
SA 2450/2023

Mr. I'aimur AH Khan, Advocate for the appellant06"' Mar. 202H 01

present. Mr. Asif Masood All Shah, Deputy District Attorney 

.'spondents present. Arguments heard and recordlor the re

perused.

Vide our detailed judgincnl consisting of 04 pages, ilie02.

appeal in hand is allowed as prayed for. Cost shall follow the

event. C.'onsien.

03. .Pronounced In open court in Peshawar and given under

this 06''^ day of March,our hands and sea! of the I'rihiinal on

o 2020.
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bclbie ihc tippcNai'ii and any opportunity was provided to him for cross

cxaimnaiion or no[, 't he cni.ii procedLiiv looks like a one sided affair in whichc

piinciplijs ol laii' li'ial hiivc been vel'ien'icntly ignoi'cd.

7. In view of the above, we arc unison (hat the charges levelled against the 

appcliani were ik)L proved in the Inquii-y Keport and hence he could not be 

punished foi' any wrong that had not been done by him. 'The appeal in hand is, 

thcrelore, allowed as prax'cd Ibr. (.’os! shial! folhnv the event. Consign,

Pronounced in open conn in Peshawar and given under our hands andd.

seal oflhe Tribunal ihis 06 ' day of March, 2024.
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mcniit^ncd linat Ironi C’DR the accLised appcllanL oi'ficia!, i.e the appellant, was 

coiilLicl wiih di'ULi pcddtci’s and outlaws. Me iuriher argued that ll'ic Inquiry 

his finding lhai Irorn secret and rcliable/crcdible sources it 

found that the appcilanl had contact with the drug peddlers but no pho 

number of drug peddlers or outlaws was cited in the inquiry report.

in

Of!leer had given

newas

l/c

requested that the appeal might be aeccpled.

Meaimcd Oepuiy OistricL AUornev, while rebutting the arguments ol5.

learned counsel lor thic ajipeilaiU,, argued lhal charac sheet alongwith sialcmcnt

ol allegations was served upon the appellant to the efrect that the appellant 

wlhlc posted at PS MRS, lAohat had connection with drug peddlers and out 

!aw.^ and was bringing bad name to Police force. Me submitted repiv to the 

chaige sheet, which was lound not satis.laclory. lie further argued that during

ihc course of inquiry, ii was established that the appellant had connection with

diOg peddlers and oulfovi-w and Iw ivcnmmended for award of punishment, 

was issued to the appellant, reply to which was found 

Linsalislactory. i !c was also heard in person but could not extend

'''has

final show cause notice

any cogent

cxplaualion. i. caned \)\)A rcquesled that the appeal might be dismissed

6. Ihc appcilanl was proceeded against departmenlally on the charges of 

having links wiifi drug peddlers and outlaws, and awarded major penalty (d’ 

dismissal irom soiwicc, .'\n liKiiiirv conducted and according u> the Inq 

mentioned about some “reliable and 

on which it was proved that the appellant had links with

was uirv

Ofllccr he examined the COR. lie also

credible source’' based

drug peddlers, inquiry repcjrl silent on the pomi. whether record of CMR and 

the information gathered from the “reliable and credible

IS

source” was placed

:
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iU-:K()UK riiK KnVBI R PAKIM LAKIIVVA SKIU ICK rUlBUNAi.
PKSHAWAR

Service AppeiU No. 2450/2023

!V]|{MB!-:R(J)MRS- KASi liDA lAANO 
MiSS l''ARl-:i'IlA PAUL

Muhammad Kliatu I'x-ASI, Police Station MRS, Kohat {Appellant)

V ersLis

!. The Provincial Police Oriiccr, Kliyber Pakhlunkhvva, Peshawar. 
2. The Regional Police OITlcer, Kohat Region, Kohat.
.T The Distriel Police Ol'l.lcer, Kohal (Respondents)

Mi’. Taimiir .Mi Kiian. 
Ad va>c:ale k'or appellant 

P'or respondentsMr. AsiI’Masood All Shah, 
Deputy District Attorney

Date o!' institution 
Dale of I iearinu... 
Date of Decision..

22.1 1.2023 
■ 06.03.2024 

06.03.2024

.UJDGKMKNT

DA1^Ir!'.!iA_PAl L, MKAiBPR (R):lhe sei'viec Lippeal ii'i hand 1liLl< leei:

instituted under Section 4 ol the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service iribunal .Act, 

1974 against tlic ordcr dated 16.08.2023, whereby major punishment of 

was imposed upon the appellant and against tim order 

dated 13.1 1.2023, whereby his departmental appeal was rejected. It has been 

prayed that on acceptance ofthc appeal, the impugned orders dated 16.08.2023

dismissal from service

o
and I .V 1 1.2(.)2.T mmju he :sei a.side and tiieIf-' pnelknu might be i-eiii.siatcd 

his service with all back and consequential beneiits, alongwith any oiher 

I'erncdy which the 1 nbiinal deemed fit and apprt)pria.tc.

inK;


