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'1- BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL ft

PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No.8282/2020

Date of Institution 

Date of Decision
23.04.2020
26.07.2021

•

Shahid Shah Lance Head Constable No. 1996 District Bannu Police 

S/0 Akhtar Aii Shah R/0 Village Sadat Madak Shah Surrani Tehsil 8t 

District Bannu.

(Appellant)

VERSUS

Inspector General of Police Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar and 

three others.

(Respondents) i

Bashir Khan Wazir, 
Advocate For appellant.

Kabir Ullah Khattak, 
Additional Advocate General For respondents.

AHMAD SULTAN TAREEN 
ROZINA REHMAN

CHAIRMAN 

MEMBER (J)

JUDGMENT

ROZINA REHMAN; MEMBER (J): Appellant has filed the instant service

appeal U/S 4 of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Act, 1974

against the order dated 26.08.2019 whereby he was dismissed from

service.

Brief facts of the _case are that appellant was enlisted as, . 

Constable in the Police Department. A complaint was filed by a private
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person in respect of theft of his car._,Hisreport was entered in shape of

Naqal Mad, which was culminated into F.I.R No.805 dated 01.10.2018.

During investigation, statement of one Sakhi Jan was recorded who

nominated the appellant for the alleged occurrence. He was issued a

letter in this regard in respect of initiation of departmental proceedings

and accordingly, his services were suspended. He was served with

charge sheet and statement of allegations and lastly was dismissed from

service.

3. Learned counsel for the appellant contends that appellant was

proceeded against departmentally twice on the same set of charges and

he was not held guilty by the Inquiry Officer but even then, the

competent authority terminated the services of the appellant with a

single stroke of pen which act of the respondents is against law, facts

and contrary to the norms of justice. Learned counsel submitted that no

proper opportunity of defense was provided to the appellant and he was

condemned unheard. Lastly, he submitted that he was not charged

directly in the case F.I.R No.805 rather he was implicated by one Sakhi

Jan in his statement before Police recorded U/S 161 Cr.PC which

statement is inadmissible in evidence but even then, he was proceeded

against departmentally.

Conversely, learned A.A.G submitted that during the course of4.

investigation, complainant of case F.I.R No.805 charged one Kamran

aiongwith two other unknown accused for theft of his car. He submitted

that statement of one Sakhi Jan was recorded U/S 161 Cr.PC and

during investigation, he charged the present appellant for the

commission of offence. He contended that the appellant was found
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actively involved in car lifting criminal case, therefore, he was treated

according to law and no illegality or irregularity was committed by the

respondents. He submitted that D.S.P Saddar, Bannu was appointed as

Inquiry Officer who probed the matter under the cover of specified rules

and after observing all codal formalities, proper order of dismissal from

service was issued.

5. From the record it is evident that one Sakheem Ullah alias Sakhat

was arrested in case F.I.R No.44 dated 11.02.2017 at Police Station

Basya Khel who during interrogation nominated the appellant as

accomplice. The accused further disclosed that the appellant was

involved in sale/purchase of stolen vehicles, therefore, appellant was

proceeded against departmentally. He was issued v^ith charge sheet and

statement of allegation and D.S.P Cantt; Bannu was appointed as Inquiry

Officer to scrutinize the conduct of the official. The Inquiry Officer

submitted his report wherein, he requested for filing of the inquiry

proceedings as there was no evidence against L.H.C Shahid Shah, the

present appellant. Again, he was proceeded against departmentally when 

allegedly the present appellant was found guilty and was charged in case

F.I.R No.805 dated 01.10.2018 registered at Police Station Saddar when

during the course of investigation, co-accused nominated him for the

commission of offence. Charge sheet and statement of allegations were

issued to him once again and D.S.P, Saddar was appointed as Inquiry

Officer to scrutinize the conduct of the official. The Inquiry Officer

submitted his report and he recommended that the inquiry may be

deferred till the outcome of the criminal case but his aspect of the issue

was not taken care of and the competent authority passed the impugned
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order dated 27.08.20-19, .wherebytr.tde. appellant was'awarded major

punishment of dismissal from service. Record further shows that

complete Challan in case F.I.R No.805 dated 01.10.2018 was submitted

in the court of learned Judicial Magistrate, Bannu and vide order dated

14.12.2019 of the learned Magistrate in view of an application submitted

under Section 4-C(II) of the Prosecution Act, 2005, accused was

discharged from the allegations leveled against him. Similarly, Challan in

case F.I.R No. 44 dated 11.02.2017 was also submitted in the competent

court of Law and vide order of the learned Additional Sessions Judge-Ill

Bannu, application under Section 4-C(II) of the Prosecution Act, 2005

was allowed and the present appellant was discharged U/S 265-D of

Cr.PC. The inyolvement of the appellant in case F.I.R No.805 dated

01.10.2018 was the only ground on which he had been dismissed from

service and the said ground had subsequently disappeared through his
Q

discharge making him whseh re-emerge as a fit and proper person

entitled to continue with his service.

6. It is established from the record that charges of involvement in the

theft of motorcar ultimately culminated in his discharge by the competent

court of Law in the above-rnentioned criminal case and prosecution had

conceded before the competent court of Law regarding the weakness of

the case from the evidentiary point of view as there was no probability of

the accused being convicted of any offence. In this respect, we have

sought guidance from 1988 PLC (C.S) 179; 2003 SCMR 215 and PLD

2010 Supreme Court 695.

In view of the above discussion, instant service appeal is accepted 

and impugned order dated 26.08.2019 is set aside alongwith other order

7.
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on appeal of the appellant and the appellant is reinstated in service with

all back benefits from the date of his dismissal from service. Parties are

left to bear their own costs; File be consigned to the record room.

ANNOUNCED.
26.07.2021

Cl
(Rozi^^Rehman) 

MembeiVj)
(Ahmad"SuFtan Tareen) 

Chairman

•;
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Service Appeal No. 8282/2020

Order or other proceedings'With/signature of Judge or Magistrate 

and that of parties where necessary.
Date of
order/
proceedings

2 3

Present:26.07.2021

Roeeda Khan, 
Advocate For Appellant

Javid Ullah,
Assistant Advocate Genera! For respondents

Vide our detailed judgment of today of this Tribunal placed

on file, instant service appeal is accepted and impugned order

dated 26.08.2019 is set aside alongwith other order on appeal of

the appellant and the appellant is reinstated in service with all

back benefits from the date of his dismissal from service. Parties

are left to bear their own costs. File be consigned to the record

room.

ANNOUNCED.
26.07.2021

I?/

(Ahma n Tareeh) (Rozipa Rehman 
MemberC)Chairman



13.07.2021 Appellant present in person.

Muhammad Adeel Butt learned Additional Advocate General for 

respondents present.

Lawyers are on general strike, therefore, case is adjourned to 

26.07.1021 for hearing before D.B.
r

1
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(Rozina Rehman) 

Member (J)
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8282/20
24.12.2020 Appellant, ip person and 

Farooq Khan, Inspector for the respondents present.
Respondents No. 1 to 4 have furnished parawise 

comments/reply. Placed on record. The appeal is 

assigned to D.B for hearing on 31.03.2021. The 

appellant may furnish rejoinder, within ope month, if 
so desires. <

Asstt. AG alongwith

V\

n/^

Charrmah

Appellant present in person.31.03.2021

Muhammad Rasheed learned Deputy District Attorney 

for respondents present.

Due to general strike on the call of Khyber 

Pakhtunkhwa Bar Council, instant case is adjourned to 

U / C /2021 before D.B.

(Rozina Rehman) 
Member (J)

(Atiq ur Rehman Wazir) 
Member (E)

Appellant present through counsel.

Muhammad Adeel Butt, learned Additional Advocate 
General for respondents present.

Due to paucity of time, arguments could not be 
heard, therefore, case is adjourned. To come up for 
arguments on 13.07.202! before D.B.

04.06.2021

^7f̂
(Rozina Rehman) 

Member (J)
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07.09.2020 Counsel for the appellant present.

'' Contends that the .appellant was duly discharged by a 

court of competent jurisdiction in^ criminal cases, wherein, he was 

implicated. The factum of discharge was before the filing of 
revision petition of. the appellant, however, : it , was neither 
considered nor the - petition was decided 'by; the competent 
authority.

Subject to all just exceptions, instant appeal is admitted 

I to regular hearing. The appellant is directed to deposit security 

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

respondents for submission of written reply/comments on 

-... -02.11.2020 before S.B.

/

f.Deposited.. .. i

\Chairman

02.11.2020 Appellant is present in person. Mr. Kabirullah Khattak, 
Additional Advocate General alongwith Mr. Muhammad Farooq, 
Inspector (Legal), for the respondents are also present.

Written reply on behalf of respondents not submitted. 
Representative of the department is seeking further time for 

submission of written reply/comments. Time granted. File to 

come up for written reply/comments on 24.12.^Q20 before S.B.

(Muhammad Jamal Khan) 
Member (Judicial)
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Form- A (■

- FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Court of

Case No.- /2020

Date of order 
proceedings

Order or other proceedings with signature of judgeIS.No.

21 3

The appeal of Mr. Shahid Shah resubmitted today by Mr. Bashir 

Khan Wazir Advocate may be entered in the Institution Register and put up 

to the Worthy Chairman for proper order please.

21/07/20201-

REGIST®^

This case is entrusted to S. Bench for preliminary hearing to be put2-
6up there on

CHAIRMAN

//
/



The appeal of Shahid Shah received today i.e. 23.04.2020 by Mr. Bashir Khan Wazir, 

Advocate is incomplete on the following score which is returned to his counsel for completion 

and resubmi^ion within 15 days.

K Copy of annexures -C page 16, copy of page 21 and copy of order dated 29.11.2019 
44 are illegible which may be replaced by legible/batter

2- Copy of amended Writ Petition mentioned in para-7 of the facts is not attached with the 
Bppeal which may be placed.

(3 Copy of impugned order dated 26.08.2019 is not attached with the appeal which may be 
placed.

4- Copy of order of departmental appeal is neither properly flagged nor motioned in the index. 

/S.T,

Dt.t3/S—/202n

at page
one.

No. /o3g’

REGISTRAR
SERVICE TRIBUNAL 

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 
PESHAWAR.

Mr. Bashir Khan Wazir Adv. Peshawar.
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BEFORE THE HON’BLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

r^Bz-/2020Appeal No.

AppellantShahid Shah

E R S U S
RespondentsIGP, KPK & others

INDEX
Description of Documents Annex PagesS.No

Service Appeal1. I- (f
Affidavit2.
Copy of the CNIC A3.
Copy of FIR # 805 dated
01.10.2018

B4.

Copy of Statement of Sakhi 

Jan
C5. (6

Copy of letter # 2256/Inv
dated 21.05.2019, OB # 565 

dated 24705.2019, charge sheet 

and statement of allegations 

D6.

Copy of Reply of Appellant E7.
Copies of impugned order and 

Writ Petition and order
F8.

Copies of the inquiry 

proceedings and discharge 

orders

G9.
3?- LyO

Copy of the Departmental 

Appeal
H10

11. Wakalat Nama

pellant (

Through
Dated: 22.04.2020

BASHIR KHAN WAZIR
Advocate, High Court 

Peshawar
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BEFORE THE HON^BLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA

SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR
Klivber PiiT<htu.Uh>ya 

Scrvic*; Tribunal

Diary No.
Appeal No. 2020

DaC

Shahid Shah Lance Head Constable # 1996 District 

Bannu Police S/o Akhtar Ali Shah R/o Village Sadat 

Madak Shah Surrani Tehsil & district Bannu

Appellant

Versus

1. Inspector General of Police Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 

Peshawar

2. Regional Police Officer, District Bannu.

_:,3. District Police Officer, District Bannu.

4. The Superintendent of Police Investigation Bannu.'

Respondents
^gfledtO“«3ay

rarRe
>3 APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF THE

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE

TRIBUNAL ACT, 1974. AGAINST THE

IMPUGNED ORDER DATED 29.11.2019.

WHEREBY DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL OF

■<



THE APPELLANT AGAINST THE ORDER

DATED 26.08.2019 OF DPO BANNU /

RESPONDENT NO 3 WHEREBY THE

APPELLANT WAS DISMISSED FROM

SERVICE AND THE DEPARTMENTAL

APPEAL HAS BEEN DISMISSED BY THE

RESPONDENT NO 2 AND THE

DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL AGAINST THE

SAID ORDER TO RESPONDENT NO 1 HAS

NOT BEEN DECIDED AFTER THE

COMPLETION OF MANDATORY PERIOD.

Prayer in Appeal:

On acceptance of the instant Appeal, the

impugned order dated 26.08.2019 passed by the

Respondent No 3 may kindly be set aside and the

Respondents be directed to restore the Services of

the Appellant with all back benefits.

Respectfully Sheweth:

The Appellant humbly submits as under:-
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l.That the Appellant is peaceful and law abiding 

citizen of Pakistan and is entitled for all the rights 

guaranteed by the Constitution of Islamic Republic 

of Pakistan, 1973. (Copy of the CNIC is attached 

as Annex “A”)

2. That the Appellant was appointed as constable in 

the Police Departrnent and presently he has served 

for about 11 years and 8 months bravely and 

dedicatedly. During this period the Appellant had 

to face very critical situation while discharging the 

. obligatory duties of the Appellant but each time 

the Appellant have preferred the interest of force / 

department upon the personal interest of the 

Appellant even at the risk of the life of the 

. Appellant.

3. That on 21.09.2018, the private person submitted 

written Application to SHO Police station Saddar 

Bannu that on date at night time his XLl Motorcar 

# 8009-LWM was parked in Baittak adjacent to his 

house and at unknown time somebody has stolen 

the same. In this respect report of Private .person 

was entered in shape of Naqal Mad # 39 dated 

24.09.2018 at Police Station Saddar Bannu which 

was culminate into FIR # 805 dated 01.10.2018 

under section 381-A PPC P.S Saddar. (Copy of 

FIR # 805 dated 01,10.2018 

annexure B)
is attached
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4. That as per record statement of one Sakhi Jan 

was allegedly recorded under section 161 Cr.PC 

wherein name of the Petitioner has been alleged 

which is not only inadmissible but also has no 

legal sanctity and even no judicial confiscation of 

said person was recorded rather he refuted the 

allegations so leveled against the Petitioner and as 

such pre-arrest bail Application of Petitioner was 

confirmed. (Copy of Statement of Sakhi Jan is 

attached as annexure C)

5. That on such allegations the Respondent No 4 

issued letter # 2256/Inv dated 21.05.2019 to 

Respondent No 3 for initiation of Departmental 

proceedings against the Petitioner and as such 

vide OB# 565 dated 24.05.2019 service of the 

Petitioner were suspended and he was issued 

charge sheet and statement of allegations. (Copy 

of letter # 22S6/Inv dated 21.05.2019, OB # 

565 dated 24.05.2019, charge sheet and 

statement of allegations are annexure D)

6. That the Appellant plausibly clarified his position 

in his reply and justified that he has no nexus 

with the alleged motorcar, Private person or its 

theft and as such he may be exonerated from 

charges leveled against him, nonetheless, no heed
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was paid. (Copy of Reply of Appellant is 

annexure E)

7. That after the submission of reply the Appellant 

was having apprehensions of being dismissal from 

service in arbitrary manner, impugned the acts 

and omissions of the Respondents before the 

Hon’ble Peshawar High court Peshawar in Writ 

Petition and during the pendency of the said writ 

Petition the Respondents No 3 has been passed 

the impugned order on dated 26.08.2019, whereby 

the Appellant was removed from service and the 

Appellant confronted the said order to the Honhle 

Peshawar High Court Peshawar and. the Honhle 

Court has directed to the Appellant to file 

amended Writ petition and impugned the said 

order. (Copies of impugned order and Writ 

Petition and order are attached as annexure F)

8. That it is pertinent to mention here that the 

Respondent previously involved the Appellant in 

another case FIR No 44 dated 11.02.2017 with 

malafide intention, by the concerned SHO of the 

said police station, in which the Appellant was 

also charge sheeted and thereafter the Appellant 

has submitted a detailed reply to the inquiry 

officer, the inquiry officer has exonerated the 

Appellant from the said charges and the 

suspension order has been set aside, since then
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the Appellant was performing his duties and the 

subsequently in the above mentioned FIR No 805 

has again involved with the connivance of SHO

concerned, in the subsequent case the inquiry 

officer has submitted his detailed inquiry

proceedings before the Respondent No 3, whereby 

the inquiry officer after conducting thorough probe 

into the allegations, concluded that the Appellant 

pre-arrest bail had been confirmed by ASJ-Il 

23.05.2019 and the case was under trial, hence it

on

is impossible to form any opinion before the 

decision of the court and in the last it 

recommended that the inquiry may be kept 

pending till the decision of the court but here 

again, the competent authority acted totally in 

disregard to the finding of the Inquiry Officer and 

imposed major punishment of dismissal from 

service upon the Appellant vide DPO office OB No 

904 dated 26.08.2019 which is against the law, 

discretionary, arbitrary both in law and in fact the 

allegations which were leveled against the present 

Appellant in above mentioned two FIRs cases in 

which the present Appellant was charge under the 

supplementary statement of co-accused and later 

on the Appellant had been discharged from the 

charges and even no offence is pending against the 

present Appellant. (Copies of the inquiry

was
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proceedings and discharge orders are attached 

as annexure G)

9. That it is pertinent to mention here that once the 

Appellant has been exonerated from the criminal 

charges on the basis of which he was dismissed 

from service', now the Appellant is entitled to be 

restored on his service with all back benefit, the 

Appellant submitted Departmental Appeal before 

the Respondent No 1 & 2 for restoration into 

service but no fruitful result has been came out, 

now being aggrieved from the conducts of the 

Respondents approaches this Hon hie Tribunal 

inter alia on the following grounds: (Copy of the 

Departmental Appeal is attached as annexure
G)

R O U N D.S:

A. That the Appellant is peaceful and law abiding 

citizen of Islamic Republic of Pakistan and is fully 

entitled to all the basic and fundamental rights as 

enshrined in the fundamental law of the state, 

interpreted and guaranteed by the law of the land.

B.That the acts of the Respondents of not following 

the relevant rules, regulations and well known the 

facts of regarding the Appellant being performed
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his duty with full devotion is entitled of the 

treatment which are provided by law and rules, as 

guaranteed by the fundamental rights, however 

the Respondents are having been refused to treat 

the Appellant as per rules and criteria, is illegal, 

unlawful, unnatural, ab-initio, null and void in the 

eye of law, hence liable to.be declared so.

C.That the Appellant has proceeded departmentally 

twice on the same set of charges but in ■ each 

proceedings, the Appellant has not 

guilty by the inquiry officer thus without proving 

the charges, the competent authority has slashed 

the service of the Appellant with a single stork of 

pen and the act of the competent authority is 

totally biased and contrary to the norms of justice.

been held

D.That the story of prosecution is unbelievable and 

the same has been rebutted by independent 

evidence , during the course of departmental 

proceedings.

E.That according to police rules 1975, Police Rule 

1934, decision of the courts and fundamental 

rights, the competent authority will provide a 

reasonable opportunity of personal hearing and 

showing cause but no such opportunity of 

personal hearing and showing cause has been 

provided to the Appellant.
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F. That according to the police Rule, punishment of 

dismissal shall be awarded only for the gravest 

acts of misconduct but in making such an award, 

regard shall be had to the length of service of

offender and his claim to pension but the 

Appellant was dealt with in contrary to the said 

laid down rules without looking into 11 years 8 

months meritorious services for the police
Department.

G.That per police rule when investigation 

establishes a prima facie case against a police

as

officer involved in criminal case a judicial
prosecution shall normally follow however, the 

matter shall be disposed of departmentally only if 

the District Magistrate so orders for reason to be

recorded, but the Appellant has been proceeded 

departmentally without adopting the said
prescribed procedure by the authority, thus the 

instant proceedings and order passed on the 

proceedings is against the spirit of law as well as
same

justice.

H.That similarly, police rules stipulates that when a

police officer has been tried and acquitted by a 

criminal court, he shall not be punished
departmentally on the same charge or 

different charge based upon the evidence cited in

on a
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the criminal case, unless the criminal charge has 

been failed on technical ground etc. The purport of 

this rules is that a police officer involved in a 

criminal case, will be proceeded departrnentally 

after the decision criminal court of but strange 

enough, the Appellant has been proceeded 

departrnentally as well as dismissed from service 

prior to the decision of the court which is contrary 

to the essence of the police rule 16-3 which clearly 

stipulate that a police officer tried and acquitted 

by a court shall not be punished departrnentally 

on the same charge, thus the competent authority 

was required to kept pending the departmental 

proceeding till the decision of the court as 

recommended by the inquiry officer in his finding. 

Hence, the order passed by the competent 

authority is liable to be set aside because the 

court has not held the Appellant guilty of the 

charges but even the learned Court has released 

the Appellant on bail which somewhat testify the 

innocence of the Appellant.

I. That in nutshell, since the initiation of the 

departmental proceeding till its end 

competent authority has taken each and every 

action against the Appellant on bias and thus the 

order of the competent authority is liable to be set 

aside. Moreover the Appellant will tell the real

the
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facts / motive behind these one sided proceedings 

during perusal hearing but something are secrets 

and the Appellant cannot bring it into black and 

white because of its acute sensitivity.

J. That any other ground not raised here specifically 

may graciously be allowed to be raised at the time 

of arguments.

It is, therefore, most humbly prayed that 

On acceptance of the instant Appeal, the 

impugned order dated 26.08.2019 passed by 

the Respondent No 3 may kindly be set aside 

and the Respondents be directed to restore the 

Services of the Appellant with all back benefits.

Appellant
Through

Dated: 22.04.2020

BASHIR KHAN WAZIR
Advocate, High Court 

Peshawar
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BEFORE THE HON’BLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

- Appeal No. /2020

Shahid Shah Appellant
Versus

IGP, KPK & others Respondents

AFFIDAVIT

I, Shahid Shah Lance Head Constable # 1996 District 

Bannu Police S/o Akhtar Ali Shah R/o Village Sadat 

Madak Shah Surrani Tehsil & district Bannu, do

*

hereby solemnly affirm and declare on oath that the 

contents of the accompanying Appeal are true and 

correct to. the best of my knowledge and belief and 
nothing h^s been kept concealed from this Hon’ble 
Coi^.

vO

1:%
[I D E P^ N E N T/I
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PAKISTAN '.National Identity Card ic'\ > VOLMoc nruBuc o* MnsriM • ■:c'i
Name
Shahid shah .

'» I4 .<
t Vr 
t

.V\

S'a

identity Niimtrefav Date of Birth ., vSIl Ijililfi 
11101'-8339042-3 01.04.1986 *- ilS

4 ‘ah M
^ 'f

,, V rsj
V

IDate of Issue..
17.09.2019

Date of Expiry

’ 17.09.2029 mm
I Holder’’i Signature 

..

0dl(jl^-i^

i4'Vv^ott*w {.
Regtcin General of PaUttan

\

I
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BETTER COPY
t'.’

OFFICE OF THE 

SUPERINTENDENT OF POLICE 

INVESTIGATION BANNU

/ •'/

No/ 2256/ Dated 26.05.2019

The District Police Officer 
Bannu

Subject:- INITIALLY OF DEPARTMENT PROCEEDiNGS AGAINST 

ACCUSED THE LHC SHAHID SHAH NO 1996 AT POLICE 

POST DARAY PUL POLICE STATION GHQRIWALA
DISTRICT BANNU

Meiiio:-

It is submitted for favour of irLformation and further appropriate 

sction that accused LPIC Shahid Shah No 1996 of Operational staff 

and posted at Police Post Daily Police Station Ghoriwala. district 

Bannu has been charged .in case FIR No 805 dated 01.10.2018 u/s 
; 481-A PPG PS Saddar.

Application of investigation officer PS Saddar along with copy of 

FIR and Report Zimn are submitted herewith for proper departmental 

action against the accused official legal arrest and recovery of their 
Motorcar.

Please;

Superintended of Police 
Investigation Bannu

No; ; /Inv

Copy to Inchai'ge investigation PS Saddar for information
his Application dated 26.05.2019 .

w/r to

Superintended of Police 
Investigation Bannu
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BETTER.COPY

ORDER

LHC Shahid Shah No 1996 Posted to PP Daray Pul, who was charged vide in case FIR No. S05 dated 01.10.2018 

U/s 3S1-A PPC, Police Station Saddar. Therefore, he is hereby suspended and close to Police Lines with immediate 

effect.

OB No. 565 
Dated 24.05.2019

No. 3129-33/dated 24.052019

Copy for necessaiy action to:

. . 1. Reader, Pay OfRcer, SRC, OHC, Lines Officer

m
(
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I BETTER COPY

STATEMENT OF ALLEGATIONS:

I, Yasir Afridi, District' Police Officer Barin-a, , is., cdiripeteirr 

authority, and of the opinion that LHC Shahid Shah o 1996 PP Dai'ey 

Pul (Suspended) has rendered himself liable to be proceeded against 

as he has committed the following misconduct within the .meaning of 

Police Rules (As amended vide . ICiyber . PalditUnkhwa Gazette 

Notification No 27th of August 2014)

SUMMARY OF ALLEGATIONS

That as reported SP. Investigation Bannu vide letter No 2256/ 

Inv dated 21.05.2019, during the course of investigation vide in 

case-FIR No 805, dated 01.10.2018 u/s 381-A PPG PS Saddar, 
LHC Shahid Shah No 1996 was found guilty and was charged in 

the above mentioned criminal case.
^ Such act on his part is against service discipline and amounts 

to gross misconduct.

■j

• v-^r'

1. For the purpose of scrutinizing the conduct of the said accused 

with reference to the above allegations OSP Saddar is appointed '
■ ^ as Enquiry Officer.

2. The Enquiry Officer shall provide reasonable opportunity of 

hearing, to the accused, record statements etc and findings 

within the targeted days after the receipt of this order.
3..The accused shall join the proceedings on the date, time and

, place fixed by the Enquiry Officer.

(YASIR AFRIDI) PST 
District Police Officer 

Bannu

No. 240-417SRL 

Copies to:

1. The Enquiry Officer
2. The accused Officer / Official

Dated 27.05.2019 '
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BEFORE THE HON'BLE PESHAWAR HIGHmilRT.
PESHAWAR

Writ Petition # /2019

Shahid Shah Lance Head Constahle #1996 ni.stTir 
Akhtar AH Shah R/o Village Sadat Madak Shah Sun 
Bannu —

•-VERSUS--

The Inspector General df Police Kliyber Palchtunldiw^-p^iawan 

The Deputy Inspector General of Police Bannu Range, B 

3- The District Police Officer,-Bannu.
-4- .

1-

2- annu.'’"^

The Superintendent of Police. Investigation, Bannu.

The Deputy Superintendent of Police Rural Circle, Bannu. 

SHO Police Station Saddar Bannu. .

Mr. Sakhi Jan S/o Syed Marjaii R/o ViUage Kbti Sadat Suirani 

Tehsil & District Bannu.'

5-

6-

----- -~^[Respondents3 ‘

WRIT PETITION UNDERARTTCLE 199 QFTKK mNSTITIlTIQN QF THR- 

ISLAMIC REPUBLIC OF PAKT.STA[4, 1 qvq ' , . ; .

PRAYER!
-■ • /.1. QM ACCEPTANCE OF THE INSTANT WRIT RKTITIOM-, ■

HONmE COURT MAY VERY GRACiniTST.V BR PT.RASRn Tn 

DECLARE DEPARTMENTAL PRQGRRDIMG.^ iNTTTATpn vinir.

letter #2256 DATED 21/5/2Q19 OF RFSPQNnRNT

against the PKtrTrniMFP AS arbitrary. ir.f.EnflT., 

AGAIiyST ,,,THE FACTS.. BASED ON MALAFTDR rNTENTTOM, •

discriminatory AND Vnin-AR-TMlTin

2- this HON'RI.K court may also BK PI.PA<:Rr) to nrgprT 

IHMESPONDENTSTn FORTHWITH BRCTnnp .SRRvirF^ ni7

ERXA
wp4S51 2019 shahid shah vs IGP full USB 2B PG r High Court:sHa:



L,/

• *.
THE PETITFONER SUSPENDED VTOK Q.B DATm

24/5/2Q19.

3. THIS_HON*BlE _COURT'MAY ALSO BE PLKA5ED TO DIRRCT

THE RESPONDENTS THAT NO ENTRY REGARDINn

ALLEGATIONS LEVELED AGAIN5T THE' PETITIONER IN

STATEMENT OF ALLEGATIONS #240-41/SRC DATED 

27/5/2019. may be MADE IN THE SERVICE RECORD OF

PETITIONER.

ANY OTHER RELIEF DEEMED APPROPRIATE BY THIf;

HQN*BLE COURT AND NOT SPECTEirALLY PRAYED FOR

MAY KINDLY BE ALSO GRANTED.

INTERIM RET.IEE-

Since this writ petition might takp some timp in dlspngal 

apd tl'^e respondents are going to finalize departmental 

■ Proceediiips against t-hjg petitioner. therpFnrQ. int:prim . 

relief in shape of directions to respondent.^; to .qij.«?ppnH 

d^mpental proceedings against the pntiHnnpr

, :•

restare services of ueftioner mav Idndly be ^rantpd HIl 

thg final disposal of this writ petltinn.

.:s\
Notice: Addresses of parties given above are correct and sufpcient 

for the purpose of service.
:=5=ss======: :s. :=S

EST

Pesfi^ar High Courtwp4S51 2019 shahid shah vs IGP.full USB 28 PG
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pGtitioner and as such pre-arrest bail application of petitioner 

confirmed. (Copy of . statement of -accused Saldii Jan 

recorded u/sec. 161 CnPC is annexed "D"J.

was

5. That, on suclv allegations, tlie respondent #4 issued letter 

#2256/Jnv dated 21/5/2019 to respondent #3 for initiation of 

departmental proceedings against the petitioner and 

vide OB #565 dated 24/5/2019 service of the petitioner were 

suspended and he was issued charge sheet and statement of 

allegations. (Copy of letter #2256/Inv dated 21/5/2019, OB 

#565 dated 24/5/2019, charge sheet and 

allegations are annexed "E" "F" “G" & "H"].

as such

statement of •

. 6. That, tlie petitioner plausibly clarified his position in his reply 

and justified that he has nq nexus witli the. alleged motorcar, 

. . respondent #8 or its theft and as such he may be exonerated 

from charges leveled against him, nonetlieless, no heed was paid. 

[Copy of reply of petitioner is annexed "I"3

7. Feeling aggrieved, the petitioner having no other remedy but to

invoke the writ jurisdiction' of this

the following grounds: , -

Hon'ble Court, mter-alia on

GROUND^.

[1} That, the allegations against tlae petitioner leveled by

respondent #8, are false, concocted, baseless and against the 

facts and as such the departmental proceedings so initiated

against tlie petitioner also illegal and have nare egal
iSTE

wp4551 2019 shahid shah vs IGP fuil USB 28 PG j^PrtVllNER 
war High CourtP
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Respectfullv Sheweth:

1. This writ petition is submitted before this Hon'ble Court as the 

Hon’ble Peshawar Higlv Court Bannu Bench is closed due to ■

summer vacations and tlie matter being an. urgent one. needs to 

be heard as early as possible.

2. The petitioner is permanent resident of District Bannu, educated 

person, peaceful citizen and public servant as LHC in District ‘ 

Police Bannu. [Copy of NIC and service card of petitioner are 

annexed "A" St "B"].

,3. That, on 21/9/2018, tiie respondent #8 .^submitted written : '
•»

application to SHO Police Station Saddar Bannu that 

date at night time his XLl motorcar #80.09-LWM was parked in 

Baittak adjacent to his. house'and 

has stolen the

on same-

at unltnown time somebody 

same. In tliis respect report of complainant/ 

respondent #8 was entered in shape of Naqal Mad #39 dated 

24/9/2018 at Police Station Saddar

:• •

Bannu which was

culminated into FIR #805 dated 01/10/2018 u/sec. :381-A PPG 

P.S Saddar. [Copy of FIR #805. dated Ol/lQ/2018 u/sec. 38'1-A

PPC is annexed "C"],'

4. That, as per record statement of one Sakhi Jan was allegedly 

recorded u/sec. 161 Cr.PC.'wherein name of petitioner has been

alleged which is not only inadmisrible but also 

sanctity and even no judicial confiscation of said 

recorded rather he refuted the allegations so leveled against the '

has no legal
..

person was

igh CoiirtEXAivn
e2hawp4551 2019 shahid shah vs IGP full USB 28 PG
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sanctity and rather, the same are encroachment upon the 

fundamental rights of petitioner; hence, such act is not 

sustainable in the eye of law..

(2] That, the petitioner is public servant as Lance Head Constable 

in Police Department and his service record is without stigma 

and dean.

C3] That, finding malafide, ulterior motive and false implication 

the face of record, the learned lower court has confirmed 

pre-arrest bail petition of tiie petitioner vide order dated 

11/6/2019, as such the proceedings so initiated against the 

petitioner are also liable to be set at naught [Copy of pre- 

iirrest bail petition and order dated 11/6/2019 are annexed

on

(4) That, the petitioner has been made scapegoat in this case 

superficial grounds which act of respondents

on

is prima-facie

encroachment upon .the fundamental and constitutional

rights ofpetitioner and against the law.

[5} Tliat, in light of above, the act of respondents is . totally 

unwarranted and against the law and as such tlie same is

liable to be set at naught

[6] That, the petitioner's .counsel respectfully seeks 

of this Hon'ble Court to advance

. cs permission 

and rely on additional

grc unds at the time of hearing of instant wi-it petition.

SXEDA
wp4551 2019 shahid shah vs IGP full USB 2B PG

AMINER 
r.ar High CourtPe|^
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For the above mentioned-reasons, it is therefore,-respectfully.

prayed that this writ petition may graciously be accepted as prayed for 

just to meet the ends of justice.

Dated: 07/8/2019
Petitioner through counsel:

IMRA.N KHAN DIRMA KHEL 
Advocate High Court Bannu

CERTIFfCATR

it is to certify that no such petition has earlier been filed before this 
Hon’ble Court as per information conveyed to me by my client.

IMRAN KHAN DIRMA KHEL 
Advocate High Court Bannu-LlSTQPRnnyq

1- The Cons titution of Islamic Republic of Paldstan 1973,
2- Case law accordingly. ■ .
3- The precedents ofHon'ble Superior Courts.

IMRAN KHAN DIRMA KHEL - 
Advocate High Court Bannu

court

wp4551 2019 shahid shah vs IGP full USB 28 PG
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B_EFQRE THE aON^BLE PESHAWAR HIGH COtJRT
PESHAWAR

: i .

■ W.P-No. ,/2019

Shahid Shah Petitioner ;

VERSUS

The IGP 6q cithers .. .. Respondents• •••••••(•••.a

AFFIDAVIT

I. Shahid Shall Lance Head Constable # 1996, Distict 
Bahnu Police' S/o Akhatr Mi Shah R/o Village Sadat 

. Madaic Shah Surranni TehsH ds District Bannu,, do hereby ■ :
solemnly .affinn. and declare on oath that the contents of 

. the accompaiTAng Writ Petition are true and correct to the ' 
best of my laiowledge and: belief -and notliiiig has 
concealed from this Hon hie Coni-t

;

been

Identified by: r.

DEPONENT 

CNIC # 11101-8339042-3 

Cell # 0332-9290416
;

I

BASHIR KHAJr WAEIR 
Advocate, Peshawar

• ••
.}■; biiJ'i.Lc li'iht i!i!> 2bovo ’A’37- cn

;• r ■

s<^pn\y
• iicfcre rnc ni 1: i

(
r

, Vv.'.i'V ■■•1'}'..':

WliD iti pcrit:ri:;j:y t

icr
PCn'ViJ

•<;

•••

ourt, Peshawar
r^siwp4551 2019 shahid shah vg IGP full USB :•mn-e-Shahad^^^ 81
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I
IN THE PESHAWAR'HIGH COURT. PESHAWAR

r:

FORM OF ORDER SHEET

Date of ord{!r ' Order or other proceedings with signature (s) of Jui
or • X
proceedings.

1?)
05.09.2019 W.P,No.455]-P/2QI9 . :

Mr. Imran Khan Dirma Khel, Advocate for the 
petitioner.-

Mr. Rab Nawaz Khan, AAG for the respondents.

Present:

**•

As the learned counsel for the petitioner at the 

very outset of his arguments stated at the bar that the

petitioner has already been dismissed from his service as a 

result of conclusion of ihquii^ Conducted iagainst himi as such.

requests for amendment in order to further ask for relief in

respect of dismissal of the petitioner. As this petition is in 

initial stage and the ground agitated in the petition is genuine 

and in order to save complication in future, the prayer is 

allowed and petitioner is directed to file amended the writ 

peti ti on.

\
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>

Pi shavijH^Igh CpwrCPesKawar 
A uthbrised Uirder Article U.7.01 

Th<! Qanu

.is.

t

. :■

Shnhid/Mi, Court Sccrcli ry. to-j lon’ble Mr. Justice Ikmmullah Khan and Hon'blc Mr. Justipc Sahibzada Asad Ullah
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ORDER

‘1 This
. mm .CC.M LHC SB.h„ SH.L „„ „ „ (SuLpJT m

IAl „B,L„ Noanc. ta 7 "- 7"
■ Charge sheets and Statement Of alleeation. t h- 7 . ■ N°-27. of August^OH) by

p„„ ...™77r.7„"" ■”*■ °'
iiMLRacd ayalnst hln, o,i each misconduct/atlegations. with th

fI
1 -1975

I
. liiutx’cdihu;; were1 J!;!

e foUovving.details:- i;.l

^:i !
. ^SATIONS /DEPARTMENTAI PROCEFniwr;.: Mn 

< One accujied 

Domel waj;

n-
•H. • 1 ■

namely Sakheemullah. alias Sakhat}?;
s/o ZahaiT Khan r/o Kam.Turkhiiha

PPC PS 1,77“ T' '
He further disclosed that he (LHC Shahid Ullah) 

vehicles. His this act has

•;;

as an accomplice, 
was involved in sale/purchase of stolen ■

. "aoie to the Police Department but . inot only brought a bad
also abette‘d the crime in this District. ■

-App w.. 71*::: t:::z 7““sr'r:.:r:‘
Officer submitted finding report that ther- * ^ officiaU Tie Enquiry .

■ ^'^^^^■^^^^^•^^-eforeytheenquirypapersmavpT^^^^^^ '

T:7irr;77.!:i7:
Shahw c-H K statement of the Pn'ndpai
hahid Shah as co-accused. arrest him and submit challan

-..rked by SP invesHgabon. Bannu to ,.0 PS Basya Khel for similar

!
investigation, Bannu to 5P 

accused^ 

as per law. The.

charge/include LHc; 
•*

enquiry file was 

13.06.2017. action on .

Cater on, he was released on

«..« .6.06.20,7 ..,i BH B.p.p.lllrjl'77777™ '
/DERWnUENTAL PROCiFFniurcr Kin 

That as reported SP Investigation, Bannu vide letter No 
during the course of InvestigaHon vide in' case FIR No 

PPC PS Saddar, LHC Shahid Shah No. 1995 

above mentioned criminal

2256/lnv: dated 2 .05.2019-
I . t

805, dated 01.10.2018 u/s SBI 
found guilty and

-Awas
Wiis charge,d in a thecase.

»6P26.do.,, •~7:77„777r777!:7J7,"“ “
oB„« 7r:;r“

rseo vide in case FIR No. 805, dated 01.10.2018

s/o Said Marja.n stated that he 
Therefore, he has been, charged in

°n ^-’‘ byASJ-,ll, Bannu. Furthermore,^ 

enquiry papersjriay be pendifig till the

The Enquiry Officer 5

reported that during the 
u/s 381/A PPC.PS Sacdar

and

accused namely Sakhi Mari 
stolen car to LHC Shahid for Rs. an

sold the 
this case. On • '

160,000/-.
dated 23.05,2019 the. accused LHC has been released

the case is under trial in the Court, therefore, the
decision Of ifie Court, placed^Vile. ' ' 'Si,.

• •

J
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S' KeeDlnR In view the position expUlnGci above.- Reejord perused. In the hght of
departmena-enquiry7roce.dings Staternents cf 5H0, 1.0 and Accused namely SakW ^ ,

Mar^^^aid Marjan in prcceedlngs-Z, the accused LHC Shahid Shah has been tend gu.^ , • 
of the charges. He is involved in 02 criminal cases of theft which is gross misconduct on. h,s 

member of discipline .Force his action is not acceptable. There is n^ place for

habitual accused. The undersigned does not ;;gree with

the recommendations of the enquiry officer. Hence. I, YASIR AFRIDI, District POlic^ Offic^.

.exercise of the power vested in me under Police Rule 1.975-(As amended vide ■ 

Pakhtunkhwa gazette Notification. No.27'^ of August 2014), he is hereby awarded

“ with immediate effect.

v'N

the

part and as a 
Criminal iri a disciple Force. Hejw

Bannu, in 

Khyber I
Major Punishment of “Dismissal from Service

n - .■ OB Ho.__ :

Dated : o -2 /2019.a <5- (YASIRAFblD)PSP 
District Polil[pja)fficer, .■ 

Bannuj,
i no\9.Kin /.^^^^-^y/SRC dated Bannu, the 

■ Copy of above for necessai^ action to:
X

Reader, Pay officer, SRC, OHC

Fauji Misal Clerk along with enquiry file for placing it in the Fauji Missal of the . 

concerned official.

i
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Jl^ICIAL MAGISTRATE-II,
mwummad TARIQ S)'''™'* "

J

Bannu;;,.

State Versus lOimran etc

FIR No. Dated Under Section Police Station
805 01-10-2018 , 381a Saddar¥

Or 01
■i ■

14.12.201913
« Complete ChaJIan put in . Court by the 

registered. APP i^^amran
prosecution 

Aamir) for State,
branch, Bannu. Be

whereas, accused absent.

Arguments heard and Record perused.

Pc™,al of ,ec„rd shows .hi, P„„oua„„ h.s conceded
m the application Under Section 4-C:i
2005, that case in hand is

m :
(11) of the Prosecutio^ •• n Act,

veo'much wdak from evidentiary point of

probability of conviction of

'(

view against the accused,and there is notifc':
If' accused in the long run.

In the light of application ? 
Prosecution Act, 2005, there i 

presence before the Court i 
conviction of accused in

5 under section 4-C (II) ofr ;
i IS no need to sumn,ion the accused or his

IS not required. As there iIS no possibility of
1 j 1 ^°rig run and proceedings in the

would be wastage of precious time oftheUourt,

view the above, accused is hereby .'DISCHARGED
allegations leveled against him. His
li-bility of h.il bonds. Case _

case
therefore, keeping in

from the 

sureties be discharged from their

in-accordancewith law.

File be consigned to record room after its completionand compilation.

ANNOTiivrffn
14.12.2019fl|

' -r

attested lyiUi^jQViAD TARI^^ 
Judicial Magistr^n^3a

I

Cour?SSnn*il
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s?’
meaning vof;Sebtion -^265-C Cr PC

i'raming of cli
•' Today, ipe case vvas.lTxed for.

r'iaigc\ however, po 

oC ol .aecuseef vide iettej'
P'-oseeu!ion has already prayed for

disehare
No. J 323/DPP Bannii. available on

Ihe Hie.

• 7i • .PercisaJ of tiie rccord,pi-j>e,a facie reflects tllat accused Shahid Ullah 

was . implicated by 

the police, however, he 

competent court of Jaw and

■ o isniot-rirectJy'clitifged i^ m the . fir: Fie
accused, Salchimulialnin ills statement befb

co^

re
has not jnade .any confess !on before a

as
SUCH, statement: of an neensed recorded, 

hiadinissible in
thn-ing police cushHly is 

oi co-accused’ tlierc is 

cd offejice.

cnddeiiee. hx.cej:)t, st.-itcment

nothing to connect accused Shahid Ullah with the alle <7

'fhe Siory developed by ti 'C proseeulicn is neither probable noi' does
T^ ^PPear.to a prudent mind. ' 

; I'emained in

confession nor anything ,i

„h-om his

ITe present accused after his
-arrest has

police- custody, liowever. neither has he
made any

incrimination , has been recovered. either
possession or- 

■<ilc which could silow i

cases'previousty. ;

upon his pointation. There i 

involvejnent oi'
nothing,on the 

present accused in .such like

15.-'

8. As per. Section 265-D .Gr.PC 

■perusing the police 

documents and

charge can only -be Ihimed if after ■ 

'upoit., statcirients of PVV.s iind all other 

the Court is of

of accused, 

perusing, and' taking into'

. '^'^estbo

tliat.lhere

statements filed by the prosecution,

isgioup for proceeding with the trial 

pi-esent. case after

0 ^

V/hereas, in the h

consideration- .the. iiicis 

Irained
■ u.iyl - availai 

subs tan i hil aliegatioris

:ae record, charge can beno
as no'

are available on iiJe ^igamst the 

with the case-in htmd.
accused facing trial ibr proceeding hirthcr
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I. Accused Shahid Ullal) on bail aiongwith counsel and Mr. Lntif 

Kdianjearned APIMbr the State present.

Through this order, I intend to.dispose of an application filed by the 

prosecution ii/s '4 C(2) of'KPK Prosecution Acf 2005 for the 

discharge of accused Shahid'Khan in the instant case.

v‘ •

2. ■

3. Arguments heard and availabJea-ecord perused.

ill brief necessary foi- disposal of InslaiU 

application are that on 1 !.02.2017 afabout 14.00 hours, at Abshar 

Chowk, the local police of PS Basia Khel, Banhu apprehended 

absconding accused Sakhim Ullah and'Farman Ullah travelling in 

motorcar bearing No. KS-634 Islamabadi' The chassis number of 

motorcar was found tempered and refitted vvhicl^ taken into custody 

vide recovery memo dated 11/02/2017. Murasila was drafted and

d. luieis of (he ease

was transmitted to the PS,. On the strength., of which TIR-was-

registered.

• '5. Absconding- accused 'SaldTim .Ullah -during his interrogation, 

nominated present petitioner Shahid Ullah as accomplice. Plence, 

the present case.

yVfter registration -of case and completion' of iiiyestigation, the 

prosecution submitted complete challan against accused facing trial.. 

Accused was on'ball, he was. summoned and on his'.appcarance'

6.

before the Court,. copies were handed over to him within the -.

1'^ 7^
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/

^ the application- subi-nitted ,by the prosecution 

plausible-^explanation.'. Hence,, while allowing., ,

111 these circumsiances9.

is just and based on

of the- pfoseciition Act-2005, ' accused Shahid-^ ^application u/s 4 C-2 

IHlah is hereby discharge ii/s
265-D CpbC:.-Accused ■Shahid^^llah ./^^...^

a*
sureties •therefore, his bail bonds stand cancelled and hisis on bail,

their ii?ihilities.. cnvioiincejr), , -

Section .512, Cr.PC have tdready been initiated

Sakhimullah,,and Ea-rmanuLlafovide

are absolvcd iVorn

As proceedings under 

against absconding-co-
O

10.

accused-

ihereforevldPWshbepsurnmone^order No. 18' dated-.08/7/2019 }•

1 •
A;
/ /1I

...(AmJAPHussain).;, - ■;■■■ 
ADD iTi o N A.bt Session s J u b g e -X i i
.. . .BAN-NU. ' • .

i

2- ■ df Ay

4>-3atgbf
. —■ 5>Da£«oJ'^lfi'v.i-Ay

Dreep^fes / vv^=bd._,
• Ordinary- rc-c __

■ {

Hr S- Urgant Fesj__;
S'- TeSsi Fefr -

'dre^^ ,ggFAft^vr.vd;

1
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i fJEFORE jm WG}Q^Ah FOWCF OFFICFI^, mmV RFCapN, BANNU
APPEAL OF EX-LHC SHAHID SHAH NO. 1996AGAINST THE ORDER OF
mSMTSSAL VIDE OB N09Q4 DATEB 26-08-20187""

Subject;

Prftyerh

On acceptance of this appeal, the intpugned ord^r pf dismissal dated 26-0B-2019 may kindly be 

set aside by reinstating the appellant with aU back benefits.

Respected Sir,

The appellant most respecthiUy and humbjy submit as iinder:

That the appellant has spryed irr pphce force fov about 11 years and OB months bravely and 

dedicatedly. During this ppi'ipd, the appellant had to face very critical siluation vviiile 

discharging my obligatory diities but each time I faye preferred the inteiest of 

force/departmept upon nay personal interest even at the nsk of ipy hfe

v..\
T'

*

’■A

!
- <' ■

:

That during the course of service, one Saldreein Dllah alias Sakkhat S/0 Zahair IChan r/o 

Kapi tarkhoba PS Domel was arrested in case FfR No. 44 dated 11.02.2017 u/s 

419/420/468/471/472/474 PPG PS Basya Khef and during the interrogation, he was 

coinpeiled, up^er a planned sphenie, to nominate Un appellant as a accomplice as well as 

running the business of stolen vehicle. After rpcordiiig jlis statement, the appellant was 

served with charge sheet based upon summary of allegaliops on that 7917 grounds vide 

qPO Office endst No, 136-37/SRC dated 027,2019 and the inquiry papers were entrusted 

to DSP/Cantt.

1.

That'the in response to the charge sheet the appellant submitted detailed reply on 

10.05.2017 and after recording the statements of independent eyidenpe/person including 

SI Nasib Rehman, the then reader RPQ Bannu; the then SHOs of PS Gantt:, PS Basya 

Khel and LIC Zafer Rhan, the then lytHC PS City as well as AGO Special Branch Bannu, 

the inquiry officer poneluded that nothing was found to ^support the charges, le\'eled 

against the appellant and ftirlher recominended that the inquiry may be filed vide 

pSP/Cantt dy; No, 147/C dated 03,06.2017,

. ;■ o

v-
■5-' ■

That the competent authority was required either to agree with the findings of the B.O 

Denpvo the same but in contrary, he directed- SP invesligatipn that ihemppellanl be 

charged/included as a co-accnsed following arrest as well as submit challan on the basis 

of statement of principle acpused.

orf

That subsequently, the appellant was charged in case Fill po. B05 dated 2j.05.2019 u/s 

38DA PPC PS Saddar and SP tnvesiigation addressed PPO Bannii, vide letter No. 

2256/iny dated 21,05,2019 to fake proper departmental action against the appellant eyen 

prior to this, departmental proceedings were completed against tire appellant on the same 

set of charges, wherein, the appellant was held exonerated Ifoni the charges but the 

competent anthority instead of adopting due course of law, again charge sheeted the

■/ .1

f
feZ ■ ■ ..lifrc-.t



r ws;' ! appellant on the same set pf charges as we|l suspended yicle OB No. 565 dated 

24.05.2019 and the inquiry was‘ entrusted to *DSP/Saddar Cii'cle, Bannu. The enquiry 

pffiGer, after conducting thrpMgh probe into the allegations, concluded that the appellant 

pre-arrest bail had been confirmed by ASJ^iii on 23.5.2019 and the case was under trial 

hence it is impossible to form any opinion before the decision of the court aiid in the last it 

was recommended that the inquiry may be kept pending till the decision of the court but 

here again, the competent authority acted totally in disregard to the finding of the Inquiry 

officer and iniPPsed major punishment of dismissal ftom service upon the appellant vide 

DPO Office OB No, 9Q4 dated 26.082019 which is against the law, discretionary, 

arbitrary both in law and ip fact, therefore, not tenable in the eyes of law and that is why, 

the appellant most respectfLiUy aiid hiimbly preferring this appeal against the impugned 

order of DPO, inter alia on the following grounds.

r''.
t.

I
Sid

f.

5f-. •
i

I,-

■

«
f
p. - GROUNDS;

That the appellant has proceeded departmentaUy twice on the sapie set of charges bqt in?

each proceedings, the appellant has iipt been held guiUy by the inquiry pffieer thus without
service of the appellantproving the charges, the competent authority has slashed tlie 

with a single stork of pen and the act of the competent authority is totally biased and

»

contrary to the norms of justice.

That the story of prosecution is unbelievable aiid the same has beep rebutted by 

independent evidence during the course of departmental proceedings.

That according to police rules 1975, Pphce rule, 1934, decision pf the Courts and 

ftindaniental rights, the competent authority will provide a reasonable opportunity of 

personal hearing and showing cause but np such opportunity of personal hearing and 

showing cause has been provided to me.

9r

i
%

\

That according to police rule, punishment of dismissal shall be awarded only for the 

gravest acts of misconduct but in making such an award, regard shall be had to the length 

of service of offender and his claim to pension but the appellant was dealt with ip contrary 

to the said laid down rules without looking into myl 1 years & mpnth meritorious services 

for the police depaitment.

♦

ThPt as per police rule, when investigation establishes a prirtia fapie case against a police 

officer involved ip criminal case, a judicial prosecution shall normally follow however, 

the matter shall be disposed of departmentally on|y if the District bdagisjrate so orders for 

reason to be recorded, bql the appellant has been proceeded deparinierilally without 

adopting the said prescribed procedure by the authority, thus the instant proceedings and 

order passed on the same proceeding Is agaiiist the spirit of law as well as justice-

f ^ .
1^'
f 1
i

[•’

< *

That similarly, Police ruje stipulates that when P police officer has been tried aiid acquitted 

by a criminal court, he shall not be punished departmentally on the sanic charge or on a
I ♦

I . •
f. ’
I. -. 1OAT D



t different charge b^sed ypon- the evidence cited ip the criminal casef unless the criminal 

charge has been failed on technical grouncf etc; The prn-ftoit of this rule is, that a poUce 

, officer, involved in a cnniinal case, will be proceeded departmentaily after the decision pf 

criminal coiirt bi|t strange enough, the. appellant has been proceeded departmentaily as 

well, as dismissed from, service prior to the decision of .the court which is contrary to the 

■essence of the police rule 16^3 which clearly stipulate that a pphce officer tried and 

acquitted by a court shaU pot be punished departmentaily op the same charge, tlrus (he 

conipetent authority was required to kept pending the deparlmenla! proceeding till the 

decision of the court as recoinniended by the inquiry, offieer in his finding, Hence, the 

order passed by the conspetent authority is liable to be set aside beeaiise the court has not 

held the appellant gpilty of. the charges but even the Iparned court has released the 

appellant on bail winch somewhat testify the innocence pf tire appellant,

if In nutshell, since the initiation of the departmental proceedings tiU i|s end, the conipetent 

authority has taken eaclr apd every aetipn against the appellapl Pn bias and thus the order 

of the epprpetent authority is liable to be. set aside, MoiTPYcr, the appellant will lei! the 

real facts/niQliye behind these one sided proceedings during personal heaving luU 

something are secrets and the. appellant can ppt bring.it into black and while because of i.._ 

acrite sepsitiyity

?

IMS -

S|
;

m -

Its

Keeping in. view the abpve it is, therefore,, requested that the impugned order passed by 

PPQ niay graciously be set aside and the appellant pray be reinstated into service with all 

back benefit please,

Appellant.
IT

(Shahid No. 19Q6) 
EX- LHC Constable.

5>1
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-•Ay ihis order will dispose- off dopctrimental appeal, prc?ferred bv r. 
'VA::. |■K).'99c ,cf district police Barinu, wherein, ho has prayed for scui;!:: i 
.onisnmont of
•Ar--d ?.6..0o,?.0i9.

r .
■1. ■'•)

dismissal from service-”, imposoa upon him by DPO Bannu; ve.o O' ■-•A-'- '-'A.;■

Ifc• iI I !
iflVf;- :.ervice record and inqul:/ nio of trie appellant .was perused. The 

oppoitunity of pC'rsOiUil hearing in orderly room today-on V.o.m 

iMOCtiof! with his instant departmental appeal eut he did not substantiate Ms :

Therefore, 1, Abdul Chafoor Afridi, Regional Police Orficor,

■in cA..-ri5e 0! ti-.e powers ve.steti in me under Khybcr Pakhtunkhwa Poli-;,:- ;■ . 

I'-.'.'.ricd m AOI'i) iurreby file his appeal and endorse Che punislirnenv awarded e-.

appe‘l...U'-f. : afforded. I. •

[t '-i
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• 'A. 6'
-F 'l

Jl
I-

I

I.-! ■I
i!- i-OPMCilDinr •t ,

hI

:0 ('ABPUL GHa:--OG)’R .-aPT: , : ; ’ 
■ Kegional Police (Ai.-.. 
^liannu Region, Baina.

i
It

f-: i-;e. ■‘/■'I S i /EC, dated Pannu the •^' 7»
I

t»l.. e (! ie« -i,J .
or 1n.i;i'I.anon rmc! n.'action v:/\' 

0j.09./O!d a.on.g wit!' 0<..-pLi!'LniCiiLul aifiuiry file o. 
/vhich may he acknowledged jAc-ase.

I*. I. >; II>
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i^he Inspector General of Police
Kh3^ber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar

;•,v.

DATED 'ORDERAGAINSTSubject:- APPEAL
29.11.2019

*• I WHICH WAS CONVEYED__TO

a-ppf.T.T/ANT on dated 16.12.2019THE
PROPERTY RECEIVED THE ORDER

OF RPO BANNU,
AND
AFTER FEW DAYS

nF.PARTMENTAL APPEAL H’ ■WHEREBY
DATED .APPl.Tr.ANT ■ -.AG'AINST. ■■ ORDER

DPO RAWNU WHEREBY9.6.08.2019 OF 

APPLICANT WAS REMOVED FROM SERVICE

Respectfully Sheweth:

constable ■ in the1, That Applicant was appointed
Department and pi'esently he has served for

as

Police
and ■: 8 months- bravely andabout 11 years 

dedicatedly. During this period the Appellant had; to

critical situation while discharging rnyface very 

obligatory
interest of force / department npon

at the risk-of the life of the Appellant.

duties.'but each .time I have .preferred the
my personal

interest even

I

one Sakheem 

Zahir Khan R/o Kam
2. That during the course of service 

Ullah alias Sakkat S/c 

tarkhoba PS Domel was arrested in case FIR No 44

dated 11.02,2017 U/S 419/420/468/471/472/474

/

u

J
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■

■. PPG PS BAsya Khel and during the interrogation, he 

compelled under a planned .. scheme, , . to. 

nominate the Appellant as a accomplice as well as,
business of stolen vehicle: After '

a >' ■■

was
. I

therunning
recording his statement, the Appellant ,was' served

•I
’!

sheet based upon summary, -.of .with charge 

allegations on. that very grounds vide DPO. Office \

• s endst No- 136-37/'SRG dated 02:05.2019 and
i'

inpuiry papers were entrusted'to DSP./ Gantt;

i
3. That in the response' to the., charge sheet, the-

10.05v2017-: .

I

i Appellarit submitted detailed , reply on 

and after recording the statements of.independent
;

evidence / person, including SI Nasib Rehman, the- 

then reader RPO Bannu; the then. SHGs of PS. Gantt;.
• S

PS Basya khel and HC Zafer Khan,; the then MHO 

PS city as well as AGO Special Branch Bannu, the 

inquiry officer concluded that nothing was found; to 

support the charges, leveled against the Appellant

i.

and further recommended , that the. inquiry , may be

No: ■ 147/G.' datedfiled vide DSP/Gantt dy: 

03.06.2017.t

4. Th.'-i.l the co'mpel'enl: a.uthority was req'aired. either to 

with the findings of the E.O or Denevo theagree
same but in contrary, he directed SP investigation

that the Appellant be' charged /'■ included 

accused following arrest as'well as submit, challan 

the basis of statement of principle accused. .

as a co­

on

41! ^ i

\
N
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subsequently, the Appellant charged-in case 

dated 21.05.2019'U/S 381-A PPG PS

V

5. That
1 , FIR No 805.

Saddar and SP Investigation 'addressed,.DPO Bannu
2256/inv dated'21.05.2019 to take 

departmental action against the Appellant

1
s )■

'■ 'i

vide letter No

proper!

this,’departmental proceedings
the same set- of

■ were-even prior to 

completed against the Appellant on
held exoneratedcharges, wherein The Appellant wasi

but the ■ competent authorityfrom the charges
of law, against;instead of adopting due course

sheeted, the Appellant; on' the same . set: of ■,charge 

charges as 

24.05.2019 .and. the 'inquiiT .was

well suspended -vide.- OB. No 565.-dated
entrusted to -DS-P/'ii!ii

officer, , after.Saddar circle, Bannu., The enquiry 

conducting- through - probe into ' the ■ allegations 

concluded that the Appellant. ,pre arrest bail -had

been confirmed by ASJ-III on;,23,.05.2019 and'.'-the 

under- trial,'hence it is impossible to .form'case was/

any opinion before, the decision of the court .and-in.

recommended that. the inquiry. may 

till the.: decision, nf the court ■ but
the last it was

be kept pending 

here again,-.the' competent authority'.acted totally m

the finding of the- Inquiry Officer .anddisregard to 

imposed major

service upon 

904 dated 26.08:2019 v/hich is

punishment --of-, dismissal from-'. -' 

the Appellant vide DPO-Office-OB No.
against the .law, .■

law and in fact.thediscretionary,- arbitrary both in 

allegations which were leveled against the present 

Appellant in above mentioned two' FlRs cases in'
(

'-fi
cO i} ista
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which the present-Appellant was charge-under the 

supplementary statement of co-accused and later on 

. the Appellant, had been discharged from the- charges 

nnd even no offence is pending against the present 

Appellant. , ■ ■

A
■ •

I
i

'

6. That- it is pertinent to mention here that once the 

Appellant has .been exonerated-, from,-,the criminal 

. charges on the basis of which he, was dismissed - ' . 

from service, now the Appellant . is -entitled to be. 

restored on his ■ service -with, all back .benefit- ''f; 

However the Appellant aggrieved from the .above; - 

mentioned orders-. and -did. not; restore on, service-,^ .. ' 

with the following-grounds inter alia:

1

:
4

t:

GROUNDS:

A. That the Appellant has proceeded ’ departmentaliy 

twice on the same setof charges' but ' in . each 

proceedings, the Appellant has not been held, guilty, 

by the inquiry officer thus without proving- the 

charges, the competent authority has slashed' the 

service of the Appellant with a-single stork o.f pen 

. and the act : of .the competent authority is totally 

biased and contrary to the norms,of justice. ..

X'

B. That the story of prosecution. is unbelievable and the 

same has been rebutted by independent evidence 

during the course of departmental proceedings. ^ .

:

y. ' jIS*r*' n

1
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, •»

according to police Rules'1975, Police Rule 

of the courts and fundamental

'K

■ C.That)6;

1934. decision?

rights, the competent authority will. provide - a
'and

I

reasonable opportunity of. personal hearing 

showing cause but no such opportunity of personal 

hearing and' showing cause has, been provided do

■•J

1 i
;

ii ! me.}: I i
<

!
}'I

police Rule, punishment of 

dismissal shall be awarded only for the gravest acts 

of misconduct but in making such an award, regard' 

shall. be had to the length of service-of offender and 

his claim to pension but the; Appellant was'- dealt 

contrary" to the said laid,'down rules without 

looking into 11 years 8 moriths meritorious seivices 

for the police department. ■ '

D.That according to
I
(

I

i

i

with in1
{

■i

.•
i

when investigation.E.That as per. police rule,
establishes a prirna facie case-against a police, officer

. '*•

involved in criminal case a judicial prosecution shall 

normally follow however, the matter shall \be 

disposed of departmentally vonly '.if- the- District 

Magistrate so orders for reason .. to . be .recorded, but 

the- Appellant has been proceeded.-departmentally 

without adopting-the said prescribed procedure by 

the authority, thus the instant'. proceedings ■ and 

order passed on the same proceedings is against the 

spirit o'f law as well as justice.

I
I
I

i

I

:

i '*-i

1

I

:

v:
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F. That similarly,_ Police Rules, stipulates that when a■ •5:.V .

!•
police officer has been tried and acquitted' by 

ciaminal court,
a

he shall not be>■

punishe.cl
departmentally on the same charge or on a different 

charge based upon the evidence. cited in the 

criminal case, unless the criminal ch.arge has been 

failed on technical groun.d etc. The purport of this, 

rules is that a police officer involved, in a criminal

■A

-1

• I

••h'v

- ■

case, will be proceeded departmentally after the 

decision criminal court of but

t

strange enough, the
Appellant has been proceeded departmentally as.

' well as dismissed from ,service prior to the decision 

of the court whicn is contrary^ to the essence, of the

police, rule 16-3 which clearly stipulate that a pblice-, ' ■; 
officer tried and acquitted by a court, shall not , be' . : .

•':4i

. -ii

punished dep.artmentaliy on the same charge, thus 

the competent ' authority was ■ required .to. . ' kept: ’ . ■ ' 

‘till' ' the ■ ■
ri pending the .departmental proceeding 

decision of the court
1

as recommended:by the inquiry ' , 
officer in his. finding. Hence, the order.passed 'by the.'. 

competent authority is liable to be set aside because 

the court has not held the Appellant guilty of .the ' ■

I

charges but even the learned court has released 

Appellant on bail which somewhat
•the ■

testify the
innocence of the Appellant.

G.That in .nutshell, since ; the initiation; u of the 

departmental proceedings till its'end, the competent 

cl every action against . .authority has taken each, and
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the Appellant on. bias and thus the order ' of . the 

authority is liable to be 'set aside.

i
I;..-
I.. !■i, competent

Moreover the Appellant will tell the real facts j

!.
I ■

V.

V

motive behind these one,.sided proceedings during 

perusal hearing but something are secrets and. the 

Appellant cannot-bring it into' black ■ and white 

because of its acute sensitivity. ... .

!

;

t
1!

■a:
,.i

i:!

Keeping in view the above, it is, therefore, 

requested that the impugned order passed by DPO 

and RPP may graciously be set aside and the 

Appellant may graciously be reinstated into service 

with all back benefit.

'I

;

f

Appellant

Dated: 24.12.2019

Shahid Shah
Ex-LHC Constable . ■ 

- Constabie, No'.1996.-■ 
:Cell #:0332-9290416 '
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BEFORE THE HONOURABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHVM SERVICE TRIBUNAL
PESHAWAR

Appeal No.8282/2020
?‘s

Shahid Shah Lance Head Constable No. 1996, District Bannu Police s/o Akhtar Ali Shah r/o 

Village Sadat madak Shah Surrani Tehsil & District Bannu Appellant

Versus

The Inspector General of Police Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.

Respondents

PARA WISE COAAMENTS/REPLY BYRESPONDENTS N0.1 to 4.

Respectfully Sheweth

Preliminary Objections

That the appeal of the appellant is bad by law and limitation.
(*

That the appeal is not maintainable in its present form.

That the appellant has concealed the actual facts from thisHonorable 

Tribunal.

That the appeal is bad due to mis-joineder and non-joinder ofnecessary 

parties.

That the appellant has not approached the Honourable Tribunal with clean 

hands.

That the appellant has got no cause of action and locus-standi to file the 

instant appeal.

That the appellant has been estopped by his own conduct.

1.
2.

3.

4.

5.

6.

7.

OBJECTIONS ON FACTS:

1. Pertains to personal record of appellant,hence, needs no comments.

Correct to the extent that the appellant was employee of Police Department 

and during service he performed routine duty.

Pertains to record of police station Saddar, needs no comments.

Correct to the extent that statement of Sakhi Jan was recoded u/s 161 Cr.P.C. 

During course of investigation. Complainant charged accused namely Kamran 

s/o Hamza Ali r/o HaibakDaulat Khan Surani along with two other unknown 

accused for the offense of car lifting. The accused Kamran did 

himself before the local police and was absconding, challanu/s 512 Cr.P. 

submitted to court. Later on, the local police of PS Faqir Abad District Peshawar 

arrested the accused Kamran in other cases vide FIR No.683 dated 02.05 2019

2.

3.

4.

not surrender

C was



u/s 381-A PS Faqir Abad Peshawar and FIR No.157 dated 19.02.2019 u/s 392 PPC 

PS Vehari Punjab and was also arrested in Case vide FIR No.805 dated 

01.10.2018 u/s 381-A PPC PS Saddar District Bannu u/s 54 Cr.PC.

During interrogation, the accused Kamran disclosed the facts that he sold the 

case property (vehicle in question) to Sakhi Jan s/o Syed Marjan r/o Kotki Sadat 

at Rs. 1,40,000/- which was further sold by Sakhi Jan to petitioner Shahid Shah 

No.1496/LHC at Rs.1,60,000/-. The accused further disclosed that SakhiJan and 

Shahid Shah are partners in this episode. In light of the statement of the main 

accused Kamran, Shahid Shah (petitioner) and SakhiJan were properly charged 

by complainant on 17.05.2019.

Sakhi Jan was arrested by SHO PS Saddar, during the course of investigation he 

also testified that he sold the vehicle to Shahid Shah (appellant).

Correct. The petitioner was found actively involved in car lifting criminal case, 

therefore, he was charge sheeted and inquiry proceeding was initiated. 

Incorrect. During the course of investigation, accused Sakhi Jan testified that he 

sold the stolen vehicle to Shahid Shah.

Incorrect. After proper inquiry conducted by DSP Rural Circle Bannu, LHC Shahid 

Shah No. 1996 was found responsible for the charges and after observing all 

codal formalities, legal order of removal from service was issued in accordance 

with rules.

Pertain to record, hence needs no comments.

Incorrect. The appellant submitted appeal before the Worthy RPO Bannu Region 

Bannu, (Respondent No.2). The appeal of the appellant was thoroughly checked 

but no clue was found to interfere in the order of Respondent No.3. (DPO 

Bannu). Furthermore, criminal proceeding has no effects on departmental 

proceeding. Both are parallel and can be decided on its own facts findings 

report. The charges have been established against the appellant during 

departmental probe.

5.

6.

7.

8.

9.

OBJECTIONS ON GROUNDS

A. Pertains to record, but the appellant has actively participated in dealing of 

stolen property which is highly objectionable.

B. Incorrect. The appellant has been treated according to law/rules and 

illegality/ irregularity was committed by Respondents Department nor violated 

any fundamental rights of appellant.

no

iC. Incorrect. The DSP Rural CircleBannu was appointed as Inquiry Officer. He

probed the matter under the cover of specified rules i.e. Police Rules 

1975wherein the charges were established and recommendedfor appropriate
punishment to the competent authority.



AV
D. Incorrect. The appellant was associated in the subject criminal case by the co­

accused namely Sakhi Jan. Investigating officer declared the appellant 

responsible for the charges. The said charges were properly probed in 

departmental proceedings which were established and after observing all codal 

formalities, appellant was awarded punishment commensurate to the proved 

charges.

E. Incorrect. Proper opportunity of personal hearing was provided to the appellant 

, but he badly failed to explain the charges and substantiate hisinnocence.

F. Incorrect. The petitioner was treatedin accordance with facts and rules,

however, the punishment is concerned,it was awarded after establishment of^^ 

the charges and recommendations of the inquiry officer. -

G. Incorrect.According to ESTA Code, it is established principle/Law that inquiry 

proceedings/ trial of the case are two different things, it can be initiated at the 

same time and the proceedings/trial make conduct parallel.

H. Pertains to record. Hence, needs no comments.

Incorrect. There is no mala-fide on the part of Respondents Department. All 

actions taken by the Department are based on bona-fide, and there is no bias 

against the appellant on the part of high ups. The punishment awarded to the 

appellant after proper proceedings of inquiry and after establishment of the 

charges, the impugned order of dismissal was issued.

J. The Respondents department may kindly be allowed to advance any, other 

grounds & material as evidence in the time of arguments.

I.

PRAYER:

In view of the above stated facts, it is most humbly prayed that the 

appeal of ^le appellantbeing not maintainable, may kindly be dismissed with 

cost plea^

tSupe^jendent of Police, 
Ir^estigation Bannu 
(Respondent No.4)

District Police Officer, 
Bannu '

(Respondent No.3)

CJj^

Regional Police Officer, 
Bannu Region, Bannu

(Respondent No.2)

Inspectorteeper^l of Police, 
Khyber Pakhtunkbj^*^, Peshawar 

(Respondent No.1)
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BEFORE THE HONOURABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL
PESHAWAR

Appeal No.8282/2020

Shahid Shah Lance Head Constable No. 1996, District Bannu Police s/o Akhtar Ali Shah r/o 

Village Sadat madak Shah Surrani Tehsil & District Bannu Appellant

Versus

The Inspector General of Police Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.

Respondents

AUTHORITY LETTER.

Mr, Muhammad Farooq Khan, Inspector Legal is hereby authorized
I

to appear before The Service Tribunal Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar 

behalf of the undersigned in the above cited
on

case.

He is authorized to submit and sign all documents pertaining to
the present app^l.

Supmntendent of Police, 
investigation Bannu 

{Respondent No.4)

District Police Officer, 
Bannu

(Respondent No.3)
1

Regional Police Officer, 
Bannu Region, Bannu 

(Respondent No.2)

Inspector Police,
Khyber Pakhtunkh\j^ Peshawar 

(Respondent No.1)
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(I pakhtunkWA

SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR
/ST

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

No,
■;

Ph;-091-9212281 
Fax:-091-9213262i Dated: /2021• '*

To

The District Police Officer, 
Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 
Bannu.

^-';x

Subject: judgment in appeal no. 8282/2020. MR. SHAHID SHAH.

I am directed to forward herewith a certified copy of Judgement dated 
26.07.2021 passed by this Tribunal on the above subject for strict corripliance.

End: As above
' ■— •>

--------
REGISTRAR ^

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICE TRIBUNAL

PESHAWAR


