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Saqib Ali Ex- Constable No. 1024 (Traffic Warden)i District ■ ^
Police, Abbottabad R/0 Tarhana, Tehsil & District Abbottabad. - ll-B:
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SERVICE APPEAL NO. 941/2022.
!

= VERSUS
j

Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar. 
Regional Police Officer, Hazara Region, Abbottabad. 
District Police Officer (DPO), Abbottabad. '
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(Respondents)

1

PARA-WISE COMMENTS BY RESPONDENTS: hii■<\ ■

1
c
i(

Respectfully Sheweth ; :•i ;
1

APRELIMINARY OBJECTIONS:- n:i

1. That the instant Service Appeal is not maintainable in the
present form. !

2. That the appellant is estopped by his own condubt to file 

the instant appeal.
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. i
5. That the instant Service Appeal is not maintainable 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.
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ON FACTS:- j
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1. Pertains to service record.
5

I

2. The appellant, 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 PPC, PS 

Mangal. (Copy of FIR is enclosed as Annexure “A”).
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3. 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 42,00000/- 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”).
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4. 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.
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5. The appellant was properly nominated by the 

complainant in his statement.

6. 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 

connivance with other co-accused.
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7. The appellant was present at the place of occurrence in 

proper uniform and was active partner in crime.
r

8. The appellant was properly arrested and later on released 

on bail by the competent court.
i.

t

9. The appellant submitted his reply to the charge sheet 

which was not satisfactory. (Copies of charge sheet and 

reply are enclosed as Annexure “C”).
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10. After proper enquiry, Final Show Cause Notice was 

issued and served upon appellant who submitted! reply of 

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

___ ^convince the respondent No. 03 hence, -awarded

punishment ;of dismissal from service vide OB; No. 52 

dated 23.02.2022.
i

The appellant has preferred 

departmental appeal before the competent authority 

which was rejected. (Copy of order is enclosed as 

Annexure “D”).
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I-12. The instant appeal is not maintainable on the following 

grounds:-
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GROUNDS:- ! :
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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”).
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L'B. Incorrect. A proper enquiry was conducted. The appellant

I
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”).
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C. Incorrect. The appellant has filed/preferred departmental 

appeal which was rejected and order of appellate 

authority was properly communicated to him.
II !:

f
i I• I

1 -i I »
'•i [J-h-' ii i|!| • 

■j: i;, i il
^ liis" f'i if-'

5

D. Incorrect. The appellant was actually involved in the 

criminal case and allegations levelled against him were 

proved beyond doubts. I
I

I
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E. Incorrect. The instant appeal is badly time barred hence, 

not maintainable. ‘
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instant service appeal does not hold any legal force which ' SffeW iSipJ 

may graciously be dismissed with cost. i J
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PRAYER.

i

In view of above, it is; most humbly prayed that the
;
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Regional Police Officer, 
Hazara Region, Abbottabad 

(Respondent No.' 2)
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District Police Officer,
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I(Respondmt No. 3)
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BEFORE THE HONOURABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA.
SERVICE TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR i

4!ai®”

:
SERVICE APPEAL NO. 941/2022.

Saqib Ali Ex- Constable No. 1024 (Traffic Warden); District 
Police, Abbottabad RIO Tarhana, Tehsil & District Abb;ottabad.

(Appellant)

VERSUS : i:!v ^

■■gMljili.1. Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
2. Regional Police Officer, Hazara Region, Abbottabad.
3. District Police Officer (DPO), Abbottabad.

I

(Respondents)
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AFFIDAVIT.

We, do’ hereby affirm on oath that the contents of
i

written comments are true to the best of our knowledge ;& belief
. I

and nothing has been concealed from the Honorable Service 

Tribunal.
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Regional Police Officer, 
Hazara Region, Abbottabad 

(Respondent No.; 2)
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(Respondent No. 3)
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CHARGK shitft/
.V

i'
I, Zahoor ;pabar Afridi (PSP) Distri

competent authority: hgreby . charge
Abbottahflrt

net Police Officer Abbottabad as 

yo’J lEC-Sagib No: Traffic Wara.„as explained in the attached statem <?.ent of allegations. !
2). IYou appear t9 be guilty of miscona
1^75 (amended 2014) and have 

specified in the

‘■Ct under Police Disciplinary Rules 

any of the penalties
4rendered yourself liable to all or

said Police Disciplinary Rules. 
You are therefore, directed

;<
31 ;;

to submit your written defense withm 
receipt of this Charge Sheet to the Enquiry Officer.

Your written defense,

clays on the seven
■ 4).

in that case ex-parte action shall follow aeai

"With in the 

no defense to put in and
against you. 

Intimate whether you desire to be heard i5).
in person or otherwise.

A statement of allegations is enclosed.6). J
J 

1̂
•-7

(Z^ ?arAfridi)PSP 
Dis^iet Police Officer 

jAbbottabad
n
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m
^^!Gorripkent'Authority of the opinion that

-^^^i:^ffic^^^cp-Abbottahari rendered yourself liable to be proceeded against as you 

' tlie following act/omission within the meaning of Police Disciplinary Rules
i 975,(amended 2014). ■■

Police Officer 

you TFC Saoib No. 1024

/■

STATEMENT OF THF;AT,LEGATT0NS 

You FC Saqib No. 345 ivhile posted as TFC at Traffic Warden Abbottabad 

23-11-2021 you albng>vith 05 co-accused made a plan of selling of gold 

ornament weighing 70/ 75 Tola to Mr. Khalid S/O Muhammad Rafique R/O 

BalaUot in lieu of amount Rs. 42,00,000/- out of which Rupees amounting 

32,50,000/- was paid by Mr. Khalid but you alongwith other co-accused

von

k -
k

created a pre-plan drama and pretended that the gold ornaments were stolen 

property. You by using 'tactics ffaudulcntly took the" w§h amoudt ■ j 
Rs. 32,SO,000/-.from the applicant without any agreemenf deed itcither^too^ ; ! 
any legal action nor bfought the matter into the notice of semoFbfflcemUpon 1 

the application of Mr. Khalid S/O Muhammad Rafique a case’vide"
649 dated 12-12-3021 U/S 419/ 420/ 468/ 471 PPC PS Mangal^avri^^^g ; 4 

■ against you and others 05 co-accused. Your this illegal act car^ddjiS^ill^ilnp 

for entire police department as well as in the eyes of general pubUc,
to gross misconduct on your part being a membef of di^cipInS^I*

For the purpose of scrutinizing your conduct with reference to tKe’- >10 

above allegations, Addl; SP Abbottabad is hereby appointed as Enquiry officer.

-The Enquiry Officer shall in accordance with the provision of this 

ordinance, provide reasonable opportunity of hearing .to you, record finding and make 

t within 25 days of the receipt of this order, recommendation as to punislunent or the 

• appropriate action against you.

-
J

»^ ?r
* •*.

J-

tantamount
force. r'

2).

i.'
3).

You are hereby directed to attend the proceedings on the due. date,4).
lime and place fixed by the Enquiry Officer.

..

^S^Afridi) PSP 
District Police Officer ; - 

^Abbottabad

(: ikiUiCi

/PA, Dated Abbottabad the^//^2—^2021.
, * I

Copy to:
Enquiry .Officer.for initiating proceedings against the defaulter officer 

under provisions of .the Police Disciplinary Rules, 1975 (aniended 2014) 

and submit findings.within stipulated period.

TFC Saqib No. 1024 Traffic Warden Abbottabad (delinquent officer/ i

. , official).

f75No:

1.

i

I
2.

1

I
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(3\ Al\v\ex^o^ >13
■ ■

'■ <

r V. . .^ ORDERv^' • f
;

This office order will dispose of the departmental enquiry against 

^FC Saqib No. 1024. He whiie posted as TFC at Traffic Warden Abbottabad, on 23- 

11-2021 he alongwith 05 co-accused made a plan of selling of gold ornament weighing 

70/ 75 Tola to Mr. Khalid S/0 Muhammad Rafique F/0 Balakot in lieu of amount Rs. 

42,00,000/- out of which Rupees amounting 32,50,000/- 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 S/0 Muhammad Rafique a case vide FIR No. 649 dated 12-12-2021 U/S 

419/ 420/ 468/ 471 PPG 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 i&'tantamount to gross misconduct on his part being a 

member of discipline force.

11• M
/
/

if.

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), I, Zahoor Babar Affidi, PSP, District Police 

Officer, Abbottabad as a competent authority, am constrained to award him the major 

punishment of Dismissal from service with immediate effect.

Order announced.

OB No.
Dated 33 53

Abbottabad

CC.
1. Establishment Clerk, DPO Office Abbottabad.

2. OHC DPO Office Abbottabad alongwith Enquiry containing 

for completion of record

pages
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7^a)EPARTMENTAL EM)UIRY AGAINST CONSTABLE SAOIB NO. 1024
•/ • ./jc- 7-=>'

^rlBRIEF OF ALLEGATIONS:

0 A departmental 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 Tolas to Mr. 

Khalid s/o Muhammad Rafique r/o Balakot in lieu of amount Rs.42,00fi00/- out of which Rupees 

amounting 32,50y000/- 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 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 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.

£

!:
!■

f

k: ■- i-

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 I.O of the case. All the necessary proceeding papers 

are enclosed with the enquiry file.

STATEMENT OF FC SAQIB NO: 1024

His 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.e 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-l(c)/119(b) of Police Act, 2017 against unknown persons. Further that later 

the complaiiiant 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 

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 part of the statement of complainant is considered it 

would be crystal clear.

on

amount to

.1
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^ His statement. \vSs recorded,-short summery of which is endorsed below:-
^S Thit ohe Khaiid s/o Muhammad Rafique r/o Balakot lodged a report on 12-12-2021 

3i^^SScuf?en^e, which'h^ alleg^^^^ taken place on 23-11-2021 at 01:00 pm and report thereof has

i.r •)A
ii

■^n;incorporated^t“ 19:30 pm-i.e almost after 07 hours later, whereas the distance between alleged 

.;i^^^-pjaSrof’occunence and Police Station is about 02 ICM which is enough to believe that the matter was 
^^^ reported with consultation. That, FIR No. 649 dated 12-12-2021 u/s 419/420/468/471 PPC read with 

^"^Section 118-l(c)/119(b) of Police Act, 2017 launched against unknown persons. However in both the
r '

statements of complainants they did not charged directly rather he stated the alleged amount was paid to 

: Tahir 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-Vl. Further stated that another 

important aspect of the case is that the complainant stated in his statement u/s 164 CrPC that he could 

identify the Police officials, if this part of the statement of complainant is considered, it would be

r
W’- •

t: r -*Vy.
ri-*

not
transparent.

STATEMENT OF BABAR AL.I S/O MUHAMMAD NAZIR R/O BALAKOT

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 Hotel. 

Three men arrived there, two men committed deal and one man took money and went away. After some 

vehicle having two police official and same person received amount by them. Meanwhile 02
!
i

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

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.

STATEMENT OF NOUMAN SAEED S/O 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 

made. When they visited to Qalandarabd to purchase gold ornaments alongpayment of 2.5 Lac was
with 30 Lac Rupees. Asim Shah after receiving advance payment of 30 Lac with two guaranties, gone 

away with contention that he will bring gold with them. After some time a vehicle parked there, wo 

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 u/s 302 PPC. Then rushed in 

vehicle by taking these persons. 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 Oil PS MANGAL1

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 u/s 157 CrPC. Khurram Fayyaz collected



'. ,%^^^^^sofnS^5n^mobile^umb^rs^"^^^1bund in CDR that the police official namely HC Gul 

^d'^nstabi^^'ib 'ha,d direct contact with the perpetrators. This situation was brought in the 

During mitial enquiry applicants through their statements made a claim u/s 161 
^^■^o^^l^Asim Shah s/o Syed Chan Shah r/o Ganda Mansehra, Muhammad Aqeel s/o

V 4 1 • ► i V-
i ■y

y MU r/o Baila Gandian Mansehra, IHC Gul Afzal, Constable Saqib No. 1024 and one 

accused. High-ups constituted a JIT for investigation, and he was appointed 10 of the case, 

rpur Sabir Khan was appointed as Chairman of JIT & other members i.e SHO PS Mangal, Niaz 
®®^^®^tar SI/OII PS Cantt, Abdul Waheed ASI/DTV PS Mirpur, Niaz ASI/PTV PS Cantt, Khurram

Ppayyaz IHC/PTV PS Mangal. During Investigation as per directions of High-ups the compliance of u/s ^ 

^"^118-1/119-8 of Police Act 2017 was made. 02 days Police custody was taken. Accused has pointed out<

made from IHC Gul Afzal and Rs. 01 Lac by' the place of incident and recovery of Rs. 02 Lac
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 

Judicial remand. Accused has confessed their crime in their statements. For arrest of other co-accused

was
P ■

the police has tried their best, but failed to arrest them. Further proceeding are underway by submitting

challan u/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.
FIR No 649 dated 12-12-2021 u/s 419/420/468/471 PPG PSThat, the case

Mangal was registered against accused official FC Saqib 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 

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

02.

wereMuhammad
given free opportunity to cross examine in light of complainant for receiving of eer»

3250000/- with fraudulently tactics.
According to the CDR, presence of delinquent officials is found at Qalendrabad,

examination, it has been
a
definetly proved occurrence report. Moreover, during cross 

observed that accused officials, have no independent evidence to prove his innocence and

completely involvement which was close in contact with co-accused
also summoned, and his statement was recorded which isPI' ■ 04. ' 1.0 of the case was

annexed t^fauT^eaks against accused officials. Presently BBA'^ccused officials has

been confirmed by the Learnt Court of law.
Keeping in view of above as well role of accused officials allegation framed in the 

Stand proved. Therefore he may kindly be awarded suitable punisi lent, assummary, are

please.
(ENQUIRY OFFICER)

ADDL: SUPERINTENDENT OF POLICE, 
ABBOTTABAD.
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:E OF Tkfc.DISTRICT POLICE QFFtCFR, ABBOTTABAD
No;^^ /PA, Dated Abbottabad, thce57 /^

FINAL SHOW CAUSE NOTlCt/
YDnit Rui^sVkPK Police Rules. 1975 amended 2014)

/
/2022.

./That you FC Saoib No. 1024 rendered yourself liable to be proceeded under Rule 5 (3) of the 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules 1975 (amended 2014) for following misconduct;

I. Vou FC Saqib No. 1024 while posted as TFC at Traffic Warden Abbottabad, on 23-11- 

2021 you alongwilh 05 co-accused made a plan of selling of gold ornament weighing 70/ 

75 Tola to Mr. Khalid S/O Muhammad Rafique IW Balakot in lieu of amount Rs. 

42,00,000/- out of which Rupees amounting 32,50,000/- was paid by Mr. Khalid but you 

alongwith other co-accused created a pre-plan drama and pretended that the gold 

ornaments were stolen property. You by using tactics traudulently look 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 ot 

Mr. Khalid S/O Muhammad Rafiqiic a case vide KIR No. 649 dated 12-12-2021 U/S 419/ 

420/ 468/ 471 PTC PS Manga! was registered against you and others 05 cii-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 your.part being

of discipline forcc:-

t.

a member

During proper departmental enquiry the allegations have been proved against you.

2. That by reason of above, as sufficient material is placed before the undersigned therefore si is
II.

decided to proceed against you in general Police proceedings without aid of enquiry ofticcr;

in the Police force.-3. That the misconduct on your part is prejudicial to good order ol discipline

4. 'l-hal your relenlion in the police force will amount to encouragement of inefficient I’olicc

officers;
5. That by taking cognizance of the matter under enquiry, the undersigned as competent authority 

under the said rules, proposes stern action against you by awarding one or more of the kind

punishments, as provided in the Rules. 

6. You are,
therefore, called upon to Final Show Cause as to why you should not be dealt strictly in 

- accordance with the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules, 1975(amended 2014) for the misconduct

referred to above.

7. You should submit reply to
notice failing which an ex parte action shall be taken against you.

further directed to inibrm the undersigned that you wish to be heard in person-or not.

this Final Show Cause Notice within 07 days of Ihc rcceipl of the

8. You arc
9. Grounds of action are also enclosed with this notice.

Officer 
^Abbottabad

1^

Received by____

Dated / /2021
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”<No: /f^^bbottabad,

/'w }

■M\ AttBOTTAIJ
/2022.

*»*
' grounds OIF ACTION

M you VCSMibNoOSM, ^bmmitted following misoonducl:-

4^ A ^ rvr at Traffic Warden AbboUabad, on vn.. VC Saaib No. 1024 while posted as 11C at iranic
You tC 2>aqiD «olUiu* of uold ornamentalongwith 05 co-accuscd made a plan i, h

■ H 70/ 75 Tola to Mr. Khalid S/O Muhammad Raf.que WO HalaWot m heu ol

- o. -«— trr::::C’-
Khalid hut you alongwith -’’-J;;;" Jawing taetles .............................

agreement deed

f.
I

23-11-2021 you

• /
* •

•.i.'iP
that the gold ornaments 

the cash

were
the applicant without any

into the notice of senior offieers.
amount Rs. 32,50,000/- from 

neither took any legal aetion nor brought the matter

v» ,K,..........
which is tantamount to gross

mad Rafique a case vide KIR No-

and others 05 co-
department
misconduct on your part being a

oper departmental enquiry the allegations have

as well as in the eyes of general public,
member of discipline force:-

becn proved against you.
During prU. to be proceeded under Khyberrendered yourself liableBy reasons of above you have
nkhwaPoliccRules,1975 (amended2014),hencelhesegroun

Pakhtu

^^^licc Officer 
(^Abbottabad
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%F0RE THF DTStRlCT POLICE OFFICER ABBOTTABAD
s

as
mM: In the matter of;

.Jii-:
TFC Saqib No. 1024 Traffic Warden Abbottabad, presently Police Lines 

Abbottabad.

REPLY OF FINAL SHOW CAUSE NOTICE

It is respectfully submitted as under;-iv-
I- ^
i . I take honor to refer to letter No.26/PA dated 07/02/2022 vide

* ^
notice has been served upon me. The detailed

i;

which final show cause 

reply of final show cause notice is as under;-

That I was inducted in District Police Abbottabad in the 

year 2012 and since then I have be^ejformin^y^^^^ 

with devotion, dedication and honesty. My performance, at 

diffeTent stations, have been appreciated by my superiors 

in the^lh^e of certificates and rewards. During the whole 

tenure of my service even a single complaint has not been 

filed by any quarter against me.

1.

as Gunner with2. That presently I am performing my duties 

SP Traffic.
/

Mr. Khalid lodged a report on 12/12/2021 of an 

which has allegedly taken place on 23/11/2021
.. That one

occurrence
at 01:00 pm and report thereof has been lodged at 19:30 

pm he almost after 07 hours, wh^a^e dstan^^ 

alleged place of occurrence^M^ police station ai^u£ 02 

km"which is sufficient to believe that the patter was

A

■ ii

v/

reported after due deliberation and consult^on.

i



/ r *'t***

sSf'""■'accordingly, the FIR No.649 was registered on.That
7Z 12/12/2021 under Section 419/420/468/471 PPC read with

i'.y

Section 118-l(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 coi^lainant has not stated that hejaidjhe 

rather he stated_that the alleged amount was^

5.

amount to me

paid to Tahir an4 Fiaz.

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

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

at my duty in SP Traffic Office Abbottabad.

7. 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.

custody with police, nothing
and the alleged recovery

was8. That during my
recovered from my person
attributedtTmelTfh^ and concocted, I have never

pr'^d^I^any amount to the police because I am totally 

innocent and being low paid government employee 1 could 

Rs.100000/- during the whole service. Similarly,not save
my mobile phone was in custody of police therefore, the 

assertion of I.O that I contacted my relative for the amount

is nothing but a pack of lie.
9. That another important aspect of the case

complainant stated in ^ his statei^tjmder section 164 

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

is that the

/J



V1.^PS:
ft

/
J^^rt of the statement of complainant is considered it would

that the whole story has been fabricated by

. : ., "nJ.

be crystal clear
with local police because ifthe complainant in connivance 

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

he could not identify the police officials.

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

substantiate his claim. Similarly Mr^N™^wh^ 

before inquiry officer cjtegoric4ty_lubm!ttedn appearingki , Mr.dSel^know the un^signed. Besides above
official were

U that he _
B'ibS'lSsed that the pictures of police

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

that I am innocent and on the basis of statements no case isilla1!
made out against me.*iii

1

I would also humbly submit that
in the

11. That in the wake of above
a chance of personal^he^^ be also given to me

highest interest of jushce.

the light of foregoing 

notice may graciously be
It is therefore, humbly prayed that in

submissions / reply, the final show cause
. , , A j mav kindly be exonerated from theordered to withdrawn and I ma^ Kino^

charges leveled against me.

Your Obediently.

TFC SAQIB
No. 1024

District Traffic Police, 
Abbottabad

J



k FUNTSHMENT RECORD OK CONSTABLE SAQiB ALI NO.1024

DATE OF ENROLMENT: 04-09-2(112.

S. CIki rge Piiiiislinient Awarded

No

01 day absented Warning

2. 01 day absented 03 days extra drill

PW. in case FIR No.920, dated 28-10-2013 U/S PC CNSA PS Mirpiir 
failed to attend ihc court on 19-06-2017

Fine Rs.500/-

He vvhile posted in TFC at Traffc Warden Abbottabad on 23-! 1 -2021 
he.alongvvith 05 co-accused made a plan of selling of gold ornaments 
weighting 70/75 tola to Mr. Khalid s/o Muhammad RaUqiie r/o Bakot 
in lieu of Rs 4200000/- out of which rupees Rs.3250000/- was paid by 
Mr. Khalid but he alongwilh other co-accused created a pre-plan drama 
and pretended thatthe gold ornament were stolen properly. 1-le by using 
tactics fraudulently look 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 
12-12-202! U/S 419/420/468/471 PPG PS Mangal was registered 
against him and others 05 co-accused. 

4.'

Dismissal iVom service

5. Total Absented Days =02 days

4 ■


