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Junior to counsel for the appellant present.08.06.2022
I

Lawyers are on general strike, therefore, case is 

adjourned. To come up for preliminary hearing on 26.07.2022 

before S.B.

.ozina Rehman) 
'^Member (J)
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Form- A

FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Court of

444/2022Case No.-

S.No. Date of order 
proceedings

Order or other proceedings with signature of judge

1 2 3

The appeal of Mr. Muhammad Hanif resubmitted today by Mr. 

Azmat Ullah Afridi Advocate, may be entered in the Institution Register and 

put up to the Worthy Chairman for proper order please.

29/03/20221-

REGISTRAR -

This case is entrusted to Single Bench at Peshawar for preliminary2-
hearing to be put up there on

// Ccr^

CHAIRMAN

23'’^'May, 2022 Counsel for the appellant requests for 

adjournment in order to properly assist the court. 

Adjourned. To come up for preliminary 

08.06.2022 before S.B.

.earing on

Chairman

/
t
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The appeal of Mr. Muhammad Hanif, PASI, Operation Staff Kohat received today i.e. on 

16.03.2022 is incomplete on the following score which is returned to the counsel for the 

appellant for completion and resubmission within 15 days.

1. Checklist is not attached with the appeal.
2. Annexures of the appeal may be attested.
3. Affidavit attached with the appeal is not attested by the Oath Commissioner.
4. Copy of first departmental appeal against order dated 17-09-2019 is not attached 

with the appeal which may be placed on it.
5. Copy of Annexure D attached with the appeal is illegible which may be replaced by 

legible/better one.

i

ys.T,No.

72022Dt.

REGISTRAR 
SERVICE TRIBUNAL 

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 
PESHAWAR.

Mr. Azmat Ullah Afridi Adv. Pesh.
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SFRVICE TRIBliNAI
PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. /2022

Muhammad Hanif Appellant
VERSUS

The Inspector General of Police Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 
Peshawar & others...

»

Respondents

INDEX

- o, , I Xnnex

Service Appeal with affability_________
Application for condonation of
delay Affidavit________
Addresses of parties
Copy of the FIR
Copy of order of the DPO ^ Korv,J~~
Copy of the order of RPO ‘
Copy of Departmental Appeal &
Order CSeUAv (ofif
Copy of Applications

Pacesragessm
1. 1-9
2. 10-12

3. 134-4, “A"
5.

__ Lia-
“D”*E1 2c> - 2H

6. “C”
7.

.1

8. ‘TTro^-^ :U
9. Wakalatnamg

Appellant
Through

Azmat UllalvA^ridi

&

M Zeeshan StnnwVi
Advocates HighDated 10.03.2022
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL
PESHAWAR

I
Service Appeal No, .72022

. Muhammad Hanif, PASI 
Operation Staff Kohat.„

(

Appellant

VERSUS

1. The Inspector General of Police Khyber Pakhtunkhvs/a 
Peshawar

District Police Officer, Kohat2.

3. Regional Office Officer, Kohaf Region/PSP

Additional Inspector General of Police, Headquarter 
Khyber Peshawar PSP/PPM

4.

5. Deputy Inspector General of Police, Kohat Headquarter 

Khyber Peshawar Respondents

SERVICE APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF THE 

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT 

1974 IMPUGNING THEREIN THE ORDER DATED 

22.01.2021 TO THE EXTENT (I) WHEREIN STOPPAGE 

OF ONE INCREMENT FOR TWO YEARS IS IMPOSED 

UPON THE APPELLANT, CONTRARY TO THE LAW 

AND JURISPRUDENCE. (II) WHEREIN ALSO, 

THOUGH THE APPELLANT IS REINSTATED BUT UNTIL 

NOW THE PREVIOUS SALARIES W.E.F. 17.09.2019 

HAS NOT BEEN GIVEN TO THE APPELLANT AND 

EVERY FRESH MONTHS GIVES RECURRING CfUSE 

OF ACTION TO THE APPELLANT, HENCE THE

f
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RESPONDENTS MAY KINDLY BE DIRECTED TO PAY
THE PREVIOUS SALARIES W.E.F. 17.09.2019 TO THE
APPELLANT AND IMPUGNED ORDER DATED

ALLOWING IMPOSITION OF22.01.2021
\

STOPPAGE OF ONE INCREMENT FOR TWO YEARS
UPON THE APPELLANT MAY PLEASE BE SET-AT- 
NAUGHT; BEING UNCALLED FOR; AGAINST 

JURISPRUDENCE

Respectfully Sheweth:
c

That appellant proud to be a part of esteemed 

department of KPK Police, on sfrength to afipoint as 

PASI, on the score of replacement of his real, brofher 

officer named Roshan Ali, who was brutally met to 

martyrdom, while serving his parent department of 

police, in fhe year of 2000.

1.

♦

Thaf the worthy police department being care taker of 

the aggrieved family of martyred Roshan Ali, while 

replaced his services, by devoting the' PASI Service to 

the appellant and since appointment being PASI, the 

appellant remgined unblemished record of his services, 

while performing his duties and successfully hold the 

inherited post of his beloved marfyred brother.

2.

»

3. That on .24.08.2019 the diseased “Muhammad Asim

Amin Son of Amin Guf nominated accused in the FIR

No. 1236 dated 22.08.2019 under section 30/34 PPC
j
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Police station MRS Kohat, was apprehended and 

proceeded to concerned police station of MRS Kohat

(Copy of the FIR is attached as annexure “A”)

That it is unfortunate to say that the said arrested 

nominated accused had committed suicide in the

4.

premises of the MRS police station, appellant along with 

other police officials held responsible for the above 

mentioned suicide of the accused negligence 

consequently dismiss from the services.

That the worthy authority of DPO Kohat when passed 

dismissal order of the appellant employment on 

17.09.2019 the valuable core auspicious corners of the 

case, did not thoroughly perused, and considered and 

in the respect a per method and such practice of order 

of dismissal, has also, not been required adopt. (Copy of 

order of the DPO is also attached as annexure “B").

5.

6. That appellant against the order passed by worthy DPO 

Kohat, preferred his departmental appeal to the worthy 

RPO Kohat region but the same is unfortunqtely also 

stand rejected by the RPO Kohat vide order dated 

07,05,2020. (Copy of the order of RPO is attached as 

annexure “C")

7. That the very extra ordinary astonished case of the 

reinstatement of the employment of appellant, clearly 

well evidence beside the corroborative evidences



available on the face of the record, according to which 

sight, it has very much clear that appellant is absolutely 

innocent in the above allegation of negligence, which 

caused death of the accused in the premises of police 

sfation MRS, Kohat.

8. . That consistent with the above para, it is important to 

mention here to skip your authoritative intention 

towards the most auspicious core of fact that there is a 

allegation that it was the duty of the appellant to 

properly well search body of the deceased accuse, 

when he was arrested and proceeded to the police 

station but neither worthy DPO nor worthy RPO 

. deceased accuse did not commit suicide whil^e he was 

retain in his seat in the police station but it is well 

established that he had nothing weapon in his 

possession, when the was proceeded to Police Station 

but right at the time he rushed to his already parked 

Rikshaw vehicle with in the building of Police Station an 

brought his pistol from the deviation of the case fact not 

realize by the competent both authorities hence 

obviously reached to wrong collusion. ' t

9. That appellant cannot even think about to blame his 

own martyr real brother police official, by committing 

such negligence it is however otherwise required to 

keep under consideration that the said deceased 

accused was psycho patient, as he already committed 

such suicide attempt earlier on and in this respect a
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©
separate FIR No.120 dated 26.03.2015 Under section 

325/15AA is lying on the face of the record against the 

said deceased, according to which it can be easily 

determined that all histone in the case of the appellant, 

not contained appealing as responsible so the finding 

of the lower fora is totally result of misunderstanding 

■ actual facts of the case. i

10. That appellant preferred a departmental appeal 

against the impugned order of regional Police Officer, 

Kohat region dated 25.06.2020 according to which the 

order of dismissal from service of the appeal is 

maintained before the Hon'ble Inspector General of 

police KPK Peshawar. The Inspector General of Police 

. accepted the departmental appeal and the cjippellant 

has been reinstate into service and the only punishment 

which was given is stoppage of one increment for two 

years. (Copy of Departmental Appeal & Order is 

attached as annexure “D"5r

11. That the appellant has been reinstated and has not

been mentioned that he has been reinstated from

22.01.2021; hence it has to be presumed. that the
/

appellant has been.reinstated from the date of dismissal 

i.e. 17.09.2019.

12. That every month the appellant expecting that the 

respondent would give his due share in shape of 

monthly salary w.e.f 17.09.2021 in this regard the
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appellant also filed Applications but were left 

unattended till date. (Copy of Applications are 

attached as annexure

13. That feeling aggrieved fhe appellant approached 

esteemed office of IGP through application

14. That aggrieved the appellant now, approached this 

' Hon'ble Tribunal for impugning order dafed 22.01.2021 

to the extent of directing the respondents to pay the 

previous salaries w.e.f 17.09.2019 along with the current 

salaries on the following grounds infer alia.

GROUNDS:-

A. That the impugned order dated 22.01.2021 to the extent 

of uncalled for; contrary to law and well-settled 

jurisprudence. . ,

That the impugned order is issued without taking into 

consideration the relevant record unblemished service 

career of the petitioner; matafide floating on the 

surface as such the edifice built is lial^le to crumble 

down on that score alone.

B.

C. That the impugned order is in sheer violation of general 

rule of restifution of employee/reinstafe in service; an 

employee whose wrongful dismissal or removal has 

been set aside goes back to his service as he was never 

dismissed or removed from service, as such the 

restitution of employee, in this context, means that there



has been no discontinuance in his service and for all

purpose he had never left his post hence entitled to 

arrears of pay for the period he was kept out of service.

That treatment in. dissonance with law/rules and 

jurisprudence smacks malice and ill will on the part of 

respondents

D.

That carte-blanche exercise of power abdicates well 

. entrenched prin,cjple of "structured discretion’’.

E.

That palpable omissions stands in violation of the law 

laid down by the Hon'ble the Supreme Court of Pakistan 

in Qaiser Iqbal case, was held that "Rule of law meant 

supremacy of law as opposed to arbitrary authority of 

the government; said supremacy guaranteed three 

concepts first, the absence of arbitrary power; second, 

equality before law and third the rights of a-citizen.

F.

That it is cardinal principle of \ov^ and justice that what 

cannot be done directly cannot be done indirectly.

G.'

That "expressio unis Est. Exclusio Alterius" commanding 

that when law requires

H.

a thing to be done in a 

particular manner as anything done in conflict of the

command of law shall be unlawful being prohibited.

That any other ground will be raised'at the time of 

arguments with the prior permission of this Hon’ble 

Court,.



s

It is therefore most humbly prayed that on

, acceptance of this Service Appeal, ■ the irnpugned

order dated 22.01.2021 to the, extent (i) wherein

stoppage of one increment for two years is imposed

upon the appellant, contrary to the law and

jurisprudence, (ii) wherein also, though the appellant is 
/

until now the previous salaries w.e.f. 

17.09.2019 has not been given to the appellant and 

every fresh month gives recurring cause of action to the 

appellant, hence the respondents fnay kjndly be 

directed to pay the previous salaries w.e.f. 17.09.2019 to 

the appellant and impugned order dated 22.01.2021 

allowing imposition of stoppage of one increment for 

two years upon the appellant may.please be set-at- 

naught; being uncalled for; against jurisprudence.

reinstated but

I

Any other relief which has not been asked for in 

the circumstances ot the case may also be passed in 

favour appellant. ,
i

Appellcfht
Through

Azmat Ullah Afridi

&

AAZe^sh^
Advocdt

iW'
Dated 10.03.2022 Hi Court
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL
PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No._ 72022

I Muhammad Hanif Appellant

VERSUS
The Inspector General of Police Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

RespondentsPeshawar & others..

AFFIDAVIT

I, Muhammad Hanif, PASI Operation Staff Kohat, do
I

hereby solemnly affirm, and declare on oath that the 

contents of the accompanying Service Appeal are true and 

correct to the best of my knowledge and belief and nothing 

has been concealed from this Hon'ble Court.

1

»

I

I
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL
PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. /2022
I

Muhammad Hanif Appellant
VERSUS»

The Inspector General of Police Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
RespondentsPeshawar & others

APPLICATION FOR CONDONATION OF
DELAY IN FILING THE CAPTIONED
SERVICE APPEAL

I

I
Respectfully Sheweth:

That the instant service appeal is being filed before 

this Hon'bie Tribunal which is yet to be fixed for its 

hearing.

1.

2. That the grounds of the accompanying appeal may 

be read as integral part of this appeal. I

3. That the delay, if any, in filing of instant appeal, is 

neither intentional nor deliberate but due to the 

reason the appellant was expecting order in respect 

of Application earlier filed by the appellant to the 

commanding authorities which uptil now is pending 

adjudication.

I

)

f



)

f

4. That financial rnatter/rnonitory benefit are involved 

also on every month the appellant accrued fresh 

cause of action as the matter is one of recurrent

cause of action

That the law favours adjudication on mejrit rather
1

non-suiting the litigant on technicalities.

5.

»

6. ' That it is just, fair and in the large interest of justice that 

the delay in filing instant appeal be condone.

It is, therefore, most humbly prayed that by 

accepting this application, the delay in filing the 

instant service appeal may please be condoned.

'A'ppeHa'nt
I Through 4

Azmat Ullah A^i

&

riM Zeesha
Advocates Hfgh C\urtDated 10.03.2022

I

I

i'}

I
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL
PESHAWAR»

Service Appeal No. /2022

Muhammad Hanif Appellant
VERSUS

The , Inspector General of Police Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 
Peshawar & others IRespondents

I
AFFIDAVIT

I, Muhammad Hanif, PASI Operation Staff Kohat, do 

hereby solemnly affirm and declare on oath that the 

contents of the accompanying Application for condonation 

of delay are true and correct to the best of my knowledge 

and belief and nothing has b 

Hon’ble Court.

n concealed from this

I

!

DEPONENT

I

»
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL.
PESHAWAR

I

Service Appeal No. /2022

Muhammad Hanif. Appellant

VERSUS

The Inspector General of Police Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
RespondentsPeshawar & others

ADDRESSES OF PARTIES

IAPPELLANT:

Muhammad Hanif, PASl 
Operation Staff KohatI

RESPONDENTS

The Inspector General of Police Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 

Peshawar’
1.

2. District Police Officer, Kohat

3. Regional Office Officer, Kohat Region/PSP I

. 4. Additional Inspector General of. Police, Headquarter 
Khyber Peshawar PSP/PPMf

5. Deputy Inspector General of Police, Kohat Pjeadquqrter 

Khyber Peshawar
r

Appellant
Through

Azmat Ullah Afridi

&

M Zeesl^r
Advocferfe

I

Dated 10.03.2022



v

"A
ro•-^-— -------- ■ -jTirnii-^a:^^-- -■

I 4
.sbavOM

.: ^
!

J.; iiiiiijirigiiBi i'" t''‘•V, •si*.'!:- ^-K,- - •V«i.iai>.liKI> \ *I-*h* % - . ~
NA?r;

:■iM «2 I

1 tJ

^/J3f%’i-'i^ Tr

S|:| >•

__ \ '

jI •i
4

I
6U>1 ■\x'•

ftj fe V •1»,«
I • .
I

5X;5!*j5^>ik/ “j;—■

■■e/wfe'^>/^>JrLS/(*i/4 ■

■I
• u J

t

‘ I!
1
1

«If
........ ^

\ t
►

.1.1 > I

IJ].

•- •rnmm-^-

o.

i

L'!
i
f .'
I I'

♦ i cal
f .•

'.j f
I

i
(

I

{
?

K

1<

I 't
I' c

>*«»nr I
» . «c»< ;\

f.

f

!
. iiea<»r*5»*-»-»—>

/.

r .5jaa?ii

Scanned with CamScannet



\

OFFICE OF THE 
DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER, 

KOHAT

ORDER
This order is passed on the departmentai enquiry against PASI 

Muhammad Hanif undoi the Kliybcr Pr.klilunki.wn, Police Rule... 1.)r. 

{amendment 2014).
Brief facts of tlio case aro that on 24,00.2019, accused oflidal nlonnwHh 

HC Mukhtiar ,co

oKiciair^im aio« soln'k Ihu
a,::n,ir.nrl and Ini him In nil inside room, where the accused V
witlvarms in his custo-ly / prcscnoo In l'■oli'■u ul.illun, Lana Viio I IR N . L.- 
74 08 2019 ''/.s 325 PPG PS MRS was rcrjisterc;:! against the deceasoc, ^
' ' ' The incident created hypo in social media, in general public at. well niul
damaged the image of Police professionalism.

Therefore, departmental proceedincjs 
nffirial under the relevant law. Charge sheet alongwith statement of allegations was 
official under operations Kohat was appointed as enquiry

of the accused official. The enquiry officer vide his 
as the deceased accused was

Ameen s/o

^1
initiated against the accusedare

issued to the accused 
officer to scrutinize the conduct 
detail report held the accused official guilty of charges
not search properly by.he .rreslingoffi^^^^^^^^^ officer and .available record, Final Show

received and found unsatisfactory.In the I ,
Cause Notice was served upon him. Reply

Therefore, Iho accuscid official w.is called in-Orderly Room held
but he faile:d lo -submit any plausible cxplanaliu.i l..

was
t^n

16,09.2019 and heard in person 
his gross misconduct.

In view of above, and nvailnblc mcord, I icnchod lo ll^u cundusioii tlml

speaks of inefficiency, non-professionalism, willful negligenc^i ‘ 
official Therefore, the charges leveled against the acctU^ official have been 
established beyond any shadow of doubt. Therefore, in exurcis4^ powers conferred 
upon me a major punishment of Dismissal from service is ii ipostd on accused official 
PASI Muhammad Hanif with immediate effect.

Announced
16.09.2019

MSTMOOD (PSP) 
tJCE OFFICER,

CAPT. ©WAHID 
DISTRICT^

-m<OI IAT^;3

OB No.
Date__

NcS^o2il£S./PA dated Kohat .^■010.
:opy of above is submitled for favour of information (o Iho; 
Regional T'otico Officor, Kohiil pleasp.
District Account Officer, Kohat { \ y
Reader/Pay officer/SRC and OHC for n&tessary action

/T- ../V -- /2019

t;
1.
2.
3.

HMOOD (PSP) 
OLICE OFFICER.

CAPT. © W-Al 
DISTRIC;?

KOHAT^/,07^



e,
‘2j

T^>
>

I.) 1 Ilf Mei’tonal PolKe Ofiicer. 
Kohat Kegion

Subji-t I DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL

With profound regards and great vonerattoii. appellant submits 
dcparimental appeal against the order of learned District Police Officer Kohai dated 
I h 09 .?r. 19 bt 3tmg OQ No. 1126 vide which appellant was dismissal from service.

fACTS

I That appellant was directly inducted as Assistant Sub Inspector in Khyber 
Pakhtunkhwa Police against Shuhada quota, successfully qualified the basic 
training and .s undergoing probation courses.

J ilial ai.ipellant was posted m police station Mohammad Ria2 Shahecd district 
Kiihji. On 22 OS 2010. station clerk recorded the report ut one Mira] Ahmad m 
Daily Diary vide Serial No 64 According to the report complainant was forcibly 
aepnved ol two (02) "Tola" gold by three unknown accused and then fled away 
from the scene of the occurrence in Rickshwa,

Th.m the sintion cicik marked tnc repon recorded in daily duiry to Mukhliai 
liuss^iiii hC loi vciifying the truth of the* occurrence. Duiu^g course of enguiiy U 
carvic to light that one Mohafnmad Asim Amin and others were involved m il>e

occiiirence Therefore that Station House Officer registered proper case vide FIR 
125b (laterJ 24 08.2019 under section 382,34 PPC PS MRS

■1 Hull on .'4 US 2019, Mukhiiai Hussain HC fiad reportedly received spy 
inloimaiion ..liicnil ihe presence of Ricksfiaw dnver ins'Olvcd m the occurrence in
dn' ;;iron)ises ol "Moza" Bahadar Koi Appellant accompanied by Miikhtiar 
Hussain Ht rushed to the spot for the recovery of Rickshaw and arrested of
ncciised

th.'-it On reocfiing the spot. Rickshaw and driver namely Mohammad Asm') Amm 
'.vtue lound The driver did not resist his arreST and he was thoroughly i,earrheri 
'.vMi'i ,j view to safe diiving of Ricksha'w to Police Station. Ine driver was not 
h.mdcuffed and accordingly he alongwith Rickshaw was shitted to Police Station 
uiidei propel escort.

b Th.i! uo leoHunc ;hc= Police Station, rhe Rickshaw was parked The accused driver 
’.v;.^ dfhu.ii den fion' Rickshaw anti while proceetJinf> towards the office of the 
Police Station, me- accused Rickshaw driver placea retjuesi fui properly locking 
du' .iccfssories of the Rickshaw He was allowed and then he was shifted to office 
Lindc-f proper escort

7 Trial the accused driver was sealed inside the recuril Room situated opposite to 
fl'O nrfire oi station clerk Ttie si.iiion c.lerk was busy m mieiaction with private 
;ii'-'..on-, ami l-ie whs asked to adnut the accused to lock up

8 Inal in ir-,c- nH-ansvinle, a report of fire shot coming fiuin Record Room side was,

heai d the polite officer s and tfie pnvdiie persons rushed to the record Room and 
rircM-,'i*rt Ricksfiaw driver m irtiurcVci condition ,:ilaftgwrih 30 Ijore pisto! The 

injuied Vi^as shiftecJ to Ho)45T\ai under oscon. c;.

fhuno

mnai case on cfiargys of

Scanned by TapScanner
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Luinrn.ssujn of atlu-mpt of jiuicidc was legisieri'd agamsl ihe .ictusfd vide* f IH No 
12.V.) uiuUjr v.trclion i2S in PS MKS.
Ih.u l.3U'M on, ilio ciccusecl driver succumbed lo his injuiit*'s .rnui Ihe voci.ii Media 

th<‘ occiiiience i.earned Disintl Poliif Otficri kohai

*•
J

in OMii‘1 ItJ

ileiusG die sitoaiion, issued suspension oider of the ;»inn'llanl and olht'r Itjllowed 
hv issuance of chuit^e ’»hee( based on dllegafions of coinrnisMon ol ni;gli|.;em.e m 
Ins tJutv and showing in cdfitiency by not conducting proper body searcti ol tiu* 
accused clrivei which led to commission of aiiempi of suicide inside the Polite
Si al ion

10 lhai a[jpellant submdiod detailed and plausible reply m response lo the charge 
slieel tnciuify oflicer cortducled exparie proceedmgs and the dopartmetUal 
proceedings initiated against appellanl which culminated m passing the 
impugned oider, hence this departmental appeal is sutimiited on the following 
Rfounds.

GROUNDS;:

a. That the impugned order has been passed without application of mind to 
latUial and legal aspects of the proceedings Appellant accompanietf by 
Miikhti.u HC, while ailing upon a tip ol information quickly fOS{ion(li*il to Ihe 
call of duty anci ensuied safe aoesi of atiusetl and feiovtMed ihi* ease 
properly Rickshaw Ihc Idwei authoiity did not take into account the above 
good peitorniance, professionalism and efficiency of appellant while passing 
the impugried order

b That this is on the roioid that the charges levelled against appellant were the 
ouicome ul [jiessuie developed by social Media about (he occurrence of 
commission of attempt of suicide mside the Police Station as the lower 
auihoiny has caiegoncally observed m the impugried order that ihe incident 
created hype in social media. Therefore the impugned order was not 
suslainablc- as it has been passed under influence of the side winds emanating
Ironi vcKi.'d nieiiia.

c ih.i! iiif: imdings ol guilt recorded against appellant were not based on any 
cvidi.'nce The impugned order explains the story of the occurrence and no 
evidence has been referred lo in support of the charges of commission of 
negiigcnco in hts duly and displaying in efficiency The only rcjference to the 
(ind up rvpori of enquiry officer i‘, not tenable because the findings were nol 
supplied ID ilio jppi/llant despite submission ol apf:ihcation lor grant of co[>v of 
findings

d fnai the enquiry officer as well as Ihe lower aulhoriiy has not considered ihe 
plausible defence advanced by appellant m shape of reply m response lo the 
cliarge sheet The principle ol naiuial Justice lequiies piovision of proper 
opjioriiiniiv O' <h.-leii<,e lo tin- uccuiOd officei woie ignored The l.■nl]ully 
ollitC'i did not associate the appellant m the enquiry pioiendings Nu witness 
was examined m the presence ol i^aellam No opporTunily of cross- 
examination ol v/itnesses was provyod to appellant Therefore the 
supfistructure ol the impugned oidei on proceedings conducted in
viulallOi'i ol law and rules

Scanned by TapScanner
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c tlu- lower aulhorrly and tho cnqiiitv allicer iiavc not exijlamod the .iliiijied

neglieence, in duty commuied by appellanl. Accused driver of the Rickshaw 
waii propofly scnrched and he was not m hand tufted to enable him for driving 
the ease propertv Rickshaw. He was safely shifted rr) police stahon 
fii‘|)uHedlv fJiLkt’d tip pistol IfOm the hidden cavity of me Ritksfiav; msido tlie 
polite station Appolianl displayed efficiency by making arrested of the accused 
anti recoveiy of case property Rickshaw. Therefore, none of the charge was 

pioved against «ippellanl.
I Thai the lowdi aulhorny' has Viironglv assessed the facts and evidence on 

iL'tonl Oliettces against person are inevitable and are beyond the tnnliol ol 
iuiman bt;nig control on crimes against properly is the mam criteria for Judging 
the eiliciency and professionalism of a police officer. Appellant quickly 

responded to the call of duty Arrested the accused svanted m Robbery case

He

and recuvcMcd Hie case properly Rickshaw
g Harsh penally ol disnussol liom seivice was imposed on appellant on charg

in Robberyoffence of attempt of suicide by accused arrested
in violation of principles

of commission ol
Therefore the impugned order has been passedcase

of l^alllrel Justice
I violation of disciplinary

,uk-. AppcHan, W.if. nol a.spc.aied ,n the enc,u.-v proceedmgs odice, linding

The defence advanced by appellant

t\. That the w-holc departmental file has been prepared tn

v/as
were not supplied to the appellant

considered Therefore, the impugned order is worth set aside.
unblemished record of service of

not
lhat -he authority did not consider the 
;,ppotl.-ini Harsh penalty of dismissal from service was 

tlio basis ot tiivial charges of negligence in duty

imposed on appellant

on
award ofof dismissal from service amounts toThat asvard of penally 

punishment to
J

all the members of the finding of police officer

equested that the impugned order may be set aside 

v/iih all back and consequenhaMy bc‘nefils, please
it IS therefore, r

Yours obediently.

D Muhammad Hanif 
Ex-PASI

District Police Kohat

n/r’

Scanned by TapScanner
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ORDEn.

This order will dispose of a departmental appeal, moved by 
Ex-PASI Muhammad Hanif of Operation Staff Kohat against tlie punishment ' 

order, passed by DPO Kohat vide OB No. 1126, dated 17.09.2019 whereby he was 

awarded major punishment of dismissal from service on the allegations of
-ghgence ,n discharge of official duty and not properly searching the accused 

which lesulted m his suicide inside the Police Station.

He preferred an appeal to the undersigned

and his service documents
upon which 

were
in person in Orderly Room, held on 25.06.2020.

■ any plausible explanation in his defense to

comments were obiained from DPO Kohat
perused. He was aiso heard i
During hearing, he did not advance
prove his innocence,

I have gone through ihe available record and came to the
conclusion that the allegations leveled against the appellant 
shadow of doubt and the same has also been 

'n>ereftii*e, h;s

proved beyond anyare
established by the E.O. in his findings, 

appeal being devoid of merits is hereby rejected.
Order Announced 
25.06.2020

(TAYYAB HA .) PSP
-■'i A Officer, 

oh at Region.
No. 7/7_/EC, dated Kohat the

No. 212«2/LB, datedT2 “2 “ iJ' La.,

Boob, s.,.,00 R,„ ^ P.oji2r, 2 ifrir ”i “
/2020.

.'t I ■• '7///
/

(TAYYAB HAI'i. SP
ce Officer, 

bhat Region.
.egiqnjm

«
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iViosi

Genciral of Police, 
Ki!yl;i-r P.'ikhiUMkl'iawa

?

:

-■ APPEAL AGAINST THE IMPUGNED ORDER OF
Vv/Oidi-lY REGiONALOFFICER KOHAT REGION pAGD 25.06.2020, 
ACCORDING TO WHICH THE ORDER OF DISMlSAl FROM SERVICE OF 
I Hi- applicant is MAINTAINED, HENCE REQUIRED ITS SET ASIDE BY 
KEINSTATING THE APPLICANT ON SERVICE

• I

ui'iiilMy s\ibnuUin[' ns under:

.’tt

. : ..ii applicant proud to be a part of esteemed department of kpk Police, on 
. ^ s to appoint as PASI, on the score of replacement of his reai-

■ : Police officer named Roshan All, who was brutally met to
while serving his,parent department of police, in the year of

/ .

T

■ v.vocitiv pciice ueii.'diTment being care taker of the aggrieved 'family of 
.r/rcd Roshan Ali, v-yhite replaced his services, by devoting the PASl
''.'iruL i;c the applicant and since appointment being PASl,

unbieniished record of his services; while performing his duties
■ .-.uci-cssfuiiy hold the inherited post of his beloved martyred brother. -■

24/03/2019 tl^e diseased "Muhammad Asini Amin" S/p Amin Gui 
. , ■ ''Viirciroci accused in the FIR No 1236 dated 22/08/2019 under section 

T'i r'PC Police i.-tation MRS Kohat, was apprehended and proceeoed to 
station of MRS Kohat. ( Copy of the FIR is enclosed herewitli

r *

. 0*1

t

■:i ■ unfortun. ie to say that the said arrested nominated accuse haye 
i.iiitic-d suicide iii the premises of the MRS police station, againstvyhich 

,L|;.uu’!:tfU aiong 'Adth otlier police officials held responsible tor the 
. /v\j suiCido of the accuse and consequentiy'dismiss fronUhe seryices .

o -

. . ',he vvcrciiy authority of DPO Kohat v./hen passed dismissal order of the 

. :i::ar4 r'cnplc/nic-nt on 17/09/2019 the valuable core auspicious corners 

:aLc, dio ivji thoroughly perused and considered and in the respect a 

ei riod and such practice of order of dismissal, lias also not been 

.'.oopi.i ropy cf Older or the DPO is also attacired herev.^!-:h.

! .
. 1

'i.
•5
•f
•>
3

.;;.p--:iiafn against t.he order passed by wortiiy DPO Kohat, preferred 

■ .■..-oai'Hr.-jnra! appeal to the worthy RPO kohat region but the same is 

si-ii'd rejected by the RPO Kohat vide order dated 

.cpy of r!n.' order of RPO is also appended herev-dth)

u

••
!

- 1 SOI

(



CMr
■i Ui dioai V asloiiished ease of reinstatement of the 

'I- r..I ..ppell.ml, >.l,.arlv well evicjent beside the corroborative 

OI, [he of the record, according to which sight, it 
“ “ ' iiM! U;at dpijell.int is absolutely innocent in the above

accuse in the premises of

,• exi!

f'.n/lfli

h<r>
' 11

lilc'i s,viuch caused death of
iVIhS Kch^ai .

' i.

.Ullht.',
■ , ii ,ibove iMra, it is important to mention liere to skip your

■ ■■ louMrcls the inost auspicious core of the fact that
'.-’ii Uifii ii. was the duty of the appellant to properly well 

iiic: i.ieccMseci accuse , when he was arrested and
poiico slation but neither worthy DPO nor worthy RPO 

oi ii'iu mailer under their kind consideration that the 

■ i.c:-.; lii;] ruji Ciimmit suicide while he was retain in his seal; in
i! 1 ! 0! 1

Ua . i ;;ati
s'-.iri I i'

but; it is well establislied that he had nothing weapon in 

, when he was proceeded to police station but right at the 

i to l\is ali eady parked Hikshaw vehicle with in the building of 
..me: brought his pistol from the secret cavity and finally he 

i;. 1 iowevor this worth turn and deviation of ihe case fact not'

'dblll

coiUj'L'.uuui uLithonties hence obviously i‘eached,torc.ii'/

'AM i.'l : • iUMiUl'i .

;,iiu. c,.iiiiiot evi:n think about to blarne his own martyr real 
■ oibcsal, by committing such negligence it is however 

;C{UiJ (id to kuup under consideration that the said deceased 

.. jiMyci',0 patieub. as he has already committed sucii suicide 

c.'Ai nod in Lliis respect a separate FIB bearing No 120 dated 

. M Under suction 32S/ 15AA, is lying on the face of the record 

'.-nd (iu:cu;-isc‘d , according to which it can be easily determined 

a.,-!ki ill ibe case of liie appellant, not contoined appeiiar\t as 

u. liru linding ol tlio lower fora is totally result of 
liiii' li'u: nciiMl facts of tfie case .

u l.l

i

I ,

ti'..
IM’ •'

fUf . I.

MiS.Miiiiis (jf uuliier filed departmental appeals to DPO and 

an inmgiiil pari ofthis departmental appeal.

J(j j 11 i 1 I I H.

1‘■ ' • f I ’; 11

«

iudily pruycHi dial in the light of facts , elaborated in 

ifiu .ifjpeui in [land may graciously please be accepted

: wjipeJCiin iiirj'/fie resfan'ed.

n i'. c‘i

ibc-
arnl da.' !;■ m ■ ^ Cm;

OhedienUy

1.:a-PAS! M'lhrifriiiiJjd hanii 
'■■Uiii 1 iSilira KoluH

' /
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To,

Most Respected,
Inspector General of Police, 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 
Peshawar

nRPARTMENTAL APPEAL AGAINST THE IMPUGNED ORDER OF
DATEDSubject:

WORTHY REGIONAL OFFICER KOHAT REGION
25.06.2020, ACCORDING TO WHICH THE ORDER OF

THE APPLICANT ISFROM SERVICE OFDISMISSAL
ITS SET ASIDE BYHENCE REQUIREDMAINTAINED,

PFTWSTATING THE APPLICANT ON SERVICE,

Respected Sir,

It is most humbly submitting as under:

1. That the Applicant proud to be a part of esteemed department of
Police, on the strength to appoint as PASI, on the score of replacement of 
his real brother Police Officer names Roshan Ali, who was brutally met to 
martyrdom, while serving his parent department of police, in the year of
2000.

2. That worthy Police Department being care taker of the aggrieved family of 
martyred Roshan Ali, while replaced his services by devoting the PASI 

to the Applicant and since appointment being PASI, the 
unblemished record of his services, while

services
Applicant remained 
performing his duties and successfully hold the inherited post of his
beloved martyred brother.

3. That on 24.08.2019 the diseased “Muhammad Asim Amin” S/o Amin Gul 
nominated Accused in the FIR No. 1236 dated 22.08.2019 under Section 
382/34 PPG police station MRD Kohat, was apprehended and proceeded 

police station of MRS Kohat. (copy of the FIR is enclosedto concern 
herewith this Appeal)

4. That it is unfortunate to say that the said arrested nominated Accused 
have committed suicide in the premises 
against which the Appellant along with other police officials held

and consequently dismiss

of the MRS Police Station,

responsible for the above suicide of the accuse 
from the services.

5. That the worthy authority of DPO Kohat when passed dismissal order of 
the Applicant employment on 17.09.2019 the valuable core auspicious 
corners of the case, did not thoroughly perused and considered and in 
the respect a proper method and such practice of order of dismissal has 
also not been required adopt. (Copy of order of the DPO is also attached 
herewith)

DPO Kohat6. That Appellant against the order passed 1 
preferred his departmental Appeal to the wort^ 
the same is unfortunately also stan^_^ejecte( 
order 
herewith)

worthy 
RPO Kohat region but 
Vi the RPO Kohat vide

0 is appendeddated 25.6.2020. (Copy oy the\Or
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B of reinstatement of the7. That it is very extra ordinary astonished case
employment of Appellant, clearly well evident beside the corroborative 
evidences available on the face of the record, according to which slight, it 
has very much clear that Appellant is absolutely innocent in the above 
allegation of negligence, which caused death of accuse in the premises 
of police station MRS Kohat.

8. Consistent with the above para, it is important to mention here to skip 
authoritative intention towards the most auspicious core of the factyour .

that there is a allegation that i't was the duty of the Appellant to properly 
well search body of the deceased accuse, when he was arrested and 
proceeded to the police station but neither worthy DPPO nor worthy 
RPO taken this fact of the matter under their kind consideration that the 
deceased accuse did not commit suicide while he was retain in his seat in 
the police station but it is well established that he had nothing weapon 
in his possession, when he was proceeded to police station but right at 
the time he rushed to his already parked Rikshaw vehicle with in the 
building of police station and brought his pistol from the secret cavity 
and finally he met to death. However this worth turn and deviation of the 
case fact not realize by the competent both authorities hence obviously 
reached to wrong conclusion.

9. That Appellant cannot even think about to blame his own martyr real 
brother police official, by committing such negligence it is however 
otherwise required to keep under consideration that the said deceased 
accuse was a psycho patient, as he has already committed such suicide 
attempt earlier on and in this respect a separate FIR bearing No 120 
dated 26.03.2015 under Section 325/15-AA is lying on the fact of the 
record against the deceased, according to which it can be easily 
determined that all his done in the case of the Appellant, not contained 
Appellant as responsible so the finding of the lower for a is totally result 
of misunderstanding the actual facts of the case.

10. That facts and grounds of earlier filed departmental appeals to DPO and 
RPO, may be read as integral part of this departmental Appeal.

It is, therefore, most humbly prayed that in the light of above facts, 
elaborated in the subsequent stanzas, the Appeal in hand may graciously 
please be accepted and the services of the Appellant may be restored.

Yours obediently

Ex-PASl Muhammad Hanif 
District Police Kohat 

27.07.2020

PfSHf-.#
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OFFICE OF THE 
INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE 

KHYBER PAKUTUNKHWA 
PESHAWAR. :, rv)

/21, dated Peshawar the=3^^/L

i: I

0No. S/ /2021.
•; '»’•

ORDER

This order is hereby passed to dispose of Revision Petition under Rule 11-A of Khyber 

Pakhtunkhwa Police Rule-1975 (amended 2014) submitted by Ex-PASi Muhammad Hanif. The petitioner 

was dismissed from service by District Police Ofricer„K9hat vide OB No. 1126, dated 17.09.2019 on the 

allegations that on 24.08.2019, he alongwith HC Mukhtiar Hussain No. 672 apprehended Muhammad Asim 

Ameen s/o Ameen Gul wanted in case FIR No. 1236 dated 24.08.2020 u/s 302 PPG Police Station MRS and 

brought to Police Station MRS. He alongwith above named official did not make proper body search of the 

accused and let him to sit inside room, where the accused allegedly committed suicide with arms in his 

custody/presence in Police Station. A case vide FIR No. 1230, dated 24.08.2019 u/s 325 PPG Police Station 

MRS was registered against the deceased. His appeal, was rejected by Regional Police OlTicer. Kohat vide order 
Endst: No. 7020/EC. dated 07.07.2020.

Meeting of the Appellate Board was held on 24.12.2020, wherein the petitioner was present and
;; •

heard in detail.

His co-accused Mukhtar was treated leniently in his appeal, by the previous authority. As per the 

principle of consistency and considering lie, punishment bciiig harsher than the delinquency, therefore, the 

Board decided that he is hereby re-instated into service.and his punishment is converted to stoppage of 

increment for two (02) years.
one

i

Sd/-
DR. ISHTIAQ AHMED, PSP/PPM 

Additional Inspector General of Police, 
HQrs: Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

. No. S/ ./2i.
Copy of the above is forwarded to the:

1. Regional Police Officer, Kohat. Two Service Hooks, one Service Roll and one Fauji Missal/cnquiry 
file of the above named PASI received vide your office Memo: No, 9557/EC, dated 03.09.2020 is 
returned herewith for your office record.

2. District Police Officer, Kohat. '
3. PSO to IGP/Khyber Pakhtunkhwa. CPO Peshawar.
4. AIG/Legal, KJiyber Pakhtunkhwa, Pesha war.
5. PA to AddI: IGP/HQrs: Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
6. PA to DlG/HQr.s: Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
7. Office Supdt: E-III, CPO Peshawar.
8. Officer concerned.

RAI B ,ED) PSP
DcputW^nspept&r General of Police, HQrs; 

Forirr^ector General of Police,
rri...!-----................................... ......
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