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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR
AT CAMP COURT. SWAT

Service Appeal No. 615/20181%<
Date of Institution 

Date of Decision ...
27.04.2018
01.03.2021

Wali Muhammad S/0 Akhtar Biland R/0 Hayatabad, Lelawnai, 

Tehsil Alpurai, District Shangla.

(Appellant)
VERSUS

Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary Home & 

Tribal Affairs at Peshawar and four others.

(Respondents)

Asghar All, 
Advocate ... For appellant.

Riaz Khan Paindakheil, 
Assistant Advocate General For respondents.

ROZINA REHMAN 

MIAN MUHAMMAD
MEMBER (J) 

MEMBER (E)

JUDGMENT

ROZINA REHMAN, MEMBER Appellant was a Constable in the 

Police Department. He was compulsory retired from service vide order 

dated 18.08.2017. It is the legality and validity of this order which has 

been-Challenged by him in the present service appeal filed U/S 4 of 

the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Act, 1974.



2

r 2. The relevant facts leading to filing of the instant appeal are

that the appellant was appointed as Constable in Provincial Police

\ Khyber Pakhtunkwa on 14.07.1996 In District Shangla. He served at

District Scrutiny Branch for about 14/15 years. An F.I.R No. 88 was

lodged against the appellant and on the basis of the said F.I.R, he

was terminated from service but his appeal was accepted and he was

reinstated. Different complaints were filed against him, therefore, he

was proceeded against departmentally and later on, compulsory 

retired. Being aggrieved, he filed departmental appeal which was 

dismissed. He then filed a Revision which was not responded to, 

therefore, service appeal was filed but during pendency of service

appeal, revision was also dismissed, therefore, amendment was

sought and accordingly amended service appeal was filed.

3. We have heard Mr. Asghar All Advocate for appellant and Mr.

Riaz Khan Paindakheil learned Assistant Advocate General for the

respondents and have gone through the record and the proceedings 

of the case in minute particulars.

Mr. Asghar Ali Advocate learned counsel appearing on behalf 

of the appellant, inter-alia, contended that appellant served at District 

Scrutiny Branch of the Provincial Police for so many years and due to 

nature of duty i.e. providing intelligence information against militants 

and criminals, false cases had been registered against the appellant. 

That different cases were registered against him and all the cases 

which have been made base for the compulsory retirement, were

4.
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false. Learned counsel further contended that appellant has been

acquitted in the said cases. He submitted that the respondents have 

admitted efficiency and dutifulness of the appellant during the era of 

militancy. He submitted that it is cardinal principle of natural justice 

and statutory requirement that before proceeding against any civil

servant, who has been appointed after due process of law, proper

inquiry is to be initiated against the civil servant, but no such legal

procedure was followed by the respondents in the present case and

no opportunity of hearing was provided to the appellant. In support of

his contention, the learned counsel relied on the rule laid down in the

following cases:

(i) 2001 SCMR 269 [Supreme Court of Pakistan] Atta Ullah

Sheikh vs. WAPDA and others.

(ii) 2002 SCMR 57 [Supreme Court of Pakistan] Rashid

Mehmood Vs. Additional Inspector General of Police and 2

others.

(iii) PLD 2003 Supreme Court 187 Shams-ud-Din Khawaja Vs.

Government of Pakistan through Secretary Establishment,

Islamabad and 2 others.

5. Conversely, learned A.A.G argued that many complaints were

filed against the appellant and he was terminated on the basis of

factual crime committed by him. He argued that the appellant was 

compulsory retired from service on the basis of inquiry report which

Inquiry was properly conducted in accordance with law and that



4w
fV''
li

proper show cause notice and statement of allegations were issued 

where-after he was recommended for major punishment but keeping 

in view his long service, penalty of compulsory retirement from

service was imposed upon him. He submitted that the appellant 

signed his pension papers and received gratuity amount from the

treasury and his service record has now been closed.

6. Perusal of record would reveal that being involved in F.I.R 

No.88 dated 19.03.2014, the appellant was suspended and proceeded 

against departmentally, where-after, he was dismissed from service

vide order dated 09.05.2014 of District Police Officer Shangla. He 

preferred departmental appeal and vide order dated 12.08.2015 of

Inspector General of Police Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar, he was 

reinstated into service. Different F.I.Rs were later on lodged against 

the present appellant. Detail whereof is given below:

Sr.# Case FIR No., u/s, date and PS

01 Case FIR No.l89 dated 20.04.2005 u/s 186/147/149 PPC PS Alpuri

02 Case FIRNo.32 dated 17.02.2007 u/s 447/427/34 PPC PS Alpuri

03 Case FIR No.237 dated 04.09.2009 u/s 341 PPC PS Alpuri

04 Case FIR No.88 dated 19.03.2014 u/s 506 PPC PS Alpuri

05 Case FIRNo.104 dated 10.04.2015 u/s 386/387/452/341 PPC PS Alpuri

06 Case FIR No.575 dated 3012.2016 u/s 173 Mining Act PS Alpuri 

Case FIR No.405 dated 25.04.2017 u/s 419/420/468 PPC PS Mingora07

From the record, it is evident that complaints were filed against 

appellant by different persons, therefore, he was suspended and

7.
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proceeded against departmentally. He was served with charge sheet 

and statement of allegations in accordance with law. Enquiry Officer 

was appointed, who conducted proper departmental inquiry. Final 

show cause notice was also served upon him. As per record, different 

persons submitted affidavits during enquiry proceedings regarding his 

involvement in various types of illegal activities. It was also recorded 

that appellant remained involved in earning money from innocent 

peoples through illegal means. He was charged in Seven Criminal, 

Eleven Forest cases and one case under Mining Act. As per Police 

Rules, no Police officer shall engage in any trade, whereas, the 

present appellant remained involved in the business of Chromites and

Mining. His service record is replete with bad entries. This is one

aspect of the matter.

8. The second is that he has signed his pension papers and has 

received gratuity amount from the treasury. His service record has

been closed.

9. In view of the foregoing reasons, the instant appeal being 

devoid of any merits, stands dismissed. No order as to costs. File be

consigned to the record room.

:7ANNOUNCED.
01.03.2021/

(RozipdRehman) 
/Memb^ (J) 

C^mp Cour\ Swat

(Mian Muhammad] 
Member (E) 

Camp Court, Swat



Service Appeal No. 615/2018cit
Date of
order/
proceedings

S.No Order or other proceedings with signature of Judge or Magistrate 

and that of parties where necessary.

1 2 3

Present.01.03.2021

Asghar Ali, 
Advocate

For appellant

Riaz Khan Paindakhel, 
Assistant Advocate General For respondents

Vide our detailed judgment of today of this Tribunal placed 

on file, the instant appeal being devoid of any merits, stands 

dismissed. No order as to costs. File be consigned to the record 

room.

ANNOUNCED.
01.03.2021

(Rozipa Rehman) 
^mb^(J) 

Camp Court^wat
(Mian Muhammad) 

Member (E) 
Camp Court, Swat
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-/ .202^ Due to C0VID19, the case is adjourned to 

Zy_3 /202i for the same as before.
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Neither the appellant nor her counsel is present. Mr. 

Usman, Ghani, District Attorney alongwith Mr. Muhammad 

Abbas Inspector for respondents present.

06.10.2020

/

Arguments could not be heard due to strike of the District 

Bar Association, Swat.

Adjourned to 02.11.2020 for arguments before D.B at
r.camp C0un^wat. /1h

■' v:\

\
\ (Mjan Muhammad) 

]^mber(E) \ .;
(Muhammad Jamal Khan) 

Member
Camp Court Swat

1

;
V
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02.11;2020 - Nemo for appellant.

Muhammad Jan learned Deputy District Attorney for 

respondents present.

Lawyers are on general strike, therefore, case is 

adjourned to 04.01.2021 for arguments, before D.B at Camp 

Court, Swat.

(Atiq ur Rehman Wazir) 
Member(E)

Camp Court, Swat

(Rozina Rehman) 
Member (J) 

Camp Court, Swat

,\

A
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Appellant with counsel present. Mr. Riaz Paindakheil 

learned Assistant Advocate General alongwith Muhammad'\
Abbas Inspector present and submitted writterr 

reply/comments. Adjourn. To come up for rejoinder if any 

and arguments on 08.04.2020 before D.B at Gamp Court, 

Swat.

04.03.2020

I

Timber
Camp Court, Swat.

\

^3

Due to Covid-19, the case is adjourned. To come up for the 

same on 0^.0^.2020, at camp court Swat.

03.06.2020

er
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Appellant in person and Mr. iliaz, Ahmad 

Paindakheil, Assistant AG alongwith Mr. Muhammad 

Abbas, Inspector for the respondents present. Written 

reply on amended appeal on behalf of respondents not 
submitted. Representative of the department requested 

for further adjournment. Adjourned to 04.02.2020 for 

written reply/comments on amende^,appeal before S.B at 

Camp Court Swat.

08.01.2020
\

t \%
I

(
I

i
A (

r;

(Muhammad Amin Khan Kimdi] 
Member

Camp Court Swat

l

I

s

04.02.2020 Appellant in person present. Written reply on amended 

appeal not submitted. .Muhammad Abbas Inspector 

representative of respondent department present and seeks 

time to furnish reply. Granted. To come up for written 

reply/comments on amended appeal on 04.03.2020 before 

S.B at Camp Court, Swat.

\

I

her
Camp Court, Swat.

I

\

I
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Service Appeal No. 615/2018 ^ . •; J'

Counsel for the ' appellant • and Mr. Riaz Ahmad05.11.2019
■■ ■:/

'l^eadPaindakheil, Assistant, AG. alpngwith Mr. Asghar Khan, 

Constable for the respondents present. Learned counsel for the 

appellant stated at the bar that after decision of departmental

r

?

authority, the appellant fildd revision petition on 15.02.2018 but 

the same was not decided within the stipulated period therefore, 

the appellant filed service appeal on 27.04.2018. It was further

stated that after institution of the present service appeal, the 

revisional authority has decided the revision petition under rule- 

11-A of Police Rules, 1975 on 04.05.2018 therefore, requested 

that the appellant may. be allowed to challenge the same through 

amendment in service appeal. The request of learned counsel for 

the appellant appear to be genuine, hence, the appellant is allowed 

to challenge the revisional authority order dated 04.05.2018 

through amendment in service appeal. Case to come up for 

amended appeal on 04.12.2019 before S.B at Camp Court Swat.

/
!

<
(Hussain Shah) 

Member
Camp Court Swat

(M. AmmiChan Kundi) 
Member

Camp Court Swat

Appellant in person present. Mr. Riaz Paindakheil learned 

Assistant Advocate General alongvvith Azhar Khan H.C 

I'epresentative of the respondent department present. Appellant 

submitted amended appeal, placed on file and copy of the same 

given to learned AAG. Adjourn. To come up for reply on amended 

appeal on 08.01.2020 before S.B at Camp Court, Swat.

04.12.2019

Member
Camp Court, Swat
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Kliyher f--.
L/Js ,3Service Appeal No. of 2018

.i3/;v,,

Wali Muhammad S/o Akhtar Biland R/o Hayatabad, Lelawnai, 

Tehsil Alpural District Shangla.

ij’ait'ii

... Appeltants

VERSUS
m

1. Government of Khyber Pakhtunkwa through Secretary Home 

and Tribal Affairs at Peshawar.

''2. Inspector General cf Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa at 

Peshawar.

3. Additional Inspector General / Establishment for 

Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa at Peshawar.

4. Deputy Inspector General of Police / Regional Police Officer, 

Malakand at Saidu Sharif, Districf Swat.
ft

District Police Officer, Shangla at Alpurai.

S'!

1^' • ^■m

tit
Provincial

1

(4
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... Respondents
§

3 -.1

Service Appeal Under Section 4 of Service Tribunal Act, 
1974, against order No. 871-72/E dated 22-01-2018 passed by 

respondent No. 4 in appeal against order No. 5417-18/E

Fi-!' il e cl :i:e - cl S'.y

>7
dated Alpurai, 18-08-2017 of respondent No. 5 and order 

dated 15-06-2017 vide which the■

appellant has been
transferred to District Kcrak.

Prayer:

-d'a-w
asBd. i:V.led- On acceptance of this appeal order No. 871-72/E 

dated 22-01-2018 of respondent No. 4 and order No. 5417-
18/E dated Alpurai, 18-08-2017 of respondent No. 5 and order

n dated 15-06-2017 of respondent No. 3 may please be 

declared illegal, void and hence be set aside / cancelled 

and appellant may please be reinstated / restored from theM

'ri
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AT CAMP COURT. SWAT

il " Service Appeal No. 615/2018•/,a
llJ Date of Institution 

Date of Decision ...
27.04.2018
01.03.2021

rf 1
B
mm

Wali Muhammad S/0 Akhtar Biland R/0 Hayatabad, Lelawnai, 

Tehsil Alpurai, District Shangla.
Mli
a

(Appellant) .
I

VERSUSf.

Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary Home & 

Tribal Affairs at Peshawar and four others.
I

(Respondents)
?i'iii

i Asghar All, 
Advocate For appellant.I

I
Riaz Khan Paindakheil, 
Assistant Advocate General

i
i For respondents.
SsI
8 ROZINA REHMAN 

MIAN MUHAMMAD
MEMBER (J) 

MEMBER (E)
I

IE
II JUDGMENT
I

ROZINA REHMAN^ MEMBER .'Appellant was a Constable in the 

Police Department. He was compulsory retired from service vide order 

dated 18.08.2017. It is the legality and validity of this order which has 

been challenged by him in the present service appeal filed U/S 4 of 

the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Act, 1974.

a
^.1
I

I i
i
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s
i

I
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The relevant facts leading to filing of the instant appeal are2.
/

that the appellant was appointed as Constable in Provincial Policet
!■

I
Khyber Pakhtunkwa on 14.07.1996 in District Shangla. He served at

7 !
District Scrutiny Branch for about 14/15 years. An F.I.R No. 88 was//

/
L lodged against the; appellant and on the basis of the said F.I.R, he/

was terminated from service but his appeal was accepted and he was

reinstated. Different complaints were filed against him, therefore, he 

was proceeded against departmentally and later on, compulsory

retired. Being aggrieved, he filed departmentak appeal which was

dismissed. He then filed a Revision which was not responded to.

therefore, service appeal was filed but during pendency of service

appeal, revision was also dismissed, therefore, amendment was

sought and accordingly amended service appeal was filed.

3. We have heard Mr. Asghar Ali Advocate for appellant and Mr.

Riaz Khan vPaindakheil learned Assistant Advocate General for the

respondents and have gone through the record and the proceedings 

of the case in minute particulars.

Mr. Asghar Ali Advocate learned counsel appearing on behalf 

of the appellant, inter-alia, contended that appellant served at District 

Scrutiny Branch of the Provincial Police for so many years and due to 

nature of duty i.e. providing intelligence information against militants 

and criminals, false cases had been registered against the appellant.

4.

That different cases were registered against him and all the cases
\

which have been made base for the compulsory retirement, were

\

g
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false. Learned counsel further contended that 

^ acquitted in the said cases.

i- /• appellant has been/
/ *

He submitted that the respondents have 

admitted efficiency and dutifulness of the appellant during the era of

/.
/■»

/v; .
//

► militancy. He submitted that it is cardinal principle of natural justice 

and statutory requirement that before proceeding 

servant, who has been appointed after due

/•
/'
i

against any civil
/

process of law, proper 

inquiry is to be initiated against the civil servant, buf no such legal
/

i

procedure was followed by the respondents in the present case and 

no opportunity of hearing was provided to the appellant. In support of

his contention, thejearned counsel relied on the rule laid down in the 

following cases:

• ^

fftf-
(i) 2001 SCMR 269 [Supreme Court of Pakistan] Atta Ullah 

Sheikh vs. WAPDA and others.

2002 SCMR 57 [Supreme Court of Pakistan]

Mehmood Vs. Additional Inspector General of Police and 2 

Others.

PLD 2003 Supreme Court 187 Shams-ud-Din Khawaja Vs.

Government of Pakistan through Secretary Establishment, 

Islamabad and 2 others.

(ii) : Rashid

(iii)

5. Conversely,, learned A.A.G argued that many complaints 

■filed against the appellant and he

were

was terminated on the basis of

factual crime committed by him. He argued that the appellant 

compulsory retired from service

was

the basis of inquiry report which 

inquiry was properly conducted in accordance with law and that

on

/

■1
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proper show cause notice and statement of allegations were issued 

where-after he was recommended for major punishment but keeping 

in view his long service, penalty of compulsory retirement from

r
I

!■

t

!■ • .
/

./ service was imposed upon him. He submitted that the appellant 

signed his pension papers and received gratuity amount from the

/

•/. /
I
/

/: treasury and his service record has now been closed.!

I

; 6. Perusal of record would reveal that being involved in F.I.R/
/

No.88 dated 19.03.2014, the appellant was suspended and proceeded)

against departmentally, where-after, he was dismissed from service

vide order dated 09.05.2014 of District Police Officer Shangla. He 

preferred departmental appeal and vide order dated 12.08.2015 of

Inspector General of Police Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar, he was
? reinstated into service. Different F.I.Rs were later on lodged against 

the present appellant. Detail whereof is given below:

Sr.# Case FIR No., u/s, date and PS

01 Case FIR No.189 dated 20.04.2005 u/s 186/147/149 PPC PS Alpuri

Case FIR No.32 dated 17.02.2007 ii/s 447/427/34 PPG PS Alpuri02

Case FIR No.237 dated 04.09.2009 u/s 341 PPC PS Alpuri03

04 Case FIR No.88 dated 19.03.2014 u/s 506 PPC PS Alpuri

05 Case FIRNo.104 dated 10.04.2015 u/s 386/387/452/341 PPC PS Alpuri

Case FIRNo.575 dated 3012.2016 u/s 173 Mining Act PS Alpuri06

07 Case FIR No.405 dated 25.04.2017 u/s 419/420/468 PPC PS Mingora

From the record, it is evident that complaints were filed against 

appellant by different persons, therefore, he was suspended and

7.

/

A
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rj' Counsel for the appellant present. Mian Amir 

Qadir, PDA for respondents present. Learned DDA seeks 

adjournment. Adjourn. To come up for arguments on ; 

07.10.2019 before D.B at camp court Swat.

03.09.2019

Memberember

07.10.2019 Counsel for the appellant and Mr. Anwar-ul-Haq, Deputy 

District Attorney alongwith Mr. Azhar Khan, Head Constable for 

the respondents present. Copy of departmental appeal is. not 

available on the record. Representative of the department is 

strictly directed to furnish copy of departmental, appeal on the 

next date positively. Adjourned to 05.11.2019 for record and 

arguments before D.B at Camp Court Swat.

. (Hussain Shah) 
Member

Camp Court Swat

(Muhammad Amin Khan Kundi) 
Member

Camp Court Swat



rf ■f AAppellant in person and Mr. Mian Ameer Qadir, District 

Attorney for the respondents present. Due to strike of Pakistan 

Bar Council, learned counsel for the appellant is not avaMble 

today. Adjourn. To come up for rejoinder and arguments on 

11.06.2019 before D.B at Camp Court Swat.

04.04.2019
• \

(M. Hamid Mughal) 
Member

Camp Court Swat

(M. Amin
Member

Camp Court Swat

11.06.2019 Appellant in person and Mr. Mian Ameer Qadir, learned 

District Attorney alongwith Mr. Races Khan, Inspector for the 

respondents present. Appellant seeks adjournment as his counsel 

is not available today. Adjourn. To come up for rejoinder and 

arguments on 01.07.2019 before D.B at Camp Court Swat.

V
6^

(M. A] (M. Hamid Mughal) 
Member

Camp Court Swat 
Appellant in person present. Mian Amir Qadir, DDA for

an Kundi)
Member

Camp Court Swat
01.07.2019

respondent present. Appellant submitted an application for 

adjournment wherein he stated that his counsel was busy before 

the Peshawar High Court, Peshawar. Adjoum«^.Case to come up 

for arguments on 03.09.2019 before D.B at camp court Swat.

Member
Camp Court Swat

Member

j

/
■ r
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Appellant abs.ent. Learned counsel for the appellant 

absent. Mr. Usman Ghani learned District Attorney alongwith 
Mr. Races Khan Inspector present. Representative of the 
respondents submitted reply which is placed on file-. Adj.ourn. 'fo 
come up for rejoinder if any and arguments on 09.0i.20i9 before 
D.l^ at Camp Court Swat.

04.12.2018

Member
Camp Court, Swat

09.01.2019 Appellant in person present. Mr. Mian Amir Qadir, 
District Attorney for the respondents present. Appellant 

requested for adjournment on the ground that his counsel is 

not available today. Adjourned. To come up for rejoinder and 

arguments on 05.03.2019 before D.B at Camp Court Swat.

/k4' ^(Ahmaf^ssan)
(M. Amin Khan Kundi) 

Member
Camp Court Swat

Member

05.03.2019 Counsel for the appellant and Mian Amir Qadar, District 

Attorney alongwith Races Khan, Inspector (Legal) for the 

respondents present.

Learned counsel for the appellant requests for time to 

furnish rejoinder to the parawise comments submitted on behalf of 

the respondents.

Instant matter is adjourned to 04.04.2019 for 

before the D.B at

rejoinder within a fortnight.

arguments
camp court. Swat. The appellant may furnish

Member Chairman 
Camp Court, Swat
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Clerk of counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Usman Ghani, 

District Attorney for the respondents present. Written reply not submitted. 

: Learned District Attorney sought some time to submit the same 

next date. Case to come up for written reply/comments on 06.11.2018 

before S.B at camp court Swat.

- ^ 01.10.2018

Member
C'arnp^Courf Swat

. ■

06.11.2018 Due to retirement of the Hob’ble Chairman Service 

Tribunal is incomplete. Tour to Camp Court Swat has been 

cancelled. To come up for the same on 04.12.2018 at camp court 

Swat.

:
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()6.|$.2018 Appellant Wall Muhammad, in person alongwith his 

counsel Mr. Asghar Ali, Advocate present. Pliminary arguments 

heard.

Contends, inter-alia, that the compulsory retirement of 

the appellant is based on registration of very FIR against the 

appellant but in the said FIR he has been acquitted by a 

competent court of law.

Points raised need consideration. The appeal is admitted 

for regular hearing, subject to all legal objections, if raised by

the/respondents. The appellant is directed to deposit security
-•'I:,^;?Ppe/'anfDeposifecf
and process fee within 10 days. Thereafter, notices be issued to

ssFee ^
the respondents. To come up for written reply/comments on 

03.09.2018 before S.B at camp court. Swat. ^ '

Chairman 
Camp court, Swat

0j:09.2018 Clerk to counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Usman Ghani, 

District Attorney for respondents present. Written reply not submitted. 

Learned District Attorney sought some time to submit the .same. Granted. 

Case to come up for written reply/comments on 01.10.2018 before S.B at 
camp court Swat.

(AHMAD/HASSAN) 
MEMBER 

Camp Court Swat
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\Form-A

. FORMOF ORDERSHEET
Court of

615/2018Case No.

Date of order 
proceedings

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

1 2 3

The appeal of Mr. Wall Muhammad resubmitted today by 

Mr. Asghar Ali Advocate may be entered in the Institution 

Register and put up to the Worthy Chairman for proper order 

please.

08/05/20181

REGISTRAR '■

2- This case is entrusted to Touring S. Bench at Swat for 

preliminary hearing to be put up there on b L- ^ 1^

CHAIRMAN

;

\
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^he appeal of Mr. Wall Muhammad son of Akhtar biland r/o Hayatabad Lelawndi Shangla 

received today i.e. on 27.04.2018 is incomplete on the follo\A/ing score which is returned to the 

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

1- Copy of departmental appeal is not attached with the appeal which may be placed on it.

ys.T,No.

/2018.Dt. 7^

REGISTRAR 3o 
SERVICE TRIBUNAL

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 
PESHAWAR.

Mr.Asehar All Adv. Swat.
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Amended Service Appeal No. of .'2019

Waif Muhammad S/o Akhtar Bildnd R/o Hayafabad, Lelawnai, Tehsil 

Alpurai, District Shangla. ... Appellant

VERSUS

1. Government of Khyber Paklitunkwa'through Secretary Home and 

Tribal Affairs at Peshawar.

2. Inspector General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa at Peshawar.

3. Additional Inspector General 7 Establishment for Provincial Police 

Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa'at Peshawar.

4. Deputy Inspector General of Police / Regional Police Officer, 

Malakand at Saidu Sharif, District Swat.

5. District Police Officer, Shangla afAlpurai.

... Respondents

Amended Service Appeal Under Section 4 of Service Tribunal 
Act, 1974, ggainsf order No. 1685/18 dated 04-05-2018 

passed by respondent No. 2 in revision petition against order

No. 871 -72/E dated 22-01 -2018 passed bv respondent No. 4 in

appeal against order ;No: 5417-18/E dated Alpurai, 18-08-

2017 of respondent No. 5, vide which appellant has been 

retired compulsory and aisb caaainst order dated 15-06-2017.
vide which the appeildnt has been transferred to District

Karak.

Prayer:

On acceptance: of this appeal, order No. 1685/18 

dated 04-05-2018 df respondent No. 2, order No. 871-72/E 

dated 22-01-2018 of resppnde^^ No. 4 and order No. 5417-

D
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I

18/E dated Alpurqi; l$y08-2017 of respondent No. 5, may 

please be declared illegdi,: void and hence be set aside / 

cancelled and appelldhf 'rnay;please be reinstated / restored 

from the date of cbrnpylsory retirement i.e. 18-08-2017 with all 

back benefits at District Shangla, against the post of 

Constable, moreover; the transfer order dated 15-06-2017,

'5,

may also be declared null & void and set aside.

Any other relief not specifically prayed but this august 

court deems proper may also be granted.

Respectfully Sheweth:

1. That appellant was appointed as constable in Provincial

Police of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa on 14-07-1996 in District 

Shangla. ''

2. That for about 14/15 years, the appellant served at District 

Scrutiny Branch' i.e. ^providing secret information about 

criminals / militants.
r

i

3. That during the e'rd of mijitan'cy fn the region, specially District 

Shangla, the appellant performed his duty regularly.
i

4. That earlier a false FIR No.'88 dated 19-03-2014 Police Station 

Alpurai was lodged against appellant and on the' basis of the 

said FIR the appellant'was terminated from service vide order 

No. 2267-68 dated 09-05-.20T4, however in appeal against the 

said order the appellahhwas reinstated vide order dated 12- 

08-2015 (Copies are attached as annexure A & B).

j

5. That vide order No.-541 7t:;1 8/E dated Alpurai, 18-08-2017, the 

appellant was coni'pubory' retired, appeal against the said 

order was filed, which vyqs dismissed vide order No. 87)-72/E 

dated 22-01-2018 (Copies are attached as annexure C & D).

6. That again an appeal'/ revision as per departmental law was
V

filed on 15-02-2018 before’respondent No. 2 vide registry No. 68

I



r

*;

'>
!■* ■

dated 15-02-2018, which wds disrriissed vide order No. 1685/18

doted 04-05-2018, during;.pendency of the captioned appeal, 

thus, was impugned through the instant amended appeal with 

the permission of this/Ho'h’ble-cpurt (Copies of memorandum of 

appeal and order dated 04-05-2018 are attached as annexure E 

& F).

\

;

7. That the impugned',orders dated 04-05-2018, 18-08-2017, 22- 

01-2018 and 15-06-201,7'-of respondents Nos. 2, 5, 4 & 3, 

respectively, are lidble; to be.set aside inter alia on the 

following grounds..

Grounds:

That the impugned orders are illegal and unlawtul.
I

That appellant; has'seryed at District Scrutiny Branch of 

Provincial Police'for so many years and due to the 

nature of duty i.er; providing intelligence information 

against militants :./,,criminals, false cases have been 

registered against .appellant.

That details of the cases, which have been made base 

for compulsory'Tefirem'ent against appellant are as 

under; .

a. FiR No.:N897'dated 24-10-2005, U/s 186, 147, 149 

PPC, P/S ' Alpuraii the appellant has been 

acquitted’. U/s; 249-A Cr.PC vide order dated 02- 
05-2006.' "

b. FIR No. 32, dated 17-02-2007, U/s 447, 427/34 PPC, 

P/S Alpurpi', the appellant has been acquitted on
25-lT-2609.:Uys24?:^A-



c. FIR .mQpJu/doied 24-08-2009, U/s 341 

A!purQi;;the'Qppei!an,t has been acquitted on 11 

12-2009 U/s-249-AA;' ;'

P/S

t

d. FIR No.'88, ;ddte:d ;,l 9-03-2014, U/s 506 PPC, P/S 

Alpurai, the appellant been acquitted vide order 

dated 04-09-2014. ■ ■

e. FIR No. 104, dated 10-04-2015, U/s 386- 

387,419,420,352,506,341,149, P/S Alpurai, the 

appellant'has been acquitted on 22-07-2017 U/s 

265-KCr.PC. .

f. FIR No. 575, dated 28-12-2016, U/s 54 Ordinance 

2016, P/S ■ Alpurai, the appellant has been 

acquitted vide order dated 27-03-2017.

g. FIR No. 405,-U/s, 419,420,406,34 PPC, P/S Mingora 

Swat; the District Public Prosecutor has filed

application for the. discharge of appellant from
• 1.

the said case7

(Copies are attached^as annexure G).

That all the'case’l made'base for compulsory retirement 

are false.

IV.

■;i

That appellant has been acquitted in the said cases.V.

That majority: of the,,said, cases have been decided 

years back b'utn hd've illegally made ground for 

compulsory retirement of appellant.

VI.

vii. That amongst fh'e'sqid'cdses one of the case i.e. FIR No.

88 dated 19-03-20,14, was made ground for dismissal of

appellant .. in 2014'' (0,9-05-2014) and in appeal, the 

appellant wds reinstated vide order dated 12-08-2015 

but the same' FlR hay bden made again a ground for 

compulsory retirerrient by respondents.

H



• :4

r ' ;

That the .alleged, ■■complaints i.e. 1098/PA/DIG/HQ 

dated 06-06-2017:/^Nd. 7416/E-iV dated 15-06-2017 and 

complaint, ^N'o. r428/,C-Cell dated 20-04-2017 are false, 

base on illegah'political motivation, moreover non of 

the said complaint ,.7 complainant was shown to the 

appellant nor^ appeared before the respondents 

against the appellant.

VIII./

!
That due to nature of duty already performed by the 

appellant, the appellant always remain under threat 

from militants and ^this fact was realized by the SSP 

Shangla (Copy is attached as onnexure H).

IX.

That earlier ; during pendency of appeal before 

respondent No.' 4, respondent No. 3 has admitted the 

efficiency and 'dutifulness of the appellant during the 

era of militancy (Copy is attached as annexure I).

X.

.5

That no opportunity of hearing has been provided to 

the appellant'be'fdre passing the impugned orders.

XI.

■;

That no charge sheet was given to the appellant 

before passing the iitipugned orders.

XII.

That any other grbund npt'specifically raised here, will 

be argued during ;the':Cpurse of arguments, with prior 

permission.^

XIII.

■ If is therefore, very humbly prayed that, on 

acceptance, of this appeal, order No. 1685/18 

dated 04-05-2018 of respondent No. 2, order No. 

871-72/E dated'22-01-2018 of respondent No. 4 

and order No,N5417-18/E dated Alpurai;- 18-08- 

2017 of respbhdenf No. 5, may please be
Vi

decl'dredJIiegaLjygid and hence be set aside / 

cancelled'. and ■ appellant may please be

■



't.

• :■•;

I
s;

reinslQ:{,e(^^4r©^tb‘ry^^^rom the date of compulsory
< retirement i!ejd8^0§^2017 with all back benefits at
/

District'Sha^gla-bagainst the post of Constable, 

moreover,; the.;trgnsfe order dated 15-06-2017,

may also be declared null & void and set aside.

Any other relief not specifically prayed but 

this qugusti,court deems proper may also be 

granted.
f

: Appellant 
Through Counsel

Vi

Asghar All
Advocate High Court

;

f;

* ■ 1

;



.

I,

/t
t

■. ■

Amended Service Appeal No. ^ :-of.20l9! ;

\

Wall Muhammad. ... Appellant

VERSUS

Govt: of KP and others.. ... Respondents

Certificate:

It is hereby certified, as_ per .instruction of my client, the captioned 

service appeal was pending before this Hon’ble court, however, during 

pendency of the captioned appeal, .another order has been passed by 

respondent No. 2, which from the appellant is aggrieved as well, thus, the 

instant amended appeal is filing today in this Hon’ble court.

!

Asghar All
Advocate High Court

; '

A

H
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Amended Service Appeal No. •of 2019
;<*'

Wali Muhammad. ... Appellant

VERSUS
1

Govt: of KP and others.' ... Respondents

Affidavit

I, Wali Muhammad S/p Akhtar Biland R/o Hayatabad, Lelav\/nai, 

Tehsil Alpurai, District Shangla, do hereby solemnly affirm and declare 

oath, that all the contents of the accompany amended appeal are true 

and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief and nothing has 

been kept concealed or withheld from this Hon’ble court.

on

5

Deponent:
Wall Muhammad 
(Appellant in Person)

\.

■•3. V •

b
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Amended Service Appeal No. ■; ^ /•of-2Q]9; ' -

Wall Muhammad. ... Appellant

VERSUS

Govt: of KP and others... ... Respondents

Memo of Addresses

Address of Appellant:

Wall Muhammad S/o Akhtar Biland R/o Hayatabad, Lelawnai, Tehsil

Alpurai, District Shangld. ■

CNIC No. 15501-9717232-7 
Cell No. 0348-9857235

' •;

Addresses of Respondents:

Government ot Khyber Pgkhtunkwa through Secretary Home 

and Tribal Affairs at Peshawar.

Inspector General of Police; Khyber Pakhtunkhwa at Peshawar. 

Additional Inspector General / .Establishment for Provincial Police 

Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa at Peshawar.

Deputy Inspector General-of Police / Regional Police Officer, 

Malakand at Saidu Sharif,. Didrict.Swat.

District Police Officer, Shangla at Alpurai.

2.

3.

4.

5.

Counsel for Appellant

C.

V
Asghar All
Advocate High Court

B
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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL. KHYBER

PAKHTUNKHWA. PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. of 2018

Wall Muhammad. ... Appellant

VERSUS

Government of Khyber Pakhtunkwa through Secretary Home 

and Tribal Affairs at Peshawar and others. ... Respondents

INDEX

. PAGE NO."S.No. DESCRIPTIONS; ANNEXURE

1. Memorandum of appeal 1-5
Certificate2. 6

3. Affidavit 7
Memo of Addresses 84.

9-10Application for condonation of delay along 
with affidavit

5.

Copies of FIR and order dated 09-05-2014 11-136. A

Copy of order dated 12-08-2015 147. B
Copy of order dated 18-08-2017 158. C

Copy of order dated 22-01-20189. D 16

10. Copy of appeal / revision and receipt 17-21E&F

Copies of FIR’S along orders G 22-41

12. 42Copy application H

43-4413. Copy of admission of respondent No. 3 during 
pendency of appeal

I

14. Wakalat nama 45

Appellant
Through Counsel

Asghar All
Advocate High Court
Off: D-18, 19, Continental Plaza
MakanBagh Mingora Swat.
Cell No: 0300-5740564 
Dated: / 04/2018
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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER
PAKHTUNKHWA, PESHAWAR

<v
/'~-

No.. ^3/
^1 f>Service Appeal No. of 2018

Wali Muhammad S/o Akhtdr Biland R/o Hayatabad, Lelawnai, 

Tehsil Alpurai, District Shangla, ... Appellants

VERSUS

1. Government of Khyber Pakhtunkwa through Secretary Home 

and Tribal Affairs at Peshawar.

2. Inspector General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa at- 

Peshawar.

3. Additional Inspector General / Establishment for Provincial 

Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa at Peshawar.

4. Deputy Inspector General of Police / Regional Police Officer, 

Malakand at Saidu Sharif, District Swat.

^ 5. District Police Officer, Shangla at Alpurai.

... Respondents

Service Appeal Under Section 4 of Service Tribunai Act, 

1974, against order No. 871-72/E dated 22-01-2018 passed by 

respondent No. 4 in appeal against order No. 5417-18/E 

dated Alpurai, 18-08-2017 of respondent No. 5 and order 

dated 15-06-2017 vide which the appellant has been 

transferred to District Karak.

Rs B © ^ say

^7

Prayer:

Re-submltted to -day
and A^fied. On acceptance of this appeal order No. 871-72/E 

dated 22-01-2018 of respondent No. 4 and order No. 5417- 

18/E dated Alpurai, 18-08-2017 of respondent No. 5 and order 

dated 15-06-2017 of respondent No. 3 may please be 

declared illegal, void and hence be set aside / cancelled 

and appellant may please be reinstated / restored from the

•S?—r—‘ —'

li
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V

date of compulsory retirement i.e. 18-08-2017 with all back 

benefits at District Shangla against the post of constable.

Any other relief not specifically prayed but this august 

court deems proper may also be granted.

Respectfully Sheweth:

1. That appellant was appointed as constable in Provincial. 

Police of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa on 14-07-2996 in District 

Shangla.

2. That for about 14/15 years, the appellant served at District 

Scrutiny Branch i.e. providing secret information about 

criminals / militants.

3. That during the era of militancy in the region, specially District 

Shangla, the appellant performed his duty regularly.

4. That earlier a false FIR No. 88 dated 19-03-2014 Police Station 

Alpurai was lodged against appellant and on the basis of the 

said FIR the appellant was terminated from service vide order 

No. 2267-68 dated 09-05-2014, however in appeal against the 

said order the appellant was reinstated vide order dated 12- 

08-2015 (Copies are attached as annexure A & B).

5. That vide order No. 5417-18/E dated Alpurai, 18-08-2017, the 

appellant was compulsory retired, appeal against the said, 

order was tiled, which was dismissed vide order No. 871-72/E 

dated 22-01-2018 (Copies are attached as annexure C & D).

6. That again an appeal / revision as per departmental law was 

filed on 15-02-2018 before respondent No. 2 vide registry No. 

68 dated 15-02-2018, which has not yet decided (Copies of 

memorandum of appeal and postal receipt are attached as 

annexure E & F).
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7. That the impugned orders dated 18-08-2017, 22-01-2018 and 

15-06-2017 of respondents Nos. 4,'5 & 3 respectively are liable 

to be set aside inter alia on the following grounds.

Grounds:

That the impugned orders are illegal and unlawful.I,

That appellant has served at District Scrutiny Branch of 

Provincial Police for so many years and due to the nature 

of duty i.e. providing intelligence information against 

militants / criminals, false cases have been registered 

against appellant.

That details of the cases, which have been made base for 

compulsory retirement against appellant are as under;

a. FIR No. 189, dated 24-10-2005, U/s 186, 147, 149 PPC, 

, P/S Alpurai, the appellant has been acquitted U/s 

249-A Cr.PC vide order dated 02-05-2006.

b. FIR No. 32, dated 17-02-2007, U/s 447, 427/34 PPC, 

P/S Alpurai, the appellant has been acquitted on 

25-11-2009 U/s 249-A.

c. FIR No. 237, dated 24-08-2009, U/s 341, P/S Alpurai, 

the appellant has been acquitted,on 11-12-2009 U/s 

249-A;

d. FIR No. 88, dated 19-03-2014, U/s 506 PPC, P/S 

Alpurai, the accused been acquitted vide order 

dated 04-09-2014.

e. FIR No. 104, dated 10-04-2015, U/s 386- 

387,419,420,352,506,341,149, P/S 

appellant has been acquitted on 22-07-2017 U/s 

265-K Cr.PC.

Alpurai, the
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f. FIR No. 575, dated 28-12-2016, U/s 54 Ordinance 

2016, P/S Alpurai, the appellant has been acquitted 

vide order dated 27-03-201 7.

g. FIR No. 405, U/s 419,420,406,34 PPG, P/S Mingora 

Swat, the District Public Prosecutor has tiled 

application for the discharge of appellant from the 

said case.

(Copies are attached as annexure G).

That all the cases made base for compulsory retirement 

are false.

IV.

That appellant has been acquitted in the said cases.V.

vi. That majority of the said cases have been decided years 

back but have illegally made ground for compulsory 

retirement of appellant.

That amongst the said cases one of the case i.e. FIR No. 88 

dated 19-03-2014, was made ground for dismissal of 

appellant in 2014 (09-05-2014) and in appeal, the 

appellant was reinstated vide order dated 12-08-2015 but 

the same FIR bas been made again a ground for 

compulsory retirement by appellant.

VII.

viii. That the alleged complaints i.e. 1098/PA/DIG/FIQ dated 

06-06-2017, No. 7416/E-IV dated 15-06-2017 and complaint 

No. 1428/C-Cell dated 20-04-2017 are false, base on illegal 

political motivation, moreover non of the said complaint / 

complainant was shown to the appellant nor appeared 

before the respondents against the appellant.

ix. That due to nature of duty already performed by the 

appellant, the appellant always remain under threat from 

militants and this fact was realized by the SSP Shangla 

(Copy is attached as annexure FI).

a
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That earlier during pendency of appeal before respondent 

No. 4, respondent No. 3 has admitted the efficiency and 

dutifulness of the appellant during the era of militancy 

(Copy is attached as annexure I).

X.

That no opportunity of hearing has been provided to the 

appellant before passing the impugned orders.

XI.

That no charge sheet was given to the appellant before 

passing the impugned orders.

XII.

xiii. That any other ground not specifically raised here, wilt be 

argued during fhe course ■ of arguments, with prior 

permission.

It is therefore, very humbly prayed that, on 

acceptance of-this appeal order No. 871-72/E 

dated 22-01-2018 of respondenf No. 4 and order 

No. 5417-18/E dated Alpurai, 18-08-2017 of 

respondent No. 5 and order dated 15-06-2017 of 

respondent No. 3 may please be declared 

illegal, void and hence be set aside / cancelled - 

and appellant may please be reinstated / 

restored from the date of compulsory refirement 

i.e. 18-08-2017 with'all back benefits at District 

Shangla against the post of constable.

Any other relief not specifically prayed but 

this august court deems proper may also be 

granted.

Appellant
Through Counsel

Asghar Ali 
Advocate High Court
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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER
PAKHTUNKHWA, PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. of 2018

Wall Muhammad. ... Appellants

VERSUS

Government of Khyber Pakhtunkwa through Secretary Home 

and Tribal Affairs at Peshawar and others. '

... Respondents

Certificate:

It is hereby certified, as per instruction of my client that, no 

such like appeal has earlier been filed in this Hon’ble court.

Asghar Ali 
Advocate High Court 
(Counsel for Appellant)
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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER
PAKHTUNKHWA, PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. of 2018

Wali Muhammad. ... Appellants

VERSUS

Government of Khyber Pakhtunkwa through Secretary Home 

and Tribal Affairs at Peshawar and others.

... Respondents

Affidavit:

L Wali Muhammad S/o Akhtar Biiand R/o Hayatabad, Lelawnai, 

Tehsil Alpurai, District Shangla, do hereby solemnly affirm and declare on 

oath, that all the contents of the accompany appeal are true and 

correct to the best of my knowledge and belief and nothing has been 

kept concealed or withheld from this Hon’ble court.

Deponent:
Wa i Muhammad 

(Appellant In Person)
Jet Courts Swat.i3ir
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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER
PAKHTUNKHWA, PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. of 2018

Wali Muhammad. ... Appellants

VERSUS

Government of -Khyber Pakhtunkwa through Secretary Home 

and Tribal Affairs at Peshawar and others.

... Respondents

Memo of Addresses:
Address of Appellant:

Wali Muhammad S/o Akhtar Biland R/o Hayatabad, Lelawnai, Tehsil 

Alpurai, District Shangla.

CNIC No. 2'^

Cell No. c?3i/S^SB'J^35'

Addresses of Respondents:
1. Government of Khyber Pakhtunkwa through Secretary Home and Tribal 

Attairs at Peshawar.

2. Inspector General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa at Peshawar.

3. Additional Inspector General / Establishment for Provincial Police Officer, 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa at Peshawar.

4. Deputy Inspector General of Police / Regional Police Officer, Malakand at 

Saidu Sharif, District Swat.

5. 'District Police Officer, Shangla at Alpurai.

Appellant
Through Counsel

Asghar Ali
Advocate High Court

m
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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL. KHYBER

PAKHTUNKHWA. PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. of 2018

Wali Muhammad. ... Appellant

VERSUS

Government of Khyber Pakhtunkwa through Secretary Home 

and Tribal Affairs at Peshawar and others. ... Respondents

Application for condonation of delay if any.

Respectfully Sheweth:

1. That the captioned appeal has been filed in this Hon’ble 

court but has not yet fixed for hearing.

2. That appellant has filed 2'^'^ appeal against order dated 22- 

01-2018, which is still pending and not yet decided.

3. That appellant because of his nature of duty, constantly 

remains under threat from militants therefore, the instant 

appeal was not filed in time.

4. That the appellant because of low literacy level was also 

unable to approach in time to this Hon’ble court.

5. That the appellant is a poor man having minor children with 

no other source of earning is also entitle for condonation of 

delay in filing the instant appeal.



Id

It is therefore, very humbly prayed, 

that, by acceptance of this application, 

the delay if any may kindly be condoned.

Applicant / Appellant 
Through Counsel

Asghar Aii
Advocate High Court

Affidavit:

I do hereby solemnly affirm and declare on oath 

that all the contents of the accompany application 

are true and correct to the best of my knowledge 

and belief and nothing has been kept concealed 
therefrom.

, \ UyuA.»£t-’

Wall Muhammad
Deponent:

■I

Q
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ORDER

F.C Wali Muhammad >^o. 53 of District Police Shangla being found
was

Whereas,
■involved in Case FIR No. 88 dated 10.03.2014 u/s 506-PPC PS Alpuri, therefore he 
suspended vide this office OB No. 37 d.ated 19.03.2014 and he accordingly,proceeded against 
de-'-^rtmentallv to serve with Charge Sheet and Summary of Allegations vide this office letter 

3/E, dated 20.03.2014 and endst: No. 1487-90/E, dated 20.03.2014. _Co'T'‘;y«ee
duly constituted comprising SP Investigation, Bakht Zada iChan and i-ivn.s:

Muhammad Saleem .ladoon to conduct firoper departmental proceedings against the delinquent 
constable (Wali Muhammad No. 53), T\k Enquiry Committee in their finding recommended the - 
defaulter constable for. major. punisH^icnt dismissal from service and also in opinion tor 
recovery antr calculate* all the payments paid to him since 12'" April 2003 m the shape of

f

-A

No.
/F was

.salariesfsrdtb be recovered fro him through department or ACE.

On perusal of the enquiry proceedings, 1 Khalid Nascem Khan District Police 
Offeer Shangla being a competent authority served a.Final Show Cause Notice against him 
04.04',2014 whereby the delinquent .official was directed to show cause as to why the 
recomntended penalty should not h'e imposed upon him and also intimate whether you 

desire to be lieard in person.

on

/

to theBesides; nor the reply of Final Show Cause Notice has received 

undersigned nor he intimate v/hetlier liar hearing in ppson.

T>ien.rfore. h Khalii Naseem Khan Dislncl Police Offeer Shangla as' a
me under th'? Police, Discipliriar;-'.,Rules,• '• »

competent authority exercising the po'wer vested 
1975 award FC Wali Muhammad No- 53 as Major Punishment and dismissed from scrvms? from

!!'!

the date of suspension i.e. 19,03.2014.

Order Annoum:e<l.

(KH A.LI^ NASF.FM KHAN) 
Distric Police Officer. 

Bhangla ^*.1

OB NOI

ted^y/3 /2014Da

d
Advocata

/E.No.
<l/cs .00 i

Coi-ues to:
Di 0

1. ■ Regionai Police OR-lceg Mg.laKand.at-Saidu Shgrif'Swat for kind infoi-mation please. 
.^„-5^:onstabk Wah M.iiinnvimadNo.'53 tbiough Police Station Aipiiri.

(KHALlIt NASFFM KHAN) 
DistriJl Police Officer.,

^ Shangla

o
}

i;

b
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V r,/ x...OFFICE OF THE
INSPECTOR GENERAL OFjqLfc 

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 
CENTRAL POLICE OFFICE, PESHAWAR

a*

/f
, ORDER

This order is hereby passed to dispose off departmental appeal under Rule 11-a of 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police Rule-1975 submitted by Ex- Constable Wali Muhammad No. 53 

of district Police Shangla against the Punishment order i.e dismissal from service passed 

against the appellant by DPO/Shangla vide his order Book No. 63 dated 09.05.2014.

In the light of recommendations of Appeal Board meeting held on 19:02.2015, the 

board examined the enquiry in detail h other relevant documents. It revealed that the 

appellant was served with Charge Sheet/Statement of Allegations and punishment order
f

was announced on the basis of reply to the Charge Sheet and Statement of Allegations.

The board examined the record and heard the applicant at length. He was involved 

in criminal case u/s 506 PPC and proceeded accordingly. DPO/Shangla after enquiry 

awarded the punishment of dismissal on 09'.05.2014.
From perusal of record it revealed that applicant with his opponents is engaged in 

Civil /Criminal cases over landed disputes. The DPO and RPO held him responsible without ‘ 
in depth scrutiny of matter. The punishment awarded does not commensurate with the 

misconduct, if any, by the applicant.

The board, after detailed deliberates, re-instated the applicant from the date of 
dismissal. The'ipefiod he rerriained ouCdf serYice iS treated as leave without pay. However 
the intervening period after submission of appeal from 14.05.2014 is treated as kind leave.

Order announced in the presence of appellant.

Sd/-
NASIR KHAN DURRANI

Inspector General of Police, 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

^ n.r-> Peshawar.
No. /E-IV dated Peshawar the/-2-/ /2015

Copy of above is forwarded to the:-

1. DIG/Malakand Region, Swat.
2. DPO/Shangla. The Service Roll, Fauji Missal and Departmental Enquiry, 

above named Ex-Head Constable are returned herewith for record in your office.
3. PSO to IGP/Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.
4. PA to AddL .IGP/HQrs Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
5. PA to DIG/HQrs Khyber PakhtunkhwaVPeshawar,

file of

■■c-f ■. -

Attested (SYED FIDA HASSAN SHAH) 
AIG/Establishment 

For Inspector General of Polic* 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawc

Advocate

G:\e\My documents DELL\document\E-M server 1\re-instatement orders.docx

d



4-/5'OROr.H ,^tnexure

. 3^)1A Source Repoit/SMS Gompiaint against Constable Wali Muhammad No 
of Ihis Uislriel. Police now at Karak district was reported to the Undersigned vide Provmcal 
i'olice Omccr, ICliybcr Paklitunkhwa Peshawar Memo: No. 1098/PA/OlO/WQ daiet 

< 06 06 2017 No. 7416/E-I.V,. dated 'l5.06.2017 and complaint No. 1428/C-Cdl dated

20.04V2017.
He was suspended videdhis Office OB No. 80 dated 08.06.2017 and proceeded 

■■ .j servedNvith Charge Sheets and Summary of allegations vide 
15.06.2017"and No. 09/B, dated 15,06.2017 respectively on the

against him Deparlmentally to 
this on ICC No. 08/B, dated 
involvement of the following cases.-

I oj/ rTeiMc riRNo. u/s, dale and PS ___________________ _________________
TTi ("asc FlR l^o. I sTdated 24.04.2005 i,'./s 186/147/149 PPG PS Mpm-------
-TPT'-^ u/s 447/427/34 PPCP&lAlPHL,--------
In------Case FlRNo.rJ7 dated 04.09.2009 u/s 341 PPG PS Alpun------------ -------
"04----g^rRNo. 88 dated ^

Case FIR No". 104 dated 10.04:2015 u/s 386/387/452/341 PI C 1 S AdpHH
FIR No 575 dated 30.12.2016jy^l73>lini.ng Act PS.Alpji'Ij--------

-K^ppTTJrios dMled 25~0l20mi/s 419/420/468 PPG PS Mmgor^
05/
06
07

Kdialid Khan SP. Investigation was appointed as Enquiry Ofheer to
his finding recommended theMr

departmental enquiry, the Enquiry Ollicer inconduct proper 
defaulter Constable for Major Punishment.

also called in lorFinal Sliow Cause Notices have been served. 11c was 
17.08.2017 for personal hearing but he crjuld not submit plus able grouncA

Orderly Room on 
for self defense.

On the perusal of enqm.7, 5 undersigned reach to the consequence that me 
smudge on liio name of Polieo Department and he did not .elmmmg 

like aetivities of using his Service Ibr his own bush.ess purpose wmebdelinqncnl Official is a
himself from such 
bring a bad name on the image of the Police Department.

d

Police OITiccr, ShangiaTherefore I Mr. Rainit IJllah lOnin District
hder the Police Rules -1975 Para -4 awarded mm a Mapu

............. dw
punishment

Order announced. c

(Rabat UlPih Khan)
Districi/oUce Officer:,Au^
^ Shangl a

OB No.
Dated //7-g>g-/2017

Advocate

/'S / 04? non.HoS///7-£ /E, ,
Copy subniiUed^lo.^^,^^^^ Kbybcr Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar for htvour of

■0 ■< A

1 Tlic Provincialinformation w/r to his Office quoted above, please. ,
2. 'fhe District Police Officer, Karak for further +necessary action, pleas

y
/I /

J/
'/

(RabatKhan) 
OislricfPolicc OiEcer, 

-Shangla

'V-

>*
.4-
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"PwexurQ—-^’’y^-----
• ^

AOFFICE OF THE
prv| nyyiCER' MALAKAN

AT SAXDU SHARIF SWAT.
Pft; pQ46-V24f^^^^-^3 A Ffrr O946-92403M

^fdn^ajfiltandfaiVifhoo.COm

wff.GlONAJ; //

^51

ORBER'.
This order will dispose off application of £x' Constable 

391 of Shangla District for reinstatement in service.

Brief facts of the case are
Slrangla District involved in the following Seven (07) Criminal

Case FIR No. u/s dated and Police Station

FIR Ho. 189 dated. 24/04/2005 ti/s 186/147/149-PPC ?S Alpurl

FIR No. 32 dated. 17/02/2007 u/s 447/427/34-PFC PS Alpuri

237 dated, 04/09/2009 u/s 341-PPC PS Alpuri___________

FTRNo. 88 dated, 19/03/2014 u/s 506-PPC PS Alpuri___________
FIR No. 104 dated. 10/04/2015 u/s 386/387/T52/34I-PPC Alpuri 

FIR No. 575 dated, 30/l'2/20l6 u/s 173-Mining Act PS Alpuri 
FIR No. 405 dated, 25/04^17 u/s 419/^0/468-PPC PS Mingora

Mr. Khaiid Khan SP/ Investigation Shangla was appointed as enquiry ofticer to 
conduct proper departmental enquiry proceeding against tlie defaulter Constable. The enquiry ofticei m 
his finding rspcit recommended the defaulter Constable for major punishment. On perusal of enquiry the 

Police Officer. Shangla reached to the consequence that the delinquent official is a smudge on tlie 
name of Police-Department and he did not refraining himself from such like activities of using his service 
for his own business purpose which bring a bad name on the image of Police Department. Monce, the 
District Police Officer, Shangla awarded him major punishment and compulsory retired him from 
vide his office Order Endst No. 5417-18/E, dated 18/08/2017.

He was also called in Orderly Room on 11/01/2018 and heard him in pcison. 
The enquiry papers was thoroughly perused and found that Ex-Constable Wall Muhammad No. 391 is 
involved in the seven (7) cases mentioned above. The applicant could not produce any cogent reason in 
his defense. His appeal is hereby^ewff'

Order announced.

Wali Muhammad No.

Wall Muhammad No. 391 ofthat Ex- Constable 
cases:-

>
$S#

1.

2.

3. FIR No.
4.

5.

6.

7.

District

service

(AKHTAR hayaTkhan/ 
Regional Police Officer, 

Mal^^nd, at Saidu Sharif Swat
"‘Nnqi**

^Tl- /E.No.
Advocate

"'Copy^to District Police Officer, Shangla for information and necessary action
Nviih reference to his office Memo: No. 6480/E, dated 12/10/2017. Completer Enquiry file is reiurnc.f'
herewith for record in your office.

OPC>,
* **»/W\AAAA/V.AAA»if ■('•AAA/'wi\A/.AAAA/v/^A#»* *;

Dated — /2018.

■p-
,v-'

,v-
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The inspector general of police 

KP at Peshawar
JU' 17X

SUBJECT: Revision against the order of RPO Malakand No 871- 

72 dated 22/01/2018

Prayer: The Impngned Order may please be set aside and 

reinstate the appellant on his service from the date of 

compulsorily retirement. ei

Respected Sir,

I have the honour to submit my revision with the 

request that impugned order is purely victimization, illegal, unlawful, 

against equities, justice and unwarranted on the following grounds 

amongst others.

1. That the appellant is serving in police department as police 

constable since 14/7/1996 with offering his blood and soul.
2. That during the Taliban aggression/militancy the appellant protected

♦

miajor ammunition oF^lice department Shangla worthonfirl lions

rupees in lieu of his life.Resultantly,Taliban threatened the appellant

andh^familv. It is evident from the Naqalmad dated 30/3720 

The DPO Shangla categorically recorded threat of theappeTTant-vide 

OB No 116 dated 20/7/2012,this remarks was only recorded to the 

appellant amongst more than 3000 police personnel’s. All the public 

of the area noted these facts. Copies of the Naqalmad are attached as 

annexure “ A” while copy of the DPO remarks is attached as 

annexure B.Also endorsed by the DPO shangla in his comments

1 C1 J.

It



?That the Taliban commander Muhammoti Alam also belongs to my 

village and they personally targeted me as I was directly involved in 

the Burning of his house during operation. Hence in such like 

situation even the transfer of the appellant is a life threat for the 

appellant.Police department shangla admitted this fact.

4. That the conflict and direct tussle between the Tafiban and the

appellant created number of issues, criminal cases and other 

litigations to the appellant but in all the referred cases in the 

captioned above order from s,n 1 to 6 the appellant have been 

honorably acquitted while S.N 7 is under trial. This fact has also 

been admitted in the finding of the DSP inquiries.The RPO 

Vlalakand in this untenable ground the major punishment of the 

DPO Shangla kept in tact which is utterly disregard of the law of the

land.Copies of the orders are attached as annexure C and DSPAttested
finding as annesure “D”.

5. That mere registration of FIR does not allow the DPO Shaft^YS®^*

impose or RPO Malakand to intact major penalty unless and until 

the Court convicted and there is no single case of conviction against 

the appellant as mentioned in para no 4.

6. That as per the impugned order the major penalty awarded while

theugust IGP Kp already decided in favor of the appellant in al 

these cases which reproduced as “ that the appellant was involved in 

criminal cases u/s 506 PPC .From perusal of record it revealed that 

applicant with the opponent engaged in Civil/Criminal cases over 

landed dispute. The DPO and RPO held him responsible without in



reinstated the applicant from the date of dismissal” After issuance of 

this order the DPO Shangla of that time categorically told me that 

we Will again remove you from service. Copy attached as annexure

E.

7. That after head of the department i.e august IG KP as mentioned in 

para no 6, the DPO and RPO having no power to impose the major 

peiialty of compulsorily retirement on the ground of registration of 

criminal cases.

8. That the appellant never involved in any misconduct or corruptive 

activities. It is a novel order of major punishment as mentioned in 

the impugned order basically caused on SMS complaint so a Govt 

servant firing on SMS is infringe upon his rights. Copy attached as 

annexure F.

That I am the only bread-earner of my family and in young age 

and highly great services for the police department in the hot days 

of militancy and other operations as most of the service 

performed in DSB.So depriving from the services of the country 

will be highly injustice. DSB duty report is attached as annexure

8.

G.

9. That the appellant has not been treated in accordance with law,

rules and policy on subject which is violation of article-4 of the
Attested

constitution and section 16 of civil servant act 1973.
/^dvocat®

lO.That 1 have been compulsorily retired without any tangible reason
but just to torture and vex the appellant to toe against the persons 

having disputes on my property and mines as the contractor and the



11. The the cader of the appellant is district cader while in 

victimization of the appellant being transferred to District Karak on 

the S^yiS complaint and despite under transferred the DPO Shangla 

imposed the major penalty which is astonishing and unauthorised 

order. Copy of the order is attached as annexure "G".

12. That all records on file and factual grounds there is no any single 

ground against the appellant except lodging of criminal cases and 

mere on this ground the DPO Shangla imposed the major penalty and 

RPO Malakand kept intact that decision despite the fact that the 

worthy IG KP squashed these ground as mentioned above.

In view of the above facts and grounds, it is requested that 

the order captioned above may please be set aside as earlier and 

the appellant may be reinstated on his own station.

Yours Sincerely

Waili Muhammod 391 Shangla.

Dated:^i^^25,201S.

Attested

Advocate
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Better Copy of FIR

' li--' '>*fI J ijjul

32:^^£-15:00c3^17-02-2007:6^1**

i-15:30j:3j17-02-2007

C.D^io^Af'i:

PPG 447-427/34
y^X-XiL^i/J^LS; jL ----J*-/* (J^ t/J^ ij^ ^ u
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Ln the Court of Taiweer IqbaL Additional District & Sessions Judge/IZO, Shanqia at AlauraL

21/2C«eNp.
r^.: ■■

Of 2015
■t 7^/j.

Serial No. of Order or
Proceedings

Xpat#*o>6Kc|gc3>r>v
\^>rd^ie^'rigs,fO

-o' /

Order or 'other proceedings with signature of Judge or Magistrate '
and that of parties or counsel where necessaryA A

1 Z'A 3(■! 1ma ( a, / *
S\ 22.07.2017 ;

S.,... _ ....

^5"Order No. 27 Present;
APP fjir the State 
Accused facing trial 
Complainant.•.V

Vide my detailed judgment of today, consisting (03) 

pages, which ^ separately placed on file, there appears 

no probability of conviction of accused facing - trial. 

Resultantly, by allowing the petition u/s 265-K Cr. PC, 

the accused facing trial are acquitted from the charges 

leveled against them. Case property, if any be disposed of
st

according to law. Sureties of the accused are absolved 

from the:r liabilities. File is consigned to record room 

after completion ;i.

Announced:
22.07.2017 4=rv. A'

TANVEER IQBAL 
Additional Sessions Judge/IZQ 

SHANGLA

/

. •*,<
i

/

I ( a6w
.. .. ■>

\ .



IN THE COURT OF TANVEER IQBAL. ADDITIONAL SESSIONS
JUDGE/IZO, SHANGjB^:AfiCAMP COURT PURAN.

21/2 of 201A
• j'k /' f

Date of receipt-of Challan^
Date of transt^gd this court 
Date of DecismA- ■ -■- y / ^

04.06.2015
12,06.2015
22.07.2016

& 02 other r/o Lilownai District
.................................................... (Accused facing trial)

Wali Mohammad 
Shangla.........................

CASE FIR NO. 104 DATED 14.04.2015 U/S 386-387-419-420-352-506-341-148-149
PPCOF POLICE STATION ALPURAT. DISTRICT SHANGLA.

CASE ARGUED BY;

1. Mr. Rafiu lla h Assistant Public Prosecutor for the state.
2. Muhammad Iqbal Advocate for complainant.
3. Mr. Hazrat Yousaf Advocate and Namdaf Ali Shah Advocate for accused facing trial.

Present;
APP for state.
Complainant Muhammad Khan.
Accused Wall Mohammad on bail.
Rest of the accused through counsel.

1. This order is to be disposed of an application u/s 265-K Cr. PC

■!

Judgment 22"*^ July of
2017 i

submitted by accused facing trial.

Before resorting to contents of application, it is proper to 

briefly state the prosecu ion’s case. The complainant Mohammad Khan, 

so reported that the accused facing trial put him in fear of death in order 

to commit extortion and demanded Rs. 3, 00, 000/- from him. in case of 

non-payment they intimidated the complainant to cause his death. On 

22.03.2014, at 20:30 hours the accused along-with their aides, were 

sitting at Petrol pump / station in order to abduct the complainant and 

l^jj^on. The complainant further mentioned a number of persons who 

‘“^had allegedly been intimidated and threatened to be kidnapped by 

accused facing trial. In view of such allegations, the accused were

2.

booked in case FIR No. 104 dated 10.04.2015 u/s 511/365, 386,

387,419,420,352,506,341,148,149 PPC of police station Alpurai

Shangla.

The case was investigated into. On 05.06.2015, complete 

challan was sent up to this court for trial of accused. Formalities u/s

3.

265-C Cr. PC were complied with. Charge was framed against the

accused facing trial to which they pleaded not guilty hence

prosecution’s witnesses were summoned. The complainant Mohammad



■ k \? i ■'%

m'a>o

Page 2 of3
PNiI S>^

r? 4 ^>han got reDo|cJ^d^iis statement as PW-1. The accused facing trial then
moved 'die ins^^a] plication, notice whereof was give

;i ^

/ 3?.r

n to prosecution.
I h^ai^ ife^ed counsel for the parties and perused the case file.•..4.

^/^iippoft pf hMguments learned counsel for the accused facing trial 

j^lietl bnThe'l^lowing precedents of august superior court.f

ZDDG P Cr. U1292 [ Peshawar] 81995 P Cr. U i424 [Karachi],

It is thus observed at the very outset that the complainant has 

reported the matter which allegedly had taken place one year prior to 

such report. The complainant’s statement does not mention 

justifiable i;eason for such extended delay hence it implies deliberation 

and consultation on part of the complainant. As such the instant case 

maybe an instrument to settle his multiple civil and criminal disputes 

with tlie accused party. The FIR mentions a number of persons i.e. 

Sirajuddin, Fayyaz Ahmad, sultan Mohammad and Syed Kamal who 

too, were allegedly intimidated in the manner as complainant. It is on 

record that these persons i.e. Syed Kamal, Sultan Mohammad and 

Sirajuddin appeared before the court and expressed their ignorance 

regarding complaint against the accused facing trial.

The complainant states different times for commission of 

offences and lastly mentions with specification of date i.e. 22.03.2014 

when the accused allegedly came in there and attempted to abduct the 

complainant and his son. Such matter was reported on 10.04.2015 i.e. 

After a span of thirteen months. This frail approach of complainant 

gives rise to many questions which have not been sought out in the 

course of investigation. Statement of the complainant as PW-1 

somehow carries a long story and as such differs from contents of FIR. 

He has not mentioned the specific allegations in his statement as in FIR. 

Admittedly, there is no other eye-witness of the alleged 

except complainant. The complainant frankly admitted that when they 

on their way to home, the vehicle of accused Wali Mohammad

5.

some

6.

occurrence

were

parked in petrol pump who did not say anything to complainant.

In this view of the matter, when the whole case is based upon 

the testimony of complainant Mohammad Khan whose statement is not 

worth to prove the commission of offences as alleged. His statement 

lacks quality thus no order of conviction

was

7.

be based upon accordingly. 

The complainant’s indolent conduct followed by his statement has made

can

i



V

Page 3 of 3
!

the things highly doubtful. In circumstances, there appears no 

probability of conviction of accused facing trial. Resultantly, by

\V.

- r /
yawing the petition u/s 265-K Cr. PC, the , accused facing trial ^2areL .^^mtted from the charges leveled against them. Case property, if any

he'^: posed of according to law. Sureties of the accused are absolved 
1

^•^(^oytheir liabilities. File is consigned to record room

(1rs
O
cr.

\-Si
c after completion.

Announced in open Court at Shangla and given under mt hand and 
the sea! of the Court of this 22'0 day of July 2017. f>

ij

(TANVEER IQBAL)
Additional Sessions Judge/IZQ, 

Shangla at Alpurai

1

CERTIFICATE

that this judgment
pages.

consists of (03) 
read, signed/ andEach page has been 

corrected by me wherever necessary.

aANVEER IQBAL)
Additional Sessions JudgE/IZfl, 

Shangla at Alpurai
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IN THE COURT OF SYED All RAZA SENIOR CIVIL JIMF..C\ SHANGLA.4

No 575 dated 30.12.2016. U/S 54 ordinance 2016. 
S^V . State Vs Wall Mohammad etCi

/5
1

I ^■ 1' '1 >
1i^r-‘

^y:27/p^miT ,

Case file submitted through prosecution, 

be entered in the relevant register. APP 

present. Learned APP requested for the 

discharge, of accused in terms of section 4-C 

(II) of KPK prosecution act 2005. After goin 

through the, record it is evident that th 

learned, DPP vide his application has termed 

t^ c^se in. hand being deficient and not 

worthy of trail. |

So in the light of the contention of 

learned APP as the prosecution itself does not. 

want, to: prosecute the accused for want of 

proper; evidence, so proceeding any further 

would just be a futile exercise. I 

/Therefore

I .

I

]

the accused
discharged of the charges. The 

if any is disposed of according tobaw; sureties

stands\

case property

are exonerated from their liabilities of surety 

bonds. File be consigned to record room after 

necessary completion and compilation. 
Announced i

27/03/2017

. ,^ . £0 ALIRAZA,
^ Senior Civil Judge/ Judicial Mag

,, .. , S H A N G L ,A.
Df3 c-' - 5-1.7/ ^

■4^-f..

^/griafcir...

V
istrate.Hsu..:.

I

ir^ ■

\6N-i5,...4^; ,

....

L



-(I f'

1"^ 'M . #
<-■••

.v"‘.

I •'
'■ its‘' I

efbre^the Honourable Judicial Magistrate / Iliaqa Qazi Swat ;■ #1.

1;

iSd' Ik
.! ■•I
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V• t.d

Stateftv::;- . .. ■•te"?,•iSIt-
ed-. .

Seteu 

Ifte:
IS ' ■

f
* f,

[ V'-r''.

•y ei'SiM J!
/■1h1'^

Kl*. MlXNlAia ftM/tyu-aSUNted,. I

i .
'T /
y■;. .;-r'

V--> ...u !
Case CdU/S P.S J

a, . ;' •i . :•
'.-■b |-i f
da-■ ' i i ;■Ma d. \

d U/’S 4 rcinjj44i;jc:bc£ ev;;?J ISt! tion for vvithlte'lcl'oi' the case: and d i sc ha

Prosecution Act 2Q0S. on iiie around of comproniisiL

la .0 l'

.0'-

rg.t Q-': accuse* 11 i-;\ !-

v-i a .
iiidtl

■db' ■'
» h

y tt. : ,
■yics: ,

r'

‘Ics'.tec I!'!.!! Iy 4 isewethe! 1
■v • ?

; ■dC ■■c . ii ■^
1, '[‘hat the accused was booked bypolice in case Fi?'. raentionea a.bov'C, Lnvs-tslipa.'.-iyu, -.-u.

^ ' ' ’ • . • -ry,. g-< jj H.

f'crainst 'the accused was sub:Tu>i;cd'vy, "o
f.r

i!d C-: • '' wets carried out and complete report u's 173 Cr.Pc

the SHO concerned'dovput in court, 'd.--- '

2._ Tliat after the scrubny/;, brief, li was noted that both..the parties have, cornprornised; bnytyt; ■■■,|; 
i ■ • ■ 'J '-

■ ‘ ^ f'..dh

;■ niatie;^ and it wijh-a''futile exercise to prosecute the. accused.(Brief Perfbrma ofxhje

.'i; if i

11" ••- S:l‘b •;:
y ■\

KiiirX • •;
I .■•H' ■ IM:

prosecuboii is attached herev/itli')..■•V

■i bM:W- -i.’

I • ■ • " ' •f ' ■ ■'ll U '

is no ieual impediment fer discliarovc ol' the accused and. withheld of. the inSLap.'i'bf ■ '"b| |-',
- ■ ' a:.::|kb'

: f- -
•. ' ' eA■ ' ■ fS’.i ■■■

Ihy
■i|g..

’ 1

is. humbly requested th.at ' /•th-c. i'■ j t' Plierefore, it
: •. ty >•

li:
hand be accepted and the accused Aih .!,. 'applicatioh in

i
t

c/.

oisoharged and to witldieid rhe cr.se u / c ■! ( c ) (.i.p ;■i. !i
rAttested 01 the ni'csecutioii .hct
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The District PoITcpfficer, 
Shahgla

1
From: . ;• . n

■»:

t
U

The Police Officer,To:

dated.Alpuri,rhe /^ —^lO /2017. ^4nn£

DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL UNDER THE SERVICE
against THE ORDER OB N0.116, DATED 18.08.2017

Kwre

Subject:
ACT 1974 
PASSED BY DPO SHANGLA

Memo:
letter Endst; No.8500/E, datedoffieKindly refer to region

14.09.017.

this connection para wise comments upon the appeal on subject 

from 01 to 13 is submitted as undei".- . '

In

Correct.Para, 1.
to the end ofThat since' his appointment 17.06.1996 up

ices he served the applicant has been apnciated by thetalbanaization so, services
at time with commendatcrs certificat, by giving his choise posting etc.\

officer

In correct.Para, 5.
not relates his pastThat as the 0-cSent departmental proceeding

initiated against the delenquent ConstabK^

. 7416/.E;-IV, dated 15:06.2017 

FIR No. 405/2017 Police Mihgora with the

i
I-

K.1.

on
but, relates on enquiry which v>^as 

recev
due to his involvement vide case

transfer him District Karak District (Vide Flag-A)

ing from Inspector General of Police vide No

direction to

No commentsPara, 6.a

Para. 7 to 11. No comments.

That being found not in facts, as the'appUcant has being involved

total 07 criminal cases time & again, which is against PR 14-28” that police

As recommended by enquiry office in hisofficer shall not engage in trade” 

finding vide Flag’ B
-y

Para. 13-14. No commcn|s.

That as facts is clear on the above commented paras.
Attested

Submitted fo.r kind perusal, pleaseAclVOCilt0
• /
/

Enel: f all the rclcvant_iElRC^\rL^nclosc^ /
■'/ ./A // /
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tOFFICE OF THE 
INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE, 

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 
CENTRAL POLICE OFFICE, 

PESHAWAR, 
dated ; /J^/Oe/ZOl?

1

0 •'V

/No.

Tof : The District Police Officer,
Shaiigla.

SMS Comolaint/Source report W
Subject:-

report against Constable Wali Muhammad @ 'Enclosed please find herewith 
391 of district Shangla. Upon perusal, the W/IGP has passed the following remarks:- ■

a source

No.
FIR No. 405/2017“ DPO Shangla may take departmental action against him in 

Police Station Mingora. Plus on basis of his background presently he may be 
transferred to District Karak and kept under watch till his enquiries arc fmishei.

further mischief at Karak he may be taken to task per law .

District Karak with immediate effect on
In case of absence or'5

The Constable is hereby transfeiTed to2.1
cohiplaint basis.

The orders of the competent authority may be complied with and outcome ol the 

departmental proceedings may be communicated to this otfice.
0.

\\XS ^i)PS(Arif
^bii-::. ,AIG/:

For Provincial
Kh)'V.)er Paklitunkliwa, Peshawar.

[im

• DIG/HQrs: Kliyber Pakhtunldiwa, Peshawar, 
o District Police Officer, Karak.
• PSO to IGP Khyber Pakhtunldiwa, Peshawar.
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Ground No. IV is incorrect.IV.

Ground No. V is also incorrect. Some cases are still pending trial in the 
competent court of law.

-4^ V.
\

VI. Ground No. VI is also incorrect.-All these cases have been included in the 
inquiry report to show conduct of the appellant to all concerned.

Ground No. VII is also incorrect. All these cases shows conduct ol' the 
appellant.

VII.

Ground No. VIII is also incorrect. All the complaints were included in' the 
charge sheet memo of allegations and final show cause notice and proper 
statement of all the aggrieved persons were recorded in the inquiry proceedings.

VIII.

Ground No. IX is also incorrect. It is excuse and taken by the appellant as a 
shelter to cover the illegal activities of the appellant under the protection of 
police force.

IX.

X. Ground No. X is also incorrect.. The appellant has done nothing and no 
efficiency has been proved by the appellant instead of harassing innocent 
people for his ulterior motives.

XI. Ground No. XII is incorrect. Before passing the impugned order, final show 
cause notice was served on the appellant and was heard in orderly room by tlk 
competent authority.

Ground No. XIII is incorrect. Proper charge sheet, memo of allegations and 
show cause notice was issued to the appellant and proper enquiry was 
conducted by the SP Investigation Shangla.

XI!.

It is, therefore, humbly prayed that the appeal being badly lime- 
barred may very kindly be dismissed with cost.

Respondents,

Inspmor Gerier-al'orP^ice, 
KhybeJ' Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar

(Pdice.Qfficer,
Police,

M/lak"anTat Saidu Sharif Swal.
Deli ml

District Police Officer,

- SHANGIA
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