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KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No.883/2023

BEFORE: MRS. RASHIDA BANG ... MEMBER(J) 
MR. MUIiAMMAD AKBAR KHAN... MEMBER (E)

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

.... {Appellant)

VERSUS

1. Inspector General of Police/ Provincial Police Chief, Central Police 
Officer, Khyber Road, Peshawar.

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

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

Mr. Khiyal Muhammad 
Advocate For appellant

Mr. Asif Masood Ali Shah 
Deputy District Attorney For respondents

Date of Institution 
Date of Hearing... 
Date of Decision..

17.04.2023
07.02.2024
07.02.2024

JUDGMENT

RASFIIDA BANO. MEMBER (JTTheinstant service appeal has been instituted

under section 4 of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal, Act 1974 with

the prayer copied as below:

“On acceptance of this appeal, the impugned order dated 

12.04.2023 and reduction in rank order dated 08.03.2023 

may kindly be set aside and the appellant may please be 

restored/reinstated on his post of Inspector in service 

withal back benefits/consequently relief.”

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
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was promoted to the rank of Inspector. The appellant was performing his duties

with zeal and zest. During service departmental 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. Feeling aggrieved, he filed departmental appeal which was

rejected on 12.04.2023, hence the instant service appeal.

3V Respondents were put on notice who submitted written replies/comments

on the appeal. We have heard the learned counsel for the appellant as well as

the learned Deputy District Attorney and perused the case file with connected

documents in detail.

Learned counsel for the appellant argued that appellant has not been. 4.

treated in accordance with law and rules. He further argued that the impugned

orders passed by the respondents are Corum non judice, illegal, without

jurisdiction, lawful authority and against the principle of justice, hence not

tenable in the eyes of law. I-Ie 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, 

requested for acceptance of the instant service appeal.

Conversely, learned District Attorney contended that appellant has been5.

treated in accordance with law and rules. He further contended that appellant

proceeded against departmentally on the grounds of the he had provided 

SSU officials as gunner to a private businessman at Islamabad without any 

proper permission of the competent authority. A proper departmental , enquiry 

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

was
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SSU, Marian a, en,„i,, office, ffiffi,,, -
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6- Perusal of record

ment of all codal formalities the

reveals that appellant was enlisted as constable in 

lastly promoted as Inspector.
respondent department 25.08.1987 whoon was
Appellant was served with charge sheet and statement of allegation 

had deputed/provided his
on

21. 12.2022 with the allegation that he 

Akif Hussain No. 781,
gunner namely

Usman No. 8085 and Kamran N
O. 906 for security of a 

at Islamabad and he
private business man namely Sheryar Memon

on the eve

IS gunner to Balakot without prior

sheet

gunner to any businessman 

was residing in rented house at Islamabad d 

enmity at his native village. Inquiry officer submitted

of his transfer from Mard to Balakot took hian

pennission or order of his high-ups. 

wherein appellant denied fi
Appellant properly replied charge 

the fact of giving hisrom

and stated that he himself
ue to his

report and found him
guilty.

7... Authority without issuing final show 

punishment of reduction i

Enquiry report reveals that state 

No. 808 and Muhammad 

Officer neither chance of cross 

his statement

cause notice imposed major

m rank from Inspector to Sub Inspector. Perusal
of

ment of Akif Khan, Constable N 

Kamran No. 906
o. 781,Usman 

were recorded by the Enquiry

examination was provided to the appellant 

m the presence of appellant which i
nor

were recorded i

rule f.i, „i.| „fficc, „„

inquiry about data of cell phone of constable which

IS against the

mentioned in 

also not provided to thewas
appellant, which means appellant 

to mention
was condemned unheard. It is also pertinent 

cause was issuedhere that neither final show
nor any chance of 

appellant which is against the rulespersonal hearing was provided to the 

subject.
on the

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

imposition of major penalty, whereas i
m case of the appellant, no such inquirya
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conducted. The Supreme Court of Pakistan in its judgment reported aswas

2008 SCMR 1369 has held that in case of imposing major penalty, the

principles of natural justice 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 servant proceeded against, otherwise civil servant would be

condemned unheard and major penalty of dismissal from service would be

imposed upon him without adopting the required mandatory procedure, 

resulting in manifest injustice. 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 

no 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 providing

right of hearing to him. Reliance is placed on 2010 PLD SC 483.

For what has been discussed above, we are unison to set aside the9.

impugned order dated 08.03.2023 and appellate order dated 12.04.2023 with

direction to the respondents to conduct denovo 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.

Pronounced in open court in Peshawar and given under our hands 

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

10.

/

Aiffi^KHAN)
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-■t. (RASHIDA BANG) 

'Member (J)Member (E)

•KaleemuUah (
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ORDER
07.02. 2024 1 Learned counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Asif Masood All

Shah learned Deputy District Attorney alongwith Khayal Roz, Inspector

for the respondents present..

Vide our detailed judgement of today placed on file, we are unison2.

to set aside the impugned order dated 08.03.2023 and appellate order

dated 12.04.2023 with direction to the respondents to conduct denovo

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.

1
3. Pronounced in open court in Peshawar and given under our 

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

h>.
(MuhamilSaWifVkbar'l^fh'an) 

Member (E)
Bano)

Member (J)

•Kaleemullab
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■ . i8‘'M'')cL2U23 ■ !. l.cLirncd counsel Ibr the appcllcinl present. Mr. AsiTMasooti

4th =
Ali Shiih. Deputy District Attorney alongvviih Mr. Khvai Rn/.. ■ .i

Inspcel(u' Ibr the respondents present.

ji

1

Rcply/eommcnts on behalC of respondents submitted thiougli 

(.ilTicc on 05.10.2023, which arc placed tin Tile. Copy ti!' the same 

handed over iti learned counsel Ibr the appellant. To come up for

►c; '■mft
:

'Is-'It f

I

>• r-

-•<1 ; arguments on 01.12.2023 belbre D.B. I.M’ giveri/o tiu; parties.
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(Muhammad Akbar Khan) 

Member (l-i)'kf : • i
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1.•a 1. Junior to counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Muhammad Jan,to : 12. 2023 .
!5 t.y; \

c/' 'ij; learned District Attorney for the respondents present.

-I, * • ■
2. Junior to counsel for the appellant present and requested forj

t.

•r . adjournment on the ground that learned counsel for the appellant is busy 

before the Hon'ble Peshawar High Court Peshawar. Adjourned. To 

come up for arguments on 07.02.2024 betore D.B. P.P given to the 

^ parties.
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(Rashida Bano) 
Member (J)

(Muhammad Akbar Khan) 
Member (E)1
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Learned counsel for the appellant present and argued 

that vide impugned order dated 08.03.2023 appellant was
16.08.2023

i

awarded major penalty of reduction in ranlc against, which :

14.03.2023 which wasappellant filed departmental appeal 

rejected on 12.04.2023 thereafter he filed instant service appeal 

17.04.2023. He further argued that appellant

on

wason
condemned unheard without providing opportunity. of self-

defence as no regular inquiry was eonducted by ignoring law 

the point. Points raised need consideration. Instant appeal is 

admitted for regular hearing subject to all legal objections. The 

appellant is directed to deposit security fee within 10 days. 

Thereafter, notices be issued to respondents for submission.of 

written reply/comments. Respondents be summoned through

on

TCS the expenses of which be deposited by the appellant

for*" writtenwithin 3 days. Adjourned. To come up 

reply/comments on 26.09.2023 before S.B. P.P given to 

learned counsel for the appellant. v /'

(Rashioaoano) 
Member (J)

•KalecinUllah'

Counsel for the appellant and Mr. Fazal Shah 

Mohmand, Addl. AG for the respondents present.

26"’ Scpl. 2023

KPST
Peshawar.

Of.

Reply/comments on behalf of the respondents not 

submitted. Txarned AAG sought ftirther time. Granted. 

I’o come up for written rcply/commcnts on 18.10.2023 

Parcha Peshi given to the parties. .

02.

before S.B.

(FAREE
Member (E)

-Ahllulillll
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Appellant in person present and requested for 

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 

Peshi given to the appellant.

12.06.2023
v‘" i
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(Salah-Ud-Din) 
Member (J)

I

1

*Naeem Amin*

4

25.07.2023 Learned counsel for the appellant present and requested for

adjournment on the ground that he has not made preparation- of the. i

brief Adjourned, 'fo come up for preliminary hearing on 16.08.2023ow \\ before S.B. P.P given to learned counsel for the apG^ellant.

f

(Muhammad Akbar Khan) 
Member (L)’^I

• Ktimrimulkih • t
I .

«
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FORM OF ORDER SHEET
■J

Courlof

883/2023Case No.

Order or other proceedings with signature of judgeDate of order 
proceedings

S.No,

321

19/04/2023 appeal 'of Mr. Muhairimaci 'l.'ahir rcsubLjiiiic-d1hc

today by Mr. X.hiya! Muhammad Mohiiiand ’ Advocalc.^Ji is 

flx.cd for preliminary hearing bei.b.rc'^XitVgic .iXaielt rg r
i

.'j'

Peshawar 2^3 - (

By tile oi'dci' ol'Chaii-man
F»eeNawar

1
-1

Ri'GiSTRAR. ’

Nemo for the appellant. Notices be issued to'the ;11 April, 202327

appellant and his counsel. To come up for preliminary
!■

hearing on 12.06.2023 before the S.B.

■
(Faree^~Paul) 

Member(E)

o

\ ^0
■■^Fazle Subhem P.S^



/ The appeal of Mr. Muhammad Tahir sub-inspeclor of Police No. P/T90 rcceiv.^-J today
i.C:,. on 17.04,2023 is incomplete onAhe following score:vvhich !;:■ rerurned to the 'counS'.:’ ’'or the 

for completion and resubrnission within l.S days. ’ •

Ky 1- Annexures of the appeal are unattested.
2- Affidavit be got attested from Oath Comrnif^sioner,

^3- Memorandum of appeal be got signed by the appellant.
4- .Appeal has not been flagged/marked with annexures rnark.s,
!3- Copies of charge sheet, statement of allegations, show-.cause notice, enquHy report 

and replies thereto are not attached with the appeal which may be placed on il.
6- Annexures B&E of the appeal are illegible which may be replaced by, iegibie/oeltcr 

one.
7- ' Five more ebpies/sets of the appeal along with annexures i.e. complete m ail i'e.spect 

.may also be submitted with the appeal.

No- \2 2_3.... ./s,r,

/202.3

■ REGISTRAR 
SERVICE TRiGUrsiAl 

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 
PESHAWAR.

Khiyal Muhammad Mohmand Adv. 
High Court Peshawar.

^ IAi-e>

-O '



BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE
TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. 72023

ApperaTit^'^^'*^Muhammad Tahir

VERSUS

Inspector General of Police / Provincial Police Chief, 

Central Police office (CPO) and others....  Respondents
INDEX

S.No Description of Documents Annex Pages

Grounds of Appeal1. 1-7

Affidavit2. 8

Copy of the Service Card “A”3- 9-10

Copy of the reduction in 

rank
08.03.2023

“B”4- 11
order dated

Copy of grounds of appeal 
dated 14.03.2023

“C”5- 12-13

6. Copy of Rejection Order 

dated 12.04.2023
“D” 14

Copies of the FIRs “E”7- 15-17

8. Wakalat Nama 18

Appellant
Through

Khiyal Muha
&
Zeeshan Gul 
Advocates, High CourtDated: 17.04.2023
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE
TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR

HW-Service Appeal No. *5«ii5s y
/2023 a

Muhammad Tahir,

Sub-Inspector, No. P/290 

S/o Muhammad Akram

R/o Mohallah Mitta Khel, Kheeshgi Bala, P.O Kheeshgi 
Payan, Tehsil & District Nowshera

Appellant

y^ERSUS

1. Inspector General of Police / Provincial Police Chief, 

Central Police office (CPO),
Peshawar.

Khyber Road,

2. Commandant, Special Security Unit (CPEC) Khyber 

Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar

3. Deputy Commandant, Special Security Unit (CPEC) 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshayyar

F ^ ^
Respondents

APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF THE KHYBER

PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT,
Re-si’.Jl[>snai:4cd to -day 

fil-aed.

;?•f.
---^ ,

■
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1974 against the imouaned 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 UPON THE APPELLANT AND

THE SAME ORDRE WAS MAINTAINED BY THE

RESPONDENT No. 2 FOR THE APPELLANT.

Prayer in Appeal:

On acceptance of this Appeal, the impugned 

1171-72/EC dated 12.04.2023 andorder No.

"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 post of 

Inspector in service with all back benefits/ consequently 

relief “
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Respectfully Sheweth:

l.That the appellant was inducted and appointed
as a Constable onin the police service 

25.08.1987. (Copy of the Service CaiPis Ann-A)

2.That the appellant after qualifying himself during 

the course of his service was promoted to the 

rank of Inspector.

3.That the appellant served with zealous and 

having unblemished record of service and served 

according to the satisfaction of high ups and to 

this effect his ACRs/ PERs bear testimony.

4.That despite the fact the appellant has been 

implicated on mere suspension and there was no 

iota evidence in possession of the departmental 

authorities but still the departmental authorities 

decided to proceed 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
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the inquiry officer recommended the appellant 

for imposition of major penal punishment.

e.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- 

Inspector was awarded to the appellant. CCopy 

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

7.That feeling dissatisfied with the reduction in 

rank order, the appellant 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 feeling aggrieved from the impugned Order 

1171-72/EC dated 12.04.2023No. 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 the impugned Appellate Order No. 1171- 

72/EC dated 12.04.2023 of the respondent No. 2 

by virtue of which Departmental Appeal / 

Presentation of the appellant was rejected and 

reduction in rank order No. 640-55/EC dated 

08.03.2023 of respondent No. 3, whereby the 

appellant was imposed major penalty of 

reduction in rank in service are corum non 

judice, illegal, without jurisdiction and lawful 

authority, against the principles of natural 

justice, without any rhymes and reasons, hence 

liable to set aside.

B.That impugned order are illegal and unjust and 

in vioiation of rules and law applicable to the 

matter.

C.That the appellant rendered unblemished 

services in the police force without any criminal

history and without any involvement in any kind 

of illegal activities but still awarded 

penalty of reduction in rank.
major

D.That admittedly there is 

admission recorded till
no confession or 

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 

mentioned in the impugned orders.

F. That in inquiry no proper procedure has been 

adopted and the appellant neither given any 

opportunity of defence or cross-examination of 

witnesses was afforded to the appellant which is 

in violation of principle enshrined in law that no 

one should be condemned unheard (audi alterm 

partem).

G.That the respondents issued the impugned 

orders in a slip shot and arbitrary manner just to 

delay the promotion of appellant, because the 

family of appellant 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 gross 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 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 

appeiiant may please be restored/ re-instated on 

his post of Inspector in service with ali back

benefits/ consequentiy reiief
V/'

Any other relief hot specificaiiy asked for, 

may aiso be granted.

AppellarTt ,
Through

Khiyal Muharruric drWohmand
&

Zeeshan GuT 

Advocates, High CourtDated: 17.04.2023
CERTIFICATE

Certified that as per instructions of my client, that
this is the first Service Appeal o 

before this Honourable Tribunal.
hCsubi

GAT
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE
TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. _ /2023

Muhammad Tahir Appellant

VERSUS

Inspector General of Police / Provincial Police Chief, 

Central Police office (CPO) and others.....Respondents

AFFIDAVIT

I, Muhammad Tahir, Sub-Inspector, No. P/290 S/o Muhammad 

Akram R/o Mohallah Mitta Khel, Kheeshgi Bala, P.O Kheeshgi 

Payan, Tehsil & District Nowshera, do hereby solemnly affirm 

and declare on oath that the contents of the accompanying 

Service Appeal are true and correct to the best of my knowledge 

and belief and nothing has been concealed from this Hon’ble 

Tribunal.

Deponent ^ 

CNIC: 17201-9029057-1 

343-1400090

\A
/ n/
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SIM.CIAI.SIIC (ikH V liM I (SSI )
kiiviii:k I’akii tcnkiiwa poijci:/r

t i Mli Xt I*IM l< ( l> V X u KltXIl l*IMI\XX \|| ( \M I il-lf. \ti\ ‘HtUtM.t
f

/v. li.ilt'J IV-li iw.ir llic i 'N.. H .i-

O U l> \ H

Hu> oJJuc orilvT uiH iIk- ili-p.iiiiiiciil.d prciv-ctiiii)'-. .i^mih4 Inxntvtur

I gliii' No. on llu* tli.ui’Cs'.iticii.ilumx tli.il lie vxliilc |nivicil .il 1 k<nhiiiiiL

/one. Dotnel Nou>hei.i luui (uoxideJ NSt' ollienils i>.tniclx Akil iiiisv.tiu No 7X1, I Nni.iti N<> 
S<>S .iitJ Kaiiu;in No. as gunner will) a priv.ne Inisincssrnan natned Stivhrxar Menion .1! 
Ni.miakui xxiilumi appioxal or |K'rintssitiii ol il:c conipclcnt uulhiinl).

I

2 III this leeard. piopcr dcpailiiienl.il pri<eecdiii^ xxas initiated at;ainst iiiin. lie v..:.

issued eh.irgc sheet alon^ vxilh s'lituinar) ol'alle^alioii \ ide iinJsl; No. l27|7‘l:C.d.ilcd 21.12.2022 
iVMr. Aiuir Hussain Si* SSli (Cl’HC). Matdan Region xxas nohitnalcd as emtuirx ottieer to 
conduct ini|uir>' into the nutter, vslio after fuiriliiii^ all codal lormalitics submitted liis lmJir;.-.s 
report, xxltefcin he reported that charpe sheet alongxxiih summary of allegations vxere serxeJ up'll! 
him. lo which he replied but his reply xva.s found unsatisfacior>' liius the (:0 found him guilt) ol 
the clurges leveled against him and recommended for major punishment

f

Keeping in xiexv of the above facts, as well as other material available on record.
ilie enquii) report conlirm.s the gross ili-diseipline and breach of rules A: law bx the defaulter

liispe«.lur laliir Klun No. I’ 2*^0 for licing illegally unj uniau fully pro tided SSL' I’oliee oliieiaU
namely I C Akif Hussain No. 781, I C Usman No. 808 and I’C Kamran No. ‘ht(i to one Mr.

✓
Shehrvar Memon. l.liereibre. I, Depuij Cmtimandant SSL" (("ITCt. being the eonipeieni .niihori’.x 
ill the c.xcrtise of powers veiled to me under section .4(b) of Khv her I'akhiunkhwa. IV'llce KiileN 
H»7.' (amended in 2014) hereby awarded Major (•unishment to defaulter Inspector l ahir Khan No. 
I’ 2‘>tl "Rcducliun in rank"* from Inspector lo Sub inspector with immediate effect.

,1

Order Announced.

(SA.I.*AH AIIMAI))"
Ih; (.'iimmandani.

Special Seeutity Unit (Cl’I Ct. 
Kh\ her I’akhtuiikhwa. I’eshaw.ir,

Copy of the jho\e is lorvurJcd for iiiJiiriii.itioii to ihc;
1. Inspector Cieiieral of I’oliee. Khv her I’akhiunkhwa I'eshawar.
2. Capital I’oliee CJIlicer. I’eshaw.ir.
3. All Si’s SSU (CI’LCi. Khyhcr I’akhmnkliua
d. I’SO loCommandain SSU (C'l’liC). Khyher I’akhtunkhw.i I’eshawar.
5. I’A to Hy: Conimaiidanl SSU ((’I’rC). khyher.l’aklihmkliwa I'eshawar 
<»- Incharge Secret Hrancli C'I’d. Pc.shawar.
7. .Aeeoumanl, SUL. liL SSU (Ll’IX'j. KhyK-r I’akhua-.kliw., I’edi.iw.ir,
8 01 ficial Concerned

.ScitnnciJ will! CainSainncr
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OFFICE OF THE COMMANDANT 
SPECIAL SECURITY UNIT (SSU)

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa police
Central Police Office SAQ Road, Peshawar Cantt Ph: 091-9211056

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

1 This office order will dispose-off the departmental 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.

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 conduet inquiry into the matter, who after fiilfilling 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.

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.

Order Announced.

(SAJJAD AHMAD)

Dy; Commandant, 

Special SecuritycUnit (CPEC), 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
Advocate

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 Pesh 

5. PA to Dy: Commandant SSU (CPEC), Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Pesh 

Incharge Secret Branch CPO, Peshawar.

Accountant, SRC, EC SSU (CPEC), Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Pesh 

Official Concerned

1.-

2.

3.

4. awar.

awar.
6.

7.
awar.

8.
Kv.*r
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To,

The Commandant Special Security Unit (CPEC),
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar * .

Subject: Departmental Appeal against the reduction 

Order of appellant from Inspector to Suh-
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 

bestinterest of justice.

Respected Sir,

With due respect and reverence, it is submitted.

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

the post of Sub-Inspector since long.

2. That earlier the rank of the appellant was Inspector, which 

rank was reduced to Sub-Inspector vide Order No. 640- 

55/EC Dated 08.03.2023. (Copy of the order is attached 

herewith).

3. That the appellant rendered unblemished services in the 

police force without any criminal history and without any



involvement in any kind of illegal activities but still 

awarded major penalty of reduction in rank of appellant.

4. That admittedly there is no admission/confession 

recorded till date against the appellant as well as the police 

official.

5‘. That there is no truth in the allegations mentioned in the 

impugned orders and is violation of the Police Acts, 
Policies and Rules.

6. That the Police Department issued the impugned order in . 
a slip shot and arbitrary manner.

7. That as per law and policy on the subject, the appellant 

was entitled for promotion but the Department had 

reduced the rank of appellant from Inspector to Sub-
i* ' . ■ ^

inspector, which act of the Department is illegal and 

. ineffective upon the rights of the appellant.

It is, therefore, most humbly prayed that 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 justice.

Appellant

Inspector Tahir Khan 
No. P/290
Cell No. 0343-1400090

Dated: 14.03.2023
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f .' OFFICE OF THE COMMANDANT 
SPECIAL SECURITY UNIT (SSU)

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA POLICE
CENTRAL POLICE OFFICES, S A.Q ROAD. PESHAWAR CANTT (PH: 09I-92I40S6)

&

f/l'l — T'A /EC. dated Peshawar the / pLj / 2023.No.

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 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 approval or permission of the competent authority.

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 officer to unearth the actual facts. The EO found him guilty of 
the charges leveled against him and recommended him for major punishment.

In the light of recommendation of enquiry officer and other material available on the 
record, he was awarded major punishment of “Reduction in Rank” from Inspector to S I vide order • 
No. 640-55/EC, dated 08.03.2023. . . ^ .

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

During 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 interfere in same.

Based on findings narrated above, I, Commandant SSU (CPEC), Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 
Peshawar, being the competent authority, has found ho substance in the appeal, therefore, the same •- 
is rejected and filed being meritless.

Order announced.

(MOHAMMAirZAFAR ALI) 
COMMA^ANT, ' 

Special Security Unit (CPEC), 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

P.SP

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.

■

V

fS. rtwoc
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OFFICE OF THE COMMANDANT 
SPECIAL SECURITY UNIT (SSU)

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa police
Central Police Office SAQ Road, Peshawar Cantt Ph: 091-9211056

dated Peshawar the 12/04/2023.No. 1171-72/EC

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 Islamabad without 
approval or permission of the competent authority.

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 officer to unearth the actual facts. 
The EO found him guilty of the charges leveled against him and recommended him for 
major punishment.

In the light of recommendation of enquiry officer 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.

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

During 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 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.

-sd-

(MOHAMMAD ZAFAR ALI)PSP 

COMMANDANT,

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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BEFORE THE HON’BLE KHYBER PAKHTTJNKHWA

SERVICE TRIBUNAI. PFSHAwap

In S.A No. 883/2023

Muhammad Tahir Appellant
A;

VERSUS

Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar etc.
...................................................... ........... .Respondents

INDEX
S# Description of Documents Annexiire / Pages

Para wise Comments 1-3
Authority letter2.

4
Affidavit3.

5
Charge Sheet with summary of allegation

dated 21.12.2022

4.
“A” 6-7

Reduction order dated 08.03.2023

Copy of rejection order dated 12.04.2023

5.
8

6.
“C” 9

Respondents through

KhyalRozKhan 

Insp/Legal, SSU (CPEC) 

Peshawar
CNIC: 17301-2507764-1 

Cell: 0315-9867946
f

b
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BEFORE THE HONORABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE

: '!\ TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. 883/2023
K^^3T

Muhammad Tahir

VERSUS

Inspector General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa etc

.................... (Respondents)

PARA-WISE COMMENTS ON BEHALF OF RESPONDENTS. NO, 1 TO 3

RESPECTFULLY SPIEWETH:

KS^ybcr Pakiitukhwa 
Service TribunalPRELIMINARY OBJECTIONS;-

Vii:try ryt;,.

P \ /fa) That the appeal is not based on facts.

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

c) fhat 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.

e) That the appellant is estopped 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.

DaiccI

FACTS

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

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

Every Police Officer/ official is under obligation to perform official duties 

with full of honesty, zeal and zest.

Incorrect, the appellant was proceeded against departmentally on the 

grounds that he had provided SSU officials namely Akif Hussain No. 781, 

Usman No. 808 & Kamran No. 906 as gunner to a private businessman 

namely Shehriyar Memon at Islamabad without prior permission of the 

. competent authority. A proper departmental enquiry into the matter was 

initiated against him. He was served with charge sheet along 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

1.

2.

3.

4.

li



• »
punishment of reduction in rank from Inspector to Sub Inspector vide orde 

dated 08.03.2023. (Annexure ‘B’).

Incon-ect, misleading and misconceived, as already explained in preceding 

Para.

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.

First portion of this para is already explained above in Para No. 4 while to 

extent of departmental appeal, the appellant 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.

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.

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

following Grounds:-

5.

6.

7.

8.

9.

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 the authorities are legal and in 

accordance with law/ rules.

c. Every 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, misleading and misconceived, the actions of respondent department 

based on solid reasons/ grounds.

f. Incorrect, as already explained above in Para No. 4 of Facts^
g. Incorrect, misleading and misconceived, the appellant is blaming respondents 

on his own miscoiiduct.

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 

additional grounds at time of hearing of instant Service Appeal. ^"1^

PRAYER;-

Keeping 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.

jeputy Commandant, 
Special Security Unit (CPEC), 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar 
(Respondent No. 3)

Command^t.
Special Security U^(CPEC), 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar 
(Respondent No. 2)



BEFORE THE HONQRABLli: KHVBER -F/^kHTUNKHWA SERVICE
TRIBUNAL. FESHAWAR

' Service Appeal No. 83.3/2023

Muhammad Tahir khan (Appellant)

Versus

Inspector General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa etc (Respondents)

AUTHORITY LETTER

Mr. Khyal Roz Inspector/Legal, SSU (CPEC), Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar is 

authorized to submit Para-wise Comments/reply in above captioned Sei*vice Appeal on 

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

Depui>^coniniandant 
SSU (CPEC) Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 

Peshaw'ar.
(Respondent No. 03)

■ Commanc^
SSU (CPEC), KbybeV:

Peshawar. 
(Respondent No. 02)

htunkhwa,

In^
k: s

(Respondent No. 01)

B



BEFORE THE HONORABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA, SERVICE
TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Service appeal No. 883/2023

Khyber PakhtunkhwaOfficerProvincial Police

(Petitioner)Peshawar

VERSUS

(Respondents)Muhammad Tahir Khan

AFFIDAVIT

I, Khya! 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 Honorable court. ^

DEPONENT

(Khyal Roz Khan) 
Insp/Legal,

SSU (CPEC), Peshawar. 
17301-2507764-1 
0315-9867946
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CHARGE SHRRT

Whereas I, Dy: Commandant SSU (CPEC), Peshawar,
Forma! Enquiry as contemplated by Police Rules 1975 i 

in the subject case

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

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

Now therefore, as required by Rule 6 (1) (a) & (b) of the
Deputy Commandant, Special Security Unit (CPEC), Peshawar herebv charge

IJMtgrMuhammad Tahir KhanNmP/290 under Rule 5 (4) of the Police Rules 

1.9 75 •

■ >%-V

1.
am. satisA 

IS necessary &
;

Inspector Muhammad T;:ihir Khan Nn P/oon '

ca

3. ■’ll.

said Rules, I, ' ;
.i"

I. As reported by SP SSU (CPEC) Central Mardan Region vide letter 

386/R/SP/MRD Region, dated 08,12.2022 that you Inspect 
Muhammad Tahir KhanNaP/290 had dispatched your gunners

namely Akif Hussain No. 781, Usman No. 808 and Kamran No. 
906 for the security of a

No.
or

private businessman named Shehryar
Memon at Islamabad. 

That you were transferred from District Nowshera to Balakot 
took your gunners to Balakot without

vou> J

any prior permission or
order of High-Ups.

Being a responsible poHce official, this 

and renders you liable for 

Rules 1975.

act of yours is highly objectionable 
disciplinary proceedings under the Police

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

as to why action should not be taken against you and also stating at theOfficer

time whether you desire to be heard isame
in person.

Officer, it shallTZtniLTbaTZTavTnrdetrt^^^^^^^^^^^^^ ^ 

will be taken against you.

5. In

ex-parte action

7^
(ZAIB ULLAH KHAN)psp 
DY: commandant,

Special Security Unit (CPEC), 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.

I
^ 1 '

■
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STATEMENT OF ALLEGATIONS

I, Dy: Commandant SSU (CPEC) as competent authority, am of the;/ 1.
that Tn.^ppctor Muhammad Tahir Khan No. P/29Q has rendered himsei

he has committed the t

i •

be proceeded against departmentally as 

acts/omission within the meaning of section 03 of the Khyber Pakhr

Police Rules, 1975.

As reported by SP SSU (CPEC) Central Mardan Region vid^ 

386/R/SP/MRD Region, dated 08.12.2022 that Ins^ 

Muhammad Tahir Khan No. P/290 had dispatched his gum 

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

906 for the security of a private businessman named Shehryar 

Memon at Islamabad.
That he was transferred from District Nowshera to Balakot, he took 

his gunners to Balakot without any prior permission 

High-Ups.
Being a responsible police official, his this act is highly objectionable and 

renders him liable for disciplinary proceedings under the Police Rules

1975.

1.
No,

ii:,
or order of

III.

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

said episode with reference to the above allegations Mr. Amir Hussam^P 

SSU (CPECh Mardan Region is appointed as Enquiry Officer under Rule 5 (4) of

2.
the

Police Rules 1975.

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.

3.

(ZAIB ULLAH KHAN)PSP 
DY: COMMANDANT,

Special Security Unit (CPEC), 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.

P T-/?' /EC. dated Peshawar the Xl / /^/2022 

Copy to:-
1. The Inquiiy Officer.
2. The Concerned official.

N

.J No.

%1

.'^-3w/y-

\ I jb



OFFICE OF THE COMMANDANT ' ^
SPECIAL SECURITY UNIT (SSU)

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

f/iO - S C /EC,

1

dated Peshawar the ^2 / 05 / 2023.No.

ORDER

This office order will dispose-off the departmental 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.

1.

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 fulfilling all codal formalities submitted his findings 

report, wherein he reported that charge sheet alongwith summary of allegations were se^ed upon 

him. To which he replied but his reply was found unsatisfactory thus the EO found him guilty of 
Wl—the charges leveled against him and recommended for major punishment.

2.

1 lpI
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 20f4) 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.

(SAJl^^ AHMAD)*’*’
Dy: Commandant,

Special Security Unit (CPEC), 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

Copy of the above is forwarded for information to the:

1. Inspector General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.
2. Capital Police Officer, Peshawar.
3. All SPs SSU (CPEC), Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.
4. PSO to Commandant SSU (CPEC), Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.
5. PA to Dy: Commandant SSU (CPEC), Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.

“I- 6. Incharge Secret Branch CPO, Peshawar.
7. Accountant, SRC, EC SSU (CPEC), Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.
8. Official Concerned.
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OFFIGE.OF THE COMMANDANT 
SPECIAL SECURITY UNIT (SSU) ■

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

v-^
T NNo. jr?± /EC, dated Peshawar the / 20235

ORDER

This order will dispose of the fomiaf 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 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 approval or permission of the competent authority.

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 officer to unearth the actual facts. The EO found him guilty of 
the charges leveled against him and recommended him for major punishment.

In the light of recommendation of enquiry officer 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. ...

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

During the course of persona! 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 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.

liU^

Order announced.

(MOHAMMA 
COMM;

Special SecuriK' Unit (CPEC), 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

PSPl^FAR ALI) 
ANT,

Copy of the above is forwarded for information to the:
1. Dy: Commandant SSU (CPEC), Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.
2, SITahir Khan No. P/290.

^.
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICF
TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR

CM. No. /2023

In

Service Appeal No. 883/2023

Muhammad Tahir SI

VS

I.G.P & others

APPLICATION FOR EARLY FIXATION OF THE 

CAPTIONED APPEAL.
0

Respectfully Sheweth,

1. That the captioned Appeal is pending adjudication before this 

Hon'ble Tribunal, which is fixed for 07.02.202^.

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 irreparabledoss.

3. That there is no legal bar in allowing the instant application.
i

It is therefore, very humbly prayed that the captioned 

Appeal may kindly be fixed at an early date le, before

. 'V

i



/
(

\

January as the promotions are going to be held in January, 
2023.

e\

Applicant/ Appellant

Through

Khiyal Muhammad Mohamd

&

Zee 

Advocate,
High Courts, Peshawar

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 

concealed from this Hon’ble Tribunal.

Deponent

'\


