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The appeal of Mr. Sibghat IJllah presented today by 

Syed Noman All liukhari Advocate. It is Hxed for preliminary 

hearing before Single Bench at Peshawar on 

Notices be issued to appellant and his counsel for the date 

fixed.
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BEFORE THF KPk SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR 1

m 12022APPEALNO.

Mr. Sibghattillah, Junior Clerk (Ex-Senior Clerk): 
DPO. Bannu.

.(Appellant)

VERSUS

1. The, inspector General of Police, BChyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
2. The Additional Inspector General of Police HQrs, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,

Peshawar. . . -
3. The Regional Police Officer Bannu Region Bannu.

(Respondents)

APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF THE KP SERVICE 

TRIBUNALS ACT, 1974 AGAINST THE IMPUGNED ORDER 

DATED 16/05/2022 WHEREBY THE PENALTY OF 

REVERSION FROM THE POST OF SENIOR CLERK TO THE 

POST OF JUNIOR CLERK WAS IMPOSED UPON THE 

APPELLANT AND AGAINST THE ORDER DATED 25/11/2022 

WHEREBY THE DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL OF THE 

APPELLANT HAS BEEN REJECTED FOR NO GOOD 

GROUNDS.

PRAYER:
. I'

THAT THE ACCEPTANCE OF TJHS APPEAL, THE 

IMPUGNED ORDER DATED 16/05/2022 AND 25/11/2022 MAY 

PLEASE BE SET ASIDE AND THE APPELLANT MAY BE 

RESTORED TO HIS ORIGINAL POST OF SENIOR CLERK 

WITH ALL BACK AND CONSEQUENTIAL BENEFITS. ANY 

OTHER REMEDY WHICH THIS AUGUST TRIBUNAL

, A- '
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DEEMS FIT AND APPOPRIATE THAT MAY ALSO BE 

AWARADED IN FAYQUR OF APPELLANT.

RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH:

FACTS:

That the appellant was appointed as Junior Clerk , in the police 

Department in year 1989 and the appellant performed his duties with 

great Zeal and Zest and due to best performance appellant 
promoted to the rank of Senior Clerk in year 2007 and also has good 

service record throughout. /

: 1.

was

That the appellant was charge sheeted based upon statement of 

allegation wherein baseless allegation leveled against the appellant 
mentioned therein charge sheet. The appellant submitted reply to charge 

sheet and rebutted the aIlegations.(Copy, statement of allegation 

,charge sheet and reply ate attached as Annexure- A & B),

That the inquiry officer conducted inquiry in improper manner (in 

questioner form) other than the manner provided in E&D .Rules 2011, 
which is alien to law. Moreover, the inquiry officer submitted in his 

- finding that the accused, appellant has prepared the bill for Sher Akbar 

in light of legal opinion and after recording remarks of competent 
authority regards the entitlement of salary in respect of Sher Akbar. The 

inquiry officer without proving any charge opined that the appellant had' 
committed inefficiency and incompetehey. Copy of the finding and
questioner is attached as annexure-C & D.

2.

That the authority instead of communicating the charges proved by the 

inquiry officer communicated the allegations levelled in the charge 

sheet in shape of .final show cause notice, so the show cause notice 

; served upon, the appellant is not as per law and rules. The appellant 
again, denied the allegation by offering plausible reason. But the copy of ■ 
show cause reply is not available with the appellant may be requisition 

from the department. Copy of the show cause notice is attached as 

annexure-E.

4.

That without considering the reply of the appellant, the major penalty of 

‘'reversion from the Post of Senior Clerk to the post of Junior ClerhP 

was imposed upon the appellant.vide impugned order dated 16.5.2022

5.
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in violation of E&D rules 201! and FR29. Copy of the impugned 

prder is attached as Anhexure-F). .

That the appellant preferred departmental appeal against the order dated 

16*5.2022 which was rejected vide order dated 25/11/2022 for no good 

grounds. (Copy of Departmental appeal and rejection order are 

attached as annexure-G <Se H).

6.

That now the appellant come to this august Tribunal on the following 

grounds amongst others. .
7.

GROUNDS;

That the impugned order dated 16.5.20222 and 25-11-2022 are against 
the law, facts, norms of justice and. material on record, therefore not 
tenable and liable to be set aside.

A)

B) That actual responsible inspector legal Muhammad Farooq who gives 

legal opinion in respect of salaries, as mentioned in the charge sheet but 
his departmental appeal was accepted by the authority and left 
unpunished. While with malafide intention the appellant was held 

responsible, which means that the appellant was mad scapegoat and has 

been punished for the fault of others. Copy of order is attached as . 
annexure-I.

That the authority without considering the explanation of the appellant 
awarded major punislunent on the charge of malafide which was pot. 
proved by the inquiry officer. So the appellant is punished without any 

fault.

C)

D) That the Sher Akbaf had been serving in Police Deptt: Banpu Region 

Bannu in the capacity of DSP/SDPO-Sub Division, Wazir Bannu since 

the merger of Levy/Khasadar in the police deptt. During this period iie 

made FIRs. Seizure of NGP-vehicles, the high-ups made 

recommendation for his promotion, it is evident fi-om the order annexed 

as annexure-I. Therefore, he filed application for released of salaries 

which is marked to PI Legal for legal opinion and Final Decision. So it 
is cleared there is no role of appellant or malafide intention because the 

appellant, only prepare bill on direction of High Ups.'.Copy of 

application is attached as annexure-J.
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Th'at. durihg:the-mquuy,_ the statement of witness recorded if any neither 
!, in the presenciof the a^ellant,nor-provided opportunity to the. appellant 

- to cross examined'tEe-witfiess which is agairisf the law and rules.

E).

That the penalty' order of the appel Wt is the violation of FR-29 as in the 
penalty order it was not mention the period.of reversion to the post of 

junior clerk to be effective.

F)

That the iinpugned order is vbid-ab- initio being passed under police, 
rules 1975 but the appellant was related to ministerial staff and police

him and Void also on the ground that

G)

rules 1975 is not applicable on 
passed by the incompetent authority.

That the principles of natural justice have ruthlessly been violated in 
' colorable exercise of the powers which may amount to misuse of the 

power. •. ■ ■ . -

H)

That appellant has not been dealt with according to law despite fact it is 
his inalienable fundamental right to be dealt with according to law as 

• enshrines under article 4 of the constitution Islamic republic of Pakistan.

I)

That learned competent authority violated the principle of audi alteram 
parterm without assigning, any reason and the penalty was imposed in 
sheer violation of provisions contained in S-24(A)of the general clause
Act,1887. . •

J)

condemned unheard and has not been treated -K) That the appellant was
according to law and rules. •

That the penalty of reversion to the lower post is very harsh and'-not 
‘commensurate with the guilt and the. appellant is well qualified and
trained and being the comptent officer deserves lepient view.

L)

That the appellant has not been.treated accordance with law, fah played
civil servant of the province, therefore,, theM)

justice, despite he was a 
impugned order is liable to be set aside on this score alone.

to advance others grounds andThat the appellant seeks permission 

proofs at the time of hearing,. ■
. N)



.7 It Js, ;^erefore most highly prayed that the appeal of the 

appellant may be accepted as prayed for.

' Sibghatufeh

TOROUGH: .

(SYED NOMAN ^^UKHARI) 

ADVOCATES, fflGH COURT 

PESHAWAR

CERTIFICATE:

It is certified that no other service appeal earlier has been filed betweeh the 

present parties in this Tribunal, exceptthe present one.

DEPONENT
LIT OF BOORS:

Constitution of the Islamic Republic of Pakistan, 1973 
2. The ESTA CODE.

Any other case law as per need.

1.

3.

(SYED NOMAN'aLI BUKHARI) 

ADVOCATE HIGH COURT
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•r/-

APPEAL NO. 72022
t

t \

\
Sibghatullah V/S Police Deptt /

t

AFFIDAVIT

%

I, Sib^atullah, (Appellant do hereby affirm that the-contents of this 

service appeal are true and correct, and nothing has been concealed from this 

honorable Tribunal %

t

DEPONENT

\

\
s,

4.*
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AshHXnwaOPSPV Regional Polfce 0 ' ' '

'“‘"I”''"...MP.,

* r

r, Bannu Region, Bannu as competent author:-:}'.

That Sher Akbar> was

As per DC/PA

cent t H '■ y salary-o'f Sher Akbar Khan on )8.04.20]7 pn the expiry of his •
Muhamrl dp'” '^1“® °^P? yaars. 09 months & 14 days. Inspector Legal

ulterior ”\- '' Officer Sibghat Ullah witli malafide-intention and some
known to them, started his salao- on.-02,02.2020. despite the fact that Sher Akba

Akbar ICH . - -“l=g^"y ftvored SherA h. Khan to mce.ved the arrears of the period mendoned above and the, Sher Akbar Khan made -'

f a part of police (through the back door) .with the
Legal as he opined ^Slier Akbar Kkan w

f‘ Khan .was .no more a

unlawful favor of Pay OffTcer.and Inspector 
as entitledia,gei salary'. Sher Akbar Khan has

bv DPO Ofr r u forwarded to 'CPO Pesliby DPO Office for absorption. Moreover, his .name has
the scrutiny committee within the.

net beenabsorbed,in police. His.name has been se
awar

not been forwarded arid filtered through by 
meaning.of Rule-3 of KP Khasadar Absorption into (KP Police)' 

requested to. initiate proper departmental action against' the
persons-the then Inspector Legal Muhammad Farooq Khan and the then Pay Officer Sibgha, Ullah ■ 
who were involved in the unlawful

Rules 2019. Therefore, it is
responsible'.

entry of Sher Akbar.Khan in Police' Department.

of the above you appear to be guilty of miseondue. under the Khyber Pakh.unkhwa 
Government Servants. (Efficiency and Disciplina^) Rules. 2011 vide Notification NoSO(R£G 

VI)E&AD/2-6/2010, dated 16^ September. 2011 while exercising powem • delegated vide Khyber ' 
Pakhtunkhwa Gazette Notification Endst: No.SSl i-S615/E.V, dated

By reason

28.12.2015 (amended vide CPO 
Peshawar addendum Notification No.47404850/£.V. dated 29.08.2017) and have rendered-youtself ' 
liable to all or any of the penalties specified in the said rules. '

!.

are therefore, directed to submit your defense within 07 days of the receipt of thjs. Charge 
Sheet to tlie enquiry officer.

You2.

Your written defense, if any, should reach to .the Enquiry Officer within the specifIed''p^nod. 
failing which, It shall be presumed that you have no defense to put in and in that case cx-parte,action shall 
be taken against you.

You are directed to intimate whether you desire to be heaitkip^itrson.

A statement of allegation is enclosed. '

3.

4.

5.

Regional Police Officer, 
Bannu Region,-
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.OffiEe.3amu^.wfc‘1ii»l«., ;s®'cd 'vuh cta,^- j! ,,„ c,,vn„ls

,uk1 nisciplliwn )Rii]cs.;201 K Wherein, it 

inter • alia.

of

ii has been alleged that ihe 
following(J-mciency 

aociised Senior . t'lerk.
comniitied th^had

oinissions/eominissions: -
n,:u in the year 2020, ho (aeensod Police officer) while posted as Pay Officer.

Mr. Sher Akbar Khan-byBamiii had extended jticgul and uhlawftii favour to
bill for him for the years 2017 to 2022 in spile of termination of his

18.4.2017 by DG, Bannu. Owing
preparing arrear
contract employment, in erstwhile FR Bannu, on 
to liis undue tavour, Mr. Sher Akber neither only managed arrear

rped huge amount from govt; exchequer but

bill himself for

.the year 2017 to 2020 as well as usu
also made himself as a part of police.

receipt, of charge sheet phased upon Summaiy of allegations^ issued vide RPO 

Office endst No.' 490-93.'EC dated 07.02;2022. ihe^mdersigned probed i.ilo the
penised and placed on inquiry

. .. On

allegations. The reply'of the accused police officer 
tile, wherein, he rebuiied the leveled.allegations on the grounds tliat Mr. Shei-Akber

24.42.2019 for

was

■ Khari had submitted an application to the then DFO Bannu on
preparing/opening his salaries. On 26.12.2019, tlie .said application was marked m / 
him and on 08.01.2020, it was marked to Inspector legal for his legal opinion. On ^ 

02.02.2020. in the light of legal opinion of Inspector legal and remarks of conipeicni 
authority, he drafted the in-quesiioned bill which was sanctioned by compeie.iii 
authority' as well as processed by District Account Office Bannu will) no 
obseiTations. He further added that Inspector legal had.opined that Sher .-Vkber was 
entitled for salaries as per law, rules and policy, hence, he had acted and discharged 

■his ministerial duty in the light of legal opinion of Inspector legal as well as remarks

of competent authority.
hi order to get the copy of bilk drafted for Sher Akber. the undersigned issued a
Paivvana for tlie ir.cumbem Pay Officer (Sr Clerk Shahid Ullah), wherein, he .was 

dei.d; of salaries cashed by Sher Akber. C3n 24.02 2C i'.e■ directed to pi:o\ ide
served wiclvauv ..Ve.- Pt.:"'-.;::. •\i'ie:eby. he was directed to ensure his appe:.:'.v'.-:ewas

before the undersigned. He accordingly recorded his ^tatemem aicag • vrith
i the w\';rv .--f fr^ftedproductions of salary slips (thirty in numbersi d;:-: 

bill, prepared for Sher Akbnr by the iiccused Sr; cler.. 
the procurement of photocopy ot in-questioned dranec 
said bill was not available on his record. When'he was.qacsiioned as to whether he

ci.jj'... aea about u ■

hs responded thai the

■ had obtained the said bill from his predecessor while taking over the chai-ge of his
over charge of pay branch Is limitedpost? he responded that handing over/taking 

only to cash book. When he was questioned as to \yiicther it was niles or laws liiai

only the charge of cash book would be taken-or it wa.s .a practice? on ihi.s lie idused

to respond.



I

>

i/vqv

~ r 1-^ IT ni7 rf rPK ULLAii

i .

, Oil 1 i .03.2022, accused Sr; clerk.submilted replies lo the questionnaires served upon 

him on 07.03.2022. His veplies.were perused and placed on enquiry file, wherein, he 

inter alia responded that he had handed over the copy of drafted bill, prepai-ed for 

. Sher Akber, toiiis predecessor Sr; Clerk Shahid Ullah(incumbent Pay officer).

%
CONCLUSION:

.\fler going through pros and cons of the inquiry it is concluded: _

That accused Sr; Clerk Sibghat lillah has prepared the in-questioned bill for 
Sher Akber in the light of legal opinion of Inspector legal and after recording

the remarks of competent autliority, thereupon. '
Thai he was found incompetent and inelficient without shadow of any doubt. 
That missing of.,drafted bill, prepared for Sher Akber Kaim, is beyond 

understanding and its copy could ftirther let ihe cat out of die. bag. Therefore, 
separate searching inquiry is needed for-uts recovery, and fixing responsibility 

to this effect.

0

j.

/
/

Submitted for kind perusal and order please. •

j
(2^ HASSAN) 

Sup^ntenilent of Police, 
Investigniion, Bannu.

' ■>
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FINAL SITnvv CAUSE-NOTieEJW-»-
’.r-

Ashfaq Anwar~ft>sm^epiona! P-olice Officer. Bannu as competent authorilv. within 
meaning of Khyber PakhtunklTwa Gayeriimenl Serva'ms-CEfficienc}^ and.Discipiinan^) Rules 

vide Notification No;SO(REa-V-I)E&.AD/2-6/20iO. dated 1^"' Septembei7.20n while
11

exercisinj
povvL-rs delegated to me under Article 31- of Police Order'2002 vide Khyber P^cHtunkhwa gazette 
Noiilication Endst: No.8512-86I5/E-V, dated 28.12.2015 hereby serve you Senior Clerk Sibghat ■
Ullah, the then Pay QfBceV, DPO Office Bannu vt'itlr tliis final show cause notice for cotiiminina 
the following misconduct;- . '

-• That Sher Akbar was appointed as khasad^.in 1977 vide Order No.857/APA dated 27.05.1977.
On 18.04:2011, he was' appointed.as U,ince Walk m BPS-06 in' Levy Force vide Order No.408-17 
dated 18.04.2011 contract basis only by; the Deputy Gommissioner/Political Agent. As per 
DC/pa Office record, Sher Akbar Kh^ has been given- extension twice-each time for three y

fist extension from' 2011 to 20l4 and'second from 2014 -to 2017. No extension has been gi 
to him after 2017.

on

ears
i.e iven

The DC Office closed the salary of Sher Akbar Khw on 18.04.2017 oh tlie - 
expiry of his contracted period before merger; After the lapse of 02 years, 09 .'months & 14 days. 
Inspector Legal Muhammad Farooq Khan and the_then Pay Officer Sibghat Ullah With malafide 

intention and some ulterior motives best known to tiiem. started his salary bn 02.02.2020,-despite 
the fact that Sher Akbar Khan was no more a government servant. Thus, they both unlawfully and 

illegally favored Sher Akbar Khan to received the arrears of the period mentioned above.and thus. 
Sher Akbar Khan made himself a part of police (through the back door) with the unlawffii favor 
of Pay Officer and Inspector Legal as he opined Slwr Akbar Khan was entitled to get salary".
Shei Akbar Khan has not been absorbed-in police. His name has been .sent neither by DC’s Office 

• foiwarded to CPO Peshawar by DPO Office for absorprion. Moreover, his name has not been 
forwarded and filtered through by the scruiiny comminee within' the meaning of Rule-3 of KP ' 
Khasadar Absorption into. (KP. Police) Rules 2019. ITicrefore. it is requested to initiate proper 

■ departmental action against the responsible persons-the then Inspector Legal Muhammad Farooq 

Khan and the then Pay Officer Sibghat Ullah. who were involved in the unlawfiil entry of Sher 
. Akbar Khan in Police Department.

noi

That consequent upon the completion of mquiry conducted through Enquiry Officer SP/Inv: Bannu 

for which you were given opportunity of iiearing and on going. through the findinas and 
recommendations of Enquiry Officer, the material on record and other connected papers'^ I am 

satisfied that you have coinmittcd gross misconduct by proving allegations and you have comndtted 
the above commission and omission.

As a result, I, as competent authority, have tcmativelydecided to'jmpose upon you 
punishments including dismissal as specified iu the rules.

You are. therefore, required to show cause'as to why tlie^-aoresaid'penalty Tlmfnd'npt be imposed 

upon you. ^
' i ■ ■ • ■

If no reply to this notice is received witlun seven days of its delivery, it shall be presumed tliat you
have no defense to put in and in that case an ex-parte\etion shall be taken against you. '

one or more

Regional Police Officer 
Bannu Uegion,
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ORDER
Hms order will dispose of departmental enquiry; conducted against Sibghai 

Cleric, the then Pay Officer, DPO Office' Baniiu 'pn .the followingUllah IChan Senior

allegalious:-
'fhat Sher Alcbar was appointed as IChassadar in 1977 vide order No.857 /APA dated.

Oh 18.4.2011, he was appointed as Lance Naik in BPS-06.in Le\y I-orce ,27.5,1977.
vide order No.408-17 dated .18:04.2011 on contract basis' only by the Deputy

DC/PA office record, Sher Akbar’Khan hasCommissioner/Political Agent; As per
first extension from 2011-been given extension twice-each time for .tliree years i.e

2014 and second from 2014 to 2017'. No-extension has been given to him after 2017. . 
The 0;C Office closed the salary dfSher Akbar Khan on 18.04.2017 on tlie expiry of 

his contracted period before merger. After the'lapse of p2 years, 09 months and 14 , , 
days. Mr. Muhammad Farooq Khan, the then Inspector Legal Bannu .and the then 

Pay Officer Sibghat Ullali with malafide intention and some ulterior, motives hasl 
known to them, started his salary on 02.02^2020, despite the fact that Shei Akbai 

government servant, tiius, they both unlawfully and illegal!:,■ 
favourd Sher Akbar'Khan to receive the arrears of the period mentioned aiio^ vun-.. 
thus, Sher Akbar Khan made himself a part of police (through die back door) w'iin 

the unlav.dul favor of Pay Officer and Inspector Legal Muhammad Farooq KJian Q.s 
he opined - "Sher Akbar Khan was entitled to get salary'*. Sher Akbar Khan has 

not been absorbed in police. His name has been sent neither by DC’s office nor 
forwarded to CPO Peshawar by DPO' Office for absorption, Moreover, his name has 
not been’ forwarded and filtered through by the scrutiny committee within die ■ 
meaning of Rule-3 of KP Khassadar Absoiplion into (KP Police) Rules 2019.- 
Therefore, it is requested to intimate proper departmental action against the 

responsible peraons.- the then Inspector Legal Muhammad Fai'ooq Khan and die 
then Pay Officer Sibghat Ullah (Senior Clerk), who were involved in thc unlaufu!

- entiy of Sher Akbar Khan in Police Department; 
o Proper charge sheet and statement of allegation

the above allegation and DPO Bannu was appointed as Enquiiy Officer to scrutinize 
the conduct of die accused ofru;er. The Enquiry Officer submitted his tinding report 
vide his covering letter No.2385/PA dated 06.04.2022.

Khan wan no more a

issued to. the accused officer on •were

The accused officer was also Keardj in person in orderly room hejd on 

justification provided by the accused officer has been found unconvincing.
the basis of legal opinion given by Inspector Legal 

has been found implausible. Being a dealing hand it was lus

28.04.2022. Thej 
His plea that he processed die case on

Muhammad Farooq Khan

1
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lesponsibiiily to verify the aectised smius in job>;'the. reason of stoppage of his pay and the 

ospii'N' ol his service coutvact. HLs conduct in this case does not seenito be above board and 

inahilKic float on the surface of it. Due to his delinquency, Mr. Sher Akbar has drawn salaries 

ol rnore than 02 years tor vyhich he was not legally entitled. This malafide action has also 

taciih opened doors to his entry into service and pension claim..

Therefore, I, Syed Ashfaq Anwar, Regional Police Officer, Bannu Regioii 
Banmi. in exercise of the powers vested in me under Khyber Pakhiunkhwa Police Rules, 
1975 (amended in 2014) hereby award him a major:,punishment of reversion in rank from 

Senior Clerk toTiinior Clerk with immediate effect.
ORDER .ANNOUNCED
QBNo. JSO
Dated:./..< /^>C/2022.

Regional Police Officer, 
Bannu Region,

' Bannii

>

'No. /EC. dated Bannu the 10'^. 12022
Cc:

> The Deputy Inspector General of Police, Headquarters, Khyber 'Pak^^nkhwa,
Peshawar. 'V

> The Asstt: Inspector General of. Police/Establishment, Khyber Pakhtuit|hwa, 
• Peshawar.

Z'> DPO-Bannu for information and necessary action,.
■ > Office Supdt:/E.C RPO Office, Bannu.,

~;r'

/

Regional Police OfTicet^^^^ 
Bannu Region,, ^ 

Bannu•
>

"Aft
9
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rplie^PrOvtncial Police Officer^.
PalUitiankUwa, PesUawar.

Thrcu^PropeiKilMmjjcK

i APPliAb FOR SETTING ASIDE TKE PUNISHMENT OR RJilVPRSTnftr jtY UANV
T^r^~^2022^^^ TO .njNmR CLmiC VTOERPO OFFICE QP Nn jSQ datpT)

s

i

RfjpccicJ Sir.

Wiih due respect it is submitted Uiat:-

> hat Uie appeUant while serving as Pay Oiiicei Bannu had drafted BL'J tbr'sher AJcbar, SDPO
. ub Division ''J, azir in the light of legal opinion of Inspector legal dully approved bv competent 
auUiority(DPO Bannu). ' . . . 11 , t'

Thai the said Bill procc3sed= by'T‘rc£3ury oepamnent (District Account-Office Baunp) ?nd
passed]! ViiUino observaiioa/objecllbrr.'*'

After lapse of about 6/^ months, Uie op nion of legal Inspector was subjected to prcUjninsry
.nquir} by Addl. SP / Bannu, wherein, Inspector legal and the applicant were recoirimended for 
proper departmental inquiry-. ‘

That the appellant was proceeded aga'ust depamne^ntally through, SP/Investigaticn Eann'o 
and during the mquiiy' proceedings, tljc appellant rebutted alfthe charges with cogent reasons 
(copy cf reply is at A/A) But strange eiough..that the inquiry officer. Instead of conducting 
regular mquny'. limited the inquiry to tte questioner. Inquir>'. conduction under quesdoher, is 
(^p^is however, the appeUam ans^ye^cd the questions properly

That inquiry officer, instead of proving *Jic: leveled aJiegqiioiis, opined Ujav iiie aocelJanl had 
committed inefficiency and in coinpetency. ’

Tliat competent auliiori^ (RPO Bannu) instead of conmuinicating the charges proved by the '
inquiry officer, communicated the allegations leveled in cliarge sheet in -shaoe of final show case 
notice (copy is at A/C)

That the appellant again rebutted the aUegadons by offering plausible reasons as well 
personal hearmg (copy of reply to showcase notice is at-A/D)

•niat competent authoritj- wilhout considering the explanation of d.e appellant, awarded maior 
punishment of reversion vide OB .number quoted above, on the charge of mala 5de whioliNwas • 
not proved by the inquiry officer th,is'charge loo. Tliat the appellant being a ntinisterial cadre, 
have no authonty of sanctioning any bill etc. The appellant has carried out the legal opinion of " . 
Inspector legal as well as order of corapclent ae Ihorlt)' whether it wei^ tiltra vires or intra vifes.

Tliat the appellant has been made a scapegoat lor the doing of others and it is the basic principal 
cf law tliat no. one will be punished for the wi'ong doing of others. .That the appellant has been

5.

6.

7.
as ihi-Qugh

8.

9.
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. 'i'(-; Mr. Sher Akba
;;v noso vMonc'li.amhorhi 
sa::ie buriao personal hearing.

-A

.utcs' i.?75,witii aincndnye,-f20 i ■; v.i: 
ll'inec Jhc inipugdcd 0!x;icr'i.s . ‘iiich is 

I'iira Vires and-
• n'! rc;.

r. 'Mas availing all (he' «rJc.and privileges hs well-as. a protocol. oWSP under '
ome part of record and 'the appellani- can produce the 'les.^vhich■|lave

■'i-'" ‘I'C.applicant has complied the l^iM .inH
-'.^PeMiveiy. '.ativno obsemtto
tl'aiihei

. competent authorities opinioirand order' ■
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This order is hereby passed to dispose of the Dcpartmcatal Appeal dated 27.05.2022. 
preferred by SlbyhntUllah junior Clerk rcyardiny major punishment ofRcvcrsion from thppostor 
Senior Clerk to junior Clerk" awarded by Regional Police Officer, Bannu^vldc Order 
No. l967-70/nC.datcd 16.05.2022. on the I'ollowlnggrounds:-

. -3
l

"Sher yikhar uur appolnled at- KJia^sadar 'm 1977 vide Order No. S57/AVA doted27.05.1977. On 
iS.O-i:20'n, he it'<7.r appointed a.r Ixtnce Naik in HPS-06 in Levy l•’ol•cc vide Order No. ‘iDfi-17 ■ ■ 
dated lS.Od.20JJ on contraci basis only by the Deputy Coiiiini.'isinner/Politleal Agent. As per 
DC/P A office record. Slier Akbar Khan has been given extension twice each time far three^ears 
i.e. Fir.ft ^.tension from 201F20J4 and secondfinm 20N to 2017. Nti extcnsion.has been given to 
him after 2017. The J)C office closed the salary of Sher Akbar Khan on 18.04.2017 an the expiry 
of his canlracfcd period before merger. After, the lapse of 2 years, 9 months and 1-i days, Mr. 
Muhamniod h'arooq Khan, Ihc then Inspector Ugal llannu and lha then Pay Officer Sibghal Ultah 
with tnahfide inlunlion and some‘ulterior motives best known to them, started, his salary on 
02.02.2020. despite the fad Ihol Sher Akbar Khan imr po more a government servanl. Tims, they 
both unla^vfully and illegally fmmurd Sher AkBr Khan to receive the arrears of the period 
mentioned above and /he unimvful favor of Pay Officer and Inspector I.egal Muhammad .FOraotj 

' Khan as he opined "Sher Akbur ICimi was entitled lo get sidury". Sher Akbar Khan has not been 
ah.xorhcd in J^olicc. Jlis name, has been sent neither by JOCs offiice nor fonvarded to . 
dWetthawar by DPO Offiice for absorption. Morfiover. his name has not beenfonvarded and 
filtered through by Ihc scrutiny committee wUhln the meaning of Ride.) af KP .
AhsorpHan in'lo (JCP Pnlkc) Ituk,. 201!). Vie-efin ll h rmoaod 1C icUIcIc proper ’
aciop ngoinn the rc^pacMe persons no ll,cn -
Ihen )‘ay Officer Sibghal rJllafl. who mre inmlvcd ill l)ic mlau'/ul cniry of cr.

J'nlice Department.". '
i8.0Q.2022.'Avicw

Authority. ^ ^

on
The

sa/.
■^UHAMMADAUBABmPSP ,

Additional InspcctorGcncralofPoIlcc.HQrs*
Khybcr Pakht'Jnkhwa, •

pcsliawar , -

d‘'\

KiftePakhWnl<hwa,Peshavvar., ■p^P^^f;Nn.&rintS_ev£Ilx ..... ^==5Sii;£H=’=.-.
omces^pcrintcndcnt sccrcc Branch CPO Peshawar.

O Official concerned.

O Deputy Inspector General of Police, MQrs
(c)) Regional Police

Pcsh2<v3r

(inr
AIG Ij^T police.

l(hwa. ,
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KHVBER PAKHTOMCHWA 
PESHAWAR.
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ORDER

This cndiy iA*iU di^osc of dcpartmcnIaJ oppcni prclcircd by SI Legal. Mahitiminrf r 
Khaa (ihe then Iiupcclor Legal) umJee Rule 11 of Kbyber Pokhnmkhwa Police Rules 1975

The a|3pcUant w*as swurtied punishment of reversion in rank from inspcclor rLceali m c u 
iMptN^of (Legal) byRcgJofloI Police Officer, Bamni vide OB No. ISLdated 16.05.2021 oniheauS^^.k 
he whac posted os InspectorLcfioi- DPO Office Banaii. one Shw Akbar ubs oppointed as KhassX^^r^
vide Older No. S52/APA. dated 27i)54977. On I5.04.20ll.hc was appointed as ianccNalktaB^fn r *
Force \idc order No. 405^17, doled 154344011 cm contract basis only by ihc Depuw ComnassioaijWPftrtS? 
AficnL As per DOPA Office xcconJ. Shut Akbar Khan has been gi\xn extension twicc-cach time ibr three

dcspiic tbe Ret to Shcr Akbar was no more a govcnizncnt servanL Thus* they both tmlawflilly and ilicoslv’ 
f3\'Qiircd Shcr i^bar to itcci\'c the atrears of the penod mentioned above and thus, Shcr Akbar him^^ 
m of Police (tough hack doer) with the un-kwfid iSvour of Pay
Shcr ^bar was entitled Iq get salary*'. Shcr Akbar has not been absorbed In P^/S^^

Mcclmgof IteAppcJtoeBonrd vswlwld on 25.08.2022. whwia tte peUSoaer ww potent and
heard in detail

(SADIR AHMED) PSP 
Addk Inspector Gcocral of Police, HQrs; 

KhybcrPakhnmkhwB, Peshawar,No./??,

Copy of the above is forwarded to the: /^\ 5. s
Officer, Baniju. Two Service BooW'alongwith one original enquiry file of the

^ 08.054022 is returned
2. District Police Officer, Bannu.
3. PSO to IGP/Khybcr Pakhiunkhwa, CPO P^war.

5. PA to DIG/HQrsr KhjdierPakhtunkhwB, Peshawar.

^O^stahltoncnL Kbyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
PA lo AIG/Legal, KhybcrPaJchtunldmo, Peshawnr.

1. Office Supdl;E-JI, CTO. Peshawar.
8.

0PR^;afilST&4-AH) PSP
AlCVEst^iishment, 

Forlnspeclijr General of Police, 
Khybar Pakhtunkhwa^ Peshawar.
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VAKALAT NAMA

APPEAL NO. /20=2A

n
K .P -j I OS— ^(^OtK 0 /IN THE COURT OF

f

0 ^ Appellant
Petitioner
Plaintiff

VERSUS

|'A)( Respondent (s) 
Defendants (s)

^ibf.„hAShhI do hereby appoint
and constitute the SYED NOMAN ALJ BUKHARI Advocate High Court for the 

aforesaid Appellant(s), Petitioner(S), Plaintiff(s) / Respondent(s), Defendant(s), 

Opposite Party to commence and prosecute / to appear and defend this action / 

appeal / petition / reference on my / our behalf and al proceedings that may be 

taken in respect of any application connected with the same including proceeding 

m taxation and application for review, to draw and deposit money, to file and take

documents, to accept the process of the court, to appoint and instruct council, to 

represent the aforesaid Appellant, Petitioner(S), Plaintiffs) / Respondent(s), 

Defendant(s), Opposite Party agree(s) ratify all the acts done by the aforesaid,

DATE /20

* (CLIENT)

ACCEPTED

SYED NOMAN ALI BUKHARI 
ADVO.CATE HIGH COURT 

BC-15-5643

CELL NO: 0306-5109438


