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Court of

601/2024Appeal No.

Order or other proceedings with signature of judgeDate of order 
proceedings

S.No. >

321

26/04/20241- 'I'he appeal of Mr. Muhammad AFaq resubmitted 

today by Mr. Zahoor Islam Khattak Advocate, It is fixed tor 

preliminary hearing before Single Bench at Peshawar on 30 

.04.2024. Parcha Peshi given to the counsel for the appellant.

By the order^MXIhainnan
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The appeal of Mr. Muhammad Afaq received today i.e on 22.04.2024 

is incomplete on the following score which is returned to the counsel for 

' the appellant for completion and resubmission within 15 days.

1^ Appeal has not been flagged/marked with annexures marks.
2- Page nos. 22 to 25 of the appeal are illegible be. replaced by 

iegible/better one.
3- Copy of statement of allegations mentioned in the memo of appeal is 

not attached with the appeal be placed on it.

ys.T,

.

No.

Ll /g’ ^ /2024.Dt.

REGISTRAR 
SERVICE TRIBUNAL 

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 
PESHAWAR.
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICES
TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR.

(ao\Service Appeal No. /2024

(Appellant)Muhammad Afaq

VERSUS

(Respondents)PPO Khyber Pakhtunkhwa & others
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21BCopy of F:I.R5.
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allegations and reply_______________
Copy of impugned order dated
18/07/2023_____________ _
Copy of departmental appeal and
rejection order dated 31/08/2023___
Copy of revision petition along with 
order

22-24C,D&E6.

25F7.

26-28G8.
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29-31H & I9.

32Wakalat Nama10.

Appellant 

Muhammad Afaq

Through
Zahoor IslamDate; 22/04/2024

&

Muneeb ur Rehman
Advocates High Court, 

Peshawar.
Cell: 0346-9083579
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICES
TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR.

/2024Service Appeal No.

Muhammad Afaq, Ex-Assistant Sub . Inspector (ASI) 

^^ident of village Topi Kala, P.O. Bogara,

(Appellant)
Police

Tehsil Takht-e-Nasrati, District Karak

VERSUS

1. Provincial Police Officer, (PPO), Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 

Peshawar.

2. Regional Police Officer (RPO), Kohat Region, Kohat.

Officer (DPO) District 

.......(Respondents)
Police3. District

Hangu

SERVICE APPEAL U/S 4 OF SERVICES

TRIBUNAL ACT. 1974 AGAINST THE
ORDER OF RESPONDENT NO. 3

BEARING OB NO. 450 DATED

17/07/2023 VIDE WHICH APPELLANT

WAS REMOVED FROM SERVICE AND

ORDERS DATED 31/08/2023 AND
WHICHVIDE26/03/2024

DEPARTWIENTAL ANDAPPEAL

REVISION PETITION OF APPELLANT
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WERE REJECTED BY RESPONDENTS

NO. 1 AND 2 RESPECTIVELY.

PRAYER:

of this ■ Service Appeal, 

17/07/2023,

31/08/2024 and 26/03/2024 may kindly be set 

aside and appellant may be reinstated in service 

with all back and consequential benefits.

Any other remedy which deemed appropriate 

and just in the circumstances of the case, be also 

issued/ ordered/ given.

On acceptance

datedorders .impugned

Respectfully Sheweth:

Facts giving rise to the service appeal are as follows:

That appellant was initially recruited as Constable 

in District Karak Police and was later on inducted in

Assistant Sub-Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police as 

Inspector (ASI) against Shuhada Quota 

appellant had embraced Shahadat during encounter

as father of



with die hard criminals reported vide FIR No. 28

dated 22/04/2003 Police Station Teri, District

Karak.

2. That appellant had successfully qualified the basic 

recruit course and directly recruited probation ASI 

. Course and Elite Basic Course, and was rendering

services with sole aim and objective of serving the

by his father for theowner in prestige on 

department who had embraced “Shahadat” in line of

duty. (Copy of certificate is attached as annexure

“A”).

3. That in the year 2023, appellant was posted in 

operation wing of Police Station Doaba District 

Hangu on 19/02/2023, appellant accompanied by 

Police Posse, during Patrol Duty gave signal of 

stopping to motorcycle riders but the suspects did 

not honour the signal and made attempt of fleeing

away.

That appellant and police party made hot pursuit of 

the suspects and were over powered, and recovery

4.
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of 120 Gram Chars was made from the possession 

of Hayatullah “Murasila” report for registration of 

against Hayat Ullah on charges of possession 

of narcotics and rash and negligent driving was 

drafted and transmitted to police station.

case

i

That criminal case F.I.R No. 160/2023 under 

Section 9 (C) CNSA, and 279 PPG was registered 

against said Hayat Ullah by “Muharrar staff of 

police station Doaba, the recovered narcotics 

motorcycle and arrest accused were handed over to 

Muharrar Staff. (Copy of F.I.R is enclosed as

5.

j

annexure “B”).

That accused party on getting grant of bail and 

winning over the police constable who were cited as 

marginal witnesses to the recovery memo vide which 

the recovers narcotics was taken into possession, 

lodged false complaint against appellant on charges 

certain foreign currency allegedly recovered from his

6.

i

possession.
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That respondent No. 3 issued charge sheet and

charges leveled in

7.

statement of allegations based on 

the complaint. . Appellant . submitted repty in

response to the charge sheet that the complaint has 

been filed with sole motive creating doubt in the 

above referred criminal case. (Copies of charge

statement of allegations and reply aresheet,

enclosed as annexure “C”, “D” & “E” respectively).

That an ex-parte inquiry proceedings were carried 

out and eventually respondent No. 3 passed the 

impugned order dated 18/07/2023. (Copy of 

impugned order dated 18/07/2023 is attached as 

annexure “F”).

8.

i.

9. That appellant filed departmental appeal before 

respondent No. 2 which was-reject vide order dated 

31/08/2023. (Copies of departmentdl appeal and 

rejection order are enclosed as annexure “G”).

10. That appellant filed Revision Petition before 

respondent No. 1 ' which also rejected vide order 

dated 26/03/2024. (Copy of Revision Petition is
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enclosed as annexure “H” while copy of order is

enclosed as annexure “I”).

11. That therefore appellant submits service appeal

inter-alai on the following grounds:

G R O U N D S;

A. That the impugned orders dated 17/07/2023m 

31/08/2023 and /26/03/2024 passed by

respondents No. 1, 2 and 3 respectively are

record. Theagainst the law and facts on 

departmental authorities have. wrongly accepted 

the mere allegation of accused arrest by appellant

for commission of an offence of possession of

narcotics and rush and negligently driving.

That codal and procedural formalities of inquiry 

proceeding were not adopted, none was examined 

as witness in person of appellant. Appellant was 

not confronted with any evidence supporting the 

charge. The defense of the appellant was not

B.
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taken into account and false allegations of

accused person were accepted which created 

loopholes and doubt in prosecution case,

charges ofregistered against registered on

of narcotics and rush and negligentpossession

driving.

passed withoutThat impugned . orders were 

waiting for the trial of the case F.l.R No. 160. The

C.

conduct of departmental authorities of taking 

action on the false and baseless complaint of 

criminal will encourage the culprits and will 

discourage the Police officers, so the impugned 

orders are premature and favours the criminal 

involved in anti social activities.

That petitioner made hot pursuit of .the accused 

(complaint maker) and foiled his attempt of 

fleeing away and appellant also made recovery of 

Chars from his personal possession. The accused 

party annoyed of the registration case vide F.l.R

D.



v.
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No. 160/2023 developed personal grudges with

appellant, and filed false and^frivolous complaint 

against appellant with ulterior motive of 

implicating appellant in disciplinary charges.

That the impugned orders are illegal, against law, 

without lawful authority, and void as the others 

have been based on defective inquiry proceedings.

E.

That major penalty for removal from service was 

imposed on appellant without conducting proper 

inquiry proceeding, thus respondents have failed 

• to follow the prescribed procedure, therefore, 

action/ orders of respondents are without lawful 

authority, hence, liable to be set aside.

F.

That the whole proceedings of the so-calledG.
1
f.conducted in the absence of ?:inquiry were 

appellant, he was not provided an opportunity of 

hearing, hence he was condemned unheard

'i

which is violation of golden principle of law that
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should be condemned unheard. Copy ofno one

the findings of enquiry officer was not supported

to appellant despite ‘ repeated requests were

placed before respondent No, 3.

officer has neither recordedH. That enquiry

statement of any witnesses nor collected any 

evidence in support of allegations levelled against 

the appellant, so, the inquiry was not conducted 

in a fair and transparent manner, therefore, 

removal of the appellant from service on such 

defective inquiry report is highly illegal, arbitrary, 

without lawful authority and jurisdiction.

!■

That it was the fundamental rights of the1.

appellant to be treated equally dnd was also 

entitled to equal protection of law, but in the 

instant case, the respondents have^ blatantly by

passed all Laws and Rules regulating the

departmental actions.
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That appellant is ,not engaged in any profit 

oriented activity and ’ remained jobless since 

passing the impugned removal from service order 

therefore, he appellant is. entitled for 'all back/

J.

5

consequential benefits.

K. That appellant belongs to poor family, there is no 

other source of income without this job and the

appellant was the only source of earning 

livelihood for his entire family, therefore the loss

of service arnounts to stoppage of the ration of

the entire members of the family including the

widow mother.

That the departmetanal authorities have ignored 

the evidence v.^hich favour the- appellant, 

furthermore, appellant may also be allowed for 

raising additional grounds during hearing of the

L.

appeal.
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It iSy therefore, respectfully prayed that 

acceptance of this Service Appeal, impugned

on

orders dated 17/07/2023, 31/08/2024 

26/03/2024 may kindly he set aside and

appellant may be reinstated in service with 

all back and consequential benefits.

which deemedother remedyAny

the circumstances ofappropriate and just in 

the case, be also issued/ ordered/ given.
//■

Appellant 

Muhammad Afaq
:

Through

Zahoor IslamDate: 22/04/2024

&

Muneeb ur Rehman
Advocates High Court, 

Peshawar.
CERTIFICATE:

As per instruction of my client it is certified that 

such like Service Appeal has earlier been filed on 

the subject matter before this Honhle Tribunal,

no

ADVOCATE
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICES
TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR.

/2024Service Appeal No.

(Appellant)Muhammad Afaq 1

VERSUS

PPO Khyber Pakhtunkhwa & others (Respondents)

AFFIDAVIT
!

1, Muhammad Afaq (Ex-ASl) District Hangu R/o 

Tehsil Takht-e-Nasrati, District Karak, do hereby 

solemnly affirm and declare on oath that the contents 

of the Service Appeal are true and correct to the best 

of my knowledge and belief and nothing has^^^beeri 

concealed from this Hon’ble Tribunal.

DEPONENT 

Muhammad Afaq 

CNIC No. 14203-6119715-7



X-.

BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICES
TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR.

/2024Service Appeal No.

(Appellant)Muhammad Afaq
VERSUS

PPO Khyber Pakhtunkhwa & others (Respondents)

ADDRESSES OF PARTIES

APPELLANT:

Muhammad Afaq (Ex-ASI) District Hangu R/o Tehsil 

Takht-e-Nasrati, District Karak.

RESPONDENTS:

1. Provincial Police Officer (PPO), Khyber. Pakhtunkhwa, 

Peshawar.
2. Regional Police Officer (RPO), Kohat Region, Kohat.

3. District Police Officer (DPO) District Hangu.

Appellant 

Muhammad Afaq

Through
Zahoor IslamDate: 22/04/2024

/i-&

Muneeb ur Rehman
Advocates High Court 

Peshawar.
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICES 
TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR.

/2023C.M. No.

In

/2024Service Appeal No.

(Appellant)Muhammad Afaq

VERSUS

PPO Khyber Pakhtunkhwa & others (Respondents)

APPLICATION FOR CONDONATION

OF DELAY IF ANY.

i

Respectfully submitted:

That the. above titled Service Appeal is being filed1.

before this Honble Tribunal, in which no date of

hearing has yet been fixed.

That the appellant filed Departmental Appeal and2.

after that filed Revision Petition before the IGP

which was decided on 26/03/2024.

That delay is not intentional but due to the above3.

mentioned reason.
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That precious and valuable rights of the appellant 

are involved in the matter and if such delay period

4.

is' not condoned, the appellant would sustain an

irreparable loss.

That as per the verdicts of superior Courts the cases 

will be decided on merits rather technicalities.

5.

6. That this Honhle Tribunal has got ample powers to

condoned the delay in the instant appeal.

therefore, humbly prayed that on 

acceptance'of the instant application, the delay (if 

any) may kindly be condoned in the best interest of 

justice.

It is

Appellant 

Muhammad Afaq

Through .sr*:

Zahoor IslamDate: 22/04/2024

&

Muneeb ur Rehman
Advocates High Court, • 
Peshawar.
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICES 

TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR.

/2023C.M. No.

In

/2024Service Appeal No.

(Appellant)Muhammad Afaq

VERSUS

PPO Khyber Pakhtunkhwa & others (Respondents)

AFFIDAVIT

. I, Muhammad Afaq (Ex-ASI) District Hangu R/o 

Tehsil Takht-e-Nasrati, District Karak, do hereby 

solemnly affirm and declare on oath that the contents 

of the. Service Appeal are true and correct to the best 

of my knowledge and belief and nothing has been 

concealed from this Hon’ble Tribunal.

DEPONENT
Muhammad Afaq 

CNIC No. 14203-6119715-7
• ---
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Police No. 107 
Form No. 153(c) GS&PD NWFP-309F.S 30,000F-l-88-(19)
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j11

Has:sil|l|l|
Unstable KASHIF Shaheed Company is hereby granted CC-III for his good 

performance on the eve of " MARTYRED DAY KHYBER PUKHTON KHWA POLICF " on 4"' August 7m K

P;

Recruit MUHAMMAD AAFAO NO 523

‘5 '1
i

■f
Cv. Vi \s

!

.-'V- ■/5^ OB. No.

Police Training School, SwabiDated 11/09/2015.
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Police No. 107 
Form No. 153(c)

6S&PD NWFP-309F.S 30,000F-l-88-(19)

om

Recruit MUHAMMAD AAFAQ NO 523 Constable KASHIF Shaheed Company is hereby granted CC-III for his good

performance on the eve of " MARTYRED DAY KHYBER PUKHTON KHWA POLICE " on 4^^ August 2015.

//

/

75OB. No. Principal,
Police Training School, Swabi

4<

Dated 11/09/2015.

rmii iiMmiiiCiifiii llB



W.

•J
vi

rJbl
?. ^)t? Uo / xjj

^0 f Jt/tf

^5i JJiijL3ljl

fbo*^ 50M—C/t
2

i^/l2L*lo cx'^

/^/?cU * ^<'V7/6 - 7
q(iYw^q-i7?pp/

y*!tVjl UlajIa ^li) Ojjfi^

N ^ ^ ^
•^—i>l’»L) lOli

# La.««<J

^ flj 1 A>01>£.JKU9./A1.V

^<ii,v oir'^uV

l;^lji_y|l•*! C/(p (76/

cJl/ (/M
<r

h fjMPj'r’/^c/'y^^'nrn^ ^ M('>r

ii ijA..- (iiountwiii;**
i- ■ ‘■"

fflCan^Scanner
2^



tjrf?SC or v; '?■-
ftfCT r'OLICC of 

manou(♦iSF
piJfcfciOM*

I,

;.. ::::;;,--;:::::.'a'':J::.
fj#l #/■ '* **‘»i 1.
rofi.i, *" ./hfrt.. . ' '‘‘iiiS *J (•A!-”’'***''’*-’**'*' ..i,^

^•«'.uf n,»H lira

i o"'"' '■'• -(/-a»/ ''s

fOOo^i * yw^f ^ iiof## ^ nof»»o, “-^ ''»ku,'JT'Jii^°i> "'’■* ^a'^^>,<^''«" 

;;v;;-d/.Jl';;'"- »«/«;/•■• ““"• •*'■'''■ ■'

»« (-IW^-'*"'» '" ‘omipUo-i/
'"^/•■*sf,„ 7- '•"•* «<■*•'' mirnntr a«rf
«-M^,ri,#, • Oross fniMCvnduct on ymtr juirU u-fiteli

il^rlCfcH. AAPtay^
Ar«,, 1,.^,^

l’»U, r-t
4MI i n,t< .!• I ill. l.|> ^ i i« >

- I j.H .‘•I » I'll t*,,v ,.
$.

A. 1

ut

!
u,; of ^i-rtJUJtLrmjJ fh*? tnnijucr i»f siisj

l?jse-CJ.ty*jlffncM.
,,-fiwrl ^nt^\ ir/er,- 

■’•’iftfi'iii M'*,

■ vr r.'Ji Ilf' rlj»? Jv?! 

;ii.i'ifhi.*:^ t'vJJirrr,

piiri^'-’'-^
••"'■ i^-Un'e .tLVj:atj'nii»*>'-■'- r,., 

‘''HAiin- .
>!<

'ff; Till- rn-1t4ir>' olHc^rr shivlf in orcortlAnre wi(!i 
|,f^-ii,',(.{«' r«ji5»ont5J>2<' oppHTtunifv of hi'cirins^!« 

f'ifiij.fjj-ji «j‘kI Miokf witfilri twciiiL}' rive ijitys tif the 
f«'^''ttmfTiJ‘jii| ,,j jiijni«shnn!rti nr tHhrr .ippri.ipmiK

•• •#-

>
pi uf thift ui'iirr, 

!> .ii;jHri*ir iJj/^

^'21'’ i oJ^rer 5h.ijl juip,. tli«* jihjceedlit^ on Ihe 
i‘ju-.* p;.ii .;• ir;cfj 1..- U

DrsrnrcTOoucE oFriCEK^ 
\hangu

1

I'npr uf ifbijvr \\j.
Knquiiy omeer for initlubn;; 

p'jHCcrJrjurN J:r Ji'fUS'tri'i iiiulor rJic provhiiaii'i of
U\i.\c- f‘175’
Thr Accused ofnccr> xv;:ii the tiarcciicris iO appear hcknn Ihi; 
fCrjqul’n' Ofikvi* <.}! triixtv t^nd piare fixed by him, for ihc
pii.'jHiisc of ejiip:j»y pfDCtrJjng*.

.'i •'• ^ K'O .«< V

CamScanner
•v** «tL.A*i'

t-



j-

!'
V ■

!?r• ^ I:

t
I

(■

1
I
■i

1; 4/
//W;‘ qx; pfb c^t'/X'^

q qL’ S’̂ -"'<^(j^

'•., 12:l p q. '^1Yi'is

i
K:

V.*

I £•;
tv

i

I
f'
/i

1

?I .».!
. ■ ii- ' -^'■'iv Spr? .-f' r■

[J
X,

It- / •■': / ;
1> • •

^ ;:ii 6"

•:-

Xv

ipf' rif iX ■ -^ 

c l5 (vZliXX^

t

y • I

V1 ;
'

X Ajy X
yI (

1 i.!
y"

r^®.y ;iq (fO'-Cr'^ ^

']
.:<■i

4

.! ku^ J
If J •

dy'^l''6^y 

l'!j0''6^-^
'•"y

■ .>' * J /' k J
,v

A*1 j>

3

J

'//i,/ ;.' q. f j'j’> /
■ »-•• /- V ,_-■

O^lP
,X Lf key/ ’/ 

/y i/

r'j^ ri'P
y

}

.’ J

. .**' .
J/x' /[;••!;> r'_■ ' • >-V ^ / t t

/ fU
l/ n

•3

V ' ^
\\X '■ ^

\
y- y



V-.
.--J

r.

4

Cr/'-i/^4 A• I
.»i- >:M

1^ ^

i<0 utf

1.

/vr̂
b-j>’>^'^‘'’ ■ 

///-• 7' «
\

t.:

,rf' ;..-
*•/..."■'-,

•>.' !

CamScaiiner 5
ni.ihiS'



i'iii-; !•> on the <i*-}';uluR*iiliii fiKinirv ;,v:iiii -i I'AS! Mnji;iniin.M} Afa(| wild

• il.n.i',11 un.|»n Un KhvjM-r jo/.i fAiinMicInimit• .In V ••i H i

•I ; ol iiK! I'aso aif as uonU i11
; .> .1

li.i liio iKTiisal of Dk’ of llii' jaflinniuu'y onquirv cojidnckKl hy JilJf'O
riani Tdkal (.'on)|ilain: h'o. KI'-.':5A:;i':'-oo607n7<} ns-nivcd froju iJic wortijy
UiaKwiva? KohaJ ».S'.5«t his f>!Vkv hSKisl; '/na/C.C rtl, datnd

iMah.iiiiiiani .>ia'j o' I'.S l^wil'a ha*; a ■’aa- I'lK No. lAo, (iaUaj
I‘,••1I \i/-; .•'.a? I’i’i'/ -jC k 'N.S,\ jo I ?<iat>a, iit v. hii-ij !a- i.i,;! mc’aliota.'d r,oofj 
I'.vilf;; N- »>:; nolo:; louo/iia.o tk I’iilii.d.ini (kirn-acy a;nt io/io Qalan Kj>als, oi 
.\v>U* Uivais iiu lndisj)!. oHi* Joivij’is licuiso, r. hilt: fi(K) I'iyai ’ arn not nieiilioned ir 
di'.* sasl.iis! casodiioJo n iiirls no ol sucrr.i': lh‘.Tasc.
Niiiv-i.-. lia lias niaUciJuish' liu.’ insJaiil tausc, ff» liavo sjioilod tho wei?
I'i l.ulalioii ol llu; I'olicc U-I'oa- llio jynora! public; and llio iiij'h-ups a.s ucjIL ‘.vin'ch is 
<niior;4i\abk'.
U'.s abiAv acl sliov-s bis involvcnu'nl in conUj lii/ii/ataipraali'.L’S, Iki.s acted 

abir. iiianut’i’ anil poaessmoa! y; as on oi. poi r, 'vJjIcI) c<c/i/U/t

. k

K.

ai.
i

n'A' aiiat»I )
i:;’ i ..an'Vti.

M'l'v'i.al ('har.U’ and slali.‘aii-ii!-s oi ;i}ia;-at;o.i'> liiuk-r tfie k!iyin‘r 1i o' \ \ a.-'
o '.Aiii.'i'vlmenl uoi.j) vs..k- this Mriice No. ii;:'/KC. d.iteii io.iirrd(>d:i. to ubtch hv■■'a.,K;i'\.-; yoll.\- j! 

snb:;;;iu'-.i n'ks ros.ly U; ;i.;

o 'A iaui. . i o ■

i .«•.>

Oily. Minuu*; a;i;>oiiited as Hnquii'y Onieor K> conduct departMien..)!

Mij.U-iion o! oiKimn', She Kiiquiia tjrficor snbmiin-.l iiis :hid!ii-^s vide Ko-
: ..-..lii!:- I’o" the charyo' 

c;;iici'r lo bn

rv ci;

•• • ill ivtncic ilia dciii’.«i’.u‘iit PAS) .Muliannn.'iti o’sij ’

iuti opiioruntily t>j' Is*.:::- iny. ■rbcndoiv, lb-.: {'.miu.

•..-•-I ii< .1»* *. *i!aj vf,

-...-a Inn. I*.’

! a ni'i,.;:' paiaslnnoni.i

c:i!lcd in ordcrh n-,uni on and heard in peisuii, imV no
t-iiiai Siu.w C:sa-s: i'.otkv ’.vas issued to 

also i'otsnd iin.-;:i!i.siac!o;T.

•;|oeoll;.y in- '.vijsr oj!n«

■iniUl b. yjvon in his sell'deUMic*--. Sub.sovtUcniSy. a

•>;in tiii;-'. '.‘ififc id*’ No. c.v .

' *«t»

■, daled i;6.cr/.'.iC)a;-a hat his iei»ly was
ai.iov ami haviinf y.oiiv iln'oav.l. .uadahle la

Sniianunad Afa;- In-s hniiu! iMV,.hvo..;nl ns conuptiou ami

il, Use uuvi-;:rsi‘!,n.af•s *t
i. -.v oi till*i'-.-'-pin;.. :i:

o:. lhal d»-iii‘i|Hvnt ••••lisi.od .j5 d:*‘ convl-.a*;

.-Ulo. l' 'U d.
Salk; conu'-s under Un- dv^iiiain on.najoi- sni.scxnaJucl.

{he i'idice Deiuriinen!. .Vltsrvover, in lliea.,- eirctun-slanccs, hN
• lii.-.NpSinv^S hnve. Sksact

: Ia a-Oa!:' ;i
• tnn.-i\‘s'.ed h' s»a'’A

i;; iiiicJe.MHi iu'hhe e^cUvJ
, p-ai !u- is no: laoA Ihcivl'ui-e. I, Asif Ualiaii-.'is (S-S!'). ONtnet roiicei:

.. i.i I'olice l>e.; .-.ooem 1;- 
; . il !!.••

nm.Ser dm St..k-'. dispense with j^eiieval
st.NioMal rnoii Secview\Xjt;i iimneiri.'ue cticcl.

.-n'-s
oisu-iivil n.jon me

o *.•■•••:s'-
woi.saoieoi;t iuajor •»: ..-O .>«>•'.',•1 i.ir-v-i a.. . » N •

i

.■n.*. V,-.;-. na-'om

3> Ssi' -‘S%,y ■

\ •

DISTtUCY POl-XCt OfFICHU, 
HAliJGU

:

I i) ^i i::nv.5.. iht
i.l ai.uo 4S siiltiiiiiU-'.! '. ji' PolnV nii-.'er. Kobal Ividud nn'< t • %

,, i.i i.i’A.'ii.al.-'n. .('... «
•.me :, liany.n. i .s-. ciidc.-r. i'iO. i;e;ub*, N iJhC>:: .■O'. *;■ iivi'v-;.;;n‘\’ aelnsu.

leiSc Al.'.:! rC-LlCn OrT-lCER,.
i s 1 A I :



'•t

■-.r
1

Subject; 
Respected Sir. 

Most re

PEPARTMENTAL appfat

spectfolly, appellant submits departmental appeal against the order of District Pol 
angu bearing OB No 450 dated 17/07/2023 vide which appellant 

effect. , : ' •
FACTS

1- That'appellant

1

ice Officer,
int was removed from service with immediate

inducted in Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police as Assistant-Sub-Inspector (ASI) against

-- -PP=''-was posted as.ASI in operation .ng of Police
Hangu under your kind control and command. On 19.3.2023, 

comprising several constables while 
side, who was driving the 
him but he in

was
“Shuhada”

appellant accompanied by Police strength
on patrol duty noticed a motorcycle rider coming from “thora wari”

therefore a signal ofstopping was given to
Stead of stopping further accelerated the 

2. That the suspect was followed without
motorcycle and crossed the Police party.

a loss of moment and was over powered and upon his personal 
Rs: 8000 Pakistani currency consist of one note of 5000

“"’“™'*''«B'>™™noyofQatriRiyaloftwohotesoffive 

made from his possession.
3. That Murasiia” to this effect

search recovery of 120 gram “Chafas Garda”, 
denomination and three notes of 1000 den
Riyal denomination

was drafted and

Kuirrhl Sadda District
4 recovere articles were taken into possession and sealed on the spot.

si”":;;:"!::" “ T‘'~ ■““
neghge t arriving and possession of narcotics, manipulated a false charge of missing of foreign

currency to the tune ofSOO Riyal and he allegedly submitted written
5. That appellant

was

was registered.

of rashand

complaint against appellant, 
was proceeded against departmentally on the basis of baseless allegations

“ ""r"■ - - -of destroying the .prosecution case registered agains, the complaint maker but the lower

of not

authority passed the impugned order, hence this d
lepartmental appeal on the following grounds.GROUNn.9

a) That the impugned order has been based on miss-

3.- “r;”,: -
ause Notice was issued to appellant but in the concluding Para the authority has

, „ , , proceedings”. All this means that the authority has-suited the record before passing the Impugned order. The defense plea of appellant tha^ le

-plaint was after-thought stoni with sole aim to spoil the prosecution evidence of criminal

W^taken into account. Therefore the impugned order is not

specifically mentioned that he “dispense
not

i registered against the complaint maker, 
sustainable.

case

1
f

-r: .
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b) That appellant was material, main and principal witness in the criminal 
section 279 PPC, 9(c) CNSA against Hayat Ullah accused therefore award of major penalty of removal 

from ser\'ice’ to important witness (appellant) on the basis of complaint of accused person not only 
amount to creation of doubt in criminal case but will also encourage other accused for making such like 

complaints. Therefore retention of the impugned order will open a flood gate for baseless complaints 

against Police Officers, resultantly none will dare to register genuine cases and suspects will go scot 

free.
c) That the alleged inquiry proceedings were carried out in the absence of appellant. No evidence was 

collected in presence of appellant. No witness was examined in presence of appellant. The findings of 
inquiry were not supplied to appellant despite placing written request in shape of an application before 
the authority. The impugned order has been based on de-facto inquiry proceedings therefore the order is 

worth set aside.
d) That appellant was punished before the trial of accused/ complaint maker by competent Court. Therefore 

passing of the impugned order at this stage was not legally justified because it will affect the. trial 
proceedings. The opinion of departmental authority about the merit of the criminal case before the final 
judgment of criminal Court is pre-mature and against the principles of natural justice.

ct That the trial Court is competent fonim to believe or disbelieve the action of appellant initiated against 
the accused and the impugned departmental action against appellant without any directions of the 
Honorable Trial Court amounts to grant of pre-trial favour to the accused. Therefore the impugned order 
has wrongly been passed by accepting the false contention of accused arrested by appellant.

D That appellant took prompt action against the suspect and foiled his attempt of fleeing away and 
recovered narcotics from his possession but the authority instead of grant of reward to appellant in 
recognition of good work, awarded penalty of removal from service to appellant. The action of the 
authority will discourage the Police and encourage the anti-social elements.

g) That the impugned order was passed without taking into account the plausible defense plea of 
appellant. The inquiry proceedings were carried out at the back of appellant. No evidence was collected 

which may support the alleged charges of involvement in corruption and corrupt practices.
h) That the content of charge sheet does not constitute commission of miss-conduct because appellant 

registered a criminal case and the accused person always level allegation against Police to manage their 
acquittal from the criminal charges. Tlierefore in absence of any directions of the trial Court, the action 

of departmental authority was pre-mature.
i) That appellant may be allowed to raise additional grounds at the time of personal hearing.

It is therefore requested that the impugned order may be set aside and appellant may be re
instated in service with all back and consequential benefits.

Yours obediently a /h v

FIR No. 160/2023 undercase

•i

■:

'

■i

,^2 - Muhammad Afaq. EX-ASI 
District Hangu 

Cell No,
♦

'iEnclosures:
1. Copy of impugned order
2. Copy of FIR No 160/2023 PS Doaba
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Msjhp ^ °‘' 'departmental anpeal preferred by Ek-FASe
vjh^rTh of District Police Officer, Plangu

awarded major penally of removal fror-i s«r.ic« vide OB Wo. ^-50. dated
■l■^‘-0?./,023. Brief facts of the 
Citiic-n Poitel.

/
/
/ I

rare that a complaint was moved against him through Pakistan 
contents of complaint, he registered ^ case vide FIR No. H50, dated 

. ,p PPC, 9--C-CNSA PS Doaba wherein he only mentioned one. Note of Rs. 5000/-.
^ i 'Ot^.s 01 Rs. 1000, 02 Notes of 10/10 of Qatri Riyal and one Note of 05 Qatri Riyal and one 

oreign Driving License while he did. not mention the 500 Qatri Riyais with malafide intention 
recovered from the possession of accused which badly affected the case.

case

1

t-
[

- f rsgfirc!, proper departmental enquiry proceedings v/ere initiated against lii.ni
ana ...DPO C,f.y Hangu was nominated as Enquiry Officer. The appellant '.vas served with Charge 
oneer^na Statement of Allegations. The Enquiiy Officer after fulfillment of codal formalities 
su li.itt.Q bis findings wherein the appellant was found guilty of 'be charges ieveied against him.

Keeping in viev,' the recomine.ndations of the Enquiry Officer and the above died 
delinquent officer v/as swarded major punishment of removal from service by 

t.c Lhsinc.: Police Officer, Hangu vide OB No. 450, dated 17.07.2023.

Feeling aggrieved from die order of District Police Officer, Hangu, the appellarh 
^ prsren-ed the instant appeal. He v.^as summoned arid heard in person in Orderly Ropm held in the 
. oifee^ot the undersigned on 29.OS.2023. During personal hearing the appellant denied the

allegations leveled against, him. However, he could not advance any plausible iu-tifoation 
deiense lo prove his ' in. his

innocence.

^ ^ ^ file and re’evant record, iMs dear that the aOegaiicns
pre-"- fiiiy o? a

01 tae ddinquent officer who has remain involved in corrupt practices, in Police is bound to 
adverS'..)} aireci the discipline of other members of Force.

V

mto^parsed by ,he DPO Hangu. Hence, the ins,am appeal is hereby rejected, being dev/id oi
Kc'hth,

Order
- 29.08.2023"

c":
olker

K^hat Region';].Dated Kuhat the-:^/ /__ /'''023

to his office w*
Appeiiant E,-PASi N

V

4-.

.
!e \ \>
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0
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The Inspector General of Police, 
Kliybcr Pakhtunkliawa, Peshawar.

Revision Petition under Rule 11-A of Police Rules, 1975Subject:

Respected Sir,

With profound regards, petitioner submits Revision Petition for the 

revival and survival of the seiwicc lost vide impugnedorders of District 

Police Officer Mangu and Regional Police Officer Kohat.

1 Acrs
1. That petitioner had joined the Khyber Pakhtlmkhavva Police in the 

rank of Assistant- Sub Inspector (ASI) against the quota resciwcd for 

”Shuhada“ wards. On 19.0^.2023, appellant while po.stcd in Police. 

Station Doaba. District Mangu, made recovery of 120 gram "charas” 

from the possession of Mr. Ilayat Ullah resident of Sadda. District 

Kurrum.Recovery of Pakistani and foreign cuiTency was also made 

from him and w'as duly shown in the “Murasila" drafted for 

registration of ease, that was incorporated in I'lR No.160/ 2023, 

Under Section 9 (c) CNSA, read with 279 PPG, PS Doaba, district 

Mangu.

2. That the said Mayat Ullah accused person on getting grant of bail, 

logged false complaint against petitioner on charges of not showing 

recovery of currency of 500 Qatari Riayals, with sole motive to create 

doubt in the prosecution case mentioned above. Di.strict Police 

Officer, Mangu without waiting for completion of the trial of criminal 

ease, passed removal from service order, dated 17.07.2023 of 

petitioner bearing OB No 450. fhe departmental appeal of petitioner 

was also rejected vide order No. 937i-74/i:C, dated 31.08.2023 by 

Regional Police officer Kohat, hence this revision petition is humbly 

submitted on the following grounds.

GROUNDS

a) That the impugned order passed by lower and appellant authorities are 

against the law and facts on record. The authorities have wrongly 

■ accepted the mere allegations of accused person. The allc,gcd



complaint maker was booked by petitioner on charges of Possession 

of narcotics and the ease is not finally disposed of by the competent 

court, therefore the impugned orders will ccitainly affect the merit of 

the said narcotics ease. Hence the impugned orders arc bad in law and 

against the rules.

b) ‘fhat the entire enquiry proceedings were carried out at the back of 

petitioner. None was examined as a witness in presence of petitioner. 

Petitioner was not confronted with any evidence supporting the 

charge, l-indings of the inquiry officer were not supplied to petitioner 

despite repeated requests placed before the authority, fhe defense of 

petitioner was not taken into account and the false allegations of 

accused person were accepted w'ithout any corroborative evidence.

c) That the trial court is competent forums for evaluating the bona-fide 

and mala-fide of petitioner about registration of ease against the 

complaint maker. Therefore the impugned orders arc not only pre

mature but will also affect the prosecution of the ease FIR No. 160 

mentioned above. Again it v\’ill encourage the accused pei'sons and 

dis-courage the Police officers.

d) That petitioner made hot pursuit of the accused (complaint maker) and 

foiled his attempt of fleeing away and also made recovery of “charas" 

from his possession, 'fhe lower authorities instead of rewarding 

petitioner imposed major penalty of removal from service on 

petitioner. 1 would also like to be hard in person for agitating other 

grounds and explaining my defense.

It is therefore requested that on acceptance of the petition, the 

impugned orders may be set aside and petitioner may be re-instated in 

service with back benefits.

Yours Obg#^y.
I

4
Muhammad Afaq (FX-ASl).

District: 1 langu.
Cell No.

Enclosures:
1. Copic of impugned orders
2. Copy of FIR

Page 2 of 2
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OKDKH
riiis urik-r is licrchy piissctl Ui disixtsi' <'!' Kcvisim l-ciitUm ufuL-r iiuk H-A of Klivhcr 

l^,k!mlll^cIlvvll I'.ilico Kiilc-IOTS (amcmicil 20M) sitbiiiillcl by Kx-PASI Mtilmnimatl ATiiq (hcrtiiwficr

n-iVtivtl In as pcIlUoacr).
from scr^'lcc by DPO ntmgu vide OB No. 45(1. «bt«lDie pclilioner was removed 

17,07.21)2.1 011 (be iillegntinns ili.il a complaml wa.s moved against him llimiigh I .ikisian Cili/en I nrl.il. A.
ivr ibc conlenis of complainl. lie irgi.slcrcd a ca.se vide I'iB No. H'A us -I) 111. t.
CNNA I'S Donba wJicrein he only mentioned one nnicufHs. SOOnA, 01 Notes of Ks. 1000.-, 02 Nmusof 
Kl'IO Oalri Kial and 01 Noieor05 Qairi Kial and one roreign ririving license while he did mil mcntiaiilht. 
500 OMri Rials with malnfidc inicnlinn recovered from llic poiwcs-sinit of the acciucd tthicti In,

!

tile ease.
Auiliorily i.c. Regional Kolice Oniccr Kohai rejcclcd his Appeal vide Order

Hie Appellate
No. ‘)171.72/liC. dated .1I.0K.2O21.

05,01.2024 in CPO under the chaimiunsliip ofA meeting of Appellate Board was l«cld on 
. 1«-PASI MulMiinmnd Afaq was presenl and hcani in detail.

nl of 500 Qatnri Uiyals recovered from accused. He is involved 
\wll. Besides, he w».s awarded one niiijor

l)l(i lleadqiiarlcrs
He did not mention an amou

i„ iloaneini i.ssuc and his nppenl was rejcclcd by RPO Kohai
piinislunciiK in the pa-sL I lencc his nppeal is being rejcclcd.

us

jninishmeiil ami live minor
Si!/-

awahkiian. I’sr
Addilionnl Inspeclnr (icncral of I’olicc. 
IIQrs: KoyhcrPakhlunkhwn. I’c.sliawur,

/2024.
1

daled Pcslmwar, Ihe ^3"
•iNo SI

of the above is (orwnrded to the:
Oftker. Kohai, Service. 
cived vide leltcr No, USimC. d.ii«l 01.11,202.1 is remrned for your oHuv

ropy Record i.c. One Service Book. One Service Roll nnd
I, Regional Police 

I'auji Mi.s-sal 
record.

7 Oistricl Police Orruer.Hangn.

OKKIlQrs; Kl-jl’cr IMMminldiva. I'cshnwiir.
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