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BEFORE THE KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

/]» B
'_ APPEAL NO. [@J é 12023

.. Arshad Khan Ex-PASI ) o
- 1C Traffic District Bahnu. S

.................. (Appellant)
‘ VERSUS
" 1. The Inspeétor General of Police, KP, Peshawar. .
- 2. The Regional Police Officer Bannu regmn Bannu
3. The D1str1ct Pohce Officer Bannu. o : :
Cieesieraeceees mesreeesonns (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,_, L
- AND AGAINST THE REJECTION ORDER DATED: 12-04- L

. 2023 WHEREBY THE DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL OF ;
THE __APPELLANT _ WAS REJFCTED WITHOUT o
' 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 TQ SERVICE WITH ALL BA CK AND
CONSEQUENTIAL BENEFITS. ANY OTHER REMEDY
WHICH THIS AUGUST TRIBUNAL DEEMS FIT AND .

APPROPRIATE THAT MAY ALSO BE AWARDED IN
FAVOR OF APPELLANT

L



RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH

F ACTS

Bs

That the appellant has joined the pol:ice 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 CC-II'in recogn1t1on of his

-good performance

. Tha_t During the entire service, the appellant has not giveﬁ' 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

' ".ﬂcontacts with notonous person (Sakhat) coupled with leaking out

information to him about the: movement of arresting party to avord

" his arrest as well as conveymg pictures of police officials were
-“leveled. The appellant properly replied to charge sheet and rebutted

the allega’ﬂon with cogent proof. Copy of charge sheet and reply

are attached as annexure— A & B.

. That dtjring 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 1nqu1ry officer

‘made -his mind to remove the appellant Copy of the lﬂqllll‘y:..:. o

report is'attached as annexure-C .

N

. That on the basis of that ﬁndmgs ‘without issuing final show cause

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

competent authority - (DPO Bannu) awarded the 1mpugned

pumshment vide order’ ~dated  14- 02-2023 w1thout using
mdependent mind Wthh is . discriminatory, agamst the law and
Justrce Copy of lmpugned ordcr is attached as annexure -D.

. That the appellant fee ing aggrieved filed departmental appeal -

against the impugned order which was rejected without showing -
any cogent reason vide order dated 12.04.2023. Hence the present
appeal on the following grounds amongst other. Copy. of

departmental appeal and rejectron order is attached as

~annexure-E & F.



GROUNDS: = N L @ -
A That the appellant the 1mpugned ordex dated 14/02/7023 and -

12/04/2023 is against ‘the law, norms of Just1ces and. w1thout
lawful authonty Hence hable to be set-aside. - ‘

- B. That the i mqun'y report and show catise was also not prov1ded to
the appellant ‘which is: .clear violation of Supenor Court
judgment, That prlnc1pal is also held in the appeal of the Waleed
Mehmood Vs Pollce Deptt and Zeeshan vs police, so the.
1mpugned order was passed in violation of law and rules and
- norms of"justice. The same pr1nc1ple held in the Superior Court
judgments cited as 1981 PLD SC 176 and 1987 SCMR 1562,
wtthout which all the. proceedmgs is nullity in the eyes of law. -

'Reliance was placed on 2018 PLC (CS) 997 and 2019 SCMR o

640. - : ‘

C That: no proper and régular inquiry was conducted. Nelther any
" documents or report was provided to appellant for examination
. .nor-any statement of witnesses recorded in the presence of
. appellant. Even a. chance-of cross exafination was also not

_ prov1ded to the appellant Wthh 1s Vlolatlon of norms of ) JUSUCG

D, That v1de 1mpugned order dated - 14 02-2023, the penalty of _
_ dismissal from service was nnposed on the appellant under Police .'
.Rules 1975 without using mdependent mind. The appellant feeling -~
. aggrieved filed departmental appeal, ‘which was also rejected on
* dated 12/4/2023 for no good ground and- w1thout applymg

independent mind. which’ practlce is quite incorrect and- turnied .
down by the apex-court in a latest Judgment contained in 2070 PLC

(CS) 1291.

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

" F. AThat there is no chance of self- defense was prov1de to the appellant '
~ and according to -Supreme Court judgment mere on. the basis of
allegatlon no.one should be pumshed ' '

G. That it is the’ maxim of the law (aud1 alteram peltrum) that no one B

~should be unheard, and the impugned order is also passed in
v1olat10n of article of 10-A-OF the constitution of Pakistan which
“told'us about the fair trial which was. the fundamental rlght of the

~ appellant but denied to the appellant So the 1mpugned order is .

; not tenable in the eye of Jaw.



H. That the appellant was deprlved of lns mahenable rrght 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 pattérn and that too without any cogent reason in the present o
case would cause ifreparable damage to the appellant at the cost .
of substantial justice. Such inquiry proceeding could not.be .
termed -as falr just and: reasonable, as the respondents badly
failed .to" prove that the appellant has leaked certain official
‘information to the criminals. such practlce has already been =
disapproved. by the apex: court’ contained in its judgments PLD
~ 1989-8C 335, 1996 SCMR 802 2018 PLC (CS)997 and 2019
SCMR 640."

L. That the 1mpugned order is agamst the artrcles 2A 4, and 25 ,of - L
! the constitution of Pak1stan 1973.. :

J. That the appellant has remarned Incharge DSB and the JOb of -

- intelligent ofﬁcer is to collect 1nformat10n from whatever source - -
- may be, deemed approprrate t6 protect the interest of state as well
o as department The appellant has explained thls fact in his reply
" to the charge sheet too duly testified by SHO PS Township in his

' statement, recorded by Enqurry Officer. It was the outcome of
information (collected 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 nabbmg of
accused (notorrous 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 Arace h1s

whereabouts as well as arrest him. The appellant could explam in .

| personal hearing (in ‘one to one) that' who were trying to protect .
him as well as pavmg way for release even hls arrest. ‘the.

' appellant have never committed any act or omrssron with bad or "
malafide 1ntentrons wh1ch could be termed ‘as misconduct, albeit
the appellant was dismissed from the service. Which i is ‘violation

' of reported ]udgment crted as I 997PLC cs 564.

K. That the report of CDR is llmrted only to show the trme date and
| ~ period of dialed, mrssed and received call and could not certify .
the nature of conversatron 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 facts that the appellant-has plovrded ]
valuable 1nformatron regardmg the arrest of notorious person

l



\

Sakhat wh1ch 18 sufﬁcrent to negate the negatlve aspects of hrs

contacts w1th the above accused

P :

L. -That it was - the fundamental right of the appellant fo cross
- __examme the- person(evrdence) who had- provrded the Call Data
- Record to Enquiry Officer but this opportunity: was not provrded
~hence, the call data record could not be held a gospel truth

That the’ appellant has been drscrrrnmated because number of
pohce ofﬁcers/ofﬁcrals contacts were identified with accused.
Sakhat aftet takrng into_custody his moblle phone followed by
. examining h_lS 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
' good performance of the: appe]lant was rewarded in shape of
drsmrssal ‘ ' '

N. That the appellant was requ1red to glve an opportumty of

- showrng cause of the proposed action whrch was to be. taken by |

- the competent author1ty but. this opportunity was not afforded to-

the appellant which- is mandatory under police rules and other

- laid down rules THhus, the appellant was condemned as unheard '

by vrolatmg the due process of law at. every stage of the mqurry
proceedmgs . -

O That accordmg to Federal Sharryat court’ Judgrnent c1ted as. PLD o
1989 FSC 39 the show cause ‘notice is must before takrng any . -
adverse actlon non-issuance of show cause notice is agamst the
1nJunct10n of Islam Hence the 1mpugned order is lrable to be set- ..
asrde S '

- P That the show cause is the demand of natural JUSUCG and also
. necessary for fair.trial and also 1 necessary in llght of mjunctlon of
Quran and Sunnah but. show cause was not given fo the appe]lant '
. So, fair trail denied to the appellant which is also violation ‘of
Art1cle 10-A of the constrtutron Further it is added that according '
- to reported Judgment cited as 1997 PLD page: 617 stated that
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 consrdered as part and parcel of every
- statute accordrng to superror court judgment crted as 201 7 PLD
173 and]990PLCcs 727. |




| Q: That the appellant and his famllv members have. grven matchless o
- sacrifices for the department/state by offerlng precious lives in
shape of Shahadat. A petson with a prudent mmd could not

expect of such act from a police officer whose- famrly menibers
“have given shahdaths for saving the image of the department
"Thus; the. appellant havmg such family background even could 4
.not thmk about savmg the skm of suchlike notorrous accused

- R That the appellant seeks permrssron to advance others grounds _

- and proofs at the time of hearmg

/"

Tt 1s therefore most hurnbly prayed that the appeal of the
appellant may be accepted as prayedfor..

(oot
~ APPELLANT
'ARSHAD KHAN -

]

- THROUGH: o

L ‘ (SYED NOMAN ALT BUKHARI)
R . ADVOCATE HIGH COURT.



o ACERTIFICATE

. BEFORE THE KP SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR.

~ SERVICE APPEALNO. .. /2023

1

It is certlﬁed that no other service: appeal earlier has been filed
: -betw_een the present partle's in this’ Tribunal; except_ the present one.

'DEPONENT

LIT OF BOOKS
. 1. Consntutlon of the Islarmc Repubhc of Pakistan, 1973 _

2. " The Police rules 1975.
3. Any other case’ 1aw as per need

L AP%{NT
© - ARSHAD KHAN

) THROUGH- |

" (SYED NOMAN ALI BUKHARI)
. ADVOCATE, HIGH COURT
PESHAWAR



BEFORE THE KP SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR.

SANO. . /2023

ARSHADKHAN . T VIS o . ..\Polli'ceDeptt:'

 AFFIDAVIT

I, ARSHAD KHAN (Appellant), do hereby afﬁrm that the coritents of thlS

. service appea] are true and correct, and nothmg has been conceaied ﬁom this _

honorable Tnbunal

DEPONENT
ARSHAD KHAN
t
,
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. District Police officer, .
. Bannu



@

o you “(eaked officiat information to him-to avoid his arrest.’

CHARGE SHEEI"

I,j Dr. MUHAMMAD EQ_BAL Dtatnct Pohce Oi’r'icer Eannu as
ccmpe’cent ‘authority, hereby charge you, PASI Arshad Khan I/C Traffic fm the

- purpose of de;:fartmanta{ enqum,f p:oceednw; as fcllows

. % -That as per technical analysxs of cell phone recovared from notorious car

- lifter sakhat it was found that you were in contact with him.
= You also send pictures of pohce ofﬁmais to h1m whom were tasked to trace -
Sakhat. Beside during all ime when teams ivere after the -arrest of >gkhat -

Brbodadedo)id

# Such an act on ‘your part is against. service dxsaplmn and amounts 0 gross
rmsconductm ofﬁgai duty.” '

1. By reason of the above you appear to be guilty of misconduct under the‘
Police Rules 1975 {As amended vide Khyber Pakhtunkhwa gazette Motification,
N0.27% of August 2014} and have rendered- yourself hable to all or any of the

penalties spemﬁed in the said rules.

3. You are therefare, directed to 3ubmlt50ur defeme within 07 days nf'the_

.-recmpt of this Charoe Sheet to the enquiry nfﬁcer

3. Your wntt,en defense if any, should reach to the Enqum Otﬁuer within
the specified period, failing which, it shall be presumed that you have no
defense to putin and in that case ex: parte action shall be taken agamst ,;ou

R ‘4. Youare dtrected to 1nt1mate whether }rou deswe to bﬂ heard in person.

5 f-’a -statement of ai.Legabon is enctosled:. |
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. : : © OFFICF OF e CEr
ADDITIONAL sv PERINTENDENT OF rOLICE

'\“'-9287A . AdLSP o l).llLd 3—‘.' -'*'"’{2
. .1"0 The District Police Ofﬁccr.

Bannu '

bﬂﬁ\' l/(" TRAI-'F!C
Memo:

-1 11.2022 on

ol ¥

. Kindly refer 1o DIPO office endurseiment No 43 SRC. dated -
the subject noted above.

+

Respected Sir,
As per vour kind order.-the enquiry against the shove-named police official
was completed by the undcrsu,md lts 'su.p'\\lst detail is us under:

PA 51 ARSHAD ]\H AN /€ TRAI- FIC:

» Thatasper tcchnical analysis of cell phone recovered trom notorious car lifter Sakhat
it was found that vou were in contact with him. o
> \'ou also send pictures of police uﬂzu'xls to him whom were tasked 10 trace ﬂakhat.
Balde dunng all time when teams were afier the arrest of Sakhat. v ou leaked oliwial
 information to him to avaid his arrest.
» -Suchanact on your part is against service d:suphne and amnunls 10 gross misconduct
in official duty. '
PROCEEDINGS:
For. the purpose of :.cruumzmg the conduct of PASI Arshad Khan' with
reference m ‘the above allegations, charge sheet and statement of allegations were served
upon him; be submitted his writien reply. He was heard at length, wo. Some questions were
also asked from him which he replied and were brought into writing. tle was also shown the
tard-copy of CDR of notorious car-lifter Sakhat and photos of Khalid Khan AS| (ex-Incharge
DSB) sent to Sakhat by the accused Arshad Khan vid video cal link. ASI Khalid who is now
in Canada on visit visa “.’as also contacted lh:fo.ugh cell-phone and his stance was taken.
' T . |
Sakhim Ullah alias Sakhat 3/0 Zahir Khen /o Kam Tarkhoba Asperka PS
Domel was uu nng]gadcr of ‘interprovincial cardiﬂcr-gmups The KP govcmmem has also
. mmoed head-money for his killing. He was killed in an encounter vide FIR No 806, dated
12.102022. UfS 302-324-353/15AA/S-EXP-Act/427 PPC. PS Domel. He was a d
conml killer and was wamed to police in the followmg 16 cases: esperate

4
BANNU o /




2010 Wy 15 AA Py Damnel
2 FIR No. 37172019 AN PK [omel

VO FIR No. 62072019 wa 411434 pR ps 1y me!

4 MR N 65972019 ws 411 PR P8 Dol

3 FIR No, 61472021 we i3, AA PS Domne!

8. FIR No. 6792022 wa 400:401-M 8 Dome!

’ FIR No. $31/2019 ws IRE-A PS Gt tharab

" 8 HIRNo. 61572019 we 468 471 AL G

9. MR No. 115772000 wa 30N PS Gl Fane tfaas™ s
10, MR No. 137872019 wa I PPC PS Caty Bannw
“.MNU. ‘00’1022 wx VB 411 PS Mrakhel (Bansou
ﬁvmt No. 21172020 u/s 18! A PR PS Sinan Banns.
-5 IR No, 69572020 w's 3R1:A PS Basia bhel 1 Bare:

T HIR No. $7672020 wa 400:401 PR PS Naurang < 5.~
38, FIR No, 103472020 ws JB1-A PR PS Abora hraitae 5 werors o7
. 16: FIR No. 29972020 ws 381-A I'S Canti 1 Peshawars

POV No v

Cr210.2022, UZS 302-324-353 ISAAS-EXP-AG 27T PR PR D e - RPN

@tbmﬁtt«hﬂcnl analysis and inter alis found that PAS Arezeoars o L T

el st the video of Khalid Khan AS| to Sakhat with simrster W07 les 2T Tas D

Miou trqm his own cell phone bearing SIM No #334-883530% [ou NIV ma seen sl
fn the name of PASI Arshad Khan Moreover. 3 WhatsApp cnatting from e ~omner a0
Sakteat has aloo been proved. The objectionsble screen-shot obtained from tne ce . omme

c e PN

Sakhat shows the picture of Khalid Khan AS] at the centér and that of Saihat a1 the prer-

. comer. Thix screen-shot has been taken from the video call sent to Saiaw Ba PAN Anshac

Khan on 12 October 2022 a1 12:02 pm, few hours before the deatk, of Sainy:

>

&:ozf&ﬁdlﬁfp"‘cﬁr}d’v’/";ﬁ.u/,,;gvc ,;,.} z

[ b--.- . .P:'f-ﬁ:';":
(dgﬂfp“—d”{lﬁﬂ’d‘c,‘AS%/.owJ‘fg'u,i'~;‘) 10.2022 5. . ; s
J;"wvu’t"’v"‘gb‘;’4’“#—"9in£¢;5=::;3.'?.5 “ PRY L
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In reply 1o u cruss quesiion a'ccmed PAS] Arshad K \IJ“.J it b
A san o

with Sakhat was onlv for tmppxng him for his arrest and be kad given al) Mlermetion 1. SHt
. PS ‘!'ownshlp Mr. Raza i\hnn ‘He may be asked i in this regard.

T, : or SHO PS TOWNSHIP, RAZA KHAN: -

SHO Raza Khan was contacted on phionc‘an‘d found in Islamabid Enaeply o
<~ my question whether PAS] Arshad Khan had given him any infurmaiien revardimg Sk o
he replied, “yes. of course. | have recovered a-stolen car from the nhade ot ‘Kahhat on the np

off of Arshad Khan. Even at the dalf' on occurrence {death of \.Mt.m Archad Khan had

informed me to remain'at high alert about the imminent occurrence.”

NGS:

. The allegations leveled agair;sl PAS! Asshad Khan arc -based on forensic

science and nre undeniable. )

2, Aﬂer the technicat analyses of cell phonc recovered from the notorious var-
difter Sakhat, it rcvealcd that PAS? Arshad K han had contacted him (I ymes
on audio calls and Sakhat (9) times vice versa during the fast N3 ~‘_"-“ betore

the death of Sakhat.
.l 3. Sumlarly. PASI Arshad Khan sent the video of ASI hhnl‘:d Khan (ex-incharge
N ‘. . . L v No.
TR * DSB) to Sakhat on 12.10.2022 at 12:02 s rom his mobile phone SIM N
: akhat.
o 03348845420, Khalid Khan had been deputed (0175 out and et Sak1e

' _R845429 has been
4. The forensic science has also proved that Sivt No. o..‘,4 /B2
Arshad‘l(han.

issued and reglstered in the name of PASI .~ . , \
. . ’ . . .l’c‘ t
5 ‘"MW accepts all the conmcts mcnnoned above with sakhat excep
- verb that “Man

' 'Mdincvldeo of Khalid l(hnn which is unbetie
.&“ te{! & Lie but scientific evidence does not”

vable. 1tis a pro

“Wéoe, it has boen proved that PASI Arshed P pared the pictures vl Khabd



6. The clalm ofP—\Sl \r;had Nhan thyg e had mnl acted S ikh i

ups neither he had shand valuable

manage his
Shen it contidence hig high

Information wirly W orthy DI'O who had
constituted vanous teams entrumd \\llh the t

arrest good cannot be relied upon a he had noy

ask of arrest of S;Ikhul.
Moreovcr sendin;, the video piciures of ASI Khalid Khan, a police official,

1o Sakhat a notoricus PO of 16 cases canpot be Tinhed with goud mtcntmn

as Khalid Khan had been deputed Jor the arres af Sakhat

. Keepmg the abO‘e facts ‘md ]lp_ur::\ mvigw, all the allegations leveled

femable and irretutable
| have been prm ed in 1010 mzh ung
agamst PASI Arshad Khan

saqmﬁc ev:dences

Sub:mned please

\ )
ddditional Superintendent of Police,
Bamnnu
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* . PUNISHMENTORDER

T i .
R P H I ' ; - . Coy ! ) i
~,. This order of L', uncem“md will dispose of the de partmem procesdings agcinst
b . - ) N ~
] .
vosed PAST Arﬂhau rn'm under Palice oo 1973 tAs amers ida Gave of RiL or Pakhtankhws
e sClie Not&ﬁcalmn ot s\'cn.?\\‘o: dated 277 of August 20143 o issuing cl’]arac’ sacet and wiatement of
alicgations to h]m for commm g the folfow nﬂ CO!’R:‘I‘I;:})'OH\ ‘omissions- T
{ : . . .
. . + .
». That 2s per technical e mﬂ\ sis of cell ; hn_ﬁn.. recovered from Encvt orious.car Hfter sakhat s
vas found that’ P.-?\‘ii Arshad }\han was h.tom t\xih ihe said accused. . i -
o > lie also send piciures o Poh O ? ials1o the accused w horn were tasked to trace Sa H
- Beside during sl ime when wcams were atter the arres of Sekhat. eakeu. ofticial mfo-mau an zI, him w©
“uivoid his arrest. '
.
Clxar::: sheut "m sizigment of aliezal m ana Addi/SP. Bannu we
‘.pr\mm;d as anusr\ Officer o hold 2 rezular deparumanial epquiny under Pohc; Rule 1975 (s a mended
vide o of I\h\ ber Pakhtunkhwa Gozette .‘\’miiié;{iian of bvén N dalcd 27% of August l!)t.-'!J. il -
Unguiry Oihm submiitied finding report \mh letic No. 28TASP, dawdd 30.12.2022 and reported in the
. ; ~ .- . -7
.ll"hl af d.p-mm..n'al cpquiry ;'m ceeging, uai the ailegations igv eled azainst PAST Arshad Kban have been
seoved, pl laced i nk :
Hoowas 1\0 heard iz - din00 it provs himse.! mnaccence but s Giled W
o 50, . .
Keeping in view of 'Ihe above, the undersigned meticulously perused all the relevant
revwrd! mqum report :md other c;rcumxpnce) of the cass come 1o the conclusion that allegations feveled
" ::gnmst the said official have bu.n proved. The undersigned agreed with the tindm‘_’a of e enauiey
Culficer. Hence. L Dr. Muhanmm‘d 1qbal, ;strl_ct ohce Officer, B annu, in E\Lﬂ.lSL of the power
veated in me under Peiiee Rule 1973{As "':nd d vide Go of Khyber Pw:h‘unH.na Gazetre
N ation of even, 7w dated 277 of Sizust 2018 lze-."::_x svarded him .\L..,\,r PL. ishment o
“Dismissal from Serviee™ with immediate efivet, '
. .
OB No._ e ' ( - -
“thed . oy 2023 S . /\\
" ' -
{Dr. \iLH—'\V SAD IQBAL)PST
| . District Police Officer.
. : o Binnu.
: i . . Tel: 9928-9270038
o . -~ - Fax :0928-9270045
' ' Emajl: dpobannu@amail.eom
Dal ' ~ . i
Noo o LA ). SRC ated-Bannu, l, . /Z/ Bl ekl .
iy g e o . . . .
; . \ . :
Cops of zbove for necessary zetion o : . -
i ‘{c'\(. Pa 'Oﬁ'ccr.‘SRC. OHC
200 vauji Misal C etk along with enquiny tile for placing 1t in the Du[] Missal of the concemed
afficial. : :
O .
M -



iptpmmz\;m\*r ORDER '

, - This ordzr of the und"tmm-d ‘:111 dizposs of thz dzpartnsntal prcl«:-aedmgs Etehia :t'
& coused PAST Arshad Khaw, und-.-:PDhc S ?'.ﬁl-v 5 of Bliwbar P.Lh‘cunl.h'"a
L]

G zatt '-:uIIoti.u:atwnot —-f:=11-ec' a=t-n¢ 7 pfAuzust 2004) by is :‘dﬂl" x.hs.r z shzst and statsment of

= v

=

_‘Allgﬂhaus to him for v.:cummttmv the following @ sommissionsiomistions:-

o o Thatss paEr 15%_‘—]}1]1&&1@51}’5{5 ofes nhm.—r d'fom:-otonou; oL 1ut—r 38
- was found that PASY Arshad Khen was in coitact with s ;k.zd accuszd. o .

¥ He ,..I,so Ié&plmi'ﬁi of Folics D:&s.:ials to ﬂlE sccuszdwh DImVIELE ta..l::dto tra..=$. Lhat

"ﬁz

B B~S£ﬁ~ during sll i v uh_n taamas vraes afta ﬂ}-‘,_{F‘?t 0% ,‘,e;k} o, hzlzzkad official uz:vm.wimn to hmt:
| t“md his m~5t '

Chaﬂ: sh:«a’tmd mt*m:m& ofsllzgation wers Lsu-»d to him znd i@@‘&? &gqgu vigs
‘ :n;p omt-da. T"mmrf{]t:x«.fnn holdat "ui_:-:i vartm_ntal -nqudvundaﬁoiu  Fuls 1973 (A m-nﬂ.—d
m&m{rg_} t: O:Kh vbas F‘al.]%tmm]r a&s.;--tt»’\ar:rhma;txm of svin Mo datsd 1T f August 201 t4). Th=

' Erquuxrﬂrm:a: EIJb}Iﬂ.ﬁ:d rummv r—p m*tnc_ 1-tt=1'_~3 0. 257ASPE, dated 30 I2EI2Z and r2p oft=d i th:

‘li_ht of deparimantal »n&uu*-*p oo zading, al ﬂlc ..z.tia:cns l_é celadazainst PARE A h-’* Mr': havebeas

s

; provmd p]atw& at file. - -

H@ wras als 0 h-x_fdm pamson d;f-df 3, éﬁ 2023 to provs himsalr hnw:snﬁ--‘:- buthe :’adad to
-'.'ﬁv.cs/o.. ' e : T o
o k—upmﬂm*’t w of the ab oz, thz und:»ﬁtm—d mlttfulou;lﬂ p-»ms-:rl all the r=l*-»’ ant
razord, éﬁqui.t*z' 121 trtand othercincumstaness of ﬂ1==e cass coms to thee encly stc-nthat allw..anons l—v:l—.d
: 'asmnst the said ammsl have bezn prw‘ai T}r undsrs*.mad agra. =d writh the mdmss of the enquiry
R"‘?}e\g Hanes, I, Dr, Nhammad };g}g;;{ Dﬁximcf Police Ofﬁter. Bagnm. in smereise of the power
vested {n ‘me un d—f Police Ruls 197545 :nm-ndwd vids Gowt of Khybzr P‘;khtunklma Gai—

S

V'Nonﬁsa:aﬁou of evan, No: dated 2 £ August i.i’E-I) harsby swarded Iﬁm Lag«:ur P‘umsh ML 05

‘,“}.TF smibssal from Service” with immsmate—. =iTs

»

=1,



b DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL FOR SETTING ASIDE THE PUNISHMENT OF DISMISSAN

3

Bannuaéﬂen,ﬂ;nnu | - ‘. - _- ) %

. AWARDED BY DPO BANNU YIDE HIS OFFICE OB NO. 83, DATED 14/02/2023 .

» Respected sir, o .

With due ieSpéct it is sabmitted'
1 That'the appeliant had jcmed the pnhce force as constab(e in the year 2006 and
" absorbed as PAS! in the year 2016 against the Shuhhadas quota

2 That the appellant has passed basuc Elite Course Traffic course, 8 pmmottonal courses

' and earned 17 CC-1H and 02 CC- -t in recogmt:on of his good performance. During the ..
entire service, the appeilant has not given an iota of chance of complaint to hlS‘hIgh
ups but mfo&unately, the appellant ‘was served with charge sheet vide DPO Office
endst No. 445/SRC, dated 22411/2022, wherein, the so-called charges of contacts with
notorious person’ (Sakhat) ‘coupled with leaking. oui information to him about the

’ movement of arresting party’ to avoid. his arrest as well as conveymg pictures of police

ofﬁaa{s were leveied.

3 © That during the i mqmry pmceedings, the appetlant rebutted each and every charges on -

’ plausible grounds but mquwy officer based his. findings only on collection of CDR of

C {Sakhat} and on the basrs of that ﬁndmgs, competent authority ( DPO Bannu} awarded:
me the impugned punishment which is dxscnmmatory, .against law as wetl as injustice
on the grounds* : ’

‘ GROUNDS:

That the appe[lant has remained Encharge DsB and the job of mtelhgent ofﬁcer is to
- m!!ecr information from whatever source may be, deemed appropnate to protect the
interest of state as well as department The appellant had explained this fact in his
reply to the ¢charge sheet too- duly testlﬁed by SHO PS Townshlp in his statement,
recorded by Enquiry Officer. It was. the outcome of lnformatlon (collected by the
appellant as a result, of the sa1d contacts) whxch made ensured the successful acnon '
" on dated 12{10/2023 If these contacts were not utilized, the nabbmg of accused -
(notpnous person Sakhat) could not be ensured. The purpose /intent of the appelkant :
behmd the call contacts with the accused Sakhat was not to protect him but to was
. trace hts whereabouts as well as arrest him. The appeliant could explain \n persona{
hearing (in one to one) that who were trymg to protect him as well as pavmg way for

his release even after hlS arrest

" That £he report of CDR is limited only to show the time, date and pem)d of dxa&ed
fmssed and received . calls ‘and could rsot certify the natnre cr (‘Onversanon zma



messages. etc that whether it were made for the mterest of department or favoured

.. the accused person In the case of the appellant star witness L SHO PS Township |,
‘has affirmed the facts that the appetlant had prowded valuable mformatlon regardmg
the arrest’ of nolorious person Sakhat which is. sumcrent to negate the negatwe
aspects of his contacts with the above accused. ‘

3. Thax it was the fundamental right ot the appellant ‘to’ cross examme the person
{evrdence) who had provided the -Call Data Record to Enquny Offlcer but this

opportunity was not prowded hence the call data record coutd not be held a gosoel
truth,

4 ‘That. the appellant has been discn'rhin;ted" becaluséi number of police officers/officials

contacts were identified with -accuséd Sakhat after taking into custody his ‘mobile

phone followed by examlmng his CDR but only 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 gooG performance of the
appellant was rewarded in shape of dismissal.

.-

5 That “the- appellant was requu‘ed to gwe an oppartumty of showmg cause of the
. proposed action which was to be’ taken by the competent authonty but tms
opportumty was- nét- afforded to the appellant which is mandatory under pollce rutes
' -and other laid down rules Thus, the appetlant was condemned as unheard’ by wolanng

the due process. of law at every stage of the inquiry proceedtngs

& That the- appellam and. his family members have gwen matchless sacriﬁces for the
_depamnent!state by offenng precmus llves in shape, af Shahadat A person with &
prudent miind could not expect of -such act from a pohce officer whose family -

- members have given shahdaths far saving the fmage of the force Thus, the appellant
' having such family background even coufd nat think about sawng the skin of such hke
notorious accused. ‘

1n vxew of the abave, it is humbiy requested that the 1mpugned order of dlsrmssat may kmdly

»_ be set aside and the appe!lant may be’ remstated in sennce wlth all back benefits for the-

P

- -m@lnterest of justice.
oz

0 : ;' Hoping our k‘tnd boss will act with kindness

. /f.ﬂ(’, .
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e o e VI & oo SO S o ez S S Lt Attt S T s T . 8 -—"
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. .Respected Sir,

1.

~

‘:To: The Ins‘pec;tor Gen.eral'of Police, . . S E)Z??é)&& , L)
: Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar. * . <(/ R (ﬁ : \ -
o !ubject: * . DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL FOR SETTING ASIDE THE PUNISHMENT OF DISMISSAL ™

AWARDED BY DPO BANU VIDE HIS OFFICE OB NO. 83 DATED 14.02.2023

With due respect it is submitted: A

That the appellant has joined-the police department as constéble. in the yéar 2006 a.nd' 4
absorbed as PASI in the,year 2016 against the Shuhadas Quota. C

That the appel'lant'has passed, Basic Elite Course, Traffic course, 08 promotional courses
and earned.17 CC-lil and 02 CC-l 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, thé so-called charges of contacts with notorious

person (Sakhat) coupled with leaking out information -to his about the movement of

_arresting party to avoid his arrest as well as conveying pictures of potice officials were .

leve_léd.

. That‘dun'r)g-the inquiry~ proceeding, the appellant: rebutted.each and every charge’s; on

- plausible grounds but inquiry officer based his findings only on collection .of CDR of

(Sakhat)i and on the basis of that findings, 'comp‘ete‘h't auth'_orityi (DPO Bannu) awarded me
the impugned punishment which is discrimi.nator_y, against faw as well as injustice on the
-grounds: ' R - ' -

GROUNDS:

i.  That'the appéllant 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 duty testified by SHO PS Township in.his statement, :
recorded by Enquiry Officer. It*was the outcome of information (collected by t_hé

appellant as.a result o the said contacts) which madé ensured the successful action

' on dated 12.10.2023. if ,‘these'contai:té were not utilized, the nabbing of accused

(notorious person Sakhat) could not be, ensured. The purpbse / 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.

i Tﬁat th,é report of CDR is:limited only to show the timé, date and period-of dialed, '

missed and received call and 'gould 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,
has affirmed the facts that the appellant has provided valuable information
regarding the arrest of notorious person Sakhat which is sufficient to negaté the
negative aspects of his contacts with the above accused. - ‘ :

iii.  That it was the,fundamenta'l right of the appellant to cross examine the’ pérson v

(evidence) who had provided the Call Data Record- to. Enquiry Officer but this
opportunity was not provided, henceith'e call data record could not be held a gospel
_truth. : S o ' ' ~



vi.

v, 'That the appellant has ‘been discnmmated because number of ' pollce offit

/officials contacts were indentified with accused Sakhat after taking into custody his

mobile phone followed by exammmg his CDR- but only the appellant’ was made a N '
- 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 dlsrmssal

' That the appellant was reqmred to give an: opportumty of showing: cause of the."' ’
. proposed action which was to be taken by the competent authonty but - this
- .opportunity was not afforded to the appellant which is-mandatory under police rules ‘

and other laid down rutes.. Thus, “the appellant was- condemned as unheard by '
wolatmg the due process of taw at every stage of the,mqurry proceedmgs

’

- That the appellant and his famlly membérs have grven 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
appettant having such famil y background even coutd not thmk about saving the skin
) of suchllke notonous accused ' - '

In view of the above it is humbly requested that.the lmpugned order of d1smissal .

_ may kindly be set-aside and the appellant may- be remstated in serv1ce wrth all back
’ "beneﬁts for the best interest of ]USthG

Hopin‘g'our‘ kind bos_s_will act wjth kin‘dness-.
Appeliant
/o

- Arshad Khan- o
" Ex-Assistant Sub Inspector, Bannu.
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D}’O Bzmnu \’*ldr_

- “enquiry file; the appell

s Prevmma] Car Lifling Gang and had uculmhzcd 93 police: xmlmns of Ranmn and a h&ru_ nurnbx.; '

E’hi; mck:r Wlii éﬂpo'ﬁ' of d"i’fiﬂ:mnlul ﬁppuﬂ prcl:.rrf.d by Exe l’!\Sl Arshad -

whe '
m'm he hcm Pruyed for setiing nside the order of mujnr pumshmcm of

“Dismissal from sery
ism rom § rxics. !mp{}sg,d fipon hlm by DRoY Bunms wdc O No. 183 dofed 14.02. 2023
- for cammnimg II}L f’clicwmg m%nnéum

L4

&h:.m of f)ssmct i&izmrm,

“Thnt s per tu:%msr:ﬁl mml

fqz S C]
~was found thay the appaf}a}m ::f I
s The appellant send
Sakhat, Beside diri

' lnakeé ofli
‘ icial infum‘mtmu to the  aceused 1o uvmd his nrmt

o us: it cfrmaet xaf;th ﬁw mid w;i.tt.wii
Pletures of I"i‘il% : o] ficials to the ﬁcctisa,c% whont wm ld‘aku‘l to trace

Cﬁmmgms service tecord, punishment order and enquiry file wert received from
his office ki&er No.i 176 diifed (JI% 03.2023 wird pcmsw in detail., As per -

KPP
ant was Chﬂ*‘gﬁ sheeted: based apcm sialemcm of aiin{,mmne; and Addl:SI |

Bannu
was ‘XPPGJ:ME& as Luqmry Officer. ’The [’, Q (,ﬁmiuet(,d mqg;;;-y ifito the ailcgaﬂons add,

su
bmlited hts findings, wherein the 5.0 concincicd that the chymmﬂ; leveled agains{ the

&Qpeilant l}ave "been proved in toto with uiideniable and 1rreiutublu xciu)hilc wsc]ences.
. Tﬁereﬁ;te the appeﬂant was rg,comwﬁdtd i:sy th:. O for awarii Qf major pumshmem The-
.m‘}mpeient aulhomy {DPG Bannu} with ﬁze rtcm'hm::n{l:ﬂmn of the E.O awarded the dppeilam

: ma}ﬂr I}umshmenmf “Dismissal from Service” vide OB-No.183, dated. 14.02.2023 B

’I'he appel%ﬁm was he&rd in personin orderly rooiy ﬁeid in RPO O}“ﬁw Bannu on

06 84 ‘}0')3 HIS Sérvme !@ﬁtd» bnqm["}’ ﬁlb m,d Oihbl‘ ;(_ic“;au! pdp(_,r\. Were pcm>ﬁ.d \\h}th-‘

' rev&a?eﬁ that {m appeilanl had deep ze?auens with Inter Praviacial car inm.r ‘%skium Ulhh alms

Sﬂ\hi slo Aa%m J\hdll /0 Rﬁﬁi 'mrkhobd Asp«.rka PS D(Irmd Bdmm c\'iduu from hl\ i,d! phone.

' mcor&i The said car fifter was wanled to, lacai pohce in 16 L{ISCS ot car lifiing while he was alsoa

| pr@c]mmeﬂ oﬂlnder of. Puﬁgab l\mvmuz lsiam"tbad and Pes ‘mxm He was m.adlm an !n!er»

' .' of polme officials to make a safe. heaven for him. in Domet, Uasmu Bannu. ii‘ie delinquent’

ofﬁcaai not only passi.d information abom activities of the term constituled o appmhcnd Sakhim
Ullah alias: bakht but also shared theit phoma wﬁh %um All these were recovered from the tdi_.
phone of Saki‘m‘n i}llah dha< Sakht after laf.: was nevtralized in a pehw encounter on 12.10.2022.

“The cr.;nduet of the:delinquent ot‘ﬁual has not outy wukcmd the pohce cifmh to nab a !mrdencd

"'I’héu’wre 1, Syed Af’h “(i Aﬂwar, PSP, RCQUR *f i’ﬁlma ()!lu,u B’lmm- egion.

s thcd in mr: um}a, Mwbcr i’uL mmkh\m Police Rulcs 1975

- Bannu, if exercise of the p@we

(amended in 2014} ‘herchy reject his appmxl and endm‘

Baﬂnu vide OB N(} 133 dated 14. 02 7{)’7‘5 o R

- ~_- Rcyaml Puim, (}ﬂiCi‘? T
: * Bannu Region,
Bannu

aing all time when leams were after the drrest of gakhat, the nppdiam o

crtmmnl but aiéf) eadang,ercd lives of the memi:-ers of lhi, poil eam by shmmg thur photos o
| " with the bang ix.adf:r of the car 11{1“% This ac.t is not oniy against Eltt purpose of palu.c but *nlc;o
" LT : t . " . . . ,m”’r—""‘rm_wmwwg‘*‘_%“‘\i )
igﬂvbie. ' S : s S

the punishment awarded to him b DPO. - o

R PR R



se

ﬂl! /EC dated Bannu lhx. _LzL/p_ll/zozs

:DPO Bannu for. mcessnry uction w/r to his office. ILIILI‘ No. cited ab

r% Roll and u\quxry hlt. of l"x I’ASI Arshnd Khan of D:su u,l Bunnu

.

—-——--—Rcy ng

'l|
K\u Region~—.. .

T~
‘B‘nmu -

are sent c,rewnh for

PolteeOffice
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