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'I'hc appeal of Mf. Khalcd Khan presented today 

by Mr. Saadullah Khan Advocate. It is lixed for preliminary 

hearing before Single Bench af Peshawar on 27.0.5.2024. 

Parcha Peshi given to the counsel for the appellant.
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BEFOREKPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

/2024S.A No.

Khalid Khan S/0 Hussain Khan 

R/0. Zaim Kalay, Charsadda, 

Ex-Constable No. 1449,

Capital City Police Peshawar. Appellant

Versus

Capital City Police Officer, 

Peshawar.

1.

Provincial Police Officer, KP2.
RespondentsPeshawar

APPEAL U /fi 4 OF SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT. 1974 

AGAINST OFFICE ORDER NO. 1099-1109 / PA- 

ATED 06-03-2Q24 OF R. NO. 01 WHEREBY 

APPEl LANT WAS DISMISSED FROM SERVICE OR 

E ORDER NO. S / 1316-19 DATED 21--05- 

dP R. NO. 02 WHEREBY REPRESENTATION 

OF APPELLANT WAS REJECTED;

CCP D

OFFIC
2024

Respectfully Sheweth;

That appellant was initially appointed as Constable on 09-08-1985 

and served the department with devotion wherever posted.
1..

That since 30-05-2023 till 24-10-2023, appellant was serving in 

Police Station Regl and thereafter he was then transferred to Police 

Line Pesiawar, At the same time, he was^ not serving in Police 

Station pbharipura.

2.

That on 01-02-2024, Show Cause Notice was served upon appellant 

containing the following allegations:-
3.
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It has^ been learnt through reliable sources that you are 

involved in torching the general public for ulterior motives and 

taking illegal gratification / bribe from various bus addas in 

the jurisdiction of Police Station Paharipura Peshawar.

That you have links with notorious people / elements and had 

in gloves for mal-practices and corruption.

highlymember of police force, your act isBeing a
objectionable and brought a bad. name for the department. 
But such allegations are not only of general nature but also

• III.

without support of any proof. (Copy as annex "A")

That on 07-02-2024, the said Show Cause Notice was replied and

. denied the allegations. (Copy as annex "B")
1

That without conducting any regular enquiry into the matter, 
appellant was dismissed from service by R. No. 01 vide order dated 

: 06-03-2024. (Copy as annex "C")

That thereafter appellant filed departmental appeal before R. No. 02 

for reinstatement in service on 19-03-2024 which was rejected vide 

D5-2024. (Copies as annex "D" &"E")

4.

5.

6.

order dated 21-

3l, inter alia, on the following grounds:-Hence this appe

(3 R Q U M D S:

That as stated earlier, all the three allegations have no concern with 

the facts, the same are of general nature and no single proof is on the 

surface of record.

1.

That before passing any order of penalty, the authority shall conduct 
regular enquiry to prove the same as neither any statement of any 

concerned was recorded nor appellant was afforded opportunity of 

cross examination over the witness(s), if any, what to speak of 

association of appellant into the enquiry proceedings.

2

That after conduct of any proceedings in the matter, personal hearing, 
being mandatory, is required under the law what to speak of self- 

defense, so the impugned orders are of no legal effect.

3-.
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That facts and grounds of the departmental appeal be also treated as 

integral part of this appeal for extending relief.

4.

5 That appellate order is not based on legal footing as the same is not
1

supported by any material evidence.

6. That the charges leveled against appellant are serious in nature which 

should have been inquired through cogent evidence but the major 

; punishment awarded to appellant is without any proof.

- 7. That appellant remained in the said Police Station since 25-04-2022 till 
• 03-01--2023, while the charges are not ol^the said period.

8. • That at the same time appellant was serving in Police Line Peshawar - 
and was not on duty at the said station being major punishment, the 

same is not only illegal but is based on malafide.

^ It is, therefore, most humbly prayed that on acceptance of appeal, 

order dated 06-03-2024 and 21-05-2024 of the respondents be set 
aside and appellant be reinstated in service with all consequential 
benefits, with such other relief as may be deemed proper and just in 

: circumstances of the case.
n

■A

pellant

Through

Saadullah Khan Marwat

Arbab Saiful Kamal

Amjad Nawaz 
Advocates. -Dated 22-05-2024
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V I TA F F H D A

Khan S/0 Hussain Khan, Ex-Constable CCP Peshawar 

(Appellant), do hereby solemnly affirm and declare that contents of 
Service Appeal are true and correct to the best of my knowledge 

and belief.

' I, Khalid

DEPONENT

CERTIFICATE;

instructions of my client, no such like Service Appeal hasAs per
earlier been filed by the appellant before this Hon'ble Tribunal

A
ADVOCATE'
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OFFICE OF THE

CAPITAL CITY POLICE OFFICER, 
PESHAWAR

Phone No, 091-9210989 Fax: No. 091t92 12597

■ 4 r /
t 1

>! A:r,If
fi 2'3/iC-'«

/' :./2024dated,/PA/CCP,No,
!?
I

/f
J SHOW CAUSE NOTICE

(IJnder Rules 5(3'! of KPK Police Rules 1975)/

That you Coii.staMc Khalid Khan No. 1449. while posted at Police Station 

Paharipiira, Peshawar have rendered yourself liable to be proceeded under Rules 5 (3) of the 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules 1975 for the following misconduct;-

1. It has been learnt through reliable sources that you are involved in torturing the 

general public for ulterior motives and taking illegal gratification/bribe from 

various Bus Addas in the jurisdiction of Police Station Paharipura, Peshawar,

That you have links with notorious .people/elements and hand in gloves for 

malpractices and coratption.
I

Being a member of police force, your act is highly objectionable and brought a, bad 

name for the department.

U.
1

III,

2). That the misconduct on your part is prejudicial to good order of discipline in the Police

. Force,

I therefore, called upon you to show cause as to why you should not be‘dealt strictly in

accordance wifh the Khyber Pakhmnkhwa Police Rules 1975 for the misconduct referred above(
You should submil reply to this show‘cause notice within 07 days of the receipt of the

3).

A.
\

notice, Ailing which an ex-parte action shall be taken against .you,

are furtlicr directed to inform the undersigned'tha^’ou wish to be^,h€ard in person or
A,:...

, 5),
otherwise.

>

CAPITAL CITY POLICE OFFICER, 
PESHAWAR.

Copy of the above is forwarded for information to the:-

SSP/Operations, Peshawar.

r-'

w

• O
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1 OFFICOF THE
CAPITAL CITY POLICE OFFICER, 

pfshaWAR
Phone No. 091-9210989 Fax: No. 091-9212597

...,.. I

• ir' PestawarwBS issued ShU Cause Notice vide this office No
' reliable sources he is involved in torturing the general public for ulterior

ruotives and tahing illegal gratificationAiribe from various Bus Addas in the Jurisdiction of Police

links with notorious people/elements and hand

ORDER
Constable Khalid Khan No. U49, while posted at Police Station, Paharipura, _

431/PA/CCP, dated 01.02.2024 on

the charges as per

Station Paharipura, Peshawar. Moreover, he has 

in gloves for malpractices and corruption. Being a 

objectionable and brought a bad

member of police force, his act is highly

name for the department.

the Sh'Sw-Cause Notice whichThe alleged official submitted his^wrriten reply to
✓

perused and found unsatisfactory.
2-

was
He was heard in person in clrderly Room. During personal hearing the delinquent 

r,f,.c,ir failed to subml, any tangible reason^in his defense. Keeping in view the gjatity of his 

delinquency and perusal of the file, I, being eomeetent authority hereby awia^d-ti.m the major

punishment of “Dismissal from service”
“Order is announced”

3-

/
with immediat^ffcct.

A:»TT

I
I ... >

.jt

CAPITAL CITY POLICE OFFICER, 
PESHAWAR

/ 03/2024/PA-CCP, dated Peshawar the 

Copies for information and necessary action to the :
1. SSP/Coordiiiation Peshawar.
2. SsP/Faqirabnd; & HQr; Peshawar.
1 AD/IT CCP Peshawar.
4 OS,CRC,OASl&PO.
5. FMC alongwith complete original file, 
fv Official concerned.

No. '



PeshawarBefore tire Hon’able Inspector General of Police

. , i^P Pnlice Rules iq7S(Amendftd 2014) against the

~f^T;;TTnt7^T- cop H»t.d 06.03.2024
Subiect

Respected Sir.
\
. The 

Woh.hv CCPO Peshawar 

enclosed as AnneKure-A),

impugned order of, this appeal against the 
the following grounds, amongst others, (Order is

eppellanl repectfulty prefers 

inter-alia on

PREUMINARIIESi

„s,v outset the appellant refers rule 16.2 Police Rules 1934^ wherein it 

prpuitled that Ihe punishment of dismissal is lo be awarded

whereof is enunciatedhn'.s been clearly
cautiously and with circumspection, relevant para

vorw

as under:- gravest acts of 

continued misconduct 

for police service. In ^

awarded only for the 

cumulative effect of
“Dismissal shall be

as themisccnduct or
and complete unfitnessproving incorrigibility 

making such an award regard shall be
competent authority awarded major 

attribution, having not been
part of appellant exits. Moreover, the appellant

' but the

had to the length of service of the

penally of dismissal to
offender” The 

.appellant for no act or
committed rather no

on thecontinued misconduct

A'orih mentioning that act of corruption/ malpractices 

anii-socieO 

propeny money 

. other relevant

like, receiving money
2 or misappropriating case

elements/smugglers/criminals
nnm 1 in accordance with police rules 

sufficient incriminating materials to
needs to be legally adjudged

laws and there should be
Needless to say that coriuptloh chaige / persistent

garding proceedings against Police 

involved in corrupt practices,

isLibslantiale the charges

Officers reported
-available. Rules ro attractrules 16.39 r/w
‘•.0 be corrupt or
Ui 16 PR 1934. wherein corruption record is

^ . character role or fauji missal and attested copy 
ilhed to the Police Officer concerned, but such record has

required to be maintained 

thereof
on personal fi le 

shall be furn 

not been maintained or is
hence the charge doesavailable against me

wonh to hightigh, .ha, .earned superior couhs have condemn d the h„ c 

,,oceed,ngs through show cause notice incase c, ma.cr -

!,c o. civii servant without holding detailed inguiry ,h J

3«egat;ohs. dedating without lawfut authority, it was obsenred

3



, awarding majorAuthority to conduct full- fledged inquiry
manner.Reliance is placed on theincumbent upon the

a haphazard
PLC(C.S), Page 134, 1997 SCMS Page 1543,

f.2002PLC(C.S) page 1324.
is without lawful authority and without 

Rule 1975 is the

penalty of dismissal in 

reported judgments,1995 

1996 PLC(C.S) page 868 re
impugned order of worthy CCPO

within meaning of rule 11(2) Police
The4

he wasjurisdicUor> as departmental proceedings against 
1975 DPO/SSP/SP is

and not the authority. Forappellate forijm
schedule-1 Police Rule’he rank of constable'as per himself the role of 

iQ»H PLC fCS)^-
with

(worthy CCPO) could not lake upon 
rftpoft&d judgment

and appellant reinstated

'he authority, hence he 
,3ulhoritJ ^

i

set aside 

court.
3a7.lmpugn6d order waspjaqe

back benefitsby the learned superior

——” r:;™ .»»
impugned order is not

issued final
5

notice which as per•show cause
is mandatory, therefore theof major penalty iscase

’.enable
On the face ;Of show cause 

seems to be anonymous one as no 
speciioally mentioned. Wild due regret. It has become very commo 
,pat When sle differences between locals and local police are st,rre

informationdated 01.02,2024, the source
informative individual has been.6,

strained, complaints emerged in 

allegations against police
up or relations with colleaguesbecome

status with seriousvhe shape of anonymous

Provincial Govt / Law, wherein actions or

off'ce's 

In view of anonymous 

provisions, issued by 

proceedings are '

S &

7,

strictly prohibited, depicted as under;-
(S&GAD) 5 (29)/ 97-11 dated

gad letter No SORU
a

20.07.1998
(S&GAD) 5 (29)/ 97-11 dated

GAO letter No SORUS &b.
15.11.1999

Section 4 Federal Investigation rule 2002 

SRO(1)2015 dt 6/11/2015 Section 4(5) Act 2012 (XIV)

d/910-AVD.lll dated 29.09.1992
harsh end as per superior court iudgment, the 

„es. be apprepriale. compatible and reasonable

c.

d
321

fhe ounisl ment is very 

qunnUim (f penalty - 
(1988PLC(CS) Page 179)

8

ON FACTS:
Short tecs are that the appellant while posted a, PS Peharlpura was show

...I,

I



AO
enclosed 3Sanswered plausibly (RaPiV

which wascorrupt practicesntv:;l 

pinne:< B)
theof the case, passed

the
the merits

and dismissed 

or cogent grounds.

into fromwithout going
dated 06.03.2024 

cause

authorityTh(2
impugned
sei^ice without justifiabie

order

the followlhg-grounds.

appellant deserves
bfW/CCPO.is assailable on

; The irupugned order to be
PR 1934 and, of rule 16.2

under this mandate proviso

collected or '

violationa Dismissal is 

reiostatec 

No iota

connect the 

followed.it has
record toin service. brought on

has beenof evidence detailed inquiry process

is as under;
even no

relevant observation
with alleged charges

court,
appellant 

been
against appellant

- appellant

evidence -

held by superior chargefficient to prove any
inquiry proceedings

substantiv.e

was■I'Sketchy inquiry is not su
examined in

officer
was- no witness without any

guilty by inquiryfound 
impugned order was set-aside”. considerable on the following

is alsois not justifiable and
The alleged charge

c
,tal inquiry to

which
sort of departmenfew stances

not associated with any
rashly passed the

-le appel'a'Ot order,impugned

is not tenable

wasTl
but has,eLch real conclusion„rboutiunsdlcflonsanaautborltvbence

o, naturni ,us,ices wquid be qtA). I.

Without his J^^owledge, conviction

p.84 Peshawar).
collected and

action isanas per law is 

The principle
taKen egs'nst a person

held by Hon'able
eet aside (NCR 2004 (fieb

available record so far

has been 
is illegal and it'wa®

as per ed acts against him.
he performed

direct evidenceNo appellant with alleg

this august
cord tO' link the

has joined
brought on re force

satisfaction of superiors.

awarded penalty

appellant 
honestly, efficiently

theSince and to the entire 

risk of his life.

IV

dedicatedly, The
call of duly at the

acted beyond the tlant and his familyshall cause irreparable loss to the appei ported judgment. 1989
on the

ca4e, in relikewisethat in a service 
found against

to highlight dismissed fromp. Worth civil servant was
solid proof or 

k and deposit of

636. a

6f corruption

: except his cheque

PLCf'CS) |P»ge material was
substantial amount in

reinstated that no

hisbut no
charcH!

jjppellan
ba.nk.. Appellant’s

boo

dismissal was 

to connect the appe 

rather brought on

and he was reset aside
,lant with his bank accoun

of misconduct

t could be 

madewascQ'gent evidence 

collected

Viim.

record, no case
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|he charges contained in the impugned order are based on hearsay 

indirect evidence is collected and brought to connect
e

as no direct or
the appellant alleged act of misconduct, (-2005' PLC (CS) jjage 5S9)r

PRAYliR

For going in view, it is humbly prayed that by accepting'this, 
appeal, the impugned order dated 06.03.2024 (dlstnissal fr.om 

service) may very kindly be set aside and the appellant reinstated, 

service, to meet the ends of justice.■ in .*
Sincerely your:

Ex-Constable Khalid Khan No: 1449 
. (Appellant)

-f f '-3

I

:<:
I

I

t

*
4



. t OKKICK Ol'THE 
: * INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE 

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 
PESHAWAR.*

*■

t ■ HORDER i ill
This order is hereby passed to dispose of Revision Petition under Rule 11-A of K.hyber 

Pnkh.unkhwa Police Rule-1975 (amended 2014) bubmitied by Ex-FC Khalid Khan No. 1449. CCPO 

Pesl'ov/ar issued the applicant Show Cause Notice on the charges that as reliable sources he is involved in 

loriuiing the gcreral public for ulterior'’motives^and taking illegal graiification/bribe from various Bus 

Addas in the jurisdiction of Police Station Paharipura. Peshawar, Moreover, he has links with notorious

p:opio.'clcmcnl.s and hand in gloves for malpractices and corruption.
His written and verbal response to the show cause notice wa.s found unsatisfactory. Consequently.

he was awarded major punishment of "Dismissed I'rom service" vide Order Endst: No. 1099-1108/PA-CCP,

Meeting of Api'cllate Board was held on L6.05.2024 wherein petitioner was heard in person. The 

petitioner contended that the charges are based on hearsay.
The petitioner was heard in person. He was given reasonable opportunity to defend himself against 

die charges; hovye\'er he failed to advance any justification. The Board sees no ground and reasons for

d.-iicd (,'6.03.2024. (*. tI

acce •lance of his petition, therefore, his petition is hereby rejected.
1 ' Sd/-

AWAL KHAN, PSP 
Additional Inspector General of Police, 
HQrs; Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

r

No, i “ I ^_/24. dated Peshawar, the * QS — /2024.

Copy of the above’ is Ibrwardcd to the:
Capital C'ity Police Officer Peshawar. One Service Roil, One Fauji Missal and One Enquiry

I" IPile of the above named Ex-l'C*received vide your office Memo; No. 7818/CRC. dated
•i! . .

1.

03.05.2024 is returned herewith for,your office record.
I

2. AIG'Ixgal, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

3, PA to AddI; IGlVl-IQrs; IChyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
• ► I

1. P/\ niG/llQis: Kliybcr Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

i

(SONIA SHAMROZE KHAN) 
PSP

AIG/Esiablishment,
For In.spector General of Police, 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
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