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BEFORE THE HONOURABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL
PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No. 1197/2024 _ @
Muhammad Tanveer Igbal Ex-Junior Clerk (BPS-11) District Police Officer Mardan
.................................... Ry - Vo o 1= | F-T oY
Khyher Pu Kt uidhaviy
. ’ \_:Scrv_iuu Tribunul
| | VERSUS Diary No.._] :n—é—%&
The District Police Officer, Mardan and others _ oG- _
Dated
................................................................................................. Respondents

PARA-WISE COMMENTS ON BEHALF OF RESPONDENTS NO. 1 & 2.
Respectfully Sheweth,
PRELIMINARY OBJECTIONS

1. That the appellant has not approached this Hon’bie Tribunal with clean
hands. _ _

2. That the appellant has concealed the actual facts from this Hon’ble Tribunal.

3. . That the appellant has got no cause of action or locus standi to file the
instant appeal. | _

4. That the appellant is estopped by his own conduct to file the instant Service
Appeal.

S. That the appeal is unjustifiable, baseless, false, flawless and vexatious and
the same is liable to be dismissed with special compensatory cost in favour of
respondents. |

6. That the Hon’ble Tribunal has no jurisdiction to adj\udicate upon the matter.

7. That the appeal is bad for miss-joinder and non-joinder of necessary parties.

8. That the appeal is barred by law and limitation.

REPLY ON FACTS

1. Para to the extent of enlistment and starting his duty in Police Department as
Junior Clerk pertains to record need no comments, while rest of para is not |
plausibte, because every official is under obligation to perform his duty upto
the entire satisfaction of his superiors. Moreover, non receiving of complaints
does not mean a clean chit for the future wrong deeds.

2. Incorrect. Stance taken by the appeliant is totally against the material
available on record because the complainant of case FIR No. 482 dated
01.12.2022 u/s 324/34 PPC PS Toru was neither his co-villager nor had any
relation. Therefore, false fabrication/ implication/involving the appellant is
not appealable to a prudent mind, hence, he was suspended (Copies of FIR
and suspension order are attached as "A & B").

3. Plea taken by the appellant is bereft of any substance because the Apex
Court of Pakistan has laid down the principle that departmental proceedings

and judicial proceedings are two different entities, both can run parallel to .




each other without affecting the result of each other, hence, release on bail
does not mean acquittal from the charges rather the same is release from

the custody. This Controversy was resolved by the Apex Court of Pakistan in

case titled_” Khalig Dad Vs Inspector General of Police and 02 others"
(2004 SCMR 192" wherein it was held that:- |

“Disciplinary proceedings and criminal proceedings---Difference---Acquittal
fro_m criminal case---Effect---Both such proceedings are not interred
dependent and can be initiated simultaneously and brought to logical end
separately with different conclusions---Criminal proceedings do not constitute
'a‘ bar for initiation of disciplinary proceedings relevant to Efficiency and
Disciplinary Rules---Acquittal in criminal case would have no bearing on

disciplinary action”. |
It is worth to mention here that the appellant filed application for BBA after
lapse of 1'year, 6 months and 5 days on 06.06.2024 in case FIR No,
482 dated 01.12.2022. During the intervening period the appellant was
absconder. More so, absconsion is a double edged weapon.

4. Incorrect. Stance taken by the appe]lant is not plausible because he while
posted at D.P.O Office Mardan was placed under suspension, on account of
charging in a case vide FIR No. 482 dated 01.12.2022 u/s 324/34 PPC PS
Toru, Mardan. On-account of aforementioned allegations, the appellant was
issued charge sheet with statement of allegations and enquiry was entrusted

~to the then Superintendent of Police Investigation, Mardan. During the
course of enquiry the appellant was contacted time and again but his cell
number was continuously found switched off. Besides as per.report of
SHO Police Station Toru, the appellant absconded and shifted to unknown
place, so the said charge sheet was served upon the appellant through his
cousin for the purpose, but neither the appellant appeared before the

- enquiry officer nor submitted his reply. However, after fulfiliment of all
Iegal' and codal formalities, the Enquiry Officer recommended the
appellant for awarding major punishment as per rules. In light of above,
the appellant was issued Final Show Cause Notice which was also served-
upon the appellant through his brother namely Naveed Igbal on 21.06.20G23
to which he was bound to submit his reply within stipulated time but he
failed. Hence, he was awarded major punishment of dismissal from service,
which does.comménsurate with the gravity of misconduct of the appellant
{Copies of Charge sheet with statement of allegations, enquiry
papers, Final Show Cause Notice and dismissal order are attached as
annexure-"C, D, E & F").

5. Correct to the extent that the appellant preferred departmental appeal before
the appeliate authority after lapse of almost 09 months and 12 days. The

“appellant was summoned and heard in person in orderly room held on
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31.07.024 by providing opportunity of defending himself but he failed to

produce any cogent proofs/reasons to justify his innocence. Hence, after

perusal of entire material available on record coupled with enquiry report as
well as the order of punishment, the departmental appeal was rejected and
filed, being devoid of merit as well as badly time barred for 09 months and
12 days (Copy of rejection order is attached as annexure-"G").
6. That the appeal of the appellant is liable to be dismissed on the following
grounds amongst the others.
REPLY ON GROUNDS:

A. Incorrect. Stance taken by the appellant is baseless because orders passed
by the competent authority as well as appellate authority are legal as per
law, facts according to norms of natural justice and material available on
record,'hence liable to be maintained.

B. Incorrect. Stance taken by the appellant is totally devoid of merit because
he has been properly proceeded against departmentally on account of
involvement in case vide FIR No. 482 dated 01.12.2022 u/s 324/34 PPC PS
Toru, Mardan by issuing him Charge Sheet with Statement of Aliegations
and enquiry was entrusted to the then Superintendent of Police
Investigation Mardan. During the course of enquiry the appellant was
contacted time and again but his cell number was continuously found
switched off. Besides as per report of SHO Police Station Toru, the
appellant is absconded and shifted to unknown place, so the said charge
sheet was served upon the appellant through his cousin for the purpose,
but neither the appellant appear before the enquiry officer nor submitted
his reply. However, after fulfilment of all legal and codal formalities, the
Enquiry Officer recommended the appellant for awarding major
punishment as per rules. In light of above, the appellant was issued Final
Show Cause Notice which was served through his brother namely Naveed
Igbat on 21.06.2023 to which he was bound to submit his reply within
stipulated time but he failed. Hence, he was awarded major punishment of
dismissal from service, which does commensurate with the gravity of
misconduct of the appellant. Later on, the appellant preferred departmental
appea!l before the appellate authority, after lapse of 09 months and 12
days. The appellant was summoned and heard in person in orderly room
held on 31.07.024 by providing opportunity of defending himself but he
failed to produce any cogent proofs/reasons to justify his innocence. Hence,
after perusal of entire material available on record coupled with enquiry
report as well as the order of punishment, the departmental appeal was
rejected and filed, being devoid of merit as we!ll as badly time barred for 09
months and 12 days.
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C. Incorrect. Plea taken by thé appellant is not plausible, because the Apex
Court of Pakistan has laid down the principle that departmental proceedings
and judicial proceedings are two different entities, both can run paralle! to
each other without affecting the result of each other. This Controversy was
resolved by the Apex Court of Pakistan in case titled " Khalig Dad Vs

Inspector General of Police and 02 others” (2004 SCMR 192" wherein it
was held that:-

"Disciplinary proceedings and criminal proceedings---Difference---Acquittal
from criminal case---Effect---Both such proceedings are not interred
dependent and can be initiated simultaneously and brought to logical end
separately with different conclusions---Criminal proceedings do not
constitute a bar for initiation of disciplinary proceedings relevant to
Efficiency and Disciplinary Rules---Acquittal in criminal case would have no
bearing on disciplinary action”.

D. Incorrect. Plea taken by the appellant is not plausible because the orders
passed by the competent authority as well as appellate authority are after
fulfilling of all legal and codal formalities by providing full-fledged
opportunity of defending himself before the competent as well as appellate
authority, but he bitterly failed to produce any cogent reasons in his
defense.

E. Incorrect. During the course of enquiry the appellant was contacted time
and again but his cell number was continuously found switched off.
Besides as per report of SHO Police Station Toru, the appellant is
absconded and shifted to unknown place, so the said charge sheet was
served upon the appellant through his cousin for the purpose, but
neither the appellant appeared before the enquiry officer nor submitted
his reply. However, after fulfiliment of all legal and codal formalities, the
Enquiry Officer recommended the appellant for awarding major
punishment as per rules. In light of above, the appellant was issued Final
Show Cause Notice which was also served upon the appeilant through his
brother namely Naveed Igbal on 21.06.2023 to which he was bound to
submit his reply within stipulated time but he failed. Hence, he was awarded
major punishment of dismissal from service, which does commensurate with
the gravity of misconduct of the appellant. Later on, the appellant preferred
departmental appeal before the appeilate authority, after lapse of 09
months and 12 days. The appellant was summoned and heard in person
in orderly room held on 31.07.024 by providing opportunity of defending
himself but he failed to produce any cogent proofs/reasons to justify his
innocence. Hence, after perusal of entire material availéble on record

coupled with enquiry report as well as the order of punishment, the




| departmental appeal was rejected a‘ﬁd_ fited, being devoid of’?erit as well
f as badly time barred for 09 months and 12 days.

F. Incorrect. Plea. take by the appellant is baseless, because he was issued
Final Show Cause Notice vide No. 6240-41/PA dated 19.06.2023, which was
served upon the appellant through his brother namely Naveed Igbal on-

- 21.06.2023 to which he was bound to submit his reply within stipulated
time but he failed (Copy of served receipt is attached as annexure-H)

G. Incorrect. Stance taken by the appellant is ill based because he was issued
Charge_ Sheet with statement of allegations vide No. 373/PA dated
12.12.2022 and as per report of SHO Police Station Toru, the appellant
was absconded and shifted to unknown place, so the said charge sheet
was served upon through his cousin for the purpose, but neither the
appeliant appeared before the enquiry officer nor submitted his reply
{Copy of served receipt is attached as annexure-I)

H. ;The respondents also seek permission of this honorable tribunail to adduce
.‘Fadditional grounds at the time of arguments.

PRAYER:- |

It is therefore, most humbly prayed that on acceptance of above
submissions, appeal of the appellant may very kindly be dismissed being a badly
time-barred and devoid of merits.

.\

e

Dist Police Officer, Mardan. Regional Police Officer, Mardan.
(Respondent No. 2) (Respondent No. 1)
( ZAHOOR BABAR)">P (NAJEEB-UR-REHMAN BUGVI)"*".

.

Incumbent Incumbent




BEFORE THE HONOURABLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA.
- S PESHAWAR.

In Re S.A No. 1197/2024

Muhammad Tanveer Ex-Junior Clerk
VERSUS
The District Police Officer, Mardan and others
Reply to the application for condonation of delay:-

Respectfully Sheweth,

1. That the application filed by the applicant before this Honorable Tribunal may
kindly be dismissed being bereft of any substance and badly time barred.

2. Incorrect. Stance taken by the applicant is not plausible because he while
posted at D.P.O Office Mardan was placed under suspension, on account of
charging -in a case vide FIR No. 482 dated 01.12.2022 u/s 324/34 PPC PS
Toru, Mardan. On account of aforementioned allegations, the applicant was
issued charge sheet with statement of allegations and enquiry was entrusted
to the then Superintendent of Police Investigation, Mardan. During the
course of enquiry the applicant was contacted time and again but his cell
number was continuously found switche.d off. Besides as per report of SHO
Police Station Toru, the applicant absconded and shifted to unknown
place, so the said charge sheet was served upon the applicant through his
cousin for the purpose, but neither the applicant appear before the
enquiry officer nor submitted his reply. However, after fulfillment of EEII
legal and codal formalities, the Enquiry Officer recommended the applicant
for awarding major punishment as per rules. In light of above, the applicant
was issued Final Show Cause Notice which was also served upon the applicant
through his brother namely Naveed Igbal on 21.06.2023 to which he was
bound to submit his reply within stipulated time but he failed. Hence, he was
awarded major punishment of dismissali from service, which does
commensurate with the gravity of misconduct of the applicant.

3. Incorrect. Plea taken by the applicant is not plausible because the orders
passed by the competent authority as well as appellate authority are after
fulfilling of all legal and codal formalities by providing full-fledged opportunity
of defending himéelf before the competent as well as appellate authority, but
he bitterly failed to produce any cogent reasons in his defense.

4. Incorrect, plea taken by the applicant is whimsical/concocted rather fanciful
hence, liable to be set at naught. As the apex court of Pakistan has held that
the question of limitation cannot be considered a “technicality” simpliciter as
it has got its own significance and would have substantial bearing on merits of

the case. Relfiance is placed on the case of ,Muhammad Islam versus




Inspector General of Police, Islamabad and others” (2011 SCMR 8). In an
another judgment it has been held that the lfaw of limitation must be followed
strictly. In this regard reliance is placed on the dictum laid down in Chairman,
District Screening committee, Lahore and another v. Sharif Ahmad Hashmi
(PLD 1976 SC 258), S. Sharif Ahmad Hashmi v. Chairman, Screening
Committee Lahore and another (1978 6 Civil Revision No.3364 of 2011 SCMR
367), Yousaf Ali v. Muhammad Aslam Zia and 2 others (PLD 1958 SC (Pak)
104), Punjab Province v. The Federation of Pakistan (PLD 1956 FC 72),
Muhammad Swaleh and another v. Messers United Grain and Fodder Agencies
(PLD 1949 PC 45), Hussain Bakhsh and others v. Settlement Commissioner
and another (PLD 1969 Lah. 1039), Nawab Syed Raunaqg Ali and others v.
Chief Settlement commissioner and others (PLD 1973 SC 236), Chief
Settlement Commissioner, Lahore v. Réja Muhammad Fazil Khan and other
(PLD 1975 SC 331), WAPDA v. Abdul Rashid Bhatti, (1949 SCMR 1271 ),.
Inspector General of Police, Balochistan v. Jawar;f Haider and another (1987
SCMR 1606), WAPDA v. Aurganzeb'(1988 SCMR 1354), Muhammad Naseem
Sipra v. Secretary, Government of Punjab (1989 SCMR 1149), Muhammad
Ismail Memon v. Government of Sindh and another 1981 .SCMR 244), Qazi
Sardar Bahadar v. Secretary, Ministry of Health, Islamabad and others (1984
SCMR 177), Smith v. East Elloe Rural District Councif and others (1956 AC
736), Province of East Pakistan and others v. Muhammad Abdu Miah (PLD
1959 SC (Pak), 276 and Mehr Muhammad Nawaz and others. V. Government
of Punjab and others (1977 PLC (C.S.T) 165) and Fazal Elahi Siddigi v.
Pakistan (PLD 1990 SC 692)".

5. Incorrect. Para already explained needs no comments.

6. The respondents also seek permission of this honorable tribunal to adduce -

additional grounds at the time of arguments.

Keeping in view the above submission, it is humbly prayed that application of

the applicant regarding condonation of delay may very kindly be dismissed please.

District Pottce Officer, Mardan. Regional Pohc Ofﬂcer Mardan.

(Respondent No. 2) : (Respondent No, 1) : '
oo
(ZAHOOR BABAR)F'SP (NAJEEB-UR-REHMAN BUGVI)p"'

Incumbent Incumbent




BEFORE THE HONOURABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL,
PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No. 1197/2024

- Muhammad Tan\(eer Igbal Ex-Junior Clerk (BPS-11) District Police Officer Mardan
BT T PO Appellant

VERSUS

The District Police Officer, Mardan and others L
B T T T PP PP PP PP PP PP UPPP TP Respondents -

COUNTER AFFIDAVIT.

We, the respondents do hereby declare and solemnly
" affirm on oath that the contents of the Para-wise comments in the service.appeal
cited as subject are true and correct to the best of our knowledge and: belief and
‘nothing has beeri concealed from this Honorable Tribunal. It is further stated on

oath_'that in this appeal, the answering respondents have neither been-placed ex-

\\M‘ﬂb

parte nor their defense has been struck off.

Dist yee-Officer, Mardan. Regional Police Officer, Mardan.
' (Respondent No. 2) (Respondent No. 1)
(ZAHOOR BABAR)"SP -' (NAJEEB-UR-REHMAN BUGVI)"*® =
Incumbent Incumbent 7

111 SEP 2024




Qﬂ\'?’b L _. ﬁttps;x’!psrms.kppoI'ice.gcv.p’f;'ﬁr’s)r'sfer_fl'.j‘ S - \\‘
K ' . ' “ '
o ) 5-24/(}50‘1{ 0013, .
VAR _ ' N~
d;lq}#uf,ffi54,.5;.55.}.54;,.;-"-'4;5::;1;.n'J_F(;'...-,H..*..;g;dnbléum - q
F/ 03-12-2022 12:20 PM caFsasslo b ' 0000000 :/fy! ohrs O 1B 484122 4
B —— = == e e T _ ___.__.,. =
. Jf&’q l J#bﬂlﬁfb);—&ﬁ'j 6 l . 03-12-2022 02:70 PM l o | .bzp..rma;l.-_! 1 .‘ .
" .__’__'..._.‘..__....___.'_,.__..___.;.!!_._ ...-f.u__q_.,. ._._.. _.:_ L. ,i..__. e i eme me wmma e T O .’ “ B .! i
"U(’J:Jrub;)"‘.'cz“.ﬁ il . 255 u‘ububl..)ﬁjrd 2
03029601424 A v S R
7 \ R el 3
. E | i !
1'2'4-52 | |
' pe334 | |
[

16-12-2022:5.401: 4 145201 |
16-12-2022:5 £01: A 3420021 |
16-12-2022:5.001: A 3540y | ' o

JE— o
' L
\
]

b .‘v‘:h{;’;;f;réud;u!}f.é‘\ _ - o
< : i o e 2B alisd st 4

R O 1 N
P B 7 J*-'l uy..?,Jw;,«m_w:;.i:z.fr-,»r,uw/v.f _.,,,i,: : S

03430351339 : Auid SI e 46/MR  : Ak Muhammad IQBAL & 5
1 o ' W/ buébuﬂﬁlﬁa‘%{ : '
| Jot bﬂbl.._.,?u);l?h.prHO_/Ai-q_dJur’ Sndrra2260k ¢ wrae ASIUCT T YNy

ubfvdvs4/55/"“ug;..-.,w,gu£. )’JIJ:GM&[E)K:’& ,u,JuJ\.«SO!S1"‘*@1;.-.;9.?,;.-,,-»%&4';:/? Lo £/
ezl paddesd un, oif p 521357 23 Aok slghs I L swdrdrdef gLt

LSS N IPEL oL E s '”J(?:)..'f.'/:c)l; /1(2)45;,»11Jﬁ(l)u_wcﬂmgif&.mm;ug;isLtg(izz;
| (rf 8- -,&_44&:@ sS b pipnied wa L p LAk n.-lxl,,.‘(-'c....i:elﬁ"_.lr)ﬁ.;f Boif p LS P S Fan
“ WPl ?Kuy./.butmruwgﬁlk,bi,_q.:.uﬁ-'J'Jt-::b'.?s_é&Jgdgt;...fxti Ll of pIbiie 1 7 sdesd 7
.,;;L_-f vdv35f36/"* 7 .p}t};}.:,mw(;f T st sd Uy P ,‘..Ju;.;ﬂ.f L5 i g0 cpf/(b,l..g; A

: ~
! & ’ ’ . -
E Jﬁﬁ%;ﬁ-id@lﬂldéh Ld;ft.ﬁ'b’fu.'.tﬁ;bfpzijyfyucup‘) L’:-‘(-,»)Uéztjluf(:ajluﬁ))tfétJUL&;{JL:,J'{'
| f L . . _ . ) .
- JGJ}&!/I@J&WE 7 :u:‘L&J{JQ?-J:‘@L!/’@)I?Z?.GJJ% .:Jfﬂ'{idﬂ’lji.lu,;bﬁbl.bg}ﬂ/rm..f/nrjaﬁja,
J/ S Rasr b7 257 /ag;jzﬂkg_:q.-.wé|,;m3-.-12.22.w,4);-.0;\51@0(56{};1.,»-;_;,9J 7 e B JLILHC e
£ el e FF Tt pS s Fus TP FIRUPinc O35
‘I Muhammad IQBAL )
03-12-2022
i
o2 AR o . _ 11/04/20:

- bs# Legal
g ‘ardan



L sz'}

ol

,,_?;fi"'.“‘@ﬁﬁ_,a E OFFICER,
MARDAK

Yei We, 0037-5230109 & Fax No. 0937-9230111
£mail dpo_mardan@yahog.com

o

13(,1151 charged in case vide FIR N{) 482 d'ited 01.12. 2022
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(7. OFFICE OF THE!
DISTRICT POLICE OFF
' MARDAN

Tel No. 0937- -9230109 & Fax No. 0937-923i
Ernall dpomdn@gma‘sl,com

/PA S _

A _ DISCIPLINARY ACTION

1, HAROON RASHID KHAN (PSP), District Police Officer Mardan, as <o

‘ _ oo authority am of the opinidn that Junior Clerk Tanveer Khan, himself liable to be proceeded against. s

he committed the following acts/omissions within the meaning of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Go»emmem

lmary) Rules -201 1.

.......

‘ _ Lmi Servants (Efficiency & Dlscnp

| .
| S | TATEMENT OF ALLEGATIONS

d at DPO Office Mardan‘ . |

.Iumor Clerk Tanveer Khan, while poste
ated 01-12-2022 LIS

‘Whereas,

(now under suspension), has been charged in 2 case vide FIR No.482 d

104/34 PP( Pom,e Station Toru.

For the pmpose of s'&:rutinizing, the c(r?ét of the said accused official with reference to
) iry Officer. -

the above allegati

ce with the provision of said rules, provides
in

ceordan
ial, record & submit his findings and make witht
tion

The Enquiry Officer shall, in 2

recommendations as to punishment or other appropnate ac

(30) days of the receipt of this order,
against the accused official:

Junior Clerk Tanveer Khan is directed to appear before the Enquiry Officer on the .

date. time and place {ixed by the Enquiry Officer.

(Hargon Rashid Khan) T.ST IP‘ s
e . Dist¥ict Police Ofﬁcer Mardan

I
|
|
i
_ reasonable opportunity of hearing to the accused offic



i~ ;@ _ | o
(7 “OFFICE OF THE
DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER,

" MARDAN

+.6230109 & Fax No, 0937
Email: dpomdn@gmail.com

Tel No, 093 9230111

CHARGE SHEET

N RASHID KHAN (PSP). District

1, HAROO
hereby charge Junior Clerk Tanveer Khan whi

attached Statement of Allegations.

le posted at DPO Office

‘competent authority,
> Mardan, (now under suspension), as per
you appear 10 be guilty of ‘misconduct under E & D Ruies,

By reasons of above,
alties specified in the said rules.

1.
1 or any of the pen

2011 and have rendered yourself liable to a
You are, therei'fore,' required to submit vour written defense within.07 days of the

2.
quiry Officer, as the case may be.

receipt' of this Charge Shegt 10 the En
ch the Enquiry- Officers within the -

Your wrjttgn defense, if any, should rea

-
h, % shall be presumed that you have

~ specified period, failing whic in and in that case,

Police Officer Mardan, as
no defense to put-
|

ex-parte action shall follow against you.

Intimate whether you desired to be heard in person.

| o o (Harog ‘Rashid Khan) T.ST/PST
' Dist tPolice_OfficerMardan

-
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' Subject:  DISCIPLINARY ACTION.

. namely JC Tanveer Iqbal may p please ’ne awauded major punishmem on
actlon under Govt KP Civil Servant rule (L & D) -2011.

1

b .. Dated /a8

Mardan. | ' N

- Memo:

_ Kindly refer to this office No.373/PA/ dated 12. 12 2022 on the subject cited
above.

This departme'ntal enquiry initiated against JC Tanveer' khan under the

- allegations'.that he, “while posted at DPO office Mardan. (Now under suspension), has
- been charged in a case FIR No.- 482 dated 01.1202022 u/s 324/34 PPC Ps Toru.

ENQUIRY PROCEEI)INGS-
The alleged ofﬁc1al was contacted on his cell No. 0311 9227215 through official

.Tel: No. 0937 920121 to attend this office in connection with enquiry proceedmgs but his

' ‘_cell_number contmuously gomg switch off. Subsequently copy of Charge Sheet-+ Statement

of Allegations was sent to SHO PS8 Toru (as the alleged official residing in jurisdiction of PS

Toru) for the purpose of serv'mg upon him. Besides, three notices sent to SHO PS Toru. for

 the said purpose (notices are attached) but he reported that the alleged official is absconding

in the above case and shifted to unknown place, so the same charge sheet was served upon his
cousin for the said purpdse but even then he nether replied to charge sheet not has appeared
personally. |

ENQUIRY OFFICER OBSERVATIONS

The alleged official has been proceeded for involvement in:the above said case.
The alleged official has gone to underground and declared as procl-atmed offender which
shows his involvement in said case. Although he needed to prove his innocence before his
rival/concerned authority and appear before the under31gned but he failed. Hence, the alleged
official may be proceeded ex-parte action aga'nst him.
RECOMMENDATION _ _
Keeping in view the above facts und c1rcumstanees that the alleged official has

been suspended on account above aﬂemmon and absconded in the joned case du¢

to which he failed to join the the enquiry groeee_dﬂgs It is recommended thiat the alleged officia

e
e i T ,.\‘.._._-......_......‘,_-_..._.....

ant of ex-part

_ e
‘\\ //""v ot

Suberintendent of Police
Investigation, Marda:

I L
- The Dlstrlct Police Officer, T “’) ) . ’\\

|
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SUPERINTENDENT OF POLICE
INVESTIGATION MARDAN
Phone No. 0937-9230121

Fax No. 0937-9230321

Email: invmdn@yahoo.com

Dated__ 22 az? /e /2023

To:. - Station _I-Iou_se Officer, -
| PS Toru, Mardan.

Subject: -DIS'CIPLINAR-_Y ACTION.
Memo:

22.02.2022 on the subject cited above

/S ~ OFFICE OF THE ‘

15

" Kindly refer to this office latter No.128/PA/Inv dated'_' -

It is stated that in connectxon of departmental enqmry JC .

Tanveer Khan charged in case FIR No.482 dated 01.12.2022 u/s

324/34 PPC PS Tdru be informed to make sure his appearance before -

the under31gned and D.D of the same must be sent to this office as

evidence.

\»/

Supequtendent of Police,

Investigation, Mardan.

3P Lega!
*Mardan |
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/ OFFICE OF THE
SUPERINTENDENT OF POLICE
INVESTIGATION MARDAN
Phone No. 0937-9230121

Email; invmdn@yahoo.com

-—--——--u------a—-—--’- ------------------------- - - —

No. |28 /PA/Inv: o Dated 22/ 62/2023.

To: - Station Houée Officer,
. PS Toru, Mardan.

Subject:  DISCIPLINARY ACTION.

DISU AL AN 2 s

Memo: -

IR No.482 dated 01.12.2022 w/s 324/34 PPC PS Turo to inform him
to make sure his appearande before the undersigned in connection of

departmental enquiry of above defaulter officer d the same D.D raay

be sent to this ofﬁéé as evidence.

e 7" Superiniynaen Police,
e | I Investigation, Mardan.

Mé‘é‘dan

Fax No. 0937-9230321

It is stated that JC Tanveer_Khaﬁ being charged in case

b
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@ 'OFFICE OF THE
DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER, ‘- #:%

'MARDAN 22) el

Tel No. 0937-9230109 & Fax No. 0937-9230111
Email: _dpomdn@®gmail.com

= -~

= T

Bt
2

N e 2 -
No_bADY ~ Y[ A " Dated _/§ 1572023

FINAL SHOW CAUSE NOTICE ,l./ ‘
Whereas, You Junior Clerk Tanveer Khan, while posted at DPO Office

Mardan, (now under suspension), were charéed in a case vide FIR No.482 dated 01-12-2022 U/S
324/34 PPC Police Station Toru.

In this connection, a pfoper deﬂaﬂmental enquiry was conducted against
you through Mr. Muhammad Sulaiman _SPf'Investigation Mardan vide this office Statement of
Disciplinary Actiom’Charge Sheet No0.373/PA dated 12-12-2022, who (EO) after fulfiliment :
necessary process, submitted his-fmdinés to this office vide his office letter N0.645XPAf1ﬁv:
‘dated 31-05-2023, holding responsible you of gross misconduct & recommended for an ex-part

- action. _
Ther?fo:re, it 1s proposed to impose Major/Minor penalty as envisaged

ander Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government Civil Servants (Efficiency & Disciplinary) Rujes-2011.

Hence, 1 Najeeb-ur-Rehman Bugvi (PSP) District Police Officer Mardan,
in exercise of the power vested in me under Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government Civil Servants
(Efficiency & Disciplinary) Rules-2011 call 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 receipt of this Notice,

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

You are libérty to appear for personal hearing before the undersigned.

3‘ Lo

(Najeeb-ur-Rehman Bugvi) PS¥Y.

Received by __
. District Police Officer, Mardan.
__ Dated: /- /2623 T
\ q Copy to SHO PS Toru (Attention Moharrar) to deliver this notice upon Junior Clerk Tanveer

Khan Son of Ansar resident of Zaid Khel or any of his closed family member & the receipt

thereof shall be returned to this office within (05} days positively for onward necessary action. .
. 5
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& OFFICE OF THE (F)
DISTRICT FOLICE OFFICER,
 MARDAN

Tel No. 0937-9230109 & Fax No. 0937-6230111
Email: dpomdn@gmail.com

tzoz’

__/PA | " Dated 0F/+812023

ORDER ON ENQUIRY OF JUNIOR CLERK TANVEER KHAN

This order will diépose-off a departmental enquiry under Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
© Government Civil Servants (Efficiency & Disciplinary) Ru]es—ZOI ], initiated against Junior Clerk
Tanveer Khan, under the allegations that while posted at D.P.O Office Mardan was placed under
suspension vide this Uf'ﬁcel OB No.2551 dated 05-12-2022, issued vide order/endorsement
No. 6921-25/EC dated 05-12-2022, on account of charging in a case vide FIR No.482 d.arecl 01-12-2022
U/ 324134 PPC PS Toru. | ‘

To  ascertain i’z-icts,. he was proceeded against departmentally through
Mr. Mubarmmad Sulaiman SP/nvestigation Mardan, (due to the transfer of Mr. Sana Ullah Bettani,
the thes SP/Iny Mardan) vide this office Statement of Disc{plinat'y ‘ActionICI'large Sheet No.373/PA
dated 12-172-2022. who (E.O) after fulfillment necessary process, submitted his Finding Report to this |
office vide his office IelterNo.éi‘rSz’BAjInv: dated 3?-05-2023, holding responsible the delinguent otticial

1
of misconduct & recommended for major punishment,

On 70 -06-2023, Tunior Clérk Tanveer Khan was served with a Final Show Canse
Nedice unsler £ & D Rules -2011, issued vide this office No0.6240-41/PA dated 19-06-2023 thraugh his
brother Maveed lgbal, who in his veport, highlighted that his brother Junior Clerk Tanveer Khan iz
Proclaimed Offender in the case. In compliance, he (Tanveer Khan) was bound to submit his reply o this
office swithin sl‘ipnlale'cl time of (07) days i.e u.p~t0 29-06-2023, but he failed to do so till-date. meaning.

that he has nothing to offer in his defense & is deserved for an ex-parte action.

In the light of above discussion, 1 am of the considered opinion that Junior Cierk

Tanveer Khan is not a willing worker in his job and the allegations leveled against him are true, therefore,
_an ex-parte action is taken against him by awarding wajor punishment ol disinissal from service with
eftect from 01-12-2022 with immediate effect. in exercise of the power vested in me under E&D Rives.

o : Yo
OB No. 15/?_5 : L
Dated g/ /a3 2073 [ -
(Najeeb-ur-Rehman Bugvi) PSP

District Police Officer, Murdan.
L4

-~
-

Copy forwarded for information & n/action to:-

1}y The Asstt: Inspector General of Police (
V;e Regional Police Officer Masdu

The £.C (DPO Oliice) Mardan 14
4y The hu-charge Lab (HRMIS) DPO

istab) Khyber Pakhtunkhwa at CPO Peshawar,

?Ri sheets.

ardan,




(c- .

)
\\.o

| 24
- ORDER. |
| This order will dlsposp -off the deparimental appeal preferred by Ex-
Junior Clerk Tanveer Khan of DPO Offce Marcian against the order of the then
District Police Oﬁ'" cer, Mardan whereby he was awarded Major punishment of
dismissal from service vide OB: No. 1473 datec 31.07.2023. The appe!lant was
proceeded agamst departmentally on-the ailegatzt as that he wh||e posted at D.P.O
~ Office Mardan was placed under suspensmn on account of hls involvement |n a case
vide FIR Na. 482 dated 01-12-2022 U/S 324!34 PDO Pclice Station Toru Dlstrict'
Mardan. .
Proper departmental enqmry proceedlngs were mltiated against hlm
He was issued Charge Sheet alongwath Statermment of Allegations and the then
Superintendent of Police, Investigation, Mardan was nominated as Enquiry Officer.
The Enquiry Officer after fulfilling codal. formaiities submitted his findings to the then
: - District. Police Qfficer, Mardan, wharein he reporizd that the dellnquent Officiai was
‘ | contacted time and again to appear before the anmry Officer, but he failed and
| remained absent, which showed that he was no more interested in Police Service.
! He .eaommended the delinquent Official for ex-parte action.
| The then District Police f)fﬁcei‘" Mardan perused the findings and by
‘ '_ agreeing with the recommendations of enqwry Ofscer, issued him Final Show Cause
‘ _ Notice. The Final Show Cause Notice was sarvec trough his brother Naveed Igbal,
‘ _ ~ who in his report, highlighted that his orotiie: Junior Clerk Tanveer Khan is
‘ _ Proclaimed Offender in the case. In compliance. he (Tanveer Khan) was'bound to
submit his reply within stlpulated time of (U?} days i.e up-to 29-06- 2023 but he failed
to do so till-date of his dismissal, meaning thereby that he was nothing to offer in His
| defense and was deserved for an ex_-par'té action. |
| C Keeping in view the }ecommend;_'tion of enquiry officer and other
| material available on record, the delinquen: Offinial was ﬁot a wiliing worker as he
was no more interested in his job and the ailegaﬁbns leveled against him are true,
therefore, an ex-parte action was taken against fim and awerded major punishment
of dismissal from service with effect from 01-" 2-2022 vide OB: No. 1473 déted

P ,“.331 0?20%3 by thg then District Poiice Officer, Mardan.




Feeling aggrleved from the o’rder of ‘me then Difstnct Police Officer,
Mardan, the appellant preferred the instant appeal -4e was summoned and hca’d in
person in orderly room held in.this office on 3 07.2024.
| From the perusal of the enquiry fne and service record of the appenant
it has been found that. al'.ega’nons leveled agams‘f the appollant have been proved
beyond any shadow of doubt. Moreover, the |n\rolvament of appellant inthis heinous
criminal case is clearly @ stigma on his conduct. Hance, the retention of appeliant in
F’oilce Department will stigmatize the prestlge of entire Police Force as instead of '
fighting crime, he has himself mdulged in cnmmaluctlwties As the. appellant instead
of joining mvestlgatlon resor’ted to absconsnon because he. after the oommlssmn of
offence went into hiding. Hence, order passnd by the competent authority does not
warrant any interference. Besides the: above, the zppellant approached this forum at’
" a belated stage: by filing the instant appeal whrch 5 badly time barred for 09 months
and 12 days without advancing any cogent reason regarding such delay.

_ Keeping in  Vview the above, |, piajeeb-Ur-Rehman Bugvi, PSP
Req‘aonal Police Officer, Mardan, being the’ appeliate authority, find r!o substance
" in the appeal, therefore, the came is rejeoted and filed, bemg devol o,of ment as well
as badly time barred for 08 ponths and 12 days.

1/
.Order Announced . O “\

N

‘qajeeb Ur-Rehman Bug\n) PSP
Regional Police Officer,
- Mardan.

No. XS D/ . IS, Dated Mardan the__"_O> / 03 12024,

Copy forwarded 10 District Police, Mardan for information and
necessary action w/r to his office Mema: No. 183/L8 dated 26.06.2024. His Service
Record is returned herewith. ) o |
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& _ j't.‘;) X I ) /_/ o \ i
,}/ A SRR ) S OFFICEOF THE - .

CETNL : SUPERINTENDENT OF POLICE

LA © INVESTIGATION MARDAN

/- Phone No. 0937-9230121

Fax No. 0937-9230321

10\ PAMnY: - Dated 2\ / \} /2022

To: . The Sfation House Officer,

Toru, Mardan, ‘

Subject: - DISCIPLINARY ACTION.

Memo:

'The enclosed Charge Sh_eet of JC Tanveer Khan, charged in case F R
No. 482 dated 01.12.2022 u/s 324/34 PPC PS Toru is hereby sent for serving’

upon him and signed photoéopy of the same may be returned to the office as
token of receipt. -

N : Superi (:n.chgt/}vf Police, -
' ' Investigation, Mavdan, -

A b‘éz? 3

- R 03Ty | o3 > Lagal
A aara2 _ \ﬂardan
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o BEFORE THE HONOURABELE XHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE: TRIBUNAL,

| | PESHAWAR, | 8
Service Appeal No.. 1i97/2024 o 2-

Muhammad Tanveer Igbal Ex-Junior Clerk (BPS-11) District Police Officer Mardan
e s e Creeee e '_. .......... s Appellant

VERSUS

- The Drstrlct Police Ofﬂcer Mardan and others i
......................................... e e e e RESPONdENTS

AUTHORITY LETTER.

_ Mr Atta-ur-Rehman Deputy -Superintendent of Police
Legal Mardan is .hereby authorized to appear before the Honorable Service Tribunal,
Khy_b.er P_akhtunkhwa, Peshawar in the above captioned service appeal on behaif of

- the respondents, He is also authorized to submit all required detuments and replies
etc. as representative of the respondents through the Addl: Advocate GeneraI/Govt
Pleader, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunai, Peshawar

District Police Officer, Mardan.
(Respondent No. 2) (Respondent No. 1} "

( ZAHOOR BABAR)"P ( NAJEEB-UR-REHMAN BUGVI)™*"
Incumbent : ' _ Incumbent -~ S~




