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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR
'

Service Appeal No.251/2018

i

Date of Institution 
Date of Decision

... 22.02.2018 
... 18.09.2020

t

Shah Daoran Sub Inspector Police Department presently posted at District 

Hangu Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.

(Appellant)

VERSUS

*

1. Inspector General of Police Khyber Pakhtunkhwa and (04) Others. ' ■

(Respondents)
■i'

Miss. Naila Jan, 
Advocate ... For appellant.

Mr. Muhammad Jan, 
Deputy District Attorney ... For respondents.

V

I.

MRS. ROZINA REHMAN 
MR. ATIQ-UR-REHMAN WAZIR

MEMBER (J) 
MEMBER (E)

JUDGMENT
70
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ROZINA REHMAN. MEMBER : Through the instant, service appeal the
/•

appellant Shah Daoran Sub Inspector impugns the order dated 27.10.2017

vide which adverse remarks were communicated to him and order dated .

08.03.2018 vide which his departmental appeal was rejected.
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Learned counsel for appellant submitted that according to the2.

instructions on PER, it is mandatory to issue specific warning/counseling

before recording the baleful remarks, in the ACR of the relevant year. He

contended that before resorting to the baleful/adverse remarks in the

ACR/PER, counseling has been held mandatory by the superior courts. He

contended that neither verbal nor in writing any counseling was issued to the

appellant by the reporting officer before recording adverse remarks in the

ACR/PER of the appellant.

3. Conversely, learned DDA contended that the appellant was treated in

accordance with rules and he was afforded ample opportunities not only by

the reporting officer but also by the appellate authority. He contended that

the appellant was consulted and dealt with departmentally. He was directed 

time and again to improve himself and mend his way but he failed to do so

which resulted in adverse remarks in the ACR for the year 2016.

Perusal of record would reveal that4. a detailed report showing

remarks/ACR entries in respect of the present appellant was produced which

shows that he earned Grade-A right from 26.04.2004 to 10.05.2016 and it

was from 27.07.2016 to 31.12.2016, when he was granted Grade-C with

remarks that:

"The performance of the officer during period under report was

found below average. He is not taking interest in official duty, need

to mend his way in future."

From the record, it is evident that his performance was good and he

was appreciated by his seniors time and again. Some of his ACRs are 

available on file, which shows that he was mentioned to be a professional 

and hard working police officer. He was declared fit for promotion. He was
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also awarded certificates in recognition of his outstanding performance as

well as for good performance during search operation in District Kohat.

Besides, other certificates were also awarded for his good performance.

Commendation Certificate was also awarded to the appellant by D.I.G of

Kohat Region. As per rules, before recording unfavorable remarks in the

ACR/PER of a particular year of officer under repo % proper counseling has to

be ensured. Learned DDA was unable to show that any counseling was given

to the appellant during the year 2016 (from 27.C 7.2016 to 31.12.2016). He

was awarded Grade-A and that too, in the year 2016 from 01.01.2016 to

10.05.2016. As such, the appellant succeeded to make out a case for

expunction of baleful and adverse remarks in the ACRs pertaining to the year

2016.

6. In view of the above, the present service appeal is accepted and the

adverse remarks recorded in the ACR/PER for the year 2016 of the appellant

are expunged. No order as to costs. File be consigned to the record room.

ANNOUNCED.
18.09.2020

(Attiq ur Rehman Wazir) 
Member (E)



18.09.2020 Appellant with counsel present.

Mr. Muhammad Jan learned Deputy District Attorney

alongwith Zahid ur Rehman Inspector for respondents present.

Vide detailed judgment of today of this Tribunal placed on

file, the present service appeal is accepted and the adverse

remarks recorded in the ACR/PER for the year 2016 of the

appellant are expunged. No order as to costs. File be consigned

to the record room.

ANNOUNCED.
18.09.2020

k
(Atiq-ur-Rehman Wazir) 

Member (E)
(Ro^a^ehman)

/Memb\(J)
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Due to COVID-19, the case is adjourned to 04.09.2020 

for the same.

10.07.2020

04.09.2020 Appellant with counsel presen

Mr, Muh.„,„d )a„ learned Depa,, DIs.ric, Adome,

-spector foyrespondents
alongwith Zahid ur Rdllman In\

/.■present.

Arguments heard. To come, up order on 18.09.2020 

before D.B.

Vyz ---------
(Attiq ur Rehman)

Member (E) (Rozina Rehman) 
Member (J)

;
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Learned counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Usman Ghani 

learned District Attorney alongwith Mr. Aamir Hussain ASI for 

the respondents present. Representative of the respondents 

department, submitted written reply which is placed on file.

12.02.2020

Adjourned. To come up for arguments on 24.02.2020 before D.B.

V
(Hu^Jn Shah) 

Member
(M. Amin Khan Kundi) 

Member

ytdjorne^J iyx?
Iki

V
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Due to public holiday on account of GOVID-19, the case is 

adjourned to 09.06.2020 for same as before.

01.04.2020

Counsel for the appellant and Mr. Muhammad Jan, 
Deputy District Attorney for the respondents present.

Respondents are directed to prepare the index of 
Performance Evaluation Reports of the appellant and submit 

the same o 

10.07.20^

9.06.2020

. i-r:.'
before the next date.of hearing.' Adjourned to .

for necord before D.B.
A

i V

(M. Amir/Khan Kundi) 
Member

(Mian Muhammao) 
Member

.y
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Counsel for the appellant and Mr. Usman Ghani, District 

Attorney alongwith Mr. Ghulam Murtaza, Inspector (Legal) for the, 

respondents present. Learned counsel for the appellant submitted 

amended appeal which is placed on record. Case to come up for reply 

on amended appeal on (-f. 11.2019 before D.B.

, , .11.10.2019

H-
(M. AMIN KHAN KUNDI) 

MEMBER
(HUSSAIN SHAH) 

MEMBER

Counsel for the appellant and Mr. Kabirullah Khattak, 

Additional AG alongwith Mr. Ghulam Murtaza, Inspector (Legal) for 

the respondents present. A copy of amended appeal was handed 

over to the learned Additional AG. Case to come up for reply on 

amended appeal on 13.12.2019 before D.B.

11.11.2019 .

(M. Amin Khan Kundi) 
Member

(Ahmfld Hassan) 
Member

13.12.2019 Clerk to counsel for the appellant present. AddI: 

AG alongwith Mr. Amir Hussain, PSI for respondents 

present. Appellant seeks adjournment due to general 

strike of the bar. Adjourned. Case to come up for 

arguments on 12.02.2020 before D.B.
\'

V
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Service Appeal No. 251/2018

Counsel for the appellant and Mr. Muhammad Jan, Deputy District 

Attorney alongwith Mr. Amir Hussain, PASI for the respondents present. It 

was pointed out by the learned Deputy District Attorney that the 

departmental appeal of the appellant has been rejected by the departmental 

authority vide order dated 08.03.2018 after the institution of present service 

appeal but the same has not been challenged by the appellant through 

Servic_e^ Appeal.

■ .-25.07.2019

Record also reveals that the departmental appeal was filed by the

appellant against the impugned adverse remarks but the same was not

responded within the statutory period of 90 days by the departmental

authority therefore, the appellant filed the present service appeal. However,

after statutory period and institution of service appeal, the departmental

authority has decided the departmental appeal of the appellant on

08.03.2018 therefore, the appellant is directed to challenge the said 
•*

departmental authority order dated 08.03.2018 through amendment in 

appeal. Case to come up for amended appeal on 05.09.2019 before D.B.

(M. Amin Khan Kundi) 
MemberMember

Learned counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Usman 

Ghani learned District Attorney alongwith Mr. Ghulam 

Murtaza Inspector for the respondents present. Learned 

eounsel for the, appellant seeks adjournment. Adjourned. To 

up for further proceedings on 11.10.2019 before D.B.

05.09.2019
I

\

come

M^undi)(M. Amin
MemberMember

(

A
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Counsel for., the. appellant and. lyir. Muhammad Jan, Deputy District 

Attorney alongwith Mr. Mahabat Khan, S.I for the respondents present. 

Learned counsel for the appellant seeks adjournment. Adjourn. To come up 

for arguments on 18.04.2019 before D.B.

14.03.2019

(M. HAMD MUGHAL) 
MEMBER

(M. AMIN KHAN KUNDI) 
MEMBER

18.04.2019 Appellant in person present. Mr. Muhammad Jan 

learned Deputy District Attorney alongwith Mr. Gul Zad 

ASI for the respondents present. Due to general strike of the 

bar council learned counsel for the appellant is not in 

attendance. Adjourned. To come up for arguments 

13.06.2019 before D.B.

on

V
T ■

(Hussain Shah) 
Member

(M. Amin Khan Kundi) 
Member

13.06.2019 Counsel for the appellant and Mr. Muhammad Jan, 

Deputy District Attorney alongwith Mr. Tasawar Hussain, 

PAST for the respondents present. Learned Deputy District 

Attorney informed the court that as per para-12 of the reply of 

respondents, the departmental appeal of the appellant has been 

rejected by the departmental authority but the same is not 

available on the record * "Iherefare, representative of the 

department is directed to furnish the same positively on the next 

date. Adjourned to 25.07.219 for record and arguments before

D.B.

(Ahmad Ha^san) 

Member
(M. Amin Khan Kundi) 

Member

\
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06.11.2018 Due to retirement of Hon’ble Chairman, the Tribunal is

dehinct. Therefore, the case is adjourned. To come up on 

23.11.2018. Written reply received on behalf of 

respondents by Sheraz H.C and placed on file.

R]2A1)ER
!!■

23.11.2018 Learned counsel for the appellant and Mr. 

Muhammad .Tan learned Deputy District Attorney for the 

respondents present. Learned counsel for the appellant 

submitted rejoinder, which is placed on file and also requested 

for adjournment. Adjourn. 'I'o come up for arguments on

07.01.2019 before D.B.

ember Member

Appellant with counsel and Mr. Muhammad Jan learned 

Deputy District Attorney present. Learned counsel for the appellant 

seeks adjournment. Adjourn. To come up for arguments on 

21.02.2019 before D.B.

07,01.2019

MemberMember

21.02.2019 Learned counsel for the appellant and Mr. Usman Ghani 

learned District Attorney along with Mr. Amir Hussain ASI for 

the respondents present. Learned counsel for the appellant 

request for adjournment. Adjourned to 14.03.2019 before D.B

Member Chairman
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. vT30.04.2018 None presem on-behalf'of appci 

respondents present. The Tribunal is non 

tlic Ilonorable Chairman, 'rherclbrc, the 

for the same on 27.06.2018 before S.IT

ant. Learned Acldl: ACL'Tor the 

functional due'to rctirenient of 

case is adjourned. To conic up.

Reader

27.06.2018 Counsel for the appellant and Muhammad Jan, DDA 

for the respondents present. Written reply not submitted. 

Requested for adjournment. Adjourned, 

itply/comments on 01.08.2018 before S.B.
To come up for written^ .

^ '

Member

01.08.2018 Miss. Naila Jan, Advocate counsel for the appelant 

present. Mr. Kabirullah Khattak, Addl; AG for respondents 

present. Written reply not submitted. The latter requested: for 

adjournment. Granted. To come up for written reply/comrrients 

on 12.09.2018 before S.B.

0
>

Chairman

Since 12^'" September 2018 has been declared as 

public holiday, by the Provincial Government 

account of 1 Mukharram-ul-Haram, therefore the 

is adjourned to 06.11.2018 for reply before S.B.

11.09.2018

on

case- s

Gnctirman
\



Form-A

FORMOF ORDERSHEET
Court of

251/2018Case No.

Date of order 
proceedings

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

1 2 3

22/02/2018 The appeal of Mr. Shah Dauran presented today by Naila 

Jan Advocate may be entered in the Institution Register and put 

up to Worthy Chairman for proper order please.

1

.\

This case is entrusted to S. Bench for preliminary hearing 

to be put up there on ['^1 1-^ ■ .4 /*>/1£.O-2-

Learned counsel for the appellant present. Preliminary 

arguments heard.

The appellant has filed the present service appeal 
against the adverse remarks as reflected in the AGR for 
the period from 27.07.2016 to 31.12.2016. fhe appellant 
also fled representation against the adverse remarks 

which was not replied.

• 12.03,2018

Joints raised need consideration. Admitted for •

rocess FeeAppe’V
Secuii

■ hearing subject to all just/legai objections.^ Thereguia
appellant is directed to deposit process fee$ and security 

10 days, thereafter notice be issued to 
resporldents for written repiy/comments on 30.04.2018

■>

^ ..within

before S.B

V

i(Muhammaa Hamid Mughal) 

Member
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BEFORE THE HONBLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICES TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

/2019Amended Appeal No.

Shah Dauran Sub inspector Police Department 

presently posted at District Hangu Khyber 

Pakhtunkhwa.

(Appellant

VERSUS

1. Inspector General of Police Khyber 
Pakhtunkhwa regional Police offi^cer Kohat

2. Deputy Inspector General of Police Kohat 

Regional.
3. Regional Police Officer Kohat Region.
4. District Police Officer Karak.
5. District Police Officer Hangu.

(Respondents).

APPEAL U/S 4 OF KHYRRR
PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICES TI^IBUNAL
ACT -1974 AGAINST THE ADVERSE
REMARKS FOR THE PERIOD W.E.F 27-

TO07-2016 31-12-2016
!COMMUNICATED ON 27-10-2017 AND ’i

REJECTION ORDER DATED d8/03/2018
DISPOSAINON OF THEj h

DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL DATED 14- f

11-2017.

i ' ]

PRAYER IN APPEAL:-

ON ACCEPTANCE OF THIS SERVICE
APPEAL THE IMPUGNED ADVERSE

/

i
■f

■ -

. / . ■ ■/
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REMARKS IN THE ACR FOR THE PERIOD
WITH EFFECT FROM 27-07-2016 TO 31-12-
2016 AND IMPUGNED ORDER DATED
08/03/2018 MAY KINDLY BE SET ASIDE
BEING ILLEGAL AGAINST THE FACTS.
RULES NOT APPLICABLE TO THE RIGHTS
OF APPELLANT.

Respectfully Sheweth?
Appellant submits as under

1. That the appellant was enrolled as Constable

in Police Department in the year 23-08-1987

due to his good performance promoted step

wise now working as SI/SHO in Police Station

City, Hangu.

2. That the appellant was posted as SHO in

different Police Stations in District Kohat

during which his performance was

remarkable and also enjoy the confidence of

the then of high-ups, all his “A” ACRs and

several certificates with OB No. 1393 dated

28.06.1988, OB No. 1094 dated 31.05.1998,



OB No. 1109 dated 23.05.1989 and so on from

DPOs District Kohat.

3. That the appellant is also awarded by worthy

Inspector General of Police, Khyber

Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar with certificate for

his good performance.

4. That the appellant was transferred from

District Kohat to District Karak in year 2016.

5. That the appellant during his posting in

District Karak avail a number of official

secret and confidential task assigned to him.

6. That ultimately the appellant was posted as

SHO P.S Karak. During the SHOship the

appellant achieved several achieved several

important goal as a resulted, he was awarded

with CCTII Certificates and cash reward Rs.

500/- OB No. 761 dated 09-12-2019, by the

then DPO Karak and was also awarded with

cash prize Rs. 3000/- and C-I Certificate.



7. That after some time misunderstanding were

developed between the appellant and the then

DPO Karak.

8. That the appellant a number of :imes directly

and indirectly tried to remove the said

misunderstanding but all in vain, even the

appellant’s apology get no mass.

9. The enquiries base at bias as ini dated against

the appellant which resulted in compulsory

retirement of the appellant from his service.

10. That the order of compulsory re drement from

service being unlawful and against the facts

did not stand at the initial stages of appeal

and was set aside resultantly, :he appellant

was re-instated in service.

11. That the appellant shocked to received the

impugned adverse remarks in the ACR for

the period w.e.f from 27-07-2( 16 to 31-12-

2016 by the responding officer i.k Respondent

No. 4 and countersigning officer (Respondent



No. 3) which was communicated vide letter

No. 345/CC dated 27-10-2017 which is against

the law and rules. (Copy of the impugned

remarks is as annexure “A”).

12, That the appellant aggrieved from the

impugned remarks filed Departmental appeal

before Respondent No. 1 which was forwarded

vide letter No.6328/PA dated- 14/11/2017 and

was finally rejected by the Res )ondent No.l

vide order dated 08/03/2018, however the

same was not communicated to the appellant

and was communicated on 25/07/2019 during

arguments, hence the appellant filling the

instant amended appeal on the following

grounds (Copies of departmental appeal and

letter & final order are annexure “B, C & D”).

GROUNDS'

A. That the impugned remarks are against the

law rules and principle of natural justice.



B. That the appellant has not been provided any

opportunity of personal hearing.

C.That no counseling, notice was provided 

before writing the impugned remarks. Hence 

the impugned remarks are liable to be 

expunch being contrary to law and rules.

D.That even No show cause Notice has ever 

been issued to the appellant nor did any 

complaint has ever been filed against the 

appellant by any one.

E. That the appellant has not been treated in 

accordance with Article 25 of the Constitution 

of Islamic Republic of Pak 1973.

F. That the performance and honesty of the 
appellant is evident from the recjommendation 

certificate. Hence the remarks of both the 

reporting as well as counter signing officer 

are based on malafide and without 

justification and solid grounds.

G.That the impugned final order is non­
speaking order as the same has been rejected 

without assigning any reason.

H.That the appellant well adduce other grounds 

during the course of arguments.

It is therefore requested that the appeal 

of the appellant may kindly be accepted as 

prayed for.

Dated: 11/10/2019.
Appellant

Through
Naila cmn
Advocate,
Peshawar,

High^Court
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BEFORE THE HONORABLE SERVICE TRIBUNALi<HYBER PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR
—W -tv.:

Service appeal No. 25.1//2018 
SI Shah Doran Appellant

t

VERSUS'I

Provincial Police Officer, 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa .& Others Respondents
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BEFORE THE HONORABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA.

SERVICE TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR

iV-r Service Appeal No. 251/2018 ' 

Shah Doran SI .... (Appellant)

Versus
\ ■ Provincial Police Officer, 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa & others .... (Respondents)

PARAWISE COMMENTS ON BEHALF OF RESPONDENTS

Respectfully Sheweth; -

Para wise comments on behalf of Respondent are submitted as under:- 

Preliminarv Objections;

That the appellant has got no cause of action.

That the appellant has got no locus standi.

That the appeal is not maintainable in the present form. '

That the appeal is not maintainable for misjoinder and non-misjoinder of parties 

That the appellant is stopped to file the instant appeal for his own act.

That the appellant has not come with clean hands to this Honorable Tribunal. 

That the appeal is time barred.

a.

b.

c.

d.

e.

f.

g-
FACTS

Pertains to record hence no comments,

Pertains to record hence no comments.

Irrelevant, hence no comments.

Pertains to record hence no comments.

Being member of disciplined department the appellant is under obligation to perform 

his duty in accordance with law, rules and lawful orders of the competent authority / 

his superiors.

Reply is submitted in Para No. 5, however, it is submitted that award and punishment 

in Police department run side by side.

Incorrect, it is illogical that a senior Police Officer, who was immediate commander of 

the appellant, had any misunderstanding.

This Para is irrelevant and has no cogent evidence / reason.

Incorrect, the appellant was proceeded with departmentally for his professional 

misconduct and a punishment of compulsory retirement from service was awarded by 

respondent No. 4, for misconduct proved against him. Copy of order is annexure A. 

Pertains to record hence no comments.

The respondent No. 4 was immediate commander of the appellant, who on 

observation of conduct of the appellant and in exercise of powers conferred upon him 
under ACR rules reported adverse remarksj in the ACR, which was correctly 

countersigned by respondent No. (2/3)DIG/RPC.

Departmental representation against the adverse remarks in ACR of the appellant was 

examined by respondent No. 1 correctly filed.

1.
2.

3.

4.

5.

6.

7.

8.

9.

10.
11.

12.

GROUNDS

Incorrect, the adverse remarks in ACR of the appellant was passed by respondent No. 

4 in according to rules.

Incorrect.

Incorrect, the appellant was consulted and informed accordingly.

Incorrect, the appellant was called by respondent No. 4, informed and heard in 

person.

a.

■

b.

c.

d.



§
Incorrect, the appellant was proceeded in accordance with ACR rules.

Incorrect, the service record of the appellant is in different.

Incorrect, a leagal order was passed by respondent No. 1.

The respondent may laso be allowed to advance other gorunds during hearing.

e.

f.

> 9-
h.

I

In view of the above, it is prayed that the appeal may graciously be dismissed.

InspeqtfiP^eneral of Poiice 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar. 

(Respondent No. 1)

Deputy Inspector GenergU 
Kohat Regpwr'fCohat 

(R^pefl^ent No. 2/3)

I
DistrictPglice- 

^^^Mrak 
; (Respondent No. 4)

ice, ®f.

District Police Officer 
^ Hangu 

(Respondent No. 5)

1
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My this Order will [disposed of (05) departmental enquiries against SI Shah Dawran 

(suspended) of this district-police.

Facts are that;-
Whereas case file of case FIR No. 465 dated 14.11.2016 u/s 377 PPC PS Sabir Abad ' 
was marked .on 17:'11.2016 to him by SP, Investigation Wing Karak through the DPO 
Karak to'register the case in PS City Karak as the commission of offence was committed 
in the area of PS Karak while he has kept the case file in cold storage up to 03.01.2017. 
SI failed to register the case and he intentionally delayed it up to 45 days which spoil the 
evidence as a result of which the complainant was deprived of the justice. Instead of;’ 
registration of pfop.dr FIR under the relevant section of law, he marked the case file to 
KBl staff for further'^action which is tantamount to gross negligence on his part.

^ ■

1.
r

-i

r-

the above mentioned Allegations and Mr. Mehar AliHe was-issued Charge Sheet on 
the then SDPO. Karak was appointed as Enquiry Officer to conduct proper departmental
enquiry against’him and to submit report within stipulated period.

The Enquiry Officer reported on the allegations at SNo. 01 that on 17.11.2016, the case 
file was marked tO him/by SP. Investigation Wing Karak through the DPO Karak for 
registration of FIR'which was pending upto 03.01.2017. The Enquiry Officer held him 
responsible for causing in ordinate delay which speaks highly badly upon the working of 
respondent. Therefore, the E.O recommended him for minor punishment. Furthermore.- 
he was also heard in person and cross examined by the Enquiry Officer but he failed to_

put in plausible reply.

SI Shah Doran SHO PS Karak was time & again directed to improve his performance 
but he failed to do so and turned deaf ear towards the directions of high ups. In this

sheet under mentioned allegations is issued to him and Mr

2.

regard, another charge 
Muhammad Nazir, SDPO. B.D.Shah was appointed as Enquiry Officer to conduct proper
departmental enquiry against him and to submit report within stipulated period.

That from the perusal of comparative crime statement in the below cases regarding 
dacoity, recovery of M.car/M.cycle snatching and arrest of accused in murder cases 
in the year 20.16 were found nil, inspite of repeated directions in the meetings, his 

performance remain adverse and unsatisfactory.

A. '

Case property which are not 
recovered

Case FIR No.PSSNo

M/Cycle+MobileFIR No. 634 dated 22.09.2016
u/s 382 _________ ______ ^_
FIR No. 674. dated 21.09.2016
u/s 382 __________ ^__
FIR No. 716 dated09.11.2016 u/s 
381 PPC____________________
FIR No. 26 dated12.01.2016 u/s
382, 457, 148,. 149 PPC

1
Karak

M/Cycle2
It Honda M/Cycle3

Rs. 4,10.000/-Gold= 25 Tola 
Pistol= 01 91VIM Mob: phone= 
Rs.20.000/- 

r4

Q-Mobile Z-2FIR No. 78 dated 31.01.2016 u/s
,17f2)Haraba _____________
FIR No. 224 dated 03.04.2016 
u/s 302. 324, 34 PPC

,5 •
Charged = 02 un-arrested.6 .

Charged = 02 un-arrestedFIR No. 330 dated 03.05.2016
u/s 302. 34 PPC ___________
FIR No. 422 dated 26.06.2016
u/s 302 PPC ________________

.. ■: FIR No. 702 dated 01.11.2016

7

Unknown accused• v
■■ 8

Unknown accused9-'
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B, 06.0,ju;. ™«7j'r'ss ;s»s.icr“?or,;;

» f l]

B//

i

f
1,

\

1"

adverse on his part-

SH’SEr or;rs„“
ensure his priesence on important occasion.

D That SI Shah'Uan developed relations with criminal Mir Nawaz s/o Arsala Khan 
■ Ivolved in the.0ollowing cases which is against the disaplinary Rules.-

1- 'fir No 186 date 31.08.2001 u/s 4,5,6 Gambling Act,
II. 'fir No. 58 dated 14.03.2002 u/s 4PO.
III. FlR.No. 85 dated 13.04.2005 u/s
IV fir No. 34 dated 24.02.2005 u/s y^PO.
V^FIR No- 80 dated 06.05.2006 u/s 5.6 Gambling Act.■ r.=r.~~“:s=s

He is in league with them for gainirrg

tested interest.

ii;

u■t

1

"tleSd'of ar!°est of PCSirfound saLactory. Furthermore, the respondent

' Officer but he failed to put in plausible reply.

i

n
•<

, p nriPrilv Oh 24 11 2016 a proclaimed offender Wlosam Khan s/o Hukam Khan r/o 
= "r. idsfM »Ln," ...a. «. .™.»d and ,.d,.,n« in ana da, P-d.

custody:-

i fir No- ^40 dated 07.06.2014 u/s 506 PPG 

■■ Sr Z. S= SS “S lSie “a» S, 48 ,4^0 

i;- '■ m dSiSmijw”atM2,146,,49" pc PS S.Bl.b.d

V

iii.;;
V

i
\ ■

«
s'.

.v's-i
'...

••c* lerr



r

•ir " P

■

Page 3 of 5
b

-'»■* ..On 10.01.20.17, the video 
physical violence by Police against the PO. Reportedly, the said video \A/as taken 
during custod^^period of accused and shared with media persons which shows h| 
negligence. .

shown by 92 News Channel regarding using qtwas

f'•*

This: act of,-physical violence by the. Police against the accused/PO displayed qn 
media shows.gross professional misconduct on his part and has tarnished the image

of KP Police.,a
.. //

On the directions of high ups, proper-case 
119, 120 Police Ordinance 2016 PS Karak was registered against the delinquent
Police SI Shah Dawran and others

e
vide FIR No. 12 dated 10.01.2017 u/s

..i
the above mentioned allegations and Mr. Qazi •He was issued Charge Sheet on . ^ ki • enDr^

Saiiad Ud Din SP Investigation Wing Karak and Mr. Muhammad Nazir, SDPO, 
B.-D.Shah were appointed as Enquiry Officers to conduct proper departmental 
enquiry against him and to submit report within stipulated period.

i

the above allegations at SNo. 03 ahdThe Enquiry-Team submitted their findings 
the accused official were recommended for minor punishment. The Enquiry Officers 
did not produced cogent reasons with regard to the fate of accused official. The 

^allegations are virtually serious and his linkage with allegations could not be ruled 
out. The accused SI has committed professional misconduct by making video at his 
behest whichl brought humiliation to the Force. This act on the part of accused SI 
was extr^nieiy worse which required to be considered seriously. The accused SI is 
liable for. punitive action. Furthermore, he was also heard in person and cross 
examined By'the Enquiry Officer but he failed to put in plausible reply.

on

held responsible during the course^ofIt is'astonishing that accused official was 
investigation*'- by Investigation Team but during the enquiry' process, the E.O 
recommende'd him for minor punishment as solid evidence are available on enquiry 
file. The undersigned do not agree with the findings of Enquiry Officer and 
undersignedhs competent to award him appropriate punishment.

•t

4. As per findings report of initial enquiry conducted by SDPO. B.D.Shah: -

A That SI Shah Dawran while posted as 1/C Guard District Jail Karak entered report in 
Daily Dairy Tno. 31 dated 10.01.2017 PS Karak against LHC Faiz Ullah No. 834 for 
receiving money which is against the Police Rule 14.25 and 14.26.

'.That SI alleged baseless accusation against LHC Faiz Ullah No. 834 and did not 
proved which is contrary to the Police Rule 22.50

entered report in Roznamcha of PS Karak instead of Police Lines Karak

ri

6

C. That SI
which shows his personal grievances and grudges.

V

II

D That the daily diary report was entered on the same day on which Police Torture 
video of accused Mosam Khan was shown on TV. His this act Is against service 
discipline, lamount to gross misconduct and punishable under the Police Rules 

' 22.50.” tU allegations were proved in the initial enquiry therefore he was issued 
'Charge Sh^et on the above mentioned allegations and Mr. Qazi Sajjad Ud Din.^SP, 
Investigation Wing Karak was appointed as Enquiry Officer to conduct proper 
departmental enquiry against him and to submit report within stipulated period but he 
returned the enquiry with certain observation. The said enquiry was than marked to 
SDPO Takht-e-Nasrati and Inspector Umer Zada SHO PS Latamber vide this Office 

■ ‘ Endst: Noj-M 91-93/PA (Enq) dated 11.04.2017. ■*

2^4 «

V. 1



"4
■i .

T' -

) Page 4 of 5

The Enquiry team submitted their findings in which the allegations mentioned at, 
SNo. 04 were'Established against the delinquent official. The Enquiry, Officers i? 
recommended: him for award of major punishment under the Police Rules 22.50 in_ 
which minimurti-punishment is dismissal from service according to the Policeo 
Rules‘22.50 (Any Police official who made false entry in daily diary is liable for 
punishment of dismissal from service). The Enquiry Officer in presence of PWs LHC ' 
Naseer Iqbal Nd? 88. LHC Faizullah No. 834, HC Noor Ul Amin No. 717, Const: Syed 
Rahim No. 476.’^Const: Qabil Rehman No. 131, Const: Akman Ullah No. 726 and 
Const; Noshadfuilah No. 770 cross examined and heard in person the accused, 
official but he failed to put in plausible reply.

As per Daily Diaryj^report No. 05 dated 29.01.2017, SI Shah Dawran while posted as^ 
SHO at Police Station Karak. the following case files were marked to him which was, 
kept pending at Police Station and he badly failed to ensure put in court which is quite,,

adverse on his part:
'ij

I Case FIR No. 762 dated 14.12.2016 u/s 9(A)CNSA pending from 14.12.2016 to till date.
II. Case FIR No. 740 dated 25.11.2016 u/s 9(A)CNSA pending from 25.11.2016 to till date.

III. Case FIR No.- 599 dated 21.09.2016 u/s V* AF pending from 21.09.2016 to till date.
IV. Case FIR No. 604 dated 21.09.2016 u/s 279 pending from 21.09.2016 to till date.
V Case FIR No. 601 dated 21.09.2016 u/s 9{A)CN pending from 01.10.2016 to till date.
VI Case FIR No. 592 dated 17.09.2016 u/s 9(A)CNSA pending from 17.09.2016 to till date. 

Case FIR No. 6'59 dated 29.09.2016 u/s 216 PPC pending from 30.09.2016 to till date.
Vlll Case FIR No; 738 dated 24.11.2016 u/s 9(A)CNSA pending from 15.12.2016 to till date. ; 

IX Case FIR No 655 dated 27.09.2016 u/s 279 PPC pending from 27.09.2016 to till date.
X. Case FIR Nd. '611 dated 21.09.2016 u/s 279 PPC pending from 21.09.2016 to 24.09.2016. .
XI. Case FIR No. 571 dated 02.09.2016 u/s % AF pending from 03.09.2016 to till date
XII Case FIR No. 506 dated 06.08.2016 u/s 9(A)CNSA pending from 06.09.2016 to till date. .
Xm Case FIR No. 505 dated 06.08.2016 9(A)CNSA pending from 19.08.2016 to till date. d

Case FIR No!59,3 dated 19.09.2016 u/s 341 PPC pending from 17.12.2016 to till date.
Case FIR No. 563 dated 01.09.2016 u/s 15AA pending from 29.11.2016 to till date.
Case FIR No. 521 dated 12.08.2016 u/s 15AA pending from 23.08.2016 to till date.

•« •
•

He was, issued Charge Sheet on the above mentioned allegations at serial No. 05 and 
Mr. Rafi Ullah,, sbPO, Takht-e-Nasrati was appointed as Enquiry Officer to conduct 
proper departmental enquiry against him and to submit report within stipulated period.

The Enquiry Officer reported that delinquent official is responsible for making 
unnecessary delay in the disposal of case files. The Enquiry Officer held the accused 
official guilty and recommended him for award of harsh punishment. Furthermore, the 
delinquent officiaiyas also heard in person and cross examined by the Enquiry Officer 

but he failed to put in plausible reply.

.'1!■<

‘ > ''i i

5.

t

It

b

VII.

XIV.
XV.

XVI.

u
If

From the perusal of his service record, the delinquent official has blemished service 

record as detail given below:-

fine Rs. 100/- and 01 day extra drill vide DPO, Kohat OB No. 2448 datedA. He was
14.12.1988. i; .j

B. He was fine Rs. 50/- due to bad turned out and general parade on 15.04.1989 vide
DPO. Kohat OB No. 846 dated 18.04.1989.

C. He was absented from duty and awarded minor punishment of Censure vide OB No.
148 dated 09.02.2005. , •. i

D He was awarded major punishment of Compulsory Retirement from service vide 
DPO Kohat OB No. 44 dated 09.01.2014 due to corruption. He was reinstated in 
service vide'5 the CPO Peshawar office order Endst: No. S/1620-28/ dated 
1 -1.03.2015-due to weak enquiry proceedings.

According tqlthe Police Rules 16-9, a Police officer/official who continuously exhibit 
misconducUin-discipline and character proving incorrigibility is liable for major 
punishment rather than minor punishment.

1

— Ji

1
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mfintionsd at SNo. 02 and 04. Furtharnnore. > . •.

undersiiTTeSTndffGTopport defense was provided-to him but the
official failed to put in any cogent reason. The accused official was held responsioi. 
for his involvement in serious allegations which were proved against him beyond an,

committed professional misconduct and hi

The• / : .

the accused official also stated that hr

Kohat was

i

r . 4^^** ‘T 'T

1

feferesItrCent dlpartmenfal aln. Therefore, in exercise of powers conferre 

upon’me, I mL Nasib Jan, District Police Officer, Karak hereby imposed majo 

punishment of Compulsory Retirement from service with immediate effect.

. J *
i

I

- r' 1
i •

• <■

District Po^ cj^ficer,' Karak:
OB NO. __ _

. DATED

i
!
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BE^RE THE HONORABr.E SERVICE TRIBUNACTHYBER PAKHTIJNKHWA PESHAWARV

i

Service appeal No. 251//2018 
SI Shah Doran . Appellant

VERSUS

Provincial Police Officer, 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa & Others Respondents

AFFIDAVIT

I, the undersigned respondent No; 03, do hereby
r'

solemnly affirm and declare on oath on behalf of respondents, thaUthe contents

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

and nothing has been concealed from this Honorable Court.

4

DISTRI^TPOLICE OFFICRE, 
KARAK

(Respondent No. 4)

^fstr ici Police O^ces* 
Karak

V‘*
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VBEFORE THE HONBLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICES TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

2-S'IService Appeal No^ /2018

Shah Da^an Sub Inspector

VERSUS

Govt, of KP.K& Others.

INDEX

S# Description of Documents Annex Pages

Grounds of Appeal.1. 1-6
Affidavit.2. 7
Addresses of Parties3. 8
Copy of the impugned remarks_______
Copies of departmental appeal and 
letter

4 “A” 9*10
5 B&C” 11-13

Other documents6
Wakalat Nama10

Dated: 20/02/2018

Appelh

Naila Jai.
Advocate, High Court 

Peshawar.

a JanThrough h •-^sha^ ocate3^ Hi c

\
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BEFORE THE HONBLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICES TRIBUNAL BESHkWAR

.-:.fe:4-v3c-iv Tributiaj

Appeal No. _?:£i_/2018 £>li«sp>- !Vo

Shah Da®2fan Sub inspector Po ice Department 

presently posted at District Hangu Khyber 

Pakhtunkhwa.

(Appellant

VERSUS

1. Inspector __
Pakhtunkhwa

2. Deputy Inspector General of Police Kohat 

Regional.
3. Regional Police Officer Kohat Region.
4. District Police Officer Karak.
5. District Police Officer Hangu.

General of Police Khyber

(Respondents),

APPEAL U/S 4 OF KHYBER

PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICES TRIBUNAL
1'2

itc.e

ACT -1974 AGAINST THE ADVERSE

REMARKS FOR THE PERIOD W.E F 27-

07-2016 TO 31-12-2016 COMMUNICATED

ON 27-10-2017 AND NON DISPOSAL OF

THE DEPARTMENTAL APPEA . DATED "2 ^
\14-11-2017.

*>
%

o

3c,



PRAYER IN APPE]ffi:- •' ■*#

ON ACCEPTANCE OF THTS SERVICE 

APPEAL THE IMPUGNED ADVERSE
REMARKS IN THE ACR FOR THE PERTOn 

WITH EFFECT FROM 27-07!-2016 TO 31-12-

2016 MAY KINDLY BE EXPUNCHED BEING 

ILLEGAL. AGAINST THE FACTS RUT.ES 

NOT APPLICABLE TO THE RIGHTS OF 

APPELLANT.

Respectfully Sheweth;

Appellant submits as under

1. That the appellant was enrolled as Constable

in Police Department in the year 23-08-1987 

due to his good performance promoted step 

wise now working as SI/SHO in Police Station

City, Hangu.

2. That the appellant was posted as SHO in

different Police Stations in District Kohat

•O during which his performance. was

remarkable and also enjoy the confidence of

the then of high-ups, all his “A” ACRs andO

>

several certificates with OB No. 1393 dfed



‘ ’'Sr.' t''

5)r
28.06.1988, 0B No.^ 1094 dated 31.05.1998

OB No. 1109 dated 23.05.1989 and so on from

DPOs District Kohat.

3. That the appellant is also awarded by worthy 

Inspector General

Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar with certificate for 

his good performance.

of Police, Khyber

4. That the appellant was transferred from 

District Kohat to District Karak in year 2016,

5. That the appellant during his posting in 

District Karak avail a number of official 

secret and confidential task assigned to him.

6. That ultimately the appellant was posted as 

SHO P.S Karak. During the^ SHOship the 

appellant achieved several achieved several 

important goal as a resulted, he was awarded 

with CCTII Certificates and cash reward Rs. 

500/- OB No. 761 dated 09-12-20#, by the 

then DPO Karak and was also awarded with 

cash prize Rs. 3000/- and C-I Certificate.

A

V
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7. That aft@f sofhe timfe misunc erstanding were 

developed between the appellant and the then

DPO Karak.

8. That the appellant a number of times directly 

and indirectly tried to remove the said

misunderstanding but all in vain, even the 

appellant’s apology get no mass.

9. The enquiries base at bias as initiated against 

the appellant which resultec. in compulsory

retirement of the appellant from his service.

10. That the order of compulsory retirement from 

service being undawful and against the facts 

did not stand at the initial stages of appeal 

and was set aside resultantly, the appellant 

was re-instated in service.

11. That the appellant shocked 0 received the

impugned adverse remarks i:0 Cl the ACR for 

^ the period w.e.f from 27-07-2016 to 31-12-

a»

s.
< 1O O

o
2016 by the responding officer i,e. Respondent 

No. 4 and countersigning officer (Respondent

c



-Mo. 3) which was communicated vide letter 

No. 345/CC dated 27‘10‘2017 which is against 

the law and rules. (Copy of the impugned 

remarks is as annexure “A”).

12. That the appellant aggrieved from the 

impugned remarks filed Departmental appeal 

before Respondent No. 1 which was forwarded

vide letter No.6328/PA dked: 14/11/2017

however the Respondent failed to decide the 

same within the stipulated period hence the 

appellant filling the instar.t appeal on the 

following grounds (Copies of departmental 

appeal and letter is as annexure “B” & “C”).

GROUNDS;

A. That the impugned remarkb are against the 

law rules and principle of natural justice.

^ B. That the appellant has not been provided
I

opportunity of personal hearing.

> any

C. That counseling, notice was provided 

before writing the impugned remarks. Hence

no



f
the impugned remarks are liable to be 

expunch being contr'ary-to law and rules.

D. That even No show cause Notice has ever 

been issued to the appellant nor did any 

complaint has ever been filed against the 

appellant by any one.

E. That the appellant has not been treated in 

accordance with Article 25 of the Constitution 

of Islamic Republic of Pak 1973.

F. That the performance and honesty of the 

appellant is evident from the recommendation 
certificate. Hence the remjarks of both the 

reporting as well as counter signing officer 

are based on malafide and 

justification and solid grounds.
without

G.That the appellant well adduce other grounds 

during the course of arguments.

It is therefore request.ed that the appeal 

of the appellant may kindly be accepted 

prayed for.
as

Dated: 20/02/2018.
Wpella.

Through A ourt
Nai^Jan
Advocate, High Court 

Peshawar.



1
BEFORE THE HONBLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA

SERVICES MBUNAL PESF AWAR

Service Appeal No: /2018

Shah Dafc^n Sub Inspector

VERSUS

Govt, of K.P.K & Others.

AFFIDAVIT

I Shah DoUfan Sub inspector Police
Department presently posted at District Hangu 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, do I.ereby solemnly 

affirm and declare that all the contents of the 
application for condonation of dkay are true and 

correct to the best of my knowledge and belief 

and nothing has been concealed or withheld 

from this Hon’ble Tribunal.

DEPONENT

IDENTIFIED BY:
Advocate 

High Court!
NAL
Advocate’ High Court 

Peshawar.
iVOCATE
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BEFORE THE HONBLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 

SERVICES TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No: /2018

Shah Dopirsn Suh Inspector

VERSUS

Govt, of K.P.K & Others.

ADDRESSES OF PARTIES

APPELLANT.

Shah Ddsaran Suh inspector Police Department presently 

posted at District Hangu Khyher Pakhtunkhwa.

ADDRESSES OF RESPONDENTS

1. Inspector General of Police Khyher Pakhtunkhwa 

regional Police officer Kohat
2. Deputy Inspector General of Police Kohat 

Regional.
3. Regional Police Officer Kohat Region.
4. District Police Officer Karak. '
5. District Police Officer Hangu.

Dated: 20/02/2018

Through

Advocate, High Court 

Peshawar.
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OFIflCE OF THE 
REGIONAL POLICE OFFICER 

KOHAT REGION.

Dated 7^- /G - /2Q17.ycc

To;- The District Police Officer, Hangu.

(^ADVERSE REMARKS.Subject:- ACR/COMMUNICATION

Memorandum.

The Annual Confidential on the working of SI Shah Duran 

of karak District for the peuiod from 27.07.2016 to 31.12.2016 

The following observation have been made

Class of Report.
Remarks by reporting Officer

«C”

‘‘The performance of the officer during period 

under report is found below average. He is not taking interest 

in fais official duty. Need mend his ways in future”

Remarks by Countersigning officer:-

Agreed.

The above adverse remarks may please be conveyed 

to the officer concerned in order to remedy the defects.

The duplicate copy of the same duly signed by 

official concerned may be returned to this office as token of receipt 

for placing in his character roll.

Regional Police Officer, 
^ Kohat Region.



/

No. 13-17 ptcTRTrT KARAK/
/PARTMENT

confidential report on the 
,ors & “D” list Head Constable for the year

\
and Assistant Sub

working of Inspectors, Sub
ending 31^* December, 2016.//

Sub Inspector Shah Dawrar.
Provincial or Rang No..me,

t:ank and Grade. .

Amdal Khan
Father’s Name

04.08.2016 to 31.12.2016 SHO PS Karak
Where and on what duties 
employed
During the past 12 months.

, ■oasTofSuperintendentofP^ice’s/
District Police Officer’s 
Report, i.e. ‘A’ or ‘B’.

Is he honest? f\o

^ cfi:frc:s2yr

/KW^r^ th Im ^
f{^ jo Au

a -fURemarks by:-
1. Superintendent of Police,
2 District Police Officer, and
3. Regional Deputy Inspector 

General of Police.

H

;B JAN)(MIAN NAS 
District Police Officer, KarakU mx§m

mAl l<HAN (PS
Regsoriaf Pclico

Kohct Rsgion
Officer,



L rU 1vy
Application through Proper Channel

To:
The Inspector General of Police,

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

Subject:- i. Representation against the adverse remarks for the period
from 27.07.20i6 to 5ti.i2.20i6 awarded bv District Police Officer,
Karak,

Adverse remarks being unlawful. Based on mala-
fide/Surmises/Coniecture/Uncorroborative are liable to be set 
aside/Expunged.

2.

Respected Sir.
With great respect and veneration, the petitioner may be allowed to submit 

the following for your kind and sympathetic consideration
That the petitioner was enrolled as Constable in Police P(3pariment in the 
year 23.08.1987 due to his good performance promoteci setup wise now 
working as SI/SHO in Police Station City, Hangu.
That the petitioner was posted as SHO in different Police Stations in District 
Kohat during which his performance was Temarkabl(‘ and also enjoy the 
confidence of the then of high-ups, all his “A” ACRs and several certificates 
with OB No. 1393 dated 28.06.1988, OB No. 1094 dated 31.05.1988, OB No. 
1109 dated 23.05.1989 and so on from DPOs District Kohat. Copies Annexed. 
Similarly, the petitioner is also awarded by worthy Inspector General of 
Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar with certificate lor his good 
performance. Copies Annexed.
That the petitioner was transferred from District Kohat to Disn icc Karak in 
year 2016.
That the petitioner during his posting in District Karak avail a number of 
official secret and confidential task assigned to him.
That ultimately the petitioner was posted as SHO P.S Krnak. During the 
SHOship the petitioner achieved several important goal as «i resulted, he was 
awarded with CC-III Certificates and cash reward Rs. 500/ - OB No. 761 
dated 09.12.2019, by the then DPO Karak and was also ;i\varded v/ith cash 
prize Rs. 3000/-and C-I Certificate. Copies Annexed.
That after some time misunderstanding were developed between the 
petitioner and the then DPO Karak.
That the petitioner a number of times directly and indirectly tried to remove 
the said misunderstanding but all in vain, even the petitioner apology get no

1.

2.

3-

4.

5-

6.

7.

8.

mass.
The enquiries base at bias as initiated against the petitioner which resulted in 
compulsory retirement of the petitioner from his service.
That the order of compulsory retirement from service being un~lawful and 
against the facts did not stand at the initial stages of appeal and was set aside 
resultantly, the petitioner was re-instated in service.
That the adverse remarks too against the petitioner by the then DPO Karak is 
also against the reality. Moreover, legal formalities is also not fulfill in this 
regard i.e

9.

10.

11.

% (i). That the petitioner was neither warned nor called any explanation 
regarding adverse remarks before.
'Phe case is if delayed ware not pointed out for which the petitioner 
was alleged.Hr

(ii).



2

t (iii). The field in which the petitioner performance is unsatisfactory is not 
mentioned i.e in arresting bf POs, recovery or narcotics while in all 
these field the petitioner performance^ was remarkable.

Thus the adverse remarks on the basic of the above mentioned grounds are 
not sustainable in the eyes of Law and is therefore, requested to be snt 
aside/expunged. '
That the petitioner due to his professionalism and ex-good performance 
nowadays enjoying the confidence of DPO Hangu and is posted as SHO P.S 
City of District Hangu.

12.

13.

The petitioner therefore humbly prayed thalt ACR report from the responding 
officer is hot based at facts and against the lawful of the element of malafide is therefore to
be expunged, please.

The petitioner will pray for your long life, health and prosperity.

^-Acbur’s Obediently 
SI Shah Dauran Khan, ' 

District Hangu
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OFFICE OF THE 

DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER, 
HANGU :

Tel No. 0925^623026 & Fax No. 0925-620135 
Email: dpo_hangu@yahoo.com:

i ■'
Dated m / 11 /2017

:-'T-

?

/) :
■ No. /PA

•i

To: The Regional Police Officer, | :
Kohat Region, kohat.

APPLICATION FOR EXPUNCTi6n OF ADVERSE 
REMARKS

Subject: -

Memorandum:
Kindly refer to your office Memo: No. 344/CG, d^ted

27.10.2017 on the subject cited above.

It is submitted that the represer.tation in respect of SI 
Shah Dauran of this District Police for expunction of adverse remarks for the 

period from 27.07.2016 to 31.12.2016 is submitted herewith for favour of 

perusal and onward submission to worthy Provincial Police Officer, Kliyber 
Palditunldiwa Peshawar please. :

End: fi4)

DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER, 
^ HANGU

)

w..p.̂ S/

'Utt

mailto:dpo_hangu@yahoo.com
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■' B £ FORE THE HONORABLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA. PESHAWAR

.;:^;.#:^(Appellant)

Vcrr^us,
.' ;■ • •. -i- .•

fX^— /..
-Service Appeal No. 251/2018 

Shah Doran Si..........................
..V

J

andProvincial Police Officer,.'.Klj'/bcr Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar 

(Respondenis)others iii
PARAWISE COMMENTS ON_BEhLALF,0MSpONDEr^S 

Para wise comments are submitted as under:-

Rcspcctfully Sheweth: - i- ?••/

Preliminary.Objections:
/ That the appellant has got no cause of action or locus standi.

That the appeal is not maintainable in the present form.
That the appellant has not come to Lhis i lon: Tribunal with clean hands.

That the appeal is bad for misjoinder of unnecessary parties and non-joinder of

I hat the appellant has been estopped, by his own conduct to file the appeal.

Pertains to record hence no commenUs.v^y.t 
Pertains to record, however, clairn^ cf.'r the appellant shows the banafide of

3.

necessary parties./
i-'-

5.
tI ACIS

respondents.
Pertains to record, hence no comments.'::i'V-

Subject to proof however it is the dufy of appelant to fulfill the tasks given to

it is Icqal obligation of an official to perform his lawful duty effectively.

Incorrect, the official is under estimated' 

incorrect, hence no comments.

3.

Correct.

5.

6.
■/.

Incorrect, the appellant was involvcd in'gfoss professional misconduct; therefore.
H.

9.
he was proceeded with departmcntaily^in accordance with law & rules by

respondent No.
The appellant was not declared innocent by the departmental Appellate authority.10.
however the punishment order was'lseC aside on taking a lenient view and

appellant was warned to be careful in (u;urc. (Copy of the order is A ).
' ‘e

Incorrect the appellant was awarded ■ adverse remarks in ACR after proper 

evaluation of his performance dufing.thc period under revievv as both the 

rcDortinq as well as countersigning ofneersVete in better position to evaluate his

■ I
The aoDcal against adverse remarks‘without any^ substantiate correctly rejected.

■ •’"SX

11.

performance.

12.
\(Rejection order is "B").

• /

\r- .y:y

\ <
GROUNDS

‘hIncorrect, the appellant was treated in accordance with rules.

Incorrect, the appellant was afforded ample opportunities by the reporting officer ^

Incorrect, the appellant was consulted and lastly dealt with departmentally, which 

culminate into his compulsory retirement from service. ' •
I

a.

b.
\and appellate authority.

c. \s



........... /'"I<H»'

Incorrccl, the appellant was directed'time and again by respondent No. 4 to -•
I

improve himself and mend his way but he failed to do so.

Incorrect, the appellant has been treated in accordance with law & rules.
I

Incorrect, the appellant was treated in accordance with law & rules.
r r'-’-iT/ I

The respondents may also be allowed,toiadvance additional grounds at the time 

of hearing of appeal. i’ •

In view of the above, it is prayed-thal-on acceptance of this reply, the instant 

appeal of the appellant may kindly be disr'nissed with cost.

Inspector General of Police' 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,* Peshawar. 

(Respondent No.fJ )

*/

■i

istrict /olice Officer, 
/ Karak

Respondent No. 4)

Deputy InspyAlt^TGcneral of Police, 
Kohat Re^A Ikphat 

(RespOndij-^^. 2/3)

' T y:i¥^
District Po' ce Officer.Jl'. 

Hangu
(Respondent No.'S).:^?!'

'if
T-

3$m
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BEPOflE THE HONBLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
•i

SERVICES TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No: /2018

Shah Doraan Sub Inspector

VERSUS

Government of K.P.K & Others

REJOINDER ON BEHALF OF APPPT J.ANT

Respectfully Sheweth
Preliminary Obiection>

AU thp preliminary objections raised by the 

Respondent are incorrect.
FACTS:-

1. Para No. 1 of the appeal has been admitted by
1

the appellant hence no comments.

2. Pard No.2 of the appeal has been admitted by 

the Respondent hence no comments.

3. Para NO. 3 of the appeal has not been 

properly replied hence need no comments.



4. Para No.4 of the appeal is 

Respondent.

admitted by the

5. Para No.5 of the appeal is 

Respondent.

admitted by the

6. Para No.6 of the appeal is 

Respondent.

admitted by the

7. Para No. 7 of the appeal is correct and that of 

the reply is incorrect.

8. Para No.8 of the appeal is correct and that of 

the reply is incorrect.

9. Para No.9 of the appeal is correct and that of 

the reply is incorrect.

lO.Para No.10 of the reply is incorrect and that 

of the appeal is correct the appellant was 

reinstated without any punishment which 

show the innocence of the appellant even the 

reinstated order has not been annexed in 

support of their claim.

11.Para No.11 of the appeal is correct and that of 

the reply is incorrect

i2.Para No.12 of the appeal is correct and that of 

the reply is incorrect



J
* ■;

* % * /
f.H

M
■■fr' ' i

r -..'V
■■ i

/
•v- ;•■#.

. » .V. k

<mmx.nD
bfTB ^oorroa ai Isoqqxi orfi^o af>nuoir) sdtfi/v 

.iDeiioDfu ei 1 io iiixfJ

Qi -oi fea tjd "^tbtiVA. 1sir>V\sq*\a

V:i.Qqq^ti uiS'to oAi

8[0£\Ii\R? but/iQ

^niilleqqA
\^'A ’

^ s/^L 

jTuoO iigiH ,oJroovfoA

f^woixfr

•«



•w

Cv
.4:s

A T£

POLics nRPT-r.

^«AL£fiMIPJEMTIMuBLt^^^
Annual Confidential Report on the workitiR of AHHiHimu Su(>lr.Hp,.,-torH Sub 

inspectors, and Inspectors for the yeor co.ling 31" Deccotolr '
fl9.01.20i« to 22.06.20tR

Name. Provincial of Range No. Rank and 
Grade.

""■"I
SI Sbuh Daimin

Father Name Ambci Khun
Where and ori what duties employed during the
past 12 months. ^ SHO P.S City liangu 09.01.2018 Ui22.0fi.20IH

C^ass of Superintendent of Police's Report, i.e K-1
Is he Honest? hJO G.vn^ia'uAF.

Remarks Bv : -
Regional Police Officer, Kohat Region. ^ 09.O1.2O1R tr. p.Q6.201H

He W CXvi
^vxvciW)crvVoi<y> V>A£vve.
Oavi) ck

ke'kviCfui p^&^ece, 

^icmcr\i(S^ ^

lU«S5

AWAI khan (PSP) 
rolkn Officer

jsrju t
ffmuhammao^a

DISTRICT POLICE OfXiCER. 
HANGU \

HAR
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|=ORM No- 13 -17
D-SIR^CTilANfUi.

ANNUAL CQNFIDENHAL REPORT
.•\inui«l ContldenlifU Rcijori tin tlic wurkiiisi of Assistant Sub-InspecTurs, Sub- 

Inspeciors, and Inspectors for the year ending S I -"' December

25.06.2018 to 31.12.2018

i

r Ninnc. I’mvincial of Range No. Rank anti 
^ liiMtle.

SI Shah Diuinni 
(BRS-14)

.*-1^-... <\ ■ ............................ .

I athor Name Ctill Muhanimiul Khan
t
t—
i

Where and on vvhal duiie.s employed diirini: the ^ ^H(> l*S City
; SHOP.SSatidar 

• Police Lines

i. -25.06.20lS 10 (m.i 1,2018 
-OQ.I 1.20is m 12J2J.OIS 
- i3A22i)\HxoJ\M.:tm

j
i
! pa-Hi 12 inonihs. jI

i:

I t'lass iir supei’unendcnt of Police's Report, i.c 
i "A“or"[r

?
»
4

i f4Is he Mc>ne.si? It

RemarkkBv:-
Regional Police OJllcer. Kohai Region. 25.06,2018 to 31.12,2018 :

!

t

I

zle. •
1;
(

i
1« t

PIRSHAHABALISHAH
DtSTRiGT POLICE OFFICER. 

HANCiU
t

.J
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0IIL ! C A T £
JEOUCR nppTY-

ANj^«4u:ja«E«i0im^
Annual C°nM^tml Report on the working orAHomlon. Hub-IoMp

Inspectors, and Inspectors for the y<,T.r on,ting .1J- Ueeembcr
09.01.201,8 to 22.nfi-7ntn

rtc^forn, Sub-

Name, Provincial of Range No. Rank and 
urade. .SI Shuh Daumn

Father Name Ambel Khan

SHO P.S City f langu 09.01.201K a> 22.06.2018

A or K-l
Is he Honest?

Kip Ctwy^lauAfr__

^ffl9.0i.20mtt?p.06.2nm
Wc, Olv\ U-Ju64<MAi:3wi/U-^ :> 

Ka/V<AiXi0vV:£v> t>AiXA^ :> ^

Wvvcsu^
VAS^b-Flt

^7csViAe>4i(5vi..

RemarksBv:-
Regional Police OlTicer. Kohat Region.

£JL^ .

AaaajiJZ ^—

AWAI khan (PSP) 
Officer, iIMUHAMMAliyA^F^HAR

district police officer,
HANOU \
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FORM No. 13-W

/•

DISTRFCT HANr.lJPoycim!!iiSB?.ENI
MmLSSmoiraALliffiK

, Sub-

10.05.203^ to 28.11.2019

Provincial of Range No. Rank Sf Shah Dauran
(BPS*i4l1 Name, 

and Grade.
V

. Gul Muhammad Khan JFather Name
I irh «ifi’ = 10.05.2019 toSHO PS Doaba

I Where and on what duties employed i8.09.2019 
durinR the pas: 12 months.

;

!19.09.2019 to;(/C Traffic Warden ^ 
28.11.2019 ________ I

Class of Superintendent of Polices 
Report, i.e A’ or B".

*f

Is he UonesiV j

i
10.05.2019 to 28,11.2019

4c is bnM^ ^
p^tce ^su^Or l+e

;
Remarks By : -

RcgiariaJ Police orilcer. Kohat Region.

i

Ofv*
1

/? Rwsi4/e - P i

T

;;
1 MR. IHSAN ULLAH KHAN fPSPJ

DISTRICT a^hlCE OFFICER. 
HANGU

1 t
]:
r
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SYNOPSIS OF SI SHAH DURAN No.173/K

Year GradeS.No Remarks

01 IHC 26.04.2004 to 31.12.2004 A __ No^omplaint
______ No complaint
______ No complaint____ -
Period less than three Months

02 IHC 01.01.2005 to 31.12.2005 A
03 IHC 01.01.2006 to 13.07.2006 A

IHC 14.07.2006 to 04.09.200604
IHC 04.09.2006 to 31.12.2006
IHC 01.01.2007 to 30.04.2007'

05 A
06 A An efficient competent hard work & good

___________police Officer,_____
Period less than three MonthsIHC 10.05.2007 to 12.07.200707

A08 IHC 13.07.2007 to 31.12.2007
IHC 01.01.2008 to 28.05.200809

A No Complaint a very competent officer in
_________ duties
________ A Good Police officer
_ A Good Police officer & hard worker 
Hard worker efficient, obedient and knows

__________ !l'sJoj3_very well___
_____ Committed and br^ve officer
______Committed and brave officer

Hard working and professional Police
_____________
___________ Not Available

____ Not Available
_____ Not Available

________ A Good Police Officer^
________ A Good Police Officer
_____ Period less than three Months
The performance of the officer during 
period under report is found below 
average. He is not taking interest in his 
official duty, need to mend his way in 
future^______
The performance of the official is found 
unsatisfactory, His un-necessary delay in 
the disposal of case files assigned to him. 
Need to mend his way for a more sincere 
and dedicated service.

OutofService
_ _Pjriod less than three Months 
A professional & Good Police Officer 

A professional and Good Police officer 
He is an outstanding hard worker brave 
and a professional Police Officer. He 
knows his job well. Fit for further 
promotion.___
A professional & hard working Police 
Officer

ASI 29.05.2008 to 31.12.200810

A11 ASI 01.01.2009 to 14.07.2009
A12 ASI 15.07.2009 to 31.12.2009
A13 ASI 01.01.2010to 31.12.2010

14 ASI 07.01.2011 to 31.12.2011 A
A15 SI 01.01.2012 to 20.07.2012

SI 21.07.2012 to 31.12.2012 A16

SI 01.01.2013to 31.12.201317
SI 01.01.2014 to 31.12.2014
^ 0101-2015^ 28.02.20''l5 
SI 01.03.2015 to 31.12'2015

18
19
20 AI

SI 01.01.2016to 10.05.2016 A:: 21
22 .. Si 1.1.05,2016 to 25.07.2016

SI 27.07.2016to31.12.2016/ 23 G

\

SI 01.01.2017 to 26.04.2017 C24

i.
i
I ; SI 27.04.2017 to 15.06.201725

SI 16.06.2017 toj 9.07.2017 
SI 24.07.2017 to 31 ■1'2.201'7
SI 24.07.2017 to 31.12.2017

26!
27 A

A28
SI 09.01.2018 to 22.06.2018 A-l29

30 / SI 25.06.2018 to 31.12.2018

Less than three Months 
.. Not Available 

Less than three Months

SI 01.01.2019 to 27.01.2019 
SI 28:01.2019 to 28.011.2019 
SI 29.11.2019to31.12.2019

31
32
33

I
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KHYBER PAKHTUNKWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR^

^^3Noj /ST Dated / 2020

To
The District Police Officer, 
Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 
Karak.

Subject: - JUDGMENT IN APPEAL NO. 251/2018, MR. SHAH DORAN.

1 am directed to forward herewith a certified copy of Judgement dated 
18.09.2020 passed by this Tribunal on the above subject for strict compliance.

End: As above

REGISTRAR
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 

SERVICE TRIBUNAL 
PESHAWAR.

j .
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SYNOPSIS OF SI SHAH DURAN No.173/K

S.No Year Grade Remarks

-7A01 IHC 26.04.2004 to 31 ̂ 2.^004 
IHC 01.01.2005 to 31.12.2005

____ No_complalnt
______ No complaint

No complaint____
Period less than three Months

A02
IHC 01.01.2006 to 13.07.200603 A
IHC 14.07.2006 to 04.09.200604
IHC 04.09.2006 to 31.12.2006
IHC 01.01.2007 to 30.04.2007

05 A
06 A An efficient competent hard work & good

_________ police Officer,_______
Period less than three_Month^_ 

_______ No Complaint
IHC 10.05.2007 to 12.07.200707

AIHC 13.07.2007 to 31.12.200708
IHC 01.01.2008 to 28.05.200809

No Complaint a very competent officer in
^_________operation duties
________A Good Police officer
_ A Good Police officer & hard worker 
Hard worker efficient, obedient and knows
_________ Jl'sJotvery well____
_____ Committed and brave officer
_____ Committed and brave officer

Hard working and professional Police 
officer,

Not Availabie 
Not Available 
Not_ Available

________ A Good Police Officer^
____ A Good Police Officer
______Period less than three Months
The performance of the officer during 
period under report is found below 
average. He is not taking interest in h's 
official duty, rieed to mend his way in 
future. ___ ^
The performance of the official is found 
unsatisfactory, His un-necessary delay in 
the disposal of case files assigned to him. 
Need to mend his way for a more sincere 
and dedicated service.

______ 'Out of Service
_ _P^riod less than three Months 
A professional & Good Police Officer 

A professional and Good Police officer 
He is an outstanding hard worker brave 
and a professional Police Officer. He 
knows his job well. Fit for further 
promotion.__
A professional & hard working Police 
Officer

A10 ASI 29.05.2008 to 31.12.2008

11 ASI 01.01.2009 to 14.07.2009 A
A12 ASI 15.07.2009 to 31.12.2009
A13 ASI 01.01.2010 to 31.12.2010

14 ASI 07.01.2011 to-31.12.2011 A
SI 01.01.2012 to 20.07.2012 A15

16 SI 21.07.2012 to 31.12.2012 A
..L

SI 01.0l.2013to 31.12.201317
SI 01.01.2014 to 31.12.2014 
S! 01.01.2015 to 28.02.2015 
SI 01.0l2015lo31.12’2015

18
19
20 A

S! 01.01.2016to 10.05.201621 A
SI 1105.2ai.6 to 25.07.201622

r 23 SI 27.07.2016 to 31.12.2016 C
I

SI 01.01.2017 to 26.04.201724 C

I

SI 27.04.2017 to 15.06.201725i.

SI 16.06.2017 toj 9.07.2017 
SI 24.07.2017 to 31.1'2.2017
SI 24.07.2017 to 31.12.2017

26
27 AV

t 28 A
SI 09.01.2018 to 22.06.201829 A-l

30 I SI 25.06.2018 to 31.12.2018

31 Si 01.01.2019 to 27.01.2019-
32 SI 28;0ir2019 to 28.0112019

Less than three Months
____Not Availabie
Less than three Months33 SI 29.11.2019to 31.12.2019

I
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BEFORE THE HONBLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA

SERVICES TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No^ /2018

Shah Doraan Sub Inspector

VERSUS

Government of K.P.K & Others

REJOINDER ON BEHALF OF APPELLANT

Respectfully Sheweth
Preliminary Obiection>

All the preliminary objections raised by the 

Respondent are incorrect. j
FACTS:-

1. Para No. 1 of the appeal has been admitted by 

the appellant hence no comnients.

2. Para No.2 of the appeal has been admitted by
I • ,

the Respondent hence no comments.

3. Par^ NO. 3 of the appeal has not been
^ ' [

properly replied hence need no comments.



4. Para No.4 of the , appeal is admitted by the 

Respondent.

5. Para No.5 of the appeal is admitted by the 

Respondent..

6. Para No.6 of the appeal is admitted by the 

Respondent.

7. Para No.7 of the appeal is correct and that of 

the reply is incorrect.

8. Para No.8 of the appeal is correct and that of 

the reply is incorrect.

9. Para No.9 of the appeal is correct and that of 

the reply is incorrect.

lO.Para No.10 of the reply is iiicorrect and that 

of the appeal is correct the appellant was 

reinstated without any punishment which 

show the innocence of the appellant even the 

reinstated order has not been annexed in 

support of their claim.

11. Para No. 11 of the appeal is correct and that of
. i 

:
the reply is incorrect

i2.Para No. 12 of the appeal is correct and that of 

the reply is incorrect i



-♦

GROUNDS:- i

All the Grounds of the appeal is correct and 

that of the reply is incorrect.
i

It is, therefore, requested tiiat the appeal of the 

appellant may kindly be accepted as prayed for in 

the beading of the appeal.

Dated 23/11/2018

Appellant

Through
H

J
Advocate, High Court 

Peshawar.

i
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BEFORE THE HONBLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICES TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No^ /2018

Shah Doraan Sub Inspector

VERSUS

Government of K.P.K & Others

REJOINDER ON BEHALF OF APPET J.ANT

Respectfiillv Sheweth
PrfiliTTiiTiflrv Objection:-

All the preliminary objections raised by the 

Respondent are incorrect.

FACTS:-

1. Para No. 1 of the appeal has been admitted by 

the appellant hence no comments.

2. Para No.2 of the appeal has been admitted by . 

the Respondent hence no comments.

3. Para NO. 3 of the appeal has not been 

propjerly replied hence need no comments.

o
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4. Para No.4 of the appeal is admitted by the 

Respondent.

5. Para No.5 of the appeal is admitted by the 

Respondent.

6. Para No.6 of the appeal is aidmitted by the 

Respondent.

7. Para No.7 of the appeal is correct and that of 

the reply is incorrect;

8. Para No.8 of the appeal is correct and that of 

the reply is incorrect.

9. Para No.9 of the appeal is correct and that of 

the reply is incorrect.

10. Para No. 10 of the reply is incorrect and that 

of the appeal is correct the appellant was 

reinstated without any punishment which 

show the innocence of the appellant even the 

reinstated order has not been annexed in 

support of their claim.

ii.Para No.11 of the appeal is correct and that of 

the reply is incorrect

i2.Para No. 12 of the appeal is 

the reply is incorrect

correct and that of

A



•
i4

.-0

GROUNDS:-

All the Grounds of the appeal is correct and 

that of the reply is incorrect;
I

It is, therefore, requested that the appeal of the 

appellant may kindly be accepted as prayed for in 

the beading of the appeal.
\

i

Dated 23/11/2018

Appellant

Through
H

Advocate, High Court 

Peshawar.

1
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r^p HONORAB. E SERVICF TRIBUNAL KHYB^ERP^HTUNKHWA, PESHA^

•' .... . ' S

Service Appeal No. 251/2018 , '

Shah Doran SI................................ i.jAppellant)

' Versus , I • .
I^rovincial Police omcer, Pakhtunkhwa- Peshawar and

(Respondents) ;
1.

others

PARAWISE COMMENTS ON..EeHALE DRjfePONDENIS

Respectfully Sheweth; - s ; ■'■■■ !

I^ara wise comments are submitted as,Vjnd.hrj-

Preliminary Objections: i
That the appellant has got no cause ;praction or locus standi.

That the appeal is not maintainable iittheT ''orm.
That the appellant has not come to thisdlori: Tribunal with clean hands, 

d'hat the appeal is bad for misjoinder ohdonecessary parties and non-jomder of

necessary parties. .

Tliat the appellant has been estopped, by hiS|

3.

conduct to file the appeal.own
.

I Ac; 1 s
Pertains to record hence no commenis.

- Pertains to record, however, 

respondents.
Pertains to record, hence no comments. ,A '

1.
cloirn..-,6f.-;the appellant shows the; banafide of

:t i ■:

3.
Correct. I
Subject to proof however ,it is thc/duty:.!:)^ appellant to fulfill the;tasks given to 

him.

•■i.

3.

legal obligation of an official to perfbrA'his lawful duty effectively, 

incorrect, the official is under estimatetj-A,:-*
It is• G.

•/

Incorrect, hence no comments.
Incorrecl, the appellant was Involyed'jrv gn^ss professional misconduct; therefore,

accordance with, lavv & rules by

H.
3.

proceeded with departmqntally jnhe was 

respondent No. 

The appellant was not declared innocent'by the departmental Appellate authority,
lenient view and

10.
the punishment order WoS.y.sel^ aside on taking ahowever,

appellant was warned to be careful .ih jViUire- (Copy of the order is A ).

awarifed adverse remarks in ACR after properIncorrect, the appellant was 
evaluation of his performance period under review-as both the

countersigning-Affiedrs were in better position ,t.o evaluate his

! 1-

reporling as well as 

performance.
appeal, against adverse remarks vyithput any substantiate correctly rejected. 

(Rejection order is "B")-
The•i;c .

••'•1
GROUNDS T ’

IncorrecC the appellant was treated in.Accdrdance with rules.
afforded ,pnvp|e opportunities by the reporting officer

a.
Incorrecl, the appellant wasb.

•:< . 'and appellate authority, 
incorrecl, the appellant was consulted.'utid lastly dealt with departrnentally, which .

culminate into his compulsory retirenAint from service.



i

IncorrccL, Uie'appellant was directed'limc and iagain by respondent No. 4 to/ 

himself and mend his way but Ke-f'ailed to do so. 
the appellant'has been treated ih. accordance with law & rules.

improve 

Incorrect,
incorrect, the appellant was treated;in ci&dance with law & rules. 

I'hc respondents may also be allowed :l:o :cidvance additional grounds

e.
•f

at the time

of hearing of appeal.

In view of the above,' it is prayed/lai;.on acceptance of this reply, the instant 

appeal of the appellant may.kindly tre disihissed with cost.

I

:

!

inspector General ot-pQlice i 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,' [^esj lawar. 

(Respondent No. : i-.) ■

District/olice Officer, 
/ Karak

. (Respondent No. 4)

i )e;;i.!iy Inspi/M'feencral of Police, 
KohaL P.a^ri 

' (isesi/tnclQii . ?-/3)
/

District Po ce OlTiccr 
Hangu

(Respondent No, 5.;^

V;
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BEFORE THE HONBLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICES TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Amended Appeal No. /2019

Shah Dauran Sub inspector Police Department 

presently posted at District Hangu Khyber 

Pakhtunkhwa.

iAppellani)

VERSUS

1. Inspector General of Police Khyber 

Pakhtunkhwa regional Police officer Kohat
2. Deputy Inspector General of Police Kohat 

Regional.
3. Regional Police Officer Kohat Region.
4. District Police Officer Karak.
5. District Police Officer Hangu.

(Respondents).

APPEAL U/S 4 OF KHYBER
PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICES TRIBUNAL
ACT -1974 AGAINST THE ADVERSE
REMARKS FOR THE PERIOD W.E.F 27-

TO07-2016 31-12-2016
COMMUNICATED ON 27-10-2017 AND
REJECTION ORDER DATED 08/03/2018
NON DISPOSAI OF THE
DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL DATED 14-
11-2017.

PRAYER IN APPEAL:-

ON ACCEPTANCE OF THIS SERVICE
APPEAL THE IMPUGNED ADVERSE



4-
REMARKS IN THE ACR FOR THE PERIOD
WITH EFFECT FROM 27-07-2016 TO 31-12-
2016 AND IMPUGNED ORDER DATED
08/03/2018 MAY KINDLY BE SET ASIDE
BEING ILLEGAL AGAINST THE FACTS.
RULES NOT APPLICABLE TO THE RIGHTS
OE APPELLANT.

Respectfully Sheweth;
Appellant submits as under

1. That the appellant was enrolled as Constable

in Police Department in the year 23-08" 1987

due to his good performance promoted step

wise now working as SI/SHO in Police Station

City, Hangu.

2. That the appellant was posted as SHO in

different Police Stations in District Kohat

during which his performance was

remarkable and also enjoy the confidence of

the then of high-ups, all his “A” ACRs and

several certificates with OB Slo. 1393 dated

28.06.1988, OB No. 1094 dated 31.05.1998,



OB No. 1109 dated 23.05.1989 and so on from

DPOs District Kohat.

3. That the appellant is also awarded by worthy

Inspector General of Police, Khyber

certificate forPakhtunkhwa Peshawar with

his good performance.

4. That the appellant was transferred from

District Kohat to District Karak in year 2016.

5. That the appellant during his posting in

District Karak avail a number of official

secret and confidential task assigned to him.

6, That ultimately the appellant was posted as

SHO P.S Karak. During the SHOship the

appellant achieved several achieved several

important goal as a resulted, he was awarded

with CC-III Certificates and cash reward Rs.

500/- OB No. 761 dated 09-12-2019, by the

then DPO Karak and was also awarded with

cash prize Rs. 3000/- and C-I Certificate.



V
7. That after some time misunderstanding were

developed between the appellant and the then

DPO Karak.

8. That the appellant a number of times directly

and indirectly tried to remove the said

misunderstanding but all in ! vain, even the

appellant's apology get no mass.

9. The enquiries base at bias as initiated against

the appellant which resulted in compulsory

retirement of the appellant frbm his service.

10. That the order of compulsory retirement from

service being unlawful and against the facts

did not stand at the initial! stages of appeal 

and was set aside resultantly, the appellant

was reinstated in service.

11. That the appellant shocked to received the

impugned adverse remarks in the ACR for

the period w.e.f from 27-07-2016 to 31-12-

2016 by the responding officer i.e. Respondent
i

No. 4 and countersigning officer (Respondent



■<

No. 3) which was communicated vide letter

No. 345/CC dated 27-10-2017 which is against

the law and rules. (Copy of the impugned

remarks is as annexure “A”).

12. That the appellant aggrieved from the

impugned remarks filed Departmental appeal

before Respondent No. 1 which was forwarded

vide letter No.6328/PA dated* 14/11/2017 and

was finally rejected by the Respondent No.l

vide order dated 08/03/2018, however the

same was not communicated to the appellant

and was communicated on 25/07/2019 during

arguments, hence the appellant filling the

instant amended appeal on the following

grounds (Copies of departmental appeal and

letter & final order are annexure “B, C & D”).

GROUNDS-

A. That the impugned remarks are against the

law rules and principle of natural justice.



v.

B. That the appellant has not been provided any
M-

opportunity of personal hearing.

C.That no counseling, notice was provided 

before writing the impugned remarks. Hence 

the impugned remarks are liable to be 

expunch being contrary to law and rules.

D.That even No show cause Notice has ever 

been issued to the appellant nor did any 

complaint has ever been filed against the 

appellant by any one.

E. That the appellant has not been treated in 

accordance with Article 25 of the Constitution 

of Islamic Republic of Pak 19Y3.

F. That the performance and honesty of the 

appellant is evident from the recommendation 

certificate. Hence the remarks of both the 
reporting as well as countJr signing officer 

are based on malafide and without 

justification and solid grounds.

G.That the impugned final order is non- 

speaking order as the same has been rejected 

without assigning any reason.

H.That the appellant well adduce other grounds 

during the course of arguments.

It is therefore requested that the appeal 

of the appellant may kindly be accepted as 

prayed for.

Dated: 11/10/2019.
Appellant

Through
Naila Jan
Advocate, High Court 

Peshawar.
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