
•i=»

BEFORE THE HONORABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICE TRmUNAL, PESHAWAR

K
M
f:

Service Appeal No. 1873/2023 
Amjad Saeed
Ex-Constable No.90

Appellant

Versus

Deputy Inspector General of Police, 
Kohat Region Kohat & others Respondents

INDEX

DESCRIPTION ANNEXURE PAGE NO.S.NO

Parawise Comments 1-21.

Copy of FIR A 3-42.

Copy of bail application B3. 4-5

Copy of Charge Sheet, finding report of 
enquiry officer, dismissal order_________
Copy of appellate authority order vide 
No. 1806/EC, finding report of denove 
enq& order of compulsory retirement
Copy of order of departmental Appeal

C, C-1 & C-2 6-94.

D, D-1 & D-2 10-135.

146. E

Affidavit 157.

8. Authority letter 16

Deponent



BEFORE THE HONORABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICE TRIBUNAL. PESHAWARir

Service Appeal No. 1873/2023 
Amjad Saeed
Ex-Constable No.90

..........Appellant

'^'servrcrT^h^.t

Versus No.

Deputy Inspector General of Police 
Kohat Region Kohat & others Respondents

PARAWISE COMMENTS ON BEHALF OF RESPONDENTS N0.1 & 2.

As per report of DPO Karak:-
(SAJ^t5'AHWIAD)PSP 

(District Police Officer, Karak)

Respectfully Sheweth:-

Preliminarv Obiectlons:-

That the appellant has got no cause of action to file the instant appeal.

The appellant has got no locus standi to file the instant appeal.

That the appellant is stopped by his own conduct to file the instant appeal.

That the appeal is bad in eyes of law and not maintainable.

That the appellant has not approached the honorable Tribunal with clean hands.

I.

II.

V.

V.

Facts:-

Correct to the extent of his appointment in police department.

Correct, the appellant alongwith other accused was directly charged in case FIR 

No.540 dated 27.10.2022 u/s 324,353,427/34 PPC/17-AA police station Yaqoob 

Khan Shaheed Karak. Copy of FIR as annexure-A.

Incorrect, the appellant bail petition was dismissed by the Additional Session 

Judge Tehsil Takht-e-Nasrati, Karak as there were sufficient incriminating 

materials were available on the file to connect the accused / appellant with the 

commission of offence. Copy of bail application as annexure-B.

Incorrect, proper Charge Sheet & Statement of Allegation was issued to the 

appellant and SDPO Banda Daud Shah was appointed as enquiry officer to 

ascertain the conduct of delinquent police official. The appellant was found guilty 

of the charges by the enquiry officer. The appellant was afforded an opportunity 

of personal hearing but the appellant failed to advance any plausible reply in his 

defence. He was dismissed from service vide OB No.639, dated 01.12.2022. 

Copy of Charge Sheet, finding report of enquiry officer and dismissal order as 

annexure-C, C-1 & C-2.

The appellant was reinstated by the appellate authority subject to the conducting 

of denove enquiry. The appellant was reinstated into service and subsequently

1.

2.

3.

4.

5.
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^ 6

awarded punishment of compulsory retirement from service having a lenient view 

upon the appellant family vide OB No.267, dated 06.07.2023. Copy of appellate 

authority order vide No. 1806/EC, dated 08.02.2023, finding report of denove 

enquiry and order of compulsory retirement as annexure-D, D-1, D-2.

Reply already submitted in para-5 above.

The appellant departmental appeal was rejected by the appellate authority being 

devoid of merit. Copy of order as annexure-E.

Incorrect, the appellate authority dealt the departmental appeal of the appellant in 

accordance with the law & rules.

The appellant plea is not maintainable in law, liable to be dismissed on the 

following ground.

Jf

6.

7.

8.

9.

Grounds:

A. Incorrect, the appellant was dealt in accordance with law & rules.

B. Incorrect, the enquiry officer conducted enquiry fairly and transparently in 

accordance with the Police Efficiency and Disciplinary Rules-1975 and found the 

appellant guilty of the charges.

C. Incorrect, the charges leveled against the appellant were proved beyond any 

shadow of doubt by the enquiry officer in the first stage of dismissal and 

subsequently on the basis of denove enquiry proceedings.

D. Reply already submitted in paras 4 & 5 of facts above.

E. Incorrect, the enquiry conducted by the enquiry officer and the orders passed by 

the respondent No.1 & 2 are in accordance with the law & rules.

F. Incorrect, the appellant badly failed to prove his innocence during course of 

enquiry nor produced any solid proof / eye witnesses in his defence.

G. Incorrect, criminal proceedings and departmental proceedings against a public 

servant are entirely different is one relates to the enforcement of criminal liability 

and the other is concerned with the service discipline. Reliance is placed on 2023 

PLC (CS) 555.

H. The respondents may also be allowed to advance an additional ground at the 

time of arguments.

Prayer:

In view of the above, it is humbly prayed that the appeal contrary to facts, law & 

rules, devoid of merits and not maintainable may graciously be dismissed with costs, 

please.

(SAJJM) AHMAD)PSP
District Police Officer, 

Karak
(Respondent No.2)

(SH SP.'S.ST 
Regional Police Officer, 

Kohat
(Respondent No.1)
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Accused/petiti 

and Muhammad
loners, Amjad Saeed s/o Zar B 

s/o Rasool Badshah

> District Karcik,

'idshaii 

both r/o KJtada Banda.
Vasir

Tehsil Takhi-e-Nasrati 

dated 27.10.2022 

Talcht

for grant of post 

Learned

learned Dy.PP for Stat

i

charged case FIR # 540^ 

PPC/l 7-AA of Police Stationo/s 324/353/427/34 pi

-e-Nasrati, Di.strict Karaik, have ^*Pproached this Co lilt
-arrest bail.

2.
counsel for accused/petitione

rs and Mr. Zaftan Uilnli.

e present. Record-received.
3, Arguments heard and record perused.

surfaced from record that the4. It is
accused/petitioner Amjad 

alongwith
petitioner Muhammad Yasir was chased'by the police 

the process, they attempted at the lives

aeedi who is* servjng police constable,
accused/

party and in

of police officials and

official vehicJe got damaged, however, their effort for escape was

spoiled by tJie police and they were arrested and from the 

bearing U AVM-986/Sindh huge quantity of anns and 

as well as six fake number plates and one pair of police uniform 

were recovered. The mode and manner in which the accused/,

petitioners wore nrrqsted speak about their high handedness.
I ' • 1 rJ I > UQKS, Karafe,

of the Hcciisod/pctitioner la a serving police official ana lie

motorcar

ammunition
i

Tt

SO, one
‘ V“ r

1.
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taking ndvnnlag^ of his position by attempting to smuggle - 

huge quantity of arms and ammunition, however, (heir attempt 

spoiled by the police. At the moment sufficient incriminating 

material is available on file to connect the accused/petitioners with 

the commission of offence. Furthermore, the offence witii which the 

accused/petitioners are stand charged, fails in the restrictive clause 

of section 497 Cr.P.C. Enlarging the. accused/petiiioncrs 

would encourage the likeminded people

hence, the CoUrt is not inclined to release the.accused/petitioners 

bailj.resultantly the Bail Petition is/hereby, dismissed

File be .consigned to record room'after necessary completion 

. and compilation. )

was

was

on bail

to repent the offence.

on

5.

I
Announced:
11.11,2022

ASJv'
. *

f

■t*

Deputy of l*loice
l lQiivS, Kamk' '

i



/69No. /Enq
Haled .'7/ /202?

CHARGE SHEET

Police Officer, Karak, as a competent 
Constable Amjad Saaed No. 90 (suspended)

1, khan ZEB, District

authority, hereby charge you 

Police Lines Karak as follows -

ConsWble Amiad S.ead No. 90 have diraolly bean 

540 dated 27.10.2022 u/s 324. 353, 427, 17AA, 

Constable Amjad Saeed No.
on seeing the

"You
charged/involved in case FIR No.
34 PPC PS Yaqoob Khan Shaheed. Moreover, you

at Nakabandi but you Constable
reached to place of occurrence at

90 were indicated for stopping
vehicle andPolice party, speed up your

Lakarki turn wherein you 
a result of which the Police party strategically arrested you with other co-accused

Rasool Badshah r/o Khada Banda and registere 

02-Kalashnikov, 01-Kalakov. 01-

: Vehicle asConstable hit and tried to damage the Govt

namely Muhammad Yasir s/o
aforementioned FIR and recovered

Repeater, 34-Pistol, 14100-Rounds, and 71-Magazines
your part and shows your malafide intention and

. This act on your part is

the alongwith the Police

uniform. This is quite adverse on
willful breach in the discharge of your official obligations

misconduct."against service discipline and amounts to gross

commission/omission, constitute miss-conduct 
Notification No. 3859/Legal,

By the reason of your
under Police disciplinary

^dated 27,08.2014) Govt: of 
^\0

rendered your-setf liable ^ 

1975 ibid

1.
Rule-1975 (amendment

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Police Department, you have
in Police Rule-to all or any of the penalties specified3'

defense within 07-days 

Officer
therefore, required to submit your written 

charge
You are2 sheet to the enquirythisreceipt of

^pp/) is hereby appointed for the purposeof the

fi
ot conducting enquiry

should reach to the Enquiry OfficerYour written defense if any 

stipulated period, failing which shall be presumed that you have no 

in that case ex-parte action shall bo taken against you
Within a 

defense to put in and
Intimate whether you desire to be heard In person. 
A statement nt allegation is enclosed.3

4,

KarakDistrict Police
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No. 3^ A yBDS

i.

Dated^3jJi,/2022
f‘
V PINDINGS

• ---•
Kindly this is in response to your good Office Charge Sheet No. 162/Enq dated 

31.10.2022, issued to Constable Amjad Saeed No. 90 (Suspended) Police Lines Karak with the 

following allegations.

STATEMENT OF ALLEGATIONS

That Constable Amjad Saeed No. 90 has directly been charged in case FIR No. 540 dated 

27.10.2022 u/s 324, 353, 427 17AA, 34 PPC PS Yaqoob Khan Shaheed. Moreover, Constable 

Amjad Saeed No. 90 was indicated for stopping at Nakabandi but Constable on seeing the 

Police party, speed up his vehicle and reached to place of occurrence at Lakarki 

Constable hit and tried to damage the Govt: Vehicle as a result of which the Police Party 

strategically arrested him with other co-accused namely Yasir s/o Rasool Badshah r/o Khada

and registered the aforementioned FIR and recovered 02-Kalashnikov, 01-Kalakov, 01-

Police uniform. This is

turn wherein

Banda
Repeater, 34-Pistol, 14100-Rounds, and 71-MagazineS along-with the 

highly adverse on his part and shows his malafide Intention, malpractices, and willful breach in 

the discharge of his official obligations, This act on his part is against service discipline and

amounts to gross misconduct.

enquiry Officer to dig out the real facts.Thus the undersigned was appointed as an

ENQUIRY PROCEEDIN_G,.

of an enquiry, the accused FC Amjad Saeed No. 90 written statement 

the Central Jail Karak (Enclosed). In which he divulges that he is behind
During the course 

has been brought from
central jail Karak and cannot provide any proof against him which should be made as 

a part of an enquiry. Further he will face the Court on charges leveled against him in order to

meet justice. Moreover, he was serving 

due to his duty he was implicated in this case.

the bar in

driver constable In Police Station Karak that's whyas a

CONCLUSION.

After going through all the available records the undersigned reached to the 

conclusion that Constable Amjad Saeed No. 90 has not provided any kind of proof against 

himself, and being port of the discipline force it is quite adverse on his part that he is Involved in 

criminals aHi^les which Imposed a bad image of Police force In general public , which is not 

only a shameful act but also a source of embarrassment for the entire Police force, therefore 

being involved In criminals activities and damaging the Govt: property the accused Constable 

Amjad Saeed No. 90 found guilty and he is recommended for Major punisbrAent, please.

plico officer-i'Sub Division
\ BvD ShahXKVal^-

J
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'/ gespectedSir.

Reference attached F/A
■■

It is submitted that Findings Report of the Enquiry Officer Mr. Irfan 

Khan, SDPO B.D.Shah on the departmental enquiry against Constable Amjad 

Saeed No. 90 (suspended) Police Lines Karak at F/B.

Submitted for perusal and further order, please.

s
w/dpo



CEI
This Order will dispose off the departmental enquiry against Constable 

Amjad Saeed No. 90 (suspended) of this district Police.

ggDER

Constable Amjad Saeed No. 90 has directly been charged/involved in

case FIR No. 540 dated 27.10.2022 u/s 324, 353, 427,17AA, 34 PPC PS Yaqoob Khan
indicated for stopping atShaheed. Moreover. Constable Amjad Saeed No. 90 

Nakabandi but the said Constable on seeing the Police party, speed up his vehicle and

at Lakarki turn wherein Constable hit and tried to

was

reached to place of occurrence 
damage the Govt: Vehicle as a result of which the Police party strategically arrested him

with other co-accused namely Muhammad Yasir s/o Rasool Badshah r/o Khada Banda 

and registered the aforementioned FIR and recovered 02-Kalashnil<ov, 01-Kalakov, 01-

14100-Rounds, and 71-Magazines along-with the Police uniform.

part and shows his malafide intention, malpractices,
. This act„on his part is

Repeater, 34-Pistol 
This is highly quite adverse on his 

and willful breach in the discharge of his official obligations 

against service discipline and amounts to gross misconduct.

. Mr. IrfanSheet and Statement of Allegations
Enquiry Officer to conduct proper 

submit findings in the

He was issued Charge
B.D.Shah was appointed asKhan, SDPO 

departmental enquiry against him and he was

Stipulated time.

directed to

. 90 has not

provided any kind of 3 bad image of the Police force

his part to invo ve in ^ embarrassment for the

Therefore, being involved in criminal activities and damaging the 

E.O recommended him for an award of major punishment.

on
in the genera! public. It is a

entire Police force. 
Govt; property, the

Keeping in view the above available record and facts on file, the perusal of

of the Enquiry Officer, he is found guilty of the 

member of the discipline Force,
, and recommendations

on the Police Force. Being a
activities and damaging the Govt: property stigmatize the 

in Police Force is no more required. Therefore,

enquiry papers
charges. He is a stigma 

his involvement in criminal 
Police department. His further retention 

in the exercise of the power conferred upon me 
Officer Karak as competent authority under Police Rules 1975 (amended in z014), 

hereby impose major punishment of dismissal from service upon defaulter Constable 

Amjad Saeed No. 90 with immediate effect.

i, KHAN ZEB Mohmand, District Police

OB No. _ 
Dated

i^e Officer, KarakDistrict P«I /^/2022 9

j



bistrlcT Police Officer^srak

Dated!/ ./y^. 2y4 ^23-
KOHAT REGIONR/KPOf lCE DEPTT:

r*"-

ORDER.

This order will dispose of a departmental appeal moved by
Ex: Constable Amjad Saeed No.90 of Karak district Police against the punishment order,/

passed by DPO Karak vide OB No. 639 dated 01.12.2022 whereby he was awarded major
the allegations of his direct involvement in

I
f

punishment of dismissal from service on 

criminal case vide FIR No. 540, dated 27.10.2022, U/S 324, 353, 427, 17-AA, 34, PPC

PS Yaqoob Shaheed district Karak.

Comments as well as relevant record were obtained from DPO Karak

and perused. He has 02 good & 04 bad entries to his credit. He was also heard in person 

in orderly room held in this office on 31.01.2023. During hearing, the appellant contended 

that the enquiry has not been conducted in a proper manner and denied the allegations 

leveled against him. The enquiry has not been conducted in a proper manner and de-novo 

enquiry is required to be conducted to meet the ends of justice.

DPO Karak is. therefore, directed to c-ondiict de-novo departmental' 
all codel formalities. Therefore, in sxercise of powers conferred

, amended 2014 Rules, Section 11(2), the
re-instated in/

enquii7 by completing
the undersigned under Police Rules 1975upon

order of'dismissal from service is 

service subject to the conduct oRdenove
eluded within the prescribed period

is hereby set aside and the appellant is
enquiry only . The enquiry should be conducted

nd must not be prolonged to give undue
and con 

favour to the alleged accused.

Order Announced 
31.01.2023

KHAN) PSP(DAR
Region Police Officer, 
^ Kohat Region.

/2023./EC, dated Kohat the —
District Police Officer, Karak for information and necessary 
fio 5799/EC, dated 28.12.2022. H.s Service Record is

No.
Copy to 

w/r to his office Memoaction 
returned herewith.

\

. (DAR AO KHAN) PSP 
Region Police Officer, 
^ Kohat Region.

District Police Olliccr 
Karak
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initiated against
,^'SIIER
r This Order will dispose off the detiovo departmental enquiry
/ Constable Amjad Saeed by the order of the W/RPO Kohat Region Kohat vide Order Endst: No

1806/EC dated 08.02.2023.

Facts are that Constable Amjad Saeed No. 90 has directly been charged/involved 

in case FIR No. 540 dated 27.10.2022 u/s^. 353^427, 17AA. 34 PPC PS Yaqoob Khan 

Shaheed. Moreover. Constable Amjad Saeed No. 90 was indicated for stopping at Nakabandi but 
the said Constable on seeing the Police party, speed up his vehicle and reached to place of 

at Lakarki turn wherein Constable hit and tried to damage the Govt: vehicle as aoccurrence
result of which the Police party strategically arrested him with other co-accused nameiy 

Muhammad Yasir s/o Rasool Badshah r/o Khada Banda and registered the aforementioned FIR 

and recovered 02-Kalashnikov, 01-Kalakov. 01-Repeater. 34-Pistol. 14100-Rounds and_^- 

Magazines alongwith the Police uniform. This is-highly quite adverse on his part and shows his 

malafide intention, malpractices, and willful breach in the discharge of his official obligations. This 

act on his part is against the service discipline and amounts to gross misconduct.

He was issued Charge Sheet and Statement of Allegations. Mr. Irfan Khan, the 

then SDPO B.D.Shah was appointed as Enquiry Officer to conduct proper enquiry against him 

and to submit his findings within the stipulated time.

The Enquiry Officer reported that Constable Amjad Saeed No. 90 has not provided 

any kind of proof against himself and being part of the discipline Force, it is quite adverse on his' 
part that he involved in criminals activities which imposed bad image of Police in general publr, 
which is not only shameful act but also a source of embarrassment for the entire Police 

department. Therefore, being involved in criminal activities and damaging the Govt: property 

accused Constable Amjad Saeed No. 90 is found guilty and the E.O recommended him for major 
punishment.

Keeping in view the above available record and facts on file, from the perusal of 

enquiry papers, and recommendations of the Enquiry Officer, he is found guilty of the charges 

and he was awarded major punishment of dismissal from service with immediate effect

Upon which, the said Constable approached and submitted 

reinstatement wherein the W/RPO vide his office order quoted above reinstated him subject to 

the conduct of de-novo enquiry only by completing all codel formalities.

appeal for hi3

As per directions, the de-novo departmentai enquiry was initiated and Mr. Nazir 
Khan, tho then SDPO Karak was appointed as Enquiry Officer to conduct de-novo departmem. i 

enquiry in the light of aforementioned 

findings report within the stipulated time.
order against Ex-FC Amjad Saeed No. 90 and submu
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inquiry Officer reported that accused Constable is indulged in the aforesn^i 
^ during the course of enquiry, he failed to provide any cogent reason in his defense

mber of discipline Force, his involvement in the criminal activities, use of official 
^uniorm, and create hurdles in peaceful atmosphere, his retention in the Police Force

mation to the Police Force. His involvement in smuggling of weapons is against the servico 

'scipline and amounts to gross misconduct. Therefore, the allegations leveled against him

cause

proved.

In view of the above position explained above, perusal of findings report and adopted 

all legal and codel formalities, and recommendations of the Enquiry Officer, he is found guilty cl 
e charges. However, putting lenient view upon his family, he is awarded major punishment ol 

compulsory retirement from service with immediate effect.

OB No. 9^7 
Dated / ol /2n?:^

Distrifct Police Officer, Karak
h

OFFICE OF THE DISTRICT POLICE OFFir.FR, kAPAt^ 

No. h /Enq, Karak’the dated /q 3- /2Q23
Copyof above is submitted to the Regional Police Officer, Kohat Region Kohat w/r 

to his office order quoted above for favour of information, please.

District Police Officer, Karak
■hr
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ORDEA•-f
. order will dispose of the departmental Karak
. 90 of Karak disttict Police against the or e 267.

whereby he was awarded major penalty of awarded major punishment of
dated 06.07.2023. Brief facts of the case 2.2022 on the allegations of Ins
dismissal from service vide DPO Karak • . ^24, 353, 427, 34 PPC,
involvement in a criminal case vide FIR No. 540 dat oi-Kalakov, Ol-Repcate^
17-AA PS Yaqoob Khan Shahecd. Moreov^ recovered from h,s

initiated against him and 
served with

Tins
Amjad Saeed No' Ns

which was

formalities submitted his findings wherein the appellant «as found g y

were
Proper denove

against him.
recommendations of the Enquiry Offi^eer "'e

awarded major punishment of eompu sory retirement
Karak vide OB No. 267dated 06.07.2023.

Keeping in view the 
circumstances, the delinquent ofneer 
from service by the District Police OfTicer,

was

preferred the instant appeal 
office of the undersigned on 
allegations leveled against him. However 
defense to prove his irmocencc.

appellant has been directly his possession. By involving himself in
of illegal arms and ^'"7"°" ^“ has rendered himself unfit for retention in a disciplined

rs.« M.g..ion.«.-.'"I”" •»» 1..-.!»•'' —«•" 

beyond any reason of doubt.
in view the above. 1, Shcr Akbar, PSP S.St, Regional Police Offi^cer,

to interfere with theKohat, being the^appeUate authority, do not find any justification, whatsoever
Ler passed by the DPO Karak. Hence, the instant appeal is hereby rejected, being devoid

merits.
Order Announced
29.08.2023

Regi^aLB^ice Off ccr, 
Kohat Region V/EC. Dated Kohat th<:?^/_^/2023

Copy forwarded to District Police Officer, Karak for information and necessary w/r 
to his office Memo: No. 3126/EC, dated 07.08.2023. His Service Record is relumed herewith.

2. vX' Ex Constable Amjad Saeed No.90 of District Karak.

No.
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BEFORE THE HONORABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICE TRmUNAL, PESHAWAR: ^

Service Appeal No. 1873/2023 
Amjad Saeed

. Ex-Constable No.90
Appellant

Versus

Deputy Inspector General of Police, 
Kohat Region Kohat & others Respondents

AFFIDAVIT

We the respondents do hereby affirm on oath that the 

contents of comments prepared in response to the above titled Service Appeal
are true and correct to best of our knowledge and belief. ^4- t s

HNe\'y
5 t’iv/c. j

\

(sajJad^mad) PSP 

District Police Officer, 
Karak

(Respondent No.2)

Regional Police Officer, 
Kohat

(Respondent No.1)

ATTESTB'^

i/ *cI
r



■i

/

,!t - ■

./
iS^- BEFORE THE HONORABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA

SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWARr-V
/

/ Service Appeal No. 1873/2023 
Amjad Saeed
Ex-Constable No.90

Appellant

Versus

Deputy Inspector General of Police, 
Kohat Region Kohat & others Respondents

Mr. Waqar Ahmad incharge legal of this District Police is hereby 

authorized to submit comments and any other documents on behalf 

of the undersigned in the titled above Service Appeal before the 

Honorable Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal, Peshawar.

3
DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER, 

KARAK

*

I'

I w


