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26.02.2016 Counsel for the appellant and Asst: AG for respondents

present. Fresh Wakalat Nama submitted on behalf of the appellant 

which is placed on file. Arguments could not be heard due to 

shortage of time. . Therefore, the case is adjourned to

for arguments.

(?i
Member

19.04.2016 Appellant in person and AddI: AG for respondents present. 

Appellant submitted an application for withdrawal of the appeal as his 

•grievances have been redressed by the respondent-department. 

Signature of appellant secured at the margin of order sheet. 

Accordingly the appeal is dismissed as withdrawn. File be consigned to 

the record room.

ANNOUNCED
19.04.2016

MEMBER MEMBER
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Counsel for the appellant present. Preliminary arguments 

heard and case file perused. Counsel for the appellant contended that 

the appellant has not been treated in accordance with law/rules. 

Against the original order dated 31.12.2013, he filed departmental 

appeal on 06.01.2014, which has been rejected on 10.03.2014, hence 

the present appeal on 25.03.2014. He further contended that the 

impugned order dated 10.03.2014, has been issued in violation of 

Rule-5 of the Civil Servant (Appeal) Rules 1986. Points raised at the

Bar need consideration. The appeal is admitted to regular hearing
''. ^

subject to all legal objections. The appellant is directed to deposit the 

security amount and process fee within 10 days. Thereafter, Notices 

be issued to the respondents. To come up for written reply/comments

20:05.2014

on 18.08.2014. N

\j Member 

for further proceedings.
\ \

This case be put before the Final Bench20.05.2014

rm;

The Hon’ble Bench is on tour to Abbottabad, therefore, case 

adjoumedto 13.11.2014.
18.8.2014

%

Reader

^ > ■>.



FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Court of

416/2014.Case No.,

Date of order 
Proceedings

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

1 2 3

25/03/2014 The appeal of Mr. Gul Ayub presented today by Mr. 

Noor Badshah Bangshah Advocate may be entered in the 

Institution register and put up to the Worthy Chairman for 

preliminary hearing.

1

\

REGISTRAR'-"

This case is entrusted to Primary Bench for preliminary 

hearing to be put up there on

2
7

i-''
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL

PESHAWAR

/TO-

Ex-ASI Gul Ayub Police Department Bannu S/o Muhammad Azim 

Khan R/o Adam Zai District Lakki Marwat. (Appellant)
Versus

Deputy Inspector General of Police / RPO, Bannu Region Bannu etc.
(Respondents)

Appeal

INDEX

S. No Description of Documents Annexure Pages

1. Memo of Appeal 1-4

2. Charge Sheet, statement of allegations. A 5-6

3. Reply to the charge sheet etc. B 7-10

4. Inquiry Report C 11-12

5. Impugned order of respondent No.2 D 13

6. Departmental appeal 14-1 7

Impugned order No.641-42/EC dated 10-3- ' 
14 of respondent No.l

7. E 18

8. Wakalat Nama 19

Appellant 
“ Ex-ASI Gul Ayub

Dated: 18-3-2014.
Through:

Noor Badshah Advocate. 
Kohat.
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL
PESHAWAR

!?■»»»*

Ex-ASI Cul Ayub Police Department Bannu S/o Muhammad Azim 

Khan R/o Adam Zai District Lakki Marwat.

Versus

Deputy Inspector General of Police / RPO, Bannu Region 

Bannu.

District Police Officer Bannu.

Sub Divisional Police Officer Naurang, District Lakki Marwat.

(Respondents)

(Appellant)

1.

2.

3.

W-''

APPEAL UNDER SECTION-4 OF KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT

1 974 AGAINST THE IMPUGNED ORDER OF RESPONDENT NQ.1

VIDE endst: N0.641-42/EC DATED 10-3-2014. WHEREBY

THE DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL PREFERRED BY THE APPELLANT

HAS BEEN FILED WITH IMMEDIATE EFFECT.

Prayer In Appeal:

On acceptance of this appeal the impugned order vide no.641- 

42/ec dated 10-3-2014 of respondent no.l and order vide 

No.1445/EC dated 31-12-201 3 of respondent No.2 may please be 

set-aside being illegal arbitrary against law, contrary to Police 

Rules prescribed service rules and also against the fact and 

circumstances of the case. Therefore the appellant may graciously 

be reinstated in services with all back benefits. Further prayed any 

relief deem appropriate may also be extended in favour of 
appellant to meet the requirement of justice.

Respectfully Sheweth

f



k
Facts :

I. Facts giving rise to the present appeal are that the appellantgi^P 

service in police department as constable on 02-10-1983, who 

after getting basic training started his duty at Distt: Bannu.

j

II. That on account of his excellent performance the appellant 
promoted to the rank of ASI, which is evident from the record.

was

ML That while posted as AS! at Police Station Baka Khel Baran Bridge 

Post^the appellant was suspended, charge sheet was issued to 

him on account of so called allegations and inquiry conducted 

against him. Copy of annexure-A.

IV. That in response the appellant submitted written reply to the 

concerned inquiry officer and denied the allegations . leveled 

against the appellant. Copy of annexure-B.

V. That after conducting inquiry final report was submitted to the 

respondent No.2, who imposed major penalty upon the appellant 
on the basis of spy information as the inquiry officer did not 
prove allegations against the appellant and passed compulsory 

retirement order with immediate effect. Copy of annexure-C & D.

VI. That dissatisfied with the impugned order passed by respondent 
No.2 the appellant preferred a departmental appeal before the 

respondent No.l, who without going into the merit of the case 

also filed the appeal vide annexure-E.

VII. That feeling aggrieved the appellant submit the instant appeal on 

the following grounds amongst others.

Grounds:

a) That the impugned orders referred to above is against law, 
contrary^ Police Rules / prescribed services rules, capricious and 

also against the fact and circumstances of the case, hence liable 

to be set-aside.

b) That the appellant was an honest, efficient, police officer. He has 

performed his duty with great zeal and also tackled all tasks 

whenever assigned to him. There is no complaint against him 

either by general public or by any agency i.e. officers / officials.

P-2



k
c) That the appellant has earned 12 good entries with regard to his 

annual confidential report and there is no adverse remarks. It is 

added that the so called five bad entries incorporated in the 

inquiry findings by the inquiry officer the same are based in 

respect of casual leave etc. which at ail could not be considered 

as bad entry. The inquiry officer has not conducted inquiry 

proceeding in transparent manner and also did not concentrate 

the various documentary evidence which have been collected 

from Bank Authority as well as from revenue agencies. It prima 

facie established that there is nothing with regard to corruption / 
malpractices against the appellant. So in these circumstances the 

punishment as major penalty awarded by the respondent No.2 on 

the so called findings furnished by Inquiry officer based on 

surmises and conjectures. The appellate authority overlooked and 

neglected the material available on record, which is miscarriage of 
Justice. Therefore, the impugned order is not sustainable in the 

eyes of law.

d) That the alleged corrupt practices at Baran Bridge Post are also 

base^on surmises and conjectures and no FIR in respect of the 

alleged allegations has been registered in any Police Station 

Cantt/ Custom Distt: Bannu or with any authority. Hence, the 

impugned order is not tenable.

e) That the appellant is an honest police officer, law abiding citizen 

and cant not even think to commit such like activities, 
furthermore the appellant has brilli^t 

participate in front line duty in thei6id proceeding of police as well 
as on so many sensitive places.

service record and also

f) That general allegation are leveled against the appellant and no 

specific charge has been made by any specific complaint. Further 

more no solid and cogent evidence is available against the 

appellant and no chance of cross-examination has been given the 

appellant and ex-parte proceeding conducted by enquiry Officer 

having no validity of enquiry findings.

g) That the learned inquiry officer has based his finding on the aerial 
information of spy resources and intelligent agencies which have 

no evidentiary value in the eyes of law. It is worth mentioning that 
the alleged charges are not proved at all against the appellant. 
The inquiry officer has not adopted the legal procedure as 

required under the relevant provisions of prescribed service rules

P-3



/ police rules and have flagrantly violated the same. The 

respondents dicl hot bother to concentrate about the clear picture 

of the case as well as materia! available on record. It was
incumbent upon themto go into the merit of the case and should 

have taken into consideration the various aspects of the case. 
They have committed illegalities / irregularities, which are un­
warranted by law therefore, the impugned orders are liable to be
set-aside.

h) That the appeal is within time.

In view of the above, it is humbly prayed, that on acceptance of 
the instant appeal the impugned orders referred to above may 

please be set-aside and the appellant may graciously be 

reinstated in service as ASI with all back benefits and to allow the 

appellant to join / continue his duties as ASI for ends of Justice.

Appellant 
Gul Ayub

Dated: 18-3-2014.
Through:

Noor Badshah Bangash 

Advocate,
Distt: Courts Kohat.

Affidavit

I do hereby solemnly affirm and declare that the 

contents of this appeal are true to the best of my 

knowledge and belief and nothing concealed 

from this Honouralbe Court.

Deponent

P-4
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STATEMENT OF ALLEGATIONS:
/

i. Muhammad Iqbal, District Police Officer, Banni: as ;:omj5Ctent 
author'i'y, arri oi the opinion that ASl Gul Av *b l/C B-anch Bridaf;(PS liaka Khei), Bannu 

• has rondered himself liable to be proceeded against as he has commilted the foliowing 

misconduct: within the meaning of Police Rules (amended vide MV/i'P gazette 27'”

i

January 19/6).

STATEMENT OF ALLEGATIONS:

He has been suspended by the Regional Police Officer, Bannu on the 

basis of his tainted reputation and his alleged involvement in anti-social activities. His 
cvetivities arc against the norms of a disciplined service, morality ai;i impartiatness 

' which are badly required for the police force.

ToV the purpose of scrutinizing the conduct of the said accused svith 

reference to the above allegations Mr. Liaqat Shah. DSP Hauiang, District LaUKi 

Marwat, is appointed as Enquii7 Officer.

The Enquiry Officer shall provide reasonable opportunity of hearing to 

the accused, record statements etc and findings within {V^ days) after the receipt of 

- this order. . . • •

1 .

{
I

1. .

r.2
.

i

The accused shall join the proceedings .on the date, time and place4.
.1fixed by the Enquiry'Officer.

}; i

{MUHAMMAD )
i .■j qir.irict Police Officer. 

Bannu.

S ' I t
11;

Wo.66^ ASl Gul Ayub !/C Branch 5ridge{PS Baka KhLH)(2) DSP (

If fNaurang. Oistnet Lakki Marwat (3) SRC Bannu. ) •
|! ,. I If n • ’8 t

.iI ■

t iy * 'i

'(MUK.AMMAD IqSAL) ; 
- District Police Officer,;

4 I

Ij-m.n.i.

i
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The District Police Officer,
Bannu.

SHEET B A SEP UPONeepT.Yv to the charge
statement of allegation,Subject:

Respected Sir,
good self-number 668-70/SRC datedWith reference to your

06/12/13, the petitioner prayed as under:-

constable in the yearrecruited in police, deptt. asl.The petitioner
in the trainingand after' undergoing basic training02/10/1983

the District for performance ot duty. I heinstitution, reported back in
whichthen deputed for the training of different coursespetitioner was

and thereafter the petitioner has beensuccessfully completed■ •>«-. was
assigned the duties in 

efficiently.

which was dischargevarious police stations
VJ rj

Y4
VJI

various establishment in police deptt:I
That the petitioner was posted on 
and performed the duty with great zeal and zest and this is why that the

, officers under ^^hom command, I have performed the duty has made

" no complaint what so ever against the petitioner

the performance of duty.

I

■?.

t
; and was happy fromI II

I1^ MI
f,

/I 3. That throughout my service since 19S3, the petitioner has not done any 

•a.eh thiuE,/action which is against the spirit of police rules as well as 

disciplinary force. The service record of the petitioner is so much clean 

that during the entire period of service, no complaint has been rcce.ved 

the officers and this is why that no departmental

action has been initiated against the petitioner from any

i'\ 1
. orJpis

», : from Uie public to
corner on the 

of extra ordinary 

has oblaincd so
basis of Anti-Socia'l activities. During the course

duly the pcliLiunci' many
performance of

Sd

r
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which the. extracertifidates with cash award. Incommendation 

ordinary performance has been recognized in so many cases.

i?'
• ^vJ-

in different institution !iv.4. That after qualifying different course satisfactory in ^4.
like gas course, weaponry course, finger print course, BDS course and

assigned the duties of the above aTraffic course. The petitioner was
\ discharged efficiently and devotedly. Furthermore 

igned the duty against the terrorist/militants 

which has also been performed

Hcourses which was 

the petitioner have also 

and other anti-social elements

assi

of performance ot duty the • 

cowardice whatever situation came
mdevotedly and honestly. During the 

petitioner has not shown any 

forwarded as evident from service record of the petitioner.

course m

fe*'
p si

p in the raid proceeding 

of the petitioner
5.1hal the petitioner has performed front line duty i 

, of police as 

required in any

Iwaswell as whenever the services 1-^
has alsofield for police deptf.. The petitioner

sensitive places and the services of the
ai

performed the duty on so many 
petitioner in the performance of duty in such sensitive places has been

recognized by the officers with good name in-spitc of the fact that 

many time threat has been received to the petitioner from the terrorist

im Ia w

Ki;»l 6. The allegation leveled in the subject Charge Sheet is not based upon

the petitioner has not been counseled by the authority in
service

m
facts because

iiSt* of the above allegations. According to
olTicer/oriicial on the

yy-: light of Ibc contents 

laws whenever no proof is available against any m■:)
M

:W Other anti-social activities then thesubject of corruption or any 

official/officer is directed by the authority for reformation or removing
is communicated to the officer/otiicial in

H?;

i
i, • mthe short coming or the same 

shape of adverse remarks in the ACR but
■-i

in my case no such adverse 

or advice,ill shape of ACR 

mention in the above letter is not
remarks has been communicated to me m
which suggest that the allegations 

substantiated by cogent evidence.
i

Xyl
#

M

1i
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^-A ioner has never been, indulged in any such activities 

the person of petitioner except the performance of good 

ich I am receiving monthly salary from police Dcptt;. I he 

n the above charge sheet is quite based upon hearsay 

:ch has got no'footing in the service laws, furthermorej do 

It under what source, the same has been communicated to 

seff by worthy RPO Bannu because till date 1 have not even

■ vm

asgine

r; m
■-.1,

i-your gooG
warned by the authority on any score of mis-conduct.

r

v;/
h,S. According to tlie dicta of Supreme eourt ol ]'aki,-;uiu us w ell as sei'\ lee 

tribunal and tire constitution of. Islamic republic of Pakistan 1973 

official/officer should be condemned without solid reasons / proof ol 

any allegation and in the case of any allegation against the spirit of

police rulcs/scrvice laws, the ofFicial/officer will be suspended when
the case of

iy.£no
• I;lid..Ik

.trJi.i

clue leading towards the allegations but in
has been made against the

there is some Mmpetitioner no complaint what so ever
kind of tinted allegation has-been refereed in thepetitioner nor any

charge sheet, 
amounts the harassment of the olf icial.

The general allegations without proof are nothing but<

Hi
W
mmmIf
mIf

t

9. The petitioner is the only bread earner of the family and such like

defamation will certainly discourage myself as well as other police ,

Lhc situation facing by. theofficials in performance of .duty specially in
a days: The petitioner’s performance has been praised bypolice in now

evident, from the servicethe authorities on each and every occasion as
don’t know 'that why I have been blamed for such precord, but I 

allegations. 11ye
in-iuoralily and

c 0 p.c n i o 1 i d p ro o f and

be entangle with such like allegations without

1 have

10. That the allegations in the charge sheet i 

iinpaiiialnc.'is not governed l^y any

official/officer can

are m
mm

no

i

substantive proof Fuithermorc, throughout my
so devotedly and bravery that no chance has been

service mmm
performed my duty 

given to any authority for fingering upon my duly. a
im

1
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In light of the above facts and circumstances, it is requested that 

the allegations mentioned in the charge sheet is Ariel in 

charge sheet may kindly be filled without further action.

nature and the '

'5 O.’rC'd'-ec.'i."'-V

AStGULAYUB.
Police Line Bannu.
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1:. OFFICE OF THE#■

vi; s.,j
i %i^# : District Police Officer,

Fax No; 0928-9270045 

Dated 31.12.2013 ■
0928-9270 038Phone No:

D 3 • No. /EC-m
ASl Gul Ayub of District Bannu Police.To:;

OF^DER■f

?

1. You, AS! Gul Ayub, at the time of your posting at Police Station Baka Khe!

charged for the misconduct communicated to you during departmental 

;• proceedings, the. gist of which is that you had a tainted reputation and remained, 

involved in anti social activities. Accordingly proper departmental enquiry 

conducted to find out facts.

were

was

-2. Mr. liaqat Shah DSP Naui'ang District Lakki was appointed as Enquiry Officer 

who has submitted his findings wherein the charges leveled against you have 

been proved.

3. You were called in the orderly room on 30.12.2013 and were heard in person.

■ You had nothing substantial in your defense. 1, Mohammad Iqbal, DPO Bannu, 

as competent authority under Police Rules (amended vide NWFP gazette,. 21 

January 1976) have Come to the conclusion that charges leveled against you 

proved beyond any doubt and that your retention in police service would be 

harmful for the force. I have, therefore, decided to im.pose major penalty uporv; 

you by retiring you compulsorily ■ from service. This order v/iW take effect 

immediately. ' ■ '

are :

/

District Police bfflcer, 
Bannu.

^1-
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To,■ V"11.W. :

The Regional Police Officer / D.I.G

fil! mBannu Division, Bannu.I r
■# 

SI

10 i

«

SUBJECT:I DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL /

OFFICE ORDER BEARING NO.

ISSUED BY DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER

representation AGAINST II
4’m1445/EC dated 13/12/2013 

BANNU VIDE WHICH
MAJOR PENALTY OF COMPULSORILY 

imposed UPON THE

■;(

P
01®

retirement was

appellant (under policey. liRULES

1 AMENDED VIDE N.W.F.P GAZETTE
27 JANUARY 197G).

il
If

s

T0 ipmmfe
|sf
fs||s

I

ii:1i PRAYER: ON ACCEPTANCE OF 

the IMPUGNED ORDER 

kindly be SET-ASIDE BY 

SERVh.E WITH ALL BACK

! instant appeal / representation

dated 31/12/2013 MAY

instating the appellant 

benefits and to allow

appellant TO JOIN / CONTINUE his duty AS ASI

ii'

VERY
RE­

IN ‘

THE ■

■;■Respected Sir,

The Appellant most submits
as under;- p

II'
T) T'hat the appellant 

on0Z/in/:l9S3, whoa^to^

distr^ct Bannu.

: w- ,0. ...............

was recruited in police-department as
constable

basic liYiinint', started his dulyV i:UM-(in !?. :
at

1
II
1

was ^*i>:^igned

/ea.st.

i
It
PI •-S3

IT..

>
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■
promoted to the post of He^^d

performance, the Appellant was 

Constable and ASI respectively.

3) That while posted as ASI at police station Baka Khel, the Appellant 

suspended, charge sheet was 

so-called allegations and enquiry

,..r

H y

I
BS
Ffi-

issued to,the Appellant for the
was

officer was deputed for
^ti

conducting enquiry.
(Copy of'charge sheet & suspension order is attached herewith as 

Annexture-"A")

t©
ii 'I

1.•
m

Ii submitted written reply to the concernedii 4) That the Appellant
enquiry officer, verbally given complete details in respect o(

denied from the so-calledand completelyservice career

allegations.
(Copy of written reply is attached herewith as Annexture-"B )

siihmitlnd his final report / 

Honourable D.P.O Bannu on 27/12/2013,

Ii:'-
offiCfM-S) Thai Ihe loarnud enquiry

enquiry report to the 
wherein spy Information's were based for imposing major penalty

fi.

Upon the Appellant..

(Copy of final (enquiry) report

6) That the Honourable
dated 13/12/2013, wherein major penalty of compulsorily

retirement was imposed upon the Appellant.

efficacious remedy, the Appellant now 

the doors of this Honourable forum/chair, inter-alia 

the following grounds;

IS is attached as Annextuer-C)

D.P.O Bannu issued the impugned order

sa
i

7) That having no' other 

knocks at

';;a;
, on

a
GROUNDS:-

A) That the Appellant was assigned different tasks during service 

career wherein, who has poi formed, liis duty, with great zeal and 

complaint whatsoever has beeh made by the general 

in the whole career, .

i/J'H
I zest and no 

public against the Appellant■s

•.
■!

i
I

M■" -m
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B) That 12 good entries have been made by the High ups in favour of 

Appellant which is part a.nd parcel of the record and no'adverse 

remarks have been made in the Appellant's record or in the ACR's 

by the High ups, furthermore, the so-called 05 bad entries 

shown in respect of casual leave which at all could not be 

considered as bad entries, but this aspect of the case has been 

Ignored by the learned enquiry officer as well as by the 

Honour.'iblu D.P.O B.iniiu, which is against the norn:is of justice. '

C) That the Appellant was initially recruited as constable in the police 

department, and due to his best performance

are
■fi

1^^

p-
%I

■T

promotions were

sanctioned in his favour to Head Constable and then t
i

ASl
respectively.

I
D) That according to the available record only Rs. 30 as cash amount 

was found present in the Appellant's Bank account i.e. A/C Mo. 

5045'-2 National Bank of Pakistan Bannu and

1
‘I

Ino agricultural or
•'4

builded property is registered in the name of Appellant 

proof of Benami property was found in the name, of-Appellant, 

then how the learned enquiry officer as well as the Honourable 

D.P.O Bannu based the so called Arial allegations for imposing

nor any

mm
i
Iimajor penalty upon .the Appellant, 

v/E) That the alleged w
iScorrupt practices at "Baran Pool Post" are based 

on surmises and conjectures because no FIR in respect of alleged 

allegations has been registered \Y\ police

Si 
»

pi
1

station Cantt, Bannu -
which comes in the way next to.the "Baran Pool Post".

F) That the Appellant is law abiding citizen as well as police official 

and cannot even think to commit such like 

.the-Appellant has brilliant
activities; furthermore, 

service record and always participate in 

front line duty in the raid' proceedings of police 11as well as on so
many sensitive places.

,G) That general allegations

specific charge has been made by

are leveled against the Appellant and

any specific - complainant,

no

i!

jjiWM
u

VT-----
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furtherniore, no solid and cogent evidence is available against the 

A|-i|)<.ni.inl, .111(1 IK.I ch.iiu-t-' (->1 (.I'u:.;; ox.imin.il it.ni li.i:. been given It.) 

the Appellant.

H) That the learned enquiry officer has based his findings on the Arial 

information of spy resources and intelligence agencies which have 

no evidentiary value in the eyes of law. ’

I) That the Appellant is the only and solely source pf income for his

younger kids having no property or business resources, therefore, 

the Appellant is also etititled for re-instatement on this score 

alone. • -

? .

bi.

4 i'■:r•i

m It is, therefore, niost humbly prayed that on arceptaiK^e of

instant departmental Representation/Appeal, the impugned order-
/

dated 13/12/2013 may very kindly be set-aside by re-instating the 

Appellant,in service as ASI with.all back benefits and to allow the 

Appellant to join/continue his duty as ASI.

('ll

mf:
II?

m-': ^
€

fi': Note: The Appellant may kipdiy be heard in person or'through pleader.

I w
'I'fV

Appellant
S;1'5'i

HU:ij'S'’'

ftIk'.nfl Dated: <>6/01/201^':y. s
9^1

}. - ■ Gul Ayub ASI
■Mm.1 District Police Bannu.

1 it
^3!

ifh
;

s-'

m
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//I*OLICE DEPARTMENT. BANNU REGION.

t; ORDER

My this order will dispose of departmental appeal 
preferred by Ex: ASI Gul Ayoub against the order of Major Punishment of 
compulsory retirement from service by DPO/Bannu vide OB No. 1445 dated 31- 
12-2013 for committing of the following omissions:-

• That his reputation was reported to be tainted as well as charged 
for anti social activities

The said EX: ASI was proceeded against departmentally 
for the above misconduct. Mr. Liaqat Shah, DSP/Naurang, District Lakki Marwat 
was appointed as Enquiry Officer, who conducted proper departmental enquiry 
into the allegations and submitted his findings. The delinquent ASI was reported 
to be guilty of the charges. Hence, he was awarded major punishment of 
Compulsory retirement from service by the competent authority under police 
rule-1975 vide Order Book No and dated quoted above;

The appellant preferred departmental appeal before the 
undersigned for set asiding the awarded punishment. The undersigned, besides 
perusing the departmental enquiry file and contents of the appeal, also verified 
the allegations through various sources which were found accurate. Opportunity 
of personal hearing was also afforded to the appellant but failed to satisfy the 
undersigned regarding the allegations leveled against him.

Keeping in view the above, therefore, I SAJID ALI 
KHAN, Regional Police Officer. Bannu Region. Bannu in exercise of the powers 
vested in me under Police Rules 1975, hereby file the instant appeal with 
immediate effect.
Order announced.

(Sajid Ali mian)PSP 
Regional Police Officer, 

Bannu Region, Bannu.

No. dated Bannu the /^3> /2m4.

Copy to:-
1. The District Police Officer, Bannu along with service record 

containing departmental proceeding file for informationyand 
necessary action w/r to his office memo: No. 100 d/ted 2-8-01- 
20147.

t/^x: ASI Gul Ayoub.2.

(Sajid Mi Khan)PSP 
Regional Police Officer, 

Bannu Region, Bannu
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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHtUN KHWA PESHAWAR
'#/ Appeal No. 416/2014.

Gul Ayub Khan, EX-Assistant Sub-Inspector Police Department Banriu 
S/o Muharhmad Azim Khan R/o Adam Zai Lakki Marwat. (Appellant)

VERSUS

1) ; Regional Police Officer Bannu Region, Bannu.

2) District Police Officer Bannu.

3) ; Sub Divisional Police Officer Nourang, District Lakki Marwat (Respondents)

PARA WISE COMMENTS BY THE RESPONDENTS No.l & 1.

Respectfully Sheweth:

PRELIMINARY OBJECTIONS:

'1) That the appeal of appellant is time-barred.

.2) That the appeal is not maintainable in its present form.

.3) That the appellant has concealed the material facts from the Honorable 
Tribunal.

'4) That the appeal is bad in law due to non-joinder and mis-jionder of 
necessary parties.

5) That the appellant has approached the Honorable Tribunal with unclean 
hands.

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

8) That the appellant has been estopped by his own conduct to file the 
appeal.

OBJECTIONS ON FACTS

Pertains to record, hence needs no comments.
II. Incorrect. The appellant has indifferent record. On the basis of 

: seniority cum fitness, he was promoted to the rank of officiating 
' ASl.

I.

III. Pertains to record. Reportedly the appellant was found involved in 
smuggling of NCP vehicles, tea, tyre and corruption while posted at 
Police Post Baran Bridge.

IV. Pertains to record. The reply of appellant was found baseless and 
unsatisfactory.
Incorrect.V. The allegation levelled against the appellant 

, established in the inquiry finding report submitted by impartial 
inquiry officer (DSP circle Naurang Distt: Lakki Marwat). After 
providing opportunity of hearing

were

the appellant was awarded 
punishment of compulsory retirement from service as his further

; retention in Police service was harmful for the force.
VI. Incorrect. The departmental appeal of appellant was rejected/filed 

merits, being found unsatisfactory and baseless.
VII. The appellant has wrongly challenged the valid and legal orders of 

; the respondents through unconvincing grounds.

on

.-V' •



OBJECTIONS ON GROUNDS.
4 a} Incorrect. The orders of the respondents are based on facts, justice 

and in accordance with Police Rules 1975. 
b) Incorrect. The appellant has indifferent record. Beside

involvement in smuggling and corruption, five bad entries
his
are

available in his service record.
c) .Incorrect. Fair and impartial inquiry was conducted through 

inquiry officer wherein all the opportunities of defense and hearing 

were provided in accordance with rules to the appellant. During the 
course of inquiry no objection has been raised by the appellant
over the inquiry officer. He . was heard in orderly room by the 

respondents but he badly failed to establish his plea regarding the 
allegations. The orders of the respondents are legal and
sustainable in the eye of law and Police Rules 1975. 

d) Incorrect. The appellant has committed/dealt the 
smuggling/corruption in a clandestine manner and concealed the 
proof from the immediate boss and public at large. The 

agencies have un earthed this fact hence the impugned order is

acts of

secret

according to law and rules.
e) Incorrect. Explained in preceding Para. He has not shown 

exceptional performance but performed duty as a routine.
f) Incorrect. The charges of corruption etc have been specifically 

mentioned in the charge sheet/statement of allegations and the 
whole inquiry was carried out in his presence with providing of 
opportunities of defense etc.

any

g} Incorrect. Besides the information of secret agencies which has 
evidentiary value under Qanun-e-Shahadat, 
witnesses have been recorded in presence of appellant. Inquiry was 
conducted under proper rules 1975 which is a special law/rules for 

Police Force and all the codal formalities were observed and 

illegality has been done by the respondents while passing the order 

of compulsory retirement of appellant and rejection of departmental 
appeal.

statements of

no

h) Incorrect. The appeal in not maintainable and time barred.

Prayer;
In view of the above facts and stated reasons, Ua'e'^ppeal of 

appellant is devoid of legal force 
costs.

/may kindly be dismissed with

Regional Police Officer, 
Bannu Region, Bannu 

(Respondent No.l)

District Police Officer, 
Bannu.

(Respondent No.l)



BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUN KHWA PESHAWAR
^ Appeal No. 416/2014. ^ ...............................

Gul Ayub Khan, EX-Assistant Sub^Ihspector Police Department Bannu S/o Muhammad Azim 
Khan R/o Adam Zai Lakki Marwat. (Appellant)

VERSUS

1) Regional Police Officer Bannu Region, Bantiu.
2) District Police Officer Bannu.

3) Sub Divisional Police Officer Nourang, District Lakki Marwat (Respondents

AUTHORITY LETTER.

Mr. Mir Faraz Khan Inspector Incharge Legal Cell Bannu is hereby authorized to appear 

before The Service Tribunal Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar on behalf of the undersigned in the 

above cited case.

He is authorized to submit and sign all documents pertaining to the present appeal.

Regional Po'lice^ficer, 
Bannu Region, Anna 

(Respondent No.l) 1

District Police Officer, 
Bannu.

(Respondent No.l)



BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUN KHWA PESHAWAR
4 Appeal No. 416/2014.

Gul Ayub Khan, EX-Assistant Sub-Inspector Police Department Bannu S/o 
Muhammad Azim Kahn R/o Adam Zai Lakki Marwat. (Appellant)

VERSUS

1) Regional Police Officer Bannu Region, Bannu.
District Police Officer Bannu.

Sub Divisional Police Officer Nourang, District Lakki Marwat

2)
3) (Respondents

COUNTER AFFIDAVIT

We, do hereby solemnly affirm and declare that the contents of the attached 

comments are true and correct to the best of our knowledge and belief and nothing has been with 

held or concealed from this Honorable Tribunal.

Regional,Poltce Officer, 
Bannu Region, Bannu 

(Respondent N 0.1)

District Police Officer, 
Bannu.

(Respondent No.2)


