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-r/ Appellant with counsel present. Seeks withdrawal of 
the appeal as the appellant intends to persue his departmental 
appeal and requested for withdrawal of the appeal. Hence the 

appeal is dismissed as withdrawn placing the appellant at liberty 

to sue afresh subject to all legal exceptions including limitation. 
File be consigned to the record room.

20.07.2016
k
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\p^-ctiair-man 
amp court, A/Ab^d,
5^ •'^7'ANNOUNCED
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» Form- A \ .

FORM OF ORDER SHEET
1

Court of

\286/2016Case No.,

Order or other proceedings with signature of judge or MagistrateDate of order 
Proceedings

S.No.

321

25.03.2016
1 ■ The appeal of Mr. Abdul Waheed Khan resubmitted 

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

in the Institution Register and put up to the Worthy Chairman 

for proper order please. \

rrg/ _
REGISTRAR -

This case is entrusted to Touring S. Bench at A.Abad for 

preliminary hearing to be put up thereon 2^ ^ pff ~

2

CH45RMAN

forappellant. AdjournedNone is present for the 

preliminary hearing to 18.05.2016 before S.B at camp c(
20.04.2016

•urt,

Abbottabad.

Ch
Camp court, AJAbiid

None present for the petitioner. Notice be issued tT 

appellant and his counsel. To come up for preliminar 

hearing on 20.07.2016 before S.B. at camp cour 

Abbottabad.

18.5.2016

y •

Chairman
Camp court, A/Abad
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The appeal of Mr. Abdul Waheed Khan son of Abdul Hameed Khan Caste Tanoli Ex-DSP/Elite Distt. 

Mansehra received to-day i.e. on 09.03.2016 is incomplete on the follo\A/ing score which is returned to 

the counsel for the appellant for completion and resubmission within 15 days.

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

oX. JS.T,No.

3 72016Dt. 6“

REGISTRAR ------
SERVICE TRIBUNAL 

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 
PESHAWAR.

Mr. Zulfiaar Ahmad Adv.
JL^High Court Abbottabad.
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BEFORE THE SER VICES TRIBUNAL KHYBER PUKHTUN KHWA
/\FO ■ g2,&lPESHAWAR

Abdul Waheed Khan S/O Abdul Hameed Khan Caste Ta.ioli R/0 Narota, Tehsil & 

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

lockup Mansehra.

... APPELLANT

VERSUS

I 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.

2
3
4

...RESPONDENTS

SERVICE APPEAL

INDEX

S. No. Description Annexure Pages

I Service Appeal with Petition for condonation of 
delay

1 To 9

2 Better Copy of FIR 'A" 10 To IS

3 Copy of statement of allegations . "5" 14

Copy of Charge sheet and reply to the charge 
.sheet

4 15 To 18

Copy of inquiry/findings:> “D” 19 To 21

6 Copy of impugned order dated 17/06/2015 “E" 22
7 Copy of departmental appeal 23 To 29

9 Wakalatnama

^^^..ir^P'ELLANT

Through

30

Dated 07/03/2016
■ c

(ZULFIQAR AHMED) 
Advocate High Court 

Abbottabad
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'r- BEFORE THE SERVICES TRIBUNAL KHYBER PUKHTUN KHWA
PESHA ^ 2^^

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

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

lockup Mansehra.

APPELLANT

Government ofKPK, through Chief Secretary, Peshawar. iMsr^
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.

VERSUS

I
2
3
4

...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.

PRAYER:- ON ACCEPTANCE OF INSTANT APPEAL, THE

FINDINGS OF RESPONDENTS U 3 & 4 AND ORDER OF

RESPONDENT NO 2 MAY KINDLY BE SET ASIDE AND THE

V. PUNISHMENT AWARDED TO THE APPELLANT MAY ALSO BE
Q ^ o P.1

SET ASIDE AND ANY FURTHER PROCEEDINGS IN

k CONSEQUENCE OF IMPUGNED ORDEP MAY ALSO BE SET

ASIDE BEING ILLEGAL, UNLA WFUL, WITHOUT JURISDICTION

AND A GAINST THE SETTLED NORMS OF JUSTLCE.

■ I.
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Respectfully Sheweth;

The facts giving rise to the instant appeal are arrayed as under:-

FACTS:-

1. That the appellant is confined in judicial lockup in case FIR NO. 113

dated 03/06/15 under section 365A PRC, police station Lasan Nawab.

(Better Copy of the FIR is attached as Annexure “A ”).

2. That the appellant was appointed as Assistant Sub Inspector in Police

Department who was promoted to the rank of Deputy Superintendent

ofpolice.

3. That some disciplinary action was initiated by respondent # 2 against 

the appellant while he was posted as DSP Elite Force and statement of 

allegations was issued as- per allegations mentioned in the same by

constituting and inquiry committee comprising of Mohammad AH

Khan Ghandapur DIG (E & I) 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. That the appellant submitted reply to the charges leveled in the sheet

by explaining his position in detail. (Copy of the reply to the charge

sheet is attached as annexure “C’j.

5. That the inquiry committee without considering the submission of the

appellant, illegally, partially and by violating the relevant laws

recommended the appellant for major punishment. (Copy of the

inquiry report and findings are attached as annexure “D

6. That on 17/06/2015 on the recommendation of inquiry committee, the

, respondent # 2 passed the impugned order of dismissal from service of

the appellant vide his office # S/3229-5I/I5 dated 17/06/2015. (Copy

of impugned order dated 17/06/2015 is attached as annexure “E”).

7. That the appellant being aggrieved from the order of respondent # 2 

on 15/7/2015 preferred depanmental appeal before respondent # 1 for
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setring aside the impugned order of respondent # 2. (Copy of the 

departmental appeal preferred before the appellate authority is 

attached as annexure “F”).

8. That sufficient time has lapsed after filing the departmental appeal and 

order from the appellate forum has been passed or conveyed to the 

appellant, therefore as required u/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 on the following grounds

r

no

GROUNDS: -

a. That the findings of the respondents U 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 provided under KPK, Police

Rules 1975, has been given to explain the allegations leveled in 

the statement of allegation which was mandatory under rule 3

of the rules as the alleged conduct was hot covered under the

proviso of security of Pakistan, where such opportunity was not

to be given. Thus the spirit of relevant provision is violated

which it self smack mala fide and discrimination on the part of 

respondents. Similarly appointment of inquiry committee 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 impugned order.

Similarly the procedure provided in rule 6 of KPK, Policec.

Rule, 1975 were also ruined as no explanation was called by 

the appellant u/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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d. That no final show cause notice was served on the appellant to

clarify his position at any stage of the proceedings.

e. That the proceedings initiated against the appellant were

carried out in his absentia has no right of cross examination

was provided to the appellant as basically the inquiry was

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

appellant is still kept in dark if the author of complaint was

appeared or summoned during the course of inquiry. In both 

the cases the appellant had got right to cross examination the 

person who set the allegations so that real facts could be 

unearthed in the light of reply submitted to the statement of

allegation.

f That the other nature and sought of evidence considered by the 

inquiry committee/respondents # 3 & 4 was also not conveyed

to the appellant, thus his fight of defense was snatched there

fore was condemned unheard and such orders are never 

appreciated having been based on surmises, conjectures and

mere allegations.

That at the time-of appointment of inquiry committee theg-

respondent # 1 had clearly ordered that recommendations as to 

punishment or other appropriate action against the accused 

should be submitted within 10 days and it was no where

mentioned that in case of innocence of the accused he may be 

exonerated therefore having received a clear indication by 

respondents # 3 & 4, they being subordinate to respondent # 2 

acted under the given directions to punish the accused, have 

submitted their findings under the influence of respondent # 2

being his subordinates, thus the inquiry and findings are also

in violation of specific rules governing such inquiries and

smacks the intention of respondent # 2 discriminating the

appellant.
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?■ h. That it has been laid down in service laws that the official 

whose fate has been put at stake shall be present and the 

witnesses shall be' examined in his presence and he shall be 

afforded an. opportunity to cross examine the witnesses

whereas the appellant was condemned unheard and relevant

rules and regulations have been blatantly violated as the

witness/complainaht was examined in the absence of the

appellant.

i. That the inquiry committee/respondents H 3 & 4 were

requested by the petitioner, 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 the petitioner, therefore, there is sheer

violation, malice, mala fide and thus the whole proceedings are 

nullity in the eye of law.

j. 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 was produced 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.

k. 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.

1. 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 officials who 

participated in the encounter were awarded recommendations
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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.

It is therefore most humbly prayed that onPRAYER:-

acceptance of instant appeal impugned order of respondent # 2

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

aside and appellant reinstated in service with all back benefits

Ounder the law.

...APPELLANT
Through

Dated: 07/03/2016

(ZULFIQAR AHMAD)
Advocate High Court 

Abbottabad



I

r
BEFORE THE SERVICES TRIBUNAL KHYBER PUKHTUNKHWA

PESHAWAR

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

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

lockup Mansehra. ~,C\
■

APPELLANT

VERSUS

I Government ofKPK, throughChiefSecretary, 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.

2
3
4

RESPONDENTS

SERVICE APPEAL

AFFIDAVIT

I, Zulfiqar 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

court No such appeal is pending in any other court.
cZ

...DEPONENT

Dated 07/03/2016

i.
i
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r- BEFORE THE SERVICES TRIBUNAL KHYBER PUKHTUNKHWA

PESHAWAR

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

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

lockup Mansehra.

APPELLANT

VERSUS
Government ofKPK, 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
PETITION FOR CONDONATION OF DELAY

Respectfully Sheweth; -

• That the titled appeal is pending hearing before this Honorable

tribunal.

• That the delay in lodging the appeal^ if any^ 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 facie 

it is lodged on solid footings and balance of convenience is also in 

favour of appellant and a huge loss to the appellant will be caused 

if the un intentional delay is not condoned as the impugn orders 

are against law and facts.

PRAYER

It is therefore most humbly prayed that on acceptance of

instant petition delay may graciously be condoned in the best

interest of justice.

...APPELLANT

'rough
Dated: Dated: 07/03/2016

^LFIQAR AHMAD)
Advocate High Court 

Abbottabad.
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r"' BEFORE THE SERVICES TRIBUNAL KHYBER PUKHTUNKHWA
PESHAWAR

Abdul Waheed Khan S/0 Abdul Hameed Khan Caste Tanoli R/0 Ndrota, 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 & Inspection, KPK, Peshawar. 
Deputy Inspector General of Police, Finance & Procurement, CPO, Peshawar.

I
2
3
4

...RESPONDENTS

PETITION FOR CONDONA TION OF DELA Y

AFFIDAVIT

I, Zulfiqar Ahmed Advocate, High Court, Abbottabad, do hereby affirm

and declare on oath that the contents of forgoing petition for

condonation of delay are correct and true as information supplied

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

from this Honorable couruNo such appeal is pending in any other court.

PONENT

Dated 07/03/2016
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Olj FICE OF TilE 
INSFFCTOR GENERAL OF POLiCi^ 

KHYRER PAiaii UNKHWA 
Central Police Office, Peshawar

V

I) f SCI PL NARY ACTION

1, Naair. Khan Durriini, Inspector General of Police, Khy :)er :
i

Pakhtunkh\^a Peshawar being Completert Anlhorily, am o( the opinion that Mr. Abdul 

Waheed Khan the then DSP/Elilje i’orct, Mansehra have lendered himself, liable to 

proceeded cgainst, as he has co'mmitte| the following ac.s of omissions/commissit'ns ;
I ' ' ’

within the n caning ol the Khyberj PalUitu ikhwa Police Rule i 1975.

be i

OF ALLEGATIONSSrArElVlFNT

That as per complaint ol Dr. Jan Agha, helhas been directely/indirec^tly 

involved in the kidnapping- for ransom of his 

20.03.201,5 from Beer Road, Mansehra, and extortion of huge amount . or 

his release;

That lie .aas persistent repula ion of corruption and commonly known as a cojt ipt-. 

jjlice office)-;

That ho has tleveloped lines with the anti social elements and criminals of ■ 

the area'and support iHeir illegal activities; apd

1.

son Wahid Ullah on

II.

111.

■%

Tlial Jie Juis a vervjdodse clnd un'proffi.ssional command as a police offi'

Dlice amongsTgeneral public. !

;e!' irv.'

which have brought very f egative image of p

f inefficiency, disobedience, ■The said act of npglijpnK e depicts height c
I j •

altitude and lack of professionalism which amounts to grave mt.sconduct
I ^ ' I .his part wananting stem disciplinary action against him.

indiscipline on

' For the pLirpos>:: of scru inizing the conduct of the said olficer with 

reierenee to (he abo^‘e allegations, as j Inquiry OlTicer/Commiltee consisting of ihe 

following Officer (s) of Khybei Pakhlnnlcawa Police Rules 1975.

Mr. Muhammad Ali G indapur. DIG/E &I

li. Mr. Waqar-iid-Din. DIG/Finance & Procurement 

'fhe Inquiry CommiUee/olficer (s) shall, in accordance wil^h (he provision 

Llules, prr-vide reasonable cpportunity of hearing to the accused officers,
j I ' ^ 'i . ■ ' - s • 1

record and submit .’.ts iiiiding within 10 diiys of fhe receipt of thi.s ordiir,

i’ecommcnd::!lions as lo p'linishnient or other appropriate action against the accused 

Oiiicer.

1.

ol* the said
.j

i;

-N

!■

.-(NASIR khan DURRANI)
Inspector General of Police, 
^ Khyber Pakhtuiikliwa, 

P^shavvai'.,

- ;,1;. /J
,e

- .ji



,rv. OFFiCEOFTHE
JNSFECTOR General of police

KHYBERPAKIITUNKHWA I 
Central Police Office, Pcsliawar i

} it; m I%'
!■. )\-'-
■■H

CJIARQE SHEET

li, Inspector General . of Police, Kbyhe' 

itiiority, undrer Kiyber Pakhtuiikhwa Poiice 

you Mr. Abdul

Nasir Klian Diirra

■ Pa.kiiUniki'twa, Peshav/ar as Conipelcnl Ai 

rules 1975 (amended 2014) hcrelpy Char 

jM.n'ce, f/lanselira as Ibllows;- j

1,

iiWaheed .Khan, DSP/.Elite

direclly/indireclly involvedJan Agha, you are'I'hat as per complaint ol Dr. 
in the kidnapping for rn .isoni of his son Wahit. Ullah on 20.0a.2015 fiotn

1.

id extortion of huge amount for his release;Beer Rc'ud, Mansehr'a, a 

That you have persisteni rcjiutation of corruption and commonly kno'-vnas
11.

a corrupt piice officer; i
That you have developt^d links with the anti social elements a:n;l

)port their illegal activities; and i
111.

criminals of the area and su 
That you have ayvery'looie and un-pi'of-^sional command as a police

very negative image of police amongst genera!
iv.

olTicer 'viiich have brought 

public. , :
< u appear to be guilty of misconduel under tijic ^ 

id have rendered yourself liable to all or any
By'reason of the abovq, yr 

.unkhwa Police Rules; 19 '5 

specified m Ibe said H-iiles.

You are tiiercfore, idirccleii to submit your \

i'
4

Rhyber Pakh 

ihc penalties

a

/ritten defense within seven

he receipt,of this Cha;rge|sheet to the Enquiry Cjfficer/CommiUee..

should reaches the Enqinry
07) days of i/

V
I if any,dcfens'i,

'OlTicer/Commitlee v/idii.a the sjicciOeQ period, ibiling which it shah be presumed ti.
Your 'vriUen

ii

delbnse to pul in and in that i^ase ex-parte action shall be taken against yoi 

You are directed to inlimale whether you desire to be heard m person
you have no

or

odierwise.
i
t enclosed.A staten::eni of allegation i

K lAN OUR'liANI) 
'■Inspector General of Police, 

Khyber PaklituniJ'ivva',

k'iU.

?

\ Pdshawar.' ' :\

\
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IpOi5

', .:,;jaor-General of

ivl-or pv^'khtun khawc^ Teshav^/er

j?jcv. Hepiv of ch3n4^- sheet ieveied against me

;^Oi03ci:ed Slv

vO-h -roe reference to charge sheet issued by your good self 1 want to state that
<

i; ^ r.ltargesheet ieveicci against me are cotally baseless and based on malafide intention,' 
:vio ivcition cncMiabie tn be set a side.

bu.i'ore filing conipiaint against, rne to your honour .the compiainent also moved ac; 
•.n.r.acation in P.S Lassaii hiav^/sb in v^/hict: was compiledi>«a^ in D.D 22 dated 25/3/2015 by one, 

./•cree-f S/0 iTioiiaminad Fa-eed cast Afghan R/0 camp no.12 Distt Haripur has stated that his 
'^oo-ic;' najeeb uiiai'i and one waheed iuilan S/Ojan agha resident of camp no 12 haripur were 

e:, away ;Voin bee: road by dye unknown persons on 20/3/2015. After five days of so caiied 
.-..r.rn'.e, (copy of D:j is annex )siiTi!iarly on 1/4/2015 Jan agha 3/0 rnohammad Uilah

crpc bv i.O. after 11/12 da/s of alleged occiirance,3nd in iV:: 
rrrternenc hif; did rioi ci'crr;:..:-; any persoi^ i idnapping or abduc.ion.for ranson'i or any extorvion of 

I nge amount against any pe.i'son nor rny name was mentioned in the statement.

: •■;;r:;rn!M. was recrodev' n/

pii. !w-;ieeb uNah 5/0 iv'ioharnmad farooq himself appeared before the 10 and recorded his 

•n.aierneiit U/S 161 crpc or. 4/4/2015, where in he did not levelled any allegation of ransom

'■'I: I a Tided unkficwn nc; soris.

2; :Jii'nii.;ii ly s-taternenc ol mohammad ipbai S/0 Said arif ca.' L afghan R/0 camp no 15 haripur 
;■ id kaicos 5/0 Zahir casv afghan R/0 camp no 12 haripui .were recorded by local police in 

Zimni ivurnber 4 dated 23/3/2015 which is very important and according to local police alleged 
occurance seems, to be piorted and creats serious doubt about the occurance, Which cleEirly 

:',:.;ws that a self created story ha's been manipulated against rne on the application of persons 
'.•'■WL known to the compiainanl.

nductee wa'vc-ed ullah S/0 Jan agha was also appeared himself andd'/; 11/5/2013 alieged

reached home but he did not approach 'ihe police or. i.O nor his father informed police,about

n;s sons and strangley avoiding to face local police because of reason best known to them, and 
a-'/oiding for recording any statement to local police till today, (copy of zimni is attached)
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(v) That the complainant before your goodself is personally known to me and has a good 

cordial relations with me. I can,t Imagine or even think of the basless allegations which were 

leveled against me by the complainant.

(iv)That the real facts are that, the complainant borrowed from me Rs eight lakhs (800000) by 

pretending that he is in a critical position as earlier stated that the complainent has a cardial 
relationship with me therefore I gave him the money,against which he handed over to me his 

vehicle no. Islamabad UW 634 black XU 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 I have not such a huge amount, therfore I 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/alle'gation I want to explain that, I am serving in police department 
for almost twenty years and I 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 
rny service Is that ,l 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 I 
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
r.

3.Liberia 2010-9-2011

1 have performed my duties to the best of my abilitles,in this respect 1 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 my almost twenty year of service I was posted in 

different police stations as SHO. During my posting I apprehended most wanted criminals and 

drug paddlers. During my posting as SHO city mansehra I apprehended 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 I 
suspended and awarded major punishment reasons best known to high ups.

was

ib
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amount of drugs and arrested drug . ■)-

During my posting as SHO city and PS Saddaer 1 seized huge .. , .
paddlers. which after my posting such huge amount of drugs ware never been captured by locai

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

SHO PS Darband Distt mansehra ! apprehanded the most wanted criminal 

firing. Again police officials in the raid were peromoted and 1 

and other officials recommendation letter is attached)

During my postingas 
of Distt maansehra after cross 

ignored again (copy of FIR

was

IV it is submitted that through out my carrier I remained in different police
well. ! remained on key post of(4) In reply of para

Hazara region and also served in other regions asstations in
District Police and 1 never show any loose or un 
hardworking and outstanding professional behaviour 
Force couple of time during year 2014-2015 ,and during these posting my superior officers were

professional command,rather due to
given task of acting SP hazara Elite

my

I was

always satisfied with my performence.

Another unblamable carrier of my service is that I never ever indulge in such like 

gations rather that 1 have captured the very renowned proclaimed offenders ,druE paddlers 
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 1 was given task in the UN mission and 

honoured by UN letter of appreciations due to my professional skills and devotion to

alle

was

got three appreciations letters during rhy service in UN. (appreciation
examplery for otherWords my country , I 

letters copy one 
police officers. 1 remained

it is/therefore, humbly i 
kindly be set a side and a 
he filed a baseless, false allegation against me.

attached). During my service in UN I always served as an

key post in UN missions.on
requested /prayed that charge /allegations levelled against 
criminal proceeding may also be initiated against the complainant, as

me may

0
(Waheedkhan)

DSp(suspended)CPO peshawer
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FiKDINGS:

I
After going thrjiugh the entire record, state 

police officials, the following has been condiiuded;

lifent and examini
/>

DSP Waheed Khan ard

!
his friends namely (1) Iqbal 

Farooq, (3) Katcur s/o Zahir in their personal
The applicant’s son namely Wahid pllah oip 20-03-2015 with 

s/o Syed Arab (2) Najeeb Ullah s/o Al'am

n Motor Car bearing Registration No.6241 Lahore were kidnapped byvehicle Mehra
unknown persons on gun point. He rushed to Police Station Lassan Nawab where he 

was told that an application has already jbeen filed by Mr.Sharif, the brother of Najb
j .

Ullah and they are doing; work on that appi cation.

In Haripur applicant was handed over a sealed envelope by a Shop Keeper Mr.Sh(;r 

Rehrnan s/o Agha Gui and said that a girl having veil on her face gave him the envelope 

and bn its opening the applicant'found^ a r'leniory card in it. In it he hearc the recorded

3n and another Najib Ul ah. The applicant’s spn was saying and weepirg ;

Rupees 02 crpre.
voices of his s 

to save him fro m the hands of the abdUctois by paying them

visi ed to Police Sta:ion Lassan Nawab San bOn 25-03-201 3. the applicant again 
alongwith a Police Officer namely Wahedd Khan, DSP wh(j) was personally known o 

him and handed over the Memory Card and photographs of his son and Mr.Najib UlU-h

ii.

to one Muhammad Tariq AS!, w^ho recorded the statement of the applicant just for h s
I

satisfaction. Mr.Sharif, the brother of Najib Ullah was also pressurizing the applicant thpt

his son took his brothei Iraudutently.

Vi After 20 days one of the kidnapee Najeefo Ullah was released. While son of applica 

was kept in hide.

( \y.
K

DSP. Waheed Khan for help and assistance. ; 

him at Silk Way Hotel Mansehra and. asked : 

^e\^ Lac) with h\i\]. The applicant was aga 

and accordingly th
3P v;as present; The applicant handed ov

V. The applicant hgain coniact with the said , 

The said DSP called the applicant; to yisit 

him to bring F[s. 11.00,000/- {Rupt^es iEle' 
asked to arrive at Bidra Chowk Mapsejira

\ n\
3 applicant arrived at abo .it-No

erA 7 p.rn in evenjing time where the |said D
and on next day tiie apfjlicant-was called from phone number 342-\

Rs.11,00.000/-
0787724 on hie phone number 0308-S:>09i77 with the conseint of the said DSP Waheed

\

Khan and conversation v/as made upto the some extent.

/I. On 30-11-2015 the said DSP again called 'he applicant to visit his OTiSce situated at nep 

Lady Garden Abbottabad and the applicant reached there at about 11 a.m. He was

U1U svii u:.'Ii l*l>***



15,pO|,COO/-^Fvd U?.o<ii^ars 2500/- to find his sc^rVasked by the DSP to arrange more 

safely and successfully. The applicant repli^' that he had not yet availab e

Rs.15,00,000/- however he brought a vetiicle XL! Model 2012 against Rs.15,00,000^

to present but his son should be handed overand also paid US dollars 2500/- and ready 

to him. Upon request the said DSR asKed
for the cetermination of its price. Tihe applicant handfed over his said vehicle 1|o

the applicant to take the vehicl.e to the show

room
DSP Waheed Khan alongwiih registration Book.

DSP called to seme unknown persons thatIn the presence of the applicant the said 

Mr:Wahid Ullali should be brought to th
VII.

:te requisite place and ksked the applicant to rea
:hed at the spot he saw aat Ziarat Chov'k of village Bedarra an|d w 

vehicle waiting for him bearing registration LIT 4260 FX. The driver on duty cautione 

with his hand and asked!,to follow him. The applicant has been following the said vehic

hen applicant rea
d

e

and when they reached at near residence of Nawab Zada Farooq Khan, Ex Tehs il
bearing registration number LXD 7834Nazim, suddenly a motor car of blue co 

appeared front of them and the son of the
I

over to the applicant.

our
applicant Wahid Ullah came out and handdd .

? -i

On 30-04-2011), in the presence of I.B personnel applicant presented hjis son before

was released aftdr paying ransom alongwilh
Vill.

DPO Manshera and was told that his son
i

motor car through DSP VVaheed K^an

.1
ected the allegatipns and stated in his rep y 

good cordial relations wi^h
Qn the other fand DSP.Waheed Ifhap reIX.
that applicant Ian Agha is personally knov^/n to him and has

;omplainant borrowed from him Rs.8,OO,O0C /-him. He added that real facts are that, he 
by pretending that he is in a critic’al posi:ion. He gave hirp the money against which 

applicant handed over him his mptor car fjio.Islamabad UW 634 Black XLI model 2012 

alongwith documents. He{DSP) took Rs.5,i00,000-/ from his friend Amir Khan Advocaie 

and handed over him vehicle and documents. Later-on vehicle v/as taken by local police

of PS City from Aamir Khan.

while FIR in the case was registered c|nK. The incident took place on 20-03-2015
03.06.2015 after conducting enquiry u/s 157(1) Cr.P.C.

/

.4i4ui<, USP KfupJ...;r.lc.V-‘s* Uli; i:AI
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The enquiry C(j)mmittee has reached to the| following conclusion:-
y Wahid Ullah was abducted on 20-03-201 

but only daily diary was registered on 25-03-2015 and after lapse of 3 months i 

a heinous cognizable offence on 06 03-2015 proper FIR was registered, when h 

was already got released after payment of Rs.11.00,000-/, 2500 dollars and or 

motor car.

•••

5V' The son of the afjplicant Jan nameI.

n

e

e

Waheed Khan and applicant dan Agha aieIt has Been established that DSPII.

closed friend. DSP Waheed Khan 1atly rejected the allegations apd stated th at
bor owed from'him Fs,8 lakhs anB in return he 

recovered by Police oeing case p^roperty of ti
the real issue is that applicant 

gave him motor car which was 

said kid lap case.

I
e

OSF’ Waheed Khan properly played a role of 

.r between the applicant and kidnappers, which being police officer he 

was not required to do so. This|shows personal involvement and interest of DSP
I

Waheed Khan in Ihe plot of abduction..

3een established thatiii. It has

facilitate

This is lame excuse of DSP Waheed Khan that matter of motorcar is actual y

and applicant. On one hand DSP Waheed 

of applicant but: on other hand when the 

^manding back his money in shape of motor

IV.

matter of cash-nexuS between hirr 

Khan confessed that he is friend

applicant was in problem he was d
confessed that he was handed over motor car which was recovered By

«
• car. He

PS CitI Police from his friend Aamir Khan’s housd. This, shows that he ws 
■ . ■ ' I j . ■ ■ . ' • : • .

actually involved in the transaction c f ransom money.

s

Recommendation.

In view of the above, the instant caise \s a i example of kidnapping ft^ ransojr^'ifi which
AllegatioiVleveled againstDSP Waheed was actually involved, dlongwith kidnappers.

DSP Waheed Khan have been proved [jeyond doubt, therefore, he (DSP Waheed
' \-

Khan) is recorhmended for major punishment. ./I
Submitted please. I

\

A
DR.WAQAR UDDN SYp

Deputy inspector Gene\;al of Police
PO,

's. IVIUHAWIMAD ALI KHAN
Deput ‘ Inspector General of Police, 

Enquiry & Inspection 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 

Peshawar.

Finance & Ppeurement, C 
Peshawar.

:c>!
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.d*;‘i/^/f’T'I OFFICE OF THE
INSl’ECTOR GENERAL OF FOLICE 

KHYiiER rAKHTUNIOiWA 
Central Police (j>lTice, Peshawar

No. S/ -S"/ /15; Dated Peshawar the[/7/^^/20

••''W 1- V''ijm

D. i

I,
ORDER

•I.iThis
Khan, DSP/Elile

order will di.spose olil'ilie dtparlmenlal proceeding initiated against Wahced ■ 
Force Uislrici Maiisehra. On the basis of complaint' submitted to 

DPO/Mansehra by ^r. Jan Agha received llirouph RPO/Hazara vide his memo: No. 451/C. Cdf 
dated 06.05.2015, lib was charge sheetedion he Jollowing allegalioiiis:-

That as per complaint of Dr. Jan A.glia, you are direclly/indireclly involved in he 
kidnapping for. ransom of his son Wahid Ullah on 20.03.2015 from Beer Road, 
Mansehra, aiKTextorlion of huge amount for his release;
That you have persistent repulaiion of corruption and commonly known a;: a 
coiTLij^t plice officer;
That you have developed links With the anti social elements and criminals of he 
area and support tlieir illegal activities; and
Thai you have a very loose and un-professional command as a police officer 
which have bcougM very negative image of police amongst general public.

1.

n.

ni.

!V.

/as issued charge sheel/siaicmenl of allegations vide No. 8/3035-36/15, da ed. . 
r. Mtihammad Ali J-Chan, DIG/E&I and Dr
ry ofheers. The iriisconduc of DSP/Waheed Khan was inquired (hroigh ; 
The eii([uiry commiUee al: o heard him in person and he; was given lull i 

id himse!t'but failed to si ow any plausible reasv n in his favour. •,
i '

The enquiry commiltee i :su anided its finding report which confirmed he: 
allegations against him beyon'i any iota (if doubt he is recommende 1 for major punishment.

Now llierefcre i Nasir Khan iburrani, Inspectrof General of Police, Khyher 
Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar being • Competent' At thoriiy, perused the recommendations of die 
enquiry committee,'am satisfied that the charges against DSi^ Walieed Khan (under suspension) 
stand proved as such and in exercise of powers jvesled under Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules 
1975 (amended 2014), impose upon him major penally of dismissal from service from the date of 
suspension.

He V
20.05.2015 and V 
appointed as eiiqiii 
enquiry committee, 
opporluiiiiy to defei

2.
Waqar-ud-Din Syed wu'e

3.

4.

Order announced.5.

/(NASIR KHAN DUKIL^VNI)
Inspecibr General of Police, 

Khyper Pakhtunkhwa, 
Peshawar i

:

)f the above is Jorwardedito l!ie: 
tioiial Insjiectors Gerjeraj of 
s in Kiiybor l-’akhvunkhwa.

Copy (
1. Ail Add
2. All RPC

'olice Khyber Pak itunkhvva.

3. All DIsCp in Khyber Pakhiiinkh.wa.
4. Commandant, Blilc Force, KliybCr Pa|khtunkhwa, Peshawar.
5. RPO/Ha Abbottabad with tlie remarks that he should also be able to join 

investigation of main case and if lie i.^ found guilty he shall be challaiied.
6. The Accountant General of Khyber P ikhtunkhwa l^esliawar.
7. PSO to IGP, CPOrPeshawar.

hetzara

8. PRO CPO, Pesha war.
9. PA to DIG/Headqu.ai ters Khyber Pak itunkhvva.
10. PA to AIG/Eslablishment CPO Peshawar, 
i!. Office Supdt: E-I, CPO l|esi!awar.
12. Inchargq Cfontral Rcgisirary CPO.
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BEFORE THE CHIEF SECRETARY KHYBER 

PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR

Subject: DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL/REPRESENTATION

AGAINST THE ORDER DATED 17.06.2015

WHEREBY THE INSPECTOR GENERAL OF

PAKHTUNKHWAKHYBERPOLICE

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 

departmental ap|)eal/representation are as

under: -

1. That, the Appellant was appointed as
j;

Assistant 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 Appellant

while posted as SHO, PS City Mansehra had

killed a. suicider at the main gate of police

Station City Mansehra when the said suicider

tried to enter the gate of police Station City 
? !

Mansehra. The Appellant was suspended 

instead of being rewarded for saving the police 

station as well as the human lives from havoc.

J
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1. J
*•'

The other police officials were rewarded and 

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 officials who 

participated in the encounter were awarded 

recommendations etc, but the Appellant was 

blessed with any prize nor with any 

recommendations.

2.

never

account of hisThat, the Appellant on 

outstanding service record and performance
3.

sent to Bosnia, Kosovo and Liberia and hewas
successfully delivered the best.

That, the^Appellan; while posted as DSP Elite 

suspended and charge sheet 

of allegation was

4.

Force was

alongwith statement 

communicated to him and a reply was sought

from him with regard to the allegation 

contained in the statement of allegation, the 

Appellant- submitted a detailed reply refuting 

all the allegations through the written reply.
i

(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
5.

the inquiry wherein the statement of the 

complainant was recorded, but despite the

Appellant forrequest , of the cross
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denied to theexamination, the said right was 

Appellant.

That, the inquiry committee after conducting 

the inquiry submitted his findings alongwith

recommendation to

6.

theconclusion and 

Inspector General police KPK Peshawar.

(Copy of the findings of the inquiry committee are 

annexed herewith).

bn the recommendation of inquiry 

General of police KPK
7. That,

committee, Inspector 

Peshawar imposed major penalty of dismissal
offrom service from the date ..of suspension

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

dated Peshawar the 17.06.2015.

annexed(Copy of the order dated 17.06.2015 is 

herewith).

the Appellant being aggrieved from theThat,
impugned order seeks the gracious indulgence

8.

Honour inter alia, on the followingof Your 

grounds: -

f

GROUNDS

That, the order of dismissal from service is
rules and regulations, 

perverse.

1.

against the law 

arbitrary,
constitutional, discriminatory and without

un-fanciful,

ir.
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lawful authority hence liable to be struck 

down.

That, no show cause notice has ever been 

served to the Appellant/appellant.
11.

iii. That, it has been laid down in service laws 

that th'e official whose fate has been put at 

stake shall be present and the witnesses shall 

be examined' in his presence and he shall be 

afforded an opportunity to cross examine the

the Appellant was

(

witnesses whereas 

condemned unheard and relevant rules and

regulations have been blatantly violated as the 

witness./ complainant was"'examined in the 

absence of the Appellant.

That, according vo law and rules/ regulations, 

the, witnesses shall be examined on oath and 

thereafter the person shall be provided an

IV.

opportunity to cross examine the witnesses
case the inquirybut in this particular 

committee/ officers has refused to afford the

opportunity of cross examination.

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 

the law and rules/regulations have been 

completely overlooked by 

committee and on

V.

case,
the inquiry 

this score the
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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 the

VI.

Appellant, therefore, there is sheer violation,

and thus the wholemalice, malafide 

proceedings are nullity in the eye of law.

vii. That, the inquiry committee Has not given any

weight to tlie written reply of the Appellant
allowed while thenor the Appellant was 

statement pf; complainant was recorded and

opportunity of cross-examination wasno
provided to the Appellant. Similarly the 

was not examined in thecomplainant
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 tp be struck down.

presence

/

viii. That, the inquiry committee has not given any 

findings against the charge No.(ii), (hi) and (iv) 

given in the charge sheet which clearly shows 

that no iota of evidence is available against 

the Appellant.
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sheet,That, as per charge No.(i) of the charge
evidence oral or in documentary form has

IX.

no
produced by the complainant against the

witness of handing
been
Appellant. Similarly, no 

over arid taking over of ransom money was

produced before the inquiry committee and

the Appellant was 

the fake, fabricated story of the complainant 

which is full of contradictions and doubts.

dismissed from service on

That, the complainant changed his
which he appeared i.e.

version on
X.

all the forums on 

before the 1.0 in police Station Lassan Nawab 

under section 161 Cr.PC), before(Statement
Mansehra (application against thethe DPO

Appellant), before the Judicial Magistrate, 

Mansehra and Isefore the Judicial Magistrate,
under section 1.64Abbottabad (Statements 

Cr.PC) which 

complainant as 

upon in any manner 

statement are annexed herewith).

makes the whole story of the

doubtful and cannot be relied 

whatsoever. (Copies of the

That, it is also pertinent to note that how an
a huge amount

vehicle whereas it is obvious 

Afghan Refugees cannot retain 

immovable property in Pakistan.
the name of the

XI.

Afghan Refugee arranged 

alongwith the 

that an 

movable or
The vehicle was not in 

comiilainant and he has not produced any 

from where he got the vehicleevidence that 

and the money and in whose presence, the
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amount as well as the vehicle was handed 

over to the Appellant.

PRAYER: -

therefore, most humbly prayed that on 

of instant Departmental appeal/
It is,
acceptance
representation, the impugned order dated 

17.06.2015 may please be set aside and the
r. '

appellant may kindly be reinstated iin service

with all back benefits.

Dated 15.07.2015

WAHEED KHAN, 
Ex-DSP Elite 

KPK Police.

I
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