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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKTUNKHWA

PESHAWAR

)5'6l/2023Service Appeal

Naseeb Khan S/0 Khewa Khan
Presently Posted as Incharge DRC Hassan Khel (PS Hassan Khel) Sub 
Division District Peshawar

Appellant

Versus
1. Provincial police officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.

2. Capitaf Police Officer Peshawar, Police line Peshawar

Senior Superintendent of Police (operation) Police line 

Peshawar
3.

4. Superintendent of Police Saddar Division CCP Peshawar

Respondents

SERVICE APPEAL U/S 4 OF THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT
1974 AGAINST THE IMPUGNED ORDER DATED 22/06/2023
WHEREBY REPRESENTATION / APPEAL OF THE APPELLANT
WAS PARTIALLY ALLOWED WITH FORFEITURE OF ONE
YEARS APPROVED SERVICE AND PERIOD OF OUT OF
SERVICE WILL BE TREATED LEAVE WITHOUT PAY BY THE
RESPONDENT N0.2f CCPO PESHAWAR^ AGAINST THE
ORDER OF DISMISSAL FROM SERVICE DATED 24’02.2023.

PRAYER IN APPEAL:
On the acceptance of instant Appeal, the impugned 

order dated 22/06/2023 passed by respondent No.2 (CCPO



V
Peshawar) may please be set aside and the appellant be 

restored / reinstated in service with all back benefits of his 

service (including monthly salaries).
Any other relief deemed appropriated in the circumstance of 

the case> not specifically asked for, may also be granted to 

the appellant.

Respectfully Sheweth:

1. That after the merger of FATA into the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 

and absorption of the Levis and Khasadar force in the 

regular police in the year 2019 vide Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 

Khasadar Force Act, 2019 aiid regulations and since then 

the appellant has been posted as S.H.O at P.S Hasan Khel 
except during police training appellant was not posted as 

SHO and since then in recognition of his abilities, efficient 
work and performance reached to the status as Sub 

inspector/SHO P.S Hasan Khel and his unblemished service 

record.

2. That brief fact of the case is that on 22.11.2022 police 

personnel of P.S Hasankhel and Tehsildar Hasankhel were 

present at Pastawani in connection with demarcation of the 

land of Said Bahadar s/o Ghaffar Khan who had approached 

the revenue authorities for resolution of his land dispute with 

Sadiq, Roseen khan and Ajmal. And after 15/20 minutes 

Accused Sadiq, Roseen khan and Ajmal killed Said Bahadar 

FIR No. 170 dated 22.11.2022 u/s 302/324/34 ppc P.S 

Hasankhel was registered against Sadiq, Roseen Khan and 

Ajmal Khan and soon after the occurrence the above 

accused escaped from the spot.

It is important to note here the occurrence took
Place when the ooUce personnel defuse the situation
between the parties and after elapsed of 15/20
minutes the occurrence took place of which FIR
no.l70 was registered at PS Hassan Khei.

CopyoftheFIRno.l70isannex-A
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3. That due to efforts of appellant on 25.12.2022 accused 

Ajmal Khan and roseen khan were arrested by the appellant. 
Copy of'the daily diary and arrest cards are annex-B

4. That without any complaint to the S.P saddar division, S.P 

saddar division of his own issued the statement of allegation 

vide letter dated 25.11.2022 in which SDPO saddar was 

appointed as inquiry officer. That too without any reasons 

and grounds and justification. Copy of the statement of 
allegation dated 25.11.2022 is annex-C

5. That inquiry officer without recording the statement of 
witnesses (police officials and private witnesses) and without 
fact finding inquiry and thorough investigation held the 

appellant and found him guilty of , the alleged charges. 
Despite the fact appellant arranged police personnel for the 

said demarcation etc. infact the complainant and eye witness 

of the FIR no. 170 recorded statement in favor of the 

appellant. Copies of Enquiry and statements of complainant 
and eyewitness are annexed-D

6. That appellant was issued a charge sheet and show cause 

notice dated 20.12.2022 to which plausible replies were 

submitted but the stance of the appellant was discarded 

without any cogent reasons and grounds followed by 

dismissal from service. Copy of the charge sheet and reply 

are annex-E and Copy of the show cause notice and reply 

are Annex-F

It is important to note here that appellant was on routine 

ghasht and also informed the concerned police officer 

through a whatsapp message (03369286877) for 

arranging the personnel for security for demarcation 

proceedings which accordingly were arranged. Copy of 
the whatsapp snap is annex-G

7. That appellant aggrieved from the impugned order dated 

24.02.2023 passed by Superintendent of Police (S.P) saddar 

division, Peshawar. That petitioner/applicant challenged the 

said of order before the competent authority which was 

partially allowed vide order dated 22.06.2023 in following
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terms:- "foifelture of one year's aooroved Service" 

moreover, period of out of service is treated as leave
without pay" Copy of the appeal, impugned orders dated 

24.02.2023 and 22.06.2023 is annex-H to H/2

8. That now appellant once again aggrieved of the impugned 

order dated 22.06.2023 hence, moved this Hon'ble Tribunal, 

inter alia, on the following grounds:

GROUNDS:

A. That the appellant has not been treated in accordance 

with law and his rights secured and guaranteed under the 

law have been badly violated.

B. That similar other police official who are also penalized 

with petitioner/applicant for the same cause they were 

reinstated In service with all back benefits except out of 
service period was count as leave without pay.

C. That impugned order is against the law and facts of the 

case hence not tenable under the law. Hence appellant 

be reinstated in the service with all back benefits

D. That the appellant has been treated against the law 

unequally & thus deprived of equal protection of law as 

envisaged by Art.4 of the Constitution and the official 

respondents have violated the settled law. Rules and 

regulation on the subject matter.

E. That neither, proper procedure nor due process were 

adopted at the time of initiation of inquiry and giving 

finding in the inquiry as well as passing the impugned 

notifications.

F. That the impugned orders are against the 

pronouncements of the superior judiciary of the country.
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G. That the impugned actions/ orders of the respondents are 

unreasonable as the Appellant is subjected to a naked 

discrimination for which no justification exists at all.

H. That the impugned orders are the result of malafide and 

discrimination, hence the same is liable to be set aside.

I. That depriving the appellant of the same treatment like 

Respondents is prima facie unfair, unjust and illegal.

J. That inquiry proceedings have not been conducted in 

accordance with prevailed rules contain under rule 6 of 

Rules 1975 (amended 2014) as no proper procedure has 

been followed by the worthy inquiry officer nor he has 

mentioned/shown cogent reason and grounds to connect 

the petitioner/applicant with the alleged charged. 

Moreover the opportunity of Cross examination was, not 

given to the petitioner/applicant.

■K. That .no fact finding inquiry has been conducted by the

competent authority.
L. That what so ever no complaint has been lodged by the 

complaint of FIR nor any other party against the

petitioner/applicant. Hence proceedings conducted the 

officer are illegal, unlawful and withoutinquiry 

jurisdiction.
M.That impugned proceedings and order is against the

principle of natural justice.
N. That as per rule 6 sub clause 5 of the rule 1975 the 

inquiry officer has to submit cogent reasons and grounds 

to connect the petitioner/applicant with alleged charge - 

but no ground has so far been brought on record, 

therefore the recommendations of the inquiry officer is 

not tenable in the eyes of law and the impugned order 

dated 22.06.2023 is also against the law and
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petitioner/applicant be reinstated with aii back benefits in 

service.

O. That it may be submitted here that departmental .inquiry 

proceedings were conducted by the worthy SDPO Saddar 

division who is not competent

P. That finding report of the worthy inquiry officer is self- 

explanatory where the other police officials were present 

with the revenue staff who were deputed by the Assistant 

Commissioner sub division Hassan Khel for demarcation 

of the disputed land and later on occurrence was took 

place.
Q. That replies to the charge sheet and final show cause are 

self-explanatory and worth of consideration by this 

honorable forum are annexed.

■ R. That the impugned order is void ab-initio and illegal as 

the same has been passed in utter violation of the law as 

neither any inquiry committee was constituted nor any 

evidence what to speak of the legally admissible evidence 

was collected by the competent authority to warrant the
V , ■

impugned order.
S. That the impugned order has no legal footing to stand 

upon as the same has been passed in utter disregard of 

the rules and regulation on the subject.

T. That the constitution of Islamic Republic of Pakistan, 

1973 guarantees equality and equal treatment and 

protection from exploitation but in this case the 

petitioner/applicant has been treated diScriminately by 

the worthy inquiry officer and SP in so far as requirement 

of law is concerned



U. That impugned proceedings and order is against principle 

of policy as enshrined in the constitution-of Islamic 

Republic of Pakistan, 1973

V. That the appellant seeks leave of this Honourable 

Tribunal to raise further points at the time of arguments, 

with the kind permission of this Honourable Tribunal. ..

It is, therefore, most humbly prayed that On the acceptance 

of instant Appeal, the impugned order dated 22/06/2023 

passed by respondent No.2 (CCPO Peshawar) may please be 

set aside and the appellant be restored / reinstated in 

service with all back benefits of his service (including 

monthly salaries).
Any other relief deemed appropriated in the circumstance of 

the case, not specifically asked for, and may also be granted - 
to the appellant.

r ■
I

Appellant
Through

Sajeed KhanWrIdi

Tariq Afghan
Advocates, Peshawar

CERTIFICATE:

It is certified that no such like civil appeal has earlier been filed 
before this Honourable Court by the appellant. \ -

advdcate
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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
PESHAWAR

/2023Service Appeal
V ■.

AppellantNaseeb Khan,....
Versus

Provincial police officer and others, ^Respondents

t AFFIDAVIT

I, Naseeb Khan S/0 Khewa Khan Presently Posted as Incharge DRC 

Hassan Khel (PS Hassan Khel) Sub .Division District Peshawar, do 

hereby solemnly affirm and declare on oath that the contents of 
the accompanying Service Appeal are true and correct to the 
best of my knowledge and belief and nothing has been concealed 

from this Hon'ble Court.

DEPONENT

\Tbo{^
Cell #

■: I

CNIC

vy

1
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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
PESHAWAR

Service Appeal /2023

Naseeb Khan.. Appellant

Versus' 1

Provincial police officer and others, Respondents

ADDRESSES OF PARTIES

APPELLANT:
Naseeb Khan S/0 Khewa Khan
Presently Posted as Incharge dRC Hassan Khel (PS Hassan Khel) Sub 
Division District Peshawar

RESPONDENTS:
Provincial police officer, KhyberPakhtunkhwa Peshawar,1.

Capital Police Officer Peshawar, Police line Peshawar2.

3. ' Senior ' Superintendent of Police (operation) Police line 
Peshawar

4. Superintendent of Police Saddar Division CCP Peshawar

Ay)Wiant
Through

Sajeed KhaH Afridi

tr .

Tariq Afghan
Advocates, Peshawar



\0
BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA

PESHAWAR

/2023Service Appeal _

AppellantNaseeb Khan
Versus

RespondentsProvincial police officer and others

APPLICATION FOR CONDONATION OF 

DELAY IN FILING OF THE TITLED 

APPEAL.

Respectfully Sheweth:

1. That the above noted appeal has been filed in this Honljle 

Court vyhich is yet to be fixed for hearing.

2. That at the time of announcement of the impugned order dated 

22.06.2023 copy of the order was not provided to the 

appellant, but when the same was provided to the appellant 

when he visit the police line Peshawar, the stipulated period of 

appeal has been over and thus the delay occurred in filing the 

instant appeal.

3. That posting of the appellant iS: in erstwhile FATA and 

performed his duty with zeal and devotion in such a terrorized 

situation
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4: That appellant was also severely ill in last week of July 2023
.'/

5. That the appellant was unaware of the limitation and in the 

circumstances which caused delay in filing the appeal is beyond 

the control of appellant,

6; That since substantial rights of appellant are involved, therefore 

it is just and fair as well as in the interest of justice that case 

may be decided on merits.
I.

It/s therefore prayed that by accepting this appiication 

the de/ay in fiiing the titied^appeai may p/ease be 

condoned.
y

V
Appellant

Through

Sajeed Khan Afridi

Tariq Afghan i •
• Advocates, Peshawar
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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA

PESHAWAR

/2023Service Appeal
<•

AppellantNaseeb Khan...
Versus

Provincial police officer and others. Respondents

AFFIDAVIT

I, Naseeb Khan S/0 Khewa Khan Presently Posted as Incharge DRC 

Hassan Khel (PS Hassan Khel) Sub Division District Peshawar, do 

hereby solemnly affirm and declare on oath that the contents of 
the accompanying application are true and correct to the best of 
my knowledge and belief and nothing has been concealed from 

this HonlDle Court.

DEPONENT

CNIC 173^1-^^31,79.7
- Cell #
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■ STATEMENT ( ('AfeLEGXTIONS

I!
I. Malik Habib, SP Saddai C:P Pesha' ' ar, as competent authority, arn of the opinion.tht 

Smi^ceb Khan‘SHO PS Hasan JKh^has -mdered. himself liable to;be proceeded agaim; 

departmentally as he has committed the folio ing acts/omission within, .the meaning of sectio ' 

0.> ol the Khyber Pakhiunkhwa Police Rules. I ',’5.
■ ; ' i . . ■ .

"On 22.11.2022. 08 Police persom ■/ of PS Hasan Khe'l and Tehsildar Haiah Khel

■■■ r
j

1
i!• . i

i- r
.!

were present at Fastbwa.m in conm iion with demarcation of land-ofSaid-Bahader

...............Khan who had appro :hed_ Revenue authorities for relolutidn of his
\ & Inland di.spiue with Sadie, Raseen Knan and Ajmai He under the law &'''rules

7 supposed to be present on. the spot to maintain.law & order at the place of
: 1'. ...................... ^ ' ■

s iis?; V
r -Hf # • ■

was
^,1

[ flen-arcation, but due to his uerligence, accused Sadiq blatantly killed Said 
Baiuider ripht in /ram of Pi "'-e personnel vide case FIR No.' 170.

. . duied. 22.1}.202?. ids 30?/224.'3'l f- C, PS Hasan Khel andjled away. Neither the
I

/ olh.e pc) sonnet hather ed lo reialic ' on the spot, nor you make efforts to arrest the 

ojjendet:.- Your act is nphly objea -.onahle amt venders you liable for discAplinary 

proceedings imder the Polk e Rules 19/f

:
•

. I

I

2. I'Of the'purpose of scrutinizii-g the cone :ot of afore said police ofticiai in the said episode 'I! I.wiih ivforencc to ihc above allerkions js;appo.uf■;

}!:n;pjiry tJfficer under Rule .5 (4.) ol’.'-olice Ruk 1975. : 1

m
I M\ IIhc Pnqniry Officer shall ir.-uccovdanc.- with the provision of the^Poiicfi;Rules (1975) 

ide rcasonahlc opportuivly of I caring \o it-, accu.sccl official and make recommendations a^ 

punish Or uiTier aciioirto be takea againsi the ,(cused ofticiai.

j.
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satisfied that a formal 
case

Wlwreas I. Malik Habib Khan. SP Saddar CCP. Peshawar, 
enquiry as contemplated by Police Rules 1975 is necessary & expedient m the su ject

against you SI Nasceb Khan SHO PS Hasan Khcl.

am

if established would call forAnd wlwreas, 1 am of the view, that the allegations 

major/minor penalty, as defined in Rule 3 of the aforesaid Rules.

required by Rule 6 (I) (a) & (b) of the said Rules. 
, SP Saddar CCP. Peshawar, hereby charge you under Rule 5 (4) of the

2.

3. , How therefore, as 

!, Malik Habib Khan 

Police Rules 1975.
"On 22.11.2022, 08 Police personnel of PS Hasan Khel and tefisHdqr Hasan Khel 

present at Pastawani w connection with demarcation of land of Said Bahader 

s/o Ghafohr Khan who had approached Revenue authorities for resolution qfhts
were

were

land dispute with Sadiq. Roseen Khan and Ajmah Yon under the law & rales 

supposed to be present on llie spot to mattitain law & order at the place of 

fdemarcatiori, but due to your negligence, accused Sadiq blatantly killed Said
Bahader right in front of Police personnel/ vide case FIR No. 170. . 
dated:22.11.2022 u/s 302/224/34 PPC PS Hasan Khel iind fled Neither the

-

Police personnel bothered to retaliate on the spot, nor you make efforts to arrest the 

offender. Your act is highly objectionable and renders you liable for discipUnury 

proceedings mder the Police Rules 1975",

4. I hereby direct you further under Rule 6 (1) (b) of ihe said Rules to put forth written 

defence \viihin 07 days of the receipt of this Charge Sheet to the Enquiry Officer, as to why 

“iongiould not be taken against you and also stating at the same time whether you desire to be

reply is not received within the specific period to the Enquiry Officer, it 
have no defence to olTer and in that case ex-parte action will be takeniil.l ^' I'

(Mnlik Habib Khan) 
Superintcldeni of Police 

Saddar Division CCP, Peshawar.
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^ Home 10:31

^ Islam U^Din Kdr
Keypad Recerits Contacts



j'-

BEFORE THE HONORABLE SENIOR SUPERINTENDENT OF POLICE
PESHAWAR /C.C.P.O/ COMPETENT AUTHORITY. PESHAWAR

DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL U/S 11 OF THE POLICE RULES 1975 

(AMENDED 2014) AGAINST THE IMPUGNED ORDER VIDE 

ENDORSEMENT NO. 90-E/PA DATED 24.02.2023 PASSED BY 

SUPERINTENDENT OF POLICE (S.P) SADDAR DIVISION, 
PESHAWAR.

SUBJECT:-

Respected Sir,

, The appellant respectfully prefer this appeal .against the impugned, 
order vide endorsement No. 90-E/PA dated 24,02.2023 passed by 

Superintendent of Police (S.P) saddar division, Peshawar inter alia on the 

following facts and.grounds amongst others. Copy of the of the impugned 

order dated. 24,02.2023 is attached as annex-A

On Facts:

1. That after the merger of FATA into, the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa and 

absorption of the Levis and Khasadar force in the regular police in 

the year 2019 vide Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Khasadar Force Act, 2019 

and regulations and since then the appellant has been posted as 

S.H.O at P.S Hasan Khel except during police training appellant 
was not posted as SHO and since thenMn recognition of his 

abilities, efficient, work and performance reached to the status as 

Sub inspector/SHO P.S Hasan Khel and his unblemished service 

record. Copy of the last order of appellant as SHO .dated 

22.09.2022 is .

2. That brief fact of the case is that on 22.11.2022 police personnel 
of P.S Masankhel and 'Tehsildar 'Hasankhel ■ were present at 
Pastawani in connection with demarcation of the land of Said 

Bahadar s/o Ghaffar, Khan who had approached- the revenue 

authorities for resolution of his land dispute with Sadiq, Roseen 

khan and Ajmal. And after 15/20 minutes Accused Sadiq, Roseen 

khan and Ajmal killed Said Bahadar FIR No. 170 dated 22.11.2022 

u/s 302/324/34 ppc P.S Hasankhel was registered against Sadiq, 
Roseen Khap and Ajmal Khan and soon after the occurrence the 

above accused escaped from the spot.

It is important to note here the occurrence took place
when the police personnel defuse the situation between
the parties and after elapsed of 15/20 minutes the 

occurrence took place of which FIR no, 170 was registered
at PS Hassan KheU

CopYoftheFIRno,170isannex-C
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3. That dtie to efforts of appellant on 25.12 2022 jaccused Ajmal 
Khan and foseen khan were arrested by the appellant. Copy of the 

. daily diary and arrest cards are annex- p

A. That without any complaint to the S.P sadder division, S.P saddar 

division of his own issued the statement of allegation vide letter 

dated 25.11.2022 In which SL^PO saddar was appointed as Inquiry 
officer. That too without any reasons and]; grounds and 

justification. Copy of the statement of allegation d^ted 25.11.2022 

is annex-E
■■ ■, ' ■' . ■ r. .

5. That inquiry officer without tacording the statement of witnesses 

(police officials and private witnesses) and! without fact finding 
inquiry and thorough investigation held thej appellant and found 

him| guiity of .the alleged ■ charges. Despite thej, ;fact appellant 
arranged police personnel for the said demarcation etc. infact the 
complainant and eye witness of the FIR n6.170 recorded, 
statement in favor of the appellant. Copies qf Enquiry and

. statements 6f complainant and eyewitness are anndxed-F
; ' i ■ .

6. That appellant was issued a charge sheet and show cause notice 

dated 20.12.2022 to which olausibie replies were submitted but
■ ; the stance of the appellant was discarded; without any cogent 

; reasons and grounds followed by dismissal from service. Copy of 
the ,charge sheet and reply are annex-G and Copy of the show 
cause notice and reply are Annex-H. ; |

It is important to note here that appellant was dh routine 
ghasht and also informed '-he concerned police officer through 
d- whatsa.pp message (03359286877) Tor arranging,the 

personnel for security for Jemarcation proceedings which , 
accordingly were arranged. Copy of the whatsapa spap is , 
annex-I . ,

i ;

i

'1^
S' :* i;''

%

!;

k :
g ' 'r'if
5-!•

7. That appellant highly aggr.aved of the impugned order dated 

; dated 24.02.2023 passed by ouperintendentpf Police (S.P) saddar 

.division, Peshawar inter alia on the following grounds amongst 
others. ‘ !

Grounds:-',1 ■ia .

1. That inquiry proceedings havf' not been conducted in accordance 

with prevailed rules contain: uader rule 6 of Rules: 1975 (amended 
1014)f as no .proper proceduie has, been followed by the worthy

f iit'/
• lif* ’r i

:
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;
inquiry officer nor he has mpntioned/shown I cogent reason' and 

grounds to connect the appellant with the alleged charged. Moreover 
, . the opportunity of cross examination was not given to'the appellant.

2. That no fact finding inquiry has been conducted by: the competent 
authority.

% r

i

r:*gp)4|j :^..'That- the- appellant has not committed any offence or crime
? ' ■ warranting major punishment like dismissal.

I

:
,4. That what so ever no complaint has been lodged by the complaint of 

FIR nor any other party against the appellant. Hence proceedings 

conducted the inquiry officer are illegal, unlawful and without 
jurisdiction.

I

*
i

5. That impugned proceedings and order are' based on '^uo moto action 

which has no legal footing to stand upon.
■■■ ■ ■' ■ I -T..

6. That impugned proceedings and order is against the principle of 
natural justice.^ 1!.

!
■ .... , -

" iThat:tte dismissal from-service orders are highly excessive, arbitrary
ipaMs-:ahdurijustified; < .' 1

-3' ■ ! ■

i-
I

i
i

8. That as per rule 6 sub.clause 5 of the rule ,1975 the inquiry officer 
■ hhs to submit cogent reasons and grounds to connect the appellant 

. with alleged charge but no'giound has so far been brought on 

record, therefore the recommendations of the inquiry officer is not 
tenable in the eyes of law.

I'

i

. 9. That it is worth clarifying that cppellant was not associated with the 

preliminary inquiry and the worthy inquiry officer examine not 
e|camine independent witnesses, therefore the recornmendations for 

departmental inquiry was/is without jurisdiction and layvful authority.

. >
=;■

fjpi Tfiat it may be. submitted heretnat departmental inqqiry proceedings 
^' ^Were conducted by the worth' -SDPO Saddar division who is not

Tu.-j 5 * . ' i
competent,

11. That as per provision contain in police rules 1934 the punishment of 
dismissal is to be awarded verv carefully which is not done in the 

instant case. I

!
That finding report of the won ly inquiry officer is self-explanatory 

where the other police officials .vere present with the revenue staff
12.
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who were deputed bv the Assistant Commissioner sub' division 

Hassan Khel. for demarcation of the disputed land and later 
occurrenc^was took place. i

That replies to the charge sheet and final show cause are self- 

explanatory and Vi/orth of consideration by this' honorable forum 
annexed.

on

13.
are

• I

14. That the impugned order is void ab-initio and illegal as the same has 

been passed in utter violation of the law as neither any inquiry 

i committee was constituted nor any evidence what tb speak of the 

legally admissible evidence was coliected ,by the competent authority 
to warrant the impugned order. !

; That the impugned order has no legal footing to stand upon as the 

same has been passed in utter disregard of the' rulesland regulation 
. on the subject.

'■ ''ifl■>i

i;. mm X.-;
i'•'■iiifi

.' c

15.

—j*

■16. That the constitution of Islamic Republic ; of Pakistan, 1973 
guarantees equality and equa' treatment and, . pVotection from 

exploitation but in this case, the appellant' has; been treated 

dfecriminately by the worthy inquiry officer and SP'i in so far as 
requirement of law is concerned ■ '

That impugned, proceedings and order is against ^principle of policy as 
erlshrined in the constitution of Islamic Republic of Pakistan, 1973.

SI ■ ir,:'I'"-fit I

i'-If
It is therefore prays^d that by accepting this appeai the 

impugned order vide endos-sement No. 90-E/PA dated 

24.02.2023 passed by Super (tendent of Police (S.P) saddar 

division, Peshaiivar may pieat s be set aside and the appeilant 
may be reinstated with aii bs zk benefits.

•:
■■ ;■

I

•1

J Appellant
iv

Naseeb Khan SI

Ex. SHO P.S Hassan Khe! 
Sub Division

■' ■■b,-.' I-''

.ifi ■ i
js- ir-• t I



SajPEKONTCWOCNT OF OOILBCF
SADOAR DIVISION, CAPITAL CITY POLICE, PESHAWAR
L mnll: reaclcrsp7r> PhonV. pfl I 5)3:10:130

x^citk_y2o-i.iNo. n -G /P-V dated:

l^wYia:' Wi-3?
ORDI«:U

I'his is onicc order for disposal of depailmcmal proceedings against 
SI Nasceb Klian SUO PS Ihisan Klicl on the charges dial on 22.11.2022, OS Police personnel 
of PS Hasan Khc! and Tchsildar llasnn Khcl were present at Paslawani in connection wiili 

dcMiiarcation of land of Said naliader s/o Gliafoor Klian who had approached Revenne 

authorilie.s for rcsolmion of his land dispute wiili Sadiq, Roscen Klian and Ajrna!. He under the 

law & niles were supposed to be present on the spot to maintain law & order at the place of 

demarcation, but due to Ins negligence, accused Sadiq blatantly killed Said Bahader right in 

front of Police personnel, vide case FIR No. 170. dated:22.11.2022 u/s .)02t.l24/.>4 11 C, 

PS Hasan Khel and lied away. Neither ihe I'oiice personnel bothered to retaliate on the .spot.

nor you make efforts to arre.st the offender.
Departmental proceedings were initiated against him and SDPO Saddar Circle

was appointed as l-nquin' Officer, who conducted enquiry and fotind him guilty.
Upon receipt of the findings, he was issued final Show Cause Notice, to which he

also heard OR. SI Nasceb Khan only tried tosubmitted reply but found unsatisfactory. He wjls 

shifl responsibility on liis juniors which in fact was his job. He tniscrably failed to protect the litc 

citizen which wa.s murdered in front of hi.s police contingent sent to spot. I agree withof a
reconnnendaiions of CO and award him ntajor pimishnicnt of “Oismi.ssal from Sendee” w ith

immediate clTect.

O

h
(Malik Habib Khan) 

Superinlcmdcnt of Police, 
Saddar Division GCP, Peshawar

fTolOB No. 
Billed: ^ X

Copy all concerned for informalion n/a please.



OFFICiSOFTHE
Capital CITY POLICE OFFICER, , ^

EMIAffiAE lyvivie^- ^jz34 ;

ORDER.

This order will dispose of the dep^’’hTiental appeal preferred by Ex-SI Naseeb 
Khan No. 7946, who was avyarded the major pdnishmenl of “Dismissal from service” under
PR-1975 (amcndcd-2014) by SP/SaddarPcshawai^vi(Jo OB No. 501 dated 23 02 2023

Brier facs lauiing .o .he instant appeal are that the defanher SI while posted as 
St-10 Fohoc Statiot, Httssttn Kltcl l-cshawttr was ptocec-ded against deparPnen.ahy on the eharges 

that 08 police pcreonncl’s and Tchsildar Hassait Kiicl 

connection with demarcation of land 
revenue

2-

wcrc present Pastawani on 22.11.2022 in
of Said Balptdcr s/o Ghafoor Khan who had approached 

aulhorilic.'; for resolution of his land dispjilc with Satliq, Roscen Khan and Ajmal. The

dcfaulicr SHO was supposed lo be present on the spot and maintain law & order at the.placc of 
demarcation bill he miserably failed lo do so, when sadiq blatantly killed Said.Bahader right in 
front of the other police personnel’s vide case FIR No. 170, dated 22.11.2022 u/s 302/324/3^ -
PPC PS Hasan Kliel and fled away. The defaulter SHO did not make efforts to arrest the 

offenders nor did the officials'on the spot responded in time to handle the situation, 
professionally. '

3- He was issued ;Charge Sheet and Summary of Allegations by SP/Saddar 
Peshawar. SDPO Saddar/Peshawar was appointed aV Enquiry Officer to scrutinize the conduct of 
the accused official. The Enquiry Officer after conducting departmental enquiry submitted his 
findings in which the accused official was found guilty. The competent authority in light of the 
findings of the Enquiry Officer issued him Final Show Cause Notice. But his reply to the Final 

Show Cause Notice was found unsatisfactory and hcnce awarded him Uie major punishment of 
dismissal from service.

4- He was heard in person in Orderly Room. During personal hearing the appellant 
pleaded that he.had always performed his duty efficiently. He further slated that the incident took 
place when the police persoiuie! defuse the situation between the parties and after lapse of 15/20
minutes the incident took place for which FIR No. 170 was. registered at Police Station Hassan 
Khel. Keeping in view his contention and facts of (he cas^his appeal for leinst 
is hereby accepted. The punishment order of ^Sadder, Peshawar issued vide OB 

23.02.2023 is hereby set aside. He is hereby rei^slJLjd

tement in service 

0. 501 dated
in service with immediate JlTect and his 

dismissal is convened into a minor punisimient of j,cnr's^r4ed service”.
Moreover^ liis period of out of service is treated ua ie^^vitliout pay.

“Order i.s announced” -----T'X

■ - 7-
Capital city police officer,

^ -7- PESHAWAR
^L) /Pa, dated Pcsliawiir the 06/2023

Copies for information and necessary action to thc;- 
1. SSIVOperations Peshawar.
2 SsPASaddar & HQr: Peshawar.
3. i:C-Il.AS,OASl.CRC&PO.
A nnietal.r^pccrncd.

No.

X9-o6':23



BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
PESHAWAR

Service Appeal 72023

Naseeb Khan. Appellant

Versus

RespondentsProvincial police officer and others

NOTICE

To,

1. Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Chief Secretary, 
Provincial police officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.

2. Capital, Police Officer Peshawar, Police line Peshawar

Senior Superintendent of Police (operation) Police line 

Peshawar
3.

4. Superintendent of Police Saddar Division CCP Peshawar

Please take notice that I am filing titled. Appeal on behalf of. 
petitioners before this Hon' ble Court. (Copy attached).

Appellant

Through-

Sajee\Khan Afridi

Tariq Afghan ^
Advocates, Peshawar



3 b4 WA KAL A TNAMA• '

(Power of Attorney^
ix'i hN>Ao(^ ^^peshawar.

BEFORE THE

N.G^^.eei^..../.4b.a (Plaintiff)

. p^y.i.n
in me above notedWe, the undersigned the (_

Sajeed 

Tariq Afghan &
5^0 hereby appoint and constitute

Khan Afridi 

Khanzaib Ullah Khan Advocates Peshawar to
appear, plead, act, compromise, withdraw or refer to arbitration 

for me/us as my/our Counsel in the above noted matter, 

without any liability for their default and with the authority to- 

engage/ appoint any other Advocate/ Counsel at my/ our 

matter; -

Accepted and Attested

CLIENT

SajeedrKhan Afridi
r~f/

Tariq Afghan

(PS6&
■>-

Khanzaib Ullah Khan jL J>f
Advocates, Peshawar
Floor#?, flate#5, tasneem plaza near jans baker 
Peshawar cantt.

fVfph'.


