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Pi BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL,

PESHAWAR.C--
P" .mSERVICE APPEAL NO /2024
[f

I;;.' ..S'- Kashif Ahmad V/S Police Departmentr
I
I;•.

APPLICATION FOR FIXING THE INSTANT
if:

APPEAL AT PRINCIPLE SEAT AT PESHAWAR.
r;-.
r-

RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH:i'.'
■a

1. That the appellant has filed the instant appeal in this Honorable 

Service Tribunal against the order dated 04.12.2023, whereby the 

appellant was dismissed from service, against the order dated 

19.02.2024, whereby the departmental appeal of the appellant was 

rejected and against the order dated 07.05.2024, whereby the revision 

of the appellant was also rejected.

#- •
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% 0 . That instant appeal is in the jurisdiction of Camp Court Bannu of this 

Honorable Tribunal, but the appellant engaged counsel who is doing 

legal practice at Peshawar and the appellant also wants to peruse his 

case at principle seat at Peshawar.
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S' 3. That it will be convenient for the appellant as well as for his counsel 
if the instant appeal is fix at principle seat at Peshawar. .

i
f

I It is therefore most humbly prayed that on the acceptance of 

this application, the instant appeal may kindly be fixed at principle 

seat at Peshawar of this Honorable Tribunal.
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TAIMUR ALI KTIAN 

ADVOCATE HIGH COURT
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1
before the khyber pakhtunkhwa SFRVirF tririinat

PESHAWAR

SERVICE APPEAL NO. /2024'

Kashif Ahmad, Ex-FC No. 33, 
Special Branch Office Karak.'

(APPELLANT)

VERSUS

1. The Provincial Police officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

2. The Additional Inspector General of Police, 
Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.

3. The Deputy Inspector General of Police 

Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.

, Peshawar.

Special Branch Khvber

. Special Branch Khyber

(RESPONDENTS)

appeal UNDER SECTION 

PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE 

AGAINST THE ORDER DATED 
THE APPELLANT WAS

4 OF THE KHYBER 
TRIBUNAL ACT,

04.12.2023, WHEREBY 
DISMISSED FROM THF 

against the order DATED 19 02 2024 
WHEREBY THE DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL OF THE

rejected for NO GOOD GROUNDS 
AND AGAINST THE ORDER DTAED 07.0S 2024

revision of the appellant was
ALSO REJECTED FOR NO GOOD GROUNDS.

1974

PRAYER:
THAT ON THE ACCEPTANCE OF THIS APPEAL THF

04.12.2023, 19.02.2024 AND 
0705.2024 MAY PLEASE BE SET ASIDE AND THF
SERVICE ^WIT^^^rf’T^'^ REINSTATED INTO
BFNFM^S h CONSEQUENTIAL
BENF.FITS. ANY OTHER REMEDY WHICH THIS

appropriate
appellant awarded in eavour of



V RESPECTFULLY SHFAVfth.

FACTS;
1. That the appellant .was working in the respondent department as 

Constable and was performing his duty with devotion and honesty, 
whatsoever, assighed to him and no compliant has been filed bv his 

superiors regarding his performance.

2. That the appellant was posted in Special Branch Office Karak (Beat 
Officer Police Station Karak) and while performing his duty in said 

capacity, verification of Zaffar Mehmood bearing CRC No.9785/CRC 
dated 26.07.2023 has been sent online from VB-II section to AGO 
Office Special Branch District Karak which was received on the same 
date and further endorsed to the appellant being Beat Offcer of Police 
Station Karak. The appellant collected information about Zaffar 
Mehmood, there was nothing adverse against him on Special Branch 

record, Nawab, Zada who is the Area Officer IB Karak also confirmed 
the good character of Zaffar Mehmood, then the appellant checked the 

record of the relevant police station about Zaffar Mehmood and found 
him clear, he, also made secret queries about Zaffar Mehmood. but 
nothing adverse were found against him. The appellant after proper 

verification of Zaffar Mehmood handed over that verification to AGO 
Office Karak. (Copy of verification proforma 
Annexure-A)

is attached as

3. That the appellant was suspended- . 21.09.2023 and charge, sheet
along with the statement of allegations were issued to him in which 
the following allegation

on

leveled against the appellant that while 
posted at SB Office Karak have links with those personal who have 
links with criminals, especially with mastermind

was

of MDCAT-2023 
scan namely Zaffar Mehmood Khattak which show gross negligence 
in duty which brought this department in disrepute. The appellant 
submitted detail reply to the charge sheet and denied the allegations 
and clearly mentioned in his reply that as Beat Officer of^Police 
Station Karak he collected infonnatiqn about Zaffar Mehmood, there 

was nothing adverse against him on Special Branch record. Nawab 
Zada Area Officer IB Karak also confii*med the good character ^ 
Zaffar Mehmood, checked his record of the relevant Police Station 
about him. and found him clear, he also made

of

^ nr XX , secret queries about
Zaffar Mehmood but nothing adverse were found against him and
after proper verification of Zaffar Mehmood, he handed over that 
verification to AGO Office Karak and also mentioned in his reply that 
he has no link with the criminals and even he did not know Zaffar 
Mehmood. (Copies of suspension order dated 21.09.2023, 
sheet along with statement of allegati 
are attached as Annexure-B,C&D)

charge 
and reply to charge sheetons

4. That on the basis of above baseless allegation, inquiry was conducted 

against the appellant m which no opportunity of defence was provided



to the appellant as neither, statement were recorded in the presence of
nLir?off of cross examination. The
he CMC oniir 7°’:' nomber registered against
he CMC of the appellant was obtained from CTD KP and similarlv

m ^"“''"'ood was also received. CDR siuclv

St mber 20I3T ^023 t^
DPO Karak rf " th's respect the inquiry officer also.requested 
DPO Karak Jo examine the record of concerned Police Station 
fiirnished infortnation oh which the DPO Karak submitted the 

through „,emo dated 27.10.2023 in which it was clearly mentioned 

hiat as per record of Police Station City District Karak /affer 

Mehmood is not involved in any criminal case and there is nothing 
adverse^against him. Similarly, the record of Police Station was 

thoroughly checked/pursued regarding the mentioned FIRs against the
pro°cess"'in"‘these S'"'?"' investigation
process in these^have been communicated/incorporated with local
Police Station City Karak, but despite that the i
lecommended major punishment for the appellant.
report is attached as Annexure-E)

V

and
repoit

inquiry ofllcer
(Copy of inquiry

5. That final show-Pl^d by the at:S£t:iS:S I^Sim 

mentioned in his reply that no opportunity of defence was provided to
officer^held proceeding and inquiry
officer held him responsible on presumption basis and save the
stance about the allegation in his reply to show cause nofice as already
given in his reply to charge sheet. (Copies of show cause notice and
reply to show cause notice are attached

same

as Annexure-F&G)
6. That on the basis of baseless

proper ,,,
was dismissed from service vide order dated 04.12 2023 (Copy of
order dated 04.12.2023 is attached as Annexure-H) “

dated‘o4 filed departmental appeal against dismissal order
ated 044,^.2023, which was rejected on 19.02.2024 for no aood

074)5.2023 for no good grounds. (Copies of departmental appeal 
order dated 19.02.2024, revision and order dated O7.O5.202T 

attached as Annexure-I,J,K&L)

7.

on

are

8. That the appellant has no other remedy except to file the instant



V\
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V GROUNDS:
A) That the orders dated 04.12.2023, 19.02.2024 and 07.05.2024 

against the law, rules, facts, ndmis of justice and material on record 
therefore, not tenable and liable to be set aside.

are

) That , no proper and regular inquiry was conducted against the 

appellant because no proper opportunity of defence was provided to 

t e appellant as neither statements were recorded in the presence of 
the appellant, nor gave him opportunity of cross examination, which is
violation of law and rules and as such the impugned orders are liable 
to be set aside.

C) That the inquiry officer mentioned in his report that the number 

registered against the CMC of the appellant was obtained from CTD 
KP and similarly the cell numbers of Zaffar Mehmood was also 

leceived. CDR study concluded that no contact has been made during 

period (June 2023 to September 2023) and in this respect the inquirN 
o ficer also requested DPO Karak to examine the record of concerned 

Police Station and furnished information on which the DPO Karak
submitted report through memo dated 27.10.2023 in which it was 

, clearly mentioned that as per record of Police Station City District
Karak, Zaffar Mehmood is not involved in any criminal case and there 

is nothing adverse against him. Similarly, the record of Police Station 
was thoroughly checked/pursued regarding the mentioned FIRs 

against the above mentioned individual (Zaffar Mehmood), but no 
investigation process in these have been communicated/incorporated 
with local Police Station City Karak, but despite that the inquirv 

orticer recommended major punishment for the appellant and was 
dismissed from service on baseless allegations without any proof

ofjustice and fair play.which is against the norms

) That the inquiry officer also mentioned in his report that CDR of the 

appellant revealed that contact have been made him 
ASI from SB/Hqr Peshawar

and Cu! Salim
oonoom, r. ■ ^ 27.07.2023, 30.07.2023 and
08.02.2023 (twice). These voice call might be regarding then in
question matter and in finding of the report he mentioned that 
direct contact has been found between the

no
., , , two (appellant and Zaffar
Mehmood), however, contact has been observed between Gul Salim 
& Kashif Ahmad (appellant), but is necessary to mention here that 
Gul Sahm is the father of the appellant who performing his dutv as 

ASI m Special Branch Headquarter Peshawar, which shows that how 

inquiiy was conducted against the appellant by the inquiry officer and 
on the basis of that inquiry proceeding, the inquiry ofUcer 

recommended major punishment for the appellant.

E) That the DPO Karak submitted the memo dated 27.10.2023 in which 

It was clearly mentioned that as per record of Police Station City 

istrict Karak, Zaffar Mehmood is not involved in anv criminal case 
and there is nothing adverse against him on police'station record 
Moreover, record of Police Station thoroughly checked/pursuedwas
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V regard-ing; ihe mentioned ' Flks in Polirp m •

. Police, c'“ he cl “ ° ;! '.'“'i '"'PioP o Po I l„cl n, Dccicic,

veriHcation of ZaiTar !Vlehmo(^d' luTon'T 
. -as pen.I.ed on verdlcanr^^poa

■nicmo dafed 27.10.2023 and I>S k^..-'"i- ' oC
An^exurc-!VI^S:^^) f f a ^ report arc atrachcd as

■ with criminals, especially, with mnsierminVor MD c'aT '^’po 'F^' 
• namely .2affar iVlehmopd Khatlak which show ' '
,cuty which brought this' department i

-irs Not' f; .......  '"*c
vMih Ihe criminals and even he did 
ciespiie ihai he

gi't)ss negligence in 
disrepute, but it \\'as notin

that 
no link

not kiKwv 2aribr Vlehmood. hui 
serv-ice which i 

P'-esLimpiion basis \^■hieh
was dismissed hrom 

appellant has been punished oit 
norms oTjuslice and Fair play.-

means that the 
' IS again.si the

■ G) . That the appellant, clearly
. show cause -y mentioned in his repK' io.char<.e shcei •mO 

CRC No,9785/CPcI,r.r;;Tl“-T I'' "-":'”'' ‘■'■■■■"S
ag.omnsi him on.Special Branch 
Officer IB Karak

was nothing adeerse 
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the.' verification of Zaffar 
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N^:
Police Station .anc,!.:.;as ■ such',-the. ..appellant. shn.uld noi.be hold ■

boLh his reply .10 charec 
caase but wi.thoLit observing reply of charee .sheei and

, . 0 cause and without conducting, proper' iriquiry to dio om -the
.. lealty about-the allegation, the appellant was dismissed fronV.serviee 

■ ^ch IS against the law,and rules and such the-impuened orders are
liable’to be set asi.de.. . . .

J) That the appellant has right of lair dclence under Ariicieb 1 O-A' bui no 

.. opportunity, of proper defense, was provided to the appellani which
. against the spirit of Article rO-A'pfihe ('

• (
Iv) Thafthe appellant ha^ been..' 

treated according to law and rules"

ion in
sheet and show

. is
-oiisiiiuiion.

condeit-ined unheard and, has not been

L) . 1 hat the appellant',-seeks
permission of this Honorable Tribunal' 

aavance others grounds and proof's at the lime ofhearin 10 ••

c

, It is, therefore, most humbly prayed 't-hai on. the acceptance 

. or thts appeal, the impugned orders daiecf 04.1 2,2023. 19,02 3024 

..and Q7Tm2024 may please be set aside and the appellaiukav 
kindly be, reinstated into service with aU back and consequential 
bemelnts. Amy other remedy, which lhis,.Honorable 'frlhunal deems 
fit and appropnate.-that may also, be atvarded-in favour of appcil.ann

Kashif-,s\hfna\
THROUCdhl:

jJ

(TAIiVIl>PfA\LI KHa.N) 
ADVOCA'I-E high court

fSHAKIl-i ULLAH TORAiM)

advocati-
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. OFFICE OF THE
a-doitional inspector general of POLTCE

SPECIAL BRANCH KHYBER PAKTITUNKHWa.
• PESHAWAR '

) •

... .rTc Phone No.091-9218014 
•Fax NO.091-92IS073

/
SUSPENSTON OR nJAP

Constable Kasfiif Ahmad No.33 

posted at SB Office-Karak., is 

-immediate effect, due to liis 

ot interest in disposing of official tasks.

on,this EstabRshm.ent presently

with'v

connection with criminals, neglipence and lack

■J<

7n.
/ :

Deputy Inspector General o.f Police
1• ,1 V

Peshatvar' li
]S[oJ? ^ ^3-31 /RR.^ dared Peshawar the.. ■

Copy to the:'-

;..f;
2/ /•'09/ 2 OP 3

I

1,

2. DSP/HQrs/SB . . '
. PA to Addl.'.IGP & SSP/Acj.m.n:/SB 

A- PA to DIG Security & Survey/SB
5. PA to DIG/SB. ' ' '
6. EA/SB ■
7. DO/SB , ■ . ■ ■

O.fPceAarak

J

/

.1

'■!

:<■

\

/
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C)CHARGK SHEET■r.-J

[, Asiam Nawaz SSP/Admn:, Special Branch, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar, 

competent authority, under the Khyber 'Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules, 1975 (Amended 2014) 
hereby charge you Constable Kashif Ahmad No.33 as follows: -

as a

2) ■You while posted at SB Ofiice Karak (Beat Officer PS Khurram), have links \viih 

those'personnel who have links with the Criminals, especially with 'the ma.siermind 

of MDCAT-20.23 scam, namely Zaffar ■ Mehniood Khattak which shows gross 

negligence in duty which brought this department in disrepule.

Your, this act amounts to gross misconduct and speaks highly adverse on your pan 

'warranting stern disciplinary .action under the ibid Rules,

• By reasons of tlic above, you appear to be guilty of misconduct and lias rendered 

liable to all or any ofthe penalties specified under ibid .Rules,

You are, therefore .required to submit your written defense within Seven day.s ofthe 

receipt of this charge sheet to the iinquirylCgmmitfee/Enquiry Officer as the case may

■ ' 3) •

4)

5)

be.

-.6) . Your written defense, if any, should reach.the Enquiry "Off cer / Enquiry' committee

yvithin the specifed'period, failing which it shall he presumed that vou have no 

•. defense to put in and, in that case, an ex-parte action shall follow against you.
■ ■ 7)' Intimate-whether you desire to be heard in person. 

A statement of-allegalions is enclosed.8) .

I'SP•-(Asuim Nawaz)
A d m n:

Special .BranGfaYChTT^ Pakhtunkhwa, 
Peshawar.

t
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DTSCIPLTNARY ACTION,
■"/ ■■••r

I, Aslam Nawaz SSP/Adinn; Special Branch, Khybcr Pakhiunkhvva Peshawar, am of 
the opinion that Constable KashifAhiTiad'No.33,' while posted to this Establishmeni rcnd.cred 

himself liable to be proceeded against-departmentally, as- he committed the following acts / 

within,the meaning ofKhyber Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules 1975 (Amended 2014);

/■

k .t:

omissions

STATEMENT OF ALLEGATIONS -

•2)- He while posted at SB Office Karak (Beat Officer PS Khurram), have links with 

those personnel who have links-with the Criminals, especially with' the mastermind 

of MDCAT-2023 Scam, namely Zaffar Mehmood Khattak which shows gross 

negligence in'duty which brought this department in disrepute.

This act amounts to gros.v rnisconducl and speaks highly .adverse on-his part 

warranting stern disciplinary action under the-ibi'd Rules,

For.lhc purpose of enquiry against the-said accused officer with reference to the 

above allegation O R'9U t-oo

is appointed as Enquiry O dicer to conduct enquiry under the ibid rules.

The Enquiry Officer/Enqtfry Committee shall in'accordancc with the provision of 

the.said Rules, provide re; j'onable opporiunity of hearing to the accused, conclude 

departmental proceeding vithin ^O days of the;receipt of this order and submit 

findings whether he is gui :y or otherwise.'

The accused officer.is dire tied to attend the proceedings on the date, time and place 

fixed'by the Enquiry Officer.

• 3)

4)

c.^ y v.

5)

6)-
•/

PSi’• • ^^,,ft^.Asram Ntiw'az'
Seni(5f Supennt^jatkrrToTPoIicc .Admn; 
Special Brandt Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,. 

Peshavvar.

• No.9^ 1^- /^ 7EB ^7- -/10/202-3• dated 1- shawar the. -

1. Enquiry Otfice with,the din''lion to initiate-departmenln proceedings against the 
accused Linder-the Rules and s bmit his findings iikshortest possible time;

2. ,LO/SB to deliver upon.the on lial concerned. •
1'

-s

I ,•

■('

t
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3•V.:

FNnUIRYREPORT 
AGAINST CONSTABLE KASHIF AHMAD NO. 33.

AGO OFFICr. KARAK. SPECIAL BRANCH
Ci.;

E
EACKGROUND:

I Kashif Ahmad,-FC AGO Office District 
Beat Officer, AGO SB

Charge sheet along with summary of allegation served to
Karak by SSP/Admin, Special Branch with the allegation that while posted

■ Karak has links with those personnel who.have links with criminals, especially with the masterrnm 
of Md’-'CAT 2023 scam, namely Zaffar Mehmood Khattak, which shows gross negligence in duty which

■brought this department iri disrepute.

g-
as a• R

•

his part warranting sternThis act amounts to gross misconduct and speaks highly adverse 
disciplinary action agamsV h.m under the rule of Khyber 'Rakhtunkhwa, Government Servants 
(efficiency and,discipline], Charge sheet and summary of Che allegation are attached as Annex- . ■

on

/attachedl<ashifAhmadFCwassuspendedvideOrderAo.9223-B2/BSdatedPe5/mwar2I/09/2023 ^ ^
■ appointed as a,n enquiry officer to conduct enquiry under the ibmas Annex-B. The undersigned was 

• rules.'

FNOUIRYPROCFFDINGS:

■ Perusal of record at VB-11 section reveals that the verification of Zaffar Mehmood bearing
d^rpd ?6/n7/2023 h^s been sent online from VB-ll section to AGO Office SB,

date and further endorsed to alleged official
• CRC No.
District Karak which was-received on the same 
Constable Kashif Ahmad.

. Beat Officer, Kashif Ahmad submitted,his report-on the prescribed-proforma or Special Branch
Nn The same was duly approved by S.-• to his AGO' on 77/P7/2P22 vide Dla

concerned and sent back to SB/Hqrs-VBpII section on 01/08/2021 online system,
. In response to the charge-sheet, Kashif Ahmad submitted his written statement wherein he 
■ stated that he received the service verification of Zaffar Mehmood on 26/Q7Z2^ and as a bem 

officer he collected information about Zaffar Mehmood while Nawab Zada area officer u 
confirmed the Good characcer of Zaffar Mehmood. There was nothing adverse against him 
Special Branch reco'rd, he added-that he checked the record of the relevant police station about 
Zaffar Mehmood and found him clear.'He also added that he made secret queries about Zaifar

lehmood buc nothing adverse were found against him:Then he handed over the verification to
Zaffar Mehmood was round

rv

on

■■

.. \n

/Muharrar AGO Office Karak, lie further added that, later'on 
involved in the MD-CAT scam and he [Kashif Ahmad] was suspended. He denied the allegation 

criminals. Me further a'dded that no evidence exists as per the allegation
examination, the alleged official confessed that nc. 

: known to him. Instead of Zaffar Mehmood one of hi^ 
oint he confessed that he forgot that in-how many dayj

of contacts with any 
leveled in the charge sheet.'During the cross-
dicl-not ipeet Zaffar Mehritood neither he is
relative came for verification. At one p: . , .r. ■
he made verification of Zaffar Mehmoocy While another question he said that.maae venficatio'

ies are attached as Annex-C. It is worth to mentiov
him bio-data of Zaffci

day. This statement'along with queries ..
Kashif Ahmad intentionally hided the fact-that who gave

in one 
that alleged 

.Mehmood,
As per the allegation the, _ ,
from CTD KP. The following numbers arc registered against the CNIC of Kashif Ah-.mad

number registered against tire CNIC. of Kashif Ahmad was obtaine

Page 1 of
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/ ,/Rank & Name■W:

CNIC . Cont^eti'Jo>

fc: 0310-9654183 
0343-5424552 

, 0340-9136611 
0348-9624544 

■ 0331-9806242 '

' Constable Kashif Alimadtf- 14203-6239153-7
'

/ .
Similarly, the cell numbers ohZaffar Melymood• i- was also received as under!

Name CNICy,-
Contact No

03-11-9403223 
0332-90781.03 

■ 0344-9340750 
0312-9340750 
0317-8522158

Zafar.Mehmood
s/o Gul Akhtar 14202-2484610-7

out of these numbers, the CDR'of cell 
9340750 were received while'the 
that no

numbers 0311-9403223, 0332'^9078103, and 0344- 
remaining 02 numbers have CDR. CDR study concludedno

to September 2023),

■ CDR of alleged Kashif Ahmad ;
ASI from SB/Hqrs .Peshawar 

' voice
• -im and Gul Salim

■ -- "n-™- .c4k.„
ra!k -.rp c„cn- , VU//2J20 Irom AGO Karak office to Zaffar Mehmood These

■■/AnneVo. ■ uploaded, CDR attached

. These

as
During the course of i 
against Zaffar Mehmood

enquiry it has been learnt that the following 
called mastermind of MD-CAT at Peshawar

cases has been registered 
- - & Dir Lower.

so-

1- ■ SIR No, 50 dared 2'7/07/20l2 u/s 41 
i-'iR No.'53 dated 24/0.7/2016 u/s 
i'own, Peshawar
FIR No, 76 dated 27/03/2022 u/s 419-420-468^471 PPr PR f-hpi-H n- ,

; has been prepled......... ' ' ' ^““t and challan u/s 512 .CrPC

own, Peshawar
419-468-471-420-511 PPG 36/37 PS University

in this i-egard, DPO Karak was requested to examine-the record of concerned Police Station
and furnished information.

I h-e reply of-DPO Karak received vide No. 5697//'V!.dated 27/J0/20^3

'"As-per Che record of Police Stado.
■ case'and there os nothing, adverse

is as!

n City District Karak, Zaffar Mehmood \
nanirct hi,y^ c -i i , ’^^'^olved in any criminal

Pago 2 of 3
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T^unicated/incorporated ■
■■fc: /■

^tter is pl-aced as Annex-i;. ',',
5'fr^ •;

/findings^m.mm'

Ahmad on ^6/07/2023 and he siil dt ! ■ marked' Co alleged constable Kashif
on 27/07/2025 Beat office,- d d no " " """ P“''“

^ gee any report of concerned'Police '
The specialty of the verification (ground check} conducted by officials
remarkable value and the beat officer did not make the

and logical way. He just pushed this verification

't'r. .
'T ■

r.

VI
i
Ih'.i Station about Zaffar Mehmood. 

: of Special Branch have a 
proper ground check and verification with

r■ f
II -;■-

I r'
interest

Ignorantly and brought himself accountable

As far.as links with criminals particularly with Zaffar, Mehmood master mind of MD-CAT is 
,, . Mehmood was coHecCed and no direct contact has been
'■‘owever, contact has been observed'betw 

similarly AGO-office with Zaffar Mehmood/tiiis fact 
people.are aware that the CDR

concerned CDR (call data record} of Zaffar 
found between the two.

Gul Salim AS! & Kashif Ahmad, 
was hided by alleged officials, Nowadays

use VVhaCsApp for this purpose'peol'lil'oT

een

most

IS a very

RECOMMFNDATIDM^t'

Aforesaid discussion and perusal of
Beat Officer SB Office AGO Kyrak '

record concludes that the alleged officia-l■ Kashif Ahmad 
conducting a proper ground check/vTriftaHn}'‘f

CAT scam], who is involved in different case-” nT " master mind MD-
■ . . - - ■ ■ ■ even proceedings under section 512 CrPC was

record any statement of notable/elders of the 
ned Muharar/SHO.He also Intentionally hided the 

of Zafar Mehmood. \Vhich shows^he incompetenev and gross

_ und check 1 ^ did not
area. He also not collected written report ofetneer 
fact that who provided him the bio data 

negligence and malafide

tfrQof]''sp
Superintendent of Police,'Survey'Section
Special Branch, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, ■ 

Peshawar
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riNAl-.SHOW CAn<;i.- i-ir ..

Afiiib MeliiuJ, iX'puty Inspociar Gi;act.i| of Police Spec 

KP. Pcslijvvpr ci->ni[>ctcnl aviihoriiy under Khybet Pukhtvinkhwa, Police Rules,
19"?S (Amended ?-l) I d), issue ihis final sdow caosc. notice to you VC. Knithlf Ahmud 

No. 33 on the iniluNcing t.-f'ddiid.s:-

I liii\ vou vvhilc posted til Sll cillicc K.uTnV lllccil Ofnc-cr PS K.\\orniml
Im.vc links with those peraourK:! who h.'ivu v^ith iiic cumuitiis espcc-uili;, s'.jth ihc
master mina'MDCAT-2023 scam namely Zmfai Mehini^iK.1 Khtutak. . , . .

■ •

By the 'rcusoii of ihe above. your'tip(XLVrcd lu be giiihylj.ol .miscanLluct 
ut\dcr the ibid nilcs Ihercih ond have rendered yoLti-scir lo all or any oi .the fx-rialtics 

specified in the said rules.

Uil llr.3fich

f> '

As a resull. thereof 1. as com.peteni jullitiniy. have lenlutivcly decided lo 

impose Lipi>n veil the pennlly of niaior.par^isluncni unde: l'<diee Rule !.975.

hinu! SlKivr t'.ause 05 to why ifi.c afore-said 

pcnniiy should not be .iinposc<i upon you. iilso imim:'.£e-,v.itcilicr you desire lo be hcujxj 
in person.

Ycni :u';' '.hcivRnc. recjiinOu \0

If uo reply 10 this nolice is received wiifvScven (07) day.s uf jls deiiverN' 
■ in ihc normal course .of circomstnnc.eS; i1 will be* con-siderccbprcsuincd'ihal you havc 

defense to pul in nnd. in then cub-e. an. c.\-pune aetion Nh.ill be i;ikcn ajiaitisi ,vnu.na

(AKfAB MKUSlJDfr . '
Deputv [iispeciui Cicnerai or,Polic..c;-Spccial 

BriMich Khyhcr PskhLiirAhwa 
Pciihawur.

X'S.' 1/ ■202}.Oaled Peshusvar, Lhc‘.-'C.tb; Desk.Yo



. L

•i. •- t

Si'-

,]:
«

Better copy

FINAL SHOW CAUSE NOTICE

; I; Aftab-Masood Deputy 'Inspector General'.oDfediice/Special Branch 

KP Peshav/ar being .competent authority .Under .-Khyb.er PakhtunkhwaVi

.
Police Rules 1975 (amended 2014) issued this final show, cause'notice 

to you.HC.Kashif Ahmad No oh the following grounds:J Jipi
i*

That .you posted at, SB office Karak (head . Officer ,PS'Khurram)

, ' have dinks - with’ those ,personnel wlia.^have■■links with- the criminal

■ especially with the master, mind MDGAT-2023;. scam namely Za'far.

■ ■ Mehmood Khattak.

h'

By'the reason of the above, your appeared to be ■ guilty of 

misconduct under the ibid rules and have .rendered yourself to all or any 

, of the penalties specified'ln the said,rules. ■ . '"

As a .result, thereof as. competent authority, have- tentatively

■ decided,.to impose upon you the penalty of major'punishment under

■ 'Police Rules 1975.

f'.--

H-
i;.-

i:C'

You are therefore, required to Final Show Cause Notice as .to 

why -the aforesaid penalty should not be imposed you, also intimate 

■whether you desire to be heard in person.1}
1
I

If no reply to this notice is received with'seven (7) days of its- 

delivery in the normal . course of circumstances, it. .will ■ be ' 

considered/presumed that you have ho-defense to, put in and, in that 

case,-an ex-parte-action shall.taken against you. . - ■

. ■

■k- •

■_ (AFTAB, I-IUSSA.IN)

Deputy Inspector.of Police Special 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar

V ■

.1-n. •; •'

No.. 62/C&F:Desk Dates Peshawar the 22/11/2023
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. OFFICE OF THE 
ADDL: INSPECTOR GENERAL. OF POLICE, 
SPECIAL branch KHYBER PAKHTUNKFIWA 

PESHAWAR

l^esk, Peshawar , '
/2023

ORDER

Ihis order will dispose off departmental enquiry against.FC Kashi! Ahmad of this
establishment. The brief facts of the case, are that, he while posted as SB' Office Karak ( Beat
pffccr -PS Khurram) have jinks 

especially with the master mind ofMDCAT-2023
with those'personnel who''have links with'the criminals 

scarnmamely Zafar Mchmood Khattak;
. Pioper departmental proceedings under 

(Amended 2014)

No.99li-l6/EB'daled: 12-10-2023 against the alleged official wherein Mr. Muhammad. . 

iMaroof (SP Survey) was appointed as enquiry officer.

■Khyber Pakhiunkhwa Police Rules 1975
initiated -by issuing charge sheet andwere

statement of allegation vide

The enquiry officer,.after conducting enquiry Found .h'C Kashif ..ghmad guilty and

recommended finaqor punishment”. He was also served with Final Show-Cause Notice and 

heard in person.
was.

Keeping in view the above

Fakhltinkhwa Pcsluiwar being the 

nmior nunishment “dismissed tVnm

AlLlb—tVIchsucI DIG Snecial .Branch Kh V her
ToiIIIietcnt authoritwiinder Ibid rules, hereby awarded the

scrvific” with immediate cficcl.

iTs^
(Alfflb Me

Deputy Inspector General of Police 
Special .Branch Khyber'Pakhiunkhwa 

.Peshawar;

I'sr

Copy lo the:-
■ L PA to ykddi; IG SB '

2. DSPHQrSSB.
LO, SRC, IsB & Official Concenved.
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or.Tiiu
. A013L; IN&I'liCTOU CLNliUAL C)l' I'OLICE

SPJiCl ALUK ANCU KllYIU-K 1'AKMTUNKHWA 
rUSllAVVAR

;hc. Halod. I_..0 /202<‘.,
ORDER

I his tirclcr is passed [o (Jisj)ose of dcpailincutal iippcal preferred by !-x-CionsUiblc 
K:istii[ y\liM!;u) No. .13 . (131’S ■ 07)' under Kiiyber I’aklUvu-ikhwn OolVce lluNs 1975 
(/\niefulcd 2014) ugainsl liis dismissal from service, I'acls forming ihe background of ;hc 
dcparimcnlaJ appeal are as Collow.

1 hill i:\-Consiable K.ashil Alimnd'No. 33 (horcinal'icr referred as appeWaniywhile 
p()Sletl-ai SB C^IJ-lee Karak (Bcai Olliccr PS Kh.urrum) fuis links wivh criminiils especially 

.w'iili ihasier ini.nd oi iVH9CA.'l''-2023| scam namely Zafar Mehinood Khaiiak.'j'
Ih'o.per dcpnilinciilnl proceedings were initialed against the appellant uiidcr Khybcr 

Ankliiunkhwa Police Rules 1975 (Aineiidcd 2014) by issuing charge sheet and S-tatcuienv. 
ol Allegaiions iviicrein Mr. MuhnmnVad'Maroor (-(hc-tiicn SP Survey) was nontinated 

[0 pi'ohc into (he nialk'c,
ihe enquin' ofriccr accomplisltcd enquiry and .held the appellant guilty NvVthtn the 

■nteaiiiitg ol'ibid-rules. Mcncc. dismissed from .service by the competent authority. • • •
.f'lis appeal tvas perused in detail along with the record of enquiry proceedings by 

(he undersigned bill ('ound .unsatisfactory Itaving no substance. Further, he was given an 

o-pporiunil)', for hearing in person in orderly room but. the appellant did not convince the 

undersigned. T'hcrcforc, the appeal of the appellant is rejected and filed,in the haht ofltis 

.involt'cmcnt in MDCAT-2023 seam,

•i
1

(Kushif Alnm) '
Addl: Inspector Gcncrai of Felice, 

Special Branch Khyber l^aklitunkhwa 

Peshayar..
(,Apv-io the:- ' 
f: PA to SSP/Admin SB ■ 

DSPHQrsSB,,
3, LO. SRC.BB & Accountant SB. 
d. OHicial Concerned.

ii,

/
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The Inspector Genei'ai of Police 
• Khyber Palchtunkhvva, 'Peshawar.

To; !

Subject: REVISION PETITTQN UNDER RULE 11-A OF POLICE
RULES 1975 (AMMENDED 2QT4)

■.'I

Respected Sir,
With due respect, petitioner submits revision petition against the order 

of Deputy Inspector Genera!' of Police, Special Branch dated 04-1,2-2023 vide

which petitioner w'as dismissed from'service and order of Additional ,IGP, Special 

Branch dated 19-02-2024 ' yide 'which depaitmental' appeal' of o,ppellani .was 

rejected, ., , ''

' Fact .,

1. '.That the appellant was serving as Constable at Special Branch and appellant 

verified service- verincation of one'Zaffar Mehmoo.^ as a Beat O.ffcer,- Later 

on, the said Zaffar iVIehmood was found involved in MDCAT-2023, scandal.

, 2.' That the appellant was proceeded against departmentally and was dismissed '. ■ 

from service vide order dated 04-12-2,023 and the departmental appeal was'' 

also rejected■ vide impugned order,- hence this revision petition on the 

following grounds. '

Grounde

a. , That the service 'verifcation -of Zaffar ..'Mehmood' was-verifed after

examinihg die Police .Station record and'making open.-and secret etiquiry. 

Nothing adverse was found'on record, therefore-, the verincatipn was made 

bona-fdely. : . . ■ ,' -

b. , 1 hat as a human being petitioner was unable, to judge the inner conduct of

Zaffar-Mehmood who was- later on found involved in iVIDCAT ■ 2023 ;

scandal. ' . i ^

1

;

!

iu

iLI•• L-:
r-
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evidence was conducted incarried out-as noc.. That ex-part- enquiry, was 

' support'of the charge. No witness'.was exami-hed in presence of peutioner.

The entire-'proceedings were carried out at , the back-, of petitioner, Fhe 

■ impugned .orders have .been based on defective enquiry .proceedings. The 

not confronted with any evidence. Therefore, the impugned

. •

' petitioner was 

orders are void ab-initio. /
d. That the-colleague officers, were avyarded minor punishment while inajoi

imposed'.on th.e petitioner, therefore,
■i

■ penalty of dismissal frdm

the impugned orders are'-worth set aside.

e. That the'service verification was made -in good, faith and there is nothmg

service, was

on -

recora
f. That the petitioner'prior service record was unblemished and major penalty.

on tlie basis ofof dismissal fro.m service 'was -imposed'-.on the petitioner 

commission no miscondu'ct or negligence in duty, 

g. That the petitioner belongs to

of punishment to-the'entire'members of the family

(

poor family a'hd the loss of sei-ylce amo'untsa-

to avvara
h. That the petitioner'would take to be heard-in person. ■ ■■

■ It is, therefore,' requested that-the petitioner may be reinstated in ■. u
■7

• . seiwice with back benefits. -.
Yours obediently-.

oX-0/. Y.
n'A-

[ Kashif Alinied
. Ex-Constable-No: 33, 

District'Karak,

!|

V: ■X

r- ■n
;

5;!

Ef, '
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IK

A/!:■

OUDKU,

■ i ■ 'I'his" order; is hereby pa-ssec lo' dispose' 'o['K'sevit;ion .'I’ctilioo under-■ Rule -11-'u ol ■ Khybc] 

Pakhtunkhwa Poliee, Rulc-1975 ■,(amended,2014j.-SLihn-iiUed by KxOkC - Kashif. Ahmad No. 33. 

appiieaiK was dismi.ssed from serviee by OlCi .Special Rraneh vide Ordcr Ko,' 102-08/C:&li ,Oesk, daled 

ihcallcgaiion lhal he wliile^posted at SB Ol'l’ice.tCarak (Beat Oineer PS KJauiiam) has links

• The

2.,2a2:u on
eriminais especially with maslcr mind of M'DCAT'-2023 scam namely Aalar Mchinood IChaltak.

■ The Appellate Authority i.e. Addl: IGP Special Branch, rejecied and Pled his appeal vide ^

. 04.

• wit 1
/ '

. -Pnijlst: No. 140-t47A’&hAOesk, Peshawar, dated‘19.02.2024 , ■ ' . ■
Meeting of. Appellate Board was held, on 02,05.2024 wherein petitioner was heard- in person. I lie 

.pedtionep contended that the'servicc verification' of ZaiaiAMehmopd verified after cxainining the PS • - 

on record. , ' .

l^erusal o.!' CJiquiry papers 'revealed that The. allegations leveled against the petitioner has been 

prewed. 'i-'hc petitioner failed to submit any cogen-t.reason"injtis scir-gelbnse. Thc Boar' 

asonS for acceptance o'j'his petition, therefore, his petition-is hereby rejecIcd.

was

, rccitu'd and cone

d'sees no ground; and ■'

. re
■ Sd/-

' AWAKKnAN,.PSP-- ■ 
Additional Inspector (ilencral of Police,

' ! lQi:s:-l<diyber ITikhtunkhwa. i’eshawar,'f

^ o~{ •..'No., S/..4., Oi X /24, dated L^dshawar, the.(j t Q'S- • /20/'f ........ ^

Copy olThe above is forwarded to the: . '
1. 'Add!:' Inspector (}onera| of Police,- Special' l-iranch' ITT Peshawar. Service Record (2H pages'), 

and Tnquiry Idle (44 pages) of the above named Ids-PC received vide your oMice Memo: No,

• 275/C&T Desk, dated 0.1.04.2024 is'retiirncd herewith for your olTiec record.

2. Dcpuly-Inspeclor'Ckneral ol'Policc, Special Branch. ,

3. ’ AIG/f-cgal. Khybcr Pakhtiinkhwa, Peshawar.

■'4. I'A lo.AddP'fGP/l'lQrs: Khyber Pakhlunkhwa. Pcshawai'.

5, I’A to,DIG/I IQrs: Rh-ybcr PakplLinkhwa, Peshawar,' v

6. Office Supdt: B-fV CPO lYshawar. " ' . .

A «

. lAThfiy
( SI.I.AM.aOi^'OlAN') .i\S.P 

AJG/ldsiablishinenl. •
■ for inspector Genera! of Police. 
Kihyber Pakhlunkhvva. Pesir-iwai:. '•

.. (SONl

Id -
c •

■i



r«

. \
\ ’

:-

OFFTCHQiLTIIli
nTSTRICrr rOLlCE officer

.. KARAK ■
• W.m.-iil: tlpnVflrak@vnhoo.cQm

Tcl 0927-2iO72<i - Faxb927-2l0823-.

i :
-Oatcd:-^^./X'<=> /2»23• Nn. .Qp j-r /FA • •.

The • Addi: Inspector Gcncrcvl.of I’olicc,
Spccinl Branch Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 
Peshawar' .

PROVISION OF INFORMATION

••To:

Subject;

Memo:
Kindly refer to your ofTicc Mcmoi^No. POI/LO/SB/8‘^‘1 dated 

i9.10;2023 on the subject cited ubovc.

It is submitted that as per report of.'Policc Suition City Karak that- •
is not.. •Zafar Mchmood s/p Gul AkHtar r/o Mcthawala Tchsil & District Karak i 

invblvcd in nnycnminnl ease and_ there is nothing adverse against him
also thoroughly

. on

.police station record. Moreover, record of Police Station were 
checked/pcmscd regarding .the mentioned FIRs In Police StaUon University 

Peshawar and .ChakMara. Dir.Uwcr against the above named individual,:
Town 
but' no
communicatcd/incorpornLed with local of Polled Station City Karak,.please. ■

have beenin these eases' investigation process

■i

DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER,. 
KARAKV;

;

J

\

i

;■

Scanned with CamScanner

.Igs') will'.

• I





Wp'']' ' '

^ .
A.

VAKALAT MAM/^

NG. y2024

^rV/?/l-N THE' GOURT-.OF'

ERSUS

(Respondent);
I/'^,

W hereby appoint and constitute 
/5/VO SHAKIR ULLAH
withdraw dr refer to' 
noted matter,

■ n^ngaoe/appoint

sS=ili5iSiE5S=
Dated y2024

(CLIErJT)

\
trCEPlED ■ '

-.XAIM. , TALI KHAN 
■ - Hiof, Court

[^BC-10-4240 ■ 
rA7C.- 17101-7390544 

Cell No. ■03339390916
o.

5/
SHAKIR UlL
-^^Svocare Pcsha 

, -:BC-22~4994

H-I TORanI
war


