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■BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

5^Service Appeal No. /2023

Mr. Zarshad Khan
Ex-Sub-Iiispector, Police Lines Peshawar. Annellant

VERSUS •

1. The Provincial Police Officer.
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

The Capital City Police Officer Peshawar.2.

3. The Senior Sunerintendent of Police (OnerationsL
Peshawar................................. ............. ■ Resnondents

SERVICE APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICE TRIBUNALS ACT, 1974 AGAINST THE ORIGINAL IMPUGNED 

ORDER DATED 16.11.2022 WHEREBY MAJOR PENALTY OF DISMISSAL
FROM SERVICE WAS IMPOSED UPON THE APPELLANT AGAINST WHICH
HE PREFERRED DEPARTMENTAL XPPEAL TO RESPONDENT N0.2 ON 

21.11.2022 BUT THE SAME WAS UNLAWFULLY REJECTED/FILED VIDE 

IMPUGNED APPELLATE ORDER DATED 27.02.2023.

PRAYER:

On acceptance of the instant appeal,. the impugned original order dated 

16.11.2022 passed by Respondent No.3 and the Impugned Appellate order dated 

27.02.2023 passed by Respondent No.2 may graciously be brushed aside and appellant be 

re-ihstated into service with all back benefits.

. /
Respectfully Shewelh, . ' ^

Facts giving.rise to the present appeal are as under:- ■

That appellant was a senior most officer of the Respondents Force and was 

performing his duties against the rank of Sub-Inspector. It is pertinent to aver here 

that the appellant has never been proceeded against departmentally and rendered 

more than 28 unblemished service.

1.

2. That an FJ.R No.583 (A/i/mx:-A) dated 26.06.2022 U/S 364/302/ & 7ATA, 
Police Station Shah Pur was chalked out by the Complainant namely Muhammad 

Tariq S/o Salamat against culprits namely Ramzam Ali, Jan Sher, Lai Sher Ss/o 

Shamshii (brothers) and Abbas Alias Mohmanday, tlie motive was shown to be



blood feud enmity. The accused were arrested and behind the bars.

3. That appellant while performing his duties agaiiist the post of Sub-Inspector was 

subjected to office order dated 29.07.2022 {Annex\-W} whereby he alongwjth 21 

Police officials were suspended from service and closed to Police Lines Peshawar, 
on the basis of so called link with accused ibid. Later on, appellant was issued 

Charge Sheet and Statement of Allegations {Annex:-C) based on ill-founded 

allegations. Since the charges were baseless and ill-founded, appellant submitted a 

detailed Reply (^/i/ieA:;-D) wherein he explained his position and each and every 

. aspect ot the matter but the same was not taken into consideration.

4. That under the law, Authorities were supposed to comply with the requirements 

as embodied in Rule-6 of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules-1975 by 

conducting a regular inquiry but at the back of the appellant a Fact Finding 

Inquiry was conducted on 28T0.2022-(^/i/ieA':-E). The Committee jumped to the 

wrong conclusion and appellant was illegally found to be guilty of the charges. It 
is further elucidated that the Fact Finding Inquiry Report was not provided to 

appellant rather appellant moved an application but to no avail, however, the 

appellant obtained the repoid through his own efforts.

5. , That Respondent Department without conducting a detail regular inquiry as . 

envisaged in the Kliyber Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules, 1975, issued a Final Show 

Cause Notice dated 02.11.2022 {Annex>Y) which loo was instantly replied 

{Annex:-G) but the very averments as incorporated in the same were not taken 

into consideration and appellant was handed down the original impugned office 

order dated 16.01.2022 {Annex>W) whereby he was inflicted upon the major 

penalty of dismissal from service.

That appellant being aggrieved of the impugned original order date*d 16.1 T.2022, 

preferred Departmental Appeal under Rule-3 of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Appeal 
Rules, 1986 on 21.11.2022 {Annexi-T) but-same was unlawfully rejected/filed 

vide impugned appellate order dated 27.02.2023 {Annex\-X).

6.

7. • That appellant, being aggrieved of the impugned original order dated 16.11.2022 

and impugned appellate order dated 27.02.2023, files this appeal, inter-alia, on the 

following groLinds:-

Groiuuls:
A. • That Respondents have not treated appellant in accordance with law, rules and 

policy on subject and acted in violation of Article 4 & lOA of the Constitution of
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Islamic Republic of Pakistan, 1973 and the Authorities unlawfully issued the 

impugned orders, which are unjust, unfair and hence hot sustainable in the eye of 

law. '

<>

- B. That as a matter of fact appellant and accused namely Ramzan Ali, Jan Shef, Lai 

, Sher s/o Shamsher (aecused party) and Muhammad Ali and Muhammad Tariq etc. 

(complainant party) are co-villagers and since long participate-in each other’s woe 

and Joy due to village traditions. The brother of the appellant is Chairman of the 

locality. As per customs of the locality, the disputes amongst the co-villagers 

settled down by the elders and Chairman, of the locality. Since there was blood 

feud enmity between the accused party and the complainant party, therefore, so 

many Jirgas were held in the Hujra of the Chairman/brother of the appellant 

. wherein appellant was called upon many times to participate in the Jirga meetings 

to restoie peace in the locality. Due to aforesaid situation appellant had had 

contacts with the accused party for the purpose of reconciliation. Moreover, 

Police during the' course of his duties is in seaixh of-information from the local 

Informers about the commission of offence and therefore, keep contacts with all 

folks of the society. It is pertinent to add here that appellant arrested so many 

criminal upon intormation of the accused 'party and that too much before the 

commenceiTient of Case FIR No.583 dated 26.06.2022.

are

C. That had the appellant any linlc or connivance with accused Ramzan Ali, then the 

complainant party must have made complaint against die appellant in the criminal 

proceedings but no such complaint has so far been made against the appellant by

the complainant party. Similarly, no such statement has been recorded or acquired 

fioni accused in connection with the involvement of the appellant in the criminal 

case . Appellant has been awarded major punisliment on the basis of surmises and

conjunctures. Reference is made'to 2019 PLC 224 and 2022 PLC (CS> 

474;- '

2019 PLC test 224

'‘Major penalty, imposition of— Requirements—Any disciplinary 
proceedings relating to misconduct of an employee/officer of any department 
which entails major penalty of removal/dismissal from service must be 
inquired through regular inquiry which cannot be dispensed with in 
where controversial facts and ticklish questions are involved. ”

.
matter

2022SCMR745

Departmental inquiry—Purpose—Foremost aspiration of conducting 
departmental inquiry was to find out whether a prima facie case of 
misconduct was made out against the delinquent officer for proceeding 
further—Guilt or Innocence could only be thrashed out from the outcome 
of inquiry and at the same time it was also required to be seen by the 
Service Tribunal as to whether due process of law or right to fair trial 
was followed or ignored which was'a fundamental right.
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•
-—"Regular inquiry" and "preliniinary/fact finding inquiry"— 
Distinction—Regular inquiry was triggered after issuing show cause 
notice with statement of allegations and if the reply was not found 
suitable then inquiry officer it'ru' appointed and regular inquiry was ' * 
commenced (unless dispensed with for some reasons in writing) in which 

■ it was obligatory for the. inquiry^ officer to allow evenhanded and fair 
opportunity to the accused to place his defence and if any witness was 
examined against him then a fair opportunity should also be afforded to 
Cross-examine the witnesses— Whereas a discrete or fact finding inquiry 

conducted at initial stage but internally to find out whether in the 
facts and circumstances reported, a proper case of misconduct was made 
out to initiate disciplinary proceedings.

was

Likewise, it has been held in series of verdicts that preliminary inquiry is 

conducted just to collect material against the delinquent ciyil servant and if the 

charges are found to be proved then only regular inquiry is conducted where 

ticklish and delicate facts and questions are involved. Reliance is placed on 2007 

SCMR 1673, PLJ 2016 Trc Service 321, PLJ 2011 Trc Service 12-and PLJ 

2016 Trc Service 1353. /

■ That Article-25 of the Constitution' of Islamic Republic, of Pakistan, 1973 

envisages that every citizen of the country has to be treated equally. As has been 

alleged herein above that by means of office order dated 29.07.2022

D.

as many as

22 offices were suspended and closed to Police Line Peshawar on the same set of

allegation. Later on they were exonerated and appellant held to be committed 

misconduct. .Therefore, the acts and omissions of the Respondents and impugned 

orders are not only against the principle of natural Justice but also malafide. 

Wisdom can be drawn from 1984 PLC fCSI 560. 1991 SCMR 1040 and 2003 

PLC Peshawar 27 wherein it was held that-i

"Disciplinary action—Action not banafide in character cannot be said to be 
in public interest and would not qualify for being upheid-Allegation against 
accused precedented-No-action taken against others having committed same 
irregularities-Accused singled out-Action in circumstances, held, not bana 
fide." \ ■

1991 SCMR inao

-Art. 25(1)—All citizens are equal before law and entitled to equal protection 
of law—State, however, is not prohibited to treat its citizens on the basis of a 
reasonable classification —Reasonable classification—Basis or criterion for 
classification as to avert violation of Art. 25(1).

2003 PLD Peshawar 27

Discrimination" —Connotation—Discrimination occurs only when two 
or more persons, who. are similarly placed, in similar situation and in similar 
ambient circumstances, are treated differently.

That the Inquiry Officer has conducted inquiry through Questionnaire which has 

been deprecated by the Hori’ble. Supreme Cotirt of Pakistan. The mode of 

Questionnaire is neither provided in the Rules nor a valid mode of conducting 

inquiiy. Thus the impugned order based upon such defective inquiry is illegal,

E.



without lawful authority and thus not sustainable.xx-'

F. That it is steadfast scheme of service law that whenever an accused is subjected 

to departmental proceedings, a charge is framed in the shape of Charge Sheet and 

Statement of Allegations. The basic aim of the same is to inform the delinquent 

civil servant of the charges wdthout any ambiguity and he has to be informed that 

what kind of misconduct has been committed by him. The chai'ges as inflected 

upon the appellant are very serious in nature, therefore, the Authorities were 

supposed to clearly mention the charges without any doubt because mentioning 

you have been indulged in illegal activities and misconduct as you have 

maintained links with notorious criminals does not exempt the-authority from 

his legal duties. Thus the charges are not covered under Rule-3 of the Khyber* 

Paklitunkliwa Police Rules-1975 and thereon the impugned orders are liable to be 

' set aside.

mere

G. That neither regular inquiry was conducted into the case in hand nor any 

documentary or oral evidence was recorded in presence of the appellant 

he provided opportunity of cross-examination. The entire action was taken at the 

back of the appellant and thus he was condemned unlieard. It is a settled law that 

where a inajor penalty is to be imposed then regular inquiry is necessary which . 

has not been done in the case in hand. Even the copy of the second Enquiry 

Report was not provided to appellant, which was mandatory in law.

nor was

H. That Article-lOA of the Constitution of the Islamic Republic of Pakistan, 1973 

read with Section: 16 of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Civil Servants Act, 1973 

provide- for the right of fair trial as per prescribed law and Rules. Even the 

Enquiry Report was not provided to the appellant which was the mandatory 

lequirement of law and also appellant was condemned unlieard, thus the 

impugned orders are void, ab-initio as well as against the principle of natural 
justice. - ...

I. That no opportunity of personal hearing was afforded to the appellant neither by 

the competent authority, nor by the Enquiry Officer nor even by the appellate 

authority which are the mandatory requirements of law. Reliance is placed on 

2003 SCMR 1126 which states that:-

wliere the civil servant was not afforiled a chance of persona! hearing 
before passing of termination order, such order would he void ab-initio."

Further reliance is placed on PLD 2008 SC 412 which states as under:- ■ .

“Natural Justice, principles of — Opportunity of hearing — Scope — order 
adverse to interest of a person cannot be passed without providing hin} an

• 1
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opportunity of hearing — Departure from such rule may render such order 
illegal. ' . .

2022 PLDSC 119

“-—Fair hearing, right of—Essential constituents of a fair, hearing—to 
the principle of fairness embedded in the right of hearing, the person 

sought to be affected must at least be made aware of the allegations made 
against him, upon which basis the decision is to follow, (i.e., notice of the case 
to be met) and, second, be given a fair opportunity to make any relevant 
statement putting forward bis own case, and to correct or controvert any 
relevant statement brought forward to his prejudice (i.e., opportunity to 
explain)—In order to act justly and to reach at just ends by just means, a 
deciding authority is to comply with and implement, in all circumstances, 
these elementary and essentia! reijuirements of principle offairness and right 
of hearing.

ensure

2019 PLDSC 74f>

“—Art. 10 A—Fair trial and due process of law—Right of hearing—Scope- 
-Right of hearing of a party to a Us is one of the fundamental principles of 
jurisprudence which is guaranteed by Art.IO-A of the Constitution in is 
assurance of a "fair trial and due process of law" to a litigant. ””

Thus appellant was condemned unheard as the action has been taken at the back 

of the appellant which is against the principle of natural justice.

J. That the impugned appellate order dated 27.02.2022 does not qualify the 

condition of Section-24A of the General Clauses Act, 1897 read with Rule-5 of 

the Khyber Paklitunkliwa (Appeal) Rules, 1986 as the same has not been decided 

by the appellate authority by applying his judicial mind. Reliance is placed on
2010 SCMR 511, 2010 SCMR 1475, 2010 SCMR 1778, 2015 SCMR 630:-

“—24-A—Speaking order—Scope—Public functionaries 
redress grievances of citizens/their subordinates with reasons. ”

'—S. 24-A—Speaking order—Scope—Under S.24-A, General Clauses Act,
1897, even public functionaries are duty bound to decide the case after 
application of mind.

“—S. 24A—Executive authority—Discretion, exercise of—Scope—When 
legislature conferred a wide ranging power, it must be deemed to have 
assumed thu'.the power would be, firstly, exercised in good faith, secondly, for 
the advancement of the objects of the legislation, and, thirdly in a reasonable 
manner—Where the authorities failed to regulate their discretion by the 
framing of rules, or policy statements or precedents, it became mandatory for 
the courts to intervene in order to maintain the requisite balance for the 
exercise of statutory power." '

That appellate authority was required to keep in consideration the reply of the 

appellant wherein he outright denied the charges as leveled but the competent 

authority completely failed to apply its judicial mind and relied upon the 

lecommendation of the Inquiry Officer which is against the norms of justice. 
Reliance is placed on 2020 PLC CS 1291 (Supreme Court), the relevant citation 

is reproduced herein below for ease to reference:-

obliged toare

K.

Reinstatement in service— No specific allegation proved through evidence— 
-Orders of the competent authority as well as departmental appeal 
the basis of that they agreed with the recommendation of the inquiry officer, ' 
they had not scrutinized the evidence available on the file themselves, but 
awarded major penalty of dismissal from service by relying upon the

were on
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recommendation of the inquiry officer and ignored the fact that ho specific 
allegation through evidence was proved against the respondent—civil servant- 
—prosecution- was duty bound to prove the allegation for which the 
respondent was charge sheeted—Service Tribunal and rightly reinstated the 
respondent in service—appeal wa^ dismissed".

. f

L. That appellant would like to offer some-other grounds during the course'of - 

arguments.

It is, theretore, humbly prayed that the instant appeal may graciously be accepted 

as prayed for above. . .

Any other relief , as deemed appropriate in the circumstances of case not 

specifically asked for, may also be granted to appellant.

Appellant
Through

Khaled^'Rahman, __
Advocate, ^ .
Supreme Court of Pakistan

&
Muhammad Amin Ayub
Advocate, High Court

■

&
Muhammad Ghazanfar Ali
Advocate, High'^Court

Dated: *T/03/2023
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^before the KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA service tribunal PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No.____/2023 .

« .
Zarshad Khan, Appellant

Versus

The PPO and others
. . o

Respondents

AFFIDAVIT

I, Ml. Zarshad Klian, Ex-Sub-Inspector, Police Lines Peshawar, do hereby solemnly 

affirm and declare on oath that the contents of this writ petition are true and correct to the 

best of my knowledge, and nothing has been concealed horn this Hon-ble Court.. •

^ Deponent
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B
1 OFFici: orniK

SENIOR SUrKUINTKNOICNT OF POIJCK 
(OPERATIONS)

PICSIIAWAU

OUDFR

^ . II hns allegedly been reiiortcd that the (bllowing police onjcials Inivc been indulged in iltegni

^'ci.v,i,es and ntisconduet as they have linked ;viih notorious crin.inals ns .veil ns I'roelnhned Offender
('’^^'''^'^5^'vidcnRNa5S3daied03.06.:022it/s365/302/l09/7-ATAlVSShalipnr.

\
llieiclorc. the lollowing police olllcials arc placed under suspension mid closed to Police Lines

I vslunm wiili inimcdiale clfccl. Subsequent^', proper charge sheet and summery of allegations being 
issued separately.

\-

S.No Name Posting
liispeclor/OII E.Cnntt

■ 1 Missal Khun P/54 ^
Rashid.AliBcU No.>07t)
Wisal Klian Belt No.4^ ^ ^
Muhammad Riaz No.2?./P ^
^houknt Klinu Belt No. 1190 ~
Qazi Muhammad Hassan Belt No 1058 
^olisin Khan 2853 ^

4U4—GD PS Daiid ZaiV 3
PS'Maihra4
Gulbaliar5
Gunner MPA Arbab Jandad. 6 10 PS Shahpur

- 7
PS Shahqafaool8 Syed Sajawal Shah________ ______

Izhar Hussain Bell-Nn ;9iq
ASI PS Shahpur
Ofdidy SP Tariq Habib
PCPPJalaPela
GD PS I layat Abnd

. 10 Muhammad IrshadNo. 191 ^
Syed WaqarAH Shah Belt No. 1873 

jrfnii Khan Belt No. 2988 
Tinspector) Yousaf Jan No: P/324. 
Asfandyar Belt No. 4607 
Dashir KJiaii BeltNo.S22l
Ainiad KJian Belt No.5564
HC,Tahir All 91 I

II
12 MuharirlnvPS East Cantt'13 SHOPS.Urnier
14 Nakbandi Dalazak road Slialuiiir . i

. 15 PS Slialipur• *16 PS Chamkani• . 17 ATS Sqard
. IS HC Molisin Klian . Belt No.2853 PS Shaliqabooi

DFC PS Charhkani 
DFC PS Phandu 
OII PSRM'D^

19 FC Faklire Akinr 4/^
20 ArifUllah Belt No, 2864 

Zarshad Khmi Belt No. 362P
• 22 -l^ukhtiarUilabBletNo 1201

-.r-
21. A

Miihrirln/PS Chamkdni

'Z’

, Opemtions)Pesl6war
„ ----------- d^ted Peshawar the / g 'y Zo'>2

''^f'nformaiionandnecessarj'.action:-

1 ■ The Capital City Police OfTicer. Pcsliawar. '

- SSP Investigation CCP Pesh

AS. CRC, FMC
awar

Cu-'-

V .

i
•i
,1
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criminals as well asif , have maintained links with notorious

vide pm No.-383 dated 0.1.06.2012 U.’S
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11 is further alleged that you have

with criminals.

in arrestleaked secret information
■ ii)

.iiioned EIR and.all'icd 

He has tarnished the ima;
of general publicmei

ge of police department in the eyes

part and rendered you
liable for punishmentiiiV

misconduct on your. Allthis amounts to gross
under Police (F.&DI Rules. 1975. , ■

■ ■ ' , 'hr Rule 6 (n (W uf the said Rules lo put forth written defend
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iv)

taken against you
Officer, it shall be

ived within the specific periotic the Rnquiry
nA\ill be taken against you.reply is not rcceiv 

have no defence to .
• s, ' . In case your 

presumed that you
o'ffcr and cx*parte ac^ioly^^

/
> /

./
® KASHIF AFTaW AHMAD ABBASDPSP 

Senior Superin^ndent of Police 
(Operations) Peshawar

U Cdr
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•J- , PSP SSP/Operations Peshawar as competent author^^ 
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of the opinion that SI ZarsWad Khan No. departmentally as he has committed
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am
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tth notorious criminals as well as ,Proc amie 

t,oPIRNo.583 dated03.06.2022u/s 365/302/109/.7-AIAPS ,
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.misconduct as he, has mamtained links wi

Offenders (POs) of case VI
in abovehe has leaked secret information in arrest of P.OsShahpur.
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mentioned FIR and allied with criminals, 

hi) He has tarnishedthe image of police depa
rtment in the.eyes of general public.

dered him liable for punishment
misconduct on his part and ten

All this amounts to gross
under Police (E&D) Rules, 1975.•1)

official in the said-episode with
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of scrutinizing the conduct of afore said police
aUegatlonsSPRsra. is appointed as Enquiry Officer2. For the purpose 

reference to the above 

Rules 1975. lice Rules (1975), provide
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ed official.

3.reasonable opportunity of hearing to the

other action to be taken against the aeons
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( ■
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(Operations) P^hawar
mri' <.oE/p A, dated Peshawar the

No.,
Copy to;-

The Inquiry Officer. ^ , -
■ ■ The Delinquent official.through PA to the EO officer1.
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OFFICE OF THE 

SUPERINTENDENT OF POLICE,
rural, PESHAWAR.

dated Peshawar the

y"-

F>(P
u if2^,4^/2022.

No

The SehiorSuperintehdeht of Police

Peshawar ,To
Operations 
nFP&RTWlEtjVALENQ^

30.07.2022; pertaining-toSubject;
Endt; No, 170/E;PA, dated

officerefer to. your
against SI Zarshad Khan No

please 
departmental enquiry

. 362/P.

STATEMENTOFALLE!^^!^

/It t^as,/%een reposed
■ ^scinductX'^®

proclainjed offenders (POs)ofcase 

302 109,7-ATAPS Shahpur.
' further, alleged that he has leaked

d FIR and allied with orinninals.
image of police departme

.. » « —r " "’ll-
maintained links with notorious “ ^ ^ 355,

vide FIR No. 5S3 dated 03.06.2022
1.

secret information in. arrest of POs ir
//

. It is■ / . ii.
nt in the eyes of general public.

him liable for
above mentione

-/V,:p£:r2roeern,soondu.- 

/ Tanishment under Police (E&D) Rules, 1975.

i‘\ -N . ’

ppnc£EP1NGi

1'
his part and renderediii:

\
• Personal hearing.

\. Recpyding of statement.
^ - of CDR and posting record ,-2ri2/PA dated 02.08.2022 

Statement :.

. • Collection.
. criminal record of Lai Sher group

Enquiry officer provided 

■ allegation was 
questioned too

02.08.2022. His posting 

/ 2113/Pa

vides this office memo^No^

SI Zarshad Kh^n
recorded, anijl he was cross 

. 2113/pa dated

reasonable, opportunity'.to

and his written reply was
CFU'.vide this office letter Ni^

" concerned office vides this office letter NO
himserved upon

His CDR was obtained fforn
record was also-sought fror^t

«sCQPE RNQUIRYI
e criminals (llrshirrJan Sher, Ramzan 

mal circumstances in geneial , 
includes being in contact wilh

Being in contaol with the abr

of the enquiry includes supporting thes
particular and inThe scope

and rest of the family) in criminal cases ,n 
owing information regarding the °
fhem for last one year or more without lustified reasons.

ntioned group after the killing

ct,vtfwient

nor

s. It also

of Haji Ihsan Ullah
me

recorded which is
.and his statement was

called to the officeSI Zarshad Khan was

attached.

\



/
r"'

rRQSS QUESTIONS>

/sDo you know Jan Sher, Ramzan and Lai Sher etc? 

Yes. since 20,25 years.

{Q:

Ans: - ' I

What are their activities and reputation in the area? ,

illegal activities, killing of innocent people, land grabbing

Q;-

Suspicious/ involved in 

and extortion.,

Why Muhammad Hussain SI (police official)

He was killed by them without any reason.

Did you knowing about the iliegal activities of Jan Sher etc and have information 

regarding killing of innocent people?

Ans: -

killed by Lai Sher group?was
Q:-

Ans: -

Q:-

.4

Yes.Ans; - ■

Do you know about the killing, of innocent women as well as innocent people by
Q;-

i.
Jan'Sher etc?

Yes. ,Ans: -

Do you know the said group is land mafia?Q;-

Yes,And; -

Were you in contact with Jan Sher, Ramzan etc and since when?
Q:-

X

Yes, since long. . .

Being a police, officer why you helped them? 

They are my relatives.

Are they your blood relatives?

Ans; -

Q.;-
/

. Ans; - \
■I

Q:- /
\

No.Ans; - \
As a police officer, knowing fully well that they are known criminals^f^e area 
and you are not even their blood relative, can you justify you reiationship with
them?

Silence (No answer).

Do you think such kind of conduct that is keeping close relations with criminals

be justified while being in police department?

Q:-

Ans;-
/

Q. -

can

No..

Do you know that Jan Sher and group are POs and are wanted to different police 

stations?

Ans; -

Q:'

YesAns; “

Do you know that number 03160242424. 03199077591 and 03160901144 a 
being used by whom?

Yes, Jan Sher, Ramzan and Lai Sher respectively.

Q:-

Ans: -



/

2 4-3J.

ii
FINDINGS:

'- 0
r I I, That Lai Sher, Jan Sher, Ramzan etc. are involved in land grabbing, extortion, killing' 

Innocent people as well as killing of innocent women.

• 2. That they are also involved in the killing of police officers.

3. That they are involved in illegal activities since 20,25 years.

4. That entire family involved in criminal activities, (criminal record is attached). .

5. That there are many police officers who are their friends and supporters. .

6. That they also harass police officers by using many techniques i.e submitting false

applications in courts and to superior officers just to stop them from, performing their 
lawful duties. ' - ,

7. That it is because of these police officers that they have been able to the reach that 
much level of the criminality.

8. That the testimony to the fact above is that there is not a single FIR of Extortion and land 

grabbing against them in-Peshawar contrary to the ground facts and realities.

9. That he confessed that the above mentioned group is involved, in land mafia, killing of 
innocent people as well as killing of police officials.

10. That bfeing a police officer it is necessary to avoid contacts with criminals and other

people having illegal activities, but, SI Zarshad Khan failed to do this.
II. That if Lai Sher group.was gone very high up the ladder of criminality, police officers like 

SI Zarshad Khan have contributed to this. As. it is a universal and recognized fact that a
criminal/ a criminal gang/ a mafia/a cuts cannot move up the ladder of criminality without 
the assistance of police officer.

12. That he confessed during the cross questioning that he is a mediator for Lai St 
group for Ws a//J/rgas and conducts Jirgas for them.

13. That he had been hands and gloves with Lai Sher group etc. throughout their criminal 
history.

14. That this officer has 27 contacts and SMS with the group.

15. That he is staunch supporter of the group. -

CONCLUSION:

In view of above, analyzing of the statement of SI Zarhsad Khan .No. 362/P, 
questioning, intelligence sources and other available materia! the “all ailegations against him 
are proved and he is found guilty".

cross

'v

/
\ • /

Capt (R) Saip^m Ab^^^lachtfPSP) 
Enquiiyu^er,'^ 

Superintend ’̂t^ofPolice, 
Rural/Qivrsion, .

Peshawar.

•*
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^ ® ■ roTEKATIONS), 
PESHAWAR 

Phone. 091-921305

- /7SENIOR:

y •9

fi ^2022 •02^^Dated Peshawar the _

, competent authority,

inu SI Zarshad Khan
^ ■ ^ Peshawar as

of Police, Operations
Rules. 1975, do herebyserve you

No.
I, Senior Superintendent
urider the Police disciplinary

- 362/P as follows:-

That consequent upon the 

SP Rural Peshawafs
opportunity of perso

1.

•byconducted against you
hich you were given the

completion of enquiry committee

of the charges for W2. (i) Who found you guilty

nal hearing.

itted the follow misconducts.

ady comtnun

ih the.fmdings(ii) Ongoing throug-
cord and other connon relam satisfied that you have comm videicated to yoti

found guilty of *e charges alre
dated 30.07.2022.You have been 

this office bearing No. 170/PA
maior/minor

wJecidedtoimpQsermor^

derthejaid_Biiles.
moeienlAu^erity

result thereof L^Come.—-

therefore, require to Show

Asa.3'. issaLaonU£l2dcedin
‘the aforesaid penalty should not

Cause'as to why the
You are, 
be imposed upon you.

If no reply to this notice

that you have no

•4.
of its delivery, it shall be presumed

action shall be taken■is received within 7-days
and in that case an exjiarte^5. defense to put m

.against you.
if so wisheq.aMiberty to be heard in person.

You are6. --N.,

il
■ // abbasdpspkashifaft^a^a^

(LtCdr ®
iwar
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OFFICE OF THE
SR: SUPERINTENDENT OF POLICE, 

(OBERATIONS) PESHAWAR 
Phone. 091-9210508

I,

^ .

ORDER

this office order will dispose-off the departmental proceedings against SI Zarshad Khan No. 
362/P while posted at CCP Peshawar was placed under suspension and proceeded against 

departmentally on the allcgations/charges that he has been indulged in illegal activities and misconduct 

as he has maintained links with notorious criminals as well as proclaimed offenders (POs) of case vide 

FIR No. 583 dated 03.06.2022 u/s 365/302/109/7-ATA PS Shahpur and he has leaked secret information

in arrest of POs in above mentioned FIR and allied with criminals.

Under Police Rules 1975 (amended 2014) proper charge sheet alongwith summary of allegations 

issued against him and SP Rural was appointed as Enquiry Officer who submitted his findings 

wherein he concluded that statement of SI Zarshad Khan No. 362/P, cross questioning, intelligence . 
sources' and other available materials the “all allegations against him are proved and he is found 

guilty;

j

2.

was

Oh receipt of the findings, Final Show Cause Notice^was issued to'him vide No. 2890/PA dated 

02.11.2022 to which he replied while providing him ample opportunity of self-defence in orderly 

bn 15.11.2022. He however, failed to advance any plausible explanation in rebuttal of the charges. Thus, 

the allegations against him stand proved. The undersigned being competent under (Efficiency & 

Disciplinary) Rules, 1975, haye decided to impose major penalty of ̂ dismissal from service on the

room

accused official. He is, therefore, dismissed from service with immediate effect. :

Order announced. ■
I
/ ■

(Lt Cdr ® KASHIF AFTAB AHMAD ABBASI)PSP 
Senior Superintendent of Police 

(Operations) feshawar

t

No3^/^ ~ / y PA dated Peshawar, the /^/// /2Q22.
Copy for information and necessary action lo:-

1. The Capital City Police Officer, Peshawar.

-2. EC-l. EC-ll,AS, PO.
3. FMC along with complete enquiry file for record ( /' ' );

/
r

H
J
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6^
OFFICE OF THE

CAPITAL CITY POLICE OFFICER, 
PESHAWAR

ORDKR.

. I his order will dispose oi'ihc. dcparimcnial appeal preferred by Kx-SI Zarshad 

Khan- N(); 362/l\ w ho was awarded ihe major punishmeni of ‘’Dismissal- from service” under KP 

PR-1975 b\ SSP Operaiions Peshawar \ ide order \o. 3014-1-7/PA..dated 16.11.2022.

Short, lacis leadinu to the instant appeal

proceeded against dcpartmentally on the follow ing charges:- ' '

1 hat he ha.s been indujged in-illegal activities and misconduct as he has maintained 

dinks, with notorious criminals as well as proclaimed oifenders (POs) of case vide 

i-IR No.' 583, dated 03'.06.2022 u/s 365/302/109/7-ATA PS Shahpur. ' ' ’

Ihal he has leaked secret inlbrmation in arrest of POs in above-mentioned I’TR and 

• allied with criminals.

I Ic has tarnished the image of police department in the eyes of general public.

I le was issued proper Charge Sheet and Summary of Allegations by SSP/Opcralions 

appointed as inquiry officer to scrutini/.e the conduct of the.

- inquiry ofliccr after conducting proper inquiry submitted his, findings . in 

found guilty. The competent authority in light'of the findings of the cnquiiy officer. , 
issued him. final Show Cause Nolle 

hence awarded the above major punishmeni.

2- , that the delinquent Sub-Ihspcetor w'asarc

I.

11.

111.

iNshawar.'khc SIVRural Peshawar 

accu-sed oiricial, 'J'he i 

which he was

was

which he replied, but the same was found unsalisiactory.c to

4- . lie was heard in person in O.R and the rcRwanl record along with his explanation 

perused. During personal hearing, the appellant failed to submit any plausible explanation in his 
defence, lie was given ample opporiunit}' to prove his innocence but he could not defend himself 

I hcieldie. his appeal lor setting aside the punishment awarded to him ' SSiVOpcraiions Peshawar
is hereby rejecicd/filcd.

f
!

\ ■

(MUIIAMMAD1.uaKHAN) PSP 
CAPITAL CITyi>bl^OKFICi:R, 

pi&ha'
/2()^

0 ^^7 ypA -dated Peshawar the '

.Copies for iniormation and necessary action to the:

1. SSP/Operations Peshawar.
,2. SIVRural Peshawar.
3. AD/I'I’CCP. Peshawar.

, '4. .liC-ll&PayOmccr »
5. I'MC along with j'ouji Mis.sal.
6. Official Concerned.

1
■No.

J
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WAKALAT NAMA

IN THE COURT OF icu^c>

^ y /

Appellant(s)/Petitioner(s)

— . . VERSUS
■ - PP^ ^ W Respondent(s)

I/We _______________ ___^_ do hereby appoint
Mr. Khaled Rehman, Advocate, Supreme Court, Mr. Muhammad 
Amin^Ayub & Muhammad Ghazanfar Ali, Advocates in the above 

' mentioned case, to do all or any of the following acts, deeds and things.

1. To appear, act and plead for me/us in the above mentioned case in 
this Court/Tribunal in which the same may be tried or heard and 
any other proceedings arising out of or connected therewith.

2. To sign,, verify and file or withdraw all proceedings, petitions, 
appeals, affidavits and applications for compromise or withdrawal 
or for submission to arbitration of the said case, or any other

. . documents, as may be deemed necessary or advisable by them for
the conduct, prosecution or defence of the said case at all its stages. 

* ♦ , • ‘‘

3. To receive payment of, and issue receipts for, all moneys that may
be or become due and payable to us during the course of 
proceedings. . .

AND hereby agree:-
a. . That the Advocate(s) shall be entitled to withdraw from 

^ the prosecution of the said case if the whole or any part
of the agreed fee remains unpaid.

In witness whereof I/We have signed this Wakalat Nama 
hereunder, the contents of which hav^ been read/explained .to 
me/us andjuUymnderstood by me/us this

Attested & Accepted by
' /■

Signatureof ExecutantslO

t

:uKhaled Rahman,
Advocate,
Supreme Court ofPakistan

&

Muhammad Amin Ayub
Advocate, High Court,

&

Muhammad Gh^anfar Ali
Advocate, High Court

4-B, Haroon Mansion 
Kliyber Bazar, Peshawar 
Off: Tel: 091-2592458-


