes 
^d surmises without collecting and evidence in support of charge. Siniilarly appellant 
submitted plausible reply in response to tlie final show-case notice but district police officer 
Hangu passed the impugned order, hence this departmental appeal ion tlic Tollowing 
grounds.

8.i

9.

GROUNDS: -

That the impugned order has been passed against law, facts and evidence on record. District 
police officer Hangu is the original/lower authority for departmental action against 
appellant. Charge sheet was issued on his behalf but the base readings of the impugned 
order reveals that it was not has independent decision but with the approval of competent 
authority (worthy IGP) vide letter No. 880-81/CPO/iAB dated 16-05-2624.
That the inquiry committee has categorically admitted the start of finding report “that ^vas 
direct evidence is available against appellant but circumstantial evidence is available”. 
However, in the last para of inquiry again admitted tliat the. matter is ;abput 05' years old 
therefore no circumstantial evidence 'vyas procured.- The committee reported appellant 
guilty on tlie basis of conjectures and sumiises. . , a
That the service Tribunal passed directions vide para 8 of the judgment .of provide proper 
chance of defense, personal heai'ing and cross examination to fulfill the requirements of 
fair trial and it is further directed to conclude the de-novo proceedings in 90 days. 
Admittedly opportunity of defense in shape of reply to the charge sheet was provided to 
appellant. However, tlie defense of appellant was neither considered nor rebutted. As 
regard personal hearing appellant was heard in person on 03-06-2024 while the appro'^al 
of CPO for award of penalty was received on 16-05-2024 about 17day'>' prior to personal 
hearing of appellant. All this means thatjpersonal. hearing was just a formality. No chance 
of cross-examination of witness was provided to appellant. The de-novo proceedings 'were 
completed in 200 days instead of 90 days'. Therefore the directions of service Tribunal v'ere 
completely overlooked. • '' ; '
That the inquiry committee has considered the statement of Muhammad Israr the tlien lines 
officer PTC Hangu recorded during initial inquiry. This is on the record that appellant was 
implicated in the charges on the basis of statement of said lines officer'a)id Sohail Nabi Kot 
of ammunition. The statement of Sohail Nabi was totally fake as on tlfe day of recording 
lias statement i.e 12-02-2019, he was present in Nowshera Court. Again Muhammad Israr 
and Sohail were never confronted witll appellant in the successive four (04) inquiries 
(preliminary + 03 regular inquiries). Therefore their statements cannot be used as evide)ace 
against appellant. { ,
That Ashaq Ali the then Ai'morer was examined during the instant inquiry and his earlier 
statement recorded in the matter is avmlabie on the record. His present statement and 
previous statement are quite different ahd contradictory all this raeaj'is tliat his previous 
statement was fake.
That .appellant was confined in quarter guai'd on 13-02-2019 and was released on 25-02- 
2019 but the inquiry committee and others were from quarter guard on 14-02-2019 vide 
report recorded in the daily diary serial No. 27. The committee was informed that the 
original daily diary was changed by lines staff and according to original diary dated 14-02- 
2019 the arrival report of Saeed Khan Si from duty along with strength of police was 
recorded vide serial No. 27. Theinquiry committee did not take notice of the change of the 
daily diary. |
The inquiry cormnittee has relied upon tlie statements recoiled dining previous inquiries, 
this is on record that the service tribunal declared.the previous inquiries as defective 
therefore these statement carmot be used against appellant.
That neither the conmiittee nor the lower autliority considered the plausible, cogent and 
solid defines grounds submitted by appellant in shape of replies in response to charge sheet 
^d final show-cause notice. | i
that this is on the record that matter of shortage of rounds was relating to Not incharge and 
lines staff and appellant was posted as reader to DSP seciu'ity but the lif.es staff in order to 
sane their skins made appellant as scapegoat.
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that the departmental proceedings werejfi^'st initialed in February 2019 and tlie same are. 
not final despite lapse of about 05 years ong period. Appellant has been implicated in the 
depaitmental and criminal charge on no evidence. The law and rules does not allow such 
long incarceration in departmental charge. Appellant has been deprived of monthly salary 
for long period and pursue cases in tribunal and crimmal courts.

That inquiry committee has admitted that criminal charge also exists against 
appellant and others on same set of allegations therefore pre-trial opinions of departmejital 
authorities is undesirable.
That three regular inquiries were conducted into the matter but no evidence was collected 
in support of the charges levelled in tlie charge sheet. The criminal also granted bent to 
appellant as there was no evidence against appellant. The inquiry committee avoided 
examination of the investigation officer and record of the criminal case.
That appellant pray for personal hearingjand advancing additional grounds.

I ,

It is therefore requested that appellant rnay be re-instated in service with all back benefits 
and oblige. j

j)-/
' f

k).

1).

ij. V
. !■ ;

• .
J

. i

Yours obediently 
/ Mati UUah Ex. HC 

No. 225 District Kangu 
0333-9670670
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Enclosures:
Copy of impugned order •
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ORDER. i.rfj ^;!-ii' 4:i

win di«p«sc ofThis order 
Consinble Mnti Ullnh No.255 of Opcrniion

f ,X

OfTiccr. Haiigii wlicrcby he was nwflrdccl mnjof pum:
vide OD No. 2‘W, dnicd 05.0'’’.202‘h

**.

Police OfTiccr. Hangu Vi&s dca'il
or 0,c c.. .e “-'"7.0. 

wiUl dcpartmcniaiiy on the charges of misQppropnabon , j ^;;„i.
^ “ -7 -i-"

show.d oonression of *c,r go.,,. ^PTC Hangu, w

vide CPO leltot No. 22«S/ePO/IB. doled
,dal tormaliUes, sobmi^ 

leveled agBiost him. He »“•

him find

KohatSuperintendarU of Police Investigation 

Kohat were appointed as Enquiry OITieers 
01.02.2024. The Enquiiy Officers, after fulfillment of co 

wherein rhe appellant was found guihy 4f the charges 

tceommended tor suitable punishment under the relevant ru es.
Keeping In view the recommendations of Ote Enqu.o' OH.oers

; awarded major punislunent

and the above cited

of dismissal
the dclinquertt officer waitcircumstances of the case,

"leCg^'eTr" of District

any plausible explanation in his defense.
Foregoing in view, I, Sher Akbar, PSP

of the considered opinion

I
I

, S.St, Regional PoUcc Officer, Kchat, 
that the charges leveled ag^t him 

of dismissal from service uwartfed by the Disinct 

inlcrferencc, j-ic.nce, appeal of Ex-

bcing the appellate authority 
have been hilly established. The punishment 
Police Officer. Hangu is justified and. tKcrcfore, warrants no
^rconstnblc Matl Utlah No.25S is hereby reieeted. beingdevoid orsubsmoce and,.r„er.h ^

, am

■ Order Announced
7n.O8.2O2d

Ko'.'al-Rcgien/; A /2024/EC. Dnfcd Kohat I»
IDlslricl Police Officer, Hcngtt for mlbt,nntio,^c««nry 

M6l4.8r.d.tcd l3,0ga(Ki.iS(itvlet..l.;^|||||“J‘'-‘^'*

.y.

Copy forwerdcil to 

acbon»w/x*to tti.t' otneo Mcnio;1'lo 

arc rcturnctl herewith.
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VAKALATNAMA

BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL,
PESHAWAR

OF 2024

(APPELLANT)
JPLAINTIFF)
(PETITIONER)

VERSUS

(RESPONDENT)
JDEFENDANT)

1
\

I/fe
Do hereby appoint and constitute MiR ZAMAN SAFL Advocate, 
Peshawar to appear, plead, act, compromise, withdraw or refer to 

arbitration for me/us as my/our Counsel/Advocate in the above 

noted matter, without any liability for his default and with the 

authority to engage/appoint any other Advocate Counsel on 

my/our cost. I/we authorize the said Advocate to deposit, withdraw 

and receive on my/our behalf all sums and amounts payable or 

deposited on my/our account in the above noted matter.

/ /2024Dated.

CLL

ACCEPTED
MIR ZAMAN SAFI 

ADVOCATE
OFFICE:
Room No. 6~E, 5‘^ Floor,
Rahim Medical Centre, G. T Road, 
Hashtnagri, Peshawar.
Mobile No.0333-9991564 

03 1 7-9743003
i

!

. . r.
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