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- Respectfully Sheweth,
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5‘EFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Servue Appeal No. S zé /2023

‘Mr. Zarshad Khan - -

Ex-Sub-Inspector, Police Lines Peshawar........0cc.coooiiiee, e, Appellant
VERSUS
1. ‘The Provincial Police Ofﬁcer,.

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

2. The Capital City Police Officer Peshawar.

3. The Semor Superlntendent ot Police gOEeratlons!,

Peslnwax

'SERVICE AFPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA -

~ SERVICE TRIBUNALS ACT, 1974 AGAINST THE ORIGINAL IMPUGNED

~  ORDER DATEDl‘16 11.2022 WHEREBY MAJOR PENALTY OF  DISMISSAL
' FROM SERVICE WAS IMPOSED UPON THE APPELLANT AGAINST WHICH"
" HE PREFERRED DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL TQ RESPONDENT NO.2 ON

2]1.11.2022 BUT THE SAME WAS UNLAWFULLY REJECTED/FILED VIDE '

. IMPUGNED APPELLATE ORDER DATED 27.02.2023.

PRAYER

_ On acceptance of the instant appeal the 1mpugned orlglnal orden dated’
16.11 2022 "passed by Respondent No3 and the Impugned Appellaté order dated
27.02. 2023. passed by Respondent No.2 may graciously be brushed aside and appellant be -

re- mstated into service W1th all back beneﬁts '

Facts giving.rise'to the preeenl appeal are as, under'-

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

per foumng his duties agam‘;t the rank of Sub-Inspector. It is pertinent to aver here

' that the appellant has never been proceeded agamst departmentally and rendered

more than 28 unblemished service.

2. That an'F.LR No.583 (Annex:-A) dated 26.06. 2022 U/S 364/302/ & TATA,

Police Stauon Shah Pur ‘was chalked out by. the Complamant namely Muhammad‘

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

Shamshir (brothels) and Abbas Ahas Mohmanday, the monve was shown to be_ o

”



blood feud enmity. The accused were arrested .and'behind the bars. 8

3 That appellant while peiformmg his dutles against the post of Sub-Inspector was
o subjected to ofﬁce order dated 29.07. 2022 (Annex: -B) whereby he alongwith 21
Police ofﬁmals were suspended from service and closed to PO]IC(': Lines Peshawai

on. the ba51s of 50 called lmk with accused ibid. Later on, appellant was issued
Chal fre Sheet and Statement: of Alleoations (Amzex -C) based on ill-founded .
allegatlons Since the charges were baseless and ill- founded appellant submltted a
detailed Reply (Annex:-D) wherein he explalned his posmon and_e_ach and every

- aspect of 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 28.10.2022 (A4sinex:-E). The Committee jumped to the "~

WIONE: | conclusmn and appellant was illegally found to be guilty of the charges. It -
:is further elucidated that the Fact Flndmg Inquiry Report was not pr_owded to
~appellant rather appellant moved an application bpt‘to no avail, however, the

' -appellant obtained the‘re'port' through his own efforts.

5..  That Responde'nt- Department without conducting a detail regular inqui'ry as .
‘ 2env1saged in the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules, 1975, 1ssued a Final Show
Cause Notice dated 02.11.2022 (Annex: -F) which too was mstantly replled :
(Anne,\ -G) but the very ave1ments as 1ncorporated in the ‘same weze not taken -
' .‘1nto conmdelatlon and appellant was handed down the original nnpugned ofﬁce ’

- order dated 1611. 2022 (Alme\ -H) whereby he ‘was mfhcted upon the majm

penalty of dismissal flOlTl service.

- 6. That appellant being ag{,riev‘ed of the impug,ned original oidei. date;d 16. 1l"’022
pieteued Depaltmental Appeal under Rule-3 of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Appeal
Rules, 1986 on 21.11.2022 (Anne :-I) but same was unlawfully 1ejected/ﬁled‘

i "v1de nnpugned appellate 01der dated 27. 02 2023 (Annex'-J)

7. That appellant being aggrieved of the inlpugned original ordei' date‘d 16.11.2022
- ‘and unpu&,ned appellate order dated 27.02. 2023 ﬁles this appeal inter-alia, on the

i ‘ followm;, grounds:-

Groun (IS :

A That Respondents have not tleated appellant in accordance wnth law, ullcs and

policy on subject and acted in vnolatlon of Article 4& 10A of the Constitution ol

2



Islam1c Repubhc of Pak1stan 1973 and the Authorities unlawfully 1ssued the

) 1mpu0ned 01ders which are unjust unfair and hence not sustamable in the eye of

law. - >

N

That as a matter of fact appellant and accused namely Ramzan Ali, Jan Sher, ‘.Lal

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

(complamant party) are co—v1llage1s and since long participate.in each other’s woe

and j joy due to village traditions. The brother of ‘the appellant is Chairman of the

locality. As pe1 customs of the locality, the disputes amongst the co v1llagers are

“settled down by the eldels and Chairman. of the locahty Since there was blood -

feud enmity between the accused party and the complamant party, theref(ne so

many Jngas were held in the Hujra of ‘the Chanman/btother of the appellant

. wherein appellant was calléd upon many tnnes to partlmpate in the Jirga meetmgs

to restore. peace in the locality. Due to atoresald situation appellant had had

contacts with the accused party for the purpose of reconciliation. Moreover'
Pohce duung the .course of his duties is in sealch of- 1nf0rmat10n from the local
Infonners about the commission of offence and therefore, l\eep contacts with all

folks of the society. It is pertinent to add he1e that appellant auested SO many

, cmmnal upon. 1nto1mat10n of the accused’ party and that 100 much before the

commencement of Case FIR No.583 dated 26.06.2022. -

That had the appel]ant any lmk or conmvance w1th accused Ramzan Ah then the

complamant palty must have made complaint against the appellant in the criminal”

. proceedmgs but no such cornplamt has. so far been made against the appellant by

~ the complainant party Smnlally, no such statement has been 1ecorded or acquned

from accused in connection w1th the involvement of the appellant in the cr1nnnal
case. Appellant has been awarded major pumshment on the ba51s of surmises and .

COI’lJLIllCtlllGS Refelence is made“to 2019 PLC (CS) 224 and 2022 PLC jCS[
474:-

+

< R ' . . . ‘ - ) .
2019 PLC (CS) 224 )
L . ) i .. .
“Major  penalty, -imposition of-— Requlr(,ments---An y  disciplinary
proceedings relating to misconduct of an (.mployee/oﬂ‘ icer of any department”
wihich entails major penalty of removal/dismissul Jfrom service must be L

inquired through regular inquiry which cannot be dispensed with in matter
where controversial facts and ticklish que_\tmns are mw)lve( »?

2022 SCMR 745

' ----Departmental mqmry-—-Purpose---Foremost aSptratwn of comlacnng

departmental inquiry was fo_find out ‘whether a prima fucie case of

misconduct was muade out ugrumt the delinquent officer for proceeding
- Jurther-—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 procéss of law or right to fmr trial
was followed orignored wludz was'a fundamental right.



~----""Regular f/u[ut'ry" and  "preliminary/fuct finding . inquiry"---
Distinction---Regular inquiry was triggered after issuing show cause
notice with statement’ of al(eganons and. if the reply was not found -
suitable then inquiry officer was 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 uiid Suir
opportunity to the accused to place his defence and if any witness was’
‘examined against him then a foir opportunity should also be afforded to
- ¢ross-examinie the witnesses-- Whereas a discrete or fact finding inquiry
was conductéd af initial stage but internally to find out whether in the
faas and circumstances reported, a proper cuse of misconduct was made
" out ro uutlare disciplinary proceedings. \ -

i

Lll\ew1se it has been held in series of VeldICtS that p1el1m1nary mqulry is

conducted just to collect material against the dehnqucnt c1v1l se1vant and if the

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

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

SCMR 1673, PLJ 2016 Trc Serv1ce 321 PLJ 2011 Trc Scrvnce 12 and PLJ
2016 Tre Service 1353. R ‘ R

That AL—'t’icle-;’ZS' of :the ¢01iétitutibn' of Islamic Republirc‘ic of Pakistan, 1973
ehvisages that every citizen of the coxlritfy'hos to be treated equally. As has been
alleged herein above that by means of office order dated 29.07.2022 as many as .
22 offices were suspended and closed to Pohce Llne Peshawa1 on the same Set of

alleﬂauon Later on they were exonerated and appellant held to be commltted

" misconduct. Therefore, the acts and dmissions of the Respondents and 1mpugned -

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

Wisdam can be drawn from 1984 PLC (CQ) 560, 1991 SCMR 1040 and 2003 ‘ |
PLC Pcshawar 27 whercm it was held that -

“Disciplinary actwn---Actmn not banafide in chamcter cannot be said to be
in public interest and would not qualify for being upheld-Allegation against -
accused prece(lented No-action taken against others Imvmg committed same

drregularities-Accused smgletl out-Action in ctruumtances lwld not banu
_fule .

1991 SCMR 1040

. " «
=Art, 25(1)—-All eitizens are equal bcfore law and entitled to aqual proteaum
of law---State, however, is not prohibited to treat its citizens on the basis of a

“reasonable classification —Reasonable classification---Basis or criterion- for
clumf cation as to avert violation of Art. 25(1).

: 2003 PLD Peshawar 27

. v
--=~-"Discrimination "---CO"M()!(JU()H---Dls(.rlnlm(lfloll occurs only when two
or more persons, who.are similarly placed, in similar situation aml in .wmllar :
amblenr circumstances, are freated differently.

- That the Inquu y Officer has conducted mquuy through Questlonnalrc which has

been deplecated by the Hon'ble . Supreme Coult of Paklstan The mode of

Questlonnane is 11e1ther plowded in the Rules nor a vahd mode of conductmg:>

“nquiry. Thus the 1mpugned o1der based upon such defectwe mqulry 1s Illegal

1l



without lawful -author_lty and thus not sustainable.

ld'
That it ts steadfast scheme of serv1ce law that whenever an accused is subjected |
to depaltmental proceedmgs a charge is fmmed in the shape of Charg ge Sheet and
Statement of Allegations. The Basic aim of the same is to inform the delmquent
civil servant of the charges without any ambiguity and he has to be mformed that
what kind of m1sconduct has been committed by him. The charges as mﬂected '
upon the appellant are very serious in nature, therefore, the Authorities were
supposeld to clearly mention the chatge's v;/ithout_ any doubt because mentioning
mere you have been indulged in ‘illega‘l activities and miSct)tzditct as you have
maintained links with notorious ckimimlls'does not exempt the ;guthority- fro"nt '
his legal duties. Thus the charges are not covered nnder Rule-3 of the Khyberk"
Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules-1975 and thereon the ’impugned oi'de'ljs are liable to be
set aside. . ’ |

.
T

That neither 1-‘egular inquiry was -cénducted into the case in hand nor any

documentary 01 01al ev1dence was recmded in presence of the appellanl nor was

he provided Opportumty of cross-examination. The entire act10n was taken at the

“back of the appellant and thus he was condemned unheard. It is a settled law that
. where a major penalty is to be imposed then regular inquiry is necessaf‘y which

“has not been done in the case in harid. Even the copy of the second Enquiry- -

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

1

.

~ That Article-lOA of the Constitution of the lslalnic Republic of Pakistan, 1973 ,
‘ read w1th Section-16 of the Khybe1 Pakhtunkhwa C1v11 Selvants Act, 1973

p10v1de f01 the ught of falr trial as per plescrtbed law and Rules. Even the

Enquuy Rep01t was not provided to the appellant Wthh was the mandatory

‘requirement of law and also appellant was condemned unheald thus the

unpugned orders are vo1d ab-mltlo as well as against the principle of natulal

justice.

That no opportunity of 'personal‘ hearing was afforded to the appellant neither by

the competent authortty, nor by the Enqmry Officer nor even by the appellate

' authonty which are the mandatory requlrements of law. Rellance 1s placed on
2003 SCMR 1126 wluch states that:-

““where the civil servant was not uffordell a chance of persmml hearmg‘
before passing uf tarmumrwn or(ler, such order would be void ub- lnlllf) ”

Further reliance is placed on PLD 2008 SC 412 which _states as under:- -

“Natural Justzce, prmc:ples of — Oppammuy of Imarmg --- Scope —- order
: a(lverse to interest of u person cannot be passed without providing him an

1



opporuuuty of Izearmg --- Depuarture from such rule may remler such order
I
lllegal , .

2022 PLD SC 119

. ----Fmr Itearmg, right of---bs.senmrl constituents of a fuir hearing-=-To
ensure the principle of fairness embedded in the right of hearing, the person -
sought to be uffected must at least be made aware -of the allegations made
against him, upon which basis the decision is to SJollow, (i.e., notice of the case
10 be mey) and, second, be-given a fair opportunity to make any .relevant
stutement putting forward his own case, and 1o correct or controvert any
relevant statement brought forward -to his prejudice (i.e., opportunity 1o
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 circamstances, -
these clementary and essential requirements of principle of ﬂumess and right
of hearin g :

‘

20]9 PLD SC745 -

“ee—Art. 10 A--Fuair 1rml and due process of law—-Right of hearmg--Scope~

- ~Right of hearing of a party to a lis is one of the fundamental principles of
juruprmlence which is guammeed by Art.10-A of the Constitution in is
assurance of a "fair trial and due process of law"' 10 a litigant.”” .

-

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

of the appellant which is agamst the pr 1nc1ple of natural justice.

»
i

That the impugned appellate order clated’ 27.02.2022 does not qualify the -
condition of Section-24A of the General Clauses Act, 1897 read with Rule-5 of
the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa (Appeal) Rules 1986 as the same has not been decided
by the appellate authority by applying his judicial mind. Reliance i 1s placed on
2010 SCMR 511, 2010 SCMR 1475, 2010 SCMR 1778, 2015 SCMR 630:-

3

“emen§. 74—A-—-SpeaAmg order---Scope---Piiblic functmmmes are obliged 0
redress gnevmrr,el of citizens/their subordinates with reasons.”

T8 24- A---Spcal.mg orrler---Swpe—-Umler 8.24-A, General Clausev Act,
1897, even public functionaries are duty. bound to decide the case after
application r)f mind.

“n8. 74A---E vecutive authority-—-Discretion, exercise of---Scope-—- Whur
legislature conferred a wide ranging power, it must be deemed to have
assumed that the power would be, firstly, exercised in gaod faith, secondly, for
the advancement of the objects of the legisldtion, and, tlurdly in a reasonable
manner—--Where the authorities failed to regulate their ‘discretion by the
Jraming of rules, or policy stateinents or precedents, it became mandatory for
the courts to intervene in order to mamt(mr the reqmm‘e balance for the
exercise of statumry power.” :

That appellate authority was reqﬁired 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 relled upon the

_recommendation of the [nquiry Officer which is agamst the nhorms of Justlce

Reliance is placed on 2020 PLC €S 1291 (Supreme Comt) the 1elevant citation

is reproduced herein below for ease to reference:-

Reunmtement in service--— No specy‘:c allegation prove(l rhmug/z evidence-~
-Orders of thé competent authority as well as departmental appeal were on
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
ﬂwm([e(l major penulty of dismissul fmm service by relymg upon the



recommendation_of the inguiry officer and ighored the fuct thdt ie specific
_allegation through evidence was proved against the respamlem--uwl servatit-
—-prosecution- was duty bound to prove the “allegation for which the
respondent was dmrge sheeted---Service Tribunal and nglrtly :emstuted the

respondent in servic e-——appeal was dismissed”.
L. That appellant would like to offer some-other grounds during the course’ of -
arguments.

S

It is, theletme humbly played that the instant appeal may g1a01ously be accepted

as played for above.

Any other 1ehef as deemed appropriate in the cnrcumstances of case not

- spec1ﬁcally asked for, may also be granted to appellant

‘Dated: £ 20372033

.. - Appellant
Through =~ "« . 7

NG 7/ —
Khaled™ Rahman, T

Advocate, >
. . . Supreme Court of Pakistan

7
s Tl
' Muhammad Amin Ayub - .
Advocate, High Court '

A " Muhammad .G%zahfar Al
o ~ Advocate; High"Court



BEFORE TI—lE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUN AL PESHAWAR |

Servxce Appeal No - -/2023 o
Zarshad Khan.......... SRR '.....,.-...;....Appellant
" . ' Versus ‘ ' .
'Th,é.PPQ and others.............,...._...‘..............'.'.D.........'.'..Respondents
" AFFIDAVIT

I, Mr. Zarshad Khan Ex-Sub- Inspector Pollce Lines Peshawar, do hereby solemnly
affirm and declare on oath that the contents of thxs writ petltlon are true and c01rect to the -

best of my knowledge and nothing has been concealed from thls Hon’ble Court.:

. 'Deponent_
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" . ) B . “. - ' . . : l' ' ! . ~ J’A
U -~ omckorTmg
’ SE N!OR SUPERINTE NDENT or PO[ ICF.
: {OPERATIONS)
PESIIAWAR
' ’
ORDER
ll has allegedly bun teported- that the lolln\\ ing police oflicials have beeh lmlulgtd in |HL;..II :
'\. ) n.inmc and misconduet as they ha e linked with nnmrmn\ ummnk as '\\L" as I'muhnma umnmr

(ro) of case vide FIR Nao, 583 dated 03. 0( "0"7 u/s ?(VJ{)’/IO‘)IY-A TA DS blxxhpur

.
lluulme th Iollowmg police Oﬂxcnk arc phccd tmdur ms‘pcnsnon and closed to Police Li '“C”

Peshawar with immediate effect. Subscquently, proper charge sheet and summery of allegations being

issued separately,

SHNo [ Name . . , y Posting = '
1| Missal Khum P/54 N - Inspector/ON ECantt .~ [ U’/" _
2| Rashid Ali Belt No. 070 " | GDPS Daud Zai Jloe ) -
¢ 3 [ Wisal Kian Belt No4655 "~ | PS"Mathra Y.
o L4 | Mubammad Riaz Na.22/p .| Gulbahar
B Shoukat Khan Belt No, 1199 ) Gunner MPA Arbab J'mdad .
« 6 | Qazi Muhammad Hassan Belt No 1058 10 PS Shahpur. - C i -
- 7| Molisin Khan 2853 PS Shahqabool : : - T T ‘ -
8 1 Syed Sajawal Shah L/ ASI PS Shahpur ] : R L
« 8 | lzhar Hussain Belt-Na.1959 - Ordaly ST Tariq Habilb : R
. 10| Muhammad Irshad No, 191 ] VC PP fala Bela .
11| Syed Waqar Ali Shah Belt No, 1873 GD PS Hayat Abad ' | ) .
=12 | Irfan Khan Belt No. 2088 ' " | Muharir Inv PS East C:mﬂ o
13 | (Inspector) Yousaf Jan No- P/324 SHO PS Urmer - :
14 _| Asfandyar Belt No. 4607~ .| Nakbandi Dalazak road Shali;iur
|15 | Bashir Khan Belt No.522]. PS Shahpur :
- 1+ 16 | Amjad Khan Belt No.5564 PS Chamkani :
©. 17 [ HC Tahir A O1T . ATS Sqard :
[15_| HC Mohsin Khan_ BeltNo 3857 T 55 Shahgabool
19 | FC Fakhre Alam- e DFC PS Chamkani
. 420y Arif Ullah Bejt No. 7864 DFC PS Phandu
121 | Zarshad Khan Belt No. 362P | OILPSRMT”
.22 | Mukhtiar Ullah Blet No 1201 Murir Iny'PS Chambkdn,

(Lt Cdr ® KASHIF AFTAF AN}
-Senior Superint ndent o

. L ' Operations) Peslawar:
N &5 £2-45 A ~ dated Peshmvarthe R 07 S22

v far inforniation and necessary. action:-

\D A BASI)PSP
Pphce

E Thc Capital City Pollce Ofﬁ(.er Pesh.\\\ar
‘ IOssp Investigation CCP Peshmvar
. OAS], EC-1, AS, CRC, FMC

ay




x

C - ' o PR
A (A
(CHARGE SHEET -// E W C
\. . Whercasd. Lt Cdr® Kaslﬁf Aftab Ahmad Ahbasi. PSP.-SSPIO'perations Peshawar. am satisfied
‘that a Formal Foquiry as contemplated by police Rules 1975 is necessary & cxpedient in the subject
"case'against SI Zarshad Khan No. 362/P while posted as incharge fuvestgiation S RMT .

Peshawar.

-~

2. Ana whereas. 1 am of the, view that the allegations if cstablished would call for majoriminar

penalty. as defined in Rule 3 of the aforesaid Rules.

3. - Now therefore. as required by Ruic 6 (1) (Y & () of the said Rules. L 1L Cdr R Kashif Aftab
Ahmad Abbasi. PSP sSSP Opcraimm I"e<hawat herehy charge "} Zarshad Khan No. 362/F while

2

posted as incharge ancstg!atmn PS RMT Peshawar under Rule 5 (H) of the Police Rules 1975.

L ha< allegedly” beet: nepnried that vou have heen indulged m illcqal acuvmef. and
_.'mmconduct ‘as vnu have maintained links with notarious criminals as well as Proctaimed '
- Offenders (POQ of case vide FIR No. S83 dated 03.06. "ﬂ"“ wis 363302 N097-ATA PS
Shahpur. N | ' '
’ ii) TS f,urthcr alleged that you have leaked secret information in arrest of P.Os m above
mentioned FIR and. alficd with criminals. . S

iy . He hac tanmhed the image of pohce department in the excs of gencral pubiic.

vy - Allithis a111ou11t< to gm« mmcnnduct on your part and lendcred you hah\e for punishment

undcr Pniicc (F.&D) Rules. 1975.

.

4. - 1 herchy direct Yo fullhcr under Rulc & () (0 of the <a1d Ru\e: to put fnrth written defence’
within 7 days of the receipt of this Charge Sheet 1o the nqun'\ Officer. as 10 why action ﬁhould not be

1aken against you and also stanng at the same time W hether you de<ne {0 be heard in pcrson,

* 5,7 . In case your reply is . not received \wthm the <pcc1ﬁc perinw the Enquiry thccr u shall be

presumed that you have ne defence 10 ffer and cx—pane aclmn/mll hc taken agalmt you.

S,

~,
>

Lt Cdr ® KASHIF AFTA# AHMAD ABBAQI)PSP
Senior Superm;endent of Police
(Operatmm) Peshawar

va




GO

o other action to be taken agamst the accused official. - =~ ' | -

No._/Jo___B/PA,dated Peshawar the 3% oj 122"

STATl?.MENT OF ALLEGATIONS . - ' /Q
, SRR , X

1. L Lt Cdr ® Kashrf Aftab Abmad Abbasr PSP, SSP/Operatrons Peshawar as competeﬁt— authority,

am of the opinion that SI Zarshad Khan No. 362/P whrle posted as incharge lnvestgratron PS RMT A

Peshawar has rendered himself lrable to be proceeded against departmentally as he has commrtted the

“following acts/omlssron withinthe meaning of sec‘uon 03 of the Khyber Pakhtubkhwa Polrce.Ruleb,

1975.

' ‘i) ol has'.allegedly been reported that he has been 1ndulged in rllegal actrvrtres and.

‘misconduct as he, has mar tamed lrnks wrth notorious criminals as well as, Proclaimed
. Offenders (POs) of case vide FIR No. 583 dated 03. 06.2022 u/s 365/302/109."-7-A’1A PS
Shahpur. Co

-li)' 1t is further alleged that he has leaked secret mformatié‘n in arrest of P.Os in above ‘

)

mentroned FIR and allred wrth criminals.

iiiy He has'tarmshed the image of polrce department m the eyes of general publlc

: A' i) All this amohnts to grass misconduct-on hrs part and rendered hrm liable for pumshment

under Pohce (E&D) Rules, 1975

20 For the purpose of scrutinizing the’ conduct of afore said police official in the said’ episode wrth

_ refererice 10 the above allegatrons SP Rural is appomted as Enquiry Officer " under Rule 5 @) of police

~

Rules 1975. : . ..

3.0 The Enqurry Officer shall m—accordance wrth the provrsron of the Polrce Rules (1 975), provrde ‘

reasonable opportumty of hearmg to"the accused Ofﬁcral and make recommendatrons as to pumsh or

I/‘_'
-

r

S/

Lt Cdr ® KASHIF AFTAB AI—[NIAD ABBASI)PSP
- genior Superintegdent of Police -
(Operatrons) Peshawar

Copy to:-
{.-  The Inquiry Officer. .
2., * The Delin uent official through PAto the EO officer

-

- e
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" Prge 4 o 3
OFFiCE OF THE -

~ SUPERINTENDENT OF POLICE,
" RURAL, PESHAWAR e /

¥
[
it
\‘I_.’.
.t

No.«\_ ' II5A: dated Peshawar the 28 / 12022 :

To - . The Senior Superintendent of Police,
: " QOperations, Peshawar. .

Subject L EPARTMENTAL ENQUIRY

Please refer to. your office ‘Endt: No. 170/EIPA dated 30;b_7.2022; pertaining .o’
departmental enqurry agannst s} Zarshad Khan No. 362/P. ' . .

TATEMENT OF ALLEGATION

'r\\
1 “-—A

i. e lt t{as ‘-been repoﬂed that he .has been indulged in |llegal activities and

pmsconduct as’ "he has maintained hnks wrth "notorious crlmlnals as well as_

proclanmed offenders (POs) of caso vtde FIR No. 583 dated 03. 06 2022 uls 365 T

' 302 109 7- ATA PS Shahpur

,_\, Y i. ."ftt is’ further. atteged that he has leaked secret mformatuon in, arrest of POs "
| i‘t"! \, ' o above mentioned 'FIR and allied with cnmmals . ) : .
' J i'ii:‘ He has ta\}n\shed the image of police department in the eyes of general public

4 X \v \ r § A\\ Pghig amounts to gross misconduct on his part and Arendered him hable for ‘

—Pr ‘s punrshment under police (E4D) Rules, 1975,
: " \ ~\ % .

3

PROCEEDING ‘

l

. - Personal heanng
» Re 0 ding of statement
« Collection of CDR and postrng record
e Cnmmal record of Lal Sher group vides thls offrce memo No: 211 ZIPA dated 02. 08 20?2

Enquary officer prowded reasonable, opportumty to Sl Zarshad Khen Statemen-
'atlegatlon was served upon him and hIS wr:tten reply was recorded an he was Cross
questnoned too. His CDR was obtamed from CFU vide this offtce fetter” No 21131PA dated

02.08. ?.022 HIS postanq record was also-sought frorﬂ concerned ofﬁce vndes tlms ofﬁce jetter No.

Y 2113/Pa dated 02. 08 2022

SCOPEOF ENQUIRY SR R R i

~~~...—._u

The scope of the enquuy mcludes supportmg these cnmlnals (Lal &her,.Jan Sher, Ramzan ‘
and rest of the famlly) in criminal cases n parttcular and in, normal circumstances in generetl.,-
_Gtvmg mformatnon regard.nc, the operatrons of the pohce It also 1ncludes peing in-contact with
them for last one year of more without. 1ust|f:ed reascne Belng in contact. with the abrﬁ

mentioned group after the kmlng of Haiji Ihsan Ullgh
' STATEMENT OF S ZARSHAD KHAN

St Zarshad Khan was calted to the office . and .h'rs statement wes recdrded‘ Which is
attached. TN S o

Yo




Pige 2 ¢ 2

ggg;gg.uiﬂm&:

. . ) R ' N '“
Q- Do you know Jan Sher Ramzan and Lal Sher etc? o (- / 5
s ~ . . . : f
" Ans: - Yes, since 20 25 years. ° T L ' .
AQ'. - ' ‘_ What are thetr activities and reputatlon in the area’? ) :
"Ans: - ' Suspiciousl invoived m illegal actlwtles kllllng of |nnocent people Iand grabbmg
' -and extortion.. v
Q- Why Muhammad Hussain Sl (pollce offncual) was kltled by Lal Sher group’?
" Ans: - He was kllled by them without any reason.
Q- ~ Did you knowing. about the illegal activities of Jan.Sher eté gnd have information
regardmg kllhng of mnocent people? ' Co
. Ansi-n O Yes. A
“Q: - ) . Do you.know about the Killing of innocent women as \{vell as irihocent peoplle‘ t)y .
' ‘Jan'Sheretc? ‘ co
" Ansi- oo Yes.
Q- - Do y,ou'krto‘w. the said group is land mafia? .
And: - Yes, ' - o
Q- - Were you in contact With Jan Sher Ramzan etc and-since when?
Ans: - , Yes. since long. ' e - ‘/ o \\\
Q; - Being a police, officér why you helped them? ‘./"'4 - b
Ans: - -They are my relatives. . l’ jj ’
- ' Are they your'blood relatives? . /
'.‘ . ] . o \..' PN
Ans: - ‘No. . ' C Tl S :"/""
, . ) ' . ‘ \ e Y .
Q- As a pollce officer knowmg fully well that they are known crlmlnal/s the area
: and you are not even thesr blood relatlve can you jUStlfy you rejatlonshlp with
-them? . N
Ans:- ' Snlence (No anbwer)
Q: - , Do you think such klnd of conduct that is keeplng close relations wlth crlmlnais
can be justified while belng in pollce department'? : ’ ’
Ans: - No..- ' -
Q- Do you know that Jan Sher and group are POs and are wanted to different poiice
‘stations? o S ' '
CAnsi- Yes
Q:- . Do you know that number 03160242424 03‘199077591 and 03160901144 a

bemg used by whom?

Ans: - g Yes Jan Sher Ramzan and Lal Sher respbctwely



DT e ‘Page 3 of 3
oA FtND_lNGs:w e /6 o

1. That La! Sher, Jan Sher, Ramzan etc. are mvolved in Iand grabbmg, extortion, kllllng
-'mnocent people as well a$ killing of innocent women. ’ ;

That they are also mvolved in the kllllng of pollce officers.

That they are involved in |Ilegal actnntaes since 20,25 years.

That entire family involved in cplmlnal actgvmes, (criminal recofd is attached).
That‘th‘ere are many police officers who-are their friends and supporters. .

‘That they also harass po[ice officers - by using nta'ny techniques i.e submitting false‘
appllcatnons in courts ‘and to supenor officers just to stop them from performing their
lawful duties: wn . o -

7. That it is because of these pohce offi icers that they have been able to the reach that

o o osew w

_ much level of the criminality. ) . ‘ .
8. Thatthe testlmony to the fact abové is that'there is not a single FIR of Extortion and laind
grabbing against them in- Peshawa: contrary to'the ground facts and realities.
" 9. 'That he confessed that the above mentioned group 1s involved.in Iand mafia, ktlllng of
. innocent people as well as kullng of polzce officials. ‘
10: That belng a police officer it is necessary-to avoid contacts wuth cnmlnals and other
_ peéople having illegal activities, but Sl Zarshad Khan failed to do this.. ' _
11. That if Lal Sher group.was gone very high up the ladder of ‘criminality, pollce officers like |
Sl Zarshad Khan have contributed to this. As itis a umversal and recogmzed fact that a’ '
'cnmlnalf a criminal gang/ a mafial a cuts cannot move up the Iadder of cnmlnallty w&thout
the ass:stance of police officer. o '
12.-That he confessed during the cross questlomng that he is a medlator for Lal sr
group.for hls all Jirgas and conducts Jirgas for them .
13. That he had been hands and gloves with Lal Sher group etc throughout their cnm:nal
htstory i . : ’
14. That this officer has 27 contacts -and SMS W|th the group.
15. That he is staunch supporter of the group

‘CONCLUSION

In view of’ above anaiyzmg of the statement of S| Zarhsad Khan No. 362/P cross '
questlomng, mtetllgence sources and other available matenal the “all allegations agamst hlm '
‘are proved and he is found gmlty” ' ) P ™

e - - o) .

Capt (R) Saigem Al /Kulacha,(—PSP)
o - Enqui fhieer, ,
Superintend it 0 o Police,

o A B Rugll/ wision, .
- LT _ T éshawar. -




FFICE THE
ENIOR SUPE ENDENT OF POLIC N

RINT
(oP OPERATIONS), ‘ / 7
PESHAWAR

Phone. 091-9213054 ‘

v
Datcd Peshawar the { , 2022
,m/»F

7 INAL SHOW CAUSE NOTICE
\-. o Under Police Disci linary Rules 1975)
l.' ‘ L ‘Senior Supermtendent of Pohce Operatlons Peshawar as competem authonty,.

urider the Polloe dlsclplmary Rules 1975 do hcreby«sewe you SI Zarshad Khan No. '
362/P as follows - '
2. (1) That consequent upon thc ‘completion 0 of enqulry commlttee conducted agginét you-by

SP Rural Peshawar, Who found you guilty of the char.ges.for which you were glven the -

‘opportumty of. personal hearing. » '

A (il) Ongoing through the. findings and recommendanons of the mqunry ofﬁcer the’ malerlal '
on record and other connected papers mcludmg your defense before the- sald ofﬁccrs ~

1 am sausﬁed that you havc commlttcd the follow mlsconducts

"You have beent found guilty of the charges already commumcated to you vide

~ this office pearing No. 170/PA dated 30 07.2022.

-3 As a result thereof L, as Competent Authonjty decided to IMPOSE upon you major/minot

including dismissal from service: undcr the said Rules.

4. You are, therefore, "requl_rc‘to AShow Causc' as t0~why the afon_'esaid penalfy sho“uld not -
"be imposed upon you‘. ’ . S - .

5. . lfno reply to this notlce is received within 7-days of its delivery, it shall be presumed

Y

 that you have n0 defense to put in and in that case an ex-parte acnon shall be taken
’ P

. against You-

6. Youar® at liberty to be heard in person, if so wishet{ ,
o : . ~

Lt Cdr ® KASHIF AFTAB | b ABBASDESP

. Senior Superintende of Police
S (Operatlons) Pesl;war

/
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L

OFFICE OF THE
. SR: SUPERINTENDENT OF POLICE,
/ 7 (OBERATIONS) PESHAWAR -

Phone 091-9210508 W /Lf

ORDER L

Thrs office order will drspose-off the departmental proceedmgs against SI Zarshad Khan No

362/P whlle posted at CCP - Peshawar . was p]aced under suspension and - proceeded agamst

departmentally on the allegations/charges that he has been mdulged in lllegal activities and mrsconduct .
B as'he has maintained links with notorious crrmmals as well as proclaimed offenders (POs) of case wde

FIR No. 583 dated 03.06.2022 u/s 365/302/ 109/7-ATA PS Shahpur and he has leaked secret mformatlon 2

in arrest of POs in above mentroned FIR and a]lled w1th cnmmals

v

2.". Under Police’ Rules 1975 (amended 2014) proper charge sheet alongthh surinary of allegatlons

© was issued agamst hlm and SP Rural was appointed as Enquiry Officer who submltted his findings -

wherein he concluded that statement of SI Zarshad Khan No. 362/P cross questlomng, mte!llgence

sources and other avarlable materlals the “all -allegations’ agamst him are proved and he is found

guilty:

.

. 3. . O receipt of the findmgs Fmal Show Cause Notlce was lssued to hrm vrde No. 2890/PA dated
02. 11 2022 to which he replied whlle prov1dmg him ample opportunity of self-defence in orderly room '

on 15.11 2022 He however failed to advance any plausible explanation in 1ebuttal of the charges “Thus,

the allegatlons against” him stand proved. The undersrgned bcmg competent under (Effi mency &

' Dlscxplmary) Rules, 1975, have decrded to 1mpose major pcnalty of dmmrssal ‘from servrcc on the

accused ofﬁcral He s, therefore dlsmlssed from semce ‘with lmmedlate effect.

9 \
. Order announced_. : S T ey

' ' (Lt Cr@® KASHIF AFTAB A:HMAD ABBASIHPSP.
: - "Senior Supermtendenl of Police
(Operatrons) Peshawar

No, ﬁf—’/Q~ /7 PA dated Peshawar, the /L‘; / /2022 ‘ . '

Copy for information and necessary action to:- -~ R yf
* 1. The Capital City Police Off icer, Peshawar . L ~,

-2, EC-1,'ECAI1, AS, PO. :
3. .FMC along with complete enquiry file for record ( ,/:,’.--"' )

g

2

.
J
—



o

hd ~

W, b /L}jj .
@“/uuxyfu AU /&M I
gL b 300 a2 iy e :é - .
,:,/—////4’*”5"5“?/”% “W/“/’A f
k";” _,_—-J?D( LS (,d/v‘ﬂ__, AF; ;
A ;_ ' {;{}p T P

":’7]“ o /U“f/C///j)JM W g.;,f.l"
222, o
7”9{3‘ N L’//VJJ/}/MC}J/ #7’(/”{/(‘ -
V“L’/(//zﬂ/f/‘fy’//{j“//'z//(j/u‘” S

/}/C”/‘b/"’ffg//”’”///‘/“fj’”’” c/’
B W G &

dwy/////]rf/g// /;5*6’ 4//&//
Aﬂu“j’“/ﬁ/“//fé//‘/(f/"/( / /

(5)

-

‘A/‘

/ L0 (’ N :
/LM /M()j,v/d/(/(p/g{/{//)//////)r}(//(y’ d .

| S
‘, o»a/ﬁ > LC(J;WWL(WO;/J .

;g,d/p%o/)/(/ //“‘ /’d‘”

)y / .
- %Wj//ffi/w “//cf//éjfjgﬁ/’f/&/” i
9‘/V/ A /@W (///// c// ’:{ w“
‘ i’é/fé///ﬂ”(/ Tt Tl ‘/'fjﬁ;
iy _
s //@ ﬂéf/"/%/” 2/'/"‘%/;/; g /»7,,_.
"//“//%/)/JM/ / o
///7/3'53-/#//1/“ (/’f}éu}///-(l\@'/f\ o "

%ﬁ/ t,rsjﬁ (Qf]\ J_OC



L : B " OFFICE OF THE | -

: B CAPITAL CITY POLICF OFFICER
o S PESHAWAR

CORDER. -~ - . - SRR '
. this order will dlsp():g of 111; dcpamn-..mdl appcal prclcn’cd by Ex- GI Larehad
" Khan-Ngi 362/P, w ho was anarided the major punhhnkm of “'Dismissal from su'wcc" under KP'

T PR-1975 n SSP Operations Pe \]"d\\dt vide Oldk.t No. 3014-17:PA \. dated 16.1 1.2_022.

2- . Shon facts ]demu 10 lhu -indtant dp}kd] are that 1hc dclmquml Sub- Inapcctor was

pmcccdcd duamsl departimentally on the 10110\\ ing Lhdlu C$i-

i That he has bccn mdu]u..d in-illegal activities and misconduct as h(. hds maintained
A lml\s w 1th notorious criminals as well as proclaimed ()lfcndus (P()s) of casc v1d<.
IR No. 583, dated 03.06. 2022 w's 363/302/109/7-A1A PS Shahpur ' A
it Fhat he has leaked sceret information in arest of P();: in abovc:mcnlioncd I'IR and
- allicd with criminals. ‘ |

i, Clle has larnishcd the imagc ol police department in the cyes of general public.

~

L I lc was l\%\.l(,d pmpu Charg ue Shuu and Summary of Allcmhom by SSi’/()pcramms
Peshawar, The SI’/Run al Pcshcmal was apponmd as inquiry O“lCCl‘ to scrullmyc the conduct of the.
accused official, The lnqu) oIllu.l alter conducting proper inquiry subinitted his lmdmg,s ln ‘,
‘which he was found gmll\ The competent authority in lmhl of the findings of lh(. enquiry ofﬁur' ,
issucd him, Final Show Cause Notice to which he uplucl but [hc same was lound gl‘l1bd_lls(dhl()ly,

hcnc C awar de the above major punishment.

© 4 - He was hLdld in person in O R and the rclevant ICLO]d alonu with his cxplcmduon :
peruscd. Dunno pusondl huumu the dppcllam lailed 10 sublml any p'iuslblc cxplanation in his
& .
defence. le was nm.n dmpic oppouuml\ 10 prove his innocence but he could not defend humcll

thlCl()lL his appeal for sctling aside the pumshmun awarded 10 him

SSP/Opcerations Peshawar

i1 hereby rqu(cd/fllcd

(MUHAMMAD IAKKHAN) PSP
‘ o CAPITAL CITY,
‘A I PR SIHA
"No. _7/ / 7/1’/\ dated Peshawar the - ? 7/ 25 12023
e .
_( opics 101 information and ncccssaly ac,uon to the:-

SSP/Operations Peshawar.
SP/Rural Peshawar.

AD/T CCP. Peshawar,

EC-I & Pay Officer »

I'MC along with Iouji Mmal
()liludf Concérmned.

.@-.wri:w'.w-—

~




WAKALAT NAMA

N THE COURT OF X’ /7 H §eywdé /w buwfg L@ijwrw &>

74?(m /7{ //'ZQJ ! {,//Leut

Appell&nt(s)/Petitioner(s)

VERSUS

«

/QP@ 4194[ &ZQM - '. Rek};ondent(s)~..: B

- ®

‘. IWe /4/ / é"mujl do hereby appoint

Mr. Khaled Rehinan, Advocate, _Supreme Court, Mr. Muhammad

- Amin Ayub & Muhammad Ghazanfar Ali, Advocates in the above

* mentioned case, to do all or any of the ‘followiri'g agts, 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, venfy and tlle or Wlthdraw all proceedmgs 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 deened necessary or advisable by them for

the conduct, prosecution or defence of the said case at all its stages.

1] . * .
3. To receive payment of,-and issue receipts for, all moneys that may
be or become due and payable- to us durmg the course of

proceedmgs o T
AND hereby agree:- : ’
: a. . That the Advocate(s) shall be entltled to wnhdraw from

the prosécution 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 have been read/explamed to
* me/us and fi under stood by mefus this

Atfested & Ac epted by
: " " v Slgnature of Executants

. b 8 ) o
Khaléd Rahman,
Advocate, ' '

~ Supreme Court of Pakistan
& Ve

Muhammad Amin Ayub :
Advocate, High Court .

et

,' Muhammad Ghgzanfar Ah.
Advocate, High

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