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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

# AT CAMP COURT. D.I.KHAN

Service Appeal No. 634/2018

23.04.2018
16.12.2021

Date of Institution 
Date of Decision

Muhammad Sharif S/0 Abdul Haleem, Ex-Constable F.R.P Belt
r ■

No.7435 Mohallah Umar Khel Kulachi.

(Appellant)

VERSUS

Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Inspector General 

of Police (PPO) Peshawar and two others.

(Respondents)

Malik Muhammad Hussain Jorr, 
Advocate For appellant.

NoorZaman Khan Khattak, 
District Attorney For respondents

Chairmann 
Member (J)

Ahmad Sultan Tareen 
Rozina Rehman

JUDGMENT

Rozina ReTiman, Member(J): The appellant has. invoked the

jurisdiction of this Tribunal through above titled appeal with the prayer

as copied below:

“It is humbly prayed that the orders of respondent No.2 &

3 dated 01.06.2015 and 12.02.2018 may kindly be set

aside and the services of the appellant may be

reinstated with ail back benefits.”

Brief facts of the case are that appellant was appointed as

Constable in the Frontier Reserve Police, D.I.Khan. He was charged

in case F.I.R No.276 dated 09.07.2014 U/S 387-120/B-365/A-511-
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148-149-PPC/25 TGA. He was proceeded against departmentally and

was awarded major punishment of dismissal from service. Feeling 

aggrieved, he filed departmental appeal which was also rejected,

hence, the present service appeal.

We have heard Malik Muhammad Hussain Jorr Advocate3.

learned counsel for appellant and Noor Zaman Khan Khattak, learned

District Attorney for the respondents and have gone through the

record and the proceedings of the case in minute particulars.

Malik Muhammad Hussain Jorr Advocate learned counsel for4.

appellant in support of appeal submitted with vehemence that the

impugned dismissal order is against law and facts as the appellant

was not treated according to law. He further argued that appellant was

acquitted by competent court of Law and that every acquittal is

honorable but instead of giving benefit of acquittal to the appellant, his

appeal was dismissed. Lastly, he submitted that appellant was

dismissed from service just on the basis of his involvement in a

criminal case and that the only stigma on the person of appellant is no

more, therefore, he may kindly be reinstated in service. Reliance was

placed on judgments of this Tribunal passed in Service Appeals

No.616/2017, 1380/2014, 1025/2017 and 768/2018.

Conversely, learned District Attorney submitted that appellant5.

remained absent from lawful duty w.e.f 24.06.2014 to 22.08.2014

without prior permission of the authority and in the meanwhile, he

involved himself in criminal case vide F.I.R 276 dated 09.07.2014. It

was further argued that the allegations of his involvement in criminal

case were fully established against him during the course of inquiry

and that being a member of the disciplined force, he developed links
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with the criminals, therefore, major penalty was imposed upon him

after observance of all codal formalities and that the punishment does

commensurate with the gravity of misconduct of appellant.

6. From the record it is evident that plea which the respondents

have tried to establish against the appellant through parawise

comments and argument at the bar, is mainly linked with his

involvement in the criminal case. It has been asserted on behalf of

respondents that appellant being member of disciplined force earned

bad name to the Department and that the departmental and criminal

proceedings are of distinct nature and can work side by side and

decision of the criminal court, if any, is not binding in the departmental

proceedings. As per record, F.I.R No.276 dated 09.07.2014 was

registered U/S 387-120/B-365/A-511- 148-149-PPC/25 TGA at Police

Station Saddar District D.I.Khan. He was suspended and closed to

FRP Police Line on 14.07.2014. He was departmentally proceeded

against and was served with charge sheet and statement of

allegations and ultimately was dismissed from service vide order

dated 01.06.2015. He filed departmental appeal on 27.06.2015

During this time, Challan in criminal case mentioned above was put in

court and the present appellant was tried. It was on 04.07.2017 when

the present appellant alongwith co-accused including the absconding

accused were acquitted U/S 265K Cr.PC by the Court of learned ASJ-

I, D.I.Khan. His departmental appeal filed on 27.06.2015 was still

pending and despite his acquittal by the competent court of Law, his

departmental appeal was rejected vide order of the Commandant FRP

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar dated 12.02.2018. The registration of 

FIR No.276 dated 09.07.2014 was taken as ground for disciplinary

action against the appellant. When the criminal case taken as a
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ground for disciplinary action against the appellant has failed at trial of

the accused, the said ground having worked for disciplinary action

against the appellant and imposition of major penalty upon him has

vanished. We, therefore, hold that imposition of major penalty of

dismissal from service upon appellant remained no more tenable. In

this respect, we have sought guidance from 1998 PLC (C.S) 179

2003 SCMR 2015; PLD 2010 Supreme Court 695 and judgments of

this Tribunal rendered in Service Appeals No.1380/2014, 1025/2017

616/2017 and 768/2018.

7. In view of the above factual and legal position, we set aside the

impugned orders and direct that appellant be reinstated in service

however, absence period shall be treated as leave without pay while

intervening period (right from the date of his arrest in criminal case till

the date of his reinstatement) as leave of the kind due. Parties are left

to bear their own costs. File be consigned to the record room.

ANNOUNCED.
16.12.2021

C.
K

(Ahma ftan Tareen) (Rozin^r^ehman) 
Memb^(J) 

Camp Court, D.I.Khan
Chairman

Camp Court, D.I.Khan
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Order
16.12.2021 Appellant present through counsel.

Noor Zaman Khan Khattak learned District Attorney 

alongwith Muhammad Zubair Court Clerk for respondents 

present. Arguments heard and record perused.

Vide our judgment of today of this Tribunal placed on

file, we set aside the impugned orders and direct that

appellant be reinstated in service, however, absence period

shall be treated as leave without pay while intervening period

(right from the date of his arrest in criminal case till the date of

his reinstatement) as leave of the kind due. Parties are left to

bear their own costs. File be consigned to the record room.

ANNOUNCED.
16.12.2021

/l^

(Ahmad Sultan Tareen) 
Chairman

Camp Court, D.I.Khan

(Ro^na Rehman) 
/Membe\(J) 

Cai?np Court, [II.Khan

. i .

D



27.10.2021 Nemo for appellant.

Muhammad Rasheed learned Deputy District Attorney 

alongwith Muhammad Imran Constable for respondents 

present. .

Notice be issued to appellant/counse! for 16.12.2021 for 

arguments before D.B at Camp Court, D.I.Khan.

\Atfq u^Rehman Wazir) 
Member (E)

Camp Court, D.I.Khan

(Rozina Rehman) 
Member(J)

Camp Court, D.I.Khan

■ .»■ .r.'’--A » .*i-'



Appellant is present in person, Mr. Muhammad Jan, • 

Deputy District Attorney for respondents is present.

Since the Members of the High Court as well as of the 

District Bar Association D.I.Khan are observing strike today, 

therefore, the case is adjourned to 21.12.2020 for arguments 

before D.&'aTbamp court D.I.Khan.

28.10.2020

^ -

1

4

4

(Muhammad JamatKMn) 
Member(J)

Camp Court D.I Khan

(Mian Muhammad) 
Member(E) ^

ji j • :3> ■ ^ JZa'- ^
\r.
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Nemo for the appellant. Mr. Asif Masood Ali Shah, Deputy 

District Attorney for the respondents present.

Today's date was posted on Note Reader, therefore, notice 

for prosecution of the appeal be issued to appellant as well as 

counsel for the appellant and to come up for arguments before 

D.B at Camp Court D.I.Khan on 23.06.2021.

25.03.2021

7^T /

(SALAH-UD-DIN) 
MEMBER (JUDICIAL) 

CAMP COURT D.I.KHAN

(MIAN MUHAM 
MEMBER (EXECUTIVE) 

CAMP COURT D.I.KHAN

f.



V/,^/2020 Due to COVID-19 the case is adjourned. To come 

up for the same /2020 at Camp Court, D.I
Khan ■

ileMer

^ />^/2020 Due to COVID-19 the,case is adjourned. To come 

up for the same x^/^f/2020 at Camp Court, D.I 
Khan

■ 'i. » ■

22.09.2020 Nemo for parties.

Mr. Muhammad Jan learned Deputy District Attorney
present. %

Notice be issued to appellant/counsel for 28.10.2020 for 

arguments before D.B at Camp Court D.I Khan.

9^1
(Rozina Rehman) 

Member (J) 
Camp Court, D.I Khan

(Atiq-ur-Rehman Wazir) 
Member (E)

Camp Court, D.I Khan

i
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:r,'Counsel for the appellant and Mr. Ziaullah, Deputy 

District Attorney for the respondents present. Learned counsel for 

the appellant requested for adjournment. Adjourned to 28.01.2020 

for rejoinder and arguments before D.B at Camp Court D.I.Khan.

26.11.2019

i-'.'

■

(M. Amin Khan Kundi) 
Member

Camp Court D.I.Khan

(H^saih Shah) 
Member

Camp Court D.I.Khan
;

i
Appellant in person and Mr. Usman Ghani, District 

Attorney for the respondents present. Appellant requested for 

adjournment on the ground that his counsel is not available 

today due to general strike of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Bar 

Council. Adjourned to 25.02.2020 for rejoinder and arguments 

V , ^ before D.B at Camp Court D.I.Khan.

28.01,2020

V/

(M. nmin Kundi) 
Member

Camp Court D.I.Khan

(Hussain Shah)
' Member

Camp Court D.I.Khan

25.02:-2020' • Cduhsel for the appellant present. Mr. Ziaullah, Deputy 

: .District Attorney for respondents present. Record reveals that 

tti'e Enquiry Officer has recorded the statements of the 

witnesses during enquiry proceedings but the same are not

z ‘

■;

, . A

available on the record, therefore, the respondents are directed

to direct the representative to attend this Tribunal and furnish 

copy of the statements recorded during the enquiry proceedings.

2/.03.2020 beforeAdjourned. To-come up for arguments on 

D.B at camp court D.I.Khan.
X

i

Member
Camp Court D.I.Khan

i
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Appellant in person and Mr. Farhaj Sikandar, District 

Attorney for the respondents present. Written reply not 

submitted. Requested for adjournment. Adjourned. Case to 

come up for written reply on 24.06.2019 before the S.B at 

camp court, D.I.Khan. ;

26.03.2019

• f
. i

-I ■

24.06.2019 Appellant in person and’dklfip KlkBQiidair 
learned District Attorney for the respondents present.
Representative of the respondent department is not In 

attendance, therefore, notice be issued to the 

respondents with the direction to direct the 

representative to attend the court and submitted written
reply on the next date positively. Adjourned. To come up 

for written reply/comments on 26.08.2019 before S.B. at 
Camp Court, D.l Khan.

■i
■ s

f ■
'• 9

(M. Amin K n Kundi)T'

Member
At Camp Court, D.l. Khan

26.08.2019 Appellant in person and Mr. Farhaj Sikandar, District 

Attorney for the respondents present. Learned District Attorney , 

submitted written reply. The same is placed on record. Case to 

■-come up for rejoinder and arguments on 21.10.2019 before D.B at 

Camp Court-D.LKhan.

«•

21/10/2019 Since tour to D.LKhan has 0yteiihaianikll. 
come for the same on 26/11/2019.

han Kundi)
Member

Camp CoLlft D.LKhan

er

\

■■»
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Neither appellant nor his counsel present therefore, 

notice be issued to appellant and his counsel for attendance 

and prelirhihafy hearing for 19.12.2018 before S B at Camp 

Court b.I.Khan.

29.11.2018

(Muhammad Amin Khan Kundi) 
Member.

Camp Court D.I.Khan

As per direction of the worthy Chairman Khyber 

Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal, D.I.Khan tour dated 19.12.2018 

has' been rescheduled and the case is re-fixed for 28.12.2018.,

19.12.2018

i-

Counsel for the appellant Muhammad Sharif present. 
^ Preliminary arguments heard. It was contended by the learned 

. counsel for the appellant that the appellant was serving in Police 
Department as Constable. It was further contended that the 
appellant was involved in criminal case and due to criminal case, 
the appellant was dismissed from service vide impugned order 
dated 01.06.2015. It was further contended that the appellant filed 
departmental appeal on 27.06.2015 which was rejected on 
12.02.2018 hence, the present service appeal. It was further 
contended that on communication of dismissal order of 
departmental appeal the appellant filed service appeal 

^immediately on 23.04.2018. It was further contended that neither 
‘ proper inquiry was conducted nor opportunity of personal hearing 
and defence was provided to the appellant and the appellant was 
hon’ble acquitted by the competent court of law therefore, the 
impugned order is illegal and liable to be set-aside.

28.12.2018

^pp0||0nt Deposited -pUe contention raised by the learned counsel for the
lity Cl Process Fee appellant need consideration. The appeal is admitted for regular

hearing subject to all legal objections. The appellant is directed to 
•^•"-■^eposit security and process fee within 10 days thereafter, notice 

be issued to the respondents for written reply/comments for 
26.03.2019 before S.B at Camp Court D.I.Khan.

(Muhammad Amin Khan Kundi) 
Member

Camp Court D.I. Khan

(L
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Form-A

FORMOFORDERSHEET
. Court of

634/2018Case No.

Date of order 
proceedings

S.No. Order or other proceedings'with signature of judge

21 3

The appe^r'of'l^rf Muhammad ShariTTecelved today by10/05/2018-'"'^’1
postIth?6UghCi^ali1<ll^6aRi!fiTWcEiSu§^^^ Jur Advocate may be 

^ent^red in the Institution Register arid' put up to the Worthy 

Chairman for proper(p.rcle:r(p.J.^9se.

Coun

Case No.

(Caie of Grcief- 
,:rOC:s?tn!Rr^S

S.No der or other proceGriings Vv'ith of judge

REGISTRAR
S'!

1

2- Thls case is entrusted to Touring S. Bench at D.I.Khan for
Th:-: appearcf'Mr; Muhanin'.ad 5>h?:rif received today by

prelirninary hearing to be put up there on 73 - ^
post Jur Advocate^maY be

sy'itered in the InsUtutioR Register and put Worthy

C ht a i r r ri a fCf r p r o t') e r_ O! -d t; r 'p! er- -■

0/05/20181.

Coe--

....Case Ovi,

ol" 0" C. GV' !.'f oOiG' er-.: ::-,.r!!;\p \-',Ch .Ppna;i!.e 0 y
Neither appellant nor his coijViyel’^re^ent

- issued to. appellant and- his. counsel .for. attendance.-ond
Tills case is.ert-rusted to Touring S. Senrh ac D.I.Khan for.

preliminary'hearing for;24:ilO;2018 befor.eeSvB attCamphCc urt
prtiirninary hearing to.be put up there on_____________
C-D.I.Khan. -punk no' Arcc.kjvoT he

. f

13.09.2018 Notice be

2-

j.

.op-p’ -.d ;?•' ih'. !;;>>dT.c:jri Rcgitter nrif/l//K;c> to •he '/Vorthy
(Muhammad Amin Khan Kundir, oar; 'iOi vrr :.e.

■ diVlembdr...
'-Camp Court,D.hKhan

^cijgSV)JrvNO 'i/

lo -2-^12, s

I o '“h-p. for.0>

Cl ■•. • <

'• .o<

1
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The appeal of Mr. Muhammad Sharif son of Abdul Haleem Ex-Constable FRP Belt No. 7435 

Kulachi received today i.e. on 23.04.2018 is incomplete on the following score which is returned 

to the counsel for the appellant for completion and resubmission within 15 days.

1- Memorandum of appeal may be got singed by the counsel.
2- Annexures of the appeal may be attested.
3- One copy/set of the appeal along with annexures i.e. complete in ail respect may also be 

submitted with the appeal in approved file cover.

/S.T,No.

72018.Dt.

RE^TR^R

SERVICE TRIBUNAL 
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 

PESHAWAR.
Malik Muhammad Hussain Jour
Advocate High Court D.l.Khan.

i

i

*
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KHYBISR PAKHTUNKHOV;^ S53?VT:CE TRIBUNAL 
P ESH AW aR .________ —------------ -

BEFORE IHE HON'BLK

2018Service Appeal No.

Muhammad Sharif S/0 Abdul Haleeffi , 
Constable F.R.P Belt No.7435 

Mohalleih Umar Khel 
police Station Kulachi.

Ex-

Ann^lant.

V/S

1, Govt of Khyber pakhtunl^iowa through 
Inspector General Police(P*P.0)
P esh a>^ar.

2, Commandant, Frontier B eserve Police, 
K.P.K Peshawar.

,Frontier Reserve Police 0.1.Khan.5. Superintendent

B espondents.

INDEX.

Annexure Pages.Particulars of documents

I- S"alongwith
2. - Copyof F.I.R,
3. Copy of Charge Sheet and ehow 

■ cause Notice.
Copy of the Impugned order

5. uopy ef iS-Bf^pim^n^S^eAppeal &
^ Or der.
6. Copy of Acquittal order

7. WaRalatnama

1. LI
A
B 7'-f

to4. c

f 4-c)
D 8r E
F

^A■
Muhammad Sharif 
Appellant, 
through Counsel.Dated. 20.4.2018.
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BEFORE ThE SERVICE TRIBUNAL TRIBUNAL KHYEER PaKHTUNKSOWA

PESHAWAR.

Serviee Appeal N®.

MuhamniaGl Sharif S/O Abdial Haleem , 
Ex Constable F,R,P, Belt No.7455 
Mohallah Umar'Khel 
Kulachi.

Ap pell ant.

VERSUS.

1. G®vt : of Khyber P akhtunkhowa
through Inepector General Police (P.P.O) 
Peshawar.

2. Gemmandant, Frontier Reserve Police 
K.P.K PeshaWar.

SuperlntendeBt of F.R.P D.I.Khan.

Respondents.

APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHOWA 

SERVICE tribunal ACT 1974 aGaINoT THE IMPUGNS)

ORDER N©..';519/i’R KAM.01.06.2015 AVIDELWHIGH THE

appellant was DISMISSED) FROM SERVICES BY RESPONDENT

N©-5 AS WELL AS AGaINST THE ORDER No, 1267-68A!C . 

dated t2.2.2018 Passed by the respondent no, 2

(BEING appellate) AUTHORITY) VIDE WHICH THE

bmitted to -dayRe-su 
and

®^r7;v departmental APPEIAL of the appellant HAVE BEEN
7

REJECTED.
\

ON acceptance cf the instant service appeal the

impugned orders of BBSPCNDENT NO. 5 dated.o 1.06.2015
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AND impugned order dated. 12. 2. 2018 OF RESPONDENT

NO. 2 May please be set aside and the appell ant 

may kindly be reinstated on his services with all

back benefits

Reepeeted Sir,

1. That the Appellant was appeinted as Canstable

in th e F ran tier R ©serve Police D.I.Khan , wherein the 

B^tN©. 7L35 was allotted to the Appellant.

That the Appellant'Was enroped in0aifiri®insi'?0a8e 

by tile Local Police witii the Collusions ©f Private

2.

Cernplainant and Case was registered against the Appellant/' 

Cepy ©f theF.I.R is ^aclesed as Annexure-A.

2. That during the pendency of the case so called

Enquiry and Charge sheets have b©^ issued in the

back of Appelant. Copy ©f the S© called Charge Sheet 

and show cause notice is enclosed as Annexure B

That the Appellant was dismissed from services5.i '
5

by the Respondent N®.3 vide impugned ©rder No.5i9/^RP 

dated.01.06. 2015 -^©py ®f the Impugned order dated. 

01.06.2015 is enclosed as Annexure C.

4. That the appellant preferred a Departmental 

Appeal before the Appellate Authority (R espondent No. 2) 

Which was rejeisted.

12.2.2018 is enclosed as Annexur© D & E

Copy ©f the Appeal and order dated

d
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5. That the Appellant feelSaig aggrieved having n© o^er’ 

adequate remedy humbly approach this Hon’ble Court through 

instant Appeal inter alia on the following greusds.

GR0UND3>, •

That the App<^laiit has been falsely implicated in 

the instant Criminal Case* He was enroped in the case on the 

basis of presumption and speculation . He has nothing with

1.

case •

2. The Appellant was tried, by the Court ©f law and

he has be^ acquititod from the charges levelled against him, 

^opy of the Judgment and order dated 4.7,201? . Copy ©f the

Judgment and order dated.4.7* 2017 of the learned Additional 

Session Judge -I D.I.Khan io enclosed as Annexure F

That Appellant submitted the Judgment/erder of .the^^3.

Trial Court to the Respondent No.1 juid 2 

to consider hiasr^etoration in services .Thus ^e act and
, they were required

omission of the Respondent is illegal tunlawfull •

‘^’hat no proper departmental enquiry /show cause 

notice have been initiated against the Appellant, The alleged

4.

proceeding have bem exparte* Thus the same is liable to be

set aside.

5* That the Coinsel of the Appellant may also be allowed

t© Tfflise additional grounds .

In Wake ©f submissions made above it is humbly prayed 

dated.12.2,2018 andthat the orders of Respondent No.3&'2 

order dated.0i,06,2015 respectively may kindly be set aside

and the Services of the Appellant may be re-instated id 

back benefit.
all

APPELLANT. vK.' ^
Muhammad Sharif, 

through Counsel.I^ated. 18.4.2018.
Li
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BEFORE SERVICE TRIBUNAl., P-.P.K PESHAWAR

sSERvICi;; APPEAL NO. /2018

Muhammiiid Sh ari f v/S G©vtofK.P.i^ et c*

Affidavit.

I, Muhammad Shiiarif S/OAbdul Baleem D.I.^han

dD h-sreby soleonly affirm and declare ©n oath

that the eanterfcitflt ©i the appeal are true and 

correct to the best of my knowledge and belief 

and that nothing has been kept secret.\ ^

Deponent,'

/

/
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BEFORE 'EiE HON'BLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL K.P. K PESH AW AR.

V/SMuhamtuad Shsrif Govt of K.F.K etc

Application for Condonation of D^ay 

in Submission/filing of Instant Service

Appeal.

Respected Sir,

1. That the instant Condonation of delay Application 

is being filed/submitted alongwith the instant Appeal which

may please, be treated es part and parcel ©f each other.

2. That the Impugned order ©f rejection of Departmental Appeal 

from Appellate autnority dated. l8. 2. 2018 have net been
*
received to the Appellant. Al though it was enctersed to the

Appellant through Police Station Kulachi . Which was not given 
t® Appellant

That I have come to know one week before ©n 13,4,20183.

that his Departmental Appeal has been rejected by the

Appellate Authority .Thus copy ©f the same obtained on
»

13*4.2018 .Which is within time on receiving knowledge.

It is -therefore humbly prayed that the Delay occured 

may kindly be condoned. As it was not intentionally and

due to nonknowledge of impugned order.

Your Humble Appellant. 

Muhammad Sharif,
, c . /

through Coutis^^

Dated.20.4.2018.

I. Muhammad Sharif S/O 1 b dul K^^Teem R/O Kulachi d® here 
by solemnly affirm and 
©f appeal are true and cerrect.

U

Affi davit.
dare on oath that the contents

Dated. 20 . 4. 201 8. D eponen t
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CHARGE SHEET.

WHERE AS, I am satisfied that a formal enquiry as contemplated 

by NWFP Police Disciplinary Rules 1975 is necessary and expedient to be conducted into ,
the allegation contained in the statement attached herewith. '

AND WHEREAS, I am of the view that the allegation if established would call 
for award of a major penalty including dismissail from service as defined in Rules 4(i)(B) 
of the aforesaid rules.

AND WHEREAS, as required by Police Rules 6(1) of the aforesaid rules,
1/ Mr. SANA ULLAH KHAN MARWAT, Superintendant of Police FRP, D.I.Khan Range 

D.I.Khan, hereby charge you Constable Sharif Ullah No.7435/FRP with the misconduct on 

the basis of the statement attached to this charge sheet.

fi'
AND, hereby directed you further, under rules 6 (I) (B) of the said rules to put in 

written defence with-in 7-days of receipt of this Charge sheet as to why you proposed action 

should'not be taken against you and Mso state at the same time whether you desire to be 
‘ ' ‘‘'heard'iiVpers'onr'

1

> ^ '.s .

;
i ’̂

iIn case your reply is not received with-in the prescribed period, without 
sufficient cause, it would be presumed that you have no defence to offer and the 

proceedings will be completed against you ex-parte.

i;

0
!

(SANA ULL MARWAT)
Superintend^*^ of Police, 

FRP,D.I.Khi ^ange, D.I.Khan.t
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■s •1^DISCIPLINARY ACTION

1/ Mr. SANA ULLAH KHAN MARWAT, Superintendant of Police FRP, D.I.Khan Range 
D.I.Khan, as a competent authority am of the opinion that you Constable Sharif Ullah 
N0.7435/FRP, have rendered yourself Hable to be proceeded against and committed the following 
acts/ omissions within the meaning of the NWFP Police Disciplinary Rules-1975.

1

j
\STATEMENT OF ALLEGATION

- • You have been involved and arrested in-Case FIR No.276 dated 

09.07.2014 U/S 387-120B-365A-511-148-149-25 TGA PS/Saddar District D.I.Khan. This act on 
your part amounts to gross misconduct punishable under NWFP Police Disciplinary Rules, 
1975.

<

1

i

Hence the statement of allegation.
1. For the purpose of scrutinizing the conduct of tire said accused with reference to the above 

allegation SI Mushtaq Hussain LQ/FRP of FRP D.I.Khan Range is appointed as enquiry Officer to 
conduct proper departmental enquiry under NWFP Police Disciplinary Rules 1975.

2. The enquiry Officer shall in accordance with the provision of the ordinance, provided reasonable 
opportunity of the hearing to the accused, record its findings and make, within ten. (10) days of the 
receipt of this order recommendations as to punishment or other appropriate action against accused.

3. The accused and a well conversant representative of the department shall join the proceedings on ^ 
the date time and place fixed by the enquiry officers.

i

A

; 1
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MARWAT)(SANA UL
Superinten^^t of Police, 

FRP,D.LK
r

.LKhan.n Range,^ 

Z£_/07/2014./FRP, dated D.I.Khan the.No.ii

Copy to:-
SI Mushtaq Hussain LQ/FRP D.I.Khan'Range. The enquiry officer for initiating proceedingL

against the defaulter tmder the provision of NWFP Police Rules 1975. Enquiry papers containing 
___ pages are enclosed.

Constable Sharif Ullah No.7435/FRP, with the direction to appear before the E.O on the 
date, time and place fixed by the E.O, for the purpose of enquiry proceeding.

2.

-ii

(SANA ULLAH KHAN MARWAT) 
Superintendent of Police, 

FRP,D.I.Khan Range, D.I.Khan.

i
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FINAL SHOW CAUSH NOTICE.

WHEREAS YOU, Constable Sharif Ullah No7435/FRP found guilty 

of following misconduct in violation of NWFP Police Disciplinary Rules 

1975. ' ■ , ■ ■ ■

You have been involved Oase FIR No.276 dated 09.07.2014 U/S 387- 

120B-365A-511-148-149-25 TCA PS/Saddar District DIKhan. This act on your 

part amount to gross misconduct punishable under Police Disciplinary 

Rule,1975.

After completion the enquiry the Enquiry Officer submitted 

his finding in which the charges leveled against you were proved 

without any shadow of doubt.

As a result thereoL I SANA ULLAH KHAN MARWAT

Superintendent of Police, FRP, D.LKhan Range D.I.Khan as competent 

authority have tentatively decided to impose upon you the penalty of JVlaior/ 

Minor punislunent Under'Setivon 3 of the.said ordinance..

1. You are, therefore, required to Show Cause as to why the aforesaid 

penalty should not be imposed upon you.

2. If no reply to this notice is received within 15-days of its delivery in 

the normal course of circumstances, it shall be presumed that you 

have no defence to put in and in that case an ex-parte action shall be 

taken against you.

(SANA UyL^M<H;AN-MARWAT) 
Superinteridjmt of Police,

FRP D J.Kh^nKange D.LKhan.
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FRP D.l.KHAN RANGE!
•DEPARTMENT

/
i

ORDER;-
;

This Order will dispose off departmental e^nquiry conducts 

against Constable Shareef Ullah No7435/FRP, D.I.Khan Range, on the 

Charges that during his posting at Police Station City DIKhan was charged 

and arrested in case FIR No.27f) dated 09.07.2014 U/S 387-120/B-365/A-511- 

148-14975TGA PS/Saddar District DIKhan.

,On the basis of above, he was suspended and closed to FRP Police Line 

vide this office OB No.689, dated 14.07.2014. He was served with proper 

Charge Sheet and Statement of allegations through Superintendent Central 

Prison DIKlaan, SI/PC Mushtaq Hussain, was appointed as an enquiry officer 

with the directions to complete the enquiry proceeding with in stipulated 

period. His reply to the said Charge Sheet and statement of allegation 

received through Superintendent Prison DIKhan vide his office endst: 

N0.8391-WE/H-B dated 04.08.2014 which was found unsatisfactory. On 

28.08.2014 DSP Muhammad Nadeem Siddique was appointed as an enquiry 

officer and later on he has bee.n died on 31.01.2015 due to his natural death.

SI Rustam Khan was appointed as an enquiry officer. After completion of all 

codal formalities, the Enquiry Officer submitted his finding report along-with 

other relevant papers, in his finding he stated that the accused constable has 

been found guilty of gross misconduct, hence recommended defaulter 

Constable for Major Punishnient in the light of finding report, he was served 

with Final Show Cause Notice, reply received which was found 

unsatisfactory. He was also heard in person but failed to prove his i 

Keeping in view the facts stated above, as well as 

recommendation of Enquiry Officer, 1 MR. SANA ULLAH KHAN 

MARWAT, Superintendent, of Police FRP D.I.Khan in exercise of powers 

conferred upon me under NWFP Police Rules 1975 hereby Dismissed 

’ Constable .Shareef Ullah No.7435/FRP, from service with immediate effect.

/

I

C-' !

f

)

innocence.

y

ORDER ANNOUNCED. .

Dated 01.06.2015.

{SANA(l^!w«f^AN MARWAT) 
Superintpfclent of Police, 

FRP,D.^han Range, D.I.Khan,

/FRP ,•OB No.,

0l /06/2015.Dated
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iAORDER 1?
This order will dispose of th^-; departmental appeal preferred . by E/- 

constable Muhammad Sharif No. 7435 of F'RP Dl Khan Range again$'t the or^
■ dismissal from service passed by SP FRP Dl Khan Range, Dl Kha^ yid|.Or^r,£)B _ - ^ 

^ No. 519, dated 01.06.2015. The applicant was proceeded aigai^fstf'ort The
; allegations that he while posted at Police Station City Dl Khan was charged and
j arrested in case FIR No. 276 dated 09.07.2014 U/S 387-120/B-365/A-511-148-149 

PPC-25 TGA Police Station Saddar District D! Khan.
Proper departmental enquiry was initiated against him. Fie was issued 

Charge Sheet alongwith Summary of Allegations and SI Rustam Khan was 
appointed as enquiry officer. The charge sheet along with statement of allegation 
was got served upon the appellant, reply of said charge sheet form appellant 
received through Superintendent Prison Dl Khan vide his office endst: i''!o. 8391- 
WE/H-B dated 04.08.2014 which was found unsatisfactory. After completion of aii 
codal formalities, the Enquiry Officer submitted his findings in which he found him

and recommended him for major

t
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guilty of the charges leveled against him 
punishment. Upon the findings of enquiry officer he was served with Final_Show

17.03.2015, to which he replied, but his reply was found

I

^ % Cause Notice on
unsatisfactory. Fie was also heard in person, but he failed to prove his innocence 
Therefore, he was awarded major punishment of Disiriissed form service.

F-

Feeling aggrieved against tne impugned order of SP FRP D! Khan 

Range, Dl Khan, the applicant preferred the instant appeal. The applicant was 
summoned and heard in person in Orderly Room Ue\6 on 07.12.2017. During the-; 

of personal hearing he could not present any cogent justification for hiscourse
innocence.

From perusal of the enquiry file and the service record of the applicant, 
it is abundantly clear that the delinquent official has been found involved in a 
criminal case with the intent of moral turpitude. Besides, the Deputy inspector 

' Genera! of Police, Special Branch has also reported vide his office memo No. 
01/PA/SB, dated 19.01.2018 that Ex- constable Muhammad Sharif No. 7435 
(applicant) have links with local TTP Terrorists. The Deputy Inspector Genera! of 

Special Branch further reported that ex-constable Muhammad Sharif is 

concerned, reportedly developed the links with rniscreants/kidoappers as he was 
played the role of a facilitator for the accused involved in kidnapping of Zutfiqar 

^ Hussain S/0 Ghuiam Rasool (Able Tashee). Keeping in view the facts mentioned 

above the applicant has been found to be an irresponsible person and have links 
with local TTP terrorists/kidnapers. Such conduct on the part of a police officer is 

bound to tarnish the image of the entire force.
Based on the findings narrated above, !, Muhammad ijaz Khan, PSP 

I Commandant FRP Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar, being the competent authority, 
rW^has found no substance in the appeal, therefore, the same is rejected and filed 

being meritless and time barred.
Order Announced.

6
1 Police0•-Ve

/

\ V

/

<

Cordniandant
Frontie/^fesSi've Police 

Khyber PaKntunkhwa, Pesha'war. 
dated Peshawar the / i^:^, _/2018.

Copy of above is forwarded for information and necessary action toi 1. SP FRP Dl Khan Range, Dl Kha.n. His service record alongwith D fiie sent 
herewith.

2. Ex-Muhammad Sharif No. 7435 S/0 Abdul Haleem, Mohailah Umar Khe!. 
Police Station Kulalachi, District D! Khan.

. A
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Sessions case No/12/VIII of 201 S 
^ate Vs Oamar Zaman etr.

fj.
ZP\ i
cys* • Order - 19

04.07.2017 ;

APP for the State present. Accused Sharif on bail ' V. 

along ^yith counsel present, while accused

Zaman is already exempted. Accused Saieem alias^^ShT'^^'^'^^
"•t

■ liJi and Khalld Mansoor have been died during^ial

5'the-case, while rest of % accused are abscond?^ /

■4- V'i Arguments on application under section 265-K Cr. 

heard and record perused..' .

4': ' • 
'4^^- \P:Q

.;J

•i' W'^
This case is registered against the accused namely 

Qamar Zaman etc vide FIR No. 276 dated 26.06.2014

under sections 387/120-B/365-A/511/419/420/148/149 

PPG read with section

f
.1.

i-

25-D 1 elegraph Act/5 Explosive 

Substance Act and section 15 AA, at Police Station

Saddar, D.I.Khan.

Brief iacts of the case are such that it 

reported by the complainant Zulfiqar Hussain

O9.0Z2OI4 that for the last 5/6 months he has been
' 1 ■ ' '

receiving threatening phone calls, from different mobile
'< ■

numbers regarding the payment of extortion money. In 

this regard, he was very careful regarding his security. 

That on 26.09.2014 at about 09.30 PM when he crossed

was

on

i
%

- ,

Wazinstan chowk he noticed two motorcycles boarded 

by five persons duly armed coming from his 

The persons boarded

«
near side.

the motorcycles asked theon
'■k

Page lot's
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Complainant to stop but instead he throttled and ran 

away on his motorcycle. The persons coming chasing
i

* * ' I'him on motorcycles took a. fall and got injured.

Subsequently, the complainant, searched the said
* • ■

persons from the hospital record whom he found to be 

Qamar Zaman and Sharif Ullah and thus' he charged 

, them for the commission of the offence. However, later 

on the complainant also charged the accused Amin alias 

' Malang, Nauroz alias Abu Bakar, KhalidrMansoor, 

Saleem alias -Shah Ji and Aziz Ullah alias Khaksar in

P •• V..-

-

V..#
H- ■

V"A ^■■

•V,:

I
I

his supplernentary statement dated 15.05.2015 for the i,

commission of the offence5

I Formal charge against the. accused namely Zami;
Î
5^

Zaman and Muhammad Sharif Khan was framed onh

10.11.2015 to which they pleaded not guilty and

claimed trial.

The prosecution in support of its case produced
;

and examined only single witness i.e. the statement ol
;

••.
complainant Zulfiqar Hussain as PW-1, who in his

examination in chief reiterated the same story.
0m However, in cross examination, he has. exonerated the

accused and stated that they were charged on the basis....

of suspicion and have got no objection on their

acquittal.

Perusal of .record reveals that the challan was p^ 

in Court for trial on 21.05.2015, while formal
.Pagc: 2 of 5
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was framed against the accused bn 10.11.2015 buTthe■. ^ -C/

-/ • prosecution has been able to produce only one v/itness 

and the accused has suffered the agony of trial for about

/"/
. /, •
/ ■/ .

two years which shows failure of prosecution for 

establishing its case against the accused.

Moreover, as per contents of FIR and retorjdt 

wotnd.reveal that no commission of offence is disclosed^ 

coupled with the fact that it is very strange that wheu^'y^.:^ 

the accused were not previously known to the 

complainant how did he trace them out from the

! .
;

n
i-i

fc-': la--
l-J!

i *
i

*. • ■

hospital record which is highly doubtful and goes

against pfosecution/complainant. Similarly, no mobile

data regarding the threatening calls for extortion money

is available on, record nor any mobile numbers, have

been given by the complainant in the FIR. Record

further reveals that the accused have neither made any

threats nor any attempt of actual kidnapping the

complainant rather they asked the complainant to stopr
but the complainant flew ;away from the spot. Besides,

there is an inordinate delay of 15 days in lodging of FIR

as the occurrence, is stated to have been taken place on

26.0,6.2014 at 09.30 PM whereas the report, has been 

lodged on 09.7.2014 at 1400 hours but no plausible 

explanation has been put forward such a long delay. The *
■nj.v

I /complainant has not shown any source of his ,

satisfaction coupled with the fact that identificatioit^yf •
Page 3
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S- parade has been conducted. It was an Unseen

occurrence and no eyewitness has been cited in the

instant case.

Likewise, the FIR :was chalked out against the$ \
\

accused on 09.07.2104 while the sanction for

prosecution of the accused under section 5 ESA and 15

AA was accorded after about 09 months by the 

prosecution branch onj 23.04.2015. It is also mentioned!,

in the FIR that the hand grenades after, their 'recovery 

from the accused have been disposed of by the BDS 

staff but when the same were sent to BDU for analysis 

after almost five months, the report of which reveals 

that the same are alive and dangerous and recommended 

for early destruction^ which creates doubt.

Astonishingly,, no. separate FIR against the accused 

Qaraar Zaman was lodged'under section 5 Explosive

.Substance Act, while it was a separate iticident. It 'is
; \ •

very astonishing to note that the numher. of hand 

grenade was mentioned as POF-1958 in the recovery 

memo dated 13.04.2014, while number of hand grenade 

which was sent to BDU for analysis is HE-36 which is ■ 

totally different. The' accused was booked in instant 

case vide FIR No.276 dated 09.07.2014 but parcel 

received to the BDU on 31.12.2014 and thus there- is a 

: delay of more than five months of sending the alleged

/y
. -'«

\
i

was

A' ■

parcel to the BDU which delay is not sufficiently
Page 4 of 5’
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<k
expiained nor the statement of Momrrnrof concerned 

police station is placed on file to determine that whether 

the same was placed in safe .custody during the 

intervening period or otherwise.

!•

r

. In the light of above facts, there is no probability 

of the accused being convicted' of the offence even if 

further evidence is recorded and recording o'f their 

statements would be a futile exercise and yield no 

useful result. Therefore, accused facing trial including " 

the absconding accused are acquitted u/s 265-K Cr.P.C. 

Sureties of accused Muhammad Sharif and Qamar 

Zaman stand discharged from the liability of their bail 

bonds.. So far as the accused Saleeiti alias Shah Ji and

i

■I

\

Khalid Mansbor arej:oncerned, they have been died and
. . . ^ I

in this respect, their challan. in the shape of Ikhtamami

report are also available on the file, therefore,

proceeding against them stand abated.

^ Case property be disposed of according to law 

but after the expiry of period of appeal/revision. File of 

this court be consigned to Sessions Record Room after

necessary completion.

)

LIAQAT ALI 
ASJ-I,D.I.Khan I

r: ••
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er -20
)7.2017

iAPP for the state, present. Accused Qamar Zaman
-r'-'

i
being exempted from personal appearance through

counsel present. Arguments under section 265-.K ,Cr. P -v/
\ \-i

■ ^
> -.■'3 1^' - P-.'mhe^d and record gone through.

Vide my detailed order of even date, placed 

Sessions case No.42/VII titled ‘State Vs Qamar Zaman’ 

accused Qamar Zaman is acquitted under section 265'-K 

Cr. P.C. His sureties are discharged from the. liabilities of

the bail bonds. Case property be disposed of according to 

' law, but after the expiry of period of appeal/revision. File

be consigned to Sessions Record Room ^fter its 

^^[SS^^giletion and compilation.
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

i-

Service Appeal No. 634/2018 |
Muhammad Sharif S/0 Abdul Haleem, Ex- Constable FRIfj Belt No. 7435, Mohallah 
,Umar Khel, Police Station Kulachi Appellant

VERSUS

1. Commandant FRP Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar & Others. Respondents.i.

i
S.NO DESCRIPTION OF' DOCUMENTS ANNEXURE PAGES

Para-wise Comments1. 03
Charge Sheet2. “A” . 01i;

i.3. Reply “B” 01
h4. Enquiry Report “C” 01

Verification Report5. “D” 01
Special Branch Report6. “E” 01

08Total

i

i
(

i'

i



SEj^ORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL 

Service Appeal No. 634/2018 , ,
Muhammad Sharif S/0 AbddTHaleem, Ex- Constable FRP Belt No. 7435. Mohallah

AppellantUmar Khel, Police Station Kulachi

VERSUS

1. Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Through 
Inspector General of Police,
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

2. Commandant FRP,
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

3. Superintendent of Police, FRP
Dl Khan Range, Di Khan........... Respondents.

PRELIMINARY OBJECTIONS:
1. That the appeal is badly time-barred.
2. That the appellant has approached the Hon’ble Court not with clean hands.
3. That the appeal is bad for mis-joinder and non-joinder of necessary parties
4. That the Appellant has no cause of action.
5. That the Appellant is estopped due to his own conduct to file the instant appeal.

WRITTEN REPLY ON BEHALF OF RESPONDENTS IS AS UNDER:-

ON FACTS

1. Para No.1 pertains to the appellant record, needs no comments.

2. Incorrect and denied. The appellant was remained absent from lawful duty with effect 

from 24 06.2014 to 22.08.2014 for total period of 59 days, without prior permission of 

his seniors. In the meanwhile he involved himself in a moral turpitude nature criminal 

case vide FIR No. 276, dated 09.07.2014 U/S 387-120.B/, 365-A/511/148/149-25TGA 

Police Station Sadar District Dl Khan. The allegations of his involvement in above 

criminal case were subsequently fully established against him, during the course of 
enquiry.

3. Incorrect and denied. The appellant being a member of disciplined'force and also a 

custodian of the lives and property of public, he developed links with the criminals and 

involved himself in moral turpitude criminal case. In this regard proper departmeniaf 

enquiry was initiated against him.

'1. Incoirect and denied that the appellant being involved in a criminal case was placed 

under suspension and closed to line and proper 'departmental enquiry was initiated 

against him. He was issued Charge Sheet alongwith Statement of Allegations 

Enquiry Officer was nominated to conduct proper enquiry against him. The Charge 

Sheet was served upon him through Superintendent Prison DIK, to which he replied 

vide Superintendent Prison office Endst; No. 8391-WE/H.B, dated 04.08.2014. but his 

reply was ..found unsatisfactoiy. After completion of enquiry the Enquiry Officer 

submitted his findings, wherein the appellant was found guilty of the charges leveled 

against liirn and recommended for major punishment. After fuifillrr.ent of codal

a no
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formalities the appellant was dismissed from service by the competent authority. 

(Copies of Charge Sheet and his reply and Enquiry Report are attached as annexure 

A, B & C)

5. Para No. 5 is admitted to the extent that departmental appeal submitted by the 

appellant was thoroughly examined and rejected on sound grounds.

6. The appellant has no cause of action to file the instant appeal and the same may be 

rejected on the following grounds.

GROUNDS:

1. Incorrect and denied. The appellant was involved and arrested in a moral turpitude 

nature offence, which was later on fully proved against him during the course of 
enquiry.

2. Incorrect and denied. As criminal proceedings and departmental proceedings are two 

different entities and can run side by side. However, during the course of enquiry the 

appellant was found guilty of the charges leveled against him without any shadow of 
doubt.

3. Incorrect and denied. That on the allegations of involvement of criminal case the 

appellant was dealt with proper enquiry as explained in the preceding para No. 4 of 

facts and thereafter, issued the order of his dismissal from service by the competent 

authority vide OB No. 519, dated 01.06.2015. He submitted departmental appeal 

08.02.2017 before the respondent No. 2. For disposal of his departmental appeal the 

respondent No. 2 has requested to the Deputy Inspector General of Police, Special 

Branch for necessary verification of his conduct. The Deputy Inspector General of 

Police, Special Branch has reported vide his office memo No. 01/PA/SB, dated 

19.01.2018 that Ex- constable Muhammad Sharif No. 7435 (appellant) have links with 

local TTP Terrorists. The Deputy Inspector Genera! of Police, Special Branch further 

reported that appellant is concerned, reportedly developed the links w^ith 

miscreants/kidnappers as he was played the role as a facilitator for the accused 

involved in kidnapping of Zulfiqar Hussain S/0 Ghulam Rasool (Able Tashee). Keeping 

in view the facts mentioned above the applicant has been found to be an irresponsible 

person and have links with local TTP terrorists/kidnapers. Such conduct on the part of 

a police officer is bound to tarnish the image of the entire force. (The verification report 

alongwith letter of DIG Special Branch are attached herew'ith as D & E)

4. Incorrect and denied. The appellant vms dealt with proper departmentaliy as he was 

placed under suspension and issued/served with Charge Sheet alongwith Summary of 

Allegations. The enquiry officer vyas found him guilty of the charges leveled against 

him and recommended for major punishment. Upon the findings of enquiry officer he 

was issued final Show Cause Notice to which he replied, but his reply was found 

unsatisfactory. He v^as also heard in person in orderly room, but he failed to present 

any justification before the_ competent authority regarding to his innocence. After- 

fulfillment of coda! formalities he. was awarded major punishment of dismissal from 

service as per law/rules.

on



‘ K
5. The respondents may also be permitted to advance additional grounds at the time of 

arguments.

PRAYERS:

Keeping in view of above mentioned facts / submission the instant appeal 

may very kindly be dismissed Vv'ith cost.

Commasfdant F!rP,
Khyber Paklftunkhwa, Peshawar 

(Respondent No.2)

Superin^^^t of PoMce, 
DI Khair^Muge, DI Kh^ 

(Respondent No.3) \

Inspector General of Police, 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar, 

(Respondent No. 1)

j
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CHARGE SHEET.
i

WHERE AS, I am salisfied tha; a formal enquiry as contemplated 

by NWFP Police Disciplinary F.ules 1975 is necessary and fexpedieiit to be conducted into 

the allegation contained in the statemen" attached herewith.
i T "

AND WHEREAS, I em of the view that the allegationif established would ( all 
for award of a major penalty ir eluding C ismissal from SGi|vice as defined in Rules 4(i)( B) 
of the aforesaid rules.

/

•1

AND V^\HEREAS, as, required by Police Rules 6j|l) of the aforesaid rules,
L Mr. SANA ULLAII KHAN MARWAT, Superintendarjif of Police FRP, D.LKhan Range 

D.I.Khan, hereby charge you Constable Sharif Ullah No.i7435/FRP with the misconduct 
the basis of tlie'statement attac.ied to this charge sheet.

on
i

ANjD, hereby directed you furth|(:r, under rules 6 (I) (B) of the said rules to put in 

written defence with-in 7-days of receip” of this Charge sheet as to why you proposed action 

should^ norbe taken against yoa and also state at the same time whether you desire to be 
hearddn.person. .... : i

In case your reply is not recei^'ed with-in the prescribed period, without
sufficient cause, it would be piestimed t rat you have no defence to offer and the 
proceedings will be completed against you ex-parte. |, .✓

)
; )

i

(SANA ule; MARWAT) 
Superintend^t of Police,

!^ange, D.I.Khan.

ii
f

FRP,D.lJKhi

f

i
I

I

1

I:
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DTSr; PLINARY ACTION
■ ' ■ i' • i

\ ■_ I TVrl. SANA UTXAH KHAN MARWAT, feupermtendant of ijolice FRF, D.LKhan Range 

D.LKhan, a^ a competent authority ari of the oplmonithat you Constabig. Sharif UlM 
■ Nn-7435/FR!P, have rendered yourself liable to !>e proceeded against and committed the followin.^ 
ici/ omissions within the meaning o| the NWFP PoUce Disciplinary Rul^-1975.
^ ’ ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ; ' : ' '

I STATEMENT (pF ALLEGATION . '

You ha\ e been inwlved and arrested in Case FIR No.276 dated 

09 07 2014 U/S 387-120B-365A-511-1,18-149-25 "GA PS/Saddar Disfrict D.I.Khan. This act on
yonr part amounts to gross miscondtctpunishAletmder NWFP PoUce Disciplinary Rules, ,

1975.

it.
!

Ji

V
ri.

ii.

ic

1-1 I

■ ^
V

;
Hence the Statement of allegation!

For the purpose of scrutinizing the conduct of said accused with reference to the above^ 
aUegation gr Hussain LO/mP of FRl D.LKhan Range is appointed as enquiry Officei to
conduct proper departmental enquiry under NI VFP Police Disciplinary Rules 1975 

2 The enquiry Officef shaU in accordar.ce with th J provision of the ordinance, provided reasonable 
opportunity of &e Hearing to the acaised, record its findings and m^e, t^^lthm ten (10) days of tire 
receipt of this oMer recommendations as to purishment or other approprpte action against accused. 
The ^cusek anji a weU conversant representative of the departmenl shaU; jom the proceedmgs on

thfe date time arid place fixed by the enquiry officers.
! !

r
: 1.

I

|l

3.1 i

I. ■!

I

d\^1

!iI MARWAT)(SANAULK
Superinten^^t of Police, 

FRP,D.I.Kb^ Range, D.I.Khan.I I

■ !

i

1/07/2014._/FRP, dated D.I.Khiin theNo.;
! /

i;

c:rL,SHl^ssainT,0/FRP D.I.Kh4 Range. The enquiry officer for initiating proceeding 

, against theSdefdulter under the provi don of NyFP PoUce Rules 19^5. Enquiry papers contammg 

_ pages!are Enclosed. | ji

1.

rnhstahle Sharif TTllah No.7435/FRpi! with the directioijlto appear before the E.O on the 

date, time and place fixed by the E.O. for the pypose of enquiry proceeding.
2,

;
;ii

(SANA ULLAH I^IHAN MARWAT)
Superintendent of Police, 

FRP,D.lLKhan Range, D.I.Khan. ^
I

\

i ■

i. I r. • *\
■■

i
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■ ri t . ../ Ol-Fi!CH Of THE eOMMANDMl'i r 

FRONTIER RESERVE POIJCE
khyeer'Ipakhtunkhwa, PESHAVYAR

PU: No. 09|1-9214114 Fax No, 09 *-!&12602
ii I ' I

^<^3 :|i)Sl tl.eaal. dated >:? l/J[ /2017.

r/.

;W: • M( r.
•i

1^0
■!

■:■{

General bii Police,The A^dditional Inspector < 
S'peclaJ Branch 
Khyber Pakhtunkhift/n

To: i/r

f I

Peshaw|ar..

■ 'T- ■' ' J' ■

VERIFfCATiONSubject:-;■ 

Memo:

'ir..

f I
I

It is submitted that E;;- cor.stalkeifvYihammsd, Sharif No. 

7^35 of FRP Di Khan Range has preferred appeal against the order of 

FRP DI Khan F?ar:9e, wiereiri he wss dismissed from service.

?

i,

are-that: ex-constable Muhammad

kbie in FftP DI khan oh 08.01.2011.;l . I
Oily District iDI Khan was charged ard 

^o. 276 .dkted 00.07.2C14 U/3 387- 

49 PpC-25 TGA Police-Station Sadder DisTricc Di

Bref facts gfithe. case 

ShaHf NoJ 7435 was enlisted as coisl
I •

He vyhile posted at Po.ice Station 

arrested in criminal esse vide ’FIF 

120/B-365/A-5j1-148-1 

KhaC:

I . |Af:er observing all CDdr I formalities he was Dismissed Term 

sei'vice by the FFvP D’Khan f^ai
• ! ■ ' ■ I ' ^ '

acquitted ;from' criminal c^se by the 

Session Judge-ll pistridtiDikhah. vide Ndgrnentdated

qe, DiKhbn. Subsequently he was 

C^ourt olV'Mr, Liaqat A!i Additional 

04.07.2017.
I

'i
1 , s

After acquilla!, he jsuqmilted:. depiirtmentai appeal for n

■equesied, that necessary- verificaticn 

d (Tut, asToilwhether he has developed 

therwise:;

5-
i
i It is! thereforeinstatemervt in Service, 

of hi|s conduct :may kindly j^e Carrie 

links with the miscreants/kidnapers or c

I'i

|5

His service record a ongwith departmental file sent herew/ith
■ ' 'ill J , I

lich may please be returiied when lo longerirequired.
!

WiI

r-i;

CorrwTiandant,
Fi'onti|er RW&i^Police, 

Khyber Pak!>rankhwa, Peshawar.
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‘f Subject:- ]\& affwhiclr revealed that al
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-,. 276 ; dated 09.07.2014

the If. through field stThe matter was enquired into 

tColaohi), involved
u/s

K'FIRin case i

accused (of Tehsil

365/A|/387/5i 1/148/148

terrorists. The accused except
I ' ^ '

s.i.» D,1.B1+ l». »i*> — ™
PFC/25 jTGA PS

Constable; Sharif UUal
: i i

Qamar Zamai

{

/wanted to ocal police m ii'\ ileret V i

rrested ind Sharif FJUah were a
rai. Accused

lion they naine4 05 otier 

ffected a con
I j ^

dAniinh^lal

encouiWs, while Norozai

various terrorism related cases diiiyolvedinkidndppmg 
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accused
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- ■ |The Deputy Inspector (jgieral'ofiljOlice,
jspeci Bra rch! Khybe r I' akhtunkbwa,

; iPeshawar.

From: t

I ini
:!

/<?'• "f;I! ; I ti
' ■ i' \♦

/ I The ;Cpmmandant,: 
■Frontier Reserye Police, 
Khyber Palihtunkhwa, 
Peshawar. : . ■

To: - 1

i {

I
t
i

\ I> »
■'

a ■. ■ ■'

i
t

he :; " /201?^No o1 /PA/SB, dated PeshaWar
; *■ i . ‘

■ ; i ,

Subject;- ^ VERIFICATllON.

I
j

: ;
■ I !. Im I

i
*.

sj I I
IG Memo; - ' I :

1 ; datedoffice letter No.i 9663/]SI Legal,Irefer! to ^yourPlease'
I

I I ■ . : I

!2017.13.12j
I

I

; Thd.requisite repprt Is sbii herewith as. desired p ease.ji
Is

?
J

I

ycLYoM
I > ).j ijOR DEPUTE

■ SPECIAL BR

i1

.?h; i

•yj 7# General of police
KHjYBER PAKHTUfJKHWA, 

fesHAjWAR ■ '

INS; J
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> % imVlBER PAKfiTUMUfA
SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

/ST

All communications should be 
addressed to the Registrar KPK Service 
Tribunal and not any official by name.

No.
Ph:-091-9212281 
Fax:-09l-9213262Dated: /2022

To

The Superintendent F.R.P, 
Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 
D.l. Khan.

f

Subject: JUDGMENT IN APPEAL NO. 634/2018 MR. MUHAMMAD SHARIF.

I am directed to forward herewith a certified copy of Judgement dated 
16.12.2021 by this Tribunal on the above subject for strict compliance.

!

End: As above
1

registrar’^
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 

SERVICE TRIBUNAL 
PESHAWAR


