KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No.883/2023

BEFORE: MRS. RASHIDA BANO ... MEMBER (J) . -~
MR. MUHAMMAD AKBAR KHAN... MEMBER (E)

. Muhammad Talir, Sub Inspector, No. P/290 S/o Muhammad Akram R/o
Mohallah Mitta- Khel, Khesshgi Bala, P.P thcshgl Payan, Tehsil &
District Nowshera.

. (Appellant)
VERSUS
1. Inspector General of Police/ Provincial Police Chief, Central Pohce

Officer, Khyber Road, Peshawar.
2.- Commandant, Special Security Unit (CPEC) Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,

Peshawar. _
3. Deputy Commandant, Special Security Unit (CPEC) Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar. _ ....  (Respondents)

* Mr. Khiyal Muhammad _
Advocate : .... ~ For appellant

Mr. Asif Masood Ali Shah

Deputy District Attorney ....  For respondents -
Date of Institution........ SRR 17.04.2023
Date of Hearing.......c................ 07.02.2024
Date of Decision.................... ... 07.02.2024

RASHIDA BANO, MEMBER (J):Theinstant service appeal has been instituted
under section 4 of the Khybcr Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal, Act 1974 with
the prayer copied as below:

l“On acceptance of this appeal, the impugned order dated

@0 . 12.04.2023 and reduction in rank order dated 08. 03 2023
7 © may kmdly be set aside and the appellant may please be

b fé& ‘restored/reinstated on his post of Inspector in service

» G%“ < withal back benefits/consequently relief.”

l.. Brief facts of the case as given in the memorandum of appeal are that the

- appellantwas inducted in police department as Constable on 25.08.1987 and




2

was promoted to the rank of Inspector. The abpellant was perforﬁqing his duties
with zeal and zest. During service depzllrtmental proceedings were initiated
against the appellant on the ground that he provided SSU official to private
business man without proper permission of competent authority which
culminated into reduction in' rank from‘ inspector to Sub-Inspector vide order
dated 08.03.2023. Feelirig aggrieved, he filed departmental app¢al which was
rejected on 12.04.2023, hence the instant service appeal.

3% Respondents were put on notice who submitted written repli.es/comments
on the appeal. We have heard the learned counsél for the appellant as well as
the learned Deputy District Attorney and perused the case file with connected
documenlts in detail. A_

4. Learned counsel for the appellant argued that appellant has not been
treated in accordance with law and rules. He further argued that the impugned
orders passed l;y the respondents are Corum non judice, illegal, w.ithout

* jurisdiction, lawful authority and against the principle of justice, hence not
tenable in the eyes of law. He further argued that in inquiry not proper

| procedure has been adopted and the appellant neither given any opportunity of
: : . defence nor cross examination of witnesses was provided to the appellant which
against the law and rules. Lastly, he submitted that no opportunity of personal
hearing was afforded to appellant and he condemned unheard. He therefore, '
fequested for acceptance of the instant service appeal.

5. Converseiy, learned District Attorney contended that appellant has been
treated in accordance with law and rules. He further contended that appellant
was proceeded against departmentally on the grounds of the he had provided
SSU officials as guﬁner to a private businessrﬁan at Islamabad without aﬁy
proper permission of the competent authority. A proper departmental enquiry

%o the matter was initiated against him by appointing Mr. Amir Hussain SP




7. . ‘Authority without issuing final show cause notice imposed major
punishment of reduction in rank from Inspector to Sup’ Inspector. Perusal of .

Enquiry report reveals that statement of Akif Khan, Constable No. 781,Usman

8. It is a well settled legal proposition that regular inquiry is must before

imposition of major penalty, whereas in case of the appéllant, no such inquiry




was conducted. The Supreme Court of Pakistan in its judgment reported as

2008 SCMR 1369 has held that in case of 1mposmg major penalty, the
principles of natura] Jusllcc required that a regular inquiry was to be conducted
in the matter and opportunity of defense and personal hearing was to be
provided to the civil servani proceeded against, otherwise civil servant would Be
condemned unheard and fnajor penalty of dismissal from service would be

imposed upon him without adopting the required mandatory procedure,

resulting in manifest ihj_ustice. In absence of proper disciplinary proceedings,

" the appellant was condemned unheard, whereas the principle of audi alterm

partem was always deemed to be imbedded in the statute and even if there was

0o such express provision, it would‘be deemed to be one of the parts of: the
statute, as no adverse action can be taken against a person without providihg
right of hearing\to him. Reliance is placed on 2010 PLD SC 483.

9, For what has been discussed above, we are unison to set aside the
impugned order dated 08.03.2023 and appellate order dated 12.04.2023 with
direction to the respondents to conduct gienovo and provide proper chance of
hearing, self defence and more specifically cross examination of fair trial with

further direction to conclude inquiry within sixty days receipt of this order.

‘Costs shall follow the events. Consign.

10.  Pronounced in open court in Peshawar and given under our hands

and seal of the Tribunal on this 7" day of February, 2024.

@ e‘ d / ’
%6 5 ,& (MUHAM AR’ KHAN) (RASHIDA BANO)
«s%o’ &, Member {E) “Member (J)
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07.02. 2024 1 Learned counsel for the appellant present. Mr.  Asif Masood Ali
Shah learned Deputy District Attorney alongwith Khayal Roz, Inspector

~ for the respondents present..

2.‘ Vide ouf detailed judgement of today placed on ﬁl(—;, we are unison
to set aside the irﬁpugned order dated 08.03.2023 and appelléte ordér "
dated 12;04.-2(523 wigh direction to the respondénts to conduct dcno;.fo
ar;d provide proper chance of hearing, self defence and more specifically
cross examihat_ion of fair trial with fuﬁher direction to conc_lude inqﬁiry
within sixty days receipt of this order. Costs shall follow the évents.

Consign.

y j
3. Pronounced in open court in Peshawar and given under our

| ® | hands and seal of the Tribunal on this 7" day of February, 2024. - - ' }
f@ Qﬁ@ . N . . . i
- %@%;*i‘;ﬂf : '
R ,
%% [\ lf/ | &
o Q%' ’ ., (Muhammad Akbar Khan) (Rashida Bano)

Member (E) S B Member (J) -

*Kaleemullah
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16.08.2023 Learned counsel for the appellant present and ar'gued; |
that vide impugned order dated 08.03.2023 appel'l'zint' ‘was © o

awarded major penalty of reduction in rank agamst whlch PN

appellant filed departmental appeal on 14. 03 2023 whlch wasz'-:'- . ".'i.f:;"; ;r;‘;
rejected on 12.04. 2023 thereafter he filed instant service appea] i ‘
on 17.04.2023. He further argued that appellant was
condemned unheard without providing opportunity of s'etlf--
defence as no regular inquiry was conducted by ignoring'law«
on the point. Points raised need consideration. Irrstant appeai is"
admitted for regular hearing subject to all legal ObjeCtIOI‘lS The _
appellant is directed to deposit security fee Wlthll’] 10 days
_ Thereafter notices be issued to respondents for submrssron of
wrrtten reply/comments. Respondents be summoned through o
pch:?~$T TCS the expenses of which be deposited by the gtppellant
within 3 days. Adjourned. To come | up for™ written
reply/commen"ts on 26.09.2023 before S.B. PP given te ‘

learned counsel for the appellant.

‘Member (J)
*KaleemUllah' :
' 26" Scpt. 2023 01. Counscl for the appellant and -Mr. TFazal Shah
BCQPNSNI-E& : ‘Mohmand, Addl. AG for the respondenls prescm |
Peshawar.

02. Reply/comments on behalf of the respondents not
submitted. T.earned AAG Seught further time. Granted.
To come up for written reply/comments on 18.10.2023 '

before S.13.  Parcha Peshi given to the parties. .

(FAREEE&W

Member (E)

sAbduliah
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- i‘. e 12.06.2023 Appellant in person present and requested for
4 - adjournment on the ground that his counsel is not available
: today due to strike of lawyers. Adjourned. To come up for
", ] preliminary hearing on 25.07.2023 before the S.B. Parcha
L 8, Peshi given to the appellant
g ‘ eshi given to the appellant.
a4 5,'\,& g pp
Q&sh 87, O .
I, .
( : p , V. (Salah-Ud-Din)
7y T ' Member (1)
*Nacem Amin*

25.07.2023 [.earned counsel for the appcllant present and requested for

s adjournment on the ground that he has not madc preparation: of the
QO brief. Adjourned. To comc up for preliminary hearing on 16.08.2023
AN
Q@Z?‘ﬁrq, before S.B. P.P given to learned counscl for the apgellant.
Q\
. >
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, (Muhammad Akbar Khan)
- . Member ()

*Kamramdioh*
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Case No.-

proceedings
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19/04/2023

-~ maNED
LS
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Pas ravwar

' April, 2023

'FORM OF ORDER SHEET -

‘Date of order

-883/2023 . .

‘Order or_other bvrb'ceeding;witﬂh_s"ig-natu re of judge

The appeal -of Mr. Muhammad Tahir resubgpitied |
o e 4 e

today by Mr. Khiyal Muhammad [\/ﬁlohmand4’\c:ivmtai.c,,«‘$
fixed for preliminary hecaring before *Singlg Bench at |
Peshawar on _2_-_9”/ E/Z 23

-t

By the order of Chatrman

REGISTRAR. ™ o

Nemo for the appellant. Notices be issued to- the
appellant and his counsel. To come up for preliminary
hearing on 12.06.2023 before the S.B. |

Vo
(Fareeha Paul)

Member(E)

*lazle Subhan P.S*

- | S
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appsliant for completion ana resutmission within 15 days,

The appeal of Mr. Muhammad Tahir sub-Inspector of Police No. /290 receiviid today

Leoon 17.04.2022 is incomplete un the following score which is returned o the tounsa! for tho

v T : o
Annexures of the appeal are undttested.
Affidavit be got attested from Oath Commissioner,

Memorandum of appeal be got signed by the appeliant.

Appeal has not been flagged/marked with annexures marks. .

Cobies of charge sheet, statement of aliegations, show:cause notice, enguiry report

-and replies thereto are not attached with the appeal which mavy he placed on it

Annexures B&E of the appeal are illegible which may be replaced by legibie/betior
one. ' Co

" Five more copies/sets of the appeal along with annexures i.e. complete in ail respect
-may also be submitted with the appeal.

~, i\.io.;_}_ 222 /5T,

S a8/ pons | \‘

REGISTRAR .
SERVICE TRIBLUINAL
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWEA

PESHAWAR.

- Khiyal Muhammad Mohmand Adv.

-High Court Peshawar.

mote
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r‘BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE
- TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

~ Serwce Appeal No. 8% /2023
/ ‘ - n@@[ ~IRtETD
- . o | ST
Muhammad Tahir [ Appeﬂ"’a‘ﬁff“awai@
| VERSUS | |

-Insp'e'ctor:‘GeneraI of Police / P'rovi'ncial Police Chief,
- Central Poltce office (CPO) and others ..... Respondents

INDEX

V.S.No ‘Description of Documents Annex | Pages

1 |Groundsof Appeal ~ | 17
2. | Affidavit y | 8
3. ,C.opy of the »S'ervice C'ard A 9-10
4- | Copy of the‘ reduction in| “B” 11
rank order - dated -
08.03.2023 . |
5. | Copy of grounds of appeal| “C” 12-13
| dated 14.03.2023
6. |Copy of ReJectlon Order “‘“D” | 14
dated 12.04. 2023 '
7. Coples of the FIRs N I R 15-17
8 Wakalat Nama o ' 18
, -. Appellant :
Through
~ Khiyal Muharema and
&
Zeeshan Gul —

Dated: 17.04.2023 Advocates, ngh Court
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE
TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR
Kh\! Pl" ngl,:t,‘::va
Service Appeal No. _ 55% -~ /2023 o (ﬁ ot
- oum«_l/i/,[aioaz
| fMuhmnnwd1ahW,
Sub-Inspector, No. P/290
- S/o Muhammad Akram
" R/o Mohallah Mitta Khel, Kheeshgi BaIa P.O Kheeshgl
Payan, Tehsil & Dlstnct Nowshera
............... Appellant
- Versus
1, Inspector General of Police / Provincial Police Chief,
Central Police “office (CPO), Khyber Road,
Peshawar. | - |
2. Commandant Special Securlty Unit (CPEC) Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar |
| 3 Deputy Commandant Special Security Unit (CPEC)
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar
aww-e}. ay S
| SO Respondents
Regwswar ¢ .

1 ARES APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 _OF THE KHYBER |

PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE'’ TRIBUNAL fACT

——-——-———L
C Re-sry yiicted to -day
- and fided.

: ‘ : . i
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. Re®s ! ' . : R
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1974 against the .l.'mgdg‘ ned Order No, 1171-

72 / EC dated 12.04.2023, WHEREBY APPEAL

OF THE APPELLANT WAS DISMISSED VIDE

ORDER NO. 1171-72/EC DATED 12.04.2023

BY THE RESPONDENT NO. 2, WHICH WAS

"FILED BY THE APPELLANT AGAINST THE

ORDER NO. 640-55/EC DATED 08.03.2023 OF

RESPONDENT NO 3 BY VIRTUE OF WHICH

THE MAJOR PUNISHMENT OF “"REDUCTION IN

RANK ” FROM INSPECTOR TO SUB-INSPECTOR

WAS IMPOSED _UPQN-THHPPELLANT ANQ

THE SAME ORDRE WAS MAINTAINED BY THE

RESPONDENT No. 2 FOR THE APPELLANT.

'Prier in Appeal:

On acceptance of this Appeal, the impugned
order No. 1171-72/EC dated 12.04.2023 and
"Reduction in Rank” order no. 640-55/EC dated
08.03.2023 may kindly be set aside and the appellant
‘may. please be restored/ re-instated on his. po.st of
Inspector in service with all back benefits/ consequent/y

- relief. ~ | .
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Respectfully Sheweth:

1.That the appellant was inducted and appointed
in the police service as a Constable on
25.08.1987. (~Copy of the Service Carwris Ann-A)

2.That the appellant after qualifying himself during
the course of his serwce was promoted to the

rank of Inspector.

3.That the appellant served with zealous and
having unblemished record of service and served

| according td the satisfaction of high ups and to
this effect his ACRs/ PERs bear testimony.

4That desplte the fact the appellant has been
|mp||cated on mere suspension and there was no
iota evidence in possession of the departmental
authorities but still the'departmental authorities

-'_'decided to proc'eed‘ against the appellant under
Police Rules 1975/ Amended, 2014.

5.That it is worth to mention that an inquiry has
been conducted by  the . respondents with

‘malafide intention and ulterior motive, wherein




4lPage
the inquiry officer recommended the appellant

- for imposition of major penal punishment.

6.That respondent No. 3 on the strength of inquiry
~ report passed order No. 640- -55/EC dated
08.03.2023, whereby  major penalty of
“Reduction -in rank” from Inspector to Sub-
Inspecto.r was awarded to the appellant. (Copy

of the redUction in rank order is Ann-B).

| 7.That feeling dissatisfied with the reduction in
; | rank order, 't'.he ap'pellant filed departmental
- ' appeal on 14.03.2023 before the respondent No
2. (Copy of grounds of appeal is Ann-C). |

| 8.That the respondent No. 2 vide order No. 1171-
~ 72/EC dated 12.04.2023 rejected the Appeal of
the appellant. (Copy of the Order dated

© 12.04.2023 is Ann-D). |

- 9.That fe'eling aggrieved-from the impugned Order
" No. 1171-72/EC- dated 12.04.2023 of the
‘Respondent No. 2 and Reduction in Rank order
No. 640-55/EC dated 08.03.2023 of respondent
No. 3, the appellant is constraint to file the
instant appeal on . the following grounds inter
alia:
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GROUNDS:

- A,That*"che impUgnéd-Appella"ce Order Nd. 1171-
o 72/EC dated 12.04-.24023 of the respondent No. 2
| by 'virtue of - w'h‘ich 'Debar'tmental‘ Appéél‘ /
~ Presentation of the appellant was rejected and
“ reduction in rank order No. 640-55/EC dated
 08.03.2023 of respcj)ndent‘ No. 3, whereby the
éppella‘nt Was | i\n”i:p'-osed‘ major penallt,y of
reduction in-rank in. service are cOi*L:m_ non
judice, illegal, without jurisdiction and lawful
~ authority, <agai'n-st- ‘the principles of natural
justice, without any rhymes and reaSons, hénce

- liable to set aside. |

B.That impugned order are illegal and unjust and
~in violation of rules and law applicable to the
matter. " C | | |

‘V~C.T~hét‘ ' the ab.-pellan.t - rendered anlem_ished
Services in the p'olic'e- fbrce without ény‘"_crimin‘al
: history*and. without_ény involvement in any kind
of illegal activities but still awarded ma’jdr
 penalty of re_dtjction‘in_' rénk. |

'D.That - admittedly there is  no con-fels.sion - or
~‘_admission recorded till date against the
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appellant as well as by the witnesses but the

inquiry officer did great miscarriage of justice.

E.That there is ‘no truth in the allegations

meritiohed in the impugned orders.

F. That in inquiry no proper procedure has.been
a.dopted and the appellant neither giv'en. any
opportunity of defence or cross-examination of
witnesses was-afforded to the appellant which is
in vidlation of‘princible ené_hrined in law that no
one should b'e'condemnéd unheard (éudi alterm

parfem).

G.That the respondents issued the impugned
| orderé ina slip- shot and arbitrary manner just to
delay the promotion of appellant, because the
family of appell'ant was suffered in a blood feud
enmity since 2008 to 2022. (Copies of the FIRs

are Ann-E).

" H.That the orders of “Reduction in Rank” are
'against the principle of natural justice, 'eqUity
~and fair play and is a colourful exercise of

powers by respondents/department.

I. That the proceedings carried out in the case

suffered from 'gr-'oss legal infirmities such as
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violation of fundamental rights as period for
punishment was not specified and " imposed

major penalties retrospeCtively.

J. That any other grounds would be adduced by the
appellant during arguments on the instant

appeal with permission of this Hon’ble Tribunal.

It is, therefore most humbly prayed that on
acceptance of this appea/ the impugned order

. No. 1171-72/EC dated 12.04. 2023 and
"Reduction in Rank” order no. 640-55/EC dated
08.03.2023 may kindly be set aside and the

| appellant may plea»se be reatored/ re-instated on -
“his post of Inspector in service with all back
benefits/ consequently relief. \
Any other relief not specifically asked for'

: ‘App IIa;n% 3
Through '“d

may also be granted

Khiyal Muhamm d ohmand

& :
S .. Zeeshan Gu o
Dated: 17.04.2023 ~ Advocates, High Court .

CERTIFICATE ‘
* Certified that as per instructions of my chent that
this is the first Service Appeal o - '

- before this Honourable Tribunal. ¢
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE
TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

~ Service Appeal No. /2023
Muhammad Tahir N A'ppel_lant

| | VERSUS

- Inspector General of Police / Provincial Police Chief,
Central Police office (CPO) and others ..... Respondents

“AF FIDAVIT

l, Muhammad Tahlr Sub Inspector No. P/290 Slo Muhammad
Akram R/o Mohallah Mitta Khel, Kheeshgi Bala, P.O Kheeshgl
Payan, Tehsil & District Nowshera, do hereby solemnly -affirm

~ and .declare on oath that the contents of the accompanying
~ Service Apbeal are true and correct to the best of my knowledge
“and belief and nothing has been concealed from this Hon'ble
,TﬂbunaL -

Deponeﬁt ;’%2’

. CNIC 17201 9029057-1 |
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bahie hban Na. P29 on the Carges alfegatans that he winle ‘]mnlnl at Janbiab ar 1 connane
Zune, Dhsterct Nowshiers had provided SSU olficials samcly Al Fussan So 7800, Uaaan fa
SON and Kamran Noo 900 as ganner with o private businessman named Shehnar Menmon @
ILamabad sithow approsal or permission of the competent authdnly . .

2 ‘ In this regand, proper dcp;.mmcut.si procecding was iitiated against i, b s
insudd churge sheet atong with summan of allegation ide Endst: No. 127174C, dated 21.12.2022
& Mo e Hussain SIP SSU (CPEC), \l.mhn Regiony way numm.md as cnguiny ofticer to
canduct inguiry into the matter, who atier lulfallm{. Ml codul lunn.sluus submuud lis tindings
report, wherein he reponed that charge sheet alongwith sunmmr,\' of allcgumm-. were senved upon

bun. Fo which he replicd but his reply was found unsatisiactory thus the £0 found him guilty o

*the clx sryes leveled .q..mul him and recommended for major punishment

~

3 Keeping in view of the abose fucts, as w:ll as other material asailable on record,
the enyuirs repornt contioms llu: gross ili- dnwplmc and hu.uh of rules & Fase by the defaultee
Imrulu: Faliir Khan No P 2‘)0 for being illepally wnd ur.l.mlull\ pros ided SSU Pohce obicials
ey 1°C Al\aflluwun Na. 781, lC Usmian No. 808 and FC Kamran No. 906 to one \Mr

Sheheyar \hmun llxm.luu L Beputy (umm.md.m! SSE(CPEC), being the competent .xuxlmn

“inthe c.\cmsc of powers vested o e under section 4(b) of Khyber Pakhrunkhwa, Police Rules

1975 (amended in 2013) bereby awarded Major Punishment 1 defaulier Inspector Tahir Klun No.

I 290 “Reduction in rank™ from luspector 1o Sub inspector with immediate effect.

Order Annuunced.

(SATIAD AHIMAD)TT
by: Comniandant,
Speciat Security Unit (C11°Cy,
Khs ber Pakbiunkhwa, Peshawar,

Copy of the abon e is Torwarded tor infunnation to the: ’

Inspecior General of Police. Khyher I’.rkhluuklma Ieshawa.

Capital Palice Oflicer, Ie sshawar. :

AlLSPs SSU (CPEC). Khyber Pakbtuskbw

P50 to Commandant SSLHCPEC), Khyber i'.xkh.u'xklm.n Peshawar, .
PA 10 Dy: Conuamdant SSU {CPEC), Khyber Pakbiunkhna Pesh s ar
6. Incharge Sceret Branch CrO, Pesbasar. .
Aceountant, SRC, EC SSUUPEC), kl‘\t\rl’.nl»ilu thi Pashawar,
licial ('uuu.mul
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OFFICE OF THE COMMANDANT
SPECIAL SECURITY UNIT (SSU)
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa police .
Central Police Office SAQ Road, Peshawar Cantt Ph: 09 1-9211056

No. 640-55/EC - dated Peshawar the 08/03/2023.
ORDER | |

. \/\ -
oo

-1 This office order will dispose-off the depaitmental proceedings against Inspector

Tahir_Khan No, P/290 on the charges/allegations that he while posted .at Rashakai
- Economic Zone, District Nowshera had provided SSU officials namely Akif Hussain No.

781, Usman No. 808 and Kamran No. 906 as gunner with a private businessman named
~ Shehryar Memon at Islamabad without approval or permission of the competent
" authority. L ‘

2. - In this regard, proper departmental proceeding was initiated against him, he was
issued charge sheet along with summary of allegation vide Endst: No. 12717/EC, dated
21.12.2022 & Mr. Amir Hussain SP SSU (CPEC), Mardan Region was nominated as
enquiry officer to conduct inquiry into the matter, who after tulfilling all codal formalities
submitted his findings report, wherein he reported that charge sheet alongwith summary
of allegations were served upon him. To which he replied but his reply was found
unsatisfactory thus the EO found him guilty- of the charges leveled against him and
recommended for major punishment. o : : '

3. Keeping in view of the above facts, as well as other material available on record,
the enquiry report confirms the gross ill-discipline and breach of rules & law by the
defaulter Inspector Tahir Khan No. P/290 for being illegally and unlawfully provided
SSU Police officials namely FC' Akif ‘Hussain No. 781, FC Usman No. 808 and FC
~Kamran No. 906 to one Mr. Shehryar Memon, Therefore, I, Deputy Commandant SSU
(CPEC), being the competent authority in the exercise of powers vested to me under
section 4(b) of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Police Rules 1975 (amended in 2014) hereby
awarded Major Punishment to defaulter Inspector Tahir Khan No. P/290 "Reduction in

rank" from Inspector to Sub inspector with immediate effect.
| o Order Annoﬁncéd. o
(SAJJAD AHMAD)
Dy: Commandant,
Special Secui’ityaUnit (CI;EC),
Khyber Pakhtuhkhwa, Peshawar.

Adyo'catxa

Copy of the above is forwarded for inforr'nati‘on to the;. - "
l.. Inspector General of Police,' Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar. -

Capital Police Ofﬁcer,‘Pes.hawa'r. : - V_ |

All SPs SSU (CPEC), Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, -
PSO to Commandant SSU (CPEC), Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar. . |
PA to Dy: Commandanﬁ SSU (CPEC), Khybér Pakhtunkhwa Peshéwér.' :

Incharge Secret Branch CPO, Peshawar. B
Accountant, SRC, EC SSU (CPEC), Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar,

e A T R S T

| Ofﬁcial Concerned




To,.
The Commandant Specml Securlty Unit (CPEC),
- _'Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar Qo

Subject: Departmental Appeal against the reduction
| Order of appellant from Insp‘ctor to Sub-
_Inspector - :

Prayer in Appeal _ ,
By accepting this Departmental Appeal
the reduction order may kindly be set aside
and the appellant may be restored on his

post/Pay scale with all back beneﬁts in the
best interest of j Jusuce -

' Respected Sir,

o ,Wlth due respect and reverence, it is submltted

1. That the appellant is serving in the Police Department on

-the post of Sub Inspector since long

N That earlier the rank of the appellant was Inspector, wh1ch_
 rank was reduced to Sub- -Inspector vide Order No. 640- - |
55/EC Dated 08.03. 2023 (Copy of the order is. attached .
.herew1th) R

- 3. That the appellant rendered unblemished services in the

. police foree without any criminal history and.without any -




mvolvement in' any kmd of 1llegal act1v1t1es but Stlll

awarded maJ or penalty of reduct1on in rank of appellant

That -admittedly - there is no admlssmn/ confession
recorded tlll date agamst the appellant as well as the pohce
ofﬁc1al

That there is no- truth in the allegatlons mentloned in the
1mpugned orders -and is violation of the Pohce Acts;

Policies and Rules

That the Pohce Department 1ssued the 1mpugned order in

a shp shot and arb1trary manner.

That as per law and pohcy on the subject, the appellant
was entitled for ' promotion but the Department had
reduced the rank of appellant from Inspector to Sub-
1nspector which act of the Department is lllegal and

meffectlve upon the rrghts of the appellant

It is, therefore, most humbly prayed that reductlon
order may kmdly be set aside and the appellant may be
restored on his post/Pay scale with all back beneﬁts in the

best 1nterest of j Justlce

Appellant olt?

Inspector Tahtr Khan )
No. P/290

Cell No. 0343 1400090

Dated: 14.03.2023




OFFICE OF THE COMMANDANT
SPECIAL SECURITY UNIT (SSU) .

: KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA POLICE -
_CENTRAL POLICE OFFICES, S.A.Q ROAD, PESHAWAR CANTT (PH: 091-9214056)

No. J/?') 7—(3\ /EC, ' . dated Peshawarthe 1210 ﬂ/2023.

~ ORDER

~

This order will dispose of the formal departmemal appeal preferred by SI Tahir Khan No.
P/290 of Special Security Unit (CPEC) against the order of Dy: Commandant SSU (CPEC)

‘wherein he ‘was awarded major punishment of “Reduction in Rank” from Inspector ta. SI: The -
applicant was praceeded against on the allegations that he had provided SSU official namely Akif -.

Hussain No. 781, Usman No. 808 & Kamran No. 906 as gunner to a pnvate businessman named
Shehryar Memon at Islamabad without approval or permnssnon of the competent authonty

. In this regard, a proper departmental inquiry was initiated against him as he was issued
charge sheet along with summary of allegations and Mr, Amir Hussain SP SSU (CPEC), Mardan
Region was nominated as enquiry officef to unearth the actual facts. The EO found him gullty of
the charges leveled against him.and rccommended hlm for major pumshment

In the llght of recommendation of enqu1ry officer and other matenal avallable on the

- record, he was awarded major pumshment of “Reduction i in Rank” from Inspector to S[ vide order -

No. 640 SS/EC, dated 08.03.2023.

Feeling aggneved agamst 1he 1mpugned order of Dy Commandant SSU (CPEC), Khyber

Pakhtunkhwa, .Peshawar,-the apphcant preferred the instant-appeal. The appllcant was summoned ,

‘and heard ini person in Orcleriy Room held on 11.04. 2023

Durmg the course ot personal hearmg, the apphoant fallcd to prove hlmself in nocent From

perusal of enquiry file it has been found that the allegations were fully established against him by

the Enquiry Officer during the course of enquiry. There doesn’t seems any infirmity in thc ordel
passed by the competent authority, therefore no ground exist to 1nterfere in same.

Based on fndmgs narratcd abovc I, Commandant SSu (CPEC), Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

Peshawar, being the competcnt authority, has found no substance in the appeal theremre the same -

- is rejected and ﬁled being meritless.

Order announced. .

‘ - Special Security Unit (CPEC), -
R o © Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

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

1. 'Dy: Commandant SSU (CPEC) Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.
2. Sl Tahir Khan No P/290 :




Better Copy . '
Page No. 14-A _ .

OFFICE OF THE COMMANDANT
SPECIAL SECURITY UNIT (SSU)
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa police '
~ Central Police Office SAQ Road, Peshawar Cantt Ph: 091-9211056
No.- 1171-72/EC o ' dated Peshawar the 12/04/2023.

ORDER

‘ - This order will dispose of the formal departmental appeal preferred by SI Tahir
Khan No P/290 of Special Security Unit (CPEC) against the order of Dy; Commandant
SSU (CPEC), wherein he was awarded major punishment of "Reduction in Rank" from

" Inspector ta SI. The applicant was proceeded against on the allegations that he had

provided SSU official namely Akif Hussain No. 781, Usman No. 808 & Kamran No. 906

as- gunner to a private businessman named Shehryar Memon at Isiamabad without
“approval or permission of the competent authority.

1In this regard, a proper departmental inquiry was initiated against him as he was
issued charge sheet along with summary of allegations and Mr. Amir Hussain SP SSU
(CPEC), Mardan Region was nominated as enquiry officer to unearth the actual facts:
The EO found him guilty of the charges leveled against him and recommended him for
maJ or pumshment :

In the light of recommendation of enquiry officér and other material available on
the record, he was awarded major punishment of "Reduction in Rank" from Inspector to
- SI vide order No 640-55 /EC, dated 08. 03.2023.

: Feelmg aggrieved agalnst the impugned order of Dy: Commandant SSU (CPEC)
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar, the applicant preferred the instant appeal. The applicant
was summoned and heard in petson in Orderly Room held on 11.04.2023.

Durmg the course of personal hearing, the applicant failed to prove himself
innocent. From perusal of enquiry file it has been found that the allegations were- fully
established against him by the Enquiry Officer during the course of enquiry. There
doesn't seems any infirmity in the order passed by the competent authority, therefore no
ground exist to mterfere in same.

, Based on ﬁndlngs narrated above, I, Commandant SSU _(CPEQ), Khyber-
Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar, being the competent authority, has found no substance in the
appeal, therefore the same is re_]ected and filed being meritless.

» Order announced. ,

-sd-
(MOHAMMAD ZAFAR ALIPSP
' COMMANDANT,

‘Special Security Unit (CPEC),-

- Ad \;'o Q‘g in ‘Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

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

1. Dy Commandant SSU (CPECQ), Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.
2. SI Tahir Khan No. P/290.
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BEFORE THE HON’BLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR NED

e
: B S g‘\é;é-? ;} _g-.gﬁg,:i
: - wuin ™ !
In S.A No. 883/2023 C ?8?”'% \D\()\%
Muhammad Tahlr .................... Appellant
VERSUS
Provincial Police Ofﬁcer Khybér Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar etc. |
P URTUR s++<.....Respondents -
| INDEX ' |
S# | Description of Documents - Annexire / Pages
\ - |
1. .| Para wise'Comments ' | . 1-3
2. [ Authority letter | - - 4
3. | Affidavit : 5
4. | .Charge Sheet with summary of allegation - “A” 1 6-7
" | dated 21.12.2022 | |
5. | Reduction order dated 08.03.2023 “B” T8
6. | Copy of rejection order dated 12.04.2023 “C” 9
Respondents through |
Khyal Roz Khan _
Insp/Legal, SSU (CPEC)
S _ - Peshawar
t ' CNIC: 17301-2507764-1
R ' Cell: 0315-9867946




BEFORE THE HONORABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE

/
TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR
Service Appeal No. 883/2023 - - SCANNELDY
Muhammad Tahir...... ... (Appellant)?»“’#-‘?sé" LRV aer

vy 9\\0 2

Inspector General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa etc
..................... (Respondents)
PARA-WISE COMMENTS ON BEHALF OF RESPONDENTS. NO. 1 TO 3

RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH:

Khvbeor Pakiitukhwa

PRELIMINARY OBJECTIONS:- Fervice Fribunal
) Binry Ng. ES 11'35_
a) That the appeal is not based on facts. Datea 28 /16723

b) That the appeal is barred by law and limitation.

c¢) That the appeal is not maintainable in the present form.

d) That the appeal is bad for mis-joinder and non-joinder of necessary and
proper parties.

¢) That the appellant is eétopped to file the instant appeal by his own conduct.

f) That the appellant has not come to this Honorable Tribunal with clean hands.

g) That the appellant has got no cause of action and locus standi to file the

instant Service Appeal.
FACTS

1.  Para pertains to service record of the appellant hence no comments.

2. Para pertains to the service record of the appellant hence no comments.

3.  Every Police Officer/ official is under obligation to perform official duties
with full of honesty, zeal and zest.

4. Incorrect, the appellant was proceeded against departmentally on the
grounds that he had provided SSU officials ﬁamely Akif Hussain No. 781,
Usman No. 808 & Kamran No. 906 as gunner to a private businessman
namely Shehriyar Memon at Islamabad without prior pefmission of the

. competent authority. A proper departmental enquiry into the matter was
ini_tiatéd against him. He was served with charge sheet aldng with summary
of allegations (Annexure ‘A’). Mr Amir Hussain SP SSU (CPEC), Mardan
was nominated as enquiry officer to unearth the actual facts. The enquiry
officer after fulfillment of all codal formalities, held the appellant guilty of
the charges leveled against him and recommended the appellant for major

punishment. The Competent Authority awarded the appellant major -




punishment of reduction in rank from Inspector to Sub Inspector vide orde@
dated 08.03.2023. (Annexure ‘B’).

Incorrect, misieading and misconceived, as already explained in preceding

W

Para.

6.  Incorrect, fair and impartial enquiry into the matter was conducted. It is
worth mentioning here that enquiry is an important component as mentioned
in KP Police Rules, 1975. Hence, the stance taken by the appellant is totally
baseless. )

7. First portion of this para is already explained‘above in Para No. 4 while to
extent of departmental appeal, the appeliant was summoned and heard in
person in Orderly Room held on 11.04.2023. During the course of personal
hearing, the appellant badly failed to prove his innocence. Therefore, the
departmental appeal of the appellant was rejected vide order dated
12.04.2023 (Annexure ‘C’) by the appellate authority i.e. Commandant,
SSU, CPEC Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.

‘8. As already explained in preceding Para the appellant badly failed to advance
any plausible grounds in his self defense therefore, the appellate authority
rejected the departmental appeal of the appellant vide order dated
12.04.2023. |

9.  The instant service appeal is not maintainable and liable to be dismissed on

following Grounds:-

GROUNDS:-

a. Incorrect, the orders passed by the authorities are quite legal, within jurisdiction
-and in accordance with law/ rules as well as principles of natural justice.

b. Incorrect and misleading, the orders passed by Athe authorities are legal and in
accordance with law/ rules. '

c. Evefy Police Officer/ official is under obligation to perform official duties with
full of honesty, zeal and zest. '

d. Incorrect, as already -explained above in Para No. 4 of Facts.

e. Incorrect, misieading and misconceived, the actions of respondent department
based on solid reasons/ grounds. |

£ Incorrect, as already explained above in Para No. 4 of Facts:

g. Incorrect, misleading and misconceived, the appellant is blaming respondents
on his own misconduct. |

h. Incorrect, the order is in accordance with principle of natural justice and within
the domain of mandate of respondents.

i. Incorrect, no violation of fundamental rights exist on part of answering

respondents.



j- The respondents seeks additional permission of this Hon’ble Tribunal to raise 5

additional grounds at time of hearing of instant Service Appeal. |
: = ‘ |

\

\

PRAYER:- | . . }

Keepiﬁg in view the above stated facts and circumstances, it is therefore
humbly prayed that the appeal is not maintainable being devoid of merits hence,

may kindly be dismissed with costs, please. ’ : v

e}:)uty Commandant, - Commanda

Special Security Unit (CPEC), ~ Special Security Uhj{ (CPEC),
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar
(Respondent No. 3) (Respondent No. 2)




BEFORE THE HONORABLE KHYBEE P4k HTUNKHWA SERVICE (A, )

. TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

- Service Appeal No. 833/2023

Muhammad Tahir kKhan ... S (Appellant)
Versus

Inspector General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa €LC. v veerreeeenn, (Respondents)

AUTHORITY LETTER

Mr. Khyal Roz Inspector/Legal, SSU (CPEC), Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar is
authorized to submit Para-wise Comments/reply in above captioned Service Appeal on

behalf of respondents in Hon’bic Khyber Pakhtunkhwa-Service Tribunal, Peshawar.

Deputy’™Commandant
SSU (CPEC) Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,
Peshawar, : - Peshawar.
(Respondent Ne..03) ' (Respondent No. 02)




AR, I 9,
BEFORE THE HONORABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA, SERVICE
TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

Service appeal No. 883/2023

Provincial Police Officer  Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
Peshawar ‘ (Petitioner) -
VERSUS
Muhammad Tahir Khan (Respondents)
AFFIDAVIT

‘ I, Khyal Roz Insp/Legal SSU (CPEC) do hereby solemnly affirm on oath that
the content of writ petition on behalf of Inspector General of Police, Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar are correct to the best of my knowledge and belief.
Nothing has been concealed from this Honorab!e court. g+ (43 Wﬂz&"/

em onhh (/\AMW hm%w WW/&“ bt
placed @ Pl | Tss% base Pvisclt /o]

DEPONENT

L

(Khyal Roz Khan)

=( 0\7/§_ ~ Insp/Legal,
oS . SSU (CPEC), Peshawar.

¢ . 17301-2507764-1
: 0315-9867946
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CHARGE SHEET

1. . Whereas I, Dy: Commandant SSU (CPEC), Peshawar, am satiss

W
Formal Enquiry as contemplated by Police Rules 1975 is necessary &;eﬁ

Y

in the subject case against Inspector Muhammad Tahir Khan No. P/290.: \%
. ,. -_“fx

2. And whereas, I am of the view that the allegations if established Would Ce.

for major/minor penalty, as defined in Rule 3 of the aforesaid Rules. .

3. Now therefore, as required by Rule 6 (1) (a) & (b) of the said Rules, I, :

Deputy Commandant, Special Security Unit (CPEC), Peshawar hereby charge
Inspector Muhammad Tahir Khan No. P/290 under Rule 5 (4) of the Police Rules
1975.

L As reported by SP SSU (CPEC) Central Mardan Region vide letter
No. 386/R/SP/MRD Region, dated 08.12.2022 that you Inspector
‘Muhammad Tahir Khan No. P/290 had dispatched your gunners

namely Akif Hussain No. 781, Usman No. 808 and Kamran No.

906 for the security of a private businessman named Shehryar
AW/ - Memon at Islamabad. |

M I1. That you were transferred from District Nowshera to Balakot, vou
\/ took your gunners to Balakot without any prior permission or

\3
S - order of High-Ups. .
III.  Beinga responsible police official, this act of yours is highly objectionable

and renders you liable for disciplinary proceedings under the Police
Rules 1975. ‘

4. I hereby direct you further under Rule 6 (I) (b} of the said Rules to put forth

same time whether you desire to be heard in person,
5. In case your reply is not received within the specific period to the Enquiry

Officer, it shall be presumed that you have no defence to offer and ex-parte action

N
(ZAIB U‘f,LAH KHAN)Ps»

DY: COMMANDANT,
Special Security Unit (CPEC),
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.
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will be taken against you.
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S’I;ATEMENT OF ALLEGATIONS

1. I, Dy: Commandant SSU (CPEC) as competent authority, am of ; "f
that Inspector Muhammad Tahir Khan No. P/290 has rendered himseii*

be proceeded against ‘departmentally ‘as he has committed the ©

acts/. om18810n within the meaning of section 03 of the Khyber Pakht
Police Rules, 1975. ‘
I, As reported by SP SSU (CPEC) Central Mardan Region vid

‘No. 386/R/SP/MRD Region, dated 08.12.2022 that Ins,
‘Muhammad Tahir Khan No. P/290 had dispatched his gun

namely Akif Hussain No. 781, Usman No. 808 and Kamran N
906 for the security of a private businessman. named Shehryar

Memon at Islamabad.

" [I.. That he was fransferred.from Distriét Nowshera to Balakot, he took
W his gunners to Balakot without any prior permission or order of

M_—=2~  HighUps
—— 1

Being a responsible police official, his this act is highly objectionable and

/ N 5? / W / %‘0 renders him liable for disciplinary proceedings under the Police Rules

oY) 1.47/1.": .

1975.

2. For the purpose of scrutinizing the conduct of afore said police official in

the said episode with reference to the above allegations Mr. Amir Hussain SP

SSU (CPEC), Mard#n Region is appointed as Enquiry Officer under Rule 5 (4) of
Police Rules 1975.

3. The Enquiry Officer shall in-accordance with the provision of the Police
Rules (1975), provide reasonable opportunity of hearing to the accused Official
and make recommendations as to punish or other action to be taken against the

accused official.

(ZAIB ULLAH KHAN)PSP
DY: COMMANDANT,
Special Security Unit (CPEC),
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar. .

-

0. 47! ' /EC dated Peshawar the L1/ /) /2022 -
Copy to:- '
1. . The Inquiry Officer. !
2. The Concerned official.
N 277
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OFFICE OF THE COMMANDANT

SPECIAL SECURITY UNIT (SSU)

: KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA POLICE
CENTRAL POLICE.: OFF!CES S.AQ ROAD, PESHAWAR CANTT (PH: 09['92.14056)

o éQO" S<  EC - dated Peshawar the g;g /()5/ 2023.

ORDER

1. This office order will dispose-off’tlﬁe departmental proceedings against Inspector
Tahir Khan No. P/290 on the charges/allegations that he while posted at Rashakai Economic
Zone, Dlstrxct Nowshera had provided SSU officials namely Akif Hussain No. 781, Usman No.
808 and Kamran No. 906 as gunner with a private businessman named Shehryar Memon at\
Islamabad without approval or permission of the competent authority. '

2. In this regafd, proper departmental proceeding was initiated against him, he was
issued charge sheet along with summary of allegation vide Endst: No. 127 17/EC, dated 21.12.2022
& Mr. Amir Hussain SP SSU (CPEC), Mardan Region was nominated as enquiry officer to

A conduct inquiry into the matter, who after fulfilling all codal formalities submitted his findings

W"
m,/JV
ivsP/ ) et

o

report, wherein he reported that charge sheet alongwith summary of allegations were served upon
him. To which he replied but his reply was found unsatisfactory thus the EO found him guilty of
the charges leveled agamst him and recommended for major punishment.
“ a
Keeping in view of the above facts, as well as other material available 0~n record,
the enquiry report confirms the gross ill-discipline and breach of rules & law by the defaulter
Inspector Tahir Khan No. P/29O for being illegally and unlawfully provided SSU Police officials
namely FC Akif Hussain No. 781, FC Usman No. 808 and FC Kamran No. 906 to one Mr.
Shéhryar Memon. Therefore, I, Deputy Commandant SSU (CPEC), being the competent authority
in the exercise of powers vested to me under section 4(b) of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Police Rules
1975 (amended in 2014) hereby awarded Major Punishment to defaulter Inspector Tahir Khan No.

P/290 “Reduction in rank” from Inspector to Sub inspector with immediate effect.

Order Announced.

(SAJJDAD AHMAD)®P
Dy: Commandant,
Special Security Unit (CPEC),
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

Copy of the above is forwarded for information to the:

Inspector General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.

Capital Police Officer, Peshawar.

All SPs SSU (CPEC), Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.

PSO to Commandant SSU (CPEC), Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar. .
PA to Dy: Commandant SSU (CPEC), Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.
Incharge Secret Branch CPO, Peshawar.

Accountant, SRC, EC SSU (CPEC), Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.
Official Concerned.
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- m . S&s#F . OFFICE OF THE COMMANDANT
. -9V ggEel . SPECIAL SECURITY UNIT (SSU) |
L %23 = KHYBERPAKHTUNKHWA POLICE = ..
CENTRAL POLICE OFFICES, S.A.Q ROAD PESHAWAR CANTT (PH: 091- 9214056)

: [ No. [/ /?/ 7’3\ /EC _ dated Peshawarthe /2 / 3/2023 @

= ORDER

This order will dispose of the formal departmental appeai preferred by SI Tahir Khan No.
P/290 of Spemal Security Unit (CPEC) against the order of Dy: Commandant SSU (CPEC),
- wherein he was awarded major punishment of “Reduction in Rank” from Inspector to SI. The
. applicant was proceeded against on the allegations that he had provided SSU official namely Akif
Hussain No. 781, Usman No. 808 & Kamran No. 906 as gunner to a private businessman named
Shehryar Memon at Islamabad without approi/al or permission of the competent authority.

_ In this regard, a proper departmental inquiry was initiated against him as he was issued

g charge sheet along with summary of allegations and Mr. Amir Hussain SP SSU (CPEC), Mardan
Region was nominated as enquiry officer to unearth the actual facts. The EO found h1m guxlty of
the charges leveled against him and recommended him for major punishment.

In the light of recommendation of enquiry officer and othér material -available on the

- record, he was awarded major punishment of “Reduction in Rank” from Inspector to SI vide order
No. 640-55/EC, dated 08.03.2023. .

F eeling aggneved agamst the impugned order of Dy: Commandant SSU (CPEC), Khyber

i W Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar, the applicant preferred the instant appeal. The applicant was summoned
M and heard in person in Orderly Room held on 1 1.04.2023. '

S 5\ v During the course of personal hearing, the applicant failed to prove himself innocent. From
| f&,soq " perusal of enquiry file it has been found that the allegations were fully established against him by
(& the Enquiry Officer during the course of enquiry. There doesn’t seems any infirmity in the order

/ l"/ 20 3 passed by the competent authority, therefore no ground exist to interfere in same.

Based on findings narrated above, I, Commandant SSU (CPEC), Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,
Peshawar, being the competent authority, has found no substance in the appeal, therefore, the same
is rejected and filed being meritless.

“Order announced.

(MOHAMMA FAR ALI)"SP
ANT,

Special Security Unit (CPEC),
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.

Copy of the above is forwarded for information to the:

1. Dy: Commandant SSU (CPEC), Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar
2. SI Tahir Khan No. P/290.
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i BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE
‘ TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR
CM No. - /2023
In
Service Appeal No. 883/2023
© Muhammad TahirSI
VS
I.G.P & others
- APPLICATION FOR EARLY FIXATION OF THE
CAPTIONED APPEAL.
o e

Respectfully Sheweth,

1. That the captioned Appeal is pending adjudication before this
Hon’ble Tribunal, which is fixed for 07.02.2024

2. That the case pertains to urgent/promotion in nature and
valuable rights of appellant are involved in the instant Appeal.
- If the instant Appeal is not fixed at an early date, the appellant |

will suffer irreparable loss.
3. That there is no legal bar in allowing the instant éppli_cation.

It is tlie}'qfore, | very humbly prayed that the captioned

Appéal may kindly be fixed at an early date i.e. before

wa
.




. ;.
"\
N - . .
« S January as the promotions are going to be held in January,
Y 2623.

Applicant/ Appellant
Through

_ Khiyal-Muhammad Mohamd =~ - .

& | gﬁza(/
Zeestan Khan

AdYOGate, ST
'High Courts, Peshawar

RN

AFFIDAVIT
Stated on Oath that the contents of accompanying: Application are true

‘and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief and nothing has been

qonceaied from this Hon'ble Tribunal.

L

Deponent




