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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. 1767/2019

Date of Institution ... 
Date of Decision

12.12.2019
22.06.2021

Mr. Sabir Shah Ex-Police Constable Belt No 89 R/o Kohat.
(Appellant)

VERSUS

Inspector General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar and two other.

(Respondents)

SYED MUDASIR PIRZADA 
Advocate ... . For Appellant

MR. ASIF MASOOD ALI SHAH, 
Deputy District Attorney For Respondents

MR. AHMED SULTAN TAREEN 

MR ATIQ UR REHMAN WAZIR
CHAIRMAN 
MEMBER (E)

]
JUDGMENT: -

Mr. ATIQ UR REHMAN WAZIR MEMBER (E): - This judgment shall dispose of the 

instant service appeal as well as connected Service Appeal No. 1768/2019 titled Shah 

Muhammad, as similar question of law and facts are involved therein.

2. Brief facts of the case are that the appellant, while serving as constable in Kohat 

Police, was charged in FIR dated 23-09-2019 U/s 118 Police Act, 2017 on the charges 

of leakage of information about a raid plan targeted against a group of miscreants, 

which resulted into failure of such raid. The appellant was arrested, but he obtained 

release on bail after four days. Simultaneously he was also proceeded against, under 

Police Rules,, 1975 and was awarded major punishment of dismissal from service vide
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impugned order dated 28-09-2019. Feeling aggrieved, the appellant filed departmental 

appeal dated 22-10-2019, which was rejected on 14-11-2019, hence the instant 

service appeal instituted on 12-12-2019 with prayers that impugned order dated 28- 

09-2019 may be set aside and the appellant may be re-instated in service with all back 

benefits.

03. Written reply/comments were submitted by respondents.

04. Arguments heard and record perused.

05. Learned counsel for the appellant contended that the appellant was charge 

sheeted on 21-09-2019 with the allegations that the appellant leaked information 

pertaining to a raid planned by police party against group of proclaimed offenders. 

Learned counsel for the appellant further contended that the appellant furnished reply 

leet on 25-09-2019, but on 25-09-2019 final Show Cause Notice was 

^alstTserved upon the appellant and on 28-09-2019 the impugned order of dismissal 

was also issued. Learned counsel for the appellant added that the impugned order 

was Issued without observing the legal formalities. That no regular inquiry 

conducted and the appellant was condemned unheard. Learned counsel for the 

appellant argued that without conducting proper inquiry, how it was ascertained that 

the appellant was in the knowledge of the secret plan of raid. That how it 

ascertained that the appellant was in contact with the criminals. That the charges 

leveled against the appellant are evasive in nature. That proceedings against the 

appellant were initiated on 21-09-2019, which culminated on 28-09-2019 with 

dismissal of the appellant. That dispensation of regular inquiry in awarding major 

penalty of dismissal is against law and rule. Reliance was placed on 2017 SCMR 356. 

Learned counsel for the appellant prayed that since the appellant was not treated in 

accordance with law, hence the impugned order dated 28-09-2019 being unlawful,.

to the chan

was

was
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may be set aside and the appellant may be re-instated in service with all back

benefits.

06. Learned Deputy District Attorney appeared on behalf of official 

respondents and contended that the appellant was proceeded against in accordance 

with law. That charge sheet/statement of allegations and final Show Cause Notice 

were, served upon the appellant, to which he responded accordingly. That proper 

inquiry was conducted against the appellant and the appellant joined the inquiry 

proceedings and was afforded opportunity of personal hearing. That the appellant 

being member of a disciplined force, committed gross misconduct by leaking secret 

information to the criminals. That charges have been proved against the appellant 

beyond any shadow of doubt. Learned Deputy District Attorney prayed that the instant 

appeal b^ingraevoid of merit may be dismissed.

07. We have heard learned counsel for the parties and perused the record. 

Record reveals that charge sheet and statement of allegations were served upon the 

appellant on 21-09-2019, simultaneously appointing an inquiry officer with directions 

to conduct inquiry within 25 days in accordance with provisions contained in Police 

Rules, 1975, after providing reasonable opportunity of defense to the appellant. The 

appellant responded to the charge sheet on 25-09-2019 and on the same date (25-09- 

2019) final Show Cause Notice was served upon the appellant and on the same date 

inquiry report was also submitted by the inquiry officer, which shows that 

opportunity of defense was afforded to the appellant and he was condemned unheard. 

It was also noted that the impugned order was issued on 28-09-2019 and the whole 

proceedings including his dismissal from service were completed within seven days, 

which manifests that the appellant was not treated in accordance with law. The 

inquiry report placed on record is also replete with deficiencies and its findings are not 

supported by solid evidences nor any opportunity was afforded to the appellant to

no
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cross-examine witnesses. No record of telephonic contacts of appellant with the 

criminals is available on record to strengthen the allegations leveled against the 

appellant. It was also noted that an FIR was also registered against the appellant on 

the same charges, but District Public Prosecutor Kohat recommended discharge of 

such FIR U/s 4C (II) of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Prosecution Service Act, 2005 read 

with Section 494 CrPc due to lack of evidences against the accused.

08. In view of the situation, the impugned order dated 28-09-2019 is set 

aside and the appellant is re-instated in service for the purpose of De-Novo inquiry 

with directions to the respondents to conduct proper inquiry strictly in accordance with 

rule and law within a period of ninety days by providing appropriate opportunity of 

defense to the appellant. The issue of back benefits is conditional with the outcome of 

De-Novo inquiry. Parties are left to bear their own costs. File be consigned to record 

room.

ANNOUNCED
22.06.2021

(AHMED SULTAN TAREEN) 
CHAIRMAN

(ATIQ UR REHMAN WAZIR) 
MEMBER (EXECUTIVE)



22.06.2021 Learned counsel for the appellant and Mr. Asif Masood All Shah

learned Deputy District Attorney for respondents present. Arguments

heard and record perused.

Vide detailed judgment of today of this Tribunal placed on file, the

impugned order dated 28-09-2019 is set aside and the appellant is re­

instated in service for the purpose of De-Novo inquiry with directions to 

the respondents to conduct proper inquiry strictly in accordance with rule 

and law within a period of ninety days by providing appropriate

opportunity of defense to the appellant. The Issue of back benefits is

conditional with the outcome of De-Novo inquiry. Parties are left to bear

their own costs. File be consigned to record room.

ANNOUNCED
22.06.2021

0
k

(AHMED TAREEN) (ATIQ UR REHMAN WAZIR) 
MEMBER (E)CHAIRMAN



. Sir,

PUC is a list of cases heard & announced by the then Chairman Justice 

(Rtd) Hamid Farooq Durrani (Late) but judgment could not be written due to,his 

illness & demise later on.

2/N. Submitted for perusal and orders, please.

1.

Registrar

3. Worthy Chairman

The cases enumerated in the PUC be fixed before a Special D.B 

comprising the undersigned and the worthy Member who sat in the Bench with 

the then Worthy Chairman at the time of hearing, for further dealing with the 

matter in accordance with law, after notices to the parties. / - e -

Chairman

4. Registrar

/<
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05.03.2021 Learned counsel for the appellant and Mr. Asif Masood All Shah,

learned Deputy District Attorney for respondents present.

Vide detailed judgment of today of this Tribunal placed on file, the

impugned order dated 28-09-2019 is set aside and the appellant is re­

instated in service for the purpose of De-Novo inquiry with directions to

the respondents to conduct proper inquiry strictly in accordance with rule

and law within a period of ninety days by providing appropriate

opportunity of defense to the appellant. The issue of back benefits Is

conditional with the outcome of De-Novo inquiry. Parties are left to bear

their own costs. File be consigned to record room.

ANNOUNCED
05.03.2021

(HAMID FAROOQ DURRANI) 
CHAIRMAN

(ATIQ UR REHMAN WAZIR) 
MEMBER (E)

•A'
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None for the appellant present. Mr. Ziaullah; DDA 

alongwith Mr. Arif Saleem, Steno for respondents present.

Written reply not submitted. Representative of the 

respondents seeks time to submit the same on the next date of 

hearing.

19.08.2020

Adjourned to 09.10.2020 before S.B.

(Mian Muhammad) 
Member(E)

09.10.2020 Junior to counsel for the appellant and Addl. AG 

alongwith Arif Saleem, ADI for the respondents present.
Representative of the respondents seeks further time 

to submit reply/comments. Adjourned to 03.12.2020 on 

which date the requisite reply/comments shall positively 

be furnished.

/■

Chairman

03.12.2020 Junior to counsel for the appellant and Addl. AG 

alongwith Arif Saleem, Steno for the respondents 

present.

Representative of respondents has submitted 

parawise comments/reply by the respondents. Placed 

on record. The matter is assigned to D.B for 

arguments on 05.03.2021. The appellant may furnish, 
rejoinder within one month, if so advised.

. t

Chairman
c'
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22.06,2020 Appellant Sabir Shah alongwith his counsel present. 

Preliminary arguments heard.

It was submitted by learned counsel for appellant that the 

present appellant was charged for having contacts with notorious 

proclaimed offenders group wanted in numerous crimes including 

target killing of four (04) police officers and that on midnight on 

20^'^ and 21^^ September 2019, police raid was planned on the 

abode of proclaimed offenders but the present appellant provided 

information to the gang due to which the operation secrecy was 

leaked by him willfully. He contended that the allegation 

mentioned against the appellant is baseless and that he was not 

given an opportunity of cross-examination as well as he was not 

heard in person. The learned counsel submitted that the appellant 

was also charged in FIR No.478 dated 23.09.2019 U/S 216 PPC,

118 Police Act-2017 but the appellant was discharged by the
)

prosecution. He contended that no proper inquiry was initiated 

and that the impugned order is not based on sound reasons, as 

enquiry was not conducted according to rules.

Points raised need consideration. Instant appeal is admitted for 

regular hearing subject to all legal objections. The appellant is 

directed to deposit security and process fee within 10 days. Notice 

be issued to the respondents. To come up for written 

reply/comments on 19.08.2020 before S.B.

epos tet}
Qunifk Process Fe@ ►
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Duetto public bbliday on account- of COVID-19, the- 

case is adjourned for the same on; 22,06.2020 before

i

31.03.2020 V
}

S.B.

Reader

f ;
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■ . Form- A

FORM OF ORDER SHEET i ..

Court of

/2019Case No.-

Date' of order
V

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

1 2 3
r.'

The appeal of Mr. Sabir Shah presented today by Syed Mudasir 

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

the Worthy Chairman for proper order please.V

12/12/20191-

vy.
This case is entrusted to S. Bench for preliminary hearing to be2-.

tllbl l\£>put up there on

CHAIRMAN

XJ ' ^ ’
Nemo for appellant.

Notices be issued to appellant/counsel for preliminary 

hearing on 14.02.2020 before S.B.

17.01.2020
- ■'■■ry

«■

V

( Chairman'
<

1

A

Learned counsel for the appellant present and seeks 

adjournment. Adjourn. To come up for preliminary 

Iiearing on 30.03.2020 before S.B.

13.02.2020

■f

. Member
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KHYBER PAKHTUNKWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR

Dated/ST /2021No.

'V. -■

To
' The District Police Officer,

Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 
Kohat.

I
1

i1

Subject:- l judgment m appeal no. 1767/2019. MR. SABIR shah & 1 OTHER.

I am directed to forward herewith a certified copy of Judgement 

dated 22.06.2021 passed by this Tribunal on the above subject for strict compliance.
A

■i.

• 1
i
£Enel: As above

REGISTRAR
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 

SERVICE TRIBUNAL 
PESHAWAR.



BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTOON KHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal 2019

Sabir Shah Ex-Police Constable Kohat Belt No-89 R/0 Near Kohat Cantt.

(Appellant)

VERSUS

1, INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE KPK PESHAWAR.

2. DEPUTY INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE KOHAT REGION KOHAT

3. DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER KOHAT. (Respondent)

INDEX

Sr Description of Documents Annexure Page
No
1 Memo of Appeal 1-4

2 Affidavit 5

3 Address of the Parties 6

Copy of Charge Sheet dated 21-09-2019 with reply dated 25-09-2019 
along with impugned Order dated 25-09-2019

4 A 7-10

5 Copy of departmental representation along with rejection order dated 
26-11-2019 •

B

Copy of FIR along with Discharge from prosecution C

Copy of Application for charge sheet dated 11-12-2019 D

WakalatNama

4ppel!ant

Through /
v/i

*>Date Syed Mudasir Pirzeda
Advocate P H C 
0345-9^854

•i
4^
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTOON KHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.

Sabir Shah Ex-Police Constable Kohat Belt No-89 R/0 Near Kohat Gantt

(Appellant)
feaiyber Pakhtufch, 

Service Trtbu.n«|
waVERSUS

1. INSPECTOR GENERAL POLICE KPK PESHAWAR. l>iary No.

2. DEPUTY INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE KOHAT REGION KOHAT Oated

.3, DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER KOHAT. (Respondent)

APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF THE KHYBER PAKHTOON KHWA SERVICE
TRIBUNAL ACT 1974 AGAINST THE IMPUGNED ORDER DATED 25-09-2019 VIDE
OB-NO-1180 IN WHICH THE RESPONDENT NO:-3 DIRECTLY AWARD THE MAJOR
PUNISHMENT OF DISMISSAL FROM SERVICE WITHOUT ANY LAWFUL
JUSTIFICATION WITHOUT ANY ENQUIRY AND THE APPELLANT PREFERRED
DEPARTMENTAL REPRESENTATION DATED 22-10-2019 AND THE SAME WAS
REJECTED ON DATED 26-11-2019

Pray:

In view of above submission it is requested, by accepting of instant appeal the 

impugned order of Respondent No-3 may be set aside and the present appellant 
service may please be re-stored with all back benefits .

Respectfully Sheweth

With great veneration the instant appeal is preferred by the appellant on the following 
groLnds:-

Facts:

Briefly facts are that as per the impugned order that the appellant had contact with 

notorious Proclaimed Offender group wanted in numerous crimes including target 
killing of four police officers .on midnight of 20/21 Sep 2019 and police raid 
planned on the aboard of proclaimed offender.

was

That the other allegation mentioned in the impugned order the appellant provided 
information to gang due to which Operation secrecy was leaked by the appellant due to 

which loss of force operating in that raid.

That due to the above allegation the appellant was awarded served with charge sheet 
which were replied by the appellant but on the same day the respondent No-3 award 

major punishment of dismissal from service with immediate effect (Copy of Charge 
sheet and reply and impugned order is annexed as annexure A)

That the allegations mentioned against the appellant is base less and there is no reality^ 
nor proved with any cogent'reason and not base on the sound reason the appellahtr 
belongs to a pious family and never ever indulged in any such like of corrupt practicel 

but .vithout keeping the service record of the appellant blessed with the impugned order

I

S'r-
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directly appellant feeling aggrieved and prefer departmental representation which was 

too rejected (Copy of representation and rejection order Is annexed as annexure B)

That again an unjust has been done with the appellant by not giving ample opportunity 
of cross examination as well as not heard in person nor properly enquired the 

allegation. Just on the basis of secretly probing held guilty the appellant without 
following the prescribed rules relating to enquiry proceedings as per Police Rules 1975 
(amended 2014).

That there is nothing on record which connects the appellant with the allegation more 
over the appellant was not served with the final show cause notice then how it is 

possible that the appellant relied on reply of so called charge sheet.

1.

That the appellant was summoned by respondent No-3 and directly issued charge sheet 
and with one hour respondent No-3 order for submission of reply to charge sheet and 
stilt not issued the copy of charge sheet despite of tendering application for copies but 
in vain.(Copy of application is annexed as annexure D)

2.

3. That nothing has been proved beyond any shadow of doubt that the appellant has 

committed any misconduct or tarnished the image of Police department.

That there are numerous good entries in the service record of the appellant which could 

be verified but this fact has not been taken in consideration while awarding the major 
punishment which is against to the canon of Justice.

4.

That the appellant was neither provided an opportunity to cross examine the witnesses 

nor to produce defense evidence and the enquiry proceedings accordingly defective. 
Furthermore the requirements of enquiry rules have not been observed while awarding 

the impugned punishment.

5.

6. That the appellant dragged unnecessarily into litigation which is clearly mentioned in 
2008 SCMR 725.

That while awarding the impugned major punishment the enquiry report has not been 
given to the appellant which is very much necessary as per 1 991 PLC CS 706 & PLC 1 991 
584..

7.

That the appellant never ever admit before any forum regarding any admittance of 
alleged guilt.

8.

That no CDR data prior to the raid or after the raid has not been obtain to prove the 
allegation against the appellant for any misconduct or leaked the information even no 

proof is available on record which speaks about the guilt of the appellant.

9.

10.That if the appellant had leaked any information regarding police raid then how it 
possible that accused were apprehended by police in the raid .

iS
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11.That the appellant has been charged also in case FIR No 478 dated 20-09-2019 U/s 

11 8 Police Act 201 7 and according to rules crimihal proceedings shall be initiated after 
approval is accorded in writing by Head of District Police etc but in case of appellant 
there is no approval available on file and the appellant has been discharged by 

prosecution in above case which clearly shows that appellant has been twice 
vexed.(Copy of FIR and Discharge is annexed as annexure C)

1 2.That the appellant is feeling aggrieved from the impugned order hence preferred instant 
Service appeal on the following grounds.

Grounds:

That during enquiry none from the general public was examined in support of the 
charges leveled against the appellant nor any police official record the statement 
against the appellant no allegation mentioned above are practiced by the 

appellant nor proved against any cogent reason against the appellant.

a.

b. That the appellant was neither intimated nor informed by any source of medium 

regarding enquiry proceedings for any disciplinary action which shows bias on 
the part of quarter concern.

That the punishment is harsh in nature and the appellant is falsely vexed for 
undone offence which is against the constitution of Islamic republic of 
Pakistani 973.

c.

d. That the appellant is honest and dedicated one and leave no stone unturned to 
discharge his duties.

That it is evident from all the departmental proceedings that no show cause 

notice nor any final show cause notice were served nor any proper departmental 
enquiry has been conducted and these material facts shall be a gaited at the time 
of arguments .

e.

f. That as per universal declaration of human rights 1948 prohibits the arbitral 
discretion .

/

That the respondent No-3 has acted whimsically and arbitrary, which is apparent 
from the impugned order.

g-

h. That the impugned order is not based on sound reasons and same is not 
sustainable in the eyes of law. The same is based on wrong assumption of facts.

That the departmental enquiry was not conducted according to the rules.

That the impugned order is outcome of surmises and conjecture.

That proper rule have not been observed while awarding the major punishment .

I.

J-

k.
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Pray:

In the view of above circumstances it is humbly prayed that the 
impugned order of punishment awarded by Respondent No. 3 may graciously please 

be set aside .for the end of justice and the appellant may please be graciously re­
instate and blessed with all back benefits for the end of Justice .

Appellant

Through

;i- n./Date Mudasir Pirzada 
Advocate HC 

0345-9645854

Certiflcate:-

Certified that no such like appeal has earlier been filed in this Hon able Service.tribunal as per 
instruction of my client.

List of Books

1Constitution of Pakistan 1973

2:- Police Rules

3:- Case Law according to need.
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTOON KHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal 2019

AFFIDAVIT

I ,Syed Mudasir Pirzada Advocate ,as per

instruction of my client do here by

solemnly affirm and declare that all the

contents of accompanying service appeal

are true and correct to the best of my
/

knowledge and belief and no^ng has j 

been concealed from this Honorable N

Tribunal.
<\\000x}

u!
* £.• Advbc !

\
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTOON KHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Sabir Shah Ex-Police Constable Kohat Belt No-89 R/0 Near Kohat Cantt
I

(Appellant)

VERSUS ■

1. INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE KPK PESHAWAR.

2. DEPUTY INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE KOHAT REGION KOHAT

3... - DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER KOHAT. (Respondent)

ADDRESS OF THE PARTIES

APPELLANT

Sabir Shah Ex-Police Constable Kohat Belt No-89. R/0 Near Kohat Cantt

RESPONDENTS

1. INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE KPK PESHAWAR,

' 2. ' DEPUTY INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE KOHAT REGION KOHAT 

3. DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER KOHAT.

t

Appellant

Through
\Date • Syed Mudasir PKzad 

Advocate,PHC 
0345-9645854
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\Office of the 

District Police Officer, 

Kohat

t

ad.^Lz!'-rj2oi9

disciplinary action!

(}0 WAHID__ MEHMOOp.,__ ^DISTRIC.T — POLICE
of the opinion that you

CAPT
competent authority,

rendered yourself liable to bo proceeded against 
Pakhtdnklivvu Police Rule lh7b (Amendment

amoeetcer. kohat n s 
Cons table Sabir No. 89_^ have 
departmentally under Khyber 
20M) na you here committed the followitiR acts/omissions.

!
STATEMENT OF ALLEGATIONS
You constable Sabir No, 89 leaked the information 

to Anwar group

I
i.! Sumari about raid plan of Jarma 

this act show professional
!

Police Station. Your
misconduct on your part.gross

;
For the purpose of scrutinizing the conduct of said

-fe-ence to the above allegations SP_OE£rattens_Kohat is
officer. The enquiry officer shall in accordance with 

provide reasonable opportunity of hearing
make, within twenty five days ol 

punishment or other

2.
accused with r*

i ’ appointed ns c.iq'.iiry
pa'ovision of the Pc lice Rule'-1.97vj

accused olTcit l, record liiri rindings and
o rd er, reco m mend a tio ns as

lo

the tothe receipt of this 
appropriate action against the accused official. p

The accused official shall join the proce ding on .the

time and place fixed by the enquiiy officer.date,

dr po E OFFICER, 
OHAT^^.

DISTRI

<r?
'PA, Hated r: / , __ /2019.

Cony of above to:-
SP Operations Koha^- The Enquiry .J:n:^-,dings against the accused under the provisions

Official:- with the directions to appear 
Er qui^l^;^ elate, time and place fixed by him, lo. the

of enquiry proceedings.

Officer for initiating 
of Police.1.

before the
2.

pu *pc se

1
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OFFICE OF THE 
DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER, 

KOHAT
Tel: 0922-9260116 Fax 9260125

ORDER
I

This order wil! dispose of departmental proceedings conducted 
against constable Sabir Shah No. 89, (hereinafter called accused official) of 
this district Police, under the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Police Rules, 1975 
(amendment 2014).

Facts arising of the case are that the accused official had contacts 
with notorious Proclaimed Offender group wanted in numerous heinous crimes 
including target killing of 04 Police officers. On midnight of 20^^ /21®‘ Sep: 
2019, Police raid was planned on the aboard of Proclaimed offenders. The 
accused official being member of a disciplined force provided information to 
the gang, due to which the operation secrecy was leaked by him willfully to the 
loss of the force operating in that raid.

For the above, serious / professional misconduct of the accused 
official, charge sheet alongwith statement of allegations was served upon the 
accused official. SP Operations Kohat was appointed as enquiry officer to 
scrutinize the conduct of accused official. The Enquiry officer vide his report 
established contact of accused official with PO Anwar gang on the eventful 
day the accused official was held guilty of the charge leveled against him.

In view of the above, the accused official was served with Final 
Show Cause Notice to which he submitted reply but he did not advance any 
defense and relied on his reply to the charge sheet.

The accused official was heard in person in Orderly Room held on 
25.09.2019 and afforded opportunity of defense but he failed to submit any 
plausible explanation. However the accused official admitted that he had 
contacted PO Anwar Hayat family for provision of clothes etc to the arrested 
accused after the raid.

I have gone through the available record and finding of the enquiry 
officer, which transpires that the accused official had contacts with the 
notorious most wanted POs gang and provided them information regarding 
Police legal action. The misconduct of the accused official was confirmed from 
other sources as well. Besides above, a case vide FIR No. 478 dated 
23.09.2019 U/Ss 216 PPC , 118 Police Act - 2017 PS Jarma has also been 
register against the accuse official.

From the above, I have reached to the conclusion that the accused 
official being member of a disciplined force had relation with notorious PD 
gang and leaked information to facilitate the target killers, thus held guilty of 
violation duty and committed gross professional misconduct. His retention in 
Police department is most dangerous to the lives of Police personnel and any 
serious mishap could not be ruled out. The charge leveled against the accused 
official has been established beyond any shadow of doubt.

fT/C

6^
X

J
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Therefore, in exercise of powers conferred upon me under the ibid, 
rules I; Capt. ©Wahid Mehmood, District Police Officer, Kphat impose a major 
punishment of dismissal from service on accused constable Sabir Shah No. 
89 with immediate effect. Kit etc issued be collected/^ ^ /
Announced I \ /
25.09.2019

;

DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER
KO/

j

OB No.1180 
Dated 25.09.2019

//
i

/PA dated Kohat the 
I Copy of above is submitted for favour of information to the:-

1. Regional Police Officer, Kohat please
2. Reader/Pay officer/SRC/OHC for necessary action.

' 3. R.I/L.O for clearance report

2019.

DISTRICpPOLICE OFFICER, 
/ KOHAT



I 1 e
BEFORE THE DEPUTY INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE KOHAT

REGION KOHAT.

SUBJECT: APPEAL AGAINST THE IMPUGNED ORDER VIDE O.B NO 11 80DATED
25-09-2019. UPON THE FINDINGS OF THE ENQUIRY OFFICER IN
(SUMMARY PROCEEDINGS) AGAINST THE APPELLANT AWARDED
MAIOR PUNISHMENT OF DISMISSAL FROM SERVICE WITH
IMMEDIATE EFFECT .

Respectfully Sheweth

With great veneration the instant appeal is preferred by the appellant on 

the following grounds:-

Facts:

Briefly facts are that as per the impugned order that the appellant had 

contact with notorious Proclaimed Offender group wanted in numerous 

crimes including target killing of four police officers .on midnight of 
20/21Sep 201 9 and police raid was planned on the aboard of proclaimed 

offender .

That the other allegation mentioned in the impugned order the appellant 
provided information to gang due to which operation secrecy was leaked 

by the appellant due to which loss of force operating in that raid.

That due to the above allegation the appellant was awarded major 

punishment of dismissal from service with immediate effect (Copy of 
impugned order is annexed.) .

That the allegations mentioned against the appellant is base less and 

there is no reality nor proved with any cogent reason and not base on the 

sound reason the appellant belongs to a pious family and never ever 
indulged in any such like of corrupt practices .

That again an unjust has been done with the appellant by not giving 

ample opportunity of cross examination as well as not heard in person 

nor properly enquired the allegation. Just on the basis of secretly probing 

held guilty the appellant without following the prescribed rules relating to 

enquiry proceedings as per Police Rules 1975 (amended 2014). ,•4-

1. That there is nothing on record which connects the appellant with the 

allegation.

2. That nothing has been proved beyond any shadow of doubt that the 

appellant has committed any miscohduct or tarnished the image of Police 

department.

'4^
r N
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3. That there are numerous good entries in the service record of the 

' appellant which could be verified but this fact has not been taken in 

consideration while awarding the major punishment which is against to, 

the canon of justice.

4. That the appellant was neither provided an opportunity to
the witnesses nor to produce defense evidence and the enquiry 

proceedings accordingly defective.. Furthermore the requirements of 
enquiry rules have not been observed while awarding the impugned 

punishment.

cross examine

5. That the appellant dragged unnecessarily into litigation which is clearly 

tnentioned in 2008 SCMR 725.

6. That while awarding the impugned.major punishment the enquiry report 
has not been given to the appellant which is very much necessary as per 

I 991 PLC CS 706 & PLC 1 991 584.

7. That the appellant never ever admit before any forum regarding any 

admittance of alleged guilt.

8. That no CDR data prior to the raid or after the raid has not been obtain to 

prove the allegation against the appellant for any misconduct or leaked 

the information .

9. That if the appellant had leaked any information regarding police raid 

then how it is possible that accused were apprehended by police in the 

raid .

That the appellant has been charged also in 
No_J^JZ£_dated U/s //^^^__Police station and twice vexed.

10. case FIR

That the appellant is feeling aggrieved from the impugned order 

hence preferred departmental representation on the following grounds.
11.

Grounds:

That during enquiry none from the general public was examined in 

support of the charges leveled against the appellant. No allegation 

mentioned above are practiced by the appellant nor proved against 
any cogent reason against the appellant.

a.

mk: b. That the appellant was neither intimated nor informed by any 

source of medium regarding enquiry proceedings for 

disciplinary action which shows bias on the part of quarter
any

concern.
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■a

That the punishment is harsh in nature and the appellant is falsely 

vexed for undone offence which is against the constitution of 
Islamic republic of Pakistani 973.

c. ■'r-•T

d. That the appellant is honest and dedicated one and leave no stone 

unturned to discharge his duties.
■;

4
’■a

-5 That as per universal declaration of human rights 1948 prohibits 

the arbitral/ discretion.
e.•i

1

f. That the DPO Kohat has acted whimsically and arbitrary, which is- 
apparent from the impugned order.

'■i

■ I

That the impugned order is not based on sound reasons and same 

is not sustainable in the eyes of law. The same is based on wrong 

assumption of facts.

9-

h. That the departmental enquiry was not conducted according to the 

rules.
■i

I
i

That the impugned order is outcome of surmises and conjecture.I.

That proper rule have not been observed while awarding the major 

punishment ,
J.

Pray:

In the view of above circumstances it is humbly prayed 

that the impugned order of DPO Kohat may please be set aside for the 

end of justice and the appellant may please be graciously be re-instate 

In service with ail back benefits.

•'N•

Pate:4^/y£?/2019.

(Apdeilant)

(Ex Constable Sabir Shah 

Belt No;-89)
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I KOHAT REGIONPOLICE DEPTT;
___

ORDER.

This order will dispose of a departmental appeal, moved by 

Ex-Constable Sabir Shah No. 89 Operation Staff Kohat against the punishment 

order, passed by DPO Kohat vide OB No. 1180, dated 25.09.2019 whereby he was 

awarded major punishment of dismissal from service for the allegations of 

establishing linlcs with most notorious gang of Sumari Bala and providing secret 

information to them regarding conducting of raid etc.

He preferred an appeal to the undersigned upon which 

comments were obtained from DPO Kohat and his service record was perused. He 

was also heard in person in Orderly Room, held on 14.11.2019. During hearing, he 

did not advance any plausible explanation in his defense to prove his innocence 

and just move forwarded lame excuses.

I have gone through the available record and came to the 

conclusion that the allegations leveled against the appellant are proved beyond any 

shadow of doubt and the same has also been established by the E.O in his findings. 

Being a member of disciplined force, he was not supposed to indulge himself in 

such illegal activities. Therefore, his appeal being devoid of merits is hereby 

rejected.
Order Announced 
14.11.2019

(TAYYAB HAF
rPoTTce Officer,

Kohat Region.

ioEk /EC, dated Kohat the
Copy to District Police Officer, Kohat for information w/r to 

his office Letter No. 19297/LB, dated 29.10.2019. His Service Roil & Fauji Missal 
is returned herewith.

/2019.No.

(TAYYAB HAFEEZ) PSP 
/Cjdlegion Police ‘L

Ko: egion.
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DISTRICT PUBLIC PROSECUTOR OFFICE 
KOHAT
Phone- &. Eax_#_092_2^260282 
E-mail: kohatdnr)@.gmail.com

o<;>•

To

The Learned Trial Court, 
Kohat.

Sabir &; others
FIR No. ^-TR, Hated 23.09.2019, ii/s 118 police Act 2017 / 216PPC,

PS: Jarma

VSState

APPLICATION FOR THE DISCHARGE OF THE CASE U/S 4CfIIl OFLTHE 
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA PROSECUTION SERVICE (CONSTITUTION,
FUNCTION AND POWERSi ACT, 2005 READ WITH SECTION 494 CR.PC
ON THE BASIS OF LACKING OF EVIDENCE AGAINST THE ACCUSED

Subject:

Respectfully Sheweth

Grounds for discharge of the accused:

That the SHO of PS Jarma was reported in the shape of Naqal Mad No. 24 
dated 21.09.2019 that the constable Sabir, who is posted as a cujistabic at PS 
Jarma and he informed the PO namely Anwar Hayat through mobile phone, 
who is required in different criminal cases to the police.
That there is no evidence available on file, which could connect tlu; aiauiscd 
with the commission of the offence.
That there is no CDK data available on file.
That there is no source disclosed by the concerned police official regarding 
help of the PO.
That there is no forensic audit report annexed with the case file up till now 
despite directions were issued to the I.O.
That as per section 118 of police Act 2017, criminal pi'oceeding shall be 
initiated after approval is accorded in writing by Head of District police etc 
and there is no written approval available on file.
That there is no probability of the conviction of the accused inHhe instant 
case on the basis of available evidence.
That the trial of the case of the above noted accused will be futile exercise / 
wastage of precious time of the Honourable court.

Therefore, in view of the above factual position, this case is completely lacking 
of evidence so as to substantiate the charges against the accused, thus, this case is 
not nt for prosecution and the same may be discharged.

1.

2.

3.
4.

5.

6.

7.

8.

t
(■.................)

/
Assistant Pciblic Prosecutor 

Kohat
4

V

n ? ? L<
TRlCrr Public prosecutor 

Kohat.
r|ts
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BEFORE THE HONORABLE KHYBER PAKHT^JNKHWA 
- SERVICE THEBUNAL. FESHU^WikM.

Service Appeal No. 1767/2019 
Sabir Shah Ex-Constable No. 89 Appellant

VERSUS

Inspector General of Police,
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar and others Respondents

PARAWISE COMMENTS BY RESPONDENTS.

Respectively Sheweth:-

Preliminarv Obiections:-

That the appellant has got no cause of action.

The appellant has got no iocus standi.

The appellant is estopped to file the present appeal due his own act. 

iv. That the appellant has not come to this Hon: Tribunal with cieah hands,
i. That the appeal is bad in eyes of law as, his revision petition was rejected by

respondent No. 1 and the appellant has not questioned the said order. Copy 

annexed.

ii.

iii.

On 20.05.2017, 04 Police officers were martyred by notorious ; 

proclaimed offenders vide FIR No. 9 dated 20.05.2017 u/ss 302, 324, 353, .

. 427, 148, 149, 34 PPG, 15AA, 7ATA, Police station CTD Kohat Region.

Their arrest was a challenge to Police. On the midnight of 20"" / 21®' 

September 2019, Police planned operation / raid at the abodes of notorious 

proclaimed offenders / target killers. The appellant having links with the 

notorious disclosed secrecy of Police plan and provided information to the 

gang. Due to which the operation could not be succeeded. Thus the ■ 

appellant being member of a disciplined department had committed a gross 

professional misconduct and exhibited himself as untrustworthy. Copies of 
FIR and daily diary are an/iext/re A & S.

Reply is submitted in the above para.

The appellant was served with charge sheet alongwith statement of 

allegations under the relevant rules and SP Operation Kohat was appointed 

as inquiry officer, who held him guilty of the charge after conducting proper 
inquiry.



r)
• #

1^ After fulfilling all codal formalities including personal hearing of the 

appellant, the appellant was awarded punishment commensurate to the 

charge by respondent No. 3 as the charge was established against the 

appellant beyond any shadow of doubt during proper departmental 
proceedings.

Incorrect, the appellant being member of a disciplined department had 

committed gross misconduct and exhibited himself inefficient and 

untrustworthy as well which was established against the appellant. The 

departmental representation being devoid of merits was correctly rejected by 

respondent No. 2. It is added that revision petition of the appellant was also 

rejected by respondent No. 2 vide order dated 27.07.2020, which is not 
challenged by the appellant in the instant service appeal.

Incorrect, the appellant was associated with the inquiry proceedings, 
afforded ample opportunity of defense and heard in person by the 

respondent as evident from, the impugned orders, but the appellant failed to 

submit any plausible explanation to his misconduct / defend himself.

1. Incorrect, the charge leveled against the appellant was established proper 

departmental proceedings. Furthermore, the appellant was served with final 

show cause notice, to which his reply was found unsatisfactory by 

respondent No. 3. Copies are annexure C & D.
Incorrect, the appellant was proceeded with departmentally in accordance 

with the relevant rules. He was served with charge sheet to which the 

appellant filed reply as annexure A of the appeal. The application 

D described by the appellant in his appeal is not filed to the respondent No. 3 

and incorrect as submitted above. It is added that the appellant had filed 

application for grant of copies which was provided to him accordingly. Copy 

is annexure E.

Incorrect, detail reply is submitted in preceding paras.

Incorrect, the appellant submitted false statement in para No. 4 of the

appeal, as the appellant did not earn any good entry in his credit during his 

service.

Incorrect, the appellant was associated with the inquiry proceedings 

in person during disposal of inquiry and hearing of his departmental appeal / 

revision petition, but failed to submit any plausible explanation to his gross
professional misconduct established against him during proper departmental 
proceedings.

Incorrect,, the appellant was proceeded with departmentally for his 

conduct. Furthermore, regarding the case referred by the appellant, it is 

submitted that each and every case has its own facts and merits. Therefore,

2.

annexure

3.

4.

5.
heard

6.
own



the reference is not relevant. It added the appellant was also charged in case 

FIR No. 478 dated 23.09.2019 u/ss 216 PPG, r/w 118 KP Police Act 2017. 

Incorrect, all the codal formalities were fulfilled during the course of 
departmental proceedings.

The charge leveled against the appellant was established by the inquiry 

officer, competent authority and appellate authorities vide their legal and 

reasonable orders.

There was credible information regarding leakage of Police operation plan by 

appellant as, detailed in daily diary No. 7 dated 23.09.2019, annexure B. He 

might have used other source for providing information to the notorious POs 

as he knew that his cell data will be verified / collected in case of his 

apprehension.

The Police operation against notorious POs gang was not succeeded as the 

notorious POs wanted in FIR No. annexure A have made their good escape 

before arrival of raiding party.

7.

8.

9.

10.

11. Incorrect, the criminal and departmental proceedings can run side by side 

and there is no legal restriction as the appellant had also committed a 

criminal act, besides professional misconduct. Furthermore, discussion 

criminal case on
on

legal point relates to trial court and beyond the jurisdiction
of this honorable Tribunal.

12. The appellant is estopped to file the instant appeal for his own act / conduct.

Grounds:-

Incorrect, the matter is not related to general public to whom examination 

was required during inquiry. However, the concerned Police officials 

examined during the course of inquiry proceedings.
Incorrect, the appellant was served with charge sheet / statement of 

allegations and final show cause notice to which he submitted replies, joined 

the inquiry proceedings and personally heard by the respondents.

Incorrect, the punishment imposed on the appellant is commensurate to the 

charges established against him.
Incorrect, the appellant had committed

a.

were

b.

c.

d. a gross professional misconduct and
exhibited himself inefficient / untrustworthy official.
Incorrect, the appellant submitted false statement in para e of the grounds of 

his . appeal as the legal proceedings were followed and he was served with 

final show cause notice to which he submitted

e.

reply. Copies already
annexed as C & D.
Incorrect, the appellantf. dealt with departmentally under the relevant 
rules and no human rights were violated by the respondents on any way.

Incorrect, all the departmental proceedings were conducted in accordance 

with the relevant rules.

was

g-
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h. • Incorrect, speaking and legal orders were passed by the respondents. - 

Incorrect, as replied in the above paras, the departmental proceedings 

conducted against the appellant in accordance with relevant / existing rules. 
Incorrect, as replied earlier, legal and speaking orders are passed, by the 

respondents.

Incorrect, reply has been submitted in the above paras.

were

J-

k.

Praver>

In view of the above, it is prayed that the appeal of the appellant is not 
maintainable, may graciously kindly be dismissed with costs.

Dy: Inspector Gene ^e/RPO Inspectorfeeperi^of Police, 
Khybei^khttrtikhwa,

(Respondent No. 1)
^IJphafRegion,
f^pondent No. 2)

lice Officot
Kohat

(Respondent No. 3)

V.'



BEFORE THE HONORABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. 1767/2019 
Sabir Shah Ex-Constable No. 89 Appellant

VERSUS

inspector General of Police,
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar and others Respondents

COUNTER AFFIDAVIT

We, the below mentioned respondents, do hereby 

solemnly affirm and declare on oath that contents of parawise 

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

belief. Nothing has been concealed from this Hon; Tribunal.

Dy: inspector General ofBoUeeJRPO Inspector ofj^lice,
Khyber Pakhti^hwa,

(Respondent No. 1)
Koh ion
spondent No. 2)

\'

DisTOfifcPoltcH'Offluef,
Kohat

(Respondent No, 3)



OFFICE OF TF*
INSPECTOR GENERAL OF ?Ol4^E

khyberpakmtunkima;V1, . ^
.I’ESHAWAR,

/20, dated Peshawar the,'■

"'r::-• t,.

ic

I.

No. s/ f y)
I

•r.
ORDER■yi

I\.'
This order is hereby passed to dispose of Revision Petition under Rule i'T-A of Rhyber

/akhlunkhwa Police Rule-1975 (amended 2014) submitted by Ex-FC Sabir.Shah No. 89. The petitioner
!■ ^ 1,

was dismissed from service by District Police Orflcer. Kohat vide OT3 No. 1180, dated 25.09.2019 on the 

allcgalinns th.at he had contacts with notorious proclaimed offender group wanted in numerous heinous 

crimes including target killing of 04 Police ofneers. On midnight of 20th/21st September, 2019. Police raid 

was planned on the aboard of proclaimed offenders. He provided information to the gang, due to which the 

operation secreev was leaked. Besides above, a case vide FIR No, 478. dated 23.09.2019 U/Ss 216 PPC. 118 

. Police Acr-2017 Police Station .larma was also registered. His appeal was rejected by Regional Police 

Orficer, Kohat vide order Endst; No. 10841/EC, dated 26.11.2019.

Meeting of Appellate Board was held on 09.07.2020 wherein petitioner was heard in person.
a|

During hearing petitioner denied the allegations le\’eled against him.

Serious allegations of having contacts with notorious proclaimed offender group wanted in 

numerous heinous crimes including target killing of 04 Police nfOcers has been leveled against him. His

;
I!
i

S

I

rdenlinn in Police department is most dangerous to the lives of Police personnel and any serious mishap 

could not be ruled out. Therefore, the Board decided that his petition is hereby rejected.

This order is issued with the approval by the Compelcnt Authority, -
;■'-V 6f
WJ i 
U

\-> \ >6r >"7Sd/-
DR. ISin lAQ AHMED, rsp/rnM >»1 Additional Inspector General o^Police^„c.:.. 

MQrs: Khyber Pakhliinkhwa. Peshawar.

375
Copy of the above is forwarded to the;

H. Regional Police Officer, Kohat. One Service Roll and

named Ex-FC received vide vour office Memo: No. 2801/EC. dated 20.02.2020 is returned 

herewith for your office record.

2. District Police Officer. Kohat.

3. PSO.lo IGP/Khyber Pakhtunkhwa. CPO Peshawar.

4. PA to Addl; TGP/HQrs: Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, PcshEnva|^

5. PA to DlG/HQrs: Khyber Pakhtunjehwa. Peshawar.

6. PA to AIG/Legal, Khyber Pakhtunklwva. Peshawar,

7. Orrice Supdt; E-IV CPO Peshfiwar.

No. S/cr^ o
AC

Fauji Missal^ujTrTfjT^She aboveone

!

•s
Y''

77G

-1.Jf
QAR)^?SPKO^^(KASHI ' ZilILF ;mAIG/listablishment.

r 6eneral of Police./For Inspectd 
•Klwher Pakhtunkhwa!, Peshawar,

*.

/

r
I
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KOIlA'r lU'/MONl‘()UCr;nr-PTT:

Tliis (inlor will dispose ofii dcp.'irlnieiil.'d appciil, moved hv 

IZx-Constablc Sabir’Shaii No. 89 Operation SlalTKohat against the punishment 

order, passed by DPO Kohat vide OB No. 1180, dated 25.09.20 i 9 whereby lie was 

awarded ■ major punishment of dismissal from service for the allegations of 

eslablisliing links with most notorious gang of Sumari Bala and providing secret 

information to them regarding conducting of raid etc.

lie preferred an appeal lo llic iindersigited upon which 

coinmeniN were oblaiiied from Ol’O Kohat and his service record was peiaised. I Ic 

was also heard in.person in Orderly Room, held on 14.11.2019. During hearing, he 

did iu)l-advance any plausible cxplaiialloii in his defense lo prove his iniioeeiice 

and just move forwarded lame cx'cnses.

fI
t

i

1 have gone through the available record and came lo Ihe 

conclusion that the allegations leveled against the appellant arc proved beyond any 

shadow of doubt and the same has also been established by the E.O in his findings. 

Being a member of disciplined force, he was not supposed to indulge himself in 

such illegal activities. Therefore, his appeal being devoid of merits is liereby 

rejected.

Order Announced 
14.11.2019
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ioik Mil /2019./EC, dated Kohat the
Copy to District Police Officeiv Kohat for information w/r to 

his office Letter No. 19297/LB, dated 29.10.2019. His Service Roll & Faujl Missal

No.
/ I is returned herewith.
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OFFICE OF THE 
DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER, 

KOHAT
Tel: 0922-9260116 Fax 9260125

ORDER

This order will dispose of departmental proceedings conducted 
against constable Sabir Shah No. 89, (hereinafter called accused official) of 
this district Police, under the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Police Rules, 1975 
(amendment 2014).

Facts arising of the case are that the accused official had contacts 
with notorious Proclaimed Offender group wanted in numerous heinous crimes 
including target killing of 04 Police officers. On midnight of 20'^ /21®‘ Sep; 
2019, Police raid was planned on the aboard of Proclaimed offenders. The 
accused^official being member of a disciplined force provided information to 
the gang, due to which the operation secrecy was leaked by him willfully to the 
loss of the force operating in that raid.

For the above, serious / professional misconduct of the accused 
official, charge sheet alongwith statement of allegations was served upon the 
accused official. SP Operations Kohat was appointed as enquiry officer to 
scrutinize the conduct of accused official. The Enquiry officer vide his report 
established contact of accused official with PO Anwar gang on the eventful 
day the accused official was held guilty of the charge leveled against him.

In view of the above, the accused official was served with Final 
Show Cause Notice to which he submitted reply but he did not advance any 
defense and relied on his reply to the charge sheet.

The accused official was heard in person in Orderly Room held on 
25.09.2019 and afforded opportunity of defense but he failed to submit any 
plausible explanation. However the accused official admitted that he had 
contacted PO Anwar Hayat family for provision of clothes etc to the arrested 
accused after the raid.

L

/•

I have gone through the available record and finding of the enquiry 
officer, which transpires that the accused official had contacts with the 
notorious most wanted POs gang and provided them information regarding 
Police legal action. The misconduct of the accused official was confirmed from 
other sources as well. Besides above, a case vide FIR No. 478 dated 
23.09.2019 U/Ss 216 PPG , 118 Police Act - 2017 PS Jarma has also been 
register against the accuse official.

From the above, I have reached to the conclusion that the accused 
official being member of a disciplined force had relation with notorious PO 
gang and leaked information to facilitate the target killers, thus held guilty of 
violation duty and committed gross professional misconduct. His retention in 
Police department is most dangerous to the lives of Police personnel and any 
serious mishap could not be ruled out. The charge leveled against the accused 
official has been established beyond any shadow of doubt.
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Therefore, in exercise of powers conferred upon me under the ibid 

rules I, Capt. ©Wahid Mehmood, District Police Officer, Kohat impose a major 
punishment of dismissal from service on accused constable Sabir Shah No. 
89 with immediate effect. Kit etc issued be collected 

Announced

I
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%;■

/•.
t m.1

I 25.09.2019
/

11DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER, 
KOHAf i1

OB No.1180 
Dated 25.09.2019

ifi7-^3 //PA dated Kohat the 9^^_2019.
Copy of above is submitted for favour of information to the:- 
Regional Police Officer, Kohat please 
Reader/Pay officer/SRC/OHC for necessary action.
R.I/L.O for clearance report
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DISTRICT-POLICE OFFICER, 
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OFFICE OF THE 
DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER, 

KOHAT
Tel: 0922-9260116 Fax 9260125

y /2019No /PA dated Kohat the

FINAL SHOW CAUSE NOTICE

Capt. ® Wahid Mehmood, District Police Officer, 
Kohat as competent authority, under the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police 
Rules 1975, (amended 2014) is hereby serve you. Constable Sabir No. 
89 as fallow:-

1. I,

That consequent upon the completion of inquiry conducted 
against you by the inquiry officer for which you were given 
opportunity of hearing vide office No. 22039-40/PA dated 
21.09.2019.
On going, through the finding and recommendations of the 
inquiry officer, the material on record and other connected 
papers including your defense before the inquiry officer.
I am satisfied that you have committed the following 
acts/omissions, specified in section 3 of the said ordinance.

You constable Sabir No. 89 leaked the information to 
Anwar group Sumari about raid plan of Jarma Police 
Station. Your this act show professional gross 
misconduct on your part.

1.

11.

a.

As a result thereof, I2. as competent authority, have 
^tentatively decided to impose upon you major penalty provided under the 
Rules ibid.

You are, therefore, required to show cause as to why the 
aforesaid penalty should not be imposed upon you also intimate whether 
you desire to be heard in person.

If no reply to this notice is rece^iy^d—^^ithin 07 days of its 
delivery in the normal course of circumstances, it shall be presumed that 
you have no defence to put in and in that case as ex-parte action shall be 
taken against you.

3.

4.

5. The copy of the finding of inquiry off! closed.

FFICER,



INQUIRY REPORT AGAINST CONSTABLE SABIR N0.89

9A3l

.'A

/PA-Ops Kohat, the dated IL 'C /No. /2019~

.JSIDINGS

This is in response of your good office Charge Sheet vide No.22039-40/PA dated
21.09.2019.

Constable Sabir No.89 was charge sheeted with the allegations below:- 

You Constable Sabir No.89 leaked the information to Anwar group Sumari 
About raid plan of Jarma Police station. Your this act shows professional gross 

misconduct on your part.

For scrutinizing the conduct of enquiry he was summoned for personal hearing, 
recorded his statement and examined thoroughly. In his written reply of charge sheet and 

summary of allegations, he defended himself pleading his innocence. He stated that he was
along with SHO in the raid and in the raid two personnel of Anwar group and one hide assassin 

was arrested. If he has had informed these accused then they never would have been 

arrested. He has no contact with Anwar group directly or indirectly. He has 13 years of service 

and never thought about such activities. He further added that he performed his duty with 

zeal and zest.

In this regard statement Of SHO PS Jarma was also recorded who disclosed that 
from CDR it was proved that Constable Sabir No.89 and father of Constable Shah Muhammad 

were in contact with Anwar Group resident of Sumari. SHO further added that Constable Sabir 
No.89 contacted from his personal Mobile No.0313-7340202 with Asghar Ali member of 
Anwar group resident of Sumari regarding police raid.

Statement of Moharrar PS Jarma Guiab Ali was also recorded who disclosed that 
Constable Sabir No.89 was seen busy on his mobile talking to someone. He further added that 
he does not know to whom he was talking on his mobile phone. (Statement of Moharrar PS 

Jarma is placed in the file for ready reference).

During the course of inquiry he was given complete legitimate opportunity to 
defend himself according to the law, rules and regulation. During enquiry the said Constable 

disclosed that police brought the accused namely Habib Ullah, Anwar Razeem and Rizwan to 

police station jerma. He further stated that the accused namely Habib Ullah, Anwar Razeem 

and Rizwan hail from the area where he resides. He made call to Asghar Ali member of Anwar 
group to make comfortable arrangement for them in the lock-up of PS jerma. He also revealed 

other secrets regarding police further action to them through mobile phone. It is proved that- 
he has good relations with Anwar group and always revealing secret informations to them.

Hence fo^d guil^and is recommended for suitable punishment.

Submitted please.

Superint^^nt of Police, 
Operations, Kohat



Office of the 

District Police Officer, 

Kohat

T)ated,■ / JVb

f CHARGE SHEET.

I, CAPT ® WAHID MEHMOOD, DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER,
KOHAT, as competent authority under Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules 
(amendments 2014) 1975, am of the opinion that you Constable Sabir No. 89 
reiidered yourself liable to be proceeded against, as you have committed the 
following act/omissions within the meaning of Rule 3 of the Police Rules 1975.

You constable Sabir No. 89 leaked the information to 

Anwar group Sumaii. about raid plan of Jarma Police 

Station. Your this act show professional gross 

misconduct on your part.

i.

2. By reasons of the above, you appear to be guilty of 

misconduct under Rule 3 of the Rules ibid and have rendered your.self liable to 

all or any of the penalties specified in the Rule 4 of the Rules ibid.

3. therefore, required to submit your written 

^ statement within 07days of the receipt of this Charge Sheet to the enquiry 

officer. ^ ^

You are

Your written defense if any should reach the Enquiry Officer 

within the specified period, failing which it shall be presumed that you have 

defense to put in and ex-parte action shall be taken against you.

A statement of allegation is enclosed. \ /

no

4.

DISTRICT POLICJE-OFFICER, 
KOH^



Office of the 

District Police Officer, 

Kohat

Dated

DISCIPLINARY ACTION

I CAPT (B) WAHID MEHMOOD, DISTRICT POLICE
OFFICER, KOHAT as competent authority, am of the opinion that you 
Constable Sabir No. 89 have rendered yourself liable to be. proceeded against 
departmentally under Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police Rule 1975 (Amendment 
2014) as you have committed the following acts/omissions.

STATEMENT OF ALLEGATIONS
You constable Sabir No. 89 leaked the information 

to Anwar group Sumari about raid plan of Jarma 

Police Station. Your this act show professional 

gross misconduct on your part.

i.

For the purpose of scrutinizing the conduct of said 
accused with reference to the above allegations SP Operations Kohat is 
appointed as enquiry officer. The enquiry officer shall in accordance with 
provivsiori of the Police Rule-1975, provide reasonable opportunit}^ of hearing to 
tlie accused official, record his findings and make, within twenty five days of 
the receipt of this order, recommendations as to punishment or other 
appropriate action against the accused official.

2.

The accused official shall join the prciceeding on the
date, time and place fixed by the enquiry officer.

DISTRICT Pm^E OFFICER, 
^“'ICOHAT

/pa. dated S/ " ^^ ,/2019.
Copy of above to:-
SP Operations Kohat;- The Enquiry Officer for initiating 
proceedings against the accused under the provisions of Police 
Rule-1975.
The Accused Official:- with the directions to appear before the 
Enquiry Officer, on the date, time and place fixed by him, for the 
purpose of enquiry proceedings.

1.

2.
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