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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICES TRIBUNAL,
PESHAWAR.€

Service Appeal No. 13586/2020

... 22.10.2020Date of Institution

...17.12.2021Date of Decision

Khalid Mehmood S/0 Waris Khan, R/0 Caste Utmankhel, Fateh 

Khan Khail District Orakzai.
... (Appellant)

VERSUS

District Police Officer, Orakzai and five others.
(Respondents)

Mr. SHAN ASGHAR, 
Advocate For appellant.

MR. KABIRULLAH KHATTAK, 
Additional Advocate General For respondents.

MEMBER (JUDICIAL) 
MEMBER (EXECUTIVE)

MR. SALAH-UD-DIN
MR. ATIQ-UR-REHMAN WAZIR

JUDGMENT:

SALAH-UD-DIN. MEMBERl-

Precise facts forming the background of the instant 
service appeal are that disciplinary action was taken against 

the appellant on the allegations that he alongwith Constables 

Muhammad Tahir, Muhammad Nazir and Hakim Nawaz had 

recovered 15 packets of Charas from Zalif Khan S/O Ghulam 

Akbar and Niqab S/O Qasim Shah, who were riding on a 

motorcycle, however the appellant returned back the 

recovered Charas to the said persons after obtaining an 

amount of Rs. 52000/- as bribe from them. On conclusion of 

the inquiry, the appellant was dismissed from service vide 

order dated 12.05.2020. The departmental appeal of the
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appellant was also dismissed vide order dated 24.09.2020, 
which was challenged by the appellant through filing of 
revision petition, which remained pending and in the 

meanwhile the appellant filed Service Appeal on 22.10.2020, 
while the revision petition was rejected vide order dated

03.05.2021.

Notices were issued to the respondents, who submitted 

their comments, wherein they refuted the assertions made by 

the appellant in his appeal.

Learned counsel for the appellant has contended that 
the appellant performed his duty with zeal and zest and he 

was given certificate of appreciation; that disciplinary action 

was taken against the appellant on false and fabricated 

grounds in order to humiliate him; that a false and fabricated 

story was tailored for damaging the career of the appellant; 
that no opportunity was given to the appellant for cross 

examination of the witnesses examined during the inquiry, 
which has caused prejudice the appellant; that no evidence 

what-so-ever was collected in support of the allegations 

against the appellant during the inquiry but even then the 

inquiry officer has wrongly and illegally held that the 

allegations against the appellant stood proved; that final 
show-cause notice was not issued to the appellant and he was 

not afforded any opportunity of personal hearing as well as 

self defense; that the impugned orders being wrong and illegal 
are liable to be set-aside and the appellant is entitled to be 

reinstated in service with all back benefits.

2.

3.

On the other hand, learned Additional Advocate General 

for the respondents has contended that the appellant had let 

free drug peddlers and had also returned the recovered Charas 

to them after obtaining an amount of Rs. 52000/- as bribe 

from them; that a regular inquiry was conducted against the 

appellant, who was found guilty of the charges leveled against 
him; that the appellant was afforded opportunity of personal 
hearing as well as self defense and inquiry against the 

appellant was conducted by complying all legal and codal

4.
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formalities; that the impugned orders has been passed in 

accordance with law, therefore, the same may be kept intact 
and the appeal in hand may be dismissed with costs.

5. We have heard the arguments of learned counsel for the 

appellant as well as learned Additional Advocate General for 

the respondents and have perused the record.

6. A perusal of the record would show that as per the 

charge sheet issued to the appellant. Constables Muhammad 

Tahir, Muhammad Nazir and Hakeem Nawaz were present 
alongwith the appellant at the relevant time, 
aforementioned constables have been examined during the 

inquiry, wherein they have categorically stated that they were 

not even on duty with the appellant on the relevant day and 

are unaware of the incident. Constable Muhammad Tahir has
stated that he was on leave on the relevant day. The 

very police officials, who were allegedly present with the 

appellant have not stated anything in their statements, which 

could support the allegations leveled against the appellant. 
One Amir Ullah Constable was also examined during the 

inquiry, who had supported the charge leveled against the 

appellant. He mentioned in his statement that he informed 

Incharge Wali Muhammad Sub-Inspector regarding the 

incident, who came to the spot. On the other hand, the 

aforementioned Wali Muhammad Sub-Inspector has simply 

mentioned in his statement recorded during the inquiry that 
Constable Amir Ullah had informed him that the appellant had 

handed over him a motorcycle. Moreover, the witnesses 

examined during the inquiry were though cross-examined by 

the inquiry officer but no opportunity was given to the 

appellant for cross-examination. In this view of the matter, the 

statement of Constable Amir Ullah could not be taken into 

consideration for awarding penalty to the appellant.

The

even
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7. The available record also does not show that copy of the 

inquiry report was provided to the appellant and an 

opportunity of personal hearing was afforded to him. On 

receipt of findings of the inquiry officer, the appellant was
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straight away dismissed by the competent authority vide the 

impugned order dated 12.05.2020, without issuing of any 

show cause notice to him. This Tribunal has already held in 

numerous judgments that issuance of final show cause notice 

along with the inquiry report is must under Police Rules, 1975. 

Reliance is also placed on the judgment delivered by august 
Supreme Court of Pakistan reported as PLD 1981 SC-i76, 

wherein it has been held that rules devoid of provision of final 
show cause notice along with inquiry report were not valid 

rules. Non issuance of final show cause notice and non-supply 

of copy of the findings of the inquiry officer to the appellant 
has caused miscarriage of justice as in such a situation, the 

appellant was not in a position to properly defend himself in 

respect of the allegations leveled against him.

Consequently, the appeal in hand is accepted by setting- 

aside the impugned orders and the appellant is reinstated in 

service with all back benefits. Parties are left to bear their own 

costs. File be consigned to the record room.

i;

8.

ANNOUNCED
17.12.2021

(SALAH-UD-DIN) 
MEMBER (JUDICIAL)

i:

(ATIQ-UR-REHMAN WAZIR) 
MEMBER (EXECUTIVE)



Service Appeal No. 13586/2020

Mr.Appellant alongwith his counsel present. 
Muhammad Amir, Inspector (Legal) alongwith Mr. Kabirullah 

Khattak, Additional Advocate General for the respondents 

present. The case is fixed for order, however the appellant 
submitted an application that as the order dated 03.05.2021 

passed by the Revisional Authority during the pendency

ORDER
17.12.2021

was
of the instant appeal, therefore, the same may also be 

included in prayer of the appellant made in memo of appeal.

Arguments on the application heard.
The appeal in hand was filed on 22.10.2020, while the 

order sought to be included in memo of appeal was passed 

on 03.05.2021. Nothing is available on the record to show 

that the same was communicated to the appellant. The 

application is, therefore, allowed and the office is directed to 

do the needful accordingly. Arguments on the main appeal 

have already been heard and record perused.
Vide our detailed judgment of today, separately placed 

file, the appeal in hand is accepted by setting-aside the 

impugned orders and the appellant is reinstated in service 

with all back benefits. Parties are left to bear their own costs. 

File be consigned to the record room.

on

ANNOUNCED
17.12.2021

(Salah-Ud-Din) 
Member (J)

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



Due to tour of Camp Court Abbottabad and shortage 

of Members at Principal Bench Peshawar, the case is 

adjourned to 24.05.2021 .before S.B.

15.03.2021

t

Due to demise of the Worthy Chairman the Tribunal is 

defunct, therefore, case is adjourned to 03.08.2021 for the same 

as before.

24.05.2021

Reader

Appellant in person and Mr. Kabirullah Khattak, 

Addl. AG alongwith Muhammad Aamir Inspector (Legal) for 

the respondents present.
Written reply/comments have been furnished and 

the same are placed on file. The appeal is entrusted to D.B 

for arguments on 16.12.2021.

03.08.2021

Appellant alongwith his counsel Mr. Shan Asghar Advocate 

present. Mr. Kabirullah Khattak, Additional Advocate General 
alongwith Mr. Muhammad Aamir Inspector for respondents present.

16.12.2021

Arguments heard. To come up for order before the D.B on

17.12.2021.

:-7
(Atiq U^Rehman Wazir) 

Member (E)
(balah-ud-uin)

Member (J)
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FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Court of

f Case No.- /2020

S.No. Date of order 
proceedings

Order or other proceedings with signature of judge

1 2 3

The appeal of Mr. Khaled Mehmood resubmitted today by Mr. Shan 

Asghar Advocate may be entered in the Institution Register and put up to 

the Worthy Chairman for proper order please. \

04/11/20201-

!

REGISTRAR
This case is entrusted to S. Bench for preliminary hearing to be put2-

up there on

CHAIRMAN

Appellant present through counsel. Preliminary arguments 

heard. File perused.
21.12.2020

Points raised need consideration. Admitted to regular 

hearing subject to all legal objections. The appellant is 

directed to deposit security and process fee within 10 days. 
Thereafter, notices be issued to respondents for written 

reply/comments. To come up for written reply/comments on 

15.03.2021 before S.B.
Secjritv^ iss Fea *
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The appeal of Mr. Khaled Mehmood son of Waris Khan r/o Utmankhel District Orakzai
/ /

received today i.e. on 22.10.2020 is incomplete on the following score which is returned to 

the counsel for the appellant for completion and resubrnission within 15'days.

' 1- Memorandum of,appeal may be got signed by the appellant.
i

2- Annexures of the appeal may be attested.
Annexures of the appeal may be flagged.

4- Affidavit may be got attested by the Oath Commissioner.
Addresses of respondent no.3 & 6 are’incomplete'which may be completed 'according 
to the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal rules 1974. ^
Annexures of the appeal are not in sequence which may be annexed serial wise as 

_ mentioned in the memo of appeal.
Ty Copies of charge sheet, statement of allegations, show-cause notice, enquiry report 

^ and replies thereto are not aftatdied with the appeal which may be placed on it.
8- All the annexures of the appeal are illegible which may be replaced by legible/better 

one.
9- Eight.mofe copies/sets of the appeal along with annexures i.e. complete in ail respect 

may also be submitted with the appeal. ‘

No. C /S.T.
Dt., W/o... mio- ..

.

Z'

REGISTRAR f
SERVICE TRIBUNAL 

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 
PESHAWAR.

/ !
' /

Mr. Shan Asghar Adv. Pesh.
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BEFORE THE CHAIRMAN KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE
TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR.

SCliyl»cr PataflCukfmtt 
Service Xributial

3 5^^020 Diary N«.
Service Appeal No. t

Oated

Khalid Mehmood son of Waris Khan 
R/o caste Utmankhel, Fateh Khan Khail 
District Orakzai...................................... Appellant

Versus

District Police Officer, Orakzai 
Regional Police Officer, Kohat Region.
C. C.O. Scouts
D. I.G. of Police Kohat Region
Govt. ofKPK through Chief Secretary, Civil Secretariat, Peshawar

Respondents

1)
2)
3)

. 4)
5)
6) The State

SERVICE APPEAL U/S 4 OF THE KHYBER

PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL

ACT, 1974 AGAINST THE IMPUGNED 

ORDER OF DISMISSAL OF THE

APPELLANT DATED. 12.05.2020 ISSUED

BY RESPONDENT NO.l AND AGAINST

THE ORDER DATED 24.09.2020 OF THE

RESPONDENT N0.2 WHERE THE

DISMISSED THE DEPARTMENTAL

APPEAL OF THE APPELLANT.

Prayer:

On acceptance of this appeal, the impugned 

order dated 12.05.2020 passed by respondent 

No.l may graciously be brushed aside and 

appellant be reinstated into service from the 

date of dismissal with all back benefits and all 

the impugned order may kindly be set aside.
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I
BEFORE THE CHAIRMAN KHYBER PAKHTIINKHWA SERVICE

TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR

Service Appeal Nor /2020

Khalid Mehmood Appellant
Versus

District Police Officer, Orakzai and others Respondents

INDEX
S.No. Description of documents. Annexure Pages.

1. Memo of appeal 1-7
2. Copy of dismissal order dated 

12.05.2020
8

3. Copy of departmental appeal. 9-16
4. Copy of order dt.24.09.2020 17' C ‘

5. Copy of certificate of appearance 18
6. Copy of habeas corpus petition 19-20
7. Copy of court process 21B
8. Wakalatnama. 22

Appellant

Shan Asghar
. Advocate, Peshawar.

Through

Dated:

i^ X^ T



BEFORE THE CHAIRMANKHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE

TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR.
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Service Appeal No. /2020

Khalid Mehmood son of Waris Khan 
R/o caste Utmankhel, Fateh Khan Khail 
District Orakzai...................................... Appellant

Versus

District Police Officer, Orakzai 
Regional Police Officer, Kohat Region.
D.I.G. of Police Kohat Region
Govt, of KPK through Chief Secretary, Civil Secretariat, Peshawar

..........................................Respondents

1)
2)
3)
4)

SERVICE APPEAL U/S 4 OF THE KHYBER

PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL

ACT, 1974 AGAINST THE IMPUGNED 

ORDER OF DISMISSAL OF THE 

APPELLANT DATED 12.05.2020 ISSUED

BY RESPONDENT NO.l AND AGAINST

THE ORDER DATED 24.09.2020 OF THE

1 RESPONDENT N0.2 WHERE THE

DISMISSED THE DEPARTMENTAL

APPEAL OF THE APPELLANT.

Prayer:

On acceptance of this appeal, the impugned 

.-<*«y order dated 12.05.2020 passed by respondent 

No.l may graciously be brushed aside and 

^ appellant be reinstated into service from the 

date of dismissal with all back benefits and all 

the impugned order may kindly be set aside.

Re-?

oM\U

4
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Respectfully Sheweth;

With great respect and veneration, the appellant may be allowed to submit 
the following for your kind and sympathetic consideration.

That the appellant joined Levy Force as Levy Constable in the year 

2011.
1)

2) That since enrolment of the appellant, he worked and discharged his 

official assignments with dedication, honesty and devotion.

That due to the confidence of the officers and courageous 

performance, the appellant was assigned risky and sensitive 

assignments which he performed successfully and upto the 

satisfaction of his officer.

3)

That even after attachment of Levy Force with the police, the 

appellant performed his duty with more courage, diligence, honesty 

and dedication on account of which the appellant also earned 

confidence of the police officers. .

4)

That due to the hard work of the appellant, the police officers made 

him honorary Inspector which was a big reward to the appellant on 

one hand and acknowledgment of his official performance on the 

other.

5)

That the evil designers and some of the colleagues of the appellant 

could not digest of honour, reward and confidence being put his 

officers in the appellant and started hatching conspiracy to degrade 

the appellant in the eyes of seniors.

6)

7) That such elements were succeeded in their evil designs and on the 

basis of surmises, conjectures and hearsay evidence the appellant 

was got dismissed from service vide OB No.382 dated 12.05.2020.

8) That on the basis of hearsay evidence charge sheet and statement of 

allegations were served upon the appellant wherein it was alleged
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that the “APPELLANT” along with constables Muhammad Tahir, 

Muhammad Nazir of Utman Khel Tribe and Hakeem Nawaz of 

Feroz Kfiel Tribe grabbed Motorcycle with fifteen packets of chars 

from Zalif Khan s/o Ghulam Abkar and Niqab s/o Qasim Shah R/o 

Hasanzai Dara Mishti Tribe at Yarli Khel Market Utman Khel. The 

accused were taken away by him released without any legal action 

and wandered them in the Government Vehicle in the area and 

fifteen packets chars also returned by getting Rs.52,000/- as bribe 

and Motorcycle was handed over to constable Amir Ullah. In the 

meantime SHO Lower received information and reached to the spot 

took motorcycle and carried to Kalaye Police Station and is in 

custody of police.

9) That no proper procedure has been adopted, neither any show cause 

notice was issued nor any opportunity has been given for 

explanation, hence appellant moved this appeal on the following 

grounds:

GROUNDS:

A) That the impugned order of punishment dated 12.05.2020 is one 

sided, unilateral, arbitrary, hash and not in accordance with law and 

facts and evidence on record, hence it is liable to be set aside.

That the story fabricated against the appellant is totally based on 

surmises, conjectures, and misunderstanding thus on the basis of 

such a flimsy and concocted story no punishment under the law can 

be awarded.

B)

C) That in the charge sheet, the SDPO Lower in his report has not 

disclosed his source of information against the appellant and others. 

Under the law, it is required that allegations against an accused shall 

be clear, straight forward and un-doubtfiil but from the very 

beginning of the charge against the appellant a material doubt has 

been created which has made the charge sheet legally defective and
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hence no punishment can be awarded on the basis of such a legally 

defective charge/ allegation.

D) That the allegation that Muhammad Tahir Constable Utman Khel, 

Hakeem Nawaz Constable and Muhammad Nazir Constable were on 

duty with the appellant has not been established because they in their 

separate statements have stated that they have never performed duty 

on the alleged day of occurrence with the appellant and expressed 

ignorance from the alleged occurrence but even then the facts were 

not verified and the appellant was awarded maximum punishment 

which is not sustainable in the eyes of law.

E) That statement of SI Wall Muhammad and Constable Amir Ullah 

were recorded at the back of the appellant. It was the inherent right 

of the appellant to cross examine the appellant but such right was 

denied to the appellant, thus on the basis of this fact alone, the entire 

enquiry has legally vitiated and thus impugned order has become 

null and void under the law.

F) That the Utman Khel Market the alleged place of occurrence is 

consisted of a number of other people. In support of the allegation 

their statements could be recorded but the witnesses and Incharge 

Wali Muhammad have not stated that whether market contained 

other people or not. Thus the alleged occurrence cannot be believed 

under the given circumstance.

G) That regarding acceptance of 52,000/-. rupees as bribe from the 

alleged culprits in consideration of return of the alleged chars by the 

appellant, the star witness Amir Ullah constable has stated that he 

heard from the people regarding acceptance of the bribe amount. 

Thus neither the alleged recovery of the contraband chars was 

established nor the alleged payment of Rs.52000/- by the culprits to 

the appellant as bribe was proved. Hence the allegations against the 

appellant could not be proved nor established. Hence no punishment 

could be awarded on the basis of such flimsy and concocted
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allegations. The punishment of dismissal awarded to the appellant is 

therefore, not in conformity with law and rules.

That neither the star witness Amir Ullah constable nor SI Wall 

Muhammad in their statements have mentioned names of the alleged 

culprits from whom the alleged chars was recovered, however, it is 

very astonishing that in the charge sheet, statement of allegation and 

in the impugned punishment order names of the alleged accused 

have been mentioned. Here the question arises that when the 

witnesses have not mentioned names of the alleged accused from 

whom the alleged chars was recovered, however their names were 

revealed upon the enquiry coupled with the order of the competent 

authority.

H)

That in order to verify the facts and to reach at a true and factual 

conclusion, the alleged chars carriers should have been associated 

with enquiry but no such effort was made and thus the enquiry 

against the appellant has remained inconclusive punishment on such 

an incomplete enquiry cannot be made under the law/ rules. Thus the 

punishment awarded to the appellant has got no sanctity of law and 

rules.

I)

That in order to arrive at a just decision hearing of the appellant by 

the worthy competent authority was mandatory but unfortunately the 

appellant was not heard in person thus the worthy competent 

authority could not ascertain the facts from the other side. He 

decided the matter on the basis of one sided story and thus material 

miscarriage of justice against the appellant took place.

J)

K) That the Levy Force is not absorbed in the police department. Both 

the police and levy and levy have their independent existence hence 

poliee laws are not applicable upon the levy force. In view of the 

matter. It is alleged to proceed against the appellant under the Police 

Rules 1975 (amended 2014). It was required to conduct enquiry
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against the appellant under the Efficiency and Discipline Rules. 

Thus the entire enquiry is at nullity devoid of any legal force.

That under the law/ rules, the competent authority is free to appoint 

any officer to conduct enquiry. In case of the appellant the worthy 

competent authority vide memo No.55/PA/DPO/ Ork dated 

24.04.2020 sought nomination of enquiry officer from the worthy 

Deputy Inspector General of Police Kohat Region Kohat who vide 

Diary No.398 dated 30.01.2020 was pleased to nominate SDPO/ 

HQRS Orakzai to conduct enquiry against the appellant. Such act of 

the worthy competent authority was in violation of law, rules and 

justice, hence, at this score alone the enquiry against the appellant 

has lost its legal sanctity and entire enquiry proceeding have been 

legally vitiated and the punishment has become unlawful and of no 

legal effect.

L)

That it is well established practice that in official vehicle, along with 

officer other subordinate staff is also present but the star witness and 

allegedly the only eye witness Amir Ullah constable has not 

mentioned any other person in his statement except the appellant 

while in the charge sheet names of the appellant along with 

Muhammad Tahir, Muhammad Nazir and Hakeem Nawaz Constable 

have been mentioned. Thus both the versions i.e. charge sheet and 

statement of the only alleged eye. witness Amir Ullah constable are 

materially contradicted and as such no ground for any punishment 

was established thereby.

M)

N) That allegations against the appellant have neither been established 

nor enquiry was conducted in accordance with law and rules. Thus 

the punishment of dismissal from service is not warranted under the 

law, rules and justice. The appellant has been punished on no fault at 

his part.
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O) That appellant would like to offer some other additional grounds 

during the course of arguments when the stance of the respondents is 

known to the appellant.

In view of the above facts, it has been established that the 

punishment of dismissal from service awarded to the appellant was 

not in accordance with the law, rules and justice, therefore, it is 

respectfully prayed that the impugned punishment of dismissal from 

service of the appellant may kindly be set aside and the appellant 

may kindly be reinstated in service from the date of dismissal from 

service.

Any other relief as deemed appropriate in the circumstances 

of case and not specifically asked for, may also be granted to 

appellant.

y

Appellant

Through v <

Shah Asghar
Advocate, Peshawar.

AFFIDAVIT
I, do hereby affirm and declare on oath that the contents of the appeal are 

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

been concealed from this Hon’ble Court.

Deponent
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OPFtCE OF ~tHg DISTRICT POLICE

C FFICER ORAKZAl

ORDER

The order is passed on the departmental enquiry conducted against Constable (Hon: 
Insp:} Khalid Mehmood No. 389 (hereinafter called accused offildal) under ihey Khyber 

Pakhlunkhwa. Police Rules, (Amended 2014) 1975.

Constable Khalid Mehood was charged that he alongwHh Constables MuhammaclTahir, 

Muhammad Nazeer of Utman Khel tribe and Hakeem Nawaz of Feroz Khel tribe, grabbed motor 

cyde wiUi fifteen (15) packets of Chars from Zafif Khan s/o Ghulaam Akbaf and Niqab s/o 

Qasim Shah resident of Hassanzai Dara, Mishti tribe a ; Yarii Khel Market, Utman Khel. The 

accused were taken away by him, released without any legal action and wandered .them in • 

Government Vehicle in the area, and fifteen (15) packets Chars were also returned by getting 
rat / two thousand rupees (5?,000/-) as bribe and motor cycle was handed over to Constable ■ 

Amir Ullah in the meanwhile SHO Lower redeved mformatton and reached to the spoL took 

motor cycle and carried to Kalay Pofice Station and is in custody of Police.

He was served with charge sheet & stalemeiTt of allegation. His case was sent to 
Regional PoSce Officer Kohat to appcunt enquiry officer. RPO nominated ^PO HQre Orakzal 
for. enquiry. SDPO HQrs was appointed to scrutinize the conduct of the accused official. The 

. enquiry officer vide his finding and found him guilty of the diarges leveled against him.^and 
recommend him for major punishment.

These act of the accused oftidal earned bad nans to a disdpline force on one hand and
involved himself in criminal acMrafficking of narcotics on the other.

I,,'

1

*'■ .

V ^

i :

In view of the above and available record, i readied to the conclusion that the accused
official was inwdved in criminal aciftraificking of narcotics. Therefore, these charge te^ed 
against accused Constable Khalid Mehmood No. 389 have been establish^ bey^.^y 

shadow of doubt. Therefore, in exerdse of powers conferred upon me under the rules ibid, a
accused Constable Khalid

>-
f'
V

l ;

major punishment of “dismissal from service” is imposed on 
Menmood No. 389 with immediate effect. Kit etc issued to the Constable be collected.

I
, ir-

¥
Announced
Dated

DISTRICT PpLICE.OFFtCER. ^ .

Tmi.- ■OB Mo 3^
Dated
No. ^ /EC/OASI Dated
Copy of above to the:- * .

1, The Regional Police Officer, Kohat 
.2 DSP HQrs.
3 SDPo Lower for collection of items and dearano. 
4. Pay Officer/SRC/OHC/Reader for necessary action.

IXitfSJU^o V
/2020.

/ ATTESTiI

D STRICT POLICE OFFICER, ORAKZAI
v-'ti.C. -

1\



^ "g ■'

BEFORE THE HONORABLE DEPUTY INSPECTOR 

GENERAL OF POLICE KOHAI REGION KOHAT

/ ^ /' 4

t
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APPEAL AGAINST THE IMPUGNED ORDER OF
r

DISMISSAL FROM SERVICE OF THE APPELLANT f}

ftDATED 12-05-2020 ISSUED ■ BY THE WORTHY
■m

1

I

DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER KOHATf
t

PRAYER IN APPEAL:$

The impugned order of dismissal from service being illegal, 

un-justified may be set aside and the . appellant may be , {

I

\

IT':
reinstated in service from the date of dismissal with all back . b'-- .•

.. '■■•LiLAv:benefits. • .rr!
T

Respected Sir, LL V-r c
r.y.;

■Lip:

With great respect and veneration, the appellant may be allowed to 

submit the following for your kmd and sympathetic consideration:-

■,i I
i

I 'i ,c

: :I
f 1FACTS OF THE CASE:I

jiL\ Levy Constable in the yearThat the appellant joined Levy Force as 

2011.

1. .]

• • ; ■(

■«

■ ^

V
••r ••!■

That since em-olment‘of the appellant, he worked and discharged his 

official assignments with dedication, honesty and devotion.

t' J
■ M.v, .

'P. -

2. «\
iv
3

) :*; '
i((li('i';i WiM'i's I I'll Ct H'l I li iiii ■ I il I Irliil I M ‘I'l m i I ml M I

I I H • 111 I I 11’, 1ri ml
satisfied from the appellant and always praised the appellant lor his 

good work.

\ >(

'LA; j
1> I } !■V\ / •Il\ I;

AT-rtStEff t
;. V I.
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4. That due to tlie confidence of the officers and courageous performance, 

the appellant was assigned risky and sensitive assignments which he 

pei-formed succos^^fu^y^i^^i upto the satisfaction of his officer.

i
i V''\ :! /•

■ \rr

■ 'fe'iHi

(

!
!

i 5. That even after attachment of Levy Force with the police/the appellant 
performed his duty with more courage, diligence, honesty and 

dedication on account of which the appellant also earned confidence of Lf]i» 1
the police officers.

»
t
I

I lull diie U) [he luird work ol the appellant, the police officers mailc’ hint 

Honorary Inspector which was a big reward to the appellant 

hand and acknowledgment of his official performance on the otlrer.

0.»
1 ^on one

1
•e •

a
! ■

That the evil designers, and some of the colleagues of the appellant 

could not digest of honour, reward and confidence being put his 

officers in the appellant and started hatching conspiracy to degrade the 

appellant in the eyes of his seniors.

7.
l.;-' rV

? (
■ ".‘I

HS/tj I

* I
• l_

;lI

That such elements were succeeded in their evil designs and on the 

basis of surmises, conjectures and hearsay evidence the appellant was 

got dismissed from service vide OB No. 382 dated 12-05-2020.

8.t

'HI ■II
t

.■'I

■ I'i'/in
I
I-

;■I -ih,-
i : ifiiP9. That on the basis of hearsay evidence charge sheet & statement of 

allegations were served upon the appellant wherein it was allegeci that 

the "'APPELLANT" alongwith constables Muhammad Tahir, 

Muhammad Nazir of Utman Khel Tribe and Hakeem Nawaz of Feroz 

Khel Tribe gi-abbed Motorcycle with fifteen packets of chars from Zalif 

• Khan S/o Ghulam Akbar and Niqab S/o Qasim Shah R/o Hasanzai 

Dara Mishti Tribe at.Yarli Khel Market Utman Khel. The accused were, 

taken away by him, released without &ny legal action and wandered 

them in the Government Vehicle in tire area and fifteen packets chars 

also returned by getting:52,000/- rupp as bribe and Motorcycle was 

handed over to constable Amir Ulla'h. In the meantime SHO Lower \

and reached to, the spot took motorcycle and

iI
, :•„!.

■if
, 'iha

.t:
I.
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i'e t! fI■ -rri I
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receix’cd information 

■ carried to Kalayc Police Station and is in custody of police.
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t

That after sometime as a result of one sided and unilateral enquii-y, tire 

appellant was'■^tSmiesId from sei-vice by the Worthy Distiict Police ■’ 

Officer, District Orakzai vide OB No. 3H2 dated 12-05-2020.

10.

■ > «•

T>

■Vi11. That smce the enquiry has not fulfilled the ends'bf justice, therefore it is 

open to a number of legal and factual questions.

(
i

;
\ }

. t

t
TliiU .since llu' im|nij’,m'd tuxici; has ajq'ricvcd the appellant, therefore, 

following are some of the grounds.of appeal among the others.

12. .1

.5

‘.h: tic
I

GROUNDS OF APPEAL:

it:*
IThat the impLigned order of punishment dated 12-05-2020 is oneA) .'At

sided, unilateral, arbitrary, harsh and not in accordance with law .,■{ ■
/ :?A'u

and facts and evidence on record, hence, it is liable to be set!
■.'V’

; '^'ii

surmises, conjectures and misunderstanding thus on the basis: of ' 

such a flimsy and concocted story no punishment under the law ‘j 

can be awarded. ■" ! • ■ ' d '^1?;

aside. 1

I

That the story fabricated against the appellant is totally based onB)

1

I
t !

{
■ £ <• •

That in the charge sheet, the SDPO Lower in his repoft has not . 

disclosed his source of information against the appellant and ■ 

others Under the law, it is required that allegations against an I.;;;:;:

accused shall be clear, straight forward and un-doubtful but from

1
C)

1

I
the very beginning of the charge against the appellant a material 

doubt has been created which has made the charge sheet legally

be awarded on tire basis '

I

M 

1
■ 1

defective and hence no punishment can 

of such a legally defective charge / allegation.

.'.Ti
.

, 1!

'I'hiif in Ihc enquiry .nguiiisl tlic .nppcilant, Ainil'.UIIah conslable in ‘i.lffy 

his statement has not mentioned the alleged date of occurrence , 

he has mentioned the time of his alleged duty m the Utman '"

!-'5)

H

•; ■:i|
ai

nor

AtTEStfU
rJ

Khcl Market.
>;•\
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r

/'
iv

Ji) Jhat Amiz- UUah ConstabI

oui Ihc place where he was present and the place where he 

Witnessed the alleged pccurrence.

7.
i .•

e has also not pointed ■j:

ill#
F) That Incharge SI Wall Muhamini 

but he has

prove or establish

» iid is the^ ^ i^'^ost important witness
not said anything against the appellant which 

accusation against the appellant.

i

■ ■ ^ 'rf'l?;I

Ihiil Hie 'Ih'iUion (hat Muhamniad ' 
KhoJ, liakee'm Nawaz 

Constable

''aliir Con.stablo Utman 

Constable and Muhammad
! ■

' i

d;Nazirt ' i

were on duty, with the ■■ Happellant has not been
established because they in their separate statements hr 
that they have

■A'

ive slated :• v'.
Ijv'never performed duty the alleged day of 

occurrence with the appellant and expressed ignorance from the 

alleged occurrence but even then the facts 

the appellant was awarded

on
■' ' ■;

:Si
y»m

were not verified and 

maximum punishment which! is not
sustainable in the eyes of law.

■1!That the appellant has neither confiscated 

impounded any motorcycle. The story has been thrashed i 
' damage the service career and as well ' 

appellant.

H)
the illicit chenfs 1nor

just to 

as reputation of the ■' ■11-‘©I

• .iktl

: 1

i
I

I) That sta tement of SI Wall Muhammad and Constable Am 

were recorded at ihe hack of he appellant It 

ngnt of the appellant fer cross examine the appellant but 

right was denied' to the appellant, thus on the'basis of this fact 

alone, Ihe entire enquiry has legally vitiated and thub impugned 

oi-der has become null and void under the law.

That the only star wihiess Amir’Ullah Constable if standing 

distance, how heWentified the chars and how he counto3d

alleged packets of chars. Answer to these questions still lies in 

mystery.

■

ir UllaliI

was the inlicrent

such ! I
I■ i f -'i
if
i
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■ h- Ii"
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(
'ft

'<) Thnt ihc Utman Khel Market tae allep;cd place of ocr u> ^
i'rr(ana'

COMSi.S((.'J ol't a number ol oLher people, la
■allegatior, their statements could be recorded but the witnesses' 'Ifil; 

and Inchage Wall Muhammad have 

market contained other people

support of tire ■ '

not stated that whether ,:v 

7rot. ■ Thus the alleged
occurrence cannot be believed under,die given circumstance.

I:.’

y.?:;■ ior

t

L) That regarding acceptance of 52,000- rupees as bribe from the 

alleged culprits in consideration of
. ■:

return of the alleged chars by 

the appellant, the star witness Amir Ullah Constable 1
n 111::'

I

■; Cjifj

ras stated
that he heard from the people regardiirg acceptance of the bribe 

amount. -Thus neither the, alleged recovery of the contraband 

chars was established nor the alleged payment of 52,0001\ rupees ' 

by the culprits to the appellant as bribe was proved. Hence tire 

allegations against the ■ appellant could not be proved nor

\

?

p

esinblislu'd. Hence no punishment could be awarded on the basis 

. of such flimsy and concocted allegations. The punishment of 

dismissal awarded to the appellant is therefore, not in confoimity ' S 'nR 

with La w and Rules.
''fP

»
1; v:..

!

t

- li;\ .f.IJ I (I

M) lhat it appears that for damaging the appellant, lower staff 

fabricated / concocted a fiction against the appellant amd on tire 

basis of such a baseless story, tire enquiry officer and the 

competent officer were misled and thus the appellant sustained 

an irreparable damage.

.'if
'■hi

• h'll

!

•V
f

I ;I
7

■i \
■ N) That neither the star witness Amir Ullah Constable-nor SI Wall .■ ' 

Muhammad in their statements have mentioned names' of the 

alleged culprits from whom the alleged chars was recovered^ 

however, it is very astonishing drat in the charge sheet, statement

(
. 4I- ;■I

I
4 I

I ^ I

I ,V i-v..'
(■

. I

of allegation and in the imirugncd punishment order names of . .O'lv
■ ■ L.

the alleged accused have been mentioired. Here the question ... v'L't' 

arises that when the witnesses have not mentioned names of the

ft

.f

^ ^ 5#li
■r

1,. •

alleged accused'from whom the alleged chars was recovered.I
i . Mi

i ' I
I

'I

-v
i',- !'1

\
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how their names were reveale d upon the enquiry coupled witli 

tire order of the competent autliority.

j-v

! ./

■4liO) ■That in order to verify the fach and to reach at a true and factual. 

L'oiK'lusioii, Uk' alk'j^ed cii; rs enn-iers slioukl linve bec/l 

iissoeialed wilh tlio enquiry but no such effort was made and 

lJuis the enquiry against the appellant has rt;maiiH.‘d inconclusive 

punishment on such an incomplete enquiry cannot be made 

under the Law / Rules. Thus the punishment awardeci to the 

appellant has got no sanctity of law and rules.

\ ?!:

■j •• #■

H'-t
• 1

• i f;
:u;;-Kn

•Siv

That though complete particulars of the alleged accused from ; ''{ii 

whom the alleged chars was recovered, were available with the , 

enquiry officer and the-wortlay competent authority but no legal,
•r I ■ I

■action was taken against them and they were let Scot hee which 

in itself cast doubt on the entire episode.

P)
I

•J k.;;#( . -!'I

mvS
■ \

■jdli
That in order to arrive at a jusc decision hearing of the appellant

j I J J- '
by the worthy competent authority was mandatory but 

unfortunately the appellant was not heard in person thus the 

worthy competent authority could not ascertain the facts from 'jf'IMl 

the other side. He decided the matter on the basis of one sided 

story and thus material miscarriage of justice- against the 

appellant took place. ,

. i'lll
Both the police'and levy have their iiidependcnt existence hence , 

police laws are not applicable upon the Levy borce. In view of ' 
the matter, it is illegal to proceed against the appellant under the' ■' if |j|i 

.Police Rules 11975 (amended 2014). It was required to conduct • 

enquiry against the appellant under the efficiency and Discipline ^ i;|j 

Rules Thus the entire enquiry is at nullity devoid of any legal
IT 
i

Q)-!

!

I
t

That- the Levy Force is nof absorbed“-iri the Police Department.R)
(

I

It ‘ t-*
force.

. PI
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under iHu law / rules/ the competent authority is free to 

y officer to conduct eiiquiry. In case of ti^eji^jant.
■ bUMjJThatS)

USI 4. •,
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r

> (.ho vvciri-hy competent authority vide memo No. 55 / PA / DPO • 'i 

/ Ork diiU'd 2'l-()l-2()?,() sou^.Iil nomination of eiu|tiiry olTicer 

from the worthy Deputy Injpector General of Police Kohat i 

Ri'i’.ion Kohat who vide Diary No. 398 dated 30-01-2020 

pleased to nominate SDPO / HQRS Orakzai to conduct enquiry f [: 

against the appellant. Such act of the worthy competent autliority 

was in violation of law, rules and justice. Hence, at this 

alone the enquiry against the appellant has lost its legal sanctity 

and entire enquiry proceeding have been legally vitiated and tlie 

punishment has become unlawful and of no legal effect.

!

t
It;f •,. 

\ ‘1..
'•rwas

Hi

score

yff
■ i

!
\

1lipI
' (

■' h?!-:
That it. is well established practice that in official: vehicle, i

‘ I ]
alongwith officer other subordinate staff is also present but the ;

star witness and allegedly the oialy eye witness Amir Ullah ■'I
Constable has not mentioned any other person in his statement 

except the appellant while in the' charge sheet names of the j ivlf':
'• V ''l''

appellant alongwith Muhammad Tahir, Muhamamd Ncizir and' ' ’ 

Hakeem Nawaz constables have been mentioned. Thus botli the 

versions i.e. charge sheet and statement of the only alleged eye : 

witness Amir Ullah constable are materially contradicted and as 

such no ground for any punishment was established thereby.

I
i T)
t

1I

I •>

i
.1

r

I

' i' V ■' ‘
That the appellant during lais service has never been punished for ,f i 

any misconduct. Service record of the appellant is clear and he ’!T.y!9| 

also bears good moral character. . ■ v.fe?

U)-

I

That the appellant belongs to respectable family and he cannot 

imagine to involve himself in such like illegal and unethical .i.y.

activities. •

V)

(

I

IThat the appellant is a poor person and he looks after his large' i,.-
likely to ■;

i
W) a.

family/'ll'.e pur.i.d.menl of dismis.sal finm■ service has 

force them t6 starvation;’ '

I I

1

That allega^on^f against the appellant have neither been ]; 

established nor enquiry was conducted in accordance with law
X)

■ : d
I
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■ and i-ulcs. Thus the punishmen: of dismissal Crom service is not 

■anted under the law,_rulpc, and justice. The appellant has 

been punished on no fault at his part.

That if deemed proper the appellant may kiiadly be hard in 

person.

*;

won
I

1 ■*«'

f: I;
Y)

■

I
i

I 1'.*

PRAYER:
In view of the above facts, it has been established that the 

punishment of dismissal from service awarded to the appellant was 

not in accordance with the law, rules and justice, therefore it is 

respectfully prayed that the impugned punishment of dismissal k 

from service of the appellant may kindly ” be set aside and the 

appellant may kindly be re-instated in service from the date of . i| 

clismissal from service. The appellant will pray for your long life and 

prosperity and blessings from the Almighty Allah.

I
\

klf
■ i fc
•' ■: .h‘vYours Obediently

'.Dated; 28-05-2020

1 i *a
Khalid Mehmood ■ [ir-'M
Ex. Constable (Hon Inspector) . ■ jj: 1^ 

R/o Utman Khel, Tappa Pateh 
Khan Khc1, Aba Khel, Distiict h , . - i:.

I

I

f Orakzai
Cell: 0304-9030058
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T<-r>HAT REGION
POMCKDEPTn

r ORDER.
is order will dispose of a departmental appeal, moved by .

of district Orakzai against the punishment
was

This --
Ex-Conslable KhalidMchmood No. 389 . ,
„,dcr, passed b, DPO Orakzai vide OB No. 385. dared 12.05.2020 « he 

awarded major puoishment of dismissal from service on the follow,ng allega ions.

Constables grabbed a motorcycleTim appellant alongwith other
fill poa-ers of Car. fro. o,.c Zo,f Kl.o„ s/o Mor oof Nl.ol,

e-im SH'^o Hossao^i Dora. MisM Umon KHel. Tke accuse, .ere ,a^n a.ay , ■

, released them without taking any legal action and wandered them

returned to them and they were,

in
by him an

JThe packets of Chars were
official vehicle in the
,el/rcc apr gaining Jls.S2.000/i by tite appellant.

He preferred an appeal to the undersigned upon which comments: :

obiained from DPO Orakzai and his service documents were perused. He was
17.09.2C20. During hearing, the

area.

I

I^vcrc
also called to appear in Orderly Room held on 

. appellant did not advance any plausible explanation in hisalefense. , ; ^
through the available lecotd and-came, to the,^

proved beyond any;

•, S

I have gone

conclusion that the allegations 
shadow of doubt. Therefore, his appeal being devoid of merils

leveled against the appellant are
its is hereby rejected.

Order Announced 
24.09.2020

\

;z)PS?'|M(TAYYAB^ F
olice. Officer,Resy A

ohat Region.I ■ ■ r.

t! S

/EC, dated Kohat tlic -----^^^020.
DPO/Orakzai for information w/r to his office ;
UEU/urai^ ^ is-rcturncd.

Zdii-No.
Copy to

No. 186S/SRC, dated 30.06.2020. His Service 

herewith.
I

■i,>

/'A >■

1

(TAYYABpA^EirZfPSP^ 

V, . Officer. ■

l^STEti'

! 'i, .

"1 •.*. \
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CERTIFICATE OF APPRECIATION
Awarded to

Levies Force No.818 N/Sub Khalid Mehmood 

Levies Force Distt Orakzai

In recognition of his outstanding service during apprehension of Drug 

Peddlers in an operation on 19 Feb 2019.

Given on 20 Feb 2019
• «r -

- -■ \ Colonel
CommandapKJrakzai Scouts 

(Zakirullah Khan)
5

Jl /;
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ijliHE COURT OF INAM ULLAH WAZIR
SESSIONS JUDGE. KOHAT.

I

f'

Klialid MehinoocJ....... Vs SHO C;.nii

COURf PROCESS

To.
The Bailiff,
District Courts, Kohat. I

I

Whereas, the petitioner namely Zulfidad Kh.m through his

counsel, has moved an application under section 491 CiPC foi the;

Khan vvlioof his nephevw, namely, Khalid Mehmood s/o Wans 

has allegedly been kept in illegal confinement/detention by respondent/ 

SHO P.S Cantt, Kohat.

recovery

it IS di!umod befittingIn view of the particular allegations

Courts Therecovery of the detainee through Bailiff ot this

of the Police Station concerned; and

t
for search andi

fIi Bailiff is required to make the search
,ha alleged delenu Is found, he be set l-ee on spot 11 no, required

21.09.2020 for further

4.{ .1 ,.

Iff
in case

-V' ' •

■i:

submit the detailed report on 

in relation to the detenu.

1

case andin any 

appropriate orders

1 r
.1 i

V.

court this 19"' day of September.t

hand and the seal of the
Given under my 
2020

T.
■

T

I '
M ri

'^innm Ull.nh Wazir) ; 
Sessions Judge, Kohat
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GS&PD.KP.SS-1777/2-RST-20,000/orms-09.05.18/PHC Jobs/Form A&B Ser. Tribuftal/Pl

%

KIIYBER PAKIITUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR.
JUDICIAL COMPLEX (OLD), KHYBER Fl<D/\D

PESHAWAR. >

No.

niM...
..... . I'd....

,....of20Appeal No

Appellant/PetUioner

Versus

\ Respondent

1Respondent No.

1
, Notice to: l;

WHKIIKAS an appeal/petition under the provision of the Khybcr Pakhtunkhwa 
I*rovlncc Service Tribunal Act, 1974, has been presented/registored for considerate ^, in 
the above ease the petitioner in this Court and notice has been ordered to issue. You arc 
hereby info^t^l tl»it the said appeal/petition is fixed for hearing befort' +110 Tribunal
*on.......... ............................................ ...at 8.00 A.M. If you wish to urge anything against the
appellant/pet niomn-you are at liberty to do so on the date fixed, or any other day to which 
the ease maybe postponed cither in person or by authorised representative or by any 
Advocate, duly support ed by your power of Attorney. You arc, therefore, required to fib? in 
this (b)urt at least seven days before the date of hearing 4 copies, of written statement 
alongwith any other documents upon which you rely. 1*1 case also take notice that in 
default of your appearance on the date fixed and in the manner aforemertioned, the 
appeal/petition will be heard and decided in your absence.

Notice of any alteration in the date fixed for hearing of this appeal/petition will be 
given to you by registered post. You should inform the Ilcgistrar of any change in your 
addres'"'. If you fail to furnish such address your address contained in this notice which the 
address given in the appeal/petition wall be deemed to be your correct address, and further 
notice posted to this address bji rcgi^jcret! post wi'^ be deemed sufficient for the purpose of 
this appeal/petiUopr /f/iTT'l »v,V(c <;o/5y c.'f-

Copy of appeal is attached. jof appeal has already been nent toy vide tW?LI LI

office Notice No dated

Civen under my hand and the seal of this Court, at Peshawar this
/ " '
* tDay of. 20 ,

I
licgistpar,—

Khyber PakhiunkTiwa Service Tribunal, 
Peshawar.7

Note: 1 The hours of attendance in the court arc the same that of the High Court except Sunday and Gazetted Holidays.
2 Always quote Case No. While making any correspondence.
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KIIYBKFi PAKIITUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR.

JUDICIAL COMPLEX (OLD), KHYBER ROAD,
PESHAWAR.

No.

...... of 20Appeal No.......

Appellant/Petitioner
Versus

J Respondent4 4 .'t'a • •

Respondent No.......
/

j's I c y\<^ ^Notice to:

12 .

WHKllEAS an appeal/petition under the provision of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 
I*rovince Service Tribunal Act, 1974, has been presented/registered for consider at’rvi, in 
the above case by the petitioner in this Court and notice has been ordered to issue. You arc 
hereby informedAha^the said appeal/petition is fixed for hearing before' the Tribunal 
on... .......... at 8.00 A.M. If you wish to urge anything against the

appellant petiyont^you are at liberty to do so on the date fixed, or any ol her day to which 
the case may ^e postponed either in person or by authorised representative or by anj^ 
Advoeat e, duly supported by your power of Attorney. You are, therefore, required to file in 
this (2ourt at least seven days before the date of hearing i copies of w^ritten statcinent 
alongwilh any other documents upon which you roly, f’lcasc also take notice that ir> 
default of your appearance on the date fixed and in the manner aforemertioned, the 
appeal.'petition will be heard and decided in your ab.scncc.

Notice of any altcrat ion in the date fixed for hearing of this appeal/petition will be 
given to jou by registered post. You should inform the Registrar of any change in your 
address. If you fail to furnish such address your address contained in this notice which the 
addre ss given in t he appeal/petition wall be deemed to be your correct address, and further 
notice posted to this address by rcgi^'e<fpost will be deemed sufficient forthcpurpose of 
thisappeal/i^tit^ion.

LCopy of appeal is attachcH. Cnpy of npposil Um. t lo ybii vide thisW.Il

office Notice No dated

(liven under my hand and the seal of this Court, at Peshawar this
4r

Day of. ( . 20Vfc •/ •

llcgiS5iirp*
^hyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal, 

Peshawar.
Note: 1. The hours of attendance in the court arc the same that of the High Court except Sunday and Gazetted Holidays.

2. Always quote Case No. While making any correspondence.

1 irii''
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“B”

KIIYBER PAKIITUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAmR.
JUDICIAL COMPLEX (OLD). KHYBER RO/^

PESHAWAR.

No. /ixa. of 20 XoAppeal No...,

Appellant/Petitioner

VersusV Respondent

Respondent No.

■ I'K

policeNotice to:

WHKRKAS an appeal/petition under the provision of the Khyber Pakhtunichwa 
Province Service Tribunal Act, 1974, has been presented/registered for considerat’ott, in 
the above case by Ihe petitioner in this Court and notice has been ordered to issue. You are 
hereby informecy thay the said appeal/petition is fixed for hearing before the Tribunal

.......................................................at 8.00 A.M. If you wish to urge anything against the
appellantpetit/oneyyou are at liberty to do so on the date Tixed, or any other day to which 
the case may be postponed either in person or by authorised representative or by any 
Advocate, didy supported by your power of Attorney. You are, therefore, required to file in 
(his (\)urt at least seven days before the date of hearing 4 copies of w’rittcn statement 
alongvvith any other documents upon which you rely. Please also take notice that in 
defauK of your appearance on the date fixed and in the manner aforementioned, the 
appeal/petition will foe heard and decided in your absence.

-on...

I
-Notice of any alteration in the date fixed for hearing of this appeal/petition will be 

given to you by regi.stcred post. You should inform the Uegistrar of any change in your 
address. If you fail to furnish such address your address contained in this notice which the 
address given in the appeal/petition will be deemed to be your correct address, and further 
not ice posted to this address by registered post will be deemed sufficient for the purpose of 
thisappeal/p^^. ... Ikr C'T

Copy of appeaHs attached. Copy of appeal has already been .sent to vmi viHn

office Notice No dated

(liven under my hand and the sea! of this Court, at Peshawar this

Day of. .yUv..4?.li,?20 y ’

^hyber Pakhiunkhwa Service Tribunal, 
I'eshawar.

Note: 1. The hours of attendance in the court arc the same that of the High Court except Sunday and Gazetted Holidays.
2 Always quote Case No. While making any correspondence.

IBI I
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KIIYBER PAKIITUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAI., PESHAWAR.
JUDICIAL COMPLEX (OLD), KHYBER ROAQu

PESHAWAR. V’B

No.

Appeal No g.............

fnuNi C!f Hpk

•Xo0/20

Appellant/Petitioner

><ai Respondent

4Respondent No.

Notice to:

WHKIIKAS an appeal/petition under the provision of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 
Province Service Tribunal Act, 1974, has been prcscntcd/rc|fistcred for considerate on, in 
the above case thrfpctitioncr in this Court and notice has been ordered to issue. You are
hereby infpr^rfdihfat the siiid appeal/petition is fixed for hearing before the Tribunal 
on.......................................................... at 8.00 A,M. If you wdsh to urge anything against the

appellant peutioner you are at liberty to do soon the date fixed, or any other day to which 
the case ina/ bo'postponed cither in person or by authorised representative or by any" 
Advocate, duly supported by your power of Attorney, You arc, therefore, required to file in 
this Court at least seven days bcl^orc the date of hearing 4 copies, of written statement 
alongwith any other documents upon which you rely. I’lcase also take notice that in 
default of your appearance on the date fixed and in the manner afoi'cmcntioned, the 
appeal/petition will be heard and decided in your absence.

.Notice of any alteration in the date fixed for hearing of this appeal/petition will be 
given to you by registered post. You should inform the Rc|^strar of any change in your 
address. If you fail to furnish such address your address contained in this notice which the 
address given in 1 he appeal/petition w^lbe deemed to be yovir correct address, and further 
notice posted to this ad^rc^by r^gisf^cd post will be deemed .sufficient for the purpose of 

this appeaiypctition;

dy btlOh sent lo'you vide tnisCopy of appeal is attached. Copy-of appeaHlixa cifiAJct

datedoffice Notice No <9//*r
(liven under my hand and the seal of this Court, at Peshawar this

20 V •Day of.

Registrar,
7Khybcr I’akhtunkhwa Service Tribunal, 

I'cshawar.

/ H.

The hourslof aUcndancc iii the court arc the same that of the High Court except Sunday and Gazetted Holidays. 
2. Always quote Case No. While making any correspondence.

Note: 1.
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RFFORE THE HONORABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA

SERVICE TBIBUWALPESHAWARr-'-

Service Appeal tylo.l3586/2G20 

Khalid Mehmood Petitioner

VERSUS

RespondentsDistrict Police Officer, Orakzat & Others

INDEX
Descriptfon of docyments PagesAnnexureS.#

1-3Para wise comments1.

Affidavit 042.

05-093. Copy of absorption. Rules A

Copy of order dated 12.05.2020 10B4.

Copy of information report C&G-l 11-125,

Copies their statements and cross 

examination of their officials
D 13-186.

Copy of absorption Notification E 19-217.

Copy of dismissal order passed on 

departmental appeal by Respondent
F 228.

No.2

Copy of dismissal order passed on 

departmental appeal by IGP, Kp
G 239.

Authority Letter H 2410.

Deponent
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BEFORE THE HONORABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICT. TniRUWAL. PESHAWAR%

Service Appeal No. 13586/2020 
Khaiid Mehmood Appellant

Versus

RespondentsDistrict Police Officer, Orakzai & others

PARAWISE COMMENTS ON BEHALF OF RESPONDENTS.

Respectively Sheweth:-
Parawise comments are submitted as under- 

Preliminarv Obiections:-

That the appellant has got no cause of action.

The appellant has no locus standi to file instant appeal.
That the appeal is bad for misjoinder and nonjoinder of necessary parties. 

That the appeal is bad in eyes of law and not maintainable.
That the appellant is estopped to file the instant appeal for his own act
That the appellant has not approached the honorable Tribunal with clean

hands.
The appellant has also filed a revision petition before Inspector Genera! of 

Police, which is subjudice, therefore the instant appeal is not maintainable. 

That the appeal of the appellant is badly time barred.

ii.

V.

V.

Vi.

VII.

viii.

Facts

Para No. 1 of memorandum of appeal, pertains to service record of the 

appellant, hence no comments.

Incorrect, the appellant being member of the disciplined force was under 

obligation to perform his duty in accordance with the law & rules.

Incorrect, reply is submitted in para No. 2.

After promulgation of 25"^ Constitutional Amendment, the services of 

erstwhile levies / Kahsadar personnel have been absorbed in Khyber 

Pakhtunkhwa, Police in accordance with Khyber Levies Force Act, 2019 and 

Levies Force (Absorption in the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police) Rules, 

2019. Hence, the appellant was absorbed in Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 

Police, newly merged district Orakzai.

Incorrect, there is no provision of honorary inspector in the Act / Rules ibid 

and the appellant was absorbed in Police in his respective rank in 

accordance with the Rule-3(b) and scheduled of the rules ibid. Copy of rules 

ibid is annexure A.

Incorrect, para No. 6 of memorandum of the appeal is without any 

substance.

1.

2.

3.

4.

6.

6.



The appellant impounded a vehicle / motorcycle and seized 15 packets 

charas from the riders / accused named Zalif Khan s/o Ghulam Akber and 

Naqeeb s/o Qasim Shah. The accused were set free without taking any legal 

action against him under the relevant law on lieu of taking illegal gratification 

Rs. 52,000/- from accused party. The matter was noticed / reported and a 

motorcycle was take into possession by SHO concerned.

Incorrect, the appellant was served with charge sheet and proceeded with 

departmentally under the relevant law. The charge / allegation leveled 

against the appellant was established beyond any shadow of doubt and 

departmental proceedings culminated into his dismissal from service vide 

order book No. 385 dated 12.05.2020. (Copy of order is annexure B). 

Incorrect, the departmental proceeding was conducted against the appellant 

under the relevant rules and all codal formalities were fulfilled during the 

proceedings.

7.

8.

9.

Grounds
Incorrect, a legal and speaking order was passed by the respondent No. 1 

and all formalities were fulfilled in accordance with the relevant rules. 

Incorrect, there was credible information regarding misconduct of the 

appellant and reported to the respondent No. 1. (Copies are annexure C & 

C-l).

Incorrect, charge sheet was served upon the appellant is self-explanatory. 

The appellant filed reply to the charge sheet, which is unsatisfactory. 

Similarly, finding / report of inquiry officer is also self-explanatory, wherein 

the charge / allegation leveled against the appellant has been established 

and he was held guilty of the charges.

The individuals mentioned in para D of the appeal denied their presence of 

tlie appellant on the eventful day vide their written statements recorded by 

the inquiry officer. The individuals were cross examined by the appellant. 

Copies of their statements are annexure D.

Incorrect, the appellant was afforded opportunity of cross examination of the 

individual officials and they were cross examined accordingly.

The statement of officials concerned, reports of SDPO / DSB are cogent 

evidence against the appellant which connected the appellant with the 

commission of a gross professional misconduct.

The charge of misconduct including taking illegal gratification from the 

accused has been established against the appellant. The appellant has 

committed a gross professional misconduct, earned bad name to the 

department and caused damage image of the newly absorbed / established 

Police in the merged district.

A.

B.

C.

D.

E.

F.

G.



e

ft • The impugned order passed by respondent No. 1 is speaking and self- 

explanatory one.

Incorrect, all the relevant / concerned witnesses were associated with the 

inquiry proceedings. Furthermore, all codal formalities were fulfilled during 

the course of departmental proceedings conducted against the appellant. 

Incorrect, the departmental proceedings was conducted against the' 

appellant in accordance with the relevant rules and fulfilled all codal 

formalities.

Incorrect, after 25“' Constitutional Amendment, the erstwhile FATA has been 

merged in district. Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Levies force Act 2019 and Levies 

Force (Absorption in Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Police) Rules-2019 are 

introduced and in pursuance of the Act / Rules ibid, the appellant and others 

Levies Forces personnel are absorbed in KP Police vide notification dated 

10.02.2020. Flence, the appellant was a member of KP Police and the Police 

Rule are applicable on him. Copy of absorption notification are annexure E. 

The respondent No. 1 had exercised his powers conferred upon him under 

the relevant rules, however, the correspondence made by respondent No. 1 

with respondent No. 2 is no matter with the independence of the competent 

authority, i.e respondent No. 1.

The evidence recorded during the course of inquiry are sufficient to connect 

and establish the charge of professional misconduct of the appellant.

Incorrect, the charge / allegation leveled against the appellant tiave been 

established beyond any shadow of doubt.

The respondents may also be allowed to advance other grounds during the 

course of hearing.

H.

J.

K.

L.

M.

N.

0.

Pr Berl­

in view of the above, it is prayed that the appeal may graciously be 

dismissed with costs.

Regional Polioe^fficer /DIG 
KohM^egion

(Respondent No.2 & 4)

--eisfncrPblice Officer, 
Orakzai

(Respondent No. 1)



I C-a'-' BEFORE THE HONORABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICE TRIBUNAL. PESHAWARis:

Service Appeal No. 13586/2020 
Khalid Mehmood Appellant

“^^ERSUS

RespondentsDistrict Police Officer, Orakzai & others

COUNTER AFFIDAVIT

We, the below mentioned respondents, do hereby 

solemnly affirm and declare on oath that contents of parawise 

comments are correct and true to the best of our knowledge and belief. 

Nothing has been concealed from this Hon: Tribunal.

Regional Poli icer/DIG
Kohat(Region

(Respondent No. 2 & 4)

District Police Officer, 
Orakzai

(Respondent No.1)

•a*'’
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G{)^^R^'MENT OF-irnE KUYBEK PAKirriJNKllWA 
... home and TRUi'Al., AEEAIIES DEPAin'MEJU:

s
if

iiIA-
’

1

!!/■

NOT] El CATION//
/

<•I;

Pcsltnwavj dated flte 24^^' Scpictuhcv, 2019,
• ji

In exercise of the powers conferred 

•orce

•■V >-r

No. SO(P()licc-I1VnD/SMY/2019:-
1 I

by section 11 of the Khyl)cr PakhlLfnkhwa Levies 

(Kliybcr
(1) ofxcciion 9 tlrcrcof, the! Government of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa is

Act, 2019

Pakhtunkhwa Act.ONo. NXXV of 2019), read with sub-section
;"o ■
\'

pl(ra.scd to make the following rules, namely;
t

The Levic.s Force (Absonhion in the Khybci 
PnkhtniVkhwa Police) Rules, 2019.

\
Gdinrt title, application and commenecincut.—(1) These rules 

may be called Hie levies f'(^rcc (Absorption in the Khyber Paklitunkhwa 

Police) Rules, 2019. ;

i
1.

i

(2) ; These iiiles shall a)"ply to nil members of the Levies Toice.
li

'I'hese rules .shall conae into force at once.1(3)

Dcnnitions-:((l) In these rules, unless there is anything 

.repugnant in the subjeo' or c( nTxt, the follcvving expressions shall have 

the meanings hereby re .spectiveij assigned to them, that is to say,-

12.

II

1
“ab/.0rption'>>nneans the process of permanent 

indue tion of the members of the Levies Force into the 

Police, ;in accordance with these rules;

(a)

,j

I 5^
“/fCt” ^' neans the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Levies Force

i!

Ait, 2p',9 (ILlrybev Paldhunklrwa Act. No. XXXV of
H I

21 9);;-aiid

(b)

t

tl
Scanned bv CamScanner

<2f •\K\5P!
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<3:-“Scluuliilc” means the Schedule appended to tliese 

rules.
(<i)

ti
♦ I

Words and expressions used, but not dcCincd in these rules 

sha.ll have lire same nicnnings n.s are rcsiicclivcly assigned to them in the 

Act.

(2)
0'

\ ■'

h'orce, sliall ' benAi).sorpfion.—The ni'embers of tlie Levies 

iJennancntly" ab.sorbed into the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police, against 
vaeanci‘c.s to be newly created in the Police Department for the purpose in 

the following manner: ;;

"Vh • '’3: r-

I

A Scrutiny Committee, headed by the Commandant, 

esnd having one member each from District 
Administration and District Account Officer of the

(a)

district concern, shall prepare the lists of all the
Force after personal

r .

members; of the Levies ■ 
appearance and scimtiny o ' record for submission to

the Provincial Police Officer;

(b) the lis': ^submitted to the Provincial Police Officer, 

under g 4'>iiilc (If, after proper sifting, shall be 

forward.eri to Home and Tribal Affairs Department of 

Governmv d. with lltc recommendations for permanent, 

absorptiotf of members of the Levies Force in. the 

Police irno the respective ranks or cadres as per the 

Schedi and ^ :

V

j ■

(c) the T-F.)me and Trilxtl Affairs Department of 

Govert.ment, after receiving the lists of all the 

memt erwof Levies Force, shall issue notification of 

abso'.ption of the Levies Force in the Police after 

approval of the Cabinet.

i
I

Scanned by CaraScanner



d

E^.'.Mi;’.incr:i<ion or incctilivcs.--“’I'lic I.cvicr. I'orcc, r.l'tor absorption
/ ,1

%„/ 'b-c i=oi:cc. shall be cnlilled (o the same benefits, remuneration and
- ,1

'i!:u' incentib'csl, as are enjoyed by other members of the Police.

■f.

{i
^ J
: i:

rmining.—Special training hnodules shall be designed by the 

li-aining Wing of the Police Dcpajlmcnl for imiDarting requisite police 

traming so that the members of the Levies Force are fully sensitized with 

alLjh'lice functions.

/•;
• j

/

/
( -i

ji

Senjority.—Members ofthciLcvies Force, who arc absorbed into
I 1 *

the Police, in accordance with Government orders and instructions, shall
j |! '

lake seniority in the Police from the date of the initial appointment upon'
recruitment in the Levies Force:

6.

!
Provided that the officer inducted in one batch, upon induction, 

sliall retain their|inter se seniority £is' in the Levies Force: (

All rules, orders or instmetionsRepeal and savings.—(1) 

including the Federal Levies Force;!Service Rules, in force in respect of

7,

;1i

the Levies Force, immediately before the commencement of these rules 
i ' ij :

sliaO^ be deemed! as repealed, in so jfar those rules, orders or instructions
I • '!

are inconsistent with these rules. !i
O'to-

;
i

(2) Notwithstanding the repeal of all the rules, orders or 
i . : . ■ ii

instructions, including the FederaL; Levies Force (Service) Rules under

sub-Rile(l)- :
t
{

(a) ' affecting the seniority and promotion, all promotions
i ' !

done, senioi'ity determinecl and orders made, shall be 

; deemed to have j been done, determined and made, in 

accordance with, law. The repeal shall not affect any
j

right, privilege^ obligation or liability acquired,
j|

accrued or inclined under the repealed rules, order and 

instructions.

I,; ^

a' i
i

1 «
'i;

01 ,

U
?.
fosII'-
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1

if;
^1:

L
f

((b) sluill not aiTect any investigation or legal proceedings 

in any Court of Law and shall be continued in the 

same manner'as if the' Laws and Rules have not been 

repealed. ;

y

y

'i

S. Rcmo;ving of cliffieulties';—(.1) If any difficulty arises in giving
i !'cffcci. to any provision of these rules and notification made thereunder, a 

Technical Committee, comprising of three members of the Police 

Department] to be notified by the Provincial Police Officer, headed by
I ■ ■ ii

Officer of Police, who shall not be below the rank of Deputy Inspector 

General of Rilicc and two other members of Police Deiiartment, wliosc 

ranks shall not be less than; Senior Superintendent of Police, may 

recommend to Government for'giving effects to the provisions of these
' 'i

' rules.

{

i }

an i I
1

recommendations.(2) ;Governmcnt, after considering suc'n 

submitted by the Technical Committee, unr'er sub-rule (1), may, by

notification, make such orders, not inconsistent witli the provisions ol the

to it to be necessary for the purpose ot iAct or these rules, as may appe ar 

removing such difficulty.
t.1

■[

'1.
I

<1

•i t>-
'L. .

I

r
1

►

!! , ft i
I«

1;

! ;
1^

i
'i
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rr:ft^CHEDlJLir
nilo 3(1))I

/

1. 2. 3./
S.iS'o. I'l'oni in nit i 

l^cvics.
To nink in 

I’oliec,
Ml/

I

Scpo,y. Constable
(BPS-07).

3 Lance Naik, Constable A-l 
(BPS-07).'/

i

Constable B-I 
(BPS-07).

3. Naik.

' Head Constable
(BPS-09).

Hawalclar.4.

Assistant Sub-Inspector 
(BPS-11).

NaibSubedar.5.

Sub-Inspector
(BPS-14).

Subedar.6.

Inspector
(BPS-16).Subedar Major.7.

Government of Khyber PakUtunUhwa, 
Homc& Tribal Affairs Department

Scci'cl '.ry to

gf for infonoafo,. ,0 I , :

,. T,e Principal SeerCary to ^

Pesha^r.
'I. p.s to Secretary Home. KJiyP the request that it may be

1.

Affairs &

5.

pii

4- (Police-11)
)b,1050?
fs 10201

Scanned by CamScanner
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OFFICE OF^ THE DISTRICT POLICE
OFFICER ORAKZAI

ORDER

The order is passed on the departmental enquiry conducted against Constable (Hon: 
!nsp;) Khalid WIehmood No. 389 (hereinafter called accused official) under they Khyber 
Pakhtunkhwa, Police Rules, (Amended 2014) 1975.

Constable Khalid Mehood was charged that he alongwith Constables Muhammad-Tahir,' 
Muhammad Nazeer of Utman Khel tribe and Hakeem Nawaz of Feroz Khel tribe, grabbed 
cycle with fifteen (15) packets of Chars from Zalif Khan s/o Ghulaam Akbar and Niqab s/o 
Qasim Shah resident of Hassanzai Dara, Mishti tribe at Yarli Khel Market, Utman Khel. the • 

accused were taken away by him, released without any legal action and wandered them in 
Government Vehicle in the area, and fifteen (15) packets Chars were also returned b,y getting 
fifiy two thousand rupees (52,000/-) as bribe and motor cycle was handed over to Constable 
Arnir Ullah in the meanwhije SHO Lower recieved information and reached to. the spot, tool^ 
motor cycle and carried to Kalay Police Station and is in custody of Police.

motor

He was served with charge sheet & statement of allegation. His case was sent to 
Regional Police Officer Kohat to appoint enquiry officer. RPO nominated SDPO HQrs Orakzai 
foi enquiry. SDPO HQrs was appointed to scrutinize the conduct of the accused official. The 
enquiry officer vide his finding and found him guilty of the charges leveled against him, and 
recommend him for major punishment.

These act of the accused official earned bad name to a discipline force on one hand and . 
involved himself in criminal act/trafficking of narcotics on the other.

In view of the above and available record, i reached to the conclusion that the accused 
official was involved in criminal act/trafficking of narcotics. Therefore, these charges leveled

Khalid Mehmood No. 389 have been established b'eyond any
me under the rules ibid, a

against accused Constable
shadow of doubt.- Therefore, in e^xercise of powers conferred upon

‘■rii.smissal from service” is imposed on accused Constable Khalidmaior punishment of 
Mciimood No.-389 with immediate effect. Kit etc issued to the Constable be collected.

i

Announced

Dated
DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER, ORAKZAI

3SS■ OP No.

/ /EC/OASI Dated
Dated

/2020.No
Cooy of above to the:-

1. The Regional Police Officer, Kohat.
2. DSP HQrs.
7. SQPo Lower for collection of items and clearance. 
4. Pay Officer/SRC/OHC/Reader for necessary action.

DISTRICT‘police OFFICER, ORAKZAI

■ orP7'
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GOVERNMENT OF THE KHYBER P AKHTUNKHWA
HOME AND TRffiAL AFFAIRS DEPARTMENT.

NOTIFICATION

Peshawar dated the, 2020

No.SOCPolice)HD/SMY 2019Merged Area/ ^^7—? 8 In 

provisions contained in section 9 of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Levies Force Act, 2019 

(Khyber Pakhtunkliwa Act No.XXXV of 2019) read with rule 3 of the Levies Force 

(Absorption in the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police) Rules, 2019, the Home and Tribal 
Affairs Department, with the prior approval of the Cabinet and on the recommendation 

of the Provincial Police Officer, hereby orders absorption of the following members of 

Levies Force of Orakzai Tribal District in the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police with effect 
from the date of the initial appointment of the said members:

pursuance of the

Name with parentage Rdnk in which 
absorbed

Previous
Rank

1. Deswar Ali s/o Bakliliar Ali Sub:BPS-13 SI BPS-14
2. Fanoos Khan s/o Bada Khan N/SBPS-11 ASIBPS-11
3. Mehboob Klian s/o Abdul Hamid N/SBPS-11 ASI BPS-n
4. Niamat Ali s/o Muhammad Ghulam N/SBPS-11 ASI BPS-11

Nasib Khan s/o Karim Klian5. N/SBPS-11 ASI BPS-11
6. Salil Rehman s/o Saifoor Rehman N/SBPS-11 ASI BPS-11

Muliammad Rahim s/oXsghari Sh^7. N/S BPS-11 ASI BPS-11
8. Taj Muhammad s/o Sadullah Khan N/SBPS-11 ASI BPS-11
9. Ibrahim Jan s/o Mir Haider Jan N/SBPS-11 ASI BPS-ll
10. Amanullah Khan s/o Habibullah

Mir Hassan Jan s/o Hassan Jan
N/SBPS-11 ASI BPS-11

11. N/SBPS-11 ASI BPS-11
12. Isarian s/o Said Hassan N/SBPS-11 ASI BPS-11
1.3. ’Niqab Hussain s/o Abid Hussain N/SBPS-11 ASI BPS-11
14, Rooh-ul-Amin s/o Kliamin Shah

Ajmal Khan s/o Sher Mat Khan
N/SBPS-11 ASI BPS-11

15. N/SBPS-11 
Hav BPS-8'

ASI BPS-11
16. Muhammad Tahir s/o Muhammad Said Head Constable BPS-9
17. Saif Ullah s/o Khushal Khan Hav BPS-8 Head Constable BPS-9
18. Sajid Khan s/o Nadir Khan Hav BPS-8 

Hav BPS-8
Head Constable BPS-9

^19. Muhammad Nasim s/o Habib Shah 
Ali Musa s/o Ali Amir

Head Constable BPS-9
N 20. Hav BPS-8 Head Constable BPS-9

21. Muhammad Imtiaz s/o Gul wal Khan
Muhammad Younas s/o Edat Shah

HavBPS-S Head Constable BPS-9 
Head Constable BPS-922. Hav BPS-8

Jehanzeb Khan s/o Maeen Khan23. Hav BPS-8 
Hav BPS-8

Head Constable BPS-9
24. Imtiaz Khan s/o Nek Afzal Head Constable BPS-9

Sv
Page 1 of28
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r
Name with parentage Previous

Rank
Rank in which 

absorbed604. Abdul Munaf s/o Jan Badshah
Khalid Mehmood s/o Waris KJian_____
Ajab KJian s/o Sahib Gui____________
Sughat AH s/o Din Muhammad_______
Muhammad Ralieel Khan s/o M.D. Khan 
Rehmanullah s/o Fazal Manan________
Khan Wadi Jan s/o Laiq Jan ________
Muhammad Nazir s/o Yar Bad Shah

Sep: BPS-5 Constable BPS-7
Constable BPS-7605. Sep: BPS-5

606. Sep: BPS-5 Constable BPS-7607. Sep: BPS-S
Sen; BPS-5

Constable BPS-7
608. Constable BPS-7

Constable BPS-7609. Sep: BPS-5 
BPS-5610. Constable BPS-7

Constable BPS-7
Constable BPS-7
Constable BPS-7

611. Sep: BPS-S
612. Aun Akbar s/o Khan Akbar Sep: BPS-5
613. Muhammad Sagheer s/o Zakar Khan

Khaista Noor s/o Said Noor______
Yousaf AH s/o Hakim Khan______
Bad Shah Mir s/o Gul Kabeer

Sep: BPS-5 
Sep: BPS-56!i4. Constable BPS-7

615. Sep: BPS-5 Constable BPS-7
616. Sep: BPS-5 Constable BPS-7 

Constable BPS-7617. Khaista Asghar s/o Min Asghar Sep: BPS-5
618. Khan Wada s/o Zarin Khan Sep: BPS-5 Constable BPS-7
619. Saleh Ahmad s/o Alam Khan Sep: BPS-5 Constable BPS-7
620. Mir Hashim s/o Kashmir Khan Sep: BPS-5 Constable BPS-7
621. Iftikhar AH s/o Zulqid Ali Sep: BPS-5 Constable BPS-7

Constable BPS-7Shah Alam s/o Khalidin Sep: BPS-5622.
Constable BPS-7Sep: BPS-5623. Ghani Rehraan s/o Gul Asghar
Constable BPS-7Sep: BPS-5624. Abdul Wahab s/o Seen Asghar
Constable BPS-7Sep: BPS-5625. Noor Afeal s/o Yar Afaal
Constable BPS-7BPS-5Shah Azim Khan s/o Azim Khan 

Hafiz Muhammad Ibrar s/o Muhammad
Raliim_________________________
Shah Wazir s/o Races Khan

626.
Constable BPS-7Sep: BPS-5627.

Constable BPS-7
Constable BPS-7

Sep: BPS-5628.
Sep: BPS-5Zakiria Khan s/o Itbar Shah629.

Constable BPS-7Sep: BPS-5IsrafKhan s/oNabi Ghulam
Irfan Ullah s/o Hayat Khan________ _
Ikhtiar Ali s/o Mirza Ali___________
Yahya Khan s/o Behran Khan_______
Muhammad Umer s/o Khiasta Gul
Muhammad Qasim s/o Shamin Asghar

630.
Constable BPS-7Sep: BPS-5 

Sep: BPS-5
631.

Constable BPS-7632.
Constable BPS-7Sep: BPS-5633.
Constable BPS-7Sep: BPS-5 

Sep: BPS-5
634.• Constable BPS-7635.

Constable BPS-7Sep: BPS-5Itezaz-ul- Hassan s/o Muhammad Aqeel636.
Constable BPS-7
Constable BPS-7 
Constable BPS-7
Constable BPS-7

Sep: BPS-5Zaliid Shah s/o Muhammad Din Shah637.
Sep: BPS-5Sabir Rehman s/o Agal Muhammad638.
Sep: BPS-5Muhammad Asif s/o Pehlawan Khan

Mast Amir s/o Ismail Khan________
Muhammad Ibrahim s/o Amin Akbar

639.
Sep: BPS-5640.

Constable BPS-7
Constable BPS-7
Constable BPS-7

Sep: BPS-5 
Sep: BPS-5

641.
Hajit Hussain s/o Ajmad Ali642.

Sep: BPS-5643. Mehboob Shah s/o Juman shah
644. Abdul Salam s/o Sunab Gul
645. Suliman Khan s/o Alam Khan
646. Rehmat Ullah s/o Nasib Gul
647. Gul Hassan s/o Muhammadl Jan

Constable BPS-7
Constable BPS-7

Sep: BPS-S
Sep: BPS-5

Constable BPS-7Sep: BPS-5 
Sep: BPS-S Constable BPS-7

\

Page IS of 28
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N S# Nacne witfei parentage Previous
Rank

Rank in which 
absorbed

1173. Rafi UHah s/o Wazir Batkhan 
Omeid Alt s/o Minhai Ali

Constable BPS-7 
Constable BPS-7 |

Sep: BPS-5
1174. Sep: BPS-5

2. The above absorption sba'M be soibject to the following terns and 
conditions:

(i) Their services shall be governed under the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police 
Act, 2017 and the rules made thereunder.
A naember shall not be entitled for absorption, if he has resigned from 
Levies Force Service or has been terminated from the Service ibid 
account of misconduct, inefSciency or any other grounds or has been 
retired from Service under the Federal Levy Force (Amended) Service 
Rules 2013, before commencement of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Levies 
Force Act, 2019 (Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Act No. XXXV of 2019).
Their services shall be considered regular and they shall be eligible for 
pension and deduction of General Provident ftind in terms of the Khyber 
Pakhtunkliwa Civil Servant Act, 1973 (Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Act No. 
XVinofl973).
Their seniority shall be determined in accordance with rule 6 of the Levies 
Force (Absorption in Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police) Rules 2019.
They shall undergo training as provided in rule 5 of Levies Force 
(Absorption in Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police) Rules, 2019.

(ii)
on

(iii)

(iv)

(V)

Secretary
^Ji Government of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 

Hoddc and Tribal AiTairs Dep^tment
No. & date even. 
CCto:

1. Inspector General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.
2. Accountant General Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.
3. Regional Police dfficer, Kohat
4. District Police Officer Orakzai Tribal District.
5. District Commissioner Orakzai Tribal District
6. PS to Chief Secretary Government of Kliyber Pakhtunkliwa
7. PS to Secretary, Home & TAs Department, Khyber Paklitunkhwa.
8. PS to Special Secretary-II, Home & TAs Department, Khvber Pakht!
9. PS to Secretary, Establishment Department, Khyber Pak^nkhwa
10. Manager Printing Press for notifying the same in the ofimial gazette.
11. Office record file.

iwa.

Section OfTi^ (Lcvjfes/«& lasadars)
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P
KOHAT REGIONPOLICEDEPTT:

ORDER.

This order will dispose of a departmental appeal, moved by
of district Orakzai against the punishmentEx-Constable KhaliiMehmood No. 389 

order, passed by DPO Orakzai vide OB No. 385, dated 12.05.2020 whereby he was
awarded major punishment of dismissal from service on the following allegations:-

The appellant alongwith other Constables grabbed a motorcycle ■
s/o Ghulam Akbar and Niqabone ZalifKhanwith fifteen (15) packets of Chars from

s/o enslm 5HVO Hassamal Dara. Mlshtl Utman Khel. The accuse.ere ta^n^
without taking any legal action and wandered them m

by him and released them returned to them and they were,in the area. The packets.of Chars were
official vehicle 
set free after gaining Rs. 52. OOOA by the appellant.

undersigned upon which comments 

ice documents were perused. He was 

17.09.2020. During hearing, the 

in his defense.

He preferred an appeal to the
obtained from DPO Orakzai and his service 

in Orderly Room held on
were
also called to appear 
appellant did not advance any plausible explanatton

1 have gone

conclusion that the allegations
)f doubt. Therefore, his appeal being

to the;available record and came
proved beyond any

through the
leveled against the appellant

i„„ devoid of merits is hereby rejected.
are

shadow 0^
Oi’der Announced
24.09.2020

olice Officer, 
.ohat Region.

(TAYYAB
Reai

/EC, dated Kohat the ^No._Zdii-^
No. 1868/SRC
herewith.

jfT^lice Officer, 
ohat Region.

Olficel
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OFFICE OF THE 
INSPECTbR GENERAL OF POLICE 

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 
PESHAWAR.

--------H1, dated Peshawar the ^3 / oS/2021.

i'

s
r;.r/

ORDER■“—

^ This order is hereby passed to dispose of Revision Petition 

ikhtunkhwa Police Rule-1975 (amended 2014) submitted by Ex-FC 

ititioner was dismissed from

under Rule ILA of Khyber
Khalid Mehmood No. 389. The 

service by District Police Officer, Orakzai vide OB No. 385, dated
.05.2020 on the allegations that he alongwith other Constables grabbed a motorcycle with fifteen (15) 

-ackets of chars from -----
"^ishti Utman Khel. The Accused

one Zalif Khan s/o Ghulam Akbar and Niqab s/o Qasim Shah r/o Hassanzai Dara,

were taken away by him and released them without taking any legal 
■ction and wandered themiin official vehifcle in the area. The packets of chars were returned to them and 

-ley were set free after getting Rs. 52,000/- by the appellant. His appeal was rejected by Regional Police 

)fficer, Kohat vide order Ehdst: No. 11946/EC, dated 30.09.2020.

Meeting of Appellate Board was held on 13.04.2021 wherein petitioner was heard in person, 
“etitioner denied the allegations leveled against him.

The Board examined the enquiry papers which reveals that the allegations against the 

petitioner has been proved. During hearing, petitioner failed to advance any plausible explanation in 

•ebuttal of the charges. The Board see no ground and reasons for acceptance of his petition, therefore, the 

Board decided that his petition is hereby rejected.

Sd/-
KASHIF ALAM, PSP 

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

No. S/

Copy of the above is forwarded to the:
1. Regional Police Officer, Kohat.

2. District Police Officer, Orakzai. One Service Book and one Enquiry File of the above named
Ex-FC received vide your office Memo: No. 3116/EC, dated 24.11.2020 is returned herewith for ^ 

your office record. ^ ^ ^

3. PSO to IGP/Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, CPO Peshawar.
4. AIG/Legal, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
5. PA to Addl: IGP/HQrs: Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
6. PA to DIG/HQrs: Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
7. Office Supdt: E-IV CPO Peshawar.

7
f<rr V

Of the DFO, iJiytricI Oiak/.j,
/SlA■ --rvry Ho 4(IRF. m KHAN) PSP 

lismpent.a; /fFor Inspecto/General of Police, 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

'4"r

1



eEFofte TH
[)NORABLE,KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWAI

--^IRIBUNALPf«;ha>a/^P

Petitioner

) VERSUS

Police Offi
"^®0prafaai & Others Respondents

AUTHORITY LETTER

Mr, sMuhammad Amir ( Inspector Legal )District 
Orakzai (CNIC f\lo.l4101-8223215-5) is authorized to institute parawise 

comments duly signed by respondents, in the Honorable Court on 

behalf of the Respondents.

District Police Officer Orakzai

Respondent No. 01

i



KH^BfiR PAKifTUNKVirA
SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

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

/STNo.
Ph:- 091-9212281 
Fax:- 091-9213262

Dated: ^ /2022

To

The District Police Officer, 
Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 

Orakzai.

Subject: JUDGMENT IN APPEAL NO. 13586/2020 MR. KHALID MEHMOOD.

I am directed to forward herewith a certified copy of Judgement dated 

17.12.2021 by this Tribunal on the above subject for strict compliance.

End: As above

REGISTRAR 

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 

SERVICE TRIBUNAL 

PESHAWAR

/
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7 #
■A

OFFICE OF THE DISTRICT POT JHT^
OFFICER ORATTyT

/dtiVNO. /EC
Datedjt>2/j^2()20

rf.! The Deputy Inspector General of Police 
Kohat

f 1 ■

Sifbject: ENQUTRY

Reference your Endst No. 1803/EC dated 29.01.2020 on the subject cited
el'iDv^e.

Complete enquiry report in r/o Constable (Hon: Insp:) Khalid Mehmood

please.o ciducted by DSP HQrs Orakzai is sent herewith for further order,

.6'

DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER 
ORAKZAI

(/

\

Bfifi i
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OFFICE OF THE DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER
ORAKZAI
Phone No.0925-690257 

PA/DPO/Ork 
Date±g#^nuarv 2020

ill Email.dDOorakzai55@ahiail
com ,

Nj

7
/ . ./• ■

/
iiARegional Police Officer, Kohat.

• >■

Subject: APPOINTMENT OF ENQUtRY OFFICER.

In this regard it is submitted that as per report of Sub'Di^lforjal Police Officer,

Kindly refer to the subject cited above.

Lower that on 17-01-2020 inspector Khalid Mehmood, Utman Khel along with constables 

Muhammad Tahir, Muhammad Nazeer of Utman^Khel tribe and Hakeem Nawaz of Feroz Khel 

tribe, grabbed Motor Cycle with Fifteen (15) packets of Chars from Zalif Khan s/o Ghulam '

Akbar and Niqab s/o Qasim Shah resident of Hassanzai Dara, Mishti Tribe at Yarli Khel Market,

Utman Khel. The accused were taken away by him, released without any legal action and 

wandered them in Government Vehicle in the area, and Fifteen (15) Packets Chars were alsoI

returned by getting Fifty Two Thousand Rupees (52,000/-) as bribe and Motor Cycle was 

handed over to constable Amirullah (Photocopy attached), in the meanwhile SHO Lower 

received information and reached to the spot, took Motor Cycle and carried to Kalaya Police 

Station and is in custody of Police.

In view of the above it is requested that an enquiry officer in the rank of DSP may k ndly be nominated 

into the matter. The Charge sheet/ statement of allegation already \l een issued to the 

defaulter above name official (copy enclosed) please.

DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER
O^tZM

Copy Submitted to: - . v,
1. Deputy Commissioner, Orakzai.T-f/V/^^^^

2. DSP, HQ/ SDPO, Lower.

i

' ! \
. DISTRiaPOi)|CE OFFICER

^ Cfficmu:.

KZAi

“'■■o, district Crak,;.

A'L, /
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. OFFICE OF THE DISTRICT POLICE OFFICE^
ORAKZAI
Phone No.0925-690257 
NO /PA/DPO/Ork
Dated:31 January 2020

Email.dpoorakzai55@amail.com

*
ENQUIRY AGAINST INSPECTOR KHALID MEHMOOD.

-?■

/

Consequent upon the approval of the \A/orthy Regional Police Officer, Kohat ( photocopy 

attached), Mr. Diswar Ali DSP Headquarter is here by appointed as Enquiry Officer in the subject 

enquiry. He is directed to conduct enquiry and submit report to the undersigned within Fifteen Days 

positively.

DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER 
ORAKZAI

Copy submitted to:

1. Regional Police Officer, Kohat.
2. Deputy Commissioner, Orakzai.
3. DSP HQ
4. SDPO, Lower.
5. Official concerned

Da
DISTRia P'^LICE OFFICER 

ORAKZAI07
^ )

1
/ ,

>1

i

/

mailto:Email.dpoorakzai55@amail.com


!
nrrirr nr th-^ nKTaicr police ofS^

ORAKZAI \
® Phone Nb;0925-690257 x

NO-------- '
Fn^oii Hpnnrak2ai55(S)qmail.com

Dated:31 Janua A-

cMni.lRV AGAINST INSEgcmR KHAIIP MEHMOOa

Kohat ( photocopyworthy Regional Police Officer, 

is here by appointed as

directed to conduct enquiry and submit report to

*the approval of theConsequent upon 

attached), Mr. 

enquiry. He is .

Days positively.

Enquiry Officer in the subject ■

Diswar Ali DSP Headquarter Vunder the undersigned within Fifteen

Mit

DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER 
ORAKZAI

Copy submitted to;

1. Regional Police Officer, Kohat.
2. Deputy Commissioner, Orakzai.

3. DSP HQ
4. SDPO, Lower.
5. Official concerned

district police officer
ORAKZAI



OFFICE OF THE DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER
ORAKZAIiBEmail.dpoorakzai55@qmail.com

mi & Dated: 10 February 2020

qlMmiiiUHiilfcf

2 " As per report of Sub Divisional Police Officer, Lower that on 17-01-2020 you along

with constables Muhammad Tahir, Muhammad Nazeer of Utman Khel tribe and Hakeem 

Nawaz of Feroz Khel tribe, grabbed Motor Cycle and Fifteen (15) packets.of Chars from 

Zalif Khan s/o Ghulam Akbar and Niqab s/o Qasim Shah resident of Hassanzai Dara, 

Mishti Tribe at Yarli Khel Market, Utman Khel. The accused were taken away by you, 

released without any legal action and wandered them in Government Vehicle in the 

area, and Fifteen (15) Packets Chars were also returned by getting Fifty Two Thousand 

Rupees (52,000/-) as bribe and Motor Cycle was handed over to constable Amirullah, in 

the meanwhile SHO Lower received information and reached to the spot, took Motor 

Cycle and carried to Kalaya Police Station and is in custody of Police. This is quite 

adverse on your part and shows your negligence, carelessness and indiscipline attitude 

in the discharge of your official obligations.This act on your part is against service 

discipline and amounts to gross misconduct."

3. By the reason of your commission/ omission constitute mis-conduct under Police 

disciplinary rule- 1975 (amendment Notification No. 3859/Legal, dated 07-08-2014) 

Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Police department, you have rendered yourself 

liable to all or any of the penalties specified in Police Rule-1975 ibid.

4. You are therefore required to submit your written defense within 07 days of the receipt 

of this charge sheet to the enquiry Officer.

5. Your written defense if any should reach to the enquiry Officer with in stipulated period, 

failing which shall be presumed that you have no defense to put in and in that case ex- 

parte action shall be taken against you.

6. Intimate whether you to be heard in person.

7. A statement of allegation is enclosed.
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f c
V'"-)

I..-
A

........ ,•f

•;l

• tn:

f-r '..-tv.:

teiii^'^l-4 •V.-

■'!imSmmmm0 > iiE
•V .

P«
B
feiiw

’“-vSsi •i.

Ifltll
L

y

/

mpmS:

/-ir / fMtM
I



m

h Uf
%

-'■y.-:' -'JU-: ■
■ , ^, ■

5^#J’̂lu\\}
i-,

y:fCcp'ff^

jd^)' 'df/f'dd

(j-U >K»’ A
> ;> r/ --

CJ^.■%1 2MJ .\\
t/ ' ‘ /C .cdd/ / /^ ' #

CJ,
•h

/-
»-■

/'t;
't (s.I

f: /
t/'/ •',}1. -ly, cn>

i/

y /

(jy<^F
i ifr'

z-iFF^dP
) 1/^1/yj<^^ycr-

‘..5,

/

•.y

<lFffr ■ . A^ J.O
^/jfJljpdr

■/U/U(j>pJ^d

L u (jd^
m\/

yT- i' l

Ji^C

I y'J 4^^

y*
i

-.
I

/i cyFP^yo
' ^ /

/r
j ♦

?y//A
/ fc y ' 'M

'y r

r

yj/
ry

>

r\r

I K^a



C£\a}y'r?oc^ -y l^ey

/y/jDar)^xA-Pe::yvice.
L
0

Ykc^
KUcAl Vvs-'wicV CYcii^a;

'd M eL yv\ 0€3"^

Tj4^VV\(rvvAKU€X VO/voa^

S Va1ci:?/;s7o

Vs .
I ^ pcb^i'c^ \c 

2' TD 6

k- C C 6 5covv3rt 

S-
^ ■ ‘^<y>/-\- 6-^

P^-S l/vAway •

1. ?■
OnrakZb\i

kaUcct (2^^^
\

e VCc^A^^:d: -(2^ fo n.

"■^Vc></OVA^
0

c)/\ S^cye4^y<'^Vv-CJ

\W^,!• *SV(3^V-e-.
s .

Ml!iO .

ci-yol^ Ho tlCT|2-\ tvvk(cL 

^cxss^ y^

o Y1

\s
N(^ ± or ^s

2-0
(X Nyv\

•^-e c ^9^. c-V^tAUt-c'

C=l2^A . V-e-

a

e^ Vo wyiW^x): (XwQ2- 0]oy3c CKy^

-a:::



ctl^ave orcA-^ (ajU^cK CXij^
% =

j
V-e V\Jbm Ck"4

o}\cWi cr<^

-Vt VV| ^
\e)ydr tAoerp \

W)

'Aw.' d̂
'^v !S ■\k \/v)AYV\\/9■^Sf-e )y^

C3l(2Ce;1(5-^

Aw
o\o6-SI^ fN(V\«v,<t<3V\-^i^ vv\^

C\ \ Yv\

>!

X^OO

—H-Jg

Ae^V 6e;»a^
dh^

■I111T'f"SWiRe



; OFFICE OF THE
INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLIOS*-^ 

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 
PESHAWAR. .

/21, dated Peshawar the' /w/2021.. Nov S/ f?5S

orders. ( 1This order is hereby passed to dispose of Revision Petition under Rule ILA of Khyber 
%, Pakhtunkhwa Police Rxile-1975 (amended 2014) submitted'by Ex-FC Khalid Mehmood No. 3S9. The 

5 petitioner was dismissed from service by District Police Officer, Orakzai vide OB No. 38,5, dated 

12.05.2020 on;the allegations that he alongwith other Constables grabbed a motorcycle with'fifteen (15) 
packets of chats from one Zalif Khan s/o Ghulam Akbar and Niqab s/o Qasim Shah r/o Hassanzai Dara, 

lA'V ; Mishti Utman-Khel. The hocused were, taken away by him and released them without taking any legal

iy,V'

Ijf .. i action and wandered them!in.official vehicle in the area. The packets of chars were returned to them and 

they were set free after getting Rs. 52,000/- by the appellant. His appeal was rejected by Regional Police
g.

^ Officer, Kohat vide order Endst: No. 11946/EC. dated 30.09.2020.

I* Petitioner .denied the allegations leveled against him.
The Board examined the enquiry papers which reveals that the allegations against the

Meeting of Appellate Board was held on 13.04.2021 wherein petitioner was heard in person.

I'jAi petitioner has been proved. During hearing! petitioner failed to^dvance any plausible explanation in 

"j; rebuttal of tEe'cHarges. The BoarcT see no ground and reasons for acceptance of his petition, therefore, the 

t J., BoarTdecided that his petition is hereby rejected.
V.i ' ■ ■

m . Sd/- .
KASHIF ALAM, PSP 

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

dyr,m !.mISA!
Z2i2iZ^/2i,M No. S/

Copy of the above is forwarded to the:
1. Regional Police Officer, Kohat.
2. District Police Officer, Orakzai. One Service Book and one Enquiry File of the above named

Ex-FC received vide your office Memo: No. 3116/EC, dated 24.11.2020 is returned herewith for ^ 

your office record. ^

3. PSO to IGP/Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, CPO Peshawar.
4. AIG/Legal, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

: IGP/HQrs: Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar. Y)

6. PA to DIG/HQrs: Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
7. Office Supdt; E-IV CPO Peshawar.
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Office of ihfl DFO, DiPifict OraK.;‘.'.N

Dftiiy No7. (XRF. AH KHAN) PSP 
ilishment.IN ' a:

-... - For Inspecto/General of Police,'
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

7N:
7'

fe ■I
gc
&■

f,' (IIsa
i'

ir r---cm


