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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

/2023Service Appeal No.

Rehmatullah
[Zx- IIK' No.3995

■ Police Station 1 lashtnagri, Peshawar Appellant

VERSUS

The Inspector General of Police
Rhyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar

The Provincial Police Officer,
Ivhyber Pakhtuiilchwa, Peshawar.

0

The Capital City Police Officer
Peshawar.

4. The Senior Superintendent of Police
RespondentsPeshawar

SERVICE APPEAL UNDER SECTiON-4 OF THE KHYBER 

PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNALS ACT, 1974 AGAINST THE 

ORIGINAL IMPUGNED ORDER DATED 16.06.2022 WHEREBY 

APPELLANT WAS AWARDED MAJOR PUNISHMENT OF REDUCTION TO 

LOWER RANK AGAINST WHICH HE FILED DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL 

BUT THE SAME WAS DECIDED BY ENHANCING THE PUNISHMENT TO 

THAT OF DISMISSAL FROM SERVICE VIDE IMPUGNED APPELLA.TE 

ORDER DATED 27.10.2022 AGAINST WHICH APPELLANT PREFERRED 

REVISION UNDER RULE,.11-A OF POLICE RULES, 1975 BUT THE SAME 

WAS ALSO REJEC1ED VIDE IMPUGNED REVISIONAL ORDER DATED 

■■2-1.07.2023.

PRAYER:

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

! 6.06.2022 passed by Respondent No.4‘and-the impugned appellate order dated 

27.10.2022 passed b)' Respondent No.3 and- impugned Reyisional. Order dated



21.07.2023 passed by Respondent No.l, may graciously be set-aside and 

appellant be re-instated into-service with all back-benefits. ■

Respect 1 Lilly Sheweih,

facts giving rise to the present appeal are'as nnder;-

ThiU appellant hails from respectable lainily of District Peshawar. He joine’d 

the Police Force as a Constable way back in the year 2000. It is apprised that 

during that period he performed his duties elegantly and was never ever 

proceeded against departmenially. As a result he was'promoted to the rank of 

Head Constable in the year 2010 while as Inter Head Constable (IHC) in the 

vear2017.'

'I'liat while discharging his duties against the subject post at PS Shaheed Gulfat 

Hussain (Hashinagri).’all ol’sucklen appellant was suspended from service vide 

order dated 17.03.2022 on the basis ol’Charge Sheet and Statement

ol Allegations wherein baseless.aliegations upon the appellant were

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

detailed Reply (Annex:-C) wherein he explained his position and each and 

ever)' aspect of the matter but the same was not taken into consideration.

That under the. law, Respondent were supposed to comply with the 

requirements as embodied in Riile-6 of the Rhyber Pakhtunkhwa Police'Rules- 

- 197o by, conciuciing a regular inquiry but at the back of the appellant a Fact

“Finding Inquiry {Annex\-i>) was conducted. The Committee Jumped to the 

wrong conclusion and appellant was illegally found to be guilty of-the charges 

and recommended for major punishment of reduction to lower rank vide 

impugned original order dated 16.06.2022 {Annexi-E). It is further elucidated 

that the Fact Finding inquiry Report w'as not provided to appellant rather 

appellant got the same from the concerned quaiter. .'

j.

4. I hat it is submitted that under ihe law- Respondents were supposed to issue the 

final Show Cause Notice to the. appellant but the same was not issued to 

appellant. Appellant being aggrieved of the impugned original order dated 

.. 16.06.2022 preferred Departmental Appeal {Annex:-F) but instead of deciding
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the appeal on merit, the appellate authority without any legal justification 

enhanced the punishmeiU to dismissal froin seryice vide impugned appellate 

order dated 27.10.2022 {Annex:-Q) that ,too without, giving any Notice to 

appellant.

That appellant being aggrieved of the orders ibid fded Service Appeal 

No. 1698/2022 but during pendency. Departmental Revision Petition under, 11- 

A of the Rhyber Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules, 1975 of the appellant was rejected 

vide impugned Revisional Order 21.07.2023 ^ ■ -•

5.

That appellant^ being aggrieved of the impugned original order,'^'dated 

16.06.2022 and impugned appellate order dated 27.10.2022 and impugned 

Revisional order dated 21.07.2023. files the instant Service Appeal inter-alia on 

the following grouhcls:-

6.,

Grounds:
That Respondents have nor treated appellant in accordance with law, rules and 

policy on subject and acted in violation of Article 4 & lOA of the Constitution 

of Islamic Republic of Pakistan, 1973 and unlawfully issued .the impugned 

orders, which are unjust, unfair and hence not sustainable in the eye of law.

A.

B. Thill it is steadfast scheme of service law that whenever an accused is subjected 

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

and Slatemeni of Allegations. The basic aim of the same .is'to inform the 

delinquent civil servant of the charges without any ambiguity and be has to be 

inlormed that what kind of misconduct has been committed by him. The 

charges us intleeicd upon ilie appellant arc very serious in nature, therefore, the 

Respondents were supposed to clearly mention the charges without any doubt , 

because mentioning mere relation with the criniinals and taking gratification 

■ from them does not exempt the authority from his legal duties. Thus the charges 

are nut covered under RLile-3 of the Rhyber Pakhtunkhwa Po1ice Rules-].97'5 

and thereon the impugned orders are liable to be set aside.

C, 1 hat the .editice ot the departmental proceedings against the appellant is of the 

relation and taking bribe Irom dilferent sniugglers. Now'the question is that
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w hether any kind of complaint has ever been submitted against the appellant or 

w hether the statements of the incumbents were recorded by the Inquiry Officer 

as under the hnv it was the primary dui}' of-the inquiry Officer to ascertain the 

truth behind the charges as leveled against delinquent civil servant but the so 

called inquiry as conducted by the Respondents will reveal, that the mandatory 

requirements as has been enuneialed in Article-1OA of ihe Constitution of 

Islamic Republic of Pakistan. 1973 have not been complied with, theretore, it 

w ould not be wrong to add here that on the basis of surmises and conjunctures 

appellant has been inllecLed upon major punishment of dismissal from service, 

\vh\ch is liable to be set aside.

'l hat a set procedure.under Rule.-6 of the Police Rules-1975 has been catered 

for but this important aspect of the matte was outright overlooked by the 

Respondent OeparlmciU and conducted a Fact Finding Inquiry under Rule-5'of- 

die Rulvs ibid. U is further contended that whenever the Competent Authority is 

satisfied with the recommendations of the F'act Finding Inquiry and he is of the 

opinion that there is no need to conduct regular inquiry against the .delinquent 

civil servant then reasons are mentioned and regular inquiry is dispensed with 

but .this important aspect of the matter was also ignored by the competent 

authority as neither reasons for dispensing with the regular inquiry nor final 

Show Cause Notice w'as served to the appellant, which is not tenable in the eye 

of lavv, therefore, the basic order against the appellant is without any lawful 

aulhorii) and it is an established principle of law’ that whenever the initiation of 

■ a departmental inquiry is based upon unlawful order then the superstructure 

built thereon would fall to the ground auiomaiicalh. ■ '

D

F. That the impugned appellate order dated 27.10.2022 has been jssued, by the
%

appellate authority in utter disregard of the set procedure as has been enacted in 

the Khyber Pakhiunkhwa Police Rules-i975.. Jt has been submitted thapJFinaF 

Show. Cause Notice was nol issued to appelfanl but in addition to the same 

whenever the appellant authority deems appropriate that the punishment as 

awarded does not commensurate with the guilt/charges of the accused civil, 

servant then tw'o procedures have been provided to the appellate authority, 

firstly to reniir back the matter for denovo inquiry and secondly issue a Show' 

Cause Notice to the deliiiquciu civil servant that why the punishment should not
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be enhanced. Therelbre. mandatory requirement oflavv has been ignored by the 

Lippellaic aLiihoi'iiy. in Writ Peliiion Nu.2314-P/2021, the operation of the " 

impugned removal order was suspended by the Hon'ble Peshawar High Court, 

Peshawar vide Order dated 01.07.2021 (Annex\-\) wherein without giving 

notice to the relerred Petitioner^ tlie minor punishment was enhanced to removal 

I'rom service. I'urther. reliance is placed on 2021 S.CIVIR 11.62 and PLJ 2018 

TrC7:-

—R. 4(})(a)—Negligence in maintaining official record—Penalty 
of reduction in pay scale by four steps for five years reduced to 
minor penalty of 'censure'—Inquiry Officer had not found any 
documentary evidence to prove the allegation against the respondent 
of making double payments—Further, it was found that the alleged 
misconduct and negligence was not fully established—Inquiry 
Officer observed that although the respondent negligent and' 
showed lack of interest, there was no element of intentional omission 
or deliberate mishandling of records or overpayment to two 
individuals—On said basis, the Inquiry OJficer had recommended 
issuance of a severe warning to the respondent— However the 
competent authority disagreeing with the findings of the Inquiry 
Officer imposed major penalty of reduction in pay scale by one step 
for two years without recording any valid or cogent reasons— 
Further, the Appellate Authority also did not record any valid 
reasons or lawful justification for further enhancing the penalty 
imposed upon the respondent—Service Tribunal re-examined the 
entire record and came to the correct conclusion that there was
insufficient evidence against the respondent to establish charges of 
fraudulent double payments and negligence in handling official 
records and in discharge of his duties—Tribunal rightly came to the 
conclusion that the penally imposed by the competent authority and 
further enhancement of the same by the Appellate Authority 
disproportionately harsh to the allegations levelled and not fully 
proved against the respondent, particularly ■ so where no 
documentary evidence was available to substantiate the charges 
iigainst him— Furthermore record did not show if any mandatory

issued by the Appellate Authority to the 
respondent or he was giveii an opportunity to defend his position and 
to plead his case against further enhancement of the penalty . 
imposed upon him—Such material .error/ defect in the procedure 
adopted by the Appellate Authority had violated the due process 
rights oj the respondent— Service Tribunal was justified in reducing 
the major penalty of reduction in pay scale by four steps for five 
years to minor penalty of 'censure'—Petition for leave to appeal 
dismissed and leave was refused."

' was

show cause notice was

was

That beeiionOo ol'ihe Khs ber Pakhiunkhwa Civil Servant Act, 1973 read with 

l\ule-j ol the Ivhyber Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules, 1974 .necesshate that civil ' 

servant has to he treated in accordance .with law and rules. Therefore, 

Respondents adopted summar\'-procedure rtiiher the gravity, of the charges
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leveled against, the ajDpellaat required strict compliance with said rules and it 

was the basic duty to conduct a regular inquiry. Moreover, the whole 

proceedings have been carried out in violation of Article-1#A of the 

Constitution of the Islamic Republic ol’Pakistan, 1973.

G. That it is a settled legal principle that w-here major penalty is proposed then 

onl\’ a regular enquiry is to be conducted w^herein the accused must be 

associated with all stages of the enquiry including the collecting of oral and 

documentary evidence in his presence and he must be confronted to the sam.e 

and must be afforded an opportunity of cross-examining the witnesses.Thus the 

impugned orders are nullity in the eye of law and hence liable to be set aside.

11. That no opportunity of personal hearing w^as afforded to the appellant neither 

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

appellate authority while enhancing penalty to dismissal from service which are 

the nuindaiory requirements of law. Reliance is placed on 2003 SCMR 1126 

which slates ihal:-

. "w’here ilie civil servant MY/.y not afforded a chance of personal 
hearing before passing of termination order, such order would be 
void ab-initio. ”

f urther reliance is placed on FED 2008 SC 412 which states as under:-

"Naturai Justice, principles of— Opportunity of hearing — Scope — 
- order adverse to interest of a person cannot be passed without 
providing, him an opportunity of hearing — Departure from such 
rule 'may render such order illegal. ”

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

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

1, 1 hut Respondeni No.l also tailed to apply his Judicial mind by adjudicating the

DcpLii tmeiUal Revision ol the appellant by means ol impugned Revision' Order 

dated 21.07.2023 because- chance of personal hearing was furnished tono

appellant.

.1. That the requirements of Rule-5 of the IChyber Pakhtunkhwa Civil Servants 

(Appeal) Rules. 1986 have not been fultllled and rejected the Departmental



Appeal of the appcllaiU without applying judicial mind.

That the appellant has served the Department for about than 22 years and has, 

consumed his precious life in the service and keeping in view his unblemished 

sei'.viee the imposiiion o!.'liie’major penally in peculiar facts and circumstan'ces 

of the case is harsh, excessive and does hot commensurate with the guilt of the 

appellant.’ . • - ' ' •

K.

That appellant ^vould like to offer some other additional grounds during the 

course of arguments when the stance-of the Respondents is known to the 

appellant,•, _ . '

li is. therefore: humbly prayed that the ijist.ant appeal may graciously be 

accepted as prayed for above. '

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

specilicaliy asked for, may also be granted to appellant. 1

Aupellant
Through

KhaleckR^iiM
Advocatew’^
Suprejp^ Court orpaktsttrh< •

&

7^^

IVluhaihiiiad Amin Avub^

<Sl \
' -v

Muhammad Ghazayfar All
Advocates, High C^irt

Dated: 7?/08/2023

Certificate:

It IS submitted that appellant has filed Service Appeal No. 1698/2022 
against the impugned ordeis dated 16.06.2022 and 27.10.2022 which is pending 
adjudicaiion and is fxed for 31.08.2023 before this Hon’ble Tribunal which yet 

• lo be withdrawn in'order to challenge the impugned Revision Order.

. V Appellant
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BEFORE THE lO-iYBER PAKHTUNKHVVA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. /2023

- Rehmauilkih Appellant
Versus

Phe IGP and others ...... Respondents

Affidavit

I, Rehmaiullah, £x-lJlC No.3995, Police. Station Hashtnagri, Peshawar, do 

hereby solenniiy af firm and declare on oath that'the contents of this Appeal are true
and correct to the best of my knowledge, and nothing has been concealed tVom this
1 loifblc Tribunal.

Deponent •
l^niifjcd by 'VC

M uh Linjrfi a^ A in i rN^i b 
calc, Peshawar.-\dyo



KP Police Hiiitiun Resource Management Systein
■i

OFFICE OF THE
SR: SUPERINTENDENT OF POLICE 

OPERATIONS. PESHAWAR
7601-2769 A ^ 

'/\
SUSPEMStOiM ORDER

The below, mentioned Mohan ur of PS SGH is hereby placed under suspension and closed with 
immediate effect.

Subsequently, proper charge and summary of allegations will be issued to him’seperately.

Sr. Closed
District

Closed
Wing

Closed
Station

Suspension
Remarks

No Name Number & Rank Recommepded By
HEAD CONSTABLE: Rehmat ullahr Peshawar POLICE LINES.OPERATION SSP/Operatlons,

Peshawar
Negligence,3995

f

IIAR9ON RASHID KHA'n (T.ST PSP) 
SENIpR SUPERINTENDENT OF POLICE 

OPERATION PESHAWAR

’ ./PA
Copy forwarded to the:

1. Capital City Police Officer Peshawar.
2. SsP Security & HQrs Peshawar,
3.. ADIT CCP Peshawar.
4. CC, PO, AS, EC-II, OASI -
5. I/C Emergency Control Peshawar-.

Dated Peshawar the 7^/05/2022

N

I



V ■ rW ARGE SHEET

, am satisfiedHaroon Rashid Khan PSP, SSP/Operations Peshawar
Rules 1975 is necessary &

Rehmat tfUah Wo. 3995

Whereas I,
"that a Formal Enquiry as contemplated by Police

against Head Constableexpedient in' the subject case

while posted as Moharrar PS r
of the view that the allegations if established would call for

major/minor penalty, as defined in Rule 3 of the aforesaid Rules.
required by Rule .6 (1) (a) & (b) of the said Rules, I. Haitoon

hereby charge Head. Constable

And whereas, I am2.

3. Now therefore, as 

Rashid
Rehmat UUah No. 3995 while posted as

Khan PSP, SSP Operations, Peshawar
Moharrar PS . ^ 6ii 1^ ' under Rule 5 (4)

of the Police Rules 1975.
According to the source report, it has been observed that you were found.

. The fact is evident that
i) •

taking undue advantage of your assigned duty
different smugglers of the area and haveyou are getting bribe from 

developed contacts with anti-social and criminal, elements and was,

receiving illegal gratification from them. . ■
reported that you did not confining the accused in .the .

lockup and releasing the accused in lieu of hug bribe/amount and are
such like

It has also beenii)

getting hefty sums iTinning of Rupees for encouraging

elements.
Being hand in glove with smugglers as well as 
have brought bad name to Police in general and SGH Police in particular. 

That you have a persistent reputation of being corrupt and have 

maintained a standard of living beyond your known sources of income.

All this comes within the purview of ‘corruption’ under P^olice (E&D) 
Rules, 1975:

criminal elements you

iii)

iv)

furtlier under Rule 6 (I) (b) of the said Rules to put foith4. I hereby direct you
defence within 7 days of the receipt of this Charge Sheet to the Enquiry 

action should not be taken ■ against you and also stating at the
written

Officer,. as to why
time whether you desire to be heard in person.

In case your reply is 
Officer, it shall be presumed that you have no defence to. offer and ex-parte action will

be taken against you.

same
not received within the specific period to the Enquiry5.

r
HAROg^RASHID KHAN sr psp) 

Ser^P'tgtrperintendent of Police 
^/^^^erations) Peshawar

AKESXEIi



• ///r- .STATEMEMT OF ALLEGATIONS

. 1 Haroon Rashid Khan PSP, SSP/Operations Peshawar as competent

of the opinion that Head Constable Rehmat UUah Ho. 399S while

rendered himself liable to be proceeded 

has committed the following acts/omission-within the

, 1975. •

•J

authority, am
posted as Moharrat PS ^

against departmentally as he . 
meaning of section 03 of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules

has

According to the source report, it has been observed that he was found 

taking undue advantage of his assigned duty. The fact is evident that he

and have developed

i)

is getting bribe from different smugglers of the area 
contacts with anti-social and criminal elements and was receiving illegal

, gratification from, them. '
It has also been reported that he did not confining the accused in the . 

lockup and releasing the accused in lieu, of hug bribe/amount and. are 

getting hefty sums running Rupees for encouraging such like elements, 

iii. Being hand, in glove with smugglers as well as criminal elements you 

have brought bad name to Police in general and SGH Police in particular.

That he has a persistent reputation of being corrupt and have 

rriaintained a stairdard of living beyond his known sources of income.

Ail this comes within the purview of 'corruption’ under Police (E&D), 
Rules, 1975.

ii)

iv)

vii) /

For the purpose of scrutinizing the conduct of afore said police official in th^ 

said episode with reference to the above allegations 

is appointed as Enquiry Officer under Rule 5 (4) of Police Rules 1975.

The Enquiry Officer shall in-accordance with the provision of the- Pohce Rules 

(1975), provide reasonable opportunity of hearing to the accused Official and make 

recommendations as to punish or other action to be taken against the accused 

official.

2.

3. t

2;
HAROON RASHID KHAN (T STpsp) 
S^i^^uperintendent of Police 

(Djperations) Peshawar“ 
f>72022 ^7/ E/PA, dated Peshawar the .30 /'No.,

Copy to;-
The Inquiry Officer.
The Delinquent official through PA to the EO officer.

1‘.

; 2.

v

♦ '
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OFFICE OF THE 

SyF!!:RINTENDI:NT OF POUCE, 
CITY, PESHAWAR.

091-D22.5333/spcitvpesha war@vahoo.com

' /PA.’ dated Peshawar the __LS_/£i^a_/2022.

i4/ ;

i«i
No.

The Senior Superintendent; of Police; 
Operations, Peshawar.

To: .

REGULAR DEPARTMENTAL ENQUIRY REPORT.Subject;-

Memo: ►■I'

. Kindly refer to your office Diary No. 71/E/PA, dated 30-05-2022
attached in original.

It is submitted that Regular Departmental Enquiry of accused 

Head Constable Rehmat Ullah No. 3995, while posted as Muharrar PS SGH, , 
Peshawar, was entnasted to the undersigned which was proceeded under 

the.law.

SUMMARY OF CHARGE SHEET (ORIGINAL ATTACHEDl;-

Head. Constable Rehmat Ullah No. 3995, while posted as 

.. MuhaiTar, PS SGH, Peshawar, was charged for gross misconduct on the 
following grounds:- . ' . : ’

• According to. the source report, it has been observed that he was
-

found taking undue advantage of your assigned duty. The fact is 

evident that he is getting bribe from different smugglers of the 

area and has developed contacts with anti-social and criminal 
elements and was receiving illegal gratification from them.

* It has also been reported that he did not confining the accused 

in the lockup and releasing the accused in lieu of hug 

bribe/amount and are getting hefty sums running Rupees for 
encouraging such like elements..

• Being hand in glove with smugglers as well as criminal elements 

he has brought bad name to Police in general and SGH Police in 
. particular.

mailto:war@vahoo.com


r■V

That he has a persistent reputation of being corrupt and has 

maintained a standard of living beyond his known source of' 
. income. , ,

r

All this comes, within the pui'view of “corruption” under Police 

(E&D). Rules, 1975.

That the situation prime facie suggests/implies unprofessional 
attitude and disinterest in service, thus making him 

liable/accountable Under the relevant rules.

ENOmRY PRQCEEDINaS:-

a) Charge Sheet was served upon HC Rehmat Ullah, as per .
directions (copy of Charge Sheet, is attached).
HC Rehmat Ullah was called to office of the undersigned, heard 

in detail and his statement

b)

was recorded, (statement is
attached).

FmOIHG/RECOMMENDATIOW;-

I have perused all the relevant papers and the accused Head
Constable was heard in person, but he failed to defend himself against the 
allegations leveled against him. Therefore I came to the conclusion that 
Head Constable Rehmat Ullah No. 3995 is guilty of all accusations leveled 
against him.

2y®NS5]TrDFPOLICE, 
OTY, PESHAWAR.

su:

c



ir ■ OFFICE OF THE 
SR: Sl'FEUINTENDENT OF POilCE, 

(OPERATIONS) PESHAWAR 
PhMie. 091-921051)8

V/

y)
/

O R PER

This office order will dispdse-off the'departmental proceedings against. . 
Head Coimatable Rchmat Ullah No. 3995 while pasted as Moharrar SGH CCP / 
Peshawar, was procfieded against departmentally vide this office vide No. TT/E/PA 

. dated 30.05.2022; *'^xcording to the source report, it has been obseiwed that he was . ’ 
found taking undue advantage of his assigned duty. The fact is evident that Ire-is ' 
getting bribe from different smugglers of the area and have developed contacts with 
anti-social and criminal elements and was receiving illegal gratification from them. It 
has also been reported that he did not confining the accused in the lockup and 
releasin g the ^accused in lieu of hug bribe/amount and are getting hefty sums 
mnning Rupees for encouraging such' like elements. Being 'hand in glove with 
smugglers as well as criminal elements you have brought bad name to Police in' 
general and SGH Police in particular. That he has a, persistent reputation of being' 
corrup'. and^ have maintained a standard of living beyond his known sources of 
income.

Under,Police Rules 1975 (amended 2014) proper charge sheet alongwith 
summary of allegation was issued against him and SP City was appointed as Enquiry 
Officer who submitted his finding whei*ein he conch: ded that hi; failed to defend 
himseir agai. lat the allegations leveled against hern. The E.O recommended that lie 
found guilty uf the above charges. ' .

Keeping in view of the above, the undersigned being a coirijetent 
authoriiy, do agree with .the recommendation of the enquiry officer, th<jrefore, MG' 
Rehrnat Ullah is aw'arded Major punishment '‘Reverted to the rank.of Head . 

ConstaMe to Constable with immediate effect. He reinstated into service 
from die date of suspension vide Endst No. 1512-18/PA dated 17.05.2022;

-2.

3.

%.A ICON RASHID KHAN (T-sr pspj 
Sc^^Superintendent of Police' 

ija j Tjjpperations) Peshawar
dated Peshawar, the// /^/. /2nT?2

Copy for information and necessary action to:- 
■ 1. The Capital City Police Officer, Peshawar

2. E'^-II/OASI/AS/CRC/FMC along with complete enquiry file for record ( .{I

s

' / •
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:.OFFICE OF THE 
CAHTAL CITY POLICE OmCEU,

PESHAWAR

OMDRlt.

Tilts order will dispose oi'-tlic dcparluiciiUil appeal preferred by Constable Uchmat 

tIHali No. ii995 wlio was awarded the major puiilshmenl of ‘yevorsioii from the niMk of HC to 
C’orislablc’* uadcr KP PRr-1975 (amended 2014) by SSP/Operations Peshawar vide order No. . 
1797^99/?.'\. dated 16.06.2022. . .

Short facts leading'to Uic instant appeal arc that tlic appellaiit while posted’ as
\MuJiarrar PS SGH l^cshawai- was proceeded against dcparLmeivlally on the following charges.'.

h - As per classified source report, the defaulter constable' was involved in gcltirig 
gratification froni different smugglers of the area and had developed contacts with anti­
social aj5d criminal elements and was favouring liicm in their illegal activities.
That he was in habit of releasing accused from the lock up in lieii of hefty monetary 
Sams.,

111. Tliat he has a persistent reputation of being corrupt and have niaintuined a .standaid of
living beyond his unknown sources of income. ,■ ' . .

He was issued proper Charge Sheet aiitl Summary of Allegations by SSlVOperations 
Ptsliawai'. SP/City Peshawar w^ appoinlpd aa inquip^ officer to scruttnize the conduct of tlio 

hiciai. TJie inquiiy' officer after conducting proper inquiry submitted his finding in which’ 
lie was ibund cuiliy. The competent authority in light of the findings of the inquiry officer awarded ^ 
the above major puiii.slnnent.

He was hetird in person in O.R and the rclevimt record along wilji lus-cxplimatiiiu 
perused. During personal hearing the appellant failed to submit any plausible csplanmioh in his 
defence. 'Ihc officer under inquiry carries extremely bad reiniUition Ibr corruption and connivance 

^ will, cnminal elements. He lias been successiully inauaging his posting as Muhmrar lliraughout his 

service, fiven now he has managed to be posted as Muhimar PS Pitlmripuia dA^pitc being a 
Consrable. Ileute, keeping in view the nfoiesaid allcgulions, the imiiisimicut awarded to him 
by SSlVOperasioas i*esh:t\var vide order No. 
rnlniiiecd to dismissal fi oni service.

11.

3-

accused o

4-.

1797-‘)M‘A, dated 16.tt6,2U22 Is hereby

( \im
'• V

(MUHAMMAD Id) 
CAPITAL CITY PCI 

PESHAi

vI^AN) PSP
fi^ariCEU,

^''"■33Z7:ig3 SI '} t 10- 3- /PA,
Uopies for information and 

* • SSlVOperations Peshawar.
‘ AD-l'f CCP Peshawar, 

i;0, EC-JI and QA.SI,
_• I'MC along with comnlete fouii mi

dated Peiilunvat the 
necessary action to tho:-

. r

f
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oi'Kici: oi'iiiK
iN.spKcroti (;|’:m:u\l uv vin.Hy 

KiJViiKIU’AKirrtJNEvilWA
l'i:S]{AWAU.

\

nuDioi^

.li'is ifrdci is hcriiKy passed li> Jisiuise ul' Kovision I'clilion limk'r kuk* i! 

I'ol.liiti.iklivva m.iicc liujL’-i.‘>75 (amciulcj 2i)l-t) suliniiUcil
' ^'A ot Kli\['ir-

Ks- HC Kchniul UUuli :Ni». .V'!‘)5. - i h,-
I'-iiiioi.ej- K'..:.s ii-\oriLai I'u.m ihc nmk ul' IK' lu l-C !,y ssp Hperaliuns iksitaua.. vide Order l ud-a

. ■ liitk-il i J nn ihe lurllD'vN iuu aih:;!.iiuins.

■ u-; I'vi vliissilicj soiuvv lepui'l. IIk- .ipjiL-liam was involved in. al;Jll^ica^lMll^ i

i die area ami hjid duvelujiml euniaels'\vidi ;ndi;Si>itia! l^i criinhird olvnicals A: \ 

;'i,m a; iliei.' ilKipil ;icli-,'ilies.

dabil oi rcivasiim aucusvd'|r.);u luck uji'in lieu oThcily mujictar\- pains.

V i ii'.i! la- lius a. ]ursisU.‘tu iL'puiani>i\ nl heinp corru|ii vt. iiavi* mainiaincd a Mamlard ol hviiiji

hvyuiiLl lus Liiv-kmovii s-mi'CL'.s id iiu:oiric • ' ■

l.tir A-ppeilau- Aiuluoiiy t.c. [.'CI’O I’c.sluuvai eiilianceJ Ids (mnishmcul inln ijisnussal Iron, 

-ersiue .vide i ;ider Ididsl: No. la77-N'k'|‘A. <!idcil 27.I()..;?(C2.

dtceiiiip ui . VjipelkiK' linai'd was held un 27,0(1.71121. ss'licrvin |.>L’liiiniier vv;ls iiL-aiLl iii jicrsuii. 

Jie,i:vd llw Li!k'i.iuiii)i;s |cvcli.al admii.si liiin ' • • ' •

l'viu:-.ai id enduiry pajATs iv\'ea!.s liiai liu' ailciialinns-leveled apainsl ihc pclilio.iK'f luivc Kvii 

i'iu;j. laded u aOxaiice .my piiiu.silde c.xplanadnn in relnnial .d'diiL cliaiuvs

Im-.ad sat'S iai ui'uund and isaisons lur aecepLunce id' hi.s pcliiiun; iliea-diirc. llie Knard deeukd that lus 

ili!..i;■ I'Owve'ds UcjeclcJ.

: I -i;
a..-;

M V.;

i’>-1 ii a

• '.'U i l.ii !ita lu i.

I l.c

Sd-'- , - ' .• .•
RI/AV.AN MA;N/.()C)U, i'Sl* 

Addiiiomil Inspectnv (icncr.il oj'Koliec.
I Khyhcr, Pakhumkbwn. I'csluiwju,.

‘.-da. daled Ikaslunvar.Mla: •///—iv S.' /202a.

t.'iipy'.d ihir.ahove.is rurwurded 10 the: ^

1. C'aj.iial (.lly I'oiiee Oilidcr, i\'.sluiwar..()ric Sm'viec‘ Uoi!, CJiie linipiiry Idle 11 a.l-pai;c.s). u,l 

me dno'e riaiiied li.'.-IlK' received vide )iuii' uiliee MeiiTu: N)o'. SS‘27-'I.-.C'-[I. dated 

1 i id'.-ilidl is |•ell!|•f!ed heicwilli j'ur yoiir uniee (ceiii'd. '

'■••■u'Ojieraiiims, desluuviir.

K AK i-'i ,e;i;d. Kireher I'akhuinklmva. l-'esiuiwar.

■I- d.'\ iu Adill; kU.h'.s Kiiylver I'akhtanklnsM.i'esita.war,

.V i‘A fu OKii'l tK)r:;; Khyher !*akhUiiild\ka. I'cshiiwar.

. b. dVA to Rcptstiiii: 1‘esluixvar.

I. idiiei.' Swpdl: p-iV (‘IR) i'e.siuuvur,

!

9.0,
mt y^i'i^riV^rrAUi im-
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2.

OFFICE OF THE 
INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE 

, ICHYBERPAKHTUNKHWA 
PESHAWAR

ORDER

ihis order is hereb}’ passed to dispose ol'Revision Petition under Rule 11-A of the 
Khyber Pakhumkhwa Police - Rules. 1975 (Amended 2014) submitted Ex-HG 
Rehmatullah No.3995. The Petitioner was reverted from the rank of HC to FC by SSP 
Operations. Peshawar vide order Endst: No. 1797-99/PA. dated. 16.06.2022 on the, 
following allegations:- ' ' ‘ ,

1. -As per classitled source report, the appellant was involved in getting gratifications 
from different Smugglers of the area and had developed contacts with anti-social & 
criminal elements and was favoring them in their illegal activities.

0 That he was in habit of releasing accused from lock-up in lieu of healthy monetary
gains.

That he. has persistent reputation of being corrupt & have remained a standard of 
li\ ing beyond his unknown sources of,income.

The Appellate Authority i.e. CCPO« Peshawar enhanced his punishment into 
dismissal from service vide order Endst:_No.3377-83/PA, dated 27.10.202-2.

Meeting of Appellate board was. held on 22.06.2023 wherein Petitioner w'as' heard 
in person. Petitioner denied ihe.ullegalions.lev'eled against him.

Perusal of the inquir)' papers re\eals that the allegations leveled against the 
Petitioner has been proved. Petitioner failed to advance any plausible explanation in: / 
rebuttle of the charges; The Board sees no ground and reasons for acceptance of his 
petition, theretore: tho Board decided that his petition.is hereby Rejected

. .Sd/-.
RIZWAN MANZOOR, PSP

• Additional inspector General of Police
• HQrs:'Khyber PakhtLinkhwa. Peshawar

, No....... 33/23. dated Peshaw'ar 21,-07-2023

Cojn >)f liK':ibv)\e is forwiirJcd 10 ihc:- ’ • , ' ■
L Capital Ciiy Police Ol'llcer, Pesliawar, One Service Roll, One inquiry file (135 pages), of the 

abo\e named Px-lllC received vide >oar office Meiiio: No.8827/BC-li, dated 11.05.2023 is 
reuii'ned herew illi for yoiii' oillce record.

2. SSP Operations, Peshawar.
3. .MG/Legal, Khyber Pakhtiinkhwa. Peshawar.

PA to AddI: IGP/i-IQrs Khybei- Pakhtimkhwa, Peshawar. " . ■
5. P.A to UIG/HQrs: Khyber Pakhtiinkhwa, Peshawar . '
6. P.^ to Registrar CP, Peshawar
7. Ofliee.Supdt: F-IV CPO Peshawar.

‘ 4.

Sd/-
Dr. ZAHIDULLAHfPSP

;:
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PESHAWAR HIGH COURT. PBSHAWAR.

Fcmy ‘A*
FORM OF ORDER SHEET i'

Djtiii alorddf. Order or other proceedinaa v/Uh the order of the Judge

W.P.NQ.2314--P of 2021 with interim relief.0L07.202I1
i kPresent: . Petitioner in person..

Mr.Wilayat Khan, >VAG for the 
respondents No.1 and 2.

The former states tiiat against the order-qua 

imposition of . minor penalty on him vide order dated 

29.07.2020 he had filed an appeal before the respondent 

No.2, wtio awarded him a major penalty of removal from 

sen/ice and tliat too without hearing him. In such like, 

situation particularly when Ute petitioner has been 

condemned unheard, we suspend the impugned order 

dated 113.05.2021 and adjourn the case to a short date in 

office. Besides, notice be issued to the respondents No.2 

and 3 to file their parawise comments so as to reach this ‘ 

court within a fortnight.

lUDGl

JUDGE

Sudlq Sluin, CS (OBHHon’blo UrJutUca Ud Jlin KttatUU & Kcui'bi* Ur.JiwUco iju Anwar)—

i
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Ishaq phoioslale (HCP)


