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BEFORE THE HONORABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNI!(HWA
SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR.

SERVICE APPEAL NO. 941/2022.

Saqib Ali Ex- Constable No. 1024 (Traffic Warden), District -

Police, Abbottabad R/O Tarhana, Tehsil & District Abbottabad.

: (Appellant)

VERSUS

1. Provincial Pollce Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar
2. Regional Police Officer, Hazara Region, Abbottabad
3. Dlstnct Police Officer (DPO), Abbottabad. '

(Respondents)

PARA-WISE COMMENTS BY RESPONDENTS

Respectfully Sheweth

PRELIMINARY OBJECTIONS:-

1.. That the instant Service Appeal is not maintainable in the

+ present form. » !'
2. That the appellant is estopped by his own condukt to file
the instant appeal. i

3. That the appellant has not come to the Hon’ble Tribunal
with clean hands.

4. That the appellant has suppressed material facts from the
Hon’ble Tribunal. _ !

5. That the instant Service Appeal is not maintailiable for
non-joinder/ miss-joinder of unnecessary parties.|

6. That the appeal is badly barred by law & limitation,
hence liable to be dismissed without any further
proceeding.

ON FACTS:-

1. Pertains to service record.

i
'

2. The appelle{nt, while posted as TFC Traffic , Warden
Abbottabad has involved himself in case vide FIR No.
649 dated 12.12.2021 u/s 419/420/468/471 I?PC, PS
Mangal. (Copy of FIR is enclosed as Annexure “;A”).
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. That one Khalid s/o Muhammad Rafiq r/o Balakot

submitted an application alleging therein that on

23.11.2021, appellant alongwith other co-accused sold
70/75 tolas of gold ornaments to him for 42,00600/— and
fraudulently took cash amount of rupees 32;50,000/-
without handing over gold ornament and later on staged
drama that the ornaments are stolen property. (Copy of

application is enclosed as Annexure “B”).

. The appellant was properly charge sheeted and proper

departmental enquiry was initiated against him. The
complainant Khalid had nominated the appellant in his
statement recorded u/s 164 Cr.P.C alongwith other
accused. Similarly during the departmental enquiry,

allegations levelled against appellant were proved.

. The appellant was properly nominated by the

complainant in his statement.

. The appellant under the color of his office as Police

official staged the whole drama and deprived the

complainant from huge amount of rupees 3250000/- in

1
N

connivance with other co-accused.

. The appellant was present at the place of occurrence in

proper uniform and was active partner in crime.

. The appellant was properly arrested and later on released

on bail by the competent court.

. The appellant submitted his reply to the charge sheet

which was not satisfactory. (Copies of charge sheet and

reply are enclosed as Annexure “C”).

i
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10.

11.

-

e

After proper enquiry, Final Show Cause Not:ice was

issued and served upon appellant who submitted% reply of

the same which was not satisfactory.
The appellant was also heard in person but he ffailed to

convince the respondent No. 03 hence, awarded

punishment ‘of dismissal from service vide OB No. 52

~dated  23.02.2022. The appellant has iareferred

departmental appeal before the competent éuthority

which was rejected. (Copy of order is enclosed as

Annexure “D”).

12. The instant éppeal is not maintainable on the following
grounds:- ‘ .
GROUNDS:-
|

A. Incorrect, the orders of dismissal of respondent No. 03

are correct, legal and according to law. (Copy of order
is enclosed as Annexure “D”).
[ ' |

{

- Incorrect. A proper enquiry was conducted. The appellant

|
was given opportunity to defend himself, and :to cross
examine the witnesses and fully participated the

proceedings. (Copies of statements and finding report are

| .
enclosed as Annexure “E”). i
}

. Incorrect. The appellant has filed/preferred depe;nmental

appeal which was rejected and order of appellate

" authority was properly communicated to him.

. Incorrect. The appellant was actually involved in the

criminal case and allegations levelled against him were

proved beyond doubts. ‘

Incorrect. The instant appeal is badly time barred hence,

not maintainable.
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Regional Police Officer,
Hazara Region, Abbottabad
(Respondent No. 2)

District Poli
Ab
(Respondpht No. 3)

1 does not hold any legal force which
d with cost.

.

f above, it is: most humbly préyec:l that the
ismisse

ice appea

.

.

iew o

Inv
tant serv

may graciously be d

1ns

PRAYER.




’
1

BEFORE THE HONOURABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

SERVICE APPEAL NO. 941/2022. |

Saqib Ali Ex- Constable No. 1024 (Traffic Warden)E District
Police, Abbottabad R/O Tarhana, Tehsil & District Abbottabad.
(Appellant)

3
.

VERSUS

1. Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

2. Regional Police Officer, Hazara Region, Abbottabad.

3. District Police Officer (DPO), Abbottabad. )
(Respondents)

i
3
H
'

AFFIDAVIT.

We, do' hereby affirm on oath that the contents of
written comments are true to the best of our knowledge & belief
and nothing has been concealed from the Honorablel Service

Tribunal. ‘

)
i
!
§
!

Reglonal Police Officer,
Hazara Region, Abbottabad
; (Respondent No.' 2)

b

i

Distric ice Officer,
Abbpyttabad
(Respoyjident No. 3)
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' CHARGE SHEET

FC_Sagib No. 1024’ Traffic ' Warden

ered yourscif liab
e said Police Disciplinary Rules,

3.

_Yop are the_réfore, directed to submit
days on the receipt of this Char
4).

your written defensg within seven _ 5
ge Sheet to the Enquiry Officer, - e

in that case.ex
S).
6).

-parte action shal] follow agajnst you,

Intimate whether you desire to be heard in person or otherwise, ™ -
A statement of allegations is enclosed.

_ VAL
_‘(Z_r.Afridi).PSP
 Disiriet Police Officer
iA-bbottabad

. " é‘
. ' : - i
‘ . .
s . .

by

Page.lvofz o E
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rsc, IN R ACTION @ T

b oz ", Bal ar Afruh (PSI’) District "Police  Officer \/
4 ';.Compeient Authonty of the opmlon that you TFC Sa ib No 1024
'.Traff cr _Wardcgr{\bbottgba rendered yourself llable to be proceeded against as you
_ .,;; !commltted the: followmg act/ormssxon wnthm the meamng of Police Dlsmplmary Rules

_,,.‘l' Y 2
b

. 1975 (amended 2014)

' STATE!\"? OF THE ALLEGATIONS

- L . You FC Saqlb No. 345 wlnle posted as TFC at Trafflc Warden ‘Abbottabad; on

23 11-2(}21 you alonﬂth'n 05 co- accused mnde a plan of selling of gold
ornament welghmg 70/ 75 Tola‘to Mr. Khalid S/0 Muhammad Raﬁque R/O
. | Balakot in lieu of amount Rs. 42,00,000/- out of which Rupees amounting
rf\: e T 32,50,600/- was paid by Mr. Khalid but you alongthh other co-accused
g

created a pre-plan drz.ma and pretended that the gold omaments were stolen

‘

.....

any legnl action nor brought the matter into the notice of senior bfﬂcers. {Iiiofl g -
\,’A e "

d ' " the application of Mr. Khalid /0’ Muhammad Rafique a casé; ividé FIR"N““-‘;

o
649 dated 12-12-2021 U/S 419/ 420/ 468/ 471 PPC PS Mangal was T

"t v,,,!,h‘ -\.“5

" against you and others 05 co-accused. Your this illegal act earned bad na!rriée '

for entire police department as well as in the eyes of general pubhc, which is

? .'.‘wa '; 4

tantamount to gross misconduct on your pa-t being a member of: dlsclplm.. : ..2;:-‘.
force, . : ‘-»,,,,p;\,ﬁ,.“;ﬂm» ,5?: e

e iy -

2). . For the purpose of scrutinizing your conduct with reference to the :

abave allegations, Addl: SP Abbottabad is hereby appomted as Enqulry officer.

3). The Enquiry Ofﬁcer shall in accordance thh the provxslon of this

ordinance, provide reasonable opportumty of hearmg to you, record fmdlng and make

<+ within 25 ddys of the recelpt of thls order recommendatlon as to pumshment or the
* appropriate action agamst you S '

4). - " You are hereby dxrected fo attend the proceedmgs on the due date
tinme and place fixed by the Enquxry Ofﬁccr ' '

R

- (Ze abar Afrnh) PSP
. Dlstrict Police Officer .
Abbottabad :
No! f—7’j /PA, Dated Abbottabad me74 //L/ZOZI i | f
Copy to: . o . ' ' d
1. Enquiry Ofﬁcer for mmatmg proceedmgs against the defaulter ofﬁcer )

under provxsxons of the Police Disciplinary Rules, 1975 (amended 2014)

. and submit findings, w1th1n stlpulated penod IR " .

2. . TFC Sagib No. 1024 Trafﬁc Warden Abbottabad (dclmquent ofﬁcer/ . l
‘.,ofﬁ_cl'al). » t

' PageZof?:- 'I
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This ofﬁce order will dispose of the departmental enquiry against

/FC Saqlb No. 1024. He whlie posted as TFC at Traffic Warden Abbottabad, on 23-

' / / 11-2021 he alongwith 05 co-accused made a plan of selling of gold ornament welghmg

70/ 75 Tola to Mr. Khalid 8/0 Muhammad Rafique R/O Balakot in lieu of amount Rs.
42,00,000/- out of which Rupees amounting 1:32,50,060/- was paid by Mr. Khalid but he
alongwith other co-accused created a pre-plan drama and pretended that the gold
ornaments were stolen property. He by using tactics fraudulently took the cash amount
Rs. 32,50,000/- from the applicant without any agreement deed \_neither took any legal
action nor brought the matter into the notice of senior officers. Upon the application of
Mr. Khalid 8/0 Muhammad Rafique a case vide FIR No. 649 dated 12-12-2021 U/S
419/ 420/ 468/ 471 PPC PS Mangal was registered against him and others 05 co-
accused. His this illegal act earned bad name for entire police department as well as in
the eyes of general public, which istantamount to gross misconduct on his part being a
member of discipline force. _

He was issued with Charge Sheet along with statement of allegations.
Addl: SP, Abbottabad was appointed as Enquiry Officer. He conducted proper
departmental enquiry against the delinquent official and recorded statements of all
concerned. After conducting proper departmental enquiry, the Enquiry Officer
submitted his findings wherein allegations have been proved against delinquent official.
He was issued Final Show Cause Notice.. He was summoned to- appear in Orderly
Room on 22-02-2022. He was given a patient hearing but he had nothing plausible to

state in his defence.

Therefore, in exercise of the powers vested in the undersigned Police
Disciplinary Rules-1975 (Amended 2014), 1, Zahoor Babar Afridi, PSP, District Police
Officer, Abbottabad as a competent authority, am consfrained to award him the major
punishment of Dismissal from service with immediate effect. |

Order announced.

0BNo. _J

Dated 3-0R- /

Distefet-Ralice Officer
Abbottabad

CC.
1. Establishmeh;t, Clerk, DPO Office Abbottabad.
2. OHC DPO Office Abbottabad alongwith Enquiry containing pages

for completion of record
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ABBOTTABAD DISTRICT

A d¢partmental enquiry was received against FC Saqib No. 1024, Investigation wing
vide District Police Officer, Abbottabad Endst: No.473/PA dated 14-12-2021 with the allegation that

" “FC Saqib No. 1024 while posted as TFC at Traffic Warden Abbottabad,, on 23-11-2021 he

alongwith 05 co-accused made a plan of selling of gold ornament weighting 70/75 T olas to Mr.
Khalid s/o Muhammad Rafique r/o Balakot in lieu of amount Rs.42,00,000/- out of which Rupees
amounting 32,50,000/- was paid to Mr Khalid but he alongwith other co-accused created a pre-plan
drama and pretended that the gold ornaments were stolen property. He by u&ing tactics, fraudulently
took the cash amount Rs. 32,50,000/— from the applicant without any agreement deed, neither took
any legal action, nor brought the matter into the notice of senior officers. Upon the application of Mr.
Khalid s/o Muhamad Rafique a case vide FIR No.649 dated 12-12-2021 u/s 419/420/468/471 PPC PS
Mangal was registered against him and other 05 co-accused. Your this illegal act earned bad name
for entire Police department as well as in the eyes of general public, which is tantamount to gross

misconduct on his part being a member of disciplined force.”.

PROCEEDINGS:
~ During course of enquiry, delinquent official was summoned, his statement was recorded
and cross examined. Moreover, both parties were given opportunity to cross examine each another.

Relevant record has been collected by the instant 1.O of the case. All the necessary proceeding papers

are enclosed with the enquiry file.

STATEMENT OF FC SAQIB NO 1024

Hls statement was recorded, short summery of which is endorsed below:-
That one Khalid s/o Muhammad Rafique r/o Balakot lodged a report on 12-12-2021
about occurrence which has allegedly taken place on 23-11-2021 at 01:00 pm, and report thereof has

been lodged at 19:30 pm i.c almost after 07 hours, whereas the distance between alleged place of

* occurrence and Police Station is about 02 KM which is enough to believe that the matter was reported

after due consultation. He stated that according to FIR No. 649 dated 12-12-2021 u/s 419/420/468/471
PPC read with Section 118-1(c)/119(b) of Police Act, 2017 against unknown persons. Further that later
on the complainant charged him in said offence in supplementary statement and statement recorded
under section 164 CrPC, however in both the statements the complainant has not stated that he paid the
amount to him directly rather he stated the alleged amount was paid to Tahir and Fiaz. He further stated
that even otherwise on 23-11-2021 at the time of alleged occurrence i.e 01:00 pm he was present at duty
at SP Traffic Office Abbottabad. Moreover he stated that he is completely innocent. Further he stated
that another important aspect of the case is that the complainant stated in his statement u/s 164 CrPC
that he could not identify the Police officials, if this ﬂaft of the statement of complainant is considered it

would be crystal clear.

v
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That one Khalld s/o Muhammad Rafique /o Balakot Iodged a report on 12-12-2021

v-ﬂ‘gc‘

OUt OCCUITENCE . whtch has allegedly taken place on 23-11-2021 at 01:00 pm and report thereof has

.;.-:_’;-(iht —‘TTQ A

't n goorporated "at’19:30 pm-i.e almost after 07 hours later, whereas the distance between alleged
o ‘»'plac’:'é‘%f occurrence and Police Station is about 02 KM which is enough to believe that the matter was
,.eported with consultation. That, FIR No. 649 dated 12- 12-2021 u/s 419/420/468/471 PPC read with

"""‘Sectlon 118-1(c)/119(b) of Police Act, 2017 launched against unknown persons. However in both the

: statements of complainants they did not charged directly rather he stated the alleged amount was paid to
; “ ~i Tahxr and Fiaz. He further stated that on 23-11-2021 at the time of alleged occurrence i.e 01-00 pm he
- was present in the Honorable Court of Additional & Session Judge-VI. Further stated that another

important aspect of the case is that the complainant stated in his statement ws 164 CrPC that he could
{ not identify the Police officials, if this part of the statement of complainant is considered, it would be

transparent.
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STATEMENT OF BABAR ALI S/O MUHAMMAD NAZIR R/O BALAKOT MANSEHRA

————— e eman a—— e o e - o - A b a4 M s e e = em e e 4 Smo we

His statement was recorded, short summery of which is endorsed below:-
That, he is owner of Sajjad Jewelry shop at Balakot. He was informed that gold and one
party want to sell it, While he reached at Mangal hotel to see the gold. Two lack, fifty thousand advance

payment was given to respondents and after three days they took thirty lack rupees at Mangal Hetel.
Three men arrived there, two men committed deal and one man took money and went away. After some

time, a vehicle having two police official and same person received amount by them. Meanwhile 02

Police Officials beaten two persons with the contention that, where is your brother who is charged u/s

ot Ay 3 ey Y98

302 PPC. Then rushed in vehicle by taking these persons. He further stated that while he told police

officials about amount (in question), they convinced them to visit Police station.

e et v+ e = i = bt bmm i Meme—tae So

! STATEMENT OF NOUMAN SAEED S/O0 MUHAMMAD SAEED R/O BALAKOT
MANSEHRA

His statement was recorded, short summery of which is endorsed below:-

He stated that he had a gold bargain of rupees 42 Lac with Asim Shah, in which advance
payment 'of 7 5 Lac was made. When they visited to Qalandarabd to purchase gold ornaments along
with 30 Lac Rupees. Asim Shah after receiving advance payment of 30 Lac with two guaranties, gone
away with contentton that he will bring gold with them. After some time a vehicle parked there, two
police official and same person who took money was in it. Meanwhile 02 Police Officials beaten two
persons with the contention that, where is your brother who is charged ws 302 PPC. Then rushed in
vehicle by taking these persohs. He further stated that while he told to police officials about amount (in

question), they told them to visit Police station for further justification.

: STATEMENT OF SI ABDUL KHALIQ OII PS MANGAL

His statement was recorded, short summery of which is endorsed below:-
He stated that DD No. 22 dated 24-11-2021 was incorporated at PS Mangal on context
complaint was marked to HC Khurram Fiaz for initial enquiry ws 157 CrPC. Khurram Fayyaz collected

LI ] -
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d'moblle numbers %ﬁ /found in CDR that the pohce official namely HC Gul

’y & - ) ¢ # ‘l‘
kS tzce of sem off cers: Durmg initial enquiry applicants through their statements made a claim u/s 161 \

wnes o

’ £ *co unknown accused High-ups constituted a JIT for investigation, and he was appointed 10 of the case.

DSP M_lrpur Sabir Khan was appointed as Chairman of JIT & other members i.e SHO PS Mangal, Niaz
taf SUOIT PS Cantt, Abdul Waheed ASUDTV PS Mirpur, Niaz ASUPTV PS Cantt, Khurram
"ayyaz IHC/PTV PS Mangal. During Investigation as per directions of High-ups the compliance of u/s
" 118-1/119-B of Police Act 2017 was made. 02 days Police custody was taken. "Accused has pointed ou/
the place of incident and recovery of Rs. 02 Lac was made from IHC Gul Afzal and Rs. 01 Lac by
Constable Saqib. The recovery amount was taken by the police, More recovery was expected from the
accused. Accused were produced before court to get extension of police custody. Later-on application of

extension of custody was rejected by the court. The accused were sent to District Jail Mansehra on

l{ Judicial remand. Accused has confessed their crime in their statements, For arrest of other co-accused
h the police has tried their best, but failed to arrest them. Further proceeding are underway by submitting
challan /s 512 CrPC.

FINDINGS:

During course of enquiry, undersigned being EO observed the following:-
01.  After scrutiny the record of accused officials, it has been learnt that 02 bad entries

are lodged in his service record.
02.  That, the case FIR No 649 dated 12-12-2021 ws 419/420/468/471 PPC PS
Mangal was registered against accused official FC Sagib No. 1024 along with 05

‘ co-accused on the context complaint of one Khalid s/o M. Rafique r/o Balakot. It is
mentioning here that accused official and complainant (namely Noman Saeed s/o

Muhammad Saeed r/o Balakot and Babar Ali s/fo Muhammad Nazir r/o Balakot) were

?A r\) given free opportunity to cross examine in light of complainant for receiving of Rupees
e —— : :
P 3250000/- with fraudulently tactics.
W 0 u—According to the CDR, presence of delinquent officials is found at Qalendrabad,

definetly proved occurrence report. Moreover, during cross examination, it has been
observed that accused officials, have no independent evidence to prove his innocence and
completely involvement which was close in contact with co-accused

PP “04.  LO of the case was also summoned, and his statement was recorded which is
S e —

annexed totally speaks against accused officials. Presently BBA of accused officials has

i . Y
been confirmed by the Learnt Court of law.

Keeping in view of above as well role of accused officials allegation framed in the -

summary, are stand proved. Therefore he may kindly be awarded suitable punishment, as d fit

please.

(ENQJQY OFFICER)
ADDL: SUPERINTENDENT OF POLICE,
ABBOTTABAD. .
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8.

Grounds of action are also enclosed with this notice.

Received b)"

Dated /12021

/PA Dated Abbottabad, thcb';/ J /2022

© FINAL SHOW CAUSE NOTICE
« (Unit Rule 3) KPK Police Rules, 1975 amended 2014)

'l‘ﬁait you FC Saqib No. 1024 rcndered yourself liable to be procccdcd under Rule 5 (3) of the
| Khybcr Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules 1975 (amended 2014) for following misconduct; .

I. You FC Sagib No. 1024 while posted as TFC at Traftic Warden Abbottabad, on 23-11-
© 2021 you alongwith 05 co-accused made a plan of sclling of gold ornament weighing 70/ -
" 75 Tola to Mr. Khalid S/O Muhammad Rafique R/O Balakot in licu of amount Rs.

42,00,000/- out of which Rupces amounting 32,50,000/- was paid by Mr. Khalid but you
alongwith other co-accused -crcatcd a pre-plan drama and pretended that the gold
'ornaments were stolen property. You by using tactics fraudulently took the cash amount
Rs. 32,50,000/- from thc applicant without any agrecment deed ncither took any legal
action nor brought the mattcr into thc notice of scnior officers. Upon the application of
Mr. Khalid $/0 Muhammad Rafiquc a case vide FIR No. 649 dated 12-12-2021 U/S 419/
420/ 468/ 471 PPC PS Mangal was rcgnltrcd against you and others 05 co- ~accased.
Your this illegal act earned bad name for cntlrc pohcc department as well as in the eyes

of gcncral public, which is tantamount to. gross misconduct on your.part being a member

" of discipline force:-
1. During proper departmental enquiry the allegations have been proved against you
That by reason- of above, as sufficient material is placed before the undersigned therefore 3t is
decided to proceed against you in general Police proceedings without aid of enquiry officer;
"That the misconduct on your part is prejudicial to g00.d order of discipline in the Police foree-

That your retention in the police force will amount to encouragement ol inefficient Police

<

officers;
That by taking cog,m/ancc of the matter under enquiry, the undersigned as compcetent authorily
under the said rules, proposes stern action against you by awarding one¢ or more ol the kind
punishments as provided in the Rules.
You arc,'thcrcfore, called upon to Final Show Causc as 10 why you should not b(. dealt strictly in
accordance with the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules, 1975(amended 2014) for the misconduct
referred to above. |
You should submit reply to this Final Show Cause Notice within 07 days of the reeeipt of the
notice failing which an-ex partc action shall be.taken against you. .

You arc further dirccted to inform the undersigned that you wish to be heard in person-or not.

BifeTPtice Officer
Abbottabad
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GROUNDS OF ACTION

£ "~'_1hat you FC Saqib No. 1024, Sommitted following misconduct:-

.

You FC Sagib No. 1024 whllc posted as TFC at lraffic Warden Abbottabad, on
23-11-2021 you alongwith 05 co-accuscd made a plan of selling of goid ornament
_weighing 70/ 75 T ola to Mr. Khalid S/O Muhammad Rafique R/O Balakot in licu of

amount Rs. 42,00,000/- out of which Rupees amounting 32,50,000/- was paid by Mr.
Khalid but you alongwnth other co-accused created a pre-plan drama and pretended
that the gold ornaments were stolen property. You by using: tactics h'audulonIIy took
the cash amount Rs. 32,50,000/- from the applicant without any agreement deed
ncither took any legal action nor broug,ht {hic matter into the notice of senior officers.

Upon the apphcatmn ‘of Mr. Khalid S/O Muhammad Rafique a cas¢ vide ¥ IR No. 649

~ dated 12-12-2021 U/S 419/ 420/ 468/ 471 PPC PS Mangal was registered against you

and others 05 co-accused. Your this illegal act carned b:lld‘namc for catirc police

departmcnt as well as in the eyes of gcncral public, which is tantamoux{t to gross

‘misconduct on your part being a member of discipline force:-

" During proper departmmtal enquiry the allegations have been proved against you.

By reasons of above you have rendcred yourself liable to be proceeded under Khyber

pakhtunkhwa Police Ru'lés, 1975 (amended 201 4), hence these grounds of action.

'?Abbottabad
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FORE THE DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER ABBOTTABAD

b

In the matter of;

TFC Saqib No.1024 Traffic Warden Abbottabad, presently Police Lines
" Abbottabad.

REPLY OF FINAL SHOW CAUSE NOTICE

It is respectfully submitted as under;-

[ take honor to refer to letter No.26/PA dated 07/02/2022 vide

which final show cause noticé has been served upon me. The detailed

reply of final show cause notice is as under;-

That T was indulcted in District Poliic'éi Abbbftabad';:in the

year 2012 and since then I have been peLforming r_nyw'du»ties' .

e
mia B

with devotion, dedication and honesty. My performance, at

JUNGUSTRSR

e s b i

PRSI

in the shape of certificates and rewards. During the whole
tenure of my service even a single complaint has not been

filed by any quarter against me.

That presently I am performing my duties as Gunner with

SP Traffic.

That one Mr. Khalid lodged a report on 12/ 12/2021 of an
occurrence which has allegedly taken place on 23/11/2021
at 01:00 pm and report thereof has been lodged at 19:30

pm i.e almost after 07 hours; whereas the distance between

bt ‘_‘.._._.ba..__-u.._._-,..-..,._,_-aa:

e et

alleged place of occurrence and police station is about 02

JP— tan,

A AR A k-2
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KM which is sufficient to believe that the matter was

- ot ama_aan. e AR Thm i s T

repoﬁed after due deliberation and consultation.
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I‘ hat accordlngly, the FIR No.649 was registered on
12/12/2021 under Section 419/420/468/471 PPC read with
Section 118-1(c)/ 119(b) of Police Act, 2017 against

unknown persons.

That later on the complainant charged the undersigned for
the offence in his supplementary statement and statement

recorded under section 164 Cr.PC, however in both the

statements the complainant has not stated that he paid the

. aWd that the alleged amount was

paid to Tahir and Fiaz.

That even otherwise on 23/11/2021 at the time of alleged

occurrence i.e 01:00 pm 1 was present in connection with

at my duty in SP Traffic Office Abbottabad.

That I am completely innocent and the whole episode has
been staged with malafide intention just to drag me in the
present fabricated and concocted case with ulterior motives

and some personal grudges.

That during my custody with police, nothing was

= o e i o

recovered from my person and the alleged recovery

RS
attributed to me is fabricated and concocted, I have never

produced mnt to the police because I am totally
innocent and being low paid government employee 1 could
not save Rs.100000/- during the whole service. Similarly,
my mobile phone was in custody of police therefore, the
assertion of 1.0 that I contacted my relative for the amount
is-nothing but a pack of lie.

That another important aspect of the case is that the

complainant stated in'his statement under section 164

g v A

s 1= & —— o

Cr.PC that he could not identify the police official, if this

-




part of the statement of complainant is considered it would

‘be cr‘ystal clear that the whole story has been fabricated by

the complainant in connivance with local police because if

the complainant charged me /.police official by name, why

he could not identify the police officials.

10. That during the inquiry, the complainant did not appear to

substantiate his claim. Similarly Mr.

appearing before inqutry officer ¢ categorically s submitted

s_&led Besides above, Mr.

Noman while

e i b P A

e
that he does not know the under
pictures of police official were

RS g

-
Babar disclosed that the

shown to him on the next day. The above would suffice

that 1 am innocent and on the basis of statements no case 1S

made out against me.

11. That in the wake of above I would also humbly submit that

ing be also given to me In the

a chance of personal hear

R

e it e e

b A e

highest interest of justice.

e~
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e am i

It is therefore humbly prayed that in the light of foregoing

submissions / reply, the final show cause notice may graciously be
ed from the

n and I may kindly be exonerat

e o e e

ordered to withdraw

charges leveled against me.

. ._‘_,n—n,_...-.‘-_._»—-—"‘““““

Your Obediently.

TFC SAQIB
No.1024
District Traffic Police,
Abbottabad




o} "U\HQHMENT RECORD OF CONSTABLE S A;Q!B ALINO.1024

/DA TE OF ENROLMENT: IH (49-2012. ' T

S.

No

Charge

Punishment Awarded

01 day absented

Warning

'w

01 day absented

03 .days extra drill

(PS]

PW.in case FIR No0.920, dated 28-10-2013 U/S PC CNSA 'S \/hlpm
failed 1o attend the court on 19-06-2017

Fine Rs.500/-

4

He while posted in TFCat Traffic Warden Abbottabad on 23-11-2021
he alongwith 05 co-accused made a plan of selling of gold ornaments
weighting 70/75 tola to Mr. Khalid s/o Muhammad Rafique /o Bakot
in fieu of Rs 4200000/- out of which rupees Rs.3250000/- was paid by

Mr. Khalid but he alongwith other co-accused created a pre-plan drama

and pretended that the gold ornament were stolen property. He by using
tactics fraudulently took the cash amount 3250000/- from the applicant
without any agreement deed neither took any legal action nor brought
the matter into the notice of senior officer. A case FIR No.649, dated
12-12-2021 U/S 419/420/468/471 PPC PS Mangal was lc"mtcmd

against him and others 05 co-accused.

Dismissal from service

Total Absented Days =02 days

1/C Es

23 ollt/
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