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&FORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL, I*?
i

/
CAMP COURT. D.LKHAN., -/■

•■t-‘

Service appeal No. 343/2018 ;x

i
1

Date of institution ... 
Date of decision ....

09.03.2018 . 
26.03.2019

Amanullah Khan son of Ghareeb Nawaz R/O village Kot Daimg Post 
Office Kot Adil, Tehsil and District D.I.Khan presently posted as Acting

(Appellant) ■S.P, FPR D.I.Khan.

Versus

Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Central Police Office,
(Respondents)Peshawar and two others.

Present

Mr. Muhammad Ismail Alizai, 
Advocate For appellant.

Mr. Farhaj Sikandar, 
District Attorney For respondents.

MR. HAMID FAROOQ DURRANI, 
MR. AHMAD HASSAN,

CHAIRMAN
MEMBER.

;

JUDGMENT

HAMID FAROOQ DURRANL CHAIRMAN:-

The case of appellant, as reflected from the memorandum of1.

appeal in hand, are that he was inducted in Police Department as ASI 

24.04.1991. During his service the appellant earned promotion and is 

presently performing the duty as Acting Superintendent of Police FRP,

on

<
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D.l.Khan. While posted as such the appellant was conveyed adverse

remarks recorded by respondent No. 3 through D.O dated 02.11.2017

which were endorsed in his Performance Evaluation Report for the period

from 05.05.2016 to 31.12.2016. The appellant preferred a departmental

representation on 13.11.2017 with the prayer for expunction of the

remarks, however, the representation remained un-decided, hence the

appeal in hand.

2. We have heard learned counsel for the appellant and learned

District Attorney on behalf of the respondents.

It was contended by learned counsel for the appellant that during 

the period under P.E.R, the appellant remained on training for three

months and seven days while in the rest of the period he was never

indulged in any activity/omission prejudicial to the good order or norms

of service in any manner. He further contended that the adverse entries

against the appellant were in violation of law, rules and the instructions

regarding the recording of Performance Evaluation Report. It was also 

the argument of learned counsel that immediately after the period under

P.E.R the appellant was selected for second Junior Command Course
i.

which he attended at Peshawar on 08.08.2016. In fact the service of

appellant was meritorious as S.P, CTD, it was added.

r,
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On the other hand, learned District Attorney argued that the

impugned remarks, as recorded by the Reporting Officer, were duly

concurred to by the Countersigning Officer, therefore, the same were

unexceptionable.

3. We have carefully attended to the material available on record and

have found that the adverse remarks pertaining to the period from

05.05.2016 to 31.12.2016 were communicated to the appellant through

D.O No. S/7198/2017 dated 02.11.2017 i.e. after more than 11 months of

recording of entries. The communication of adverse remarks to the

appellant appears to be unreasonably delayed while on the other hand

there is no explanation by the respondents for such delay. In fact, the

authorities are required to communicate the adverse entries to a civil

servant alongwith a copy of P.E.R within the period prescribed for the

purpose so that the entries are taken as un-biased and effective. Such

expressed by the Apex Court through a judgment reported asview was

]998-PLC(C.S)1392, wherein, a delay of 4/2 months in communication

of adverse entries was considered to be unreasonable. Reliance is also

placed on 1996-SCMR-256.

There is another aspect of the case in hand. We could not find 

throughout the record that before endorsing the adverse entries the 

appellant was extended counselling at proper time. The appellant appears

4.
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to have been given surprise without such prior counselling. The relevant 

instructions for the purpose of recording of P.E.Rs make it obligatory that 

it might be brought into the notice of officer concerned at proper time

that his performance lacks something which might be removed before the

year closes up. No such document is available on the record which could

suggest that such notice was given to appellant, in any manner, before

endorsing the impugned entries.

In view of the above, we are inclined to accept the appeal in hand5.

as prayed for in its memorandum. Order accordingly.

Parties are left to bear their respective costs. File be consigned to

the record room.

(A
(Hamid Fatooq Durrani) 

Chairman
Camp Court, D.I.Khan.

Ahmad Hassan) 
Member

ANNOUNCED
26.03.2019
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Date of 

order/
proceedings

Order or other proceedings with signature of Judge or Magistrate 
and that of parties where necessary.S.No.

1 2 3

Present.

Mr. Muhammad Ismail Alizai, 
Advocate

For appellant26.3.2019

Mr. Farhaj Sikandar, 
District Attorney ... For respondents

Vide our detailed judgment of today, we are inclined to

accept the appeal in hand as prayed for in its memorandum.

Order accordingly.

Parties are left to bear their respective costs. File be

consigned to the record room.

Chainnan
Camp Court, D.I.Khanember

ANNOUNCED
26.3.2019
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26.02.2019 Learned counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Farhaj 

Sikandar, District Attorney alongwith Mr. Khalid Nawaz, 

Inspector (Legal) for the respondents present. Perusal of the reply 

of the respondents would reveal that the departmental , appeal of 

the appellant has already been decided however, copy of order of 

appellate authority is not available on file. Representative of the 

department is directed to furnish the copy of the same on the next 

date. Adjourn. To come up for copy of orde^^j^ppellate authority 

and arguments on 2/5.03.2019 before D.B at Camp Court 
D.I.Khan.

(M. Amin Khan Kundi) 
Member

Camp Court D.I.Khan

(M. Hamid Mughal) 
Member

Camp Court D.I.Khan

B



IService Appeal No. 343/2018

None present on behalf of the appellant. Mr. Usman 

Ghani, District Attorney alongwith Mr. Khalid Nawaz, S.l 

(Legal) for the respondents present. Written reply on behalf 

of respondents submitted, which is placed on file. 

Adjourned. To come up for rejoinder and arguments on 

21.01.2019 before D.B at Camp Court D.I.Khan. Notice be 

also issued to appellant and his couns^ljpr attendance for 

the date fixed. •

26.11.2018I
1
i-

rfim^d Khan Kundi)
(Muha

Member
Camp Court D.I.Khan

Appellant in person and Mr. Farhaj Sikandar, District 

Attorney alongwith Mr. Khalid Nawaz, Inspector (Legal) for 

respondents present.

21.01.2019

Due to general strike on the call of Khyber 

Pakhtunkhwa Bar Council instant matter is adjourned to 

25.02.2019 for arguments before #.B at camp court, 

D.I.Khan.

\
Chairman/

Camp Court, D.I.Khan



Counsel for the appellant moved an application for 

requisition of case file which was allowed and case file 

requisitioned for today.

10.08.2018

Mr. Muhammad Abdullah Baloch, Advocate present 

and heard in limine.

Contends that the adverse remarks pertain to the very 

short period in which proper assessment could not be 

made. Further contended that neither any chance of 

hearing and nor counseling was made prior to the 

' passing of adverse remarks.

Points raised need consideration. The appeal is 

admitted to full hearing, subject to all legal objections. 

The appellant is directed to deposit security and process 

fee within 10 days. Thereafter, notices be issued to the 

respondents. To come up for written reply/comments on 

10.09.2018 before S.B at camp court D.I.Khan.

•i

\

Chairman

10.09.2018 Counsel for the appellant and Mr. Ziaullah, Deputy 

District Attorney alongwith Mr. Muhammad Ishaq, Head 

Constable for the respondents present. Written reply not 

submitted. Representative of the department requested for 

further time for filing of written reply. Granted. To come up 

for written reply/comments on 26.11.2018 before S.B at 

Camp Court D.I.Khan.

(Muhammad Amin Khan Kundi) 
Member

Camp Court D.I.Khan

'-V
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Tour iy^|J^_^anceiled, Therefore the case is adjourned26.04.2018

for the same on 30.07.2018 before S.B.
FORMOF ORDERSHEET

Reader
Camp court D.I khan

Court of

343/2018Case No.

Date of order 
proceedings

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

I sZZsQl fui the Apf ^urntprcsenT-Tbu; is ht^-eb:^^incel!led.1 3

' «_/ w 1

The appeal of Mr. Amanullah Khan presented today by
Vned ,.Tf tiiC sai.... :)rease IS c.

09/03/20181 «:S.
Mr. Muhammad Abdullah Baloch Advocate may be entered in 

the Institution Register and put up to Learned Mifftobr for

proper order please.

REGISTRAR

2- This case is entrusted to Touring S. Bench at D.I.Khan for 

preliminary hearingto be put up there on ^ ^ /S

Tour is hereby cancelled, Therefore the case is adjouined 

for the same on 30.07.2018 before S.B.

26.04.2018

n

led.Counsel for the Appellant present. Tour is hereby cance 

Therefore the case is adjourned for the same on 12.09.2018 be

30.07.2018
tore

S.B.

Camp court .D.I kf an



■* ^

1 I P a g e

BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE
TRIBUAL, PESHAWAR

3<-3In service Appeal No. /2018

Amanullah Khan 
(Appellant)

VERSUS PPO KPK etc
(Respondents^

INDEX

I S.No. I Description of documents | Annexure | Pages
% t tI I% I.1^ if’ i*-T r V. V*r;/<; ?*i4 .3.'Z' tZ,A''^'C'yZ-'ry.

1. Memorandum of Appeal and 
affidavit fo

2. Copy of impugned letter No. DO. 
S/7198/2017 dated 02/11/2018

A
//

3. Copy of departmental appeal B

4. Copy of transfer/posting of the 
CTD team

C /^-/6
Copies of 2'^'^ Junior Command
course

5. D
/7-

6. Vakalatnama

M/03/2018 Your humble appellant

&

Amanullah Khan

Through counsel

Muhar^m^ad Abc^l^^
Advocate High Coui^ 

Dera Ismail Khan

aloch

Kl fiJ \ .
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTTJNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL

PESHAWAR
3^/3Service Appeal No. /2018

AmanuHah Khan son of Ghareeb Nawaz r/o village kot 

Dainig P.O Kot Adil, Tehsil & District Bamiu, presently 

Posted as Acting SP, FRP, Dera Ismail Khan.

Klivbcr
Service rri^wnal

■3^1
Otary No.

VERSUS
.Oated

1. Provincial Police officer, (IGP), Khyber Pakhtun Khwa Centra! Police Office,

Peshawar.

2. Dcpiity Inspector General of Police, C T D, Khyber Pakhtun Khwa, Peshawar

' 3. Deputy Inspector General of Police, Head quarters, Central Police Office,

Peshawar.

(Respondents)

APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF I'HE KPK SERVICES

TIHBUNAL ACT, 1974 , AGAINST THE ORDER NO.

S / 7198 / 2017 DATED 02 / 11 / 2017 WHEREBY

ADVERSE. REMARKS ARIC REC:OR»ED .IN 'THE ACR
5^|Je«3t:o-(i5gjy

OF THE APP.ELLANl' AND AGAINST THE

INDECISION OF iliE DEPARTMEN^.PAI^ APPEAL iW

THE APPELLANT BY IHE RESFONDF.NTS.

Note. Addresses given above .shall suffice the object of

service. All necessary and proper have been arrayed

in the panel of respondents.

rj
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Respectfully Sheweth;

1. That the appellant was inducted In Police Department as ASI on 

24/04/1991 and has well above 28 years of unblemished service 

in his credit, having always performed his duties to the best of 
his abilities and satisfaction of his superiors In due course of 
service the appellant earned promotion and presently performing 

. his duties as acting SP, FRP, Dera Ismail Khan. During the life 

span of service, the appellant performed different task and 

duties with his full abilities.

2. That while posted as SP, FRP, Dera Ismail Khan District, the 

respondent no. ^is the reporting officer while respondent no. I 

is the counter signing officer for the purpose of ACR of the 

appellant.

3. That the appellant has been conveyed through office of 
respondent#3, a copy of DO No. S/7198/2017 dated 02/11/2017 

issued from the office of respondent#! containing adv'erTe 

remarks recorded by respondent#|l^ on working of appellant for 

the period from 05/05/2016 to 31/12/2016. Copy thereof is 

annexed as Annexure~A.

4. That appellant, in accordance with the requirements and based 

on cogent reason and grounds preferred a departmental 
representation on 13/11/2017 to respondent no. 1 to get the 

impugned remarks expunged. However, to dismay of the 

appellant, the representation of the appellant remained 

undecided. Copy of departmental appeal is annexed as 

Annexure-B.

5. That having no alternate remedy available, the appellant 
approaches this honourable Tribunal to redress his grievance as 

prayed for hereinafter on inter alia on the following grounds.

■:V ,
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GROUNDS

a. That the order impugned hereby is inconsistent with the 

law, rules and regulations, Police Act/Rules and is liable to 

be declared as illegal, void and ineffective upon the service 

rights of the appellant.

That the impugned order having caused grave miscarriage 

of justice to the appellant have every potential of and 

likely to effect the appellant adversely without any lawful 
excuse.

b.

are

That the impugned order/indecision is devoid of any legal 
force and is issued to the detriment of the legitimate rights 

of the appellant thus are not maintainable in law and are 

liable to be set aside/expunged.

c.

That appellant never indulged in any activity/omission 

prejudicial to the good orders and norms of

d.

service in any
manner and has always discharge official obligations with
due diligence, devotion and dedication, never hesitating to 

respond to the call of duty even at odd hours and served 

in situations of hardships and numerous occasions.

e. That the impugned adverse remarks and indecision of 

respondent no. 1 qua the representation of the appellant 
are not only contrary to law. Rules on the subject but 
prejudicial to the terms and conditions of service and 

rights of the appellant, both instant and accruing in future, 
therefore, call for the interference by this worthy Tribunal.

f. That while posted as 5P CTD and soon after taking over 

the charge on 05/05/2016 the appellant invested his full 
dedication to speed-up the efficiency of his team. The
appellant held meetings with the Honourable DIG CTD and

requested them for the replacement of his officials of the 

team. In furtherance thereof vide letter no. 7218-
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23/OASI,CTD,Peshawar dated 18/07/2016 new team was 

posted, the attendance thereof was completed till August, 
2016, and henceforth the appellant performed and 

conducted important tasks in a very short span of time, 
the detail mentioned in departmental appeal of the 

appellant but these factual unavoidable reasons have been 

overlooked by. the respondents. Copy of the 

transfer/posting of the CTD team is annexed as 

Annexure-C.

That soon after this, the appellant was selected for 2"*^ 

Junior Command Course and incompliance the appellant 
marked his attendance at Hayatabad Peshawar on 

08/08/2016. The respondent#?^ handed over the charge of 
CTD Range, Dera Ismail Khan to the one DSP Abdul Rauf 
Khan. In the above eventualities, the post of (SP, CTD) the 

appellant remained under the dual charge of DSP Abdul 

Rauf Khan for more than 03 months. Copies of 2^^ junior 

command course are annexed as Annexure-D.

g-

That the respondents issued adverse remarks in conflicting 

with the true and real facts enumerated above for the 

period the appellant actually remained in command as SP, 
CTD and showed meritorious results towards the 

department.

h.

That vide impugned . DO no. S/7198/2017 dated 

02/11/2017, adverse remarks for the period from the 

period 05/05/2016 to 31/12/2016 were impressed against 
the appellant but that were communicated to the appellant 
at belated stage vide impugned order. Pertinent to 

mention here that according to the law/rules there must 
be some stages i.e. in advisory nature before issuing 

adverse remarks but act of the respondents is entirely 

against the law and procedure.

j
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That the administration of justice requires that when a 

specific act is required to be done in a manner, then that 

act should be done in that manner but the respondents 

went beyond and in sheer violation of this basic principle 

of administration of justice.

J-

That the remarks against the appellant are baseless rather 

the appellant executed his plan and task with full 
investment of his energies and experience in the field.

k.

That the appellant always showed keen interest towards 

his duties which is as evident from the entire service life of 
the appellant.

1.

That the impugned remarks being contrary to law, rules 

and regulations ab initio, do not warrant to be recorded in 

his Character Roll Dossier in light of the principles as laid 

down by the Honourable Superior Courts and Tribunals.

m.

That appeal of the appellant is duly supported by law and 

rules formulated there under, besides the 

affirmation/affidavit annexed hereto.

n.

That this honourable Tribunal has ample powers to 

adjudge the matter under reference per prayer made 

hereby.

0.

VJ
That counsel for the appellant may graciously be allowed 

to add to the grounds, on facts and on law as well, during 

the course of arguments, if needed be.

P-

In wake of the forgiven facts and grounds, it is 

requested that by setting aside impugned DO 

S/7198/2017 dated 02/11/2017 and by expunging 

the impugned remarks/orders of respondent no. 1 

& 3, declaring same as ultra virus, nuliity in iaw 

and of no consequence on the rights of the

no.
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appellant^ to kindly direct the respondents to desist 

from placing same on the service records of the 

appeilant or in aiternative to remove the same from 

the said record if aiready so piaced.
Any other relief deemed appropriate in circumstances of 
the case may also be allowed in favour of appellant in the 

large interest of justice.

0^703/2018 Your humble appellant

K-
Amanullah Khan
Through counsel'

Muhammd^Abdullah
Advocate HigITCourt 
Dera Ismail Khan

i

B
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUAL
PESHAWAR

In service Appeal No. 72018

Amanullah Khan 
(Appellant)

VERSUS PPO KPK etc
(Respondents)

CERTIFICATE

Certified that appellant have not filed an appeal regarding 
the subject controversy, earlier in this august Tribunal.

Dated /03/2018

Appellant

NOTE
Appeal with annexure along-with required sets thereof are being 
presented in separate file covers. ^

j2SV03/2018 Appel couns'

y
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUAL

PESHAWAR

In service Appeal No. /2018

Amarpullah Khan
(Appellant)

VERSUS PPO KPK etc
(Respondents^

!

AFFIDAVIT

I, Amanullah Khan, appellant herein, do hereby 

solemnly affirm on oath

That the accompanying appeal has been drafted by counsel 

following our instructions;

That aji para-wise contents of the appeal are true and correct
1

to the best of my knowledge, belief and information;

That nothing has been deliberately concealed from this 

Honourable Court, nor anything contained therein, based
I

exaggeration or distortion of facts.

1.

2.

3.

on

/03/2018

DEPONENT

Identified By:-

Mdhammad Ab
Aovocate High C

h Baloch \
•urt,

1,
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PESHAWAR
In Service Appeal No.

Amanullah khan 
(AppcHant) ■

/2018

VERSUS PPO KPKetc 
(Respondents)

ADDRESSES OF THE PARTIES

Amanullah Khan son of Ghareeb Nawaz r/o village kot

Daimg P.O Kot Adil, Tehsil & District Bannu, presently

Posted as Acting SP, FRP, Dera Ismail Khan.

RESPONDENTS:-

1. Provincial Police: officer, (IGP), Khyber Pakhtun Khwa Central Police Office, 

Peshawar.

2. Deputy Inspector General of Police, C T D, Khyber Pakhtun Khwa, Peshawar

3. Deputy Inspector General of Police, Head quarters, Central Police Office, 

Peshawar. , ■

(Respondents)

7 03/2018



KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA, PESHAWAR

dt:.
ADVERSE REMARKSSubject;-

Your PER for the period from 05.05.2016 to 31.12.2016 contains the following 

Adverse Remarks which are being.communicated to you:-

Renorting Officer Remarks

Remarks;-

“He has a slow approach towards his tasks with interest he could deliver more. Usually is 
not able to plan and execute as required under the circumstances.

“A quite man. Does not create situations but has a lack of interest in his approach toward 
duty”.

7. Fitness of nromotion
(iii) Not yet fit for promotion

2"*' Countersigning Officer Remarks (IGP/Khyber Pakhtunkhwa).

”Yes”

“His working may be just average in CTD.

1 don’t about. Remarks of Reporting officer need to be taken as “Adverse”.
• ♦

^ ^ *

I am directed to convey you the above remarks to remedy the defects. 

Representation if made should be sent not later than one month from the date of receipt of this 

communication.

Please ack: receipt of this letter by affixing your signature on the duplicate copy 

which should be returned for placing in your Character Roil Dossier.
C~'

DIG/HQrs:
For Inspector General of Police,

MR. AmanuHah Khan,
Deputy Supdt: of Police 
Now Acting SP FRP, DIKhaii
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♦♦ ♦o ♦«

♦♦

•fr
«♦

♦♦
; ♦♦

u^Ui.G.P^I^jjyjvUAdverse remarksJy^i/-'
* **

;u);jJd^-02/11/2017^VDO. No. S/7198/2017.

Reporting Officer Remarks:-

He has slow approach towards, its tasks with interest he could 

deliver more, usually is not able to plan and execute as required

under the Circumstances.

"A quite man does not create sitiuations but has a lack of interest in 

his approach towards duty"

Fitness of Promotion:

"Yes"iii) not yet fit for promotion

Countersigning officer remarks (IGP/KPK)

"His working may be just average in CTD.

I don't about, remarks of Reporting office need to be taken ad

"adverse".

y IJL^ S P, CTD Zl
•'IT* . * *■

JX '-/vAk 05/05/2016

flJ/^Monthly MeetingL^ycJL^^^ckitvjivLu^

CTD^^UDIGu^C>

18/07/2016 ^Vr*7218-23/OASi, CTD,,Peshawar

yr

Replace

ofr cjf,,. r- "1
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iJ»I/d b^lil/^ ) l/(-^ l3

t-

' ■ kf^-Operation Staff jii/C
/

■u
24Terrorism:

Extortion:

Kdnapping for Ransom:

Cases registered in thearea 

of jurisdiction
03

03

54
Number of search and strike

operations____ _______ _

Action against Terrorists
09Arrested:

.Killed in Action: 10

04Arrested:

Killed in Action:
Action against Extortionists

NIL

01 •Arrested:

Killed in Action; 

Kidnapers Recovered:

Action against Kidnappers
NIL

02

02Arrested:

Killed in Action:
Action against Proclaimed 

Offenders
NIL .

Investigation Staff^ji

24Terrorisim:

Extortion:

Kidnapping for Ransom: 

Murder:

Robbery / Dacoity

Cases Investigation
03 :

■ 03

0

NIL

• 07Terrorisim:

Extortion:

Kidnapping for Ransom: 

Murder:

Robbery / Dacoity____

Cases Traced
02

. .01

NIL

NIL

!p=:
I
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NILTerrorisim:
Extortion;

Kidnapping for Ransom; 

Murder;

convictedAccused persons
NIL

NIL

NIL

NILRobbery / Dacoity

2nd Junior Command

j/j/U 08/08/2016
_b Jrcj- CTD ^UDlG^t, DSP vfe Dual Charge

(J'^-Coi-d^Dual charge JPCtiXDr"^''drlud ;(

..V

Crudr,i.lu/ui>-d^i2:i^riAdverse remarks

r

107"
remarksL-uX^'^'*^’jldLt3:X'b^ Adverse

•*!y*

Adverse rernerks>iy{?^y«^
u/.us!f.^4-®k/7ii^^^'>-dsb'AuK'.42>rJ/iec^

' (

• ♦*

-L/t

^ Jijh jr/JuX &■■ lib 6uj U e-x -rA'^
U11/pV Adverse remarks

js\ # •

-c&

,, -Acting SP, FRP

'dSD' p_Js^lJe

,/1'l/20'l7^vy‘
DlKhaniiJl^>l(ld'<lA

X

lir xf s.g'>‘"V
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FAX NO. :-I

Qm&
he;'eby_ordered'!l"C'

Nam© & Rofji^ j~~""

'^bdU Ghani , cTnnrk'^"^ ~-' — __

are
e of fhis Uni>Is/No. effect and till further order.

From
To

-dc~ -do- \SI Alloh Dad •do- -do-Khan J^ sf SI Allah Nowza
Khan ___
SI Allah Wasaya

-do- “dc-

sTi/ -do- • -do-

$1 FqzIu Rahman6 /• -do- -do-

7 / SI Ghulam Farid -do-•do-

-do-S1 Ghulam 
Qozim
SI Jan
Muhammad

-do-8 v/
-do--do-9 u/

-dc--do-SI Ameer 
Abdullah

CTD Kohat RegionSi Muhammad 
Romzqn

-do­ll

51 Muhamm:ad 
Tariq

’do--do-

SI Mushtaq 
Ahmad

13 -do- -do-

SI Shoh Nodar14/ -do- -do-

15 / SlShomaJan -do- -do-

16 SI Yoqoob Khan -do- -do-

•Sl Zafar All Shah -do- -do-

18 Si Zultat Aii Shah CTD Kohat Region CTD Dl Khan Region

19 Si Gu! Faraz -do- -do-

20 SI Mgftah ud din -do- -do-

21 Si Zard AH do- -do-
22 SI Izhar All -do- -do-

23 SI Hasham Khan -do- -do-

24 Si Mehboob ' -do- -do-
ullah\



FAX ND. :
' S! Raheem Khon 19 Jill. 2016 08:37AM P2 

-do- !I CTD Bannu Region j
26 SI Gul Shehzad' -do- -do-
27 SI Hati Khan -do- ‘dp-

• •?**

28 SI Gu! Salon “do- -ao-
29 Si Sonullah -do -do'
30 SI Muhammad

_Aya2_________
SI Azad Khan

SI Meer All

SI Gul Ameer

-do- -00-

31 -do- -do-
32 -do- -do-
33 -do- -do-

Sl FazI Raheem -do- -do-

r:
V^DYMnlAN SAEFO AHMAD)PSP 

For AddI; Inspector General of Police 
CTD, Khyber Pakhtunkhwe 

Peshawar.
No. 7«.?/4?-.?J/0ASI/CTD Peshawar.

<=;? .2014

Copy of above is forwarded for information to thQ-
7 s, '7^ 1""°! PakhfunkhwQ Peshawar
2. Superintendent of Police CTD Hqrs Peshawar.
3. Superintendent of Police CTD Dl Khon Region
4. Superintendent of Police CTD Kohat Region,
C superintendent of Police CTD Bonnu Region,
6. All officer Concern.

1. AddI:

5.

<K ’

&

i>:r!

Sc-T.l)
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GENERAL OF POLICE ' 
Khyber Pakhtunkliwa 

Central Police Office, Peshawar
ITrg:

F
INSP

Addendum / Corrigendum
/2016DatedAddI; Inspecior General of Police,

In Khyber Pakhtuiikhwa.
Commandant,
I'RP, Khyber Pakhtimkhwa.
Dy; Inspector General of Police,
In Kliybcr Pakhiunkhwa.
Capital City Police Ufticer, Peshawar,
Deputy Inspector General of Police,
Tratlic, Enquiry & Inspection, Tele, Khyber Pakhtmikhwa. 
Chief Security t.lfticer, to CM, CM Secretariat Peshawar. 
Director,
A.C.li, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.
DSP, PQR, Peshawar.

All
»91.92U268The

IIS'All '.•xH''
/fj/ M.The ?( ;-:c'..... : \

The
\ in,.„

S.The •V.

The

The

2^^ .lUNlOR COMMAND COURSE.ff'Subject; 
‘ Memo:

The following amendment is hereby made in this office letter No. 5001*22 / Trg dated 13.07.2016 as 
decision of tlic competent ainlioriiy 2'“’ Junioi Cummand Course per senior most DSPs of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police manda 
for promotion to the rank of SH which was scltecliiled at Pakistan Provincial Service Academy, University Town Peshawar 1 

Angust, 2016 js hereby rescheduled and will be commenced from Monday 08.0^,2016. ‘
Moreover, the names of the following DSPs are hereby dropped due to the i-eason as noted against each as

order of the competent authority.

Reason for with drawl of naote
Place under .snspertsioit_______
Being overnRe und pooi' health 
Pniceeding forHajj 2016 ____

rSamc of orficer_
Muhammad Nawaz
Mr. Sajid Ali____
Mr. .laved Khan

Pment po.sting_______
DSP PQR____
DSP, I'RP Peshawar_____
T)SP awaiting PosiiOK CPO

2
3

The following DSPs are hereby selected In place of the above DSPs for the subject course commencing 1
08.08.2016.__________________
S# TName of Officer ___

Mr. Sliahyada Kokab Faronq
___ Mr. Arif Javed _

2 I Ml'. Anvdix (jiiuh

Present Posting_________ _______
Acting SP Inv. Npwshera____ ______
ActmgjjP KJF____ _________
Acting SP (.' fP, Oybei Pakhhmldpva

I
2

All nominees will re|X)it to Pakistan Provincial Services Acndemy, University Town Peshawar on 07'’’ Au3

2016 positively.

{SHAHZAD ASLAM S »niQUl)P.SP 
Dy: Inspector Genlral of Police,

Training;
Khyber Pakhiunkhwjij ' \cy biK..

u.j^. .. .

Sc-loKla''

__ ^/Trg

Copy of above is forwarded for informatioit and necessary action to tlic:*
1. Additional Inspector Cienentl of Police, HQrs, Khyl.>er Pakhtunkhwa.
2. Deputy Inspector General of Police, HQrs, Khybov Pakhtunkhwa w/r to his office lett< . 

73i/SE-l dated 21,07.2016 & 746/SE-l dated 26.07.2016. (With the request to sent! dcti 
participants, i.e. CNIC, Contact IVo. & Mailing Address for onward submission i 
quarter concerned)
PSO to TGP Khyber Pakhlunkhwa,

4. Assistant Direclor, Pakistan Provincial Services, Academy, University town Peshawar w.'r 
- ofTice Icner No. PI’SA/TK(i/2-.lCC/142 dated 2a.07.2016.( The remaining requirer 

infurmatlon will be sent shortly).

(SHAHZAD ASLAM S1DDIQUI)PSP j
Dy: TnspecUir General nfPoUce, . '

i'rnining
Khyber Pakiuunkbwa, Peshawar ;



$
Form The Superintendent of Police, 

CTD,Range DIKhan.

The Addl: Inspector General of Police 
CTD, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.

';V

To

No /CTD dated /2016

Subject T JUNIOR COMMAND COIJRSR

Memo.
Kindly refer to Provincial Police officer No. 5530-47/Trg dated 

26.07.2016& and your office Dy: No 4794 dated 27.07.2016

The undersign has been selected/nominated for the subject cited 

. In absence of the. undersigned Muhammad Rauf Khan DSP CTD DIKhan will 
look after the work of CTD Range, DIKhan w.e.ftom 04.08,2016 afternoon please.

course

(AMAN ULLAH KHAN) 
Superintendent of Police, 

CTD, Range DIKhan
J^/CTD: r:

Copy of above is submitted to the:-
Deputy Inspector General of Police, DIKhan Region, for information please.

2. District Police Officer, Dera Ismail Khan for information Please
3. DSP CTD DIKhan.

1.

K
(AMAN ULLAH KHAN) 
Superintendent of Police, 

CTD, Range DIKhan
■V

€
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I ' From:- The Superintendent of Police, 
C.T.D, DIKhan Range 
DlKhan.

j

The Addl: Inspector General of Police, 
C.T.D Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 
Peshawar.

To: ■

yCTD dated DIKhan Ihe li I il /2016No.

Subject; ,- : 2^0 JUNIOR COMMAND COURSE
Memo:-

Kindly refer to this office memo. No. 1462/CTD/DlKhan dated
04.08.2016.

It is submitted that after completion of subject cited course I 
returned, back , and joined my duties as SP/CTD/DlKhan from today 

11,11.2016 forenoon.
Submitted please.'

• \
Superintendent of Police

CTD Dera Ismail Khan Range

ICJD
i

Copies of above submitted for favour information to the:- 
, 1. Regional Police officer DIKhan.

2. District Police Officer DIKhan & Tank
3. DSP CTD DIKhan

i

.!■

^ i\)y6 oSuperintendent of Police
CTD Dera Ismail Khan Rango

I

: yS'’

.1 -

/
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BEFORE THE HQNORABEL SERVICE TRIBUANL, KHYBER
- i PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No.343/2018
Aman Ullah Khan (Appellant)

Versus

PPO Khyber Pakhtunkhwa & others

PARAWISE COMMENTS ON BEHALF OF RESPONDENTS NO. 01 to 03

(Respondents)

Respectfully sheweth;

PRELIMINARY OBJECTIONS;-
That the appeal is not maintainable in the eyes of law.

That the appellant is stopped due to his own conduct to file this appeal.

That the appellant has got no cause of action and locus standi to file instant appeal. 

That the appellant has not come to the Tribunal with clean hands and has 

suppressed all relevant facts.

That the appeal is bad for misjoinder/non-joinder of necessary parties.

That the appeal is badly time barred and the appellant has concealed the material 

facts form Honorable Tribunal.

That the Honorable Service Tribunal has no jurisdiction to entertain the instant 

appeal on its present form.

That proceeding with the instant appeal would be a futile exercise and just wastage 

of the precious time of this Honorable Tribunal.

That as stated in the objections supra, the appeal is bereft of cause of action and is 

liable for dismissal.

1.

2.

3'.

4.

5.

6.

7.

8.

9.

REPLY ON FACTS

1. This Para is correct to the extent of induction of the appellant into Police Service 

on merit on the recommendation of Public Service Commission while the rest of 

the Para is pertained to his service record.

This Para is Correct to the extent that the Respondent No. 02 is the Reporting 

officer of the Appellant and Respondent No. 01 as counter signing officer for the 

purpose of impugned ACR in the light of existing rules.

This Para is correct to the extent that the Respondent No. 02 has recorded adverse 

remarks in respect of working of the Appellant and the same was conveyed as per 

rules and policy.

This Para is correct to the extent that the appellant filed departmental appeal. The 

same was examined, considered and filed by the competent authority. Copy 

Annexure “A”.

2.

3.

4.



'>5-->5

t-
That the Appellant has no locus standi to file the instant service appeal in absence 

of final order; therefore, he cannot invoke the jurisdiction of this Tribunal u/s 4 of 

KP Service Tribunal Act.

5.>:

REPLY ON GROUNDS

This Para is incorrect and not admitted. The remarks were recorded in light of the 

performance of the Appellant that his working may be just average in CTD and 

not fit for promotion.
v;____________ _______________

This Para is incorrect and not admitted. The Appellant has slow approach, towards 

its tasks with disinterests and could not deliver more, usually not able to plan and 

execute as required under circumstances.

This Para is also incorrect and not admitted. The Appellant failed to deliver the

desired result up to mark performance/ standards as he has no experience in

handling issues of CTD. The act of the respondents is quite legal, justified,

bonafide, based on real legal facts and in the interest of department.

This Para is not correct. The performance of the appellant was not satisfactory;

hence, he was properly conveyed with the adverse remarks. Therefore, the stance
------------------------------------------------ ------------------

of the Appellant is having no truth and is totally false and fictitious.

This Para is also incorrect. Competent Authority after fulfilling all legal and codal

formalities filed the representation of the Appellant, therefore, he has got no cause

of action of locus standi to file instant appeal for his grievances.

Incorrect. The appellant failed to deliver the desired result upto mark performance.
Pertains to record.

Incorrect. The performance of appellant was not satisfactory and failed to deliver 

desired result.

Incorrect. The adverse remarks pertain to his poor performance during posting as 

SP CTD and respondent No. 02 being supervisory officer was in best position to 

judge his performance.

Incorrect. The act of respondent was in accordance with law and rules.

Incorrect. As stated, in Para B,C & D above.

Incorrect. As stated above.

Incorrect. The adverse remarks were in accordance with law and rules.

This Para is incorrect. This instant appeal is not warranted under the law on any 

ground whatsoever an is liable to rejections on this single score.

Incorrect. The appellant has been dealt with in accordance with law and Rules and 

this instant appeal is not maintainable being meritless.

The respondent also seeks leave of the Honorable Court to advance additional 
grounds at the time of arguments.

a.

b.

c.

d.

e.

f.

g-
h.

1.

J-
k.

1.

m.
n.

0.

P-
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■ f PRAYER

It is, therefore, rnost humbly prayed that on acceptance of instant Para-wise 

comments, the Appeal of the Appellant being devoid of Legal footings and merits 

may graciously be dismissed.

Inspector General of Police
Khyber Pakhtunkh^a 

Peshawar.
(Respondent No. 01)

V.
Deputy InspeetoK General^ofPolice

CTD Khyber Pakbttmkhwa 
Pesljaf^r.

(Respofident No. 02):

ty Tnspeetor General of Police
HQrs:Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 

Peshawar.
(Respondent No. 03)

bi
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BEFORE THE HONOURABLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL, 

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA. PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No. 348/2018

(Appellant)Aman U1 ah Khan

Versus

Provincial Police Officer and others (Respondents)

COUNTER AFFIDAVIT ON BEHALF OF RESPONDENTS

We, the respondents do hereby solemnly affirm and declare on oath 

that the contents, of Comments/Written reply to Appeal are true & correct to the 

best of our knowledge and nothing has been concealed from this Honourable 

: Tribunal

Inspector General of Police,
Khyber Pakhtun^wa, Peshawar 

(Respondent No. 1)

S /I

General of Police,
Peshawar

0.2)

Deputy Inspect
CTD, Khyber rakl^unkh 

(Respondent^

Inspetfor General of Police,
HQrs, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar 

(Respondent No.3)
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BEFORE THE HONOURABLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL, 

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA. PESHAWAR.
t

Service Appeal No. 348/2018

' Aman UI ah Khan (Appellant)

Versus

Provincia Police Officer and others (Respondents)

A U T H O R I T Y

I We, the respondents do hereby authorised Inspector/Legal, DIKhan 

■ to appear before the Service Tribunal Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar, on our 

. behalf. He is also authorised to produce/ withdraw any application or documents 

’ in the interest of Respondents and the Police Department.

Inspector General of Police,
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar 

(Respondent No. 1)1

i

Depu
CTD, Khyber Pal

pector General of Police,
nkhwa, Peshawar

(R^s^ndent No.2)

i ..Deputy Inspector General of Police,
HQrsTKHyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar 

(Respondent No.3)

a ,/.
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KHYBEEvFAKHTUNICHWA, PESHAWAR

D.O. NO.^':ZZf£,

Subjecl::- ADVERSE REMARKS

. ^ . Your PER for the period from>(L5J)5 JOJ 6 to 31.12.2016 contain. fh<. fAll^,.,;ng
Adverse Remarks which are being communicated to yoii:-

Rcportiiie Officer Remarks

Remarks
r

He has a slow approach towards his tasks with' interest he could deliver 
not able to plan and o?£:ecute as required under the circumstances.

interest in his approach toxVard

7, Fitness of nromotinn

(iii) Not yebfif for promotion
rj!Cou:ntersjgnina.Omcer Renia'rlts flGP/Khvber Pal.htunkliwaV

“His working may be just average ih'CTD.

I don’t about. Remarks of Reporting officer need to be taken

. <c

more. Usually is

”Yes”

i-- as “Adverse”.
****

I am directed to 

Representalidii if made should be
convey you tlie above reiiiarks to remedy the defects, 

sent-not later than one month from the date of receipt of this
communication.

Please ack: receipt of ljtis letter by alTixing y 

which should be returned for placing in youi'Character Roll' Dossier.
signature on the duplicate copyour

■ST'

DIG/HQrs:
For lnspector General of Police, 
Khyber Pa‘khtunkhwa, Pesh'awarX &

MR. Amanulhih Kh^m^ 
Deputy Supdt: of Police 
Now Acting SP FRP, DfKhan

N '
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w^ULG.P^lf*oj/ii^UAdverse remarksJy^i/- 

■JjJ^'02/'\M20M^jyDO_ Nd. S/7198/2017. .

RetP'ortinq Officer Remarks:- ^ .

He has slow approach towards, its tasks with interest he oould' 

deliver mote, usually is not able to plan and execute.as required 

-under the Circumstances.

"A quite man does npt create sitiuations but :has a lack of interest in ' . ■

his approach towards duty"

Fitness of Promotion:

iii) not yet fit for promotion, "Yes"

epuntersigninq officer remarks (IGP/KPK)

"His working may be just average in CTD.

I don’t about, remarks of Reporting office need to, be taken ad 

"adverse". ’

V

bM y ^ s p

.(/Monthly

—lYit i:/Jl I,

ci<// U D IG_

p, ciD j:H

A

CTD,^b DIGvl^ ' 

< (-Y- (Y If jU / F^eplace \/f

f-r \

18/07/2016 7218-23/OASI, CTD, ,Peshawar/J//r/l-

c-fl &
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' -.J:^-Operation
y

24-Terrorism;Cases registered in thearea 

of jurisdiction 03Extortion:
V •

03 ,Kdnapping-for Ransom:

54-Number of search and strike 

operations '
\

09Arrested;Action against Terrorists
10 •Killed in Action:

04Arrested:Action against Extortionists
N-ILKilled in Action:

01Arrested:

• Killed in Action;

Kidnapers Recovered:

Action against Kidnappers
NIL.

02&

02Arrested:Actioii against Proclaimed 

Offenders NIL .Killed in Action:

Investigation Staff

24Terrorisim:Cases investigation
03Extortion:

Kidnapping for Ransom: 

Murder: ■

Robbery / .Dacoity

03

10
fv

NIL

07Terrorisim:Cases Traced
02Extortion:

01Kidnapping for Ransom:

NILMurder;

NILRobbery / Dacoity

/
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IM
NILTerrorisim:

Extortion;.

Kidnapping for Ransom: 

Murder;

Accused persons convicted
•NIL

NIL

NIL!
>

NILRobbery / Dacoity

Command Course AJ&- ^jy<- ^

T^U Select^^

ii

i'

2nd Junior

vji l5> 08/08/2016 AI
CTD^UDIG^t-/dl^-i^^l^DSP^t>Dual Charge ■.

Adverse remarkscJ; o!*. I £> t ^

■ £l-yrf L^ o> i, (31 ^ i-l/i 'i£y^/i > tf>r^
CTDwi:>>/>(3'iL/;-i^

.:y

.b'LL();.^'b^Adverse remarksJlu^UDlG

JO>'

{ ■

Adverse

• ••

2^1/P^u^UJy^Tcr^XAdverse remarksdri'i-^lpl

.Ur♦«

jui jr/i3b^ir£^^uL'^^j>2rv I oU,;.3l U(/
* 7

'(J.yjy c^L lT Adverse remarks

oip/11/2017
^ V -Acting SP, FRP, DlKhantJl^^fiJlj/^^ 

aj ao\vv'^> ;
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I KHYBER I’AKl ri i;NK.\V.-\ SERVICE TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR

/a-4-No. ? S 2- /5T Dated /2019

To,

Deputy Inspector General of Police, 
Head Quarters, CPO, Peshawar.

SUBJECT:- ORDER IN APPEAL NO. 343/2018. AMANULLAH KHAN VS GOVT.

I am directed to forward herewith a certified copy of Order/Judgment dated 

26.03.2019 passed by this Tribunal on the above subject for strict compliance.

Enel: As above
\

REGISRARf
KHYBER PAKHTUNTKHWA 

SERVICE TRIBUNAL 
PESHAWAR

H


