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Appellant with counsel present. Seeks withdrawal of
the appeal as the appellant intends to persue his departme_nta_l
appeal and requested for withdrawal of the appeal. Hence the
appeal is dismissed as withdrawn plaéihg the appellant at Iib‘erty
to sue afresh subject to all legal exceptions mcludmg limitation.
File be consigned to the record room.
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-appellant and his counsel. To come up for preliminary

heariné on 20.07.2016 beforc S.B. at camp courl,

Abbottabad.

-
Chairman #
Camp court, A/Abad

-

~Form- A | B -
FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Court of '
Case No. 286/2016
" [SNo. | Dateoforder . | Order or other proceedings with signature of judge or Magistrate

' Proceedings '
1 2 3
1 25.03.2016 o |
o o The appeal of Mr. Abdul Waheed Khan resubmitted

today by post by Mr. Zulfigar Ahmad Advocate may be entered

in the Institution Register and put up to the Worthy Chairman

for proper order please.
) 29032016 REGISTRAR =
' ‘ This case is entrusted to Touring S. Bench at A.Abad for

preliminary hearing to be put up thereon 2¢ - 24 -2p/C

CH%AN
-20.04.2016 - None is present for the appellant. Adjourned | for
preliminary hearing to 18.05.2016 before S.B at camp court,
Abbottabad.
Chy
Camp court, A/Abad
18.5.2016 None present for- the petitioner. Notice be issued (b




_ The appeal of Mr. Abdul Waheed Khan son of Abdul Hameed Khan Caste Tanoli Ex-DSP/Elite Distt.
‘ Mansehra recei\{ed to-day i.e. on 09.03.2016 is incomblete on the following score which is returned to

the counsel for the appellant for completion an_d- resubmission within 15 days.

1- Memorandum of appeal may be got signed by the appeliant.

2- Annexures of the appeal may be attested.

3- Affidavit may be got attested by the Oath Commissioner.

4- One copy/set of the appeal along with annexures i.e. complete in all respect may also be
submitted W|th the appeal.

No. 17‘02\ /ST,

Dt. l & ( E /2016 o ' \
‘ ' " REGISTRAR ——

SERVICE TRIBUNAL
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
PESHAWAR.

Mr. 2ulfigar Ahmad Adv.
High Court Abbottabad. //m
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BEFORE THE SERVICES TRIBUNAL KHYBER PUKHTUN KHWA
PESHAWAR Apfeed wo: 5{36/ 2606

Abdul Waheed Khan S/0 Abdul Hameed Khan Caste Tcioli R/O Narota, Tehsil &

District Mansehra Ex. DSP/Elite, District Mansehra, Presently confined in Judicial

lockup Mansehra.
... APPELLANT
VERSUS
/ Government of KPK, through Chief Secretary, Peshawar.
2 Inspector General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
3 Deputy Inspector General of Police, Enquiry & Inspection, KPK, Peshawar.
4 Deputy Inspector General of Police, Finance & Procurement, CPO, Peshawar.
...RESPONDENTS
SERVICE APPEAL
INDEX
S. No. | Description Annexure Pages
1 Service Appeal with Petition for condonation of 1To9
delay '
2 Better Copy of FIR a4 1070 13
3 Copy of statement of allegations . "B" 14
4 | Copy of Charge sheet and reply to the charge "C” 1570 18
sheet
b Copy of inquiry/findings “D” 1970 21
6 Copy of impugned order dated 17/06/2015 “E” 22
7 Copy of departmental appeal “F 23To 29
9 Wakalatnama ‘ A “G” 30
U v
?“ ...... APPELLANT
Through

Dated 07/.03/ 2016 % :
(ZULFIQAR AHMED)

Advocate High Court
Abbottabad







0,

BEFORE THE SERVICES TRIBUNAL KHYBER PUKHTUN KHWA
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Abdul Waheed Khan S/O Abdul Hameed Khan Caste Tanoli R/O Narota, Tehsil &

District Mansehra Ex. DSP/Elite, District Mansehra, Presently confined in Judicial

ldckup Mansehra.
.. APPELLANT
' - #.% P Previnss
VERSUS - Borvice Tribung)
Government of KPK, through Chief Secretary, Peshawar. . Blary. 3-‘50-47 -ﬂm
Inspector General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar. =~ @apted. . Qﬁ;fészf/ 4

B Lo Ny~

Deputy Inspector General of Police, Enquiry & Inspection, KPK, Peshawar.

 Deputy Inspector General of Police, Finance & Procurement, CPO, Peshawar.

...RESPONDENTS

APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA,

SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT 1974 AGAINST THE ORDER OF

RESPONDENT # 2 DATED 17/06/2015 WHEREBY THE

APPELLANT WAS DISMISSED FROM THE SERVICE FROM THE

DATE OF SUSPENSION, WHICH ORDER IS ILLEGAL, WITHOUT .

ANY PLAUSABLE EXPLANATION, VOID WITHOUT LAWFUL

AUTHORITY, WITHOUT JURISDICTION AND SAME IS NOT

TENABLE IN THE EYES OF LAW AND IS LIABLE TO BE SET

ASIDE.

SET ASIDE AND ANY FURTHER PROCEEDINGS

PRAYER:- ON ACCEPTANCE OF INSTANT APPEAL, THE
FINDINGS OF RESPONDENTS # 3 & 4 AND ORDER OF
RESPONDENT NO 2 MAY KINDLY BE SET ASIDE AND THE

PUNISHMENT AWARDED TO THE APPELLANT MAY ALSO BE

IN

CONSEQUENCE OF IMPUGNED ORDI? MAY ALSO BE SET

ASIDE BEING ILLEGAL, UNLAWFUL, WIT, HOU T JURISDICTION

AND AGAINST THE SETTLED NORMS OF JUSTICE.




Respectfully Sheweth, -
The facts giving rise to the instant appeal are arrayed as under:-
FACTS:-
1L .T hat the appellant is confined in judicial lt;ckf)p in case FIR NO. 113
dated 03/06/1 5 under section 3654 PPC, police station Lasaﬁ Nawab.
(Better Copy of the FIR is attachéd'as Annexure “A )
2. That the appellant was appointed as Assistant Sub Inspector in Police

i : Department who was promoted to the rank of Deputy Sépeﬁntendent E

| :

| of police.

3. That some disciplinary action- was .initiated by respondent # 2 against
the appellant while he was pbsted as DSP Elite F or;cé and stateiﬁent of
allegations was issued as per allegations l’mentioned in the same by -
constituting and inquiry committee comprising of Moharﬁmaa’ Ali
Khan Ghandapur DIG (E & ) and Mr. Waqar ud Din DIG (F & C) -
with the direction to the committee submit finding with in 10 days it |
recommendation as to punishment or other appropriate action against
the appellant. (Copy of statement of allegations attached as annexure
“B”).

4. ‘Théf the appellaﬁt submitted repljz to the chalfgeé leyeled in thé sheet
by explaining his position in detail. (Copy bf the reply to the charge
sheet is attached as annexure “C”). | “

5. That }hé inquiry committee without considering the submis.sioﬁ of the
appellant, illegally, partially and by violating the relevant laﬂs
recommended the appellant for major . punishment. (Copy of the
inquiry report and findings are atiached as annexure “D”).

6. That on 17/06/2015 on the recommendation of inquiry committee, the
-respondent # 2 passed the impugned order of dismiss;zl Jrom service of
the appellant vide his oﬂi"ce #.85/3229-5 1/15 dated 17/06/2015. (Copy
of impugned order dated 17/06/2015 is attached as annexure “E”).

7. That the appell;mt being aggrieved from the order of respondent # 2

on 15/7/20135 preferred depa(tmgntgl appez! before respondent # 1 for
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setting aside the impugned order of respondent # 2. (Copy of the

departmental appeal preferred before the appellqte authority is

attached as annexure “F”).

That sufficient time has lapsed after filing the departmental appeal and

no order from the appellate forum has been-passed or conveyed to the.

appellant, therefore as required /s 4(a) of the service tribunal act, the
Appellant being aggrieved seeks the gracious. indulgence of This
Honourable Tribunal inter alia, on the following grounds to set aside

the impugned order oﬁ the following grounds:--

'GROUNDS;; -

a. That the findings of the respondents # 3 & 4 and the order of
respondent No ,2 is illegal arbitrary, void, without lawful
authority and also without jurisdiction and hence liable to be.

set aside.

b. That no show cause notice has pfovided under KPK, Police -

Rules 1 975, has been given to explain the allegatibns leveledin

the statement of allegation which. wds mandatory under }ule 3
of the rules as the alleged conduct was not caveréd under the
proviso of security of Pakis}an,‘ wheré such opportunity was not
to be gh;en. Thus the spirit of relevant provision is violatéd
-which it self smack mala fide and dis'criminationl on the part of

respondents. Similarly appointment of inquiry comniittee it self

suggest that the proceedings were initiated under rule 3, 4 and .

5 of the Police rules, -1975, but the same has it self been

violated by the - respondents at the time of holding inquiry
proceedings as well as passing the impugr.z-ed order.

c Similarly- the procedure prbvfded in rule 6 of KPK, Police
Rule, 1975 were also ruined as no explanation was called by

the appellant w/s 6(b) to put in a written defense whether the

" - appellant had any desire to be heard in person or not.
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That no final show cause notice was served on ;he apﬁe:llc.mt‘to
clarify his position at-any stage of the proceedings.

T hat the précéedings initjated again;vt the appéllaﬁt- Werfe_
carried out in his ua-bsentia has no right pf cross examination
was provided to the appellant as -ba‘ﬁc—ally't.he inquiry was

conducted on the application of cne Dr. Jan e Agha. The

" appellant is still kept in dark if the author .of coniplaint was

appeared or summoned during the course éf inquz-'ry. In both
thé cases the appellant had got righf to cross examination the
person who set the allegations so that real facts could be

uneartﬁed in the light of reply submitted to the stdtem'eﬁt of
allegation. | |

Thdt the other nature and soughi of “évi-dence considered by the

'inquz"ry committee/respondents # 3 & 4 was also not conveyed

to the appellant, thu.§ his right of defen;e wﬁs snaiched there -
fére was condemned unheard and such ,ordérs are never
appreciated having been based on surmises, conjectures and '
mere allegations.

That at the time‘_of appéin(ment of .inquiry committee the
respondent # 1 had c?early ordered that recommen'dations as to
punishmelm‘f or other apprbpriafe ébtion against the accused
should be submitted within 10, days and g‘t was no where
mentioned that in case of innocence of the accused- he may be -
exonerated z;herefore having received a clear indication _by ]
respondents # 3 & 4, they being subordinate to respondent 42

acted under the given directions to punish the accused, havé :

submitted their findings under the i’hﬂuenc'e of respondeht #2

“being his subordinates, thus the inquiry and findings are also

in vz_’olatz"on' of specific rules governing such inquiries and
smacks the intention of respondent # 2 discriminating the

appellant.
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That it has been laid down in service lAawsr that the official
whose fqte has beén put at stake shall be present and the
witnesses shall be examined in his presence and he shalf be
afforded an. oppom;unity to cr0s§ exqrhine the witnésses
whereas the appellant was condemned unheérd and relevqﬁt
rules and regulatiqns have been bl;ztantly v.iolated as the
wimess/complainaﬁt was examined in thé absence of é‘hé
éppellant. l

That the z’mjuiry committee_/respo.ndenés # 3 & 4 were
requested by the petitioner to provide him the right of
examination/cross éxamiﬁatibn in his presence which has ézeen
guaranteed by the Constftution of Islaﬁic Republic bf Pakistan, B

1973, as well as by the services law and the police rules but t,he‘

same was denied lo the petitioner, therefore, there is sheer

violation, mali'cé, ‘;;mla Jfide and thus the whole proceedings are
nullity in the eye of law. |
That as per charge No. (i) of the charge sﬁeet,' no evideﬁée oral
orin dobumentary Jorm has been produced by the'corﬁplainant
against the appellc;nt; Similar'*ly no witr;es;v of handing over and.
taking over of rdnsdm rﬁoney was produced before lthe inquiry
committee and the appellant was dismissed Srom service on the
Jfake, fabricated story of the complainant_ which is full of
contradictions aﬁd doubts.

That the appellant on account of hz'.s.' outstqﬁding service record
and perfarh@ance was sent to Bosnia, Kosovo. and Liberia.and
he successfully delivered the best.

That the appe’ilant while posted at police | station Darband
during an encounter with the outlaws Akilled a very wénted

proclaimed offender of the District. The other officials who

participated in the encounter were awarded recommendations




Dated: 07/03/2016

etc, but the appellant was never blessed with any prize nor with

any recommendations.

m. That the appeal is within time and this Honorable tribunal.has

got jurisdiction to entertain this appeal.

n. That further points will be submitted at the time of arguments.

PRA YER:- It is therefore most humbly prayed that - on |

acceptance of instant appeal impugned order of respondent # 2

-and inquiry findings of respondents # 3 & 4, may gfaciously be set

*aside and appellant reinstated in service with all backﬁéneﬁts

under the law.‘ - - o ?(),_{ 'v

...APPELLANT;

Through

. (ZULFIQAR AHMAD)
Advocate High Court

Abbottabad
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BEFORE THE SERVICES TRIBUNAL KHYBER PUKHTUN KHWA
- PESHAWAR

Abdul Wakeed Khan S/O Abdul Hameed Khan Caste Tanoli R/O Narota, Tehsil &
District Mansehra Ex. DSP/Elite, District Mansehrd, Presently con]”med7 in Judicial
lockup Mansehra. ? m
- . . . I
.« APPELLANT

VERSUS

Government of KPK, through Chief Secretary, Peshawar.

Inspector General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

Deputy Inspector General of Police, Enquiry & Inspection, KPK, Peshawar. _
- Deputy Inspector General of Police, Finance & Procurement, CPO, Peshawar.

A o o~

...RESPONDENTS

SERVICE APPEAL
| ‘ . AFFIDAVIT
| o , :
| I, Zulfigar Ahmed Advocate, High Court, Abbottabad, do hereby affirm

and declare on oath that the contents of forgoing service appeal are

correct and true as per information supplied and conveyed to me by

client/ appellant. Nothing has been suppressed from this Honorable

e

...DEPONENT

court, No such appeal is pending in any oz‘her court.
beld .

Dated 07/03/2016
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BEFORE THE SERVICES TRIBUNAL KHYBER PUKHTUN KHWA

lockup Mansehra.

PESHAWAR

Abdul Waheed Khan S/O Abdul Hameed Khan Caste Tanoli R/O Narota, Tehsil &

District Mansehra Ex. DSP/Elite, District Mansehra, Presently confined in Judicial

.. APPELLANT

VERSUS

Government of KPK, through Chief Secretary, Peshawar.-
Inspector General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
Deputy Inspector General of Police, Enquiry & Inspection, KPK, Peshawar.
" Deputy Inspector General of Police, Finance & Procurement, CPO, Peshawar.

SERVICE APPEAL

PETITION FOR CONDONATION OF DELAY

Respectfully Sheweth; -

Dated: Dated: 07/ 03/ 2016

o That the titled appeal is pending hearing before this Honorable

tribunal.

That the delay in lodging the appeal if .&ny, was not intentional as
the departmental appeal has been kept pending by .the' respondent
# 1 without any order on it.

That there is scope of success of the instant appeal as prima facig
it is lodged on solid footings and balance of convenience is also in .
Javour of appellant and a huge loss to the appellant will be caz_:sed
if the un intentional delay is not lcondoned as the impugn orders
are against law and facts. |
PRAYER

It is therefore most humbly prayed that on aéceptance of

instant petition delay may graciously be condoned in the best

interest of justice. ‘ 7% N

. APPELLANT

LFIQAR AHMAD)
Advocate High Court
Abbottabad.‘
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Dated 07/03/2016

@

BEFORE THE SERVICES TRIB UNAL KHYBER PUKHTUN KHWA
PESHAWAR '

Abdul Waheed Khan S/O Abdul Hameed Khan Caste Tanoli R/O Narota, Tehsil -&
District Mansehra Ex. DSP/Elite, District Mansehra, Presently confined in .Judicial |

lockup Mansehra.

... APPELLANT
VERSUS

Government of KPK, through Chief Secretary, Peshawar.

Inspector General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

Deputy Inspector General of Police, Enquiry & Inspecfion, KPK, Peshawar.
Deputy Inspector General of Police, Finance & Procurement, CPO, Peshawar.

...RESPONDENTS

PETITION FOR CONDONATION OF DELAY

-AFFIDAVIT

I, Zulfigar Ahmed Advocate, High Court, Abbottabad, do hereby dﬁ’z‘rm
and declare on oath that the contents of forgoing petition for

condonation of delay are correct and true as p& information supplied =

and conveyed to me by client/ appellant. Nothing has been suppressed

from this Honorable 0017 No such appeal is pending in any other court.
77
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Pakhtunkhw
Waheed Kh
proceeded ¢

within the me

AN 111(: 11(11 Ds P/Lhtc Ik

DISCIPLI

1, Nasir. Khan
a Peshawar being Compgeter
01c<,
gclmbl, as he has commltte

eaning of thc l\hybui Pal

1

d]tu;

'
i

Durrs

NARY ACTION

ini, lnspector
t Authority, am of

Mansehra have i

nkhwa Police Rule

General

‘the following acls of OmlSSIODS/COinnllSS](I

OF ALLEGATIONS

of Folice,

Khybe

/\b

endered hunsel[ llclblt. to

the opinion that M.

- -

5 1975, .

STATEM ENT

1il.

iv.

indiscipline

his part wary

That as per complaint of

involved In the kiduappii

©20.03.2015 from Beer Roa

.

his releiise;
That he nas persisient reputa

plice officer;

the arez. ‘and support lhen !

|
That-he has a vet dloo ¢ &

e

" which Eave brouht ve

The b:lld act of Pc‘,i._,ll

ry 1
rc_nc

i
attitude ’md lack of plo‘ sl

anting slun (llb(,lp[uhll)/ acti

i

Dr. Jan Agha, he;

‘That he: has dcvclopud lmks with the anti soual Llemenls and criminals

nd un-professional

egative image of p

e depicts height ¢

pnalisin which ame

ng for ransom of
d, Mansehra, and extortion of huge amounit :

lion of corruption and commonly known ag a cosr

llegd} activities; ’md

I
n against him. |
i

has been directely/indirect!

his  son Wahid Ullah

[]

——
o

¢}

command as a police obq';

a

unts to grave misconduct

blice amon,g_,sl }:,enelal pule;'cu

L
~

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA |
Central Police Office, Peshawar |

Ir:

ful
be

S

e

n

or

G

f .

¥

finefﬁciency{, disobedienpe,

01l

Lor U*c purpose: of oLlL.llnlélﬂb the conduct of the said officer with
reference to the above allegetions, jasi lnquiry Ofﬁcer/Committee consisting of the
following Officer (s) of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules 1975.

i Mr. Muhamriad Ali Gandapur, DIG/E &1

;i M Wuqz—w-mjl—i)in, DIG/Finance & Procurement

The lnqun} Committee/ofticer (s) shall, in accordan e wuh the provisipn -
of the said Rules, previde e asonable Uppouumly of hmrmh to the aécusud ofrlt‘crs,
record and | submit ts lindmgj w srhm 10 _days of lhe receipt Qt t.ms Uluic':l_‘,
reconuimenddiions as (o pu;mlmﬁontg or| other- appropriate} action against the accuged

. i i - . 1
o ~ } i o '
olleer. i

i i I
I ! i - k

‘/L . ot .

E ANASIR KIHAN DURRANI

5 ; Inspector General of Police,

Y | [ Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,
\“;J\ ﬂﬁ;ﬂ, Peshawar.




|
OFF{CE OF THE :
INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
Central Police Office, Peshawar |

AT

- Pokhrunkhwa,

rules 1975 (a

1, Nasir Khan Durr:

mended 2014)

T CHARGE SHEET

Peshawar as Competent A

hcrcl;)y char

i
t
|
l
|
|

~

Wpd, Inspector Ge
ithority, undrer K

e you Mr. Abdul

weral . of Po}ice, Khyber
{
wyber Pakhtunkhwa Police

Waheed Khan, DSP/Elitg

Force, Mansela as follo\:vs:— : ,
i. | 'Thatas per Ci),lllpli\il;l of DrjJan Agha, you are directly/ind‘irécﬂ y involved
in the k.idrmpfph&\g for rapsom of his son Wahid Ullah on 2(}.‘(')3'.2()15 from
Beer Road, N_lunsehrsa, and extortion of huge urnou‘{n for his release;
: i
ii. ' Thatyou have persistent regutation of corruption and commonly i{xloxx';méas
a corrupt plice officer; ‘ | ;
. That yotu have Jevcloipﬁ‘:d links with the anti social elements :!iﬂi
criminats of the area and s'pi)port their illggial activities; and |
iv. , That y(ﬁtz‘ have a very loose and un—pro_f:‘cséi‘oml commmand as a poli}_u:
| I ' 1}

&

Khyber Pakh

lhe penalties ppecified ia the said Rules.

(07 days of the receipt of this (’.Tl';:{rgc’flheet to the Enquiry Officer/Commuite:..

“Officer/Committee  within the specilies

you have no defense to put in and in that ¢

otherwise.

" I
officer which have brought

public.

By reason of the above, ye
unkhwa Police Rules 197
i

You are therciore, §dir<l<' teg 1o submit your yritten defense within seve

Your caritten  defense,

You are dirccted to intima

A statement of atlegation i

5

very negative image of police amongst gener
4 | 0

if any, should reaches the

ase ex-parte action shall be taken against yot

I - . .
i whether you desire to be heard 1n person
s enclosed.

i
|
' i O ——
- OASIR KIAN DURRAND)
Inspector Gicneral of Police,
J Khyber Pakhtunidiwa,
Pdshawar.

-

e

' d o -
u appear to be guilty of misconduct ander the

1o have rendered yviourself liable to all or any ¢

Enguip

period, failing which it shali be presurned

or




sheet lev veied against me

withithe refarence to charge sheet issued by your good self | want to state that -

:.i'az!e'g;eslazalet ievaiea sgainst me are otally baseless @énd based on malafide intentio

to be set a side.

poiore filing compiaint against me to your honour the compilainent also moved zn
ceication in P.S Lassan Nawsb in which was compiledited i D.D 22 dated 25/3/2015 by onz,

’c".::rm‘nad Fareed cast Afghan R/O camp no.1= Distt Hanpur has stated thal nis

3ouiiah and one waheeu iulian $/0 jan agha resident of camp no 12 haripur were
heer road oy | vv- unknown persons on 206/2/2015. After five days of so called
- ooraare, (coay of B0 is annex Jsimbarly on 1/4/2015 Jan agha 3/0 mohammad Uliah
| ' | 4oerpd v .0, after 11/12 da s of al ileged oc umpce,and in his

Hd net chincas 2oy persei kidnapping or abduc.ion for rensom or any extorvion of

TeENEAWEY IO

Pl

amount against any person nor my name was mentioned in the statement.

el /0 wiohammad faroog himself appearecd before the 10 and recorded his

[ ]
g owmety ullah S

n 4/6/2015, where in he did not levelled any allegation of ransom

o n QD U ENCWN T NS,

0 dimitariy statement of mchammad inbal §/C Said arif cast afghan R/C camp no 15 haripur
i<t kateos $/C Zahic cast afghan R/O camp no 12 haripui,were recorded by local police in

Ziennd number 4 dated 25/3/20 5 which is very important and according to local police alleged
cooirance seems to be ':fmn_leu and creats serious doubt ahout the occurance, Which clearly

“nuws that a self crested story has been manipulated against me on the application of persons

cost known to the cc-mpu' Nani,

Gt U DL/E/ 2000 allepzd spductee walizzd ullah S/0 Jan agha was alsc appeared himself and
ceschedhome but he ald not approach the police of . L.O nor his father informed police aboui
nis sons and strangley avoiding to face local police because of reason best known to them, and
avoiding for recording any statement to local police till today. (copy of zimni is attached)




»

. ®

{v) That the complainant before your goodself is personally known to me and has a good
cordial relations with me. | can,t lmagme or even think of the basless allegatlons which were
ieveied agalnst me by the compialnant '

- (iv)That the reai facts are that, “the complalnant borrowed from me Rs eight lakhs (800000} by -

pretending that he is in a critical posmon as earlier stated that the complainent has a cardial
relationship with me therefore | gave him the money ,against which he handed over to me his
vehicle no. Istamabad UW 634 black XLi model 2012 along with documents of vehicle as surity
saying that after 15 days he will arrange money‘and he will get back his vehicle from me.

- (vii) That being a govt servant | have not such a huge amount, therfore | took five lakhs from my

friend Aamir khan Advocate and handed over vehicle and documents to the Aamir khan in
presence of the witnesses. Later on police official of p s city took the vehicle from Aamir khan

residence and in this regard a civil suit is filed in the court of CJ VI Mansehra. Copy of the suit is

attached . .

(2) In reply fo second charge/allegation | want to explain that, 1 am serving in police department

for almost twenty years and | have never been charged for corrutption . in this respect my

service book and my ACR,s are clear example fo my past service.another important aspect of
my service is that ,| have been posted in different police stations of Hazara region in different
positions. No charge of corruption has never been leveled by public nor any departmental

_enquiry has been made against me and due to hard working and professionalism_excellence |

was seleted to serve and represent my country and police department three times in United
Nations.ie,

1.Bosnia 2001-2002
2.Kosovo 2007-2008 S

3.Liberia 2010-9-2011

I have performed my duties to the best of my abilities,in this respect | always got A in my ACR,s
reports, due to my hard work and dedication towards my professional duties.

(3) In reply of third charge/allegation , during niy almost twenty year of service | was posted in
different police stations as SHQ. During my posting | apprehended most wanted criminals and
drug paddlers. Durlng my posting as SHO city mansehra | apprehanded and killed suicide
bomber who was plotted to destroy the peace and creat harrasment in the Distt
Mansehra.Police officials who took part with me in this operation were peromoted and | was
suspended and awarded major pumshment reasons best known to high ups.




: f ,/. ' . . 4 ' ' \#//
During my posting as SHO city and P35 Saddaer | seized huge amount of drugs and arrested drug Cow
paddlers. which after my posting such huge amount of drugs ware never been captured by local

police .(copy of FIR,s is attached). As example

During my posting as SHO PS Darband Distt mansehra | apprehanded the most wanted-criminal
of Distt.maansehra after cross firing. Again police officials in the raid were peromoted and ! was
ignored again (copy of FIR and other officials recommendation letter is attached)

. (4) In reply of paralVitis submitted that through out my carrier | remained in different policé
stations in Hazara region and also served in other regions as well. | remained on key post of
District Police and | never show any loose or un professional command,rather due to my
hardworking and outstanding professional behaviour 1 was given task of acting SP hazara Elite

Force couple of time during year 2014-2015 ,and during these posting my ysuperio_r officers were
always satisfied with my performence.

Another unblamable carrier of my service is that | never ever indqlgé in such like
allegations,rather that | have captured the very renowned proclaimed offenders ,drug paddiers
and my services and my ACR,s are the clear cut example of my professional excellence.and |
want aspect of my professional behavour is that | was given task in the UN mission and was
honoured by UN letter of appreciations dqeftg my professional skills and devotion to

Words my country , | got three appreciations letters during rhy service in UN. (appreciation
letters copy one attached). During my service in UN | always served as an examplery for other
police officers. | remained on key post in UN missions.

It is, therefore, humbly requested /prayed that charge /allegations levelled against me may

kindly be set a side and a criminal proceeding may also be initiated against the complainant , as
he filed a baseless, false allegation against me, ‘

( Waheed khan)

. . DSp(suspended)CPO peshawer
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FINDINGS:

\'*g_vy’

police officials,

The abplica(1t’<
sfo Syed Arab

vehicle Mehran Motor Car bearing Regi
unknown persons on gun point. He rushqd o Police Statlon Lassan Nawab where he
was told that an application has already been filed by Mr.Sharif, the brother of Najlb ‘
Ullah and they are doang:wom on that appli '

ln Hanpur apphcant wa‘ handed cver a sealed envelope 'by a Shop Keeper Mr.Sher
Rehman s/o Agha Gul and said that a girl | :
and on its opehing the applicant found af
voices of his spn and another Najab Ul[ah

to save him frgm the hands of the ‘albdu,ctoz

On 25-03-201p, the applicant 'ag';:lin
~alongwith a Police Officar namely :[Wahee

him and handed over the Memory Card af
]

to one Muhammad Tariq ASI, who record

~ After going thrgugh the <=nt|re reco:d sté‘ :

P | ‘ .-
son namely Wahid Uliah on 20-03- 2015 with |his friends namely (1) lgba

|
|

visi

Tlmtlon No.6241 Lahore were kidnapped by

ing DSP Wahéed Khan ar

(2) NaJPeb Ullah slo Alam Farooq, (3) Katour s/o Zahir in their personal :

cat;on.

1aving veil on her face gave hin*lt the enveloge
emory card in it. In it he heard the recordegd
The applicant’s son was sayingj and weeping

s by paying them Rupees 02 crore.

led to Police Station Lassan ‘N.awab Sahib
d Khan, DSP who was personally known {o
nd photographs ofthis son and N‘r Najib Uligh

satisfaction. Mr.Sharif, tt‘e brother of Najib

his son took his brother 1rau tulently.

After 20 days one of the kidnapee Najeeb Ullah was released. While scn of applicant -

was kept in hide.

The ‘appticant

The said DSP|called the

again confact with the said

applicantito visit

hirn to bring Rs.11,00, 000/ (Rupé:e 3Ele

asked to arrive

|

at Bidra Chowk Man ef\ra

|
7 pan in evening time where the- ba!d D

Rs.11,00,000/

and on '-ext day - tne 1@py

0787724 on his phorie number 0 508 u’)ngt

Khan and COnveraatton was rrads tho thﬁ

On 30-11-2015 the said DSP again called the a')pl.cqnt to visit his office situated aty
Lady Garden Abbottabad and the applicant reached there at about 11 a.m. He was

L Ekeay lilsedaw U
. .

i Sl i 2

120030 oo

ed the s* ten‘-em of the appllcant just for h

n

Uliah was also pressurizing the applicant that

- |
DSP, Waheed Kh;’:\n'for help ar;'ad assistanc

11

him at Silk Way iiotel Mansebra and. asks
yen Lac) with hin

hnd accordingly. th]le applicant afrived at abolut
5P was ‘present;"]l'he applicant handed over
licant - was ca!ied;from phone number 342-
177 with the consent of the said D3P Waheed

sorme extent.

near

iy agenss D52 W shwd Kham s

jaX

. The applicant was agajn




Vi

1.

P

asked by the ~DSP to arrange mo.re 15,00,
safely and successfully. The applicant:
Rs.15,00,000/- however he brought a vef
and also paid YS dollars 2500/- and ready
to him. Upon r quest the said. DSP asked

room for the etermlnatton of its pnce. Th

DSP Waheed han alongw:th reglsltrat on Book.

. oo
In the presen e of the apphcant the said

Mr:Wahid Ullah should bz brought to the re

at Ziarat Cho k of wllage Bedarra and when applicant rea

p“‘r\o‘ h

. u‘“"

the applicant to ta
ne applicant hand

DSP called to sQ

quisite place and

vehicle waitin for him bearlng registr atlor*»
with his hand and asked, to follow him. The apphcant has been foltowmg the said vehicle
and when they reached at near remdenoe of Nawab Zada Farooq Khan, Ex-Tehsil,

Nazim, suddenly a motor car of blue ca
appeared front of them and the son of the

over to the apglicant. 5
. Tk

‘,On 30-04-2015, in the presence of IB p

DPO Mans_hera and wa» told that hls son

motor car ,thfough DSP Waheed Khan

o i
@n the other Hand DSP. Waheed Khaw re

that applicant Jan Agha 1s personahy knoWn to him and has

hitﬁ. He added| that real facts are that he
that he is in a ormcal posn
|

applicant handed over him his motor car }

by pretending

alongwith documents. He(DSF) took Rs.5,

of PS City from Aamir khan

The incident fook plaoa on 20-03-2015,

LIT 4260 FX. The driver on duty cautiongd

was released afte

ected the allegati

complainarnt borro

tion. He gave him

applicant Wahid Ullah came out and hande

. | ~
=rsonnel app,licanﬁ presented his son befor

03.06.2015 after conducting enquiry u/s 157(*) Cr.P.C.

'
En¥nquiey Hearew DIG L& | files 2 (aved by

sty sgsind DSP Wahkorat Khanduc

00 000-/ from his friend Amir Khan Advocal

h
Jo.Islamabad UW 634 Black XL! model 2012
e
" and handed over him vehicle and documents Later-on vehicle was taier by locai polige

while FIR in the case was registered an

|
|

uoom@;&%nd Us, M&"rs 2500/- to find his sany

uke the vehnc!e to the show
od over his sald vehicle {o ‘

me unknown persons that -
asked the apollcant to react
,hed at the spot he saw ja

r paying ransom alongwil

ons and state'd i his r_eoy

the money against whic

rephé&’ that he had not yet available
icte XLi Model 2012 against Rs.15, 00,000
to present but his son should bT handed over -

ot

lour bearing registration number LXD 7834

[eX

o

good cordiali relations with- .
wed from him Rs.8,00,000/-
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7|7 The enquiry Committee has reached to the following conclusion:- '
i. - The son of the apphcaﬂr\t Jan namey Wahid Ullah wés abducted on 20-03-2015
but only dally diary was registered on 25-03-2015 and after lapse of 3 months n
- a heinous cognizétble offence on 06:03-2015 proper FIR was registered, when he
was already got released after payment of Rs.11,00,000-/, 2500 doltars and one ‘
motor car. ’ | '
it .has been established that DSP' Waheed Khan arl’l"d app-licant Jan Agha afe
’ c;!osed friend. DSP Waheed Khan flatly rejected the allegations and stated that
" the reall issue is that appl:cant bor'owedl from him Rs.8 lakhs ané:i in refurn He
gave hipn motor car whrch \{vas recqvered by Police being 'cas'e'piroperty of théﬁ |
said kidpap case. } '
: o A |
iii. It has peen éstziblished thiat- IDSF> Waheed Khan prbperiy p!_ayed a role of
facilitatgr between the apptican’t and kidnappers, which being police officer he
was not» required {o do so. This g:rsthNs personal involvement and interest of DSP
Waheed Khan in the plot of abductlon.‘
iv. This is lame excfjse of DSP Waheed Khan that matter of motorcar is actually
matter of cash-nexus between hinl and applicant. On one hand DSP Waheed
Khan confessed that he is friend of - applicant but: on other hand when thé"
. applicant was in problem he was demanding back h'fs money in shape of motgr
- car. Helc,onfessed that he was hard=d over motor car which was recovered by
P.S Cltl{ Police from ks f»lend Aamh Khane. house. This. showg that he wads
'actuélly involved m the tran o&Cthﬂ cf ransom money. .A o -
Recommendation. . 1 _ o |
. | | L
In view of the above, thé'instant'ca%se s an examplé of kidnapping far ranz,so/rg/iﬁ V\}hiqh |
DSP Waheed \was actually ihvolve%d, alongwith kidnapperé. Allegatik/@éed against |
DSPA Waheéd Khan have been ;")'rov!ed 'eyond doubt, tharefore,.‘ne (DSP Wahegd
Khan) is' recommended for rﬁajér pUnishment. . | '
- | Submitted zalease. '

( ' . . - : 4 : — Li
\\I\{SUHAMMAD ALl KHAN ' . S DR.WAQAR UDDIN SYED
Deputy Inspector General of Police, ’ Deputy inspector GeneYal of Polize,

Enquiry & Inspection : . ) Finance & P[ocuremant [¢ PO.
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa : , o - Peshawar.

Peshawar. - C : ' :

) nm.m-,,_.....«‘..,..;,;Er..m.;n;m.\..;,.. u:,...,...;,..i\_»:w..._.m.m '

.

| -‘r
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20.05.2015 and M.
appomu.d as enqulry officers. The nusuonduu
The enquiry wmmltlw aljo heard him in person and helwas g,lvcn Jull
opportunity lo defepd himsett bul [ailed ao bITUW any plausible 1easTl in his tavom

o - E
N OFFICE OF THE
oo F*:ff o v  INSI'ECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE v
i “ﬂaﬁ“\« W KHYBER PAKHTUNKIIWA ‘
Sl
ot Central l’oluc Olﬁu,, Pcshaw'u
“No. §/ 362,?5/ »5 /_/15, Dated Peshawm the ///z% /2015.
.| OrDER | '1. [
Thisforder W‘H dispose olLi the dg parlmentdl proceeding initiafed 'a[.,amsl Wahded
Khan, DSP/Elite |[Force District Manselira. | On  the basis - hf complaint’ submitted | to
DPO/Mansehra by Dr. Jan Agha ILLCIVLL! !h]}oug h RPO/Hazara vide his memo: No. 451/C. Cell,
duted 06.05.2015, he was chal rpe ‘ihCLlLd ion the following allegations:-
. Thatlas per complaint of Dr. Jan Agha, you are directly/indirecily involved in the
kidnapping for. ransom of his son Wahid Ullah on 20.03.2015 from Beer Rohd,

Mansehra, and.extortion of huge

ii.  That you have persistent -Lputcl{lon of corruption and commonly known as a

corrupt phu, otficer;

ni.  That you have dwdopul links with the anti social elements and criminals of the
area and support thelr illegal clLll\Llle and ‘
a very loose f.mﬁfi

iv.  That you hava

2. He

Muhammad Ali Khéan,

enquiry conuntttee

3. The
alleggtions against him bcyonr'.l any 1ola 8l deub

4, Now therefere 1 Nasir Khan

Pakhtunkhwa, Pesluawal being - Competent: Ag
lut the charges

enguiry committee, am satisfied ¢
stand proved as such and in exercise ol powers

1975 {amended 2014), imposé upon him major penally of dismissal from service from the date

suspension.

5. Order announced.

Copy of the abm is lmwmdul to

1. All Addjticnal Inspectors (queml of Police K hybel Pakhtunkhwa.

2. Al RPOs in Khyber llm-mlu.}lm'!d.
3. All DIsG in Khyber Pukhtu nl;hmi

4. Commandant, Elite Force, KIMM Pukhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

S. RPO/Hazara Abbottabad with thie

investigation of muin casc and it lie ig found guilty he shall be challaned.
The Accountant General of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.

6. The
7. PSOtw IGP, CPO, Peshawair.
8. PRO CPQ, Peshawar.

9. PA to DIG/Headquarters Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.
10. PA to ALG/Establishment CRO Pe sh'n1 var,

Il Office Supdt -1, \.P() }’c:l,awm
12. Inchargg Central R&,z.’,lbll ny PO,

. - . L i
qas issued charge sheet/staterent of allegations ivide No. S/3035-36/15, da
Wagar-ud-Din Syed were

enquiry coinmiltee ; sul.arm ted its finding teport which ' confirmed 1}

amount for his release;

DIG/E&!I and Dr!r

of'DSP/Wahecd Khan was inquired throu

tthe 1s recommended for major punishment.

against DSP W aheed Khan (under suspensi

T '”.:7

_-‘ -
-

.
/(‘l\ASlR KHAN DURRA\I])
Inspector General 0@ Police,
K hyber Pakhtunkhwa,
Peshawar |
the: '

¢marks that he :.h(z)uld' also be able to jon

un-professional command as a police cffiger
whiq’LI'l have brought very negativd image of police amongst general public.

gh

Bierrani, Inspectroy General of Police, Khyber
thority, perused the recommendations of the

)

—

vested under Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules
of

the

he

ed .



BEFORE THE CHIEF SECRETARY KHYBER

Subject:

PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR

DEPARTMENTAL API’EAL/REPRESENTATI‘ON
AGAINST THE ORDER_DATED 17.06.2015

WHEREBY_THE INSPECTOR GENERAL OF

POLICE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
PESHAWAR _IMPOSED MAJOR PENALTY

OF DISMISSAL FROM SERVICE FROM THE

DATE __OF _ SUSPENSION __OF __THE
APPELLANT.. ' ‘

Respectfully Sheweth!

The brief facts leading to the instant
departrhentad appeal/repre'sentation are as

under: -

That, the Appellant was appointed as
Assista{nt Sub Inspector in police Department
who was promoted to the rank of Deputy
Superintendent of police and now illegally
dismissed from service through impugned
order dated 17.06.2015 whereas the .Appellént'
while posted as SHO, PS City Mansehra had
killez a suicider at the main gate of police

Station City Man‘sehr‘a when the said suicider

tried to’ ept%r the gate of police Station City

Mansehra. The Appellant was suspended.
in'ste_ad of being rewarded for saving the police -

station as well as the human lives from havoc.



issued diverse prizes and recommendations.

That, the Appellant while posted at police
Station Darband during an encounter with the
outlaws killed a very wanted proclaimed

offender of the District. The other off1c1als who

" The other police- officials were rewarded and

partlclpated in the encounter were awarded_'

recommendations etc, but the Appellant was

never blessed with any prize nor with any

recommendations.

That, the Appellant on account of " his

outstanding service record and performance

was sent to Bosnia, Kosovo and Liberia and he

successfully delivered the best.

That, the: Appellani while posted as DSP Elite -

Force was susp-ended and charge sheet

communicated to him and a reply was sought
from him with regard to the 'allega‘tion
contained in thé statement of allegation, the
Appellant- submitted a detailed reply refuting
all the .alliega'tio_ns through the written reply.

(The copy of charge sheet, statement of allegation and

reply are annexed herewith).

That, being dissatisfied from the reply of the

Appellant, the inquiry committee started with

the inquiry wherein the statement of the

alongwith  statement of allegation was

complainant was recorded, but despite the -

request , of ('._he- Appellant ~ for  cross




‘examination, the said right was ‘denied_to the

Ai)pellant.

That, the inquiry committee after conducting
the inquiry submitted his findings alongwith
conclusion and recommendation to the

Inspector General police KPK Peshawar.

(Copy of the findings of the inquiry committee are

annexed herewith).

That, on the recorhmeridat'ion of inquiry
committee, Inspector General of police KPK

Peshawar imposed ma_]or penalty of dismissal

from service from the date. of suspension of .

the Appellant vide . its order No. 3229 51 /15.-....

dated Peshawar the 17 .06.2015.

(Copy of tire order dated 17.06.2015 is annexed

herewith).

t

That, the Appellant being aggrieved from the

impugned order seeks the gracious indulgence

of Your Honour inter alia, on the following

grounds: -

GROUNDS

AThat, the order of dismissal from service 1s
against the law, rules and regulations,

arbitrary, ‘fanciful, -  perverse, ~un-

- constitutional, discriminatory ~and without

»
r‘ | .

ey -



lawful authority hence liable to be struck

down.

i1, That, no show cause notice has .ever been

served to the Appellant/appellant.

iii.  That, it has been laid down in service laws
¢ that tht official whose fate has been put at
stake shall be present and the witnesses shall
be examined in his presence and he shall b@
afforded an Qppértunity to cross examine the
witnesses whereas the Appellant was

condemned unheard and relevant rules and

regulations have been blatantly violated as the

PN

witness/ complainant was “examined in the

absence of the Appellant.

iv. "I‘hat, according Lo léw and rules/ regulations,
the. Withessc_s sﬁall be examined on oath and
thereafter the ‘person‘ shall ‘be provided an
opportunity to cross exar_nine the witnesses
but in thié particular case the inquiry
committee/ officers has refused to afford the’

opportunity of cross examination.

V. ‘That, the service law and the constitution of
Pakistan has laid down a specific procedure

" for conducting an inquiry and the said inquiry
shall be carried out in accordance with the
procedure and law whereas in this particular
case, the law and rules/regulations have' been
compiefely overlooked by the inquiry

corxﬁnittee and on this score the




vi.

Vil.

viil.

,

recommendations and the impugned order are

"

liable to be struck down.

That, the inquiry committee /officers were
requested by the Appellant to provide him the
right of examination/cross examination in his

presence which has ‘been guaranteed by the

Constitution of Islamic Republic of Pakistan,

1973 as well as by the services law and the
police rules but the same was denied to thé_
Appellant, therefore, there is sheer violation,
malice, malafide and thus the whole

proceedings are nullity in the eye of law.

That, the inquiry committee Has not given any

weight to the written reply of the Appellant .

nor the Atppe}}asnt was allowed while the

statement of complainant was recorded and
no opportunity . of cross-examination was

provided to ‘the Appellant. Similarly the

. complainant was .not examined in the

presence of the Appellant which is sheer
violation of law and rules applicable thereto
.and on this score only, the impugned order
and the findings of inquiry committee are

liable to be‘strﬁck down.

That, the inquiry committee has not given any -

findings against the charge N o.(ii), (ili) and (iv)
given in the Charge. sheet which clearly shows
that no iota of evidence is available against

the Appellant.



Xi.

That, as per charge No.(i) of the charge sheet,

no evidence oral or in documentary form has
been produced by the complainant against the
Appellant. Similarly, no witness of Handing
over and taking over of ransom money waé
pro’duced before the inquiry committee and
the Appellant Was dismissed from service on

the fake, fabricated story of the complainant

“which is full of contradictions and doubts.

That, the complainant changed ﬁis version on
all the forums on which he appeared 1i.e.
before the 1.0 in police Stat1on Lassan Nawab
(Staternent under section. 161 Cr.PC), before
the DPO Mansehra (appl1cat10n against the

Appellant), before the Judicial Magistrate,

Mansehra and iefore the Judicial Magistrate,

Abbottabad (Statements under section 164
Cr.PC) which makes the whole story of the
complainant as doubtful and cannot be relied
upon in any manner whatsoever (Coptes of the

statement are annexed lerewith).

That, it is also pertinent to note that how an
Afghan Refugee arranged ‘a huge amount
alongwith the vehicle whereas it is obvious
that an Afghan Refugees cannot retain

movable or immovable property in Pakistan.

The vehicle was not in the name of the

complainant and he has not produced any
evidence that from where he got the vehicle

ard the money and in whose presence, the




. '
“ .. . B ) .
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amount as well as the vehicle was handed

over to the Appellant.

It is, therefore, most humbly prayed that on
acceptance of instant Departmental appeal/
representation, the 1mpugned order dated‘
1'7.06.':201"5 may please be set aside and the -

appellant may kindly be reinstated in service

N

" PRAYER: - S
]

_with all back benefits.

‘Dated 15.07.2015 | (\
. WAHEED KHAN,

Ex-DSP Elite
KPK Police.
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