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BEFORE THE KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR
. /

\ J
APPEAL NO /2023

.. Arshad Khan Ex-PASI 

I/C Traffic District Bannu.

(Appellant)

VERSUS

1. The Inspector General of Police, KP, Peshawar. .
2. The Regional Police Officer Bannu region Bannu.
3. The District Police Officer Bannu.

...(Respondents)

APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF THE KP SERVICES
TRIBUNAL ACT, 1974 AGAINST THE ORDER DATED
14-02-2023 WHEREBY THE APPELLANT WAS
DISMISSED FROM SERVICE ILLEGALLY WITHOUT
LAWFUL AUTHORITY AND WITHOUT JURISDICTION
AND AGAINST THE REJECTION ORDER DATED 12-04-
2023 WHEREBY THE DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL OF
THE APPELLANT WAS REJECTED WITHOUT
SHOWING ANY COGENT REASON.

PRAYER: .
THAT ON THE ACCEPTANCE OF THIS APPEAL, THE
ORDER DATED 14/02/2023 AND. 12-04^2023 MAY KINDLY
BE SET ASIDE AND THE APPELLANT MAY BE
REINSTATED IN TO SERVICE WITH ALL BACK AND
CONSEQUENTIAL BENEFITS. ANY OTHER REMEDY 

WHICH THIS AUGUST TRIBUNAL DEEMS FIT AND
APPROPRIATE THAT MAY ALSO BE AWARDED IN
FAVOR OF APPELLANT
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RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH:

IV FACTS:

1. That the appellant has joined the police department as constable in 

the year 2006 and absorbed as PASI in the year 2016 against the 

Shuhadas Quota. The work with full zeal and zest, the appellant 
has passed Basic Elite Course, Traffic course, 08 promotional 
courses and'earned 17 CC-III and 02 CG-If in recognition of his 

good performance. •

2. That During the entire service, the appellant has not given’ an iota 

of chance of complaint to his high-ups’ but unfortunately, the 

appellant was served with charge sheet vide DPO Office Endsf; 
No, 445/SRC, dated 22.11.2022, wherein, the so-called charges of

■ contacts with notorious person (Sakhat) coupled with leaking out 
infomiation to him about the, movement of arresting party to avoid

■ his arrest as well as conveying pictures of police officials were 

leveled. The appellant properly replied to charge sheet and rebutted 

the allegation with cogent proof. Copy of charge sheet and reply 

are attached as annexure-A & B.

.3. That during the inquiry proceeding, the appellant rebutted each and 

every charges on plausible grounds but inquiry officer based his 

findings only on collection of CDR of (Sakhat) and also ignored 

the statement of SHO Town . which means that the inquiry, officer 

made his mind to remove the appellant. Copy of the inquiry 

report is attached as annexure-C.

4. That on the basis of that fmdings, without issuing final show cause 

,. notice and also not providing of inquiry report to the appellant the 

competent authority • (DPO Bannu) awarded the impugned 

punishment vide order dated 14-02-2023 without using 

independent mind which is discriminatory, against the law and 

justice. Copy of impugned order is attached as annexure-D.

5. That the appellant feeling aggrieved Tiled departmental appeal
rejected without showingagainst the impugned order which 

any cogent reason vide order dated 12.04.2023. Hence the present 
appeal on the following grounds amongst other. Copy, of

attached as

was

departmental appeal and rejection order is 

annexure-E & F.



r/
?iGROUNDS:

,r- .A. That the appellant the impugned order dated 14/02/2023 and 

12/04/2023 is against the law, norms of justices and without , 
lawful authority. Hence liable to be set-aside.

B. That the inquiry-report and show cause was also not provided to 

the appellant,, which is: clear violation of Superior Court 
judgment, That principal is also held in the appeal of the Waleed 

Mehmood vs Police Deptt and Zeeshan vs police, so the 

impugned order was passed in violation of law and rules and 

norms of justice. The same principle held in the Superior Court 
judgments cited as 1981 PLJ) SC 176 and 1987 SCMR 1562, 
without which all -the proceedings is nullity in the eyes of law. 
Reliance was placed on 2018 PLC (CS) 997 and 2019 SCMR 

640.

C. That no proper and regular inquiry was conducted. Neither any 

documents or report was provided to appellant for ekamination 

statement of witnesses recorded in the presence ofnor any
appellant. Even a. chance of cross examination was also not 
provided to the appellant which-is violation of norms of justice. ■

D. That vide impugned order dated T4-02-2023, the penalty of 

dismissal from service was imposed on the appellant under Police 

Rules 1975 without using independent mind. The appellant feeling 

aggrieved filed departmental appeal, which was,also rejected on 

dated 12/4/2023 for no good, ground and-without applying 

independent mind, which practice is quite incorrect and turned. ; ; 
down by the apex'Court in a latest judgment contained in 2020 PLC 

(CS) 1291.

E. . That the attitude and conduct of the Department shows that they ■ 
bent upon to remove the appellant at any cost.

F. That there is no chance of self-defense was provide to the appellant 
and according to -Supreme Court judgment mere on- the basis of 

allegation no . one'should be punished. .

G. That it is the maxim of the law (audi alteram peltrum) that no 

should be unheard, and the impugned order is also passed in 

violation of article of IG-A-OF the constitution of Pakistan which 

' ■ told us about the fair trial which^was.the fundamental right of the 

appellant but denied to the appellant. So the impugned order is 

. nottenableinthe eye of law. . ' : -

were

one



'H. That the appellant was deprived of his inalienable right of 
personal.hearing and opportunity to cross examine witnesses. The 

opportunity of offering proper; defense was. snatched from the 
appellant. The Hon’able Service Tribunal has been consistently ■ 
following this yardstick almost in all cases, so departure from the 
set pattern and that too without any cogent reason in the present 
case would cause irreparable damage to the appellant at the cost ^ 
of substantial justice. Such inquiry proceeding could not.be . 
terrued as fair, just and: reasonable, the respondents badly 
failed to * prove that the appellant has leaked certain official 
information to the criminals, such practice has already been 
disapproved, by the apex', court contained in its judgrnents PLD 
1989-SC 335, 1996 SGMR 802,^2018 PLC (CS)997 and 2019 
SCMR64o:' ' ^

I. That the impugned order is against the articles 2A , 4,and 25 , of
' the constitution of Pakistan 1973.. • , .

J. That the appellant has remained Incharge DSB and the job of 

intelligent officer is to collect information from whatever source ■ • 
may be, deemed appropriate to protect the interest of state as well
as department. The appellant has explained this fact in his reply
to, the charge" sheet too duly testified by SHOPS Township in his ,
statement, recorded by Enquiry Officer. It was the outcome of 

information (collected by the appellant as a result of the said 

contacts) which made ensured the successful aption on dated 

12. i 0,2023. If these contacts were not utilized, the nabbing of 

accused (notorious person Sakhat) could , not be, ensured.- The 

purpose intent of the appellant behind the call contacts with the 

. , accused Sakhat was not to protect him but to was .trace his
whereabouts as well as arrest him. The appellant could explain in 

personal hearing (in'one , to one) that who were trying to .protect 
him as well as paving way for release even his arrest, the 

appellant have never committed any act or omission with bad or 

malafide intentions which could be termed as misconduct, albeit 
the appellant was dismissed from the service. Which is violation 

of reported judgment cited as 1997 PLC cs 564^

K. That the report of CDR is limited only to show the time, date and
period of dialed, missed and received call and could hot certify . ' 
the nature of conversation and message etc that whether it were 

made for the interest of department of favoured the accused 

person. In ‘ the case of the appellant, Star witness, SHO PS-
Township, has affirmed the fact's that the appellanthas provided ,
valuable information regarding the arrest of notorious person

✓ .
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Sakhat which is sufficient to negate the negative aspects of his 

contacts with the above accused.

L. That it was the hindaniental right of the appellant to cross 

examine the person(evidence) who had provided the Call Data 

Record to Enquiry Officer but this opportunity was not provided, 
hence the call data record could notbe held a gospel truth.

M.That the appellant has been discriminated because number of
identified with accused.police officers/officials contacts were 

Sakhat after taking into, custody his mobile phone followed by 

examining his CDR but only the appellant was made ascapegoat . 
and the others were either absolved from the charges' or awarded
only minor punishment despite the fact that the appellant contacts 

with the accused were only for the purpose of his arrest but the
was rewarded in shape ofgood performance of the appellant 

. dismissal.

opportunity ofN. That the appellant was required-to give 

. showing cause of the proposed action which was to be-taken by 

the competent authority but this opportunity was not afforded to 

the appellant which is mandatory under police rules and other 

laid down rules. Thus, the appellant was condemned as unheard 

by violating the due process of law at eyery stage of the inquiry 

.'proceedings.

an

, O. That according to Federal Shariyat court Judgment cited as. PLD 

1989 FSC 39 the show cause notice is must before taking any 

adverse action, non-issuance of show ,cause notice is against .the 

injunction of Islam. Hence the impugned order is liable to be sen . •
aside.

P. That the show cause is the demand of natural justice and also . ,
necessary for fair, trial and also necessary in light of injunction of 

Quran and Simnah but show cause was not given to the appellant.
also violation of. So, fair trail denied to the appellant which is 

Article lO-A of the constitution. Further it is added that according
1997 PLD page: 617 stated thatto reported judgment cited as 

every action against natural justice treated to be void and 

unlawful. Hence impugned order is. liable to be set-aside. The 

natural justice should be considered as part and parcel of every 

statute according to superior court judgment cited as 2017 PLD^
173 and 1990 PLCcs 727.



»

Q; That the appellant and his family members have, given matchless ^ 
sacrifices for the department/state; by offering ,precious lives, in 

shape of Shahadat.. A person with a prudent mind could not 
expect of such act from a police officer whose family members 

have given shahdaths for saving the image of the department.
' Thus, the,-appellant having such family background even could . 

. not think about saving the skin of suchlike notorious accused. .

R. That the appellant seeks peimission to advance others grounds 

' . ' and proofs at the time of hearing.

¥

/

It is, therefore most humbly prayed that the appeal of the 

appellant may be accepted as prayed for..
k

1 APPELLANT
. ARSHADKHAN

*
4

\
THROUGH:

I

(SYED NOMAN AEI BUKHARI)
ADVOCATE, HIGH COURT./■.

✓
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RTTFORF THT. KP SERVICE TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR.
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/2023SERVICE APPEAL NO.

I

Police Deptt: 'V/Sarshadkhan

CERTIFICATE:

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

between the present parties in this Tribunal,- except the present one.

\ i

\
DEPONENT

LIT OF BOOKS:
\

1. Constitution of the Islamic Republic of Pakistan, 1973.
2. The Police rules 1975.
3. Any other case law as per need.

1

APl^LLANT

ARSHAD KHAN

f

THROUGH:

(SYED NOMAN ALI BUKHARI)
, ADVOCATE, HIGH COURT 

. PESHAWAR'
X.. '

/ . '
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BEFORE THE KP SERVICE TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR.

. S.A NO. /2023 •

\

- Police Deptt:V/SARSHADKHAN

«
AFFIDAVIT

I, ARSHAD KHAN (Appellant), do hereby affirm that the contents of this 

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

' . honorable Tribunal.
I

DEPONENT

ARSHAD KHAN

f

t

V

m
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t



• CHARGES ULLLi i
%<or. MUHA.WAD lQ3AL, D..u,c; Police OfPcer .

■ • compete.. ..r.by c.a.,e you.- PASl Arsha. Khan Vc . raffK .o,
- purpose of dapertnenu! engurr.^ procsedicfs es ■loUo-.vs..

.s •

he

■i Dhone recovered from notonous car
.j YSi v;i'th him

• n him

cechmcal anslvs;^^ Thal,-3S per 
i:hor •'-'rom v/ere cajJ'yl r-ohc-"ou alsw nicojrci

■ SoKhcl. beside during ail imv? when le^nis v/erc after the ni res 

■•m leaked offidal infcrmaiion to him tc -r/ord hjs arrest. ■

; of sar.hi'.L.,

. s.ich ,£n ki on your pan .a ap.amsl sc-O'ics discipline and amounts to .gfoss

r...sconduCt in oTiiC.al duty..

!:.v rcjsch oi the above vou appear to be guilty bi miscoaduct unaer l .e 
■Poi^.ce Roles (As amenqed' v.de Khyber Pokhtunkhwa gazette.Notificatior;, 
NO."/'-" of -August 20U] and have s'enderod yourself liable to all-or any of the 

■ pc'.Aties spc-vfiea ir ihc said rules. . ' ■ - ■

1

;‘ou are ‘tierefere. directed co-submit your defense v.'ithin 07 days of the 

rccei-tof vh^sCr.srgeSheevtO tne enquiry officer. * ■ '

'■•'o-..-: .vruic*n d'eiense, \i any, sho-atu reach to ihe Enquiry Officer vdehin 
the. i^ec.hep’psr-od. fsilir.g v.hich. it snail 02 presumed chat you have n

that case ex'oarte "action r all be taken against you.

1.

G-

defense to o*. '.n coci '.r

•:ita to •rv.r.nta v-n-utn't’ you ---ra-re to be heard <n person.-V'S- -J '0

1 j:-. AlUKAAlAUD 1Q.3AL)PSP 
District Pplke cfficer, . 

Bannu

\

'v

S -
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CHARGE SHEET:

; U ■ Dr. 'MUHAM^UD IQBAL/District Police Officer, as
competent authorit/,- hereby,charge you, PASI Ajs^hari Khan l/C Traffic for the
purpose of departmental enquTpy proceedings as foUov/s:

■ > That as per technical analysis of cell phone recovered frorm notorious 
Lifter sakhatitv/as found that you were in contact, vritti him,

>. You also send pictures of police offidals to him w^hom were tasked to trace , 
Sakhat Beside d'uring all dme when teams were after the'arrest of sakhat,

. you leaked offidat information-to him to avoid his arrest.;

> S:uch an act on your, part is against-serN’ice' discipline and amounts to gross

misconduct in of fi dal duty-.'

1. By reascin of the above you appear to be guilty of misconduct under the 
Police Rules 1975 {As amended\dde Khyber Pakhtunkhwa gazette Notificatidn, 

of August 2,014) and have rendered-yourseLf liable to all or any of the 

penaltiesspedfied in the said rules.

therefore, directed to submit your defense v/itiiiri 07 days of tie
receipt of this Charge Sheet to the enquiry officer. .. ■ '

¥

Your written defense, if any, should reach to the Enquiry-Officer vdthin 
the spedfied period, failing, v/hich, it shall be presumed that you have no 
defense to put in. andjn that case ex-parte action shall be taken against you.

You are directed toMmate v/hether you desire to be heard in person..

A statement of allegation is enclosed..

car

2, You are

3.

.

5.





OFFK'K OK I »ir.
AunnioNAi. si i'V,ki>'tkm>k>t ok

uannk

POLIC'^*’

/^;,,2022
No.^^?7 Dated _3^--• -t:Addl:SI‘

To The District Police Officer. 
Btnnu

iainsT rASLARSilAll
DEPAKTMKNTAL prockkpin(>s^
KHAN 1/C TR.VKFIC

Stthiect:

Memo:
I ->T 1 1 on445'SIU‘. doled — I '----K,indl> rct'er lo 1)1*0 olficc endurscmcni No

ihc subject noted ^bovc.

Respected Sir.
As per your kind'order., the enquin againsi the ahovc-nunud police

under;\cas completed by the undersigned. Its sicpAvisc detail i 
^MT.nATIONS AC.AINST PASI ARSHAD KHAN FICj

IS U.S

•d from notorious cor lifter Sakhai
> That as^ technical analysis of cell phone rccovcrc

\silh him.it was found Uwt you were in contact 
> You also send pictures of police officials to him v*.hom \'ere 

Beside during all time when teams were

tasked to trace Sakhai.
leaked officialafter the arrest of Sakhai. you

infoit&ation to him to avoid his arrest.
> Such an act on your part is against scr^;icc discipline and amcmnis to gross 

in ofiktal duty.

misconduct

For Uic purpose of scrutinizing the conduct of PASI Arshad K.han with 

the above allegations, charge sheet and statement of allegations were 'servedi«fcraace to
upon him; be submitted his written reply. He was heard at length, too. Some questions were 

also asked from him which he replied and were brought into writing. 1 Ic was also shown the 

Ijard-COpyofCORofnotoriousear-lifter Sakhai and photos of Khalid Khan ASI (ex-Lneharge 

DSB) sent to Sakhat by the accused Arshad Khan via video cull link. ASI Khalid who is now 

in Canada exa visit visa was also contacted through cell-phone and his stance was taken.

EA<353ifflsa:sAiss4i-
Sskhim UUah alias Sakhat S/0 Zahir Khan r/o Kam Tarkhoba Asperka PS

Doroel was the ringleader of raterprovincial car-Jifter-groups. The KP government has also 

3jgj(,uftccd head-money forhiskilling. He was killed in an encounter vide FIR No. 806, dated . 
12.10^022* H/S 3,02-324-353/15AA/5-EXP-Act/427 PPC. PS Domel. He was a desperate 

killCT and was wanted to police in the following 16 cases:



MU N,.

^ MR N«. 171/^014 u/« 4mK4U| I*s t).,md 

MR No. ft21/30Wu/t|4l l/,u PR pS I>..rnc! 
^ MRNo. ft5*>/3019,u;»4ll 

1 MRN^^.614/3031u/»1S

1

«

\

Pk i*s

•AA PS I )()im.l
ft. MR No. 67^/2022 u/»4fj()'4()iAi ps
?. MR No. SSi/JOm U‘t IKI A I’S < u, 'Khi.iI. ^ 

MR No. 615/2019 U'« 4AX- 471 M |A I

MR No. ii» IXI-MPS <•'Ml f ir,c lU.i:

tO^'MR No. 1578/2019 u/s I PP( rs ( iiv Hann^.
.^dL' U.M^No-. 100/2022 u'li IKI 411 PS Mirakhcl-iiar.r.d 

No. 211/2020 U'l ^Hl-A P« PS \Ur\ 

ltiMRNo.ft95/2020ii/v18I*A PS IUmj kiwi 'H-tr- . 
HflR No. 576/2020 u/^ 4m).4fJ! PR PS Saurant ' I 
tS. FIR No. 1034/2020 u/* 3RI -A PK PS Al.-ra Kr.j-^* '

: |6v MR No. 299/2020 u/* 381 -A I*S C unti«Pc\luv. .ir ■

jn' iJdri'.d

I. ."..i'

tlNDFR.<)tJE.STION:

After killing of notonous car-lificr. Sai.hjt ^ ..ie i'".

I IJiiWWZ, U/S 302-324.353 15A/V5-l:XP-Aci 42" i'pP P- : > .T *•

lUrtld Rft) Ibr ^hnicii wuiysis and inter alia found ilut P
ImI tint Rke vkko of K-haltd Khan AS) to Sakhat uiuh iir.i ^crr r. - r

tliHRlOftfromWi own cell phone bearing SIM No 0554-88454:'. 
to^niftltofPASI Anhad Khan Moreoxei. a ikTuii/App crat::r.^ :

Mte lai tlto bocfi proved. The objectionable scrten-shoi obta;rievf rrc'~ ■•*< cc r- : 

Stidiat ahoos the picture ofKhalid Khan AS! at the center and that ot Sixhi: it 

COraef. Thl* ecreen*Aol haa been taken from the video cal! sent ic Sakhai 
Khtn on 12 Ocibher 2022 at 12 02 pm. fev^ hours before the death of Sai.ru:

s;'.;>,.c- w

.*wr

5STATth«Wr or FASI ARSHAD KHAN:

Jx*806y-.> Jf/; 2.10.2022-■=, r'-/

J'fr



J i:.l0.2022^>?Vc-,Oo^.u'io-S''-^C

- U U J* 1^ J >U /j: ^ ^ /

LiLc'f /:-

: .^IjO^d yi'^Ji/<Jlc"y'/j'-

-C>-|;.., J.,, ;r — ^ .•;
• I

«
'•> •■ I *

*

• V

^-y:-

^ ■ In rcpls' lo u cross ciucsilon accused PASI Af'ilijJ Kii.ir. suicJ dun In* 

w*ilh was onlv for trapping him for his arrcsi and he* had ut\ cn ail uiii>rn\.;ih'n i.- silt

PS Town^ Mr. Raza Khan. He may be asked in ihi.s regard

STATEMENT OF SHQ FS TOWNSHIP- HAZA KHaN:

\<-' :'..y

SHO Razo Khan was contacted on phone and tound m NIaniahad In jepl\ i
him an\ inkmnaiion reeardme ''.ik:’..i'-0 ray question whether PASl Arsliad Khun^had gi ven

I have recovered a stolen car IVotn the nhode«»! Sakhat .>n ihc op 
(death u\' Sakli.Ji) Ar^had Kium h.id

he replied, “yes. of course, 
off of Arshad Khan. Even at the day on occurrence
mformed meto retin al high alert about the imminehi uccurrencc.

NGS;[SlClOi!
PASl Arshad Khan aa- -based oh forensic1. The allegations leveled against 

science and arc undeniable.
car*2. After the technical a^ivses ofccll phone recovered from

difterSakhal, it revealed that PASI.Arehnd Khan had coniacic
ice versa during the last D.Vdnysbc-torc

on audio calls and Sakhai (9) times vice

the death of Sakbat.
-inchiirgcof ASI Khalid Khuntex

hi. mobile phone SIM N- 
Sakhat.

3. Similarly. PASl Arshad Khan sent the video 

’ DSB) to Sakhai on 12.10.2022 at 12:02 hi-s 
0334-8845429. Khalid Khan had been deputed to i

I

ui and arrest

: 4. Thc forcnsic science has also prov
issued and registered in the name of PASl Arsha

xvith Sakhm except 
verb that "Man5. A.,.-dKh» accepts a., .he p.o2

L^.Vr- ; . , ■ sending video bflChalid Khan W

.liebul sckndftc evidence does not"
j.rKhahd^ HhHi shared the pictures

, . . . / ^^rthasbcotpmvcdlh^PASl Arshad has.h

Sakbat with no good intension.



• f

V4
4 The claim ofPASlArshad Khan

Ik* h.id ctinku'U-J S.tkh 

had ruM lakvn
;"‘‘i inanagc hisgood cannot be relied upon 

ups neither he had shared valuable i 

constituted

inK'conlidcncc his high 

tnrornuuicMi u,i|, w^nin !>1'() who hml '
various teams entrusted uuh the Ut.sk t't'.jrrcM o\ Sakhji,

Moreover, sending the video pictures ol ASl 

lo ^khat, a notorious PO of 16 cnses 

as Khaltd Khan had been deputed lor the .irrest oi S.ikhiii

.Kh:ihd Kluin. j police official.
cjinoi'f be linked uuh good intention

uUSlON:

Keeping the above tacts and figures in \ ie\^. all the ailcgaiions leveled 

Sg^lBSt PASI Arshad Khan have been proved in toio \\ iih undeniable and irrefutable

sc^KjPtific evidences.
; ■

Sulmned please.

iiK:
)Additional Superintfndent of Police, 

Bannu
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PUNISHMENT ORDER

i

Tiiis order of-ihe undersigned v.ili dispose of the departmental proceedings against 

\:<vd.VA&l Arsliad Khan, under Police I-97:i (As amen"'-- ide-Govt; oi K.'., -cr Pskhtun'klmva 

,,-retie Nolificai'icn of even No: dated 17'' of August 7014) oy issuing cHarge sncci and statement oi'

'■ aliegaiions to him for comminingihe foHou'ingcomm.issjons'omis.sions:-

That £s per technical analysis of cel! phone recovered from notorious, car lifter s.ikhat is 

found that'PASi Arshad Khan was in con^clyviih the said accused. .

> ■ He also send pictures of Police Ofncials’to the accused whom, were tasked to Tece Sakhat. . 

Beside durinu ail lime \vhen teams were ancr the arrem or Sakhat. he leakec oBicial information i-> him to 

a'Noid his arrest. • , • • ' '

^ IT
.

V, as

’Charac shed and statement o.; aiiccanon were issueu to him and Addl-SP. bannu uas 

appoinieJ ns Entjuin,- Ofl'icer to hold a regular dep-an.fTie:Hai enquiry under Police Rule 197o i.\s amended 
- viJL- Go\t; of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Gazette N'otinenVion of even No: dated 27'^ of August lOf-lj. ih-e.- 

r.'nquir\- Oniccr submitted llnding..report \'idc iener No. 2S7/A5P, dated 30.i2.2022 aric rep'^rteJ hi the 

iichi t'f departmenlai enquiry' proceeding, ail the allegations leveled against PASI Arshad Khan have been 

j'-rov.ed. placed :n liie.

prove himsei;' innocence but he laiKd ’Oi-ie '.vas also heard in lerson dated to

do so.
• Keeping in viewyof'ihe above, the undersigned meticulously perused all the relevant ,

se come to the conclusion that allegations leveledrecord: enquiry report and other circumstances of the
a'uainsi die said olTicial have been pro^:ed. The undersigned agreed witlt the findings oi lite enquiry ^ 

,incer..!-ichcc. 1. Dr. Muhammad Iqbal, District Ppiice Officer, Bannu, in exercise of the power - )

cas
\

V.

. I

of Khyber .pakittunklt-va Ga/.cire 

j.varded him Major Punishment of
me under Police Rule ]975{A? iiricnded vide G.o ' 

■ : dated 27^ oi

■■Dismissal from Service" with immediate eiicet.

iVC.SlCd ill

U51 20)4) heri.r,cation of e\'en. 7'.'-;A 2 i;

S3'OB No.
i 2023Duletl : /OI tv L.

i (Dr.-MUKA'- i-iAD IQB.A1,)PSP 
District Police Officer. 

Bd-Unu.
Tel: 092S-927003S 
Fax :0928-927n04i 

Email; dlx'bannu2-'(7emad.ct'm

9 fix. ./:023.dated Bannu. the •,5RC‘vo.
\

Cop'-' above for necessary rmtiop.

Render'. Pay Officer. SRC. OHC 
[■auii Misat Clerk along,with enquiry file for placing i’ in the Fuuji Missrd o! the concenieU 
olTiciai.

to:

i.
-•)

• ;

;

I
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• • ORDER'

•, Tills ot t}2* TjD.dsTSi22.=d V-Sll dispO'-i Oi' tl35 ds-p-iTtlBsJltsl prCiCr-r-dujSS -aEaUlSt

ac^ius-^-d \As:3xa=-i:d=d’-'id= ';G;5.)jT’ P3lLl2turil:l:iv.'.a

' G^-5-tl^NotLfii:iti^jnof^v.5-]iNo:d:=t=d27"p:'AiiBJ,s-t2Ci.l4) by issums i-liarE='sh=.si-srid 5tEt=rD=nt of

all^.sations to iLim-for coimiiittmEtb.r :follo’."m| c-ommlssioiis/iomissions:- ■'

Tbatas p5crt=-elinic^ai3slYsi£ ofc-=‘llph.C'ii.rrrc-oV'5^=.d;fconiiiotofio'U5 car Uct-sf is-

'■ found diat PASI %va5 m c-oiita-wt "ith t]i;='said ■a-i:cu s =d.,.

Hr-also ,^^:!^^picti3i3a of Poli^ Ofrkdals to tlx= ai:cus=-dwhomv.^=rf tastr-dto

B5'5id=durii:Ealitim5%^,d3a3it=srQ5w=xaaft=rth:aarJ5;st ]isUfkrdo:tX!::-t2li!iiomi3ttou,to.ii.untC!

a^roid Ills aiT.~st. ,- .
f

'CharE=L s}i&2't3iid Etat-aiOs'jd'oi^all'-'^tion Tvaca {ssuad. to Kim. -iud ^ v.'as

appomtadajEi^,iiiry^G^dc=xtoKoidarEEulard?partm=ntil,rnqairyuiid=cPoiiz = Ruia 1975 (As^amfrsdsi

of =vmNo; dat=-d of Au^st 3014). Tb.2vidr ^5ji^:.o£Kh.>’b2f Pdditunklr.va Gazatta NotidcEtion or
EnquuyOmca: sub-mittai 'ftminE rap ort mda UttarHo. 3 S7/ASR im-i 70.13.:20:3.2, aiid. rap oftad da .tha-

lidit oidspartmatdalEnquixyprocsadm.^ :3lltK=4lIa^tiC'iiai=vd='a:i£aiiistPA0ij;:^,alj;^Kli2i 3as-'=d=-3i

pf pvad. piac-rd'at fila. ' i •

Hs also daardin Pass ondatadld-.Ce 2023 to prova Kirosalf uuipaauoa but ba fadad to

\do so.
•' K^apmsinviaw of tha •abo^'‘a. tbi undacsiEiisd matioulously parusa^d all tka ralavant 

r^^ofd. au-quiiy rap cart aid-otharcireumstHiacas of thacasa c-oma to tbaoondu siontbat alla^tions la^'-akd 

a^sttba-saidompial- bava baan psro^^'ad. Tba im<kr.5i2a-^ a^a^sd-mth th,a fuadmas of tha -enquiry , 

Hanca,! Dr.. X-biliammad DMot PoM-ca Offioak asarois^a of tba povvar
vested, .m 'ma uudar Police Eiila l975CAs .smandad vida of .Klaybar Pibtunbliwa Gazatta

KotiBcatlon of evaai Ko: datad 27^ of Au^at.3014) ba^eby av^dad bim-ll^or Pouisbrnaiit of 

from SfrviW'’"ith ImmadLata effs^ot. N

*

r

V

l
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fiannu iltegiOn> Bannu. . ^ .

DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL FOR SETTIWG ASIDE THE PUNtSHAAENT OF DISMlSSA^y^
AWARDED BY DPO BANMU VIDE HIS OFFICE OB NO» S3. DATED 14/02/2023V

'Respected Sir,

With due respect in's submitted:

That the appellant had joined the police force as constable in the year 2006 and 
atsorfaed as PASl in the year 2016 against the Shuhhadas qupta.

1

That the appellant has passed basic Elite Course, Traffic course, 8 promotional courses 
and earned 17 CC-MI aixi 02 CC-H in recognition of his. good performance. During the , 
entire service, the appellant-has not given an iota of chance of complaint to his high 
ups but unfortunately, the appellant was served with charge sheet vide DPO Office 
endst No. 445/SRC, dated 22/.11 /2022, wherein, the so-called charges of contacts with 
notorious person (Sakhat) coupled with leaking, out information to him about the 
fTKivement of.arresting party'to avoid, his arrest as well as conveying pictures of police 
offfdals were leveled.

2

3 That duting the inquiry proceedings, die appellant rebutted each and every charges orv 
plausible grounds but inquiry officer based his.findings wUy on collection of CDR of 
(Sakhat) and on the basis of that findings, ccHnpetent authority ( DPO Bannu) awarded 
me the implied punishment w^ch is discriminatory, against law as well as injustice 
oh the grounds:

GROUNDS:

That the appellant has remained Incharge DSB and the job of intelligent officer is to 

collect information from whatever, source may be, deemed appropriate to protect the 
interest of state as well s& department. The appellant had explained this fact in his 
reply to the charge sheet too duly testified by SHO PS Township in hts statement, 
remrd^ by Enquiry Officer. It was. the outcome of inforrhatlon icoUected by the 

appellant as a result, of the said contacts) which made ensured the successful action 

on dated 12/10/2023. If these contacts were, not utilized, the nabbing of accused 

(notprious person Sakhat) could not be ensured. The purpose /intent of the appellant 

behind the call contacts with the accused Sakhat was not to protect him but to was . 

• trace his whereabouts as well as arrest him. The appellant could explain in personal 

hearing (in one to one) that who were trying to protect him as well as paving way for 

his release even after his arrest.

1

That report of CDR is limited only to show the time, date and period ot dialed, 

and received , calls and could not certify the nature, of conversation and
2



?r' •' messages-etc that whether it were made for the interest of department or favoured 
the accused person. In the case of the appeilafrt. star witness . SHQ PS Township . 
has affirmed the facts that the appellant had provided valuable information regarding. 
,^e arrest of notorious person Sakhat which is. sufficier^t to negate the negative 
aspects of his <;ontacis with the above accused.

3 Thift it was the fundamental right of the appellant to cross examine the person - 
(evidence) who had provided the Call Data Record to Enquiry Officer but this 
opportunity was not provided, hence the call data record could not be held a gospel 
truth.

4 That the appellant has been discriminated because number of police officers/officials 
contacts were identified with accused Sakhat after taking into custody his mobile 
phone followed by examining his GDR but^nly the appellant was made a scapegoat 
and the others were either absolved from the charges or awarded only minor 
punishments despite the fact that the appellant contacts with the accused were only 
for the purpose of his arrest but sorry to say that the good performance of the 
appellant was rewarded in shape of dismissal

That the- appellant was required to give an opportunity of showing cause of the 
proposed action v^ich was to be taken by the competent authority but this, 
opportunity was- not afforded to the appellant which is mandatory under police rules 
and other laid down rules Thus, the appellant was condemned as unheard'by violating 
the due process of law at every stage of the inquiry proceedings.

That lite appellant and. his family members have given matchless sacrifices for the 
department/state by offering precious lives in shape.of Shahadat. A person with a 
prudent niind could not expect of such act from a police officer whose family- 
members have given shahdaths for saving the image of the force. Thus, the appellant 
having such family background even could not think about saving the skin of such like 
notorious accused. • .

in view of the above, it.is humbly requested that Wie impugned order of dismissal may kindly 
be set aside and the appellant may be reinstatecl in service with all back benefits for the 

interest of justice.

5

6

/

'^A

2^ ■ Hopirw our kind boss wiU act .With kindness-.

r^u
^ d/'Vyq/Vv,

-

ArshaWd Khan .

..Ex-Assistant Sub Inspector, Bannu.

n}Ljm
■ »

f
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. The Inspector General of Police,

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar., '

DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL FOR SETTING ASIDE THE PUNISHMENT OF DISMISSAL
AWARDED BY DPO BANU VIDE HIS OFFICE DB NO. 83 DATED 14.02.2023

To:

object:

Respected Sir,
With due respect it is submitted: ' ,

1. That the appellant has joined the police department as constable in the year 2006 and
absorbed as PASl in the year 201,6 against the Shuhadas Quota.

That the appellant has passed. Basic Elite Course, Traffic course, 08 promotional courses 
and earned.17 CC-lil and 02 CC-ll in recognition of his good performance. During the entire 

the appellant has not given an iota of chance of complaint to his high-ups but
served with charge sheet vide DPO Office Endst; No.

. 2

service.
unfortunately, The appellant was 

, 445/5RC, dated 22.11.2022,, wherein, the so-called charges.of contacts with notorious
information to his about the movement ofperson (Sakhat) coupled with leaking out 

arresting party to avoid his arrest as well as conveying pictures of police officials were

• leveled.

3. That during the inquiry proceeding, the appellant-rebutted, each and every charges on 
plausible grounds but inquiry officer based his findings only on collection of CpR of 
(Sakhat) and on the basis of that findings, competent authority (DPO Bannu) awarded 
the impugned punishment which is discriminatory, against taw as well as injustice on the

me

grounds:

GROUNDS:
1. That the appellant has remained Incharge D5B and the job of intelligent officer 

. collect information from whatever source may be, deemed appropriate to protect 
the interest of state as well as department. The appellant has explained this fact in, 
his reply to the charge sheet too. duly testified by SHO PS Township in his statement, 
recorded by Enquiry Officer. It'was the outcome of information (collected by the

the said contacts) which made ensured the successful action
not utilized, the nabbing of accused 

/ intent of the

is to

appellant as .a result o
dated 12.10.2023. If ,these contacts were 

(notorious person Sakhat) could not be, ensured. The purpose 
appellant behind the call contacts with the. accused Sakhat was not to protect him , 
but to was-trace his whereabouts as well as arrest him'. The appellant could explain 
in personal hearing (in one to one) that who were trying to protect him as well as 

paving way for release even his arrest.

on

That the report of CDR is limited only to show the time, date and period of dialed, 
missed and received call and could not certify the nature , of conversation and 
message etc that whether it were made for the interest of department of favoured ' 
the accused person..In the case of the appellant, Star witness, SHO PS Township^

that the appellant has provided valuable information 
Sakhat which is sufficient to negate the

ii.‘

has affirmed the facts 
regarding the arrest of notorious person 
negative aspects of his contacts wifh the above accused.

That it was the fundamental right of the appellant to cross examine the person 
(evidence) who had provided the Call Data Record-to. Enquiry Officer but this 
opportunity was not provided, hence the call data record could not be held a .gospel

iii.

truth.
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iv. That the appellant has been discriminated because nunriber of police oTftters 
/officials-contacts were indentified with accused Sakhat after taking into custody his 
mobile phone followed by examining his CDR but only the appellant'was made a 
scapegoat and the others were either absolved from the charges or awarded only 
minor punishment despite the, fact that the appellant contacts with the accused 
were only for the purpose of his arrest but sorry to say that the good performance of 
the appellant was rewarded in shape of dismissal.

1 ••

That the appellant,was required to give ah opportunity of showing cause of the 
proposed action which was to be taken by the competent authority , but this 
opportunity was not afforded to the appellant which is mandatory under police rules, 
and other laid down rules. Thus, the appellant was condemned as unheard by 
violating the due process of law at every stage of the inquiry proceedings.

That the appellant and his family' members have given, matchless sacrifices for the 
department/state-by offering precious-lives in shape of Shahadat. A person with a 
prudent mind could not expect of such act from a police officer whose family ; 

.members have given shahdaths for saving the image of the.department. Thus, the 
appellant having such family background even could not think about saving the skin 
of suchlike notorious accused.

v.

• Vi:

\

In vievv of the above, it is humbly requested that the impugned order of dismissal 
may kindly be set-aside and the appellant may be reinstated in service with all back . 

' benefits for the best interest of justice.

Hoping our kind boss will act with kindness.

Appellant
/

Arshad Khan
Ex-Assistant Sub Inspector, Bannu.

t.

- /

. . «
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ORDER;
•' r

\ This: ortw Wii) dlspc«, or d„partnwnt«l iippu.,1, prelcrrcd by Es-I>ASI Arsl.ad 

Khon of Dfstrict Bwmu, wherei,, he ha., p,„ygj ,.j. „r „,aj„r punishmcni of ■
•Wssnll^m ,^3 ,,.02.2023

tor Mnwiiitog dm following m)K;o„4„gj,.

. Tho3.™, ^ .1,

/

. H '•

Cottimenls, sen-iee reeord, punLshmwU order tr»d cnciuiry file were- received from 

. DPO Barau vide hk ofike teller N 

tinqytin' file; Uie appellani
Bnmm ms appo Wd

Siibifijlted his findmgs, wheti^iii the 

. apf^llant have 'been pmved i

■ci in detail. As per 
d AddlSP

oJ 176 dnkd .UB.O3.2023 and .perused
was chpt^e sheeted based apoa slalemeni orallcgatioas 

as Btiquiry Omcer. The E.O conducted mciuiry fmo the aUegattons
E.O concluded that the atlegalions leveled against the

a/1

arid

la toto with ujideniable arid irrefuiuble scieiilinc evidences. 
-Therefore, the appellant ‘ was. reGomniended by the E.O for award of major punishmem.

competent authority (DPQ B^nu) with the recommendation of .the E.O; axvarded the appeHaht

. major punishraenl of '^‘^Disttiissal from Service'' vide OB-No. 1 S3, dated, 14.02.2023.

The appellant was heard In persoti in orderly room held in 

06-G4.2023. His sertdee records enquiry .file .and other irclcvani papers 

revealed that the appeilani'had deep celaiions vvitli inter Provincial car lilicr Sakhim UUah ahas 

Sakht s/o Zahir Khan r/o Ktm Tarfchoba AsperkaPS Domel Biuinu evident from his cell phone 

: ‘ record Tire said car lifter was wanled to.local police in 16 cases of car lifting while Im was also 

prociairoed ofTeficier of Punjab .i^rovince, Islamabad'and Peshawar. He '.vas heading an inler- 

Provinciai Car Lifting Gang and had neutralized 03 police stations,of Boiimi and a krge number 

■ of police officials to. make'.a 'safo.heaven for him, i.n Domel District .Llarinu; The delinquent ' 

official not only passed informaiioft about activities of tiie team cousutoicd to apprehend Sakhim

RPC Office Bannu on 

perused Whichwere

a .

Uiiah aUas Sakhl |>ut also shared, their photos with him. All these were recovered from the cell, 

phone of Sakhim Ullah alias Saklit after he was neutraliz^ in a police chcoumer on 12.-10.2022. 
The conduct of-thcBelinquem official lias not only .weakened the police efforts to nab .a hardened 

criminal but also endangGred lives of tile members of the police team by sharing ilieir photos 

■' with ftie -gang ieader-of the car lifters. TOs act is not only against the purpose of police but also

• , ignoble.
Theretbre, 1. Syed Ashfoq Amvar, FSE Regioniii Police OlTicer, Bannu 

■ Bannto iti exercise of the powers vemd in me uiidc| Khyber ifrtkluunkhwa Police Rules,975
egion

in 0014) hereby reject his appeal and ,endor\lhe punishment awarded to him bfOVO.(amended m 2
Bannu vide OB No. 183 dated 14.02,2023.

toROFR ANHSLM£1B
0BNrT25Tr,.,
Dated:

Regional Police OfticefT'^ 
Bannu Region,

Bannu

-.U-.
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No. {\\d% /EC. dated Banmi Uie /bi^/2023 
Cc:

V j rpr necessary action w/r to Ins oPRce Idler No. cilcd'^afe^
Ser*b Roll and enquiry file of Ex-1>ASI Arshod Khnnfof Disliicl Oannu 
recoffl in your office which may be acknowledged, plcasic ' ; ’

/r

c •*
arc sent acrevvilh for

Uc^nnl/^oifce^fncc 
Bannu iCegion,-^ 

Bannu
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