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BEFORE THE HONOURABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL.
PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No. 1197/2024

Muhammad Tanveer Iqbal Ex-Junior Clerk (BPS-11) District Police Officer Mardan 

...................................................................................................................................Appellant
Kl.y*>cr P:iklilul«l»W1D 

^ ?>vi vicc iVibiinifl

VERSUS D-ary I \ A ^<0-

l/~o9-The District Police Officer, Mardan and others
OatcO Respondents

PARA-WISE COMMENTS ON BEHALF OF RESPONDENTS NO. 1 & 2.

Respectfully Sheweth,

PRELIMINARY OBJECTIONS

1. That the appellant has not approached this Hon'ble 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.

5. 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 adjudicate 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 

plausible, 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 appellant 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 " Khalia Dad Vs Insoector 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

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 appellant 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 fulfillment 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 appellant through his brother namely Naveed Iqbal 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 

(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 appellate 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 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 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 fulfillment 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 Finai 

Show Cause Notice which was served through his brother namely Naveed 

Iqbal 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 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 materiai avaiiabie 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.



C, Incorrect. Plea taken by the 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 parallel to 

each other without affecting the result of each other. This Controversy was 

resolved by the Apex Court of Pakistan in case titled " Khalia 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 fulfillment 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 appellant through his 

brother namely Naveed Iqbal 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 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



jt
departmental appeal was rejected and filed, being devoid of merit as well 

' 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 Iqbal 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 

appellant 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 tribunal to adduce
I

;additional grounds at the time of arguments.
F

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.

DIsti Police Officer, Mardan. 
(Respondent No. 2)

( ZAHOOR BABAR)
Incumbent

Regional Police Officer, Mardan.
(Respondent No. 1) ^

(NAJEEB-UR-REHMAN BUGVI)^®J*.
Incumbent

PSP



BEFORE THE HONOURABLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA.
PESHAWAR.

InReS.ANo. 1197/2024

Muhammad Tanveer Ex-Junior Clerk

VERSUS
The District Police Officer, Mardan and others

Reply to the application for condonation of delav:-

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 switched 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 all 

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 Iqbal 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 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 himself 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. Reliance is placed on the case of „Muhammad Islam versus
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Inspector General of Police, Islamabad and others" (2011 SCMR 8). In an 

another judgment it has been held that the law of limitation must be followed 

strictly. In this regard reliance is placed on the dictum iaid down in Chairman, 

District Screening committee, Lahore and another v/. Sharif Ahmad Hashmi 

(PLD 1976 SC 258), S. Sharif Ahmad Hashmi u. Chairman, Screening 

Committee Lahore and another (1978 6 Civil Revision No.3364 of 2011 SCMR 

367), Yousaf All 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 Raunaq Aii and others i/. 

Chief Settlement commissioner and others (PLD 1973 SC 236), Chief 

Settlement Commissioner, Lahore v. Raja Muhammad Fazil Khan and other 

(PLD 1975 SC 331), WAPDA v. Abdul Rashid Bhatti, (1949 SCMR 1271), 

Inspector General of Police, Balochistan v. Jawad Haider and another (1987 

SCMR 1606), WAPDA i/. Aurganzeb (1988 SCMR 1354), Muhammad Naseem 

Sipra V. Secretary, Government of Punjab (1989 SCMR 1149), Muhammad 

Ismail Memon i/. 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 Council 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. I/, Government 

of Punjab and others (1977 PLC (C.S.T) 165) and Fazal Elahi Siddiqi 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.

DistritrPDtrce Ufficer, Mardan. 
(Respondent No. 2)

(ZAHOOR BABAR)
Incumbent

Regional Police-Officer, Mardan. 
(Respondent No, 1)

(NAJEEB-UR-REHMAN BUGVI)
Incumbent

PSP PS>'>
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BEFORE THE HONOURABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL.
PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No. 1197/2024

Muhammad Tanveer Iqbal Ex-Junior Clerk (BPS-ll) District Police Officer Mardan 

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

VERSUS

The District Police Officer, Mardan and others
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 been concealed from this Honorable Tribunal, It is further stated on 

oath that In this appeal, the answering respondents have neither been placed 

parte nor their defense has been struck off.
ex-

Distrftrr5Tfes*afficer, Mardan. 
(Respondent No. 2)

(ZAHOOR BABAR)
Incumbent

Regional Police Officer, Mardan. 
(Respondent No. 1)

(NAJEEB-UR-REHMAN BUGVI)
Incumbent

PSP PSP

i1 1 SEP 2024

i



hltps;//psrms.kppolice-gov.pk. /

(1) 5-24yr.iii/^^:

0000000 ;y4i5'

.................................................................... *• - -•;■■■

// • \.
v-

// 0013. •v

■SVV5 aI.•i?

;i^

12-2022 12:20 PM03-•i-a
03-12-2022 02;l0PM

' b3029601424:yi:jy

... .•,

3
‘r

.^.a.324
Y.s.34

V.S.452
.S.342¥

y.s>354 !

16-12-2022:&A01:yi3^ :452:jf/' 
16-12-2022:&.C-01:// ;342:ji:;I 

16-12-2022;&jr01

« «
• •(

^ 5
^If !

: Muhammad IQBAL ; ^46/MRSI : .V03430351339

r

.y
y-

N
/ SI Muhammad IQBAL 

03-12-2022I a.
\.'-
\.y.:-- -■ ,-,v

11/04/20;
• .1 on

1^

IbSf^ Legal 
Cardan



. -SKfSi ■'$5ti;H ufTHSr> ■-■'•• 
•* -—1'

v'

't<IST^?lCT POLICE OFFICER,
ri/lAR13Aia

Tc! I'ln. 003V-9230109 & fax No. 0937-9230111 
tmail dpo_mardaii@yahop.cam

• W'

uniiia*

■— ■-»« • —
--

vide FIR No. 482 dated 01.12.2022,Reinc charsied ia case
Toru, junior Clerk Tanveer is hereby placed underpc:i:/s 324/34 PPC 1

r)<;;v:io/; with immediate effect.'res
....

?

on:.'o,

1/2022.

X-
Police Officer 

^■■■- Mardan
/U.lIf} 3■'i ■//:;c, (iJted /2022.

(,'0';)y for ijTrdrrxofion to: -
ionnl Police Crficer, Mardan.. 

irneienteriueidonodice, Operation, Maraan.
Police, h'.vestigation Mardan.

3?-1 l-'l

..r
j..SL'.pe:'iotenclent;

O c-0
ciiargc ::hccti)P0 M:..:dan with the direction to issue 

amarv Gi'ahopeUon to the delmcment officer.
to

/SiO

Tt

■t'

/

Lega?
X^fiavdenm

mailto:dpo_mardaii@yahop.cam


2/■•7S
'•X 7■n;

OFFJCE OF THE^ 

district police OFFl 

MARDAN

. 375 /PANo 1

msrTPl.IN^PV ACTION

I, harOON RASHID

authority am ol the opinion 
' he committed the following acts/omissions

(Efficiency & Disciplinary) Rules -2011

KTTAN rPSP). District Police Officer Mardan
Khan, himself liable to be proceeded against 

within the meaning of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government ^

, as conivitr.
. -li

that Junior Clerk Tanveer

Civil Servants

«;taTFMF^T of ALl portions

DPO Office Mardan. 

vide FIR No.482 dated 0M2-2022 H/S
ClerkTanieeLKhan, while posted at

Whereas, Junior 

(now under suspension), has been charged in a case
'o.

324/34 PPG Police Station Toru.

fct of the said accused official with reference to
of scrutinizing the conFor the purpose

l„o. above allegurions, Mr Sana im»h Betta.i SMav:
. Miln is nominated as F.nn»iiT Office

irv Officer shall, in accordance w.th the provision of sa,d rules, prowdes

d & submit his findings and make withmThe Enquiry .
reasonable opportunity of hearing to the ac 
(30) days of the receipt of this order, recommendations

cused official, recor
or other appropriate actionas,to punishment

against the accused official

Oil thebefore the Enquiry OfficerT.nveer Khan is directed to appear 

date, time and place fixed by the Enquiry Officer,

/
Rashid Khan) T.ST/PSP(Hardqn 

DistVict Police Officer Marti an

1

■ e'

•v

Legal
i^lardan
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Q ^OFFICE OF THE 

[District police officer, 

mardan

’-iM
: 1to

to

. 0937-92301110937-9230109 & Fax No
Email: dporndn@9ma1l.comTel No

rWARGT. SHEET
, „.pnON RASfflDjcamJim

— h.*, charge
Mardan, (now nnder suspension), as per anached Su.emea. of AUegan ,

Police Officer Mardan, as 

while posted at DPO Office

you appear to be guilty of misconduct under E & D Rules,
By reasons of above

and have.renderedyourselflia-
ified in the said rules.1. ble to all or any of the penalties speci

2011
defense within QTdais of the

You are, therefore, required to submit your written
2.

should reach the Enquiry Officers w.thin the 

have no defense to put-in and in that case,
defense, if any,

Irall be presumed that you
Your written 

, It s'3.
specified period, failing which

shall follow against you.ex-parte acuon

desired to be heard in person.Intimate whether you
4.

(Har^'Rashid Khan) T.ST^Sf 
bistit Police Officer Mardan

A-*

ay-*
Hardan

t.'. ■, -V ,.1—,:-V(w:. 'j

mailto:dporndn@9ma1l.com


Dated_3i.
^ X^.r_/PA / Inv.

/•
A-4' The District Police Officer, 

Mardan.
♦' o;

V
niRnPLlN'^^V ACT10_NiSubject;

the subject citedthis office N0.373/PA/ dated 12.12.2022 onMemo:
Kindly refer to

khan under theThis departmental enquiry initiated against JC Tanveer
^ . npn office Mardan. (Now under suspension), has

* ”»• '•™-
TTNoniRY ppnrKEDINGSi 

The alleged official

above.

f

ecntaced on his cell NO.03U-9227215 through official 

attend this office in connection with enquiry proceedings, but his 

switch off. subsequently, copy of Charge Sheet. Statemen
d official residing in jurisdiction oi

SHO PS Torn for

was

,Tel; No. 0937-920121 to
• cell number continuously going 

of Allegations was sent to SHO PS Torn (as the allege
him. Besides, three notices sent toof serving upon

attached) but he reported that the alleg
Toru) for the purpose ed official is absconding
the said purpose (notices are sheet was served upon his 

sheet nor has appeared
. so the same chargeand shifted to unknown place

in the above case
cousin for the said purpose but even

then he nether replied to charge

personally.
T.iumnRV OFFICT?” OBSERYjOHaHS^

The alleged official has been pr'-
in the above said case, 

proclaimed offender which 

Although he needed to prove his innoeenee before his 

before the undersized but he failed. Hence, the .alleged

oceeded for involvement

to underground and declared as
The alleged official has gone

his involvement in said case.shows
rival/concemed authority and appear 

offieial may be proceeded ex-parte aetion against him.

- that the alleged official has 

in thejtea-mentiQQg^allegation and ^conded _
s. It is recommended that the alleged officia

aeee^of ex-part'

been suspended on account above
failed to join the enQiiiry.Bro^?^

to which he
namely JC Tanveer Iqbal

awarded majoL^njshn^ on
\

V ' wX

Superintendent of Polic* 
' Investigation, Mardai

V
^a'sjTvx’ilfC
V -) f

\. .>/'

\ ■>-.
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Legal
XMardan
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■f/>A OFFICE OF THE 
Superintendent OF POLICE 

INVESTIGATION MARDAN 
Phone No. 0937-9230121 

Fax No. 0937-9230321 
Email: invmdn@yahoo.com

/
/

1

Dated ^ Icf 'S /2023.No. 2c\. /PA / Inv:

Station House Officer, 
PS Torn, Mardan.

To:

DTSCIPLINARY ACTION.Subject:

Memo:
this office latter No.l28/PA/Inv datedKindly refer to 

22.02.2022 on the subject cited above.

It is stated that in connection of departmental enquiry JC 

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

324/34 PPG PS tdru be informed to make sure his appearance before 

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

evidence.

\

Superintendent of Police, 
Investigation, Mardan.

✓

mailto:invmdn@yahoo.com


f •
■lO.

OFFICE OF THE ‘ 
SliPERINTENDENT OF POLICE 

INVESTIGATION MARDAN 
Phone No. 0937-9230121 

Fax No. 0937-9230321 
Email: invmdn@yahoo.com

/!>

\y
Dated 2-2- / <a'2./2023.Nn. \r9 /PA/Inv:

Station House Officer, 
PS Toru, Mardan.

To:
I

DTSCTPLIN y actionSubject:

Memo: stated that JC Tanveer Khan being charged in
inform him

case
It is

FIR No.482 dated 01.12.2022 n/s 324/34 PPC PS Turo to
before the undersigned in connection of

id the same D.D may
to make sure his appearance 

departmental enquhy of above defaulter officer 

be sent to this offiid as evidence.

Police, 
Investigation, Mardan.

^Supcrinmn
>*

. /

mailto:invmdn@yahoo.com
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OFFICE OF THE 

DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER,
A' ii>1^-

- mnMARDAN
Tel No. 0937-9230109 & Fax No. 0937-9230111 

Email: t1oomdn@omail-co[n

/2023Dated/PA

FTNAL SHOW TADSE NOTICE
an. while posted at DPO Office 

charged in a case vide FIR No.482 dated 01-12-2022 U/S
Whereas. You Junior Clerk Tanve^

Mardan, (now under suspension), were 

324/34 PPC Police Station Torn,

In this connection, a proper departmental enquiry was conducted against 
. Muhammad Sulaiman SP/Investigation Mardan vide this office Statement of 

Sheet N0.373/PA dated 12-12-2022, who (EO) after fulfillment 

, submitted his findings to this office vide his office letter No.645/PA/lnv;

you through Mr
Disciplinary Action/Charge

necessary process
dated 31-05-2023, holding responsible you of gross misconduct & recommended for an ex-part

action.
Therefore, it is proposed to impose Major/Minor penally as envisaged 

under Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government Civil Servants (Efficiency & Disciplinary) Ruies-zo 11.

Hence, I Najeeb-ur-Rehman Bugvi (PSP) District Police Officer Mardan,

of the power vested in me under Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government Civil Servants
to Show Cause finally as to why the

m exercise
(Efficiency & Disciplinary) Rules-2011 call upon you 

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 liberty to appear for personal hearing before the^undersigned.

(Najeeb-ur-Rehman Bugvi) PSP 
District Police Officer, Mardan.Received by

r.
/ /2023Dated:

Copy to SHO PS Toru (Attention Moharrar) to deliver this notice upon Junior Clerk lanveer 
Klian 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.

\
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Tel No. 0937-9230109 & Fax No. 0937-9230111 
Email: cltJomdn(n:iamaiLcom

Dated oTi f^/2023PANo

OROI':R on enquiry of junior clerk tanveer khan

This order will dispose-ofTa departmental enquiry under Khyber Pakhtiinkhwa 

•_ Gf'vernmem Civil Servants (Efficiency & Disciplinary) Rules-2011, initiated against .lunior Clerk 

ranvticr Khan, under the allegations that while posted at D.P.O Office Mardan was placed under 

suspe-!sion vide this ofllce OB No.2551 dated 05-12-2022, issued vide order/endorsemonl 

No. 6v2 1 -25/EC dated 05-12-2022, on account of charging in a .case vide FIR No.482 dated 01-12-2022 

l.i/S }.2-\/34 PPC PS Toru.

To, a,sceriain facts, he was proceeded against departinentally through 

Mr. Mi.ihciinnind Sulainian SiVlnvestigation Mardan, (due to the transfer of Mr. Sana UlUih Bcttani, 

the thcii SP/lnv Mardan) vide this office Statement of Disciplinary Action/Charge Sheet No.373/PA 

dated 12-12-2022- who {E.C>) after fulfillment necessary process,, submitted his Finding Report to ihi.s 

office \ ide his office letter No.645/pA/Inv: dated 31-05-2023, holding responsible the delinquent official 

ol' luiscoudiict Si recommended for major punishment.

i

Oil 2 ! -:'6-2023. Junior Clerk Taiweer Khan was served with a Final SIuta Cati.se 

M'liicc unrlcf E 6*2 F) Rules -201 i. issued vide this office No.6240-41/PA dated 19-06-2023 through his 

broihei- Naveed Iqbal, who in his report, highlighted that his brother Junior Clerk Tanveer Khan is 

Proclaimed Ol'iender in tlie case. In compliance, he (Tanveer Khan) was bound to submit his reply to this 

office within stipulated time of (07) days i.e iip-to 29-06-2023, but he failed to do so till-datc. mcaiung 

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

Final Order
In the light of above discussion, 1 am of the considered opinion that Junior Clerk 

■faiivecr KImii is nor a willing worker in his Job and the allegations leveled against him arc true, therefore,, 

an e.s-parie action is taken against him by awarding iniijor piinishnieut of ilisniissal from service with 

effect from 01-12.-2022 with immediate effect, in exercise of the power vested in me under E&D Rules.

OB Nrt. ...

I>atcd3y_._/a.5Z„2023

(Najeeb-ur-Rehman Buyvi) i’SP 
District Police Officer, Manhiri.

Copy forwarded for information & ii/action to:-

I) The Asstr: Inspector Oencral of Poiicc-fjj^ab) Kliyher Pakhtunkhwa at CPO Pc<;haw;i:.

c75i sheets.
4) The Ill-charge Lab (1-IRMIS) DPO Mardan.

2) ^TTie Regional Police Officer Maj>5:u 
if 'i'he E.C (DPO Office) Mardan v.-N/
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Ex-This order will dispose-off the departmental appeal preferred by 

Junior Clerk Tanveer Khan of DPO Office, Marcari against the order of the then 

District Police Officer, Mardan, whereby he was awarded Major punishment of 
dismissal from .service vide OB: No. 14T3 datec 31,07.2Q23. The .appellant was

the-allegations that he while posted at D.P.O

r

t

proceeded against departmentally on 
' Office Mardan was placed under suspension on account of his involvement in a case

01-12-2022 U/S 324/34 PPC Police Station, Toru, District

» .

vide FIR No.482 dated 

Mardan.
Proper departmental enquiry proceedings were initiated against him. 

Charge Sheet alongwith. Statement of Allegations and the then
nominated as Enquiry Officer.

He was issued
Superintendent of Police, Investigation, Mardan was

Enquiry Officer after fulfilling codal formaiities suomitted his findings to the then 

Mardan, wherein he repoh-,a that the delinquent Official was
The
District Police Officer, 
contacted time and again to appear before the enquiry Officer, but he failed and

interested in Police Service.remained absent, which showed that he was no 

He recommended the delinquent Official for ex-paiie action.
The then District Police Officer, Mardan perused the findings and by

more

agreeing with the recommendations of enquiry Of'icsr, '.ssued him Final Show Cause 

Notice. The Final Show Cause Notice was served through his brother Naveed Iqbai,

report, highlighted that his brothe.' Junior Clerk Tanveer Khan iswho in his
Proclaimed Offender in the case. In compliance, ne (Tanveer Khan) was'bound to 

submit his reply within stipulated time of (07) days i.e up-to 29-06-2023, but he faded 

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-parte action.
the recommends tion of enquiry officer and otherKeeping in viev.'

record the delinquent Offiria! was not a willing worker as hematerial available on 
was no more interested in his job and the ailegsdons leveled against him are true
therefore, an ex-parte action v/as taken against him and awarded major punishment

with effect from 01-''.2-2022 vide OB; No. 1473 datedof dismissal from service 

31.07.2023 by the then District Police Officer, Mardan.

» Legal1

j'
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then District Police Officer, 
summoned and heard in

aggrieved from the order ov the
Mardan, the appellant preferred the instant appeal. He was

person ser.ce record of the appal,a^ ,
leveled against the appellant have been proved 

the involvernent of appellant in this hsmous 

. Hence, the retention of appellant in 
Force as instead of

Feeling

*

■'» 4

found that.allegationsit has been
beyond any shadow of doubt. Moreover 
criminal case is clearly a stigma on his conduct

oepartnten. the appellant Instep

he- after the commission of

Police
he hasfighting crime

of iolhlng investigation resorted to ^scc^ ^p^phty does not

offence went into h.ding, .n./vppellant approached this forum at

is badly time barred for 09 monthswarrant any interference
InTlTd?ys wrthl't''rdvrnoing any cogent reason regarding such delay

I, Hajeeb-Ur-Rehman Bugvi, PSP

r- find no substance
Keeping in view the above

as badly time barred for 06 (norths and 12 days

nrriar Announced

V/

H
:Naieeb-Ur-Rehman Bugvi) PSP

Regional Police Officer,
, Mardan.

/05 /2024.

ian for information and
Dated Nlardari the.^^97 IBSNo.

District Police, Mardan .
; 183.'LB dated 26.06,2024. His Service

Copy forwarded to 

necessary action w/r to his office Memo: Nc

Record is returned herewith.
*****

PSP legal 

'.Mardan

✓
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OFFICE OF THE 

SUPERINTENDENT OFl’OLrcE 
INVESTIGATION MARDAN 

Phone No. .0937-9230121 
Fax No. 0937-9230321

T-in- .4
-V; V? •

ll£

Dated W / VI / 2022.No._ll:6\_/PA/Inv:

The Station House Officer, 
Toni, Mardan.

To:

DISCIPLINARY ACTION.Subject:

Memo:

The enclosed Charge Sheet of JC Taiiveer Khan, charged in case FIR 

No. 482 dated 01.12.2022 u/s 324/34 PPC PS Torn is hereby sent for serving' 
upon him and signed- photocopy of the same may be returned to the office as 

token of receipt.'

Supci'iphi^Jon^f Police, 
Investigation, Marcian.

•'
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BEFORE THE HONOURABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL.

PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No. 1197/2024

Muhammad Tanveer Iqbal Ex-Junior Clerk (BPS-11) District Police Officer Mardan

Appellant

VERSUS

The District Police Officer, Mardan and others
Respondents

AUTHORITY LETTER.

Mr. Atta-ur-Rehman Deputy Superintendent of Police 

Legal Mardan is hereby authorized-to appear before the Honorable Service Tribunal, 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar in the above captioned service appeal on behalf of 

the respondents. He is also authorized to submit all required documents and replies 

etc. as representative of the respondents through the AddI: Advocate General/Govt. 

Pleader, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal, Peshawar.

K

f
District Police Officer, Mardan. 

(Respondent No. 2)
( ZAHOOR BABAR)

Incumbent

Regional Police Dfficer, Mardan. 
(Respondent No. 1)

( NAJEEB-UR-REHMAN BUGVI)'
Incumbent

»•
PSP PSP


