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CE TRIBUNALKHYBER PAKHTliNKHVVA SERV
PESHAWAR.

BEFORE:
...MEMBER (JUmCSAL) 
..[member (EXECUTIVE)

SALAHUDDIN 
FAREEHA PAUL

Service Appeal No. 535/2023 
Misal Khan, Ex-Tnspector, Police Lines Peshawar.

{Appellani)
Versus

Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar and 02 .
(RespoinlefJts)others.

Present:

for the Appellant.Mr. Khalid Rahman, Advocate ...
Mr. Asad Ali Khan, Assistant Advocate GeneralUor the Respondents.

.10.03.2023 

.11.10.2023 

.13'. 10.2023

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

Service Appeal No. 5S6/2023 
Zarshad Khan, E)<-Sub-lnspector, Police Lines Peshawar.

{Appellant)
Versus

Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakh 

others.
xinkliwa, Peshawar and 02

{Respondents)

Present:

for the Appellant.Mr. Khalid Rahman, Advocate ...
Mr. Asad Ali Khan, Assistant Advocate General,.2

I ...For the Respondents.

10.03.2023 
11.10.2023 
13.102023

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

Service Appeal No. 544/2023 

Qazi Muhammad Hussain, Ex-ASI No. 1058 10 at PS Shahpur. 
{Appellant)

Versus
The Capital City Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar 

and 01 other. {fiespondents)

Present:

for the Appeliarii.Syed Noman Ali Bukhari, Advocate ...
Mr. Asad .Ali Khan, Assistant Advocate General,

... .For the Respondents.

13.03.2023Date of Institution 
... Dale of Hearing... 11.1 0,2023

u



13.10.2023Date of Decision

Service Appeal No. 545/2023
Mohsin Khan, Head Constable No, 2853 PS Shah Qabool

{Appellant)Peshawar.
Versus

The Capital City Police Officer, Khybsr Pakhtunkliwa, Peshawar
{Respondents)and 01 other.

Present:

for the Appellant.Syed Noman Ali Bukhari, Advocate ... 
Mr. Asad Ali Khan, Assistant Advocate General,

For the Respondents.

13.03.2023
11.10.2023
13.10.2023

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

Service Appeal No. S46I2023
Tahir Ali, Head Constable No. 911 ATS Squad CCP, Peshawar.

{Appellant)
Versus

The Capital City Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar
{Respondents)and 01 other.

Present:

for the Appellant.Syed Noman Ali Bukhari, Advocate ...
Mr. Asad Ali Khan, Assistant Advocate General,

...For the Respondents.

13.03.2023 
1 1.10.2023 
13.10.2023

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

CONSOLIDATED JUDGMENT

SALAH-UD-DIN. MEMBER:- Through this single judgment we

intend to dispose of the above titled 

questions of law and facts are involved

service appeals as common

therein.

Precise facts forming the back ground of the appeals are that2.

the appellants were proceeded against departmentally on the

allegations reproduced as below:

“/^ It has allegedly been reported that you have been 

indulged in illegal activities and misconduct as you have
rN
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4
maintained_ links with notorious criminals as well as 

proclaimed offenders (POs) of case v'de FIR No. 583 dated 

03.06.2022 u/s 365/302/109/7-ATA PS Shahpur. 

a) It is fiirther alleged that you have leaked secret 

information in arrest of P.Os in above mentioned FIR and 

allied, with criminals.

Hi) He has tarnished the image of police department in the 

eyes of general public.

iv) All this amounts to gross misconduct on your part and

under Police (E&D)rendered you liable for punishment 

Rules, 1975. ”
On conclusion of the inquiries against them, the appellant3.

awarded penalty of removal fi'omnamely Misal Khan was 

service, while rest of the appellants were awarded the penalties of

dismissal from service vide separate impugned orders dated

16.11.2022. The penalties so awarded to the appellants were 

challenged by them through filing of separate departmental appeals, 

which were rejected vide separate orders dated 27.02.2023, hence

the instant appeals..

4. On receipt of the appeals and their admission to regular 

hearing, respondents were summoned, who put appearance through 

their representative and contested appeals by way of filing written 

replies raising therein numerous legal as well as factual objections.

5. Mr. Khalid Rahman, Advocate representing the appellants in

Service Appeals No. 535/2023 and 536/2023 has argued that no

incriminating material was brought on the record in the inquiry

proceedings, which could support the allegations against the

appellants. He next contended that statement of even a single

witness had not been recorded in the inquiry proceedings and the
00

same were conducted by way of questionnaire, which procedure hasao
Q_



been deprecated time and again by the Supreme Couit of Pakistan 

in its various judgments. He further argued that the appellants 

as well as accused and complainant party of case FIR No. 583

dated 03.06.2022 u/s 365/302/109/7-ATA PS Shahpur are

of any telephonic contacts betweenco-villagers, therefore, in case 

them, it cannot be presumed that the appellants were leaking any

information to them. He also argued that 22 Police Officials weie

proceeded against on the same allegations but some of them were 

exonerated, while the appellants were awarded major penalties by

de next argued that thetreating them with discrimination. 1 

departmental appeals of the appellants 

manner through iin-speaking orders, which are not in accordance

were decided in a cursory

with the provision of Section 24-A of the General Clauses 

Act, 1897 read with Rule-5 of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa (Appeals)

Rules, 1986. He further contended that the rights of the appellants

■'the Constitution of Islamicas guaranteed as under Article 4 & 25 o 

Republic of Pakistan were badly violated. In the last he requested

that the impugned orders may be set-aside and the appellants may 

be reinstated in service with all back benefits. Reliance was placed

, 1993 SCMR 1440, 20011980 SCMR 850, 1982 SCMR 32on

LC (C.S.) 1299, 2010 PLCYLR 834, 2006 PLC (C.S.) 604, 2010 

(C.S.) 1299, 2013 SCMR 741, 2015 PLC (C.S.) 501, 2015 PLC

173, 2018 PLC (C.S.) 997(C.S.) 537, PLD 2017 Supreme Court

and 2019 SCMR 640.

Syed Noman Ali Bukhari, Advocate representing the6.

appellants in Service Appeals No. 544/2023, 545/2023 & 546/2023

^=4 adopted the arguments advanced by Mr. Khalid Rahman, Advocateoo
Ci_
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ppeals No. 535 and 536 ofrepresenting the appellants in Service A

the year 2023.

On the other hand, learned Assistant Advocate General for 

the respondents has argued that the appellants were having links 

with the accused of case FIR No. 583 dated 03.06.2022 undei

7.

sections 365/302/109 PPC read witi 7-ATA Police Station

Shahpur, which fact stood proved in regular and proper inquiries 

conducted against the appellants. He next contended that the CDR

well as accused of the concernedof cell phones of the appellants as 

criminal case would show that they were having telephonic

contacts. He further argued that the appellants were well aware of

the fact that the accused of the concerned criminal case were

hardened and desperate criminals but despite that, the appellants 

maintained links with them and thus brought bad name to the whole 

police.department. He next argued that the appellants were provided 

opportunities .of personal hearing as we! 

they, failed to put forward any plausible 

allegations leveled against them. In the 

impugned orders may be kept intact and

! as self defence, however

evidence in rebuttal of the

last he requested that the

;he appeals-in hand may be

dismissed with costs.

Arguments have already been heard and record perused.. . 

A perusal of the record would show that not a single witness 

has been examined in the inquiry proceedings in,support of the

8.

9. ■t

allegations leveled against the appellants. The copy of the inquiry 

report as available on the record would show that the intjuiry

proceedings were carried out in shape of questionnaire. It has been

LD mentioned.in the inquiry report that the .statements of the appellantsoo
o_

i.'
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were recorded, however on our query and even granting of time to

the respondents, their representative categorically stated before the

court that the statements of the appellants allegedly recorded during

their record. Even thethe inquiry were not available in

questionnaire as reproduced in the inquiry report could not be 

produced by the respondents. No incriminating evidence in support 

of the allegations was recorded during the inquiry. Mere reliance on

CDR and that too without confronting the appellants with the same

has no legal worth. No doubt the allegations against the appellants

grave in nature but the inquiry proceedings were conducted in aare

whimsical manner and no evidence in support of the allegations was

brought on the record. In such view of the matter, the impugned

orders are not sustainable in the eye of law aitd are liable to be

set-aside.

Consequently, the appeals are allowed by setting-aside the10.

impugned orders and all the appellants are reinstated in service with

all back benefits. Parties are left to bear their own costs. File be

KPST
Pestiswar-» consigned to the record room.

ANNOUNCED
13.10.2023

(SALAH-UD-DIN) 
MEMBER (JUDICIAL)

MEMBER (EXECUTIVE)

Amin*

to
CD

CD '
>:•a. . '--V



1^:.

; . Service Appeal No. 535/2023
V '

Appellant alongwith his counsel present. Mr. Zahoor Ahmed,ORDER
13.10.2023

Sub-Inspector (Legal) alongwith Mr. Asad Ali Khan, Assistant

Advocate General for the respondents present. Arguments have

already been heard and record perused.

Vide oiir detailed consolidated judgment of today, separately

is allowed and the appellant isplaced on file, the appeal in hand

benefits. Parties are left to bearreinstated in service with all back

their own costs. File be consigned to the record room.

'' ANNOUNCEDK!=»ST________
i^eshawar-j ) 3.10.2023

■

Membel/ (Executive)
(Salah-Ud-Din) 

Member (Judicial)
(F

*Naecii) Amirr
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Appellant aibngwith his counsel present. Mr. Zahoor11.10.2023

Khan, SJ (Legal) alongwith Mr. Asif Masood Ali Shah,

Deputy District Attorney for the respondents present.

Representative of the respondents stated that except 

record annexed with reply/comments of the respondents

If-.

no

other record is available in the office of the respondents.

Arguments heard. To come up tor consideration and order on 

13.10.2023 before the D.B. Parcha Peshi given to the parties.

' «

(Salah-ud-Din) 
Member (J)

(Fareeha Partt) 
Member (E)

*Nae(din.‘Ainin

;■ ■



S.A No. 535/2023 •. \
>%• . .

Learned counsel for the appellant present. Mr. 

Muhammad Raziq, Head Constable alongwith Mj*. Asif Masood 

AH Shah, Deputy District Attorney for the respondents present.

Arguments were heard at certain length, however 

complete inquiry record has neither been submitted by the 

appellant nor by the respondents. The availability of the 

complete inquiry record before the Tribunal is necessary tor just 

and right decision of the appeal in hand, therefore, 

representative of the respondents shall positively produce the 

same and to come up for arguments on 11.10.2023 before the

20.09.2023

€1
A- *

D.B. Parcha Peshi given to the parties.

(Salah-ud-DirW) . 
Member (I)

(Fareehfe Paul) 
Member (E)*Nacein Amin*
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,35.07.20231>V; Learned aounsel for the appellant present. Mr. l-'azal Shah
v* -v

: \*. rj

‘ ' ■■■•'■ ■■ . •- :

Mohmand, Additional Advocate General alongwith Mr. ~
■

Tehseenullah, Reader for the respondents present and submitted

reply/comments which are placed on file. Copy of the same

handed over to learned counsel for the appellant. 'I'o come up for

*
arguments on 05.09.2023 before D.B. P.P given to the parties.

!i'-?

kk
A

•i h

(Muhammad Akbar IGiap) 
Member (E) '

i .

"Kcmiranu/kih" 'I^ K

Ji; . A'
t.*'tc*

>

TI -fe'
V-, ■ - Appellant alongwith his counsel present. Mr. Asif05.09.2023

r* ’■(

Masood Ali Shah, Deputy District Attorney for the respondents

ite present. .f
C'-t-

Learned counsel for the appellant submitted rejoinder

and sought adjournment on the ground that he has. not made

preparation for arguments. Adjourned. To come up for 

arguments on 16.11.2023 before the D.B. Parcha Peshi given to

t’•'“f'--

^

V i o s
.lAf

the parties.
4 VV

(Salah-ud-Din) 
Member (J)

(Fareeha Paul) 
Member (E)

/
f:.

-•> ■ *Naeeni Amin*V

3;

" ''J"-
J*•

f.

f :
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SA A-5/2023 ' '

11108 June, 2023 {)]. Appcllanl present. Mr. Asad Ali Khan, Assistant'
i

Advocate General alongwith Ahmad Jan, S.I (Legal) for the ' 2 '

respondents present.

Rcply/commcnts on bchalh of'the respondents have nol02.

been submitted. Representative ol'the respondents requested for

furtlicr time. Gi-antcd. Lo come up for reply/commcnts on

05.07.2023 befo!-e the S.iL Parcha Peshi given lo the parties.
o

(FAREEH7C1^4.LL) 
Member (E)

*Fii-Jc Subhim, /'..V*

Junior to counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Asif 

Deputy District Attorney for the
5"^ July, 2023 1.

Masood Ali Shah 

respondents present.

Written reply not submitted. Learned Deputy District
hv

Attorney seeks further time for submission of written reply.

Last chance is given. To come up for written reply/comments
/

25.07.2023 before S.B. P.P given to the parties.

5

2.

onT

A ■

(Rashida Bano) 
• Member(J)

• ’ICabemUllah

.. - ,«g»r ..... .-t
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Mcirch., 2023 Counsel ibr ihc appellant present. Preliminary

4^augments heard and record perused.

P(bni.s raised need c( nsideration. The appeal is

admitted for regular hearing subject to all legal objections.

'I'hc appcilanl is directed to deposit security within .10 days.

i'hcrca!ie:\ respondents be'sei'vcd, Ih'-ough ordinary mode

'To. come up for written reply/comments on 05.05.2023

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

(Fareeha raul)
Mem.ber(E)

Learned counsel for the appel05.05.2023 ant present. Mr. Asad Ali Khan,

Assistant Advocate General alongwith Mr. Ahmed Jan, S.T (Legal) for the

respondents present.

Reply/comments on behalf of respondents not submitted

Representative of the respondents requested for time to submit 

reply/comments. Adjourned. To come up for .reply/comments, on

/.08.06.2023 before S.B. Parcha Peshi given to the parties.

(Muhamm^ Akbar Khan) 
Member (E)

* KoniraniiJhih *

d!
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iH)RM OF OF^DliR SHEET
Court of

535/2023V Crise Mo.-

; S.Nv., ot Ofdc'‘ Order or other proceedings with signature of judge
oo_:‘u!nes I
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i I

I

T!ic appeal of Mr; Misal Khan presented today by | 

Khalcd Kclinian Aclvocaic. ft is Hxcd for prcliininaiy i 

I hearing beibre Single Bench

SCANMED; Barcha Bcsiii is given io'appcilapj/cduhsc! for the date llxcd.
. KPST !

Peshawar;
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KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICES TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR
CHECKLIST

u^eoiis
Appellant Respondents

s CONTENTS YES NO
NO

"71. This petition has been presented by:
Whether Counsel/Appellant/Respondent/Deponent have signed the requisite documents?

Advocate : Court
J2.
7Whether appeal is within time?3.
74. Whether the enactment under which the appeal is filed mentioned?
7Whether the enactment under which the appeal is filed is correct?5.
76. Whether affidavit is appended?

Whether affidavit is duly attested by competent Oath Commissioner? 77.
78. Whether appeal/annexures are properly paged?

“79. Whether certificate regarding filing any earlier appeal on the subject, furnished?
710. Whether annexures are legible?

11. Whether annexures are attested?
712. Whether copies of annexures are readable/clear?

Whether copy of appeal is delivered to AG/DA6? . .13. 7
7:14. Whether. Power of Attorney of the Counsel engaged is attested and signed, by 

petitioner/appellant/respondents? -
715. Whether numbers of referred cases given are correct?

16. Whether appeal contains cutting/overwriting? X

17. Whether list of boote has been provided at the end of the appeal? 7
18: Whether case relate to this court? 7
19.' Whether requisite number of spare copies attached? 7
20. Whether complete spare copy is filed in separate file cover? 7
21.' Whether addresses of parties given are complete? 7
22. Whether index filed? 7

Whether index is correct?23. 7
24. Whether Security and-Process Fee deposited? On . ^

Whether in view of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Rules 1974 Rule 11, notice along, 
with copy of appeal and annexures has been sent to respondents? On
Whether copies of comments/reply/rejoinder submitted? On - '
Whether copies of comments/reply/rejoinder provided to opposite party? On

25. 7
26.
27.

It is certified that formalities/documentation as required in the at^e
Name:- ^ -

been fulfilled.
y

Signature:-______
Dated:- ^ 7 2^5

<RWC Composing Comer, <Rsftaw»irJ6gfi Court,
'Pioneer of HegaCdriving el'composing
CeCCjCo:- +92302gS38m/*923U9149S44/*92}im371Sl

‘EmaiC:- Bfic.tn-ecoini:osvi,i0u!rai[xo:ii

• ^ .
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

S55',Service Appeal No. /2023

Appellant^Misal Khan

Versus

The PPO and others Respondents

INDEX

iDateS.No.. ‘ Description of Documents Annex Pages ,
1. Memo of Service Appeal 1-8

26|.06.20222. F.I.R No.583 A 9
3. Suspension order 29.07.2022 B 10

Charge Sheet and Statement of 
Allegations 

\
4. 30.07.2022 C 11-12

I5. Reply to Charge Sheet D 13-15
6. Inquiry Report 28.10.2022 E 16-21
7. FinalShow Cause Notice 02.11.2022 F 22
8. Reply to Show Cause Notice G 23
9. Impugned original order 16.11.2022 H 24

2lll 1.202210. Departmental Appeal I 25-26
11. Impugned appellate order 27.02.2023 ,I 27
12. Agreement to Sell Deed 16.07.2021 K 28-29
13. .lirga Decision 09,05.2022 L 30
14. Wakalat Nama

t
/

Appellant
Throng 1

2!
Kh^eCR»h 
Advocate,
Sui

man

ttpreme Court ofJ^akistan
&

IMuhainniad Amin Ayuh 
Advocate, /Jiglt Court 1

&
Muhammad Ghazanfar Ali 
Advocate, High Court
4-B, Haroon Mansion 
Khyber Bazar, Peshawar 
OfT: Tel: 091-2592458 
Cell// 0345-93373122Dated: /03/2023
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

53,5',Service Appeal No. /2023
'■i.

Mr. Misal Khan
Ex-Inspector, Police Lines Peshawar Anncllant

1 VERSUS

1. The Provincial Police Officer,
KJiyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

- 2. The Capital City Police Officer Peshawar, y Oatcd

3. The Senior Superintendent of Police (OnerationsL
Peshawar.............................................................. J...... Respondents

SERVICE APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICE TRIBUNALS ACT, 1974 AGAINST THE ORIGINAL IMPUGNED 

ORDER DATED 16.11.2022 WHEREBY MAJOR PENALTY OF REMOVAL
FROM SERVICE WAS IMPOSED UPON THE APPELLANT AGAINST WHICH

FIE PREFERRED DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL TO RESPONDENT N0.2 ON 

21.11.2022 BUT THE SAME WAS UNLAWFULLY REJECTED/FILED VIDE 

IMPUGNED APPELLATE ORDER DATED 27.02.2023.

PRAYER:

On acceptance of the instant appeal, the Original impugned order dated 

16.11.2022 passed by Respondent No.3 and the Impugned Appellate Order dated 

27.02.2023 passed by Respondent No.2 may graciously be brushed aside and appellant be 

re-instated into service with all back benefits.

Respectfully Sheweth,

I'acts giving rise to the present appeal are as under:-

That appellant was a senior most officer of the Respondents Force and was 

performing his duties against the rank of Inspector. It is pertinent to aver Itere that 

the appellant has never been proceeded against departmentally and rendered more 

than 31 unblemished service.

7 That an F.l.R No.583 {A'inex:-A) dated 26.06.2022 U/S 364/302/ & lATA, 

Police Station Shah Pur was chalked out by the Complainant namely Muhammad 

Tariq S/o Salamat against culprits namely Ramzan Ali, Jan Sher, Lai Sher Ss/o



2

Shamsher (brothers) and Abbas Alias Mohmanday, the motive was shown to be 

blood feud/enmity. Later on, the accused were arrested and behind the bars.

3. That appellant while performing his duties against the post of Inspector 

subjected to office order dated 29.07.2022 (Annex’.-W) whereby he alongwith 21 

Police officials were suspended from service and closed to Police Lines Peshawar, 

on the basis of so called link with accused ibid. Later on, appellant was issued 

Charge Sheet and Statement of Allegations {A nnex\-C) based on ill-founded 

allegations. Since the charges were baseless and i 1-founded, appellant submitted a 

detailed Reply {Annex:-\y) wherein he explained his position each and every 

aspect of the matter but the same was not taken into consideration.

was

4. That under the law, Authorities were supposed ^o comply with the requirements 

as embodied in Rule-6 of the Rhyber Paklitunkhwa Police Ruies-1975 by 

conducting a regular inquiry but at the back of the appellant a Fact Finding 

Inquiry was conducted on 28.10.2022 {Annex:-^). The Committee Jumped to the 

wrong conclusion and appellant was illegally found to be guilty. It is further 

elucidated that the Fact Finding Inquiry Report was not provided to appellant 

rather appellant moved an application but to no avail, however, the appellant 
obtained the report through his own efforts.

5. That Respondent Department without conducting a detail regular inquiry as 

envisaged in the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules, 1975, issued a Final Show 

Cause Notice dated 02.11.2022 {Annex:-¥) which too was instantly replied 

{Aunex:-G) but the very averments as incorporated in the same were not taken 

into consideration and appellant was handed down the original impugned office 

order dated 16.11.2022 {Annex-.Ai) whereby le was inflicted upon the major 

penalty of removal from service without any meaningful opportunity of personal 
hearing.

6. That appellant being aggrieved of the im Dugned original order preferred 

Departmental Appeal under Rule-3 of the Rhyber Pakhtunkhwa Appeal Rules, >

1986 on 21.11.2022 {Annex\-{) but same was unlawfully rejected/filed vide 

impugned appellate order dated 27.02.2023 {Annex:-,}).

7. That appellant, being aggrieved of the original impugned office order dated 

16.1 1.2022 and impugned appellate order dated 27.02.2023, files this appeal, 
inter-alia, on the following grounds;-
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Grounds:

^A. That Respondents have not treated appellant in accordance with law, rules and 

policy on subject and acted in violation of Article 4 & lOA of the Constitution of 

Islamic Republic of Pakistan, 1973 and the Authorities unlawfully issued the 

impugned orders, which are unjust, unfair and hence not sustainable in the eye of 

law.

B. That as a matter of fact the son of the appellant namely Asim Iqbal before two 

years of the occurrence had purchased a Plot measuring 50 Marla from Ghani-ur- 

Rahman and Faheem vide Sale Deed {Annex:-K) which was situated opposite the 

house of appellant. Upon mutual consent of the parties Rs. 2000000/- were paid 

on 16.07.2021 and consequently the possession of the Plot was handed over to the 

son of the appellant. It was further decided that remaining payment i.e. 

Rs.1575000/- had to be paid on 18.10.2021. The son of the appellant after elapse 

of the period of one year contacted them for remaining payment of Rs. 1575000/- 

as per agreement. It is averred that a problem arose between Ghani-ur-Rahman 

and Faheem due to which the property could not be transferred in favor of son of 

the appellant.

C. That in this scenario, the appellant and his son told Ghani-ur-Rahman and 

Faheem etc. either to transfer the Plot in their favor or return already paid up 

amount. In absence of the appellant and his son the matter was brought by Ghani- 

ru-Rahman and Faheem for settlement to Ramzan Ali accused in his Hujra. 

Needless to mention that appellant, Ramzan Ali, Ghani-ur-Rahman and Faheem

are co-villagers. The brother of the accused namely Lai Sher who is still the 

Chairman of Village Council Muhammadzai which falls within the precincts of 

Police Station Shah Pur, Peshawar. The matter was decided in a strange way that 

10 Marla out of 50 Marlas would be given to accused Ramzan Ali vide Jirga Deed 

(/l/irt£?A-:-L).When appellant and his son came to know about the decision, they 

refused to accept it because they were not present in so called jirga. On the day of 

occurrence a Jirga was scheduled wherein the Jirga Members, witnesses and 

parties had to settle the issue. Thus appellant contacted Ramzan Ali accused that

coming to his Flujra but he replied 

56 postponed. The appellant swears 

in tlie know of occurrence and that

the .lirga Members witnesses and parties were 

that he was not free and that the Jirga should 

in the name of Almighty Allah that he was not 

he contacted the accused in connection with the Jirga proceedings.

D. That had the appellant any link or connivance with accused Ramzan Ali, then the 

complainant party must have made complaint against the appellant in the criminal 

proceedings but no such complaint has so far been made against the appellant by
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the complainant party. Similarly, no such statement has been recorded or acquired 

from accused in connection with the involvement^ of the appellant in the criminal 
case. Appellant has been awarded major punishment on the basis of surmises and 

conjunctures. Reference is made to 2019 PLcl(CS) 224 and 2022 PLC fCS) 

474:-

O.

2019 PLC (CS) 224

“Major penalty, imposition of— Retpiirements—Any disciplinary 
proceedings relating to misconduct of an empidyee/officer of any department 
which entails major penalty of removal/dismissal from service must be 
iiKfuired through regular inquiry which cannot be dispensed with in matter 
where controversial facts and ticklish questions are involved. ”

2022 SCMR745

—Departmental inquiry—Purpose—Foremost aspiration of conducting 
departmental inquiry was to find out whether a prima facie case of 
misconduct was made out against the delinquent officer for proceeding 
further—Guilt or innocence could only he thrashed out from the outcome 
of inquiry and at the same time it was also required to be seen by the 
Service Tribunal as to whether due process of law or right to fair trial 
was followed or ignored which was a fundamental right.

-— "Regular inquiry" and "preliminary/fact finding inquiry"— 
Distinction—Regular inquiry %vas triggeWul after issuing show 
notice with statement of allegations and if the reply was not found 
suitable then inquiry officer n-r/.v appointed and regular inquiry 
commenced (unless dispensed with for some reasons in writing) in which 
it was obligatory for the inquiry ofpcerj to allow evenhauded and fair 
opportunity to the accused to place his ilefeuce and if any witness was 
examined against him then a fair opportunity should also he afforded to 
cross-examine the witnesses— Whereas a discrete or fact finding inquiry

cause

was

was conducted at initial stage but internally to find out whether in the 
facts and circumstances reported, a proper case of misconduct was made 
out to initiate disciplinary proceedings.

Likewise, it has been held in series of verdicts that preliminary inquiry is 

conducted just to collect material against ^the delinquent civil servant and if the 

charges are found to be proved then on y regular inquiry is conducted where 

ticklish and delicate facts and questions are involved. Reliance is placed on 2007 

SCMR 1673, PLJ 2016 Trc Service 321, PL.T 2011 Trc Service 12 anti PLJ 

2016 Trc Service 1353.

E. That the Inquiry Officer has conducted inquiry through Questionnaire which has 

been deprecated by the Hon’ble Supreme Court of Pakistan. The mode of 

Questionnaire is neither provided in the Rules nor a valid mode of conducting 

inquiry. Thus the impugned order based upon such defective inquiry is illegal, 
without lawful authority and thus not sustainable.

F. That Article-25 of the Constitution of Islamic Republic of Pakistan, 1973 

envisages that every citizen of the country has to be treated equally. As has been 

alleged herein above that by means ofloffice order dated 29.07.2022 as many as
22 officials were suspended and closed to Police Line Peshawar on the same set
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of allegation. Later on, they were exonerated and appellant held to be committed 

misconduct. Therefore, the acts and omissions of the Respondents and impugned 

orders are not only against the principle of natural justice but also malafide. 

Wisdom can be drawn from 1984 PLC (CS) 560. 1991 SCMR 1040 and 2003 

PLC Peshawar 27 wherein it was held that:-

\

‘‘Disciplinary action—Action not hanafide in ciiaracter cannot he said to be 
in public interest and would not qualify for being upbeld-Allegation against 
accused precedented-No-action taken against others having committed same 
irregularities-Accused singled out-Action in circumstances, held, not bana 
ftde."

1991 SCMR 1040

—Art. 25(1)—All citizens are equal before law and entitled to equal protection 
of law—State, however, is not prohibited to treat its citizens on the basis of a 
reasonable classification —Reasonable classification—Basis or criterion for 
classification as to avert violation of Art. 25(1).

2003 PLD Peshawar 27

----- ''Discrimination"—Connotation—Discrimination occurs only when two
or more persons, who are similarly placed, in similar situation and in similar 
ambient circumstances, are treated differently.

That it is steadfast scheme of service law thatG. whenever an accused is subjected 

to departmental proceedings, a charge is framed in the shape of Charge Sheet and

Statement of Allegations. The basic aim of the same is to inform the delinquent 

civil servant of the charges without any ambiguity and he has to be informed that 

what kind'of misconduct has been committed by him. The charges as inflicted 

upon the appellant are very serious in nature, therefore, the Authorities 

supposed to clearly mention the charges without any doubt because mentioning 

mere you have been indulged in illegal activities and misconduct as you have 

maintained links with notorious criminals does not exempt the authority from 

his legal duties. Thus the charges are not covered under Rule-3 of the KJiyber 

Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules-1975 and thereon the impugned orders are liable to be 

set aside.

were

H; That neither regular inquiry was conducted into the case in hand nor any 

documentary or oral evidence was recorded in presence of the appellant 

he provided opportunity of cross-examination. The entire action was taken at the 

back of the appellant and thus he was condemned unheard. It is a settled law that

nor was

where a major penalty is to be imposed then regular inquiry is necessary which 

has not been done in the case 

Report was not provided to appellant, which

in hand. Even the copy of the second Enquiry 

was mandatory in law.

I. That Article-lOA of the Constitution of thb Islamic Republic of Pakistan, 1973
/

read with Section-16 of the Khyber Paklitunkhwa Civil Servants Act, . 1973



6

provides for the right of fair trial as per prescribed law and Rules. Even the 

Enquiry Report was not provided to the appellant which was the mandatory 

requirement of law and also appellant was condemned unheard, thus the 

impugned orders are void, ab-initio as well as against the principle of natural 
justice.

rS

J. That no opportunity of personal hearing was afforded to the appellant neither by 

the competent authority, nor by the Enquiry Officer nor even by the appellate 

authority which are the mandatory requirements of law. Reliance is placed on 

2003 SCMR 1126 which states that:-

‘"where the civil servant was not afforded a chance of personal hearing 
before passing of termination order, such order would he void ab-initio. ”

Further reliance is placed on PLD 2008 SC 412 which states as under:-

“Natural Justice, principles of — Opportunity of hearing — Scope order 
adverse to interest of a person cannot he passed without providing him 
opportunity of hearing — Departure from such rule may render such order 
illegal.

an

2022 PLD SC 119

“-—Fair- hearing, right of—Essential constit tents of a fair hearing—To 
ensure the principle of fairness embedded in tile right of hearing, the person 
sought to he affected must at least he made aware of the allegations made 
against him, upon which basis the decision is td^follow, (i.e., notice of the case 
to he met) and, second, he given a fair opportunity to make any relevant 
statement putting forward bis own case, aiul to correct or controvert any 
relevant statement brought forward to his prejudice (i.e., opportunity to 
explain)—In order to act justly and to reach at just ends by just 
deciding authority is to comply with and implement, in all circumstances, 
these elementary and essential recfuirements of principle of fairness and right 
of hearing.

means, a

2019 PLD SC 74S

—Art. 10 A—Fair trial and due process of law—Right of hearing—Scope- 
-Right of hearing of a party to a Us is one of jhe fundamental principles of 
jurisprudence which is guaranteed by Art.IO-A of the Constitution in is 
assurance of a "fair trial and due process of law" to a litigant. ”

Thus appellant was condemned unheard as the 

of the appellant which is against the principle o

action has been taken at the back 

'natural justice.'

K. That the impugned appellate order dated 27.02.2022 does not qualify the 

condition of Section-24A of the General Clauses Act, 1897 read with Rule-5 of 

the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa (Appeal) Rules, 1986 as the same has not been decided 

by the appellate authority by applying his judicial mind. Reliance is placed on

2010 SCMR 511, 2010 SCMR 1475, 2010 SCMR 1778, 2015 SCMR 630;-

“—S. 24-A—Speaking order—Scope—Public functionaries are obliged to 
redress grievances of citizens/their subordinates with reasons. ”

—S. 24-A—Speaking order—Scope-Under S.24-A, Genera! Clauses Act, 
1H97, even public functionaries are duty bound to decide the case after 
application of mind.
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—S. 24A—Executive authority—Discretion, exercise of—Scope—When 
iegislature conferred a wide ranging power, //j must be deemed to have 
assumed that the power would be, firstly, exercised in good faith, secondly, for 
the advancement of the objects of the legislation, and, thirdly in a reasonable 
manner—Where the authorities failed to regulate their discretion by the 
framing of rules, or policy statements or precedents, it became mandatory for 
the courts to intervene in order to maintain tile requisite balance for the 
exercise of statutory power. ”

L. That appellate authority was required to keep in consideration the reply of the 

appellant wherein he outright denied the charges as leveled but the competent 

authority completely failed to apply its judicial mind and relied upon the 

recommendation of the Inquiry Officer which is against the norms of justice. 

Reliance is placed on 2020 PLC CS 1291 (Supreme Court), the relevant citation 

is reproduced herein below for ease to reference:-

"Reinstatement in service— No specific allegation proved through evidence— 
-Orders of the competent authority as well as departmental appeal 
the basis of that they agreed with the recommendation of the inquiry officer, 
they had not scrutinized the evidence available on the file themselves, but 
awarded major penalty of dismissal from service by relying upon the 
recommendation of the inquiry officer and ignored the fact that no specific 
allegation through evidence was proved against the respondent—civil servant- 
—prosecution ifrt.v duty bound to prove the allegation for which the 
respondent was charge sheeted—Service Tribunal and rightly reinstated the 
respondent in service—appeal was dismissed".

were on

M. That appellant would like to offer some othei 

arguments.
grounds during the course of

It is, therefore, humbly prayed that the instant appeal may graciously be accepted 

as prayed for above.

Any other relief as deemed appropriate in the circumstances of case not 

specifically asked for, may also be granted to appellant.

Through

Khaled^
Ad'iocate,
Supreme Court ofrPakistan

man,

& ‘lf>v
Miihamniad Amin Ayub
Advocate, Hieh'Court

&
Muhammad Chazanfar Ali
Advocate, CourtdDated: /03/2023

j
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V.
BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

T: Service Appeal No. /2023

Misal Khan Appellant

Versus

The PPO.and others Respondents

AFFIDAVIT

I, Mr. Misal Khan, Ex-Inspector, Police Lines Peshawar, do hereby solemnly affirm and 

declare on oath that the contents of this writ petition are true and correct to the best of my 

knowledge, and nothing has been concealed from this Hon’bie Court.

"^Deponent

>------ -

Oa/n•k
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/n B
oiTicicorriiK

Si:NIOIt SUPKKINTKNDKNT OP POr ICP 
(OPKUATIONS)

PKSHAWAR

()un!:u

It lins .illcgcdly been reported that tlie following police omcinis have been nuluigcd i 
aciivhics and iniscoiiducl

tn illegal ,
I*'"’*'' wilh imtnrions criminals ns well as Proelaimcd Olicnder 

(I’O) of ease vide I-IR No. 583 dated 03.0fi;2fl22 «/s 365/302/109/7-ATA PS. Shah
pur.

I hcrelore, xhe following police oUicials arc placed under suspension and closed (o' Police Lines 
Pe.shawar with imnicdiale 
issued separately.

cITect. Subsequently, proiier charge sheet and sunimciy of allegations being ^

.S.No Name Posting _____ . '
Inspcctor/OH E.Cnntt ' 'Missal Khan P/S4

tai^Ali Belt No. 1070 ~
Wisal Khan Bell No.465S_______

^ Muhammad R>azNo.23/P
Shouknt Khan Belt No. 1190 
Qazi Muhammad l lassan Belt No 1058 
Moirsin Khan 2^
Syed Sajawal Shah 
Izhar Hussain Bell No. 1959 
Muhammad Irsliad No. 191 
Syed Waqai-All Shah Belt No. IS^ 
Irfan Khan Belt No. 2988 

1j (Ins£ecfor) Yousaf Jan No; P/J24
Asfandyar Belt No, 4607 •
Bashir Klian Belt No.5221 

•16 lAiniadKhan Belt Nb.5564 
HC Taliir All 911

,/w----c 2
CD PS baud Zaii- 3

PS Mathra
G.iilbahar= 5
Gunner MPA Ai bab Jandad ..-6 10 PS Shahpur- 7 PS Shahqaboot_____
AS! PS Shahpur _____
Qfdaly SP Tariq Habib
r/CPP Jala Bela
GD PS I layat Abad

•8’ 4b4d, 9
. .10

. 11.
< 1.2 Muliarir Inv PS East Cantt

SHO PS Urmer
. 14

Nakbandi Dalazak road ShaliDiir 
PS Shalipur
PS Chainkani

- 15

• . 17 ATS Sqard
PS Sliahqabool 
DFC PS Chamkani 
DFC PS Phandu
on PS RMT^ \ “ 

[Muhrir In/PS ChatnkLi

. 18 • HC Mohsin KJian, Belt No.2853 
19 I FC FakJire Alam 

r 20 ArifUllaliBeltNo
Zarshad Khan Belt No. 362F 

;. 22 I Mukhtiar.Ullah Blet No 1201

4/9

' \

V:. ^3^1-^r/PA ...... Operations) Pes{6war
... . . T--------- , ^fat^dPeshawarthe / ^*7 /boi'i
- ^ .Dv mr infarmalion and necessar>' action:-

■ The Capital City Police OfHccr. Peshawar.

^SPlnvestig.ition CCP Peshawar

5

0̂
41

t
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t.•saiisfied

in the subject
amSSP/npcravions Peshawar.

& expedient .
$:• -■

i. PSP.shif Aflah Ahmad' Abbasi
, police Rules 1075 .is necessary

£•
••

pormal I'.nquiiy 

gjiinsl Inspector

t. •

.^s contemplated b)
P/54 ofCCP Peshawar.that a

Misal Khan No t.
Id call for majof/minorcase a

if established wou
that the allegationsof the view

3 of the aforesaid Rules.
, -And whereas. 1 am• 2.

■ ■■ penalty, as defined in Rule id Rules. U Cdr ® Kashif Aftab

P/54 ofRulefiCnW&Wf'Oh

Pesh awar 
e Poliee Rules \^1^-

e sa
Misal Khan No.Now therefore, as required by 

i PSP- SSP Operations

der.Rute A (4j oftb

hereby charge Inspector3.
. /\hniad Abbasi 

CCP Peshawar un
been indulged in ii.egai ae.ivi.ies-and .

well as'Proclaimed

u/s3b5/30:/109/7-ATAPS

orred that youp has allegedly been rep

misconduct as 
Offenders (POs) of case

further alleged 'that you have leaked secret

mentioned nu abd allied With crinunals. .

hastarnished the image of gohee degartmen 

All this amounts to gross
under Poliec.(E&m Rules.

criminals as v. i3 uon have ma,n.a.ncdhnks with notonous

videflRNe.5«J‘lated0.f.0(S.-n22 ,

information in arrest of P.Os in^above

ii)
of general public.in the eye.s 

and rendered you
liable for punishmentMeiiil sconduct on your part

mi
iV)

1975.

, written defence 

to why action should not be

be heard in person.

room,
Sheet to the Enquiry Offtcer. as1 hcrebv direct you 

. Aithin-7 days of the receipt of-this Charge 

; taken against yon and also stating at the

.4.

time whether you desire tosame
■,rv Officer, it shall heto .Uie T-hquiry, ■ nnt received within-the specific period

'""::;:tooRbrandes-pattea;t,onwiabetakenaga,nstyou.In case your 

presumed that yoi
•5.

I have no y /

(OperationsyPeshawar

i:
[ ■

hr

r
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■ VJ?ctatfMENt^ ALLFt^ATIONS

itions Peshawar ^ competent authority, 
has rendered himself liable

I u Cdr ® Kashif Aftab Ahmad Abbasi, PSP, SSP/Opera ^
MisalKhaD No. P/54 of CCP Peshawar

as he has committed the following acts/omission wthin 

khtunkhwa Police Rules, 1975.

)f the opinion that Inspector
^ded against departmentallyje procee 

ing of section 03 of the Khyber Pa /
an has been indulged in illegal activities _ and

Proclaimedallegedly been reported that he
intained links with notorious criminals as well as

® .06,2022 u/s 365/302/109/7-ATA PS

i) It has
.■ misconduct as he has ma

defs CPOs) of case vitje FIR No. 583 dated
Offen

Shahpur.
ii) : It is further alleged that he has leaked secret int

under Police (E&D) Rules, 1975;

information in arrest ^pf P.Os in above

ui).
ii)

in the said episode withof scrutinizing the conduct of afore said police offtcial
SP Rural is appointed as Enquity Officer under Rule 5 (4)For the purpose 

reference to the above allegatiorts
2.

Rules 1975.
whh the provision of the Police Rules (1975), provide 

d Official and as to punish or3. The Enquiry Officer shall in-accordance 

reasonable opportunity of hearing to the accuser 
other action to be taken against the accused official. \‘

ABBASI)PSP'^‘“■■®“u^r^^ofPoltee 

(Operations) Pe^ lawar

E/PA, dated Peshawar theNo.
Copyto:-

The Inquiry Officer.
2. The Delinquent official through PA to the EO officer
1.
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D-r-'-'S ■ -■

Before the Hon’able Senior ^Superintendent of Police (Ops) Peshawar

Through: Proper Channel

Reply to Charge Sheet/ Sum,narv of Allegations vide Endst No.Nil dated

'1

Subject:
2.08.2022

Respected Sir, . ;

■ Kindly refer to the subject Charge Sheet, at the very outset I respectfully submit that the 

alleged charges at serial no 3(i)(ii), vocali:.:ed in the charge sheet are false, fabricated and based 

mala-fide. It may be added here that on the face of contents of charge sheet, both alleged 

charges are unsubstantiated/ non-incrirniru ted, hence l am ready to swear upon oath that the 

alleged charges bear no authenticity or V eiacity. *

PRELIMINARIES: . • I

on

f '

a. The charges are hearsay, bt sed on surmises and conjectures and no substantiating 
■ direct evidence is availabie^to implicate the undersigned in the charges.

b. No specific evidence connect ng the undersigned with any crime could be
produced to implicate him in die charge. ,

c. The charges have been cooiie 1 up, by ill-wishers of the undersigned to stain his 
spotless career in sendee.

d. The undersigned has perfor-n :d bis duties and functions strictly in accordance 
with the provisions of CrPc'PPC and the Police Rules and no deviation, 
whatsoever, has been made Therefore, without confronting the undersigned with 
any such irregularity, no ch 'tnje can be framed. ;

ON FACTS:

Onthefaceofcliargesheet,theallegedchargesseem'tobeanonymous,thereforehil- 
by the following 03 considerations, hence ) o:: enteitainable.

(a) It has become very common that vi hrn some.differences between locals and local police

are stirred up or relations between incharge and the subordinates become strained, complaints 

. emerged in the shape of anonymous status vith serious allegations against the incharge/police 

officer without any solid materials. ' ' . .

(b) The act of corrupt practices like lin.cs with criminals needs to be legally adjudged in
I •

accordance with police rules arid tlier: should be sufficient incriminating materials tc

. \
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substantiate the charges. Needless to say t!ia corruption charge requires solid materials but here 
record, nothing In support is available, f .uies regarding proceedings against Police Officers 

reported to be corrupt or involved in corrupt practices (links with criminals), attract rules 16.39 

r/w 16.16 PR 1934 wherein corruption r-icord is required to be maintained on personal file, 
character role or fauji missal and attested copy thereof shall be. furnished to the police 

officer concerned, but such record is not available against me hence the charges do not 

carry legal footings.
i • '

(c) On the face-^of charge sheet or summary of allegation, there is no any complainant or 
report lodger or other substantiating materit.ls/evidence, even!aggrieved party of the case FIR. 

583 dated 02-07-2022 has not complainc:d me for any favour- or support to accused party, 

therefore the charges, leveled against the undersigned are anonymous, proceedings whereof are 

barred by the Provincial Govt, under the fodc wing notifications as well other law provisions.

on

> S & GAD letter No SORII (S&GAD) 5 (29)/ 97-11 dated 20.07.1998
> . S& GAD letter No SORII (S&GAD) 5 (29)/ 9741 dated 15.11.1999
> Section 4 Federal Investigation rule 2002
> Section 4(5) SRO (1)/2015 di ted 06.11.2015(Huinan Right Commission)

2; Worth mentioning that CDRs of the ;ell no 0316-0242424 of the undersigned, no doubt 

shows calls with the cell no 0311-5454223 o ‘accused Jansber in case FIR 583 dated 02-07-2022 

(date written in the charge sheet ai 03-06-2022, either recorded inadvertently or 

deliberately to rope the undersigned ii a concocted charg^, for reason best known to 

Almighty Allah) FIR copy attached annesure “A” as ready reference for date confirmation; 
therefore the conservations as per CDRs were made before the occurrence/FIR in referenced 

when accused was not charged in the case at the very time. May be added here that undersigm.;'.: ‘ ’ 

and accused party/complaindnt party belong o same locality and accused party are known elders 

of the area, one of them is also Naziiri Iota! govt. Infact accused Ramzan b/o accused Jansher,

• mediated our land dispute to Ahdur Reh nan etc of the area with which I was not satisfied, 
repeatedly and telephohicaily I contacted accused Jansher (was not accused at that time) aiid 

nothing more else.(Photo copy of the media .ion is enclosed as aniiexure “B”).

■ I

1.

1

r ..

» .

J
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substantiate the alleged acts, either having been

There is no any incriminating mate ifl to3.
committed by myself or may involve my connivance.

1 have been placed under suspensio.l vide order
good ground, vmlating Rule 16.18 Police Rules 1934 r/w 43 FR

ion should be avoided because it not only.s.ufferia

2362-65/PA dated 29-07-2022 withoutno

any justification and on
which clearly speaks that un-necessary suspension\ t -ional Denalty the circumstances, therefore warrantthe assigned work but also amounts to ad iMonal penalty.

no

and justify my release from suspension, as -terabove stated provision.

1 have joined this August force; 1 always per
cted beyond the call of duty at the risk of my

lace of crime from the area of my jurisdiction. My

formed honestly, dedicatedly and to
Since,5.

the entire satisfaction of my superiors. I a.^^ays a
life and never hesitated to culminate the me iace

and from the officers under homeACRsbe verified from myclean service carrier can 
subordination, I remain posted.

i always worked for Govt writ as weU department and
as worst one, bringing bad name for committer servaru

considering the alleged chargeam

of support/favour or leakage information 
and department, so how 1 can think and asc^ociate

iate myself with such acts of defamation. . Being a
low to leaK •, responsible officer, with spotless previous record, how could I dare to stoop so

iiiforniatjon of arrest of a PO beforehand. ,
In circumstances, the alleged cha^-ges bear authenticity, being without merit andno

very kindly be filed without further proceedings.
, behind alleged

substance, 1 request that the charge sheet may 

Further requests for personal hearing to explain the circumstances
. f

charges.

Obediently Yoiirs,

Inspector Misal Khaq 
P/54 Police Lines Peshawar

/

t

.3C
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£OFFICE OF THE 
SUPERINTENDENT OF POLICE

rural, PESHAWAR. i
■ i

NaUiiJ^'PA: dated Peshawar the
■ ' 4

/2022.

To
i

Senior Superiritendent of Police, 
Peshawar^

>The
Operations 

• ncPARTMENT^L
Subject;

189/ePA, dated 30.07.2022; pertaining ^
office Endt; No. 

ctor WIisal Khan.
Please refer to your

departmental-enquiry against In^pec

cTiiTFMENT OF_Al l-^ATf<DN:
^'Pd\hat he has. been indulged in. illegal activities and

‘ " I.. ».lnl.i~> -» “

Z"—™ - =- “ ™
365.3'62,109,7-ATAPSShahpur

/

<
‘

in arrest of POs ini leaked secret information’Xi he has„dt is further alleged that 
; ' above mentioned FIR and allied with criminals.

II.

1
HeJias.tartJis part'^and renderech^him liable loriii. .^\P^ iv X AIKthis amounts to, gross misconduct on his

,r . \ x\pW<nent under Polite (E&D) Rules
„/ V...—_ V \

\
PRrtfcEEDING:\

■ ■ /, Y
//' 1975,//

/
./ • Y

\\ 1
\• pers-pnalhearing. /<1

.' RecdWing of Statement. ’ ■ ^^

. colleen of CDR and posting record. ouz/Pftifdd 02 08.2022

.. chmlnalrecord,o,Lal§hergroupv,dethisoff,cememoNo.2112/PA^^dO

, Statement ofble opportunity to Inspector WIisal Khan 

and his \wrlUen reply was
reasonaEnquiry officer provided recorded and he was err.

himallegation was served, upon
His CDR was

obtained from CFU vide this office letter No. 2113/PA dated 
also sought from concerned office vide this office letter No.

•«
. questioned too.

02.08.2022. His posting record was 
2113/Pa dated 02.08.2022.

crhPF OF ENQUIRY:
criminals (Lai Sher, Jan Sher, Ramzar 
d in normal circumstances in genera'.

The scope of the enquirv includes supporting these
cases in particular anand rest of the family) in criminal

Giving information regarding the operations of the police 
them for last one year or mere without justified reasons. Being .in

mentioned group after the killing of Haji Ihsan Ullah.

It also includes being in contact v,- 
contact with the ar-..-

• t

. r

v:

-V..............i...
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fstatement of inspector MISAL KHAN:

recorded which •called to the office and his statement was
Inspector WIisal Khan was

attached.

. rROSS QUESTIONS:
;

Why were you dismissed from service in 2008?Q;-
and collected mobiles etc from the recruits, but during 

the returning of said items, deficiencies were found. In which, departmental

dismissed frorri service. •

I was company hawaldarAns; -

proceeding was initiated and I was

IRamzan and Lai Sher etc?Do you know Jari Sher,

Yes. since 20,25 years. '

What are their activities and reputation in the area? ■ .

Suspicious/ involved in illegal activities, killing of, innocent people, land grabbing 

and extortion. i

Do you have any relationship with Javed, Asfandyar group?

Q;-''
j

Ans:-

Q;-

Ans: - .

Q:-.

Yes, I have relations with both the parties.

Why. Muhammad Hussain Si (police official) was killed by Lai S^r,.gfoU-^

sidlled innocently.

VAns; -

Q: - L
I

killed by them without any good reason and he^

Did you knowing about the illegal activities of Jan Sh^r etc and have informatioji 

rding killing of innocent people?

He wasAns: -

Q:-
rega

\s
\ .. Yes.

Do you know about the killing of innocent women by Jan Sher etc?'--" 

Yes..

Do you know the said group is land mafia?

Yes,

Were you in contact with Jan Sher, Ramzan etc and since when?

Ans: - ,v

Q:-

Ans; -

Q:-

And: -

Q: -

Yes, since long.

The above mentioned accused is your blood relatives?'

Ans: -

Q:-

Ahs: - No

On the day of occurrence, why you contacted Jan Sher?-

My son purchased the land from him and I told Jan Sher to write the affidavit 

the said land. . ' •

‘ Q;-

. Ans; -

•■I

t

;
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tacted accused Ramzan?at 17;24, why you conOn the day of occurrence

asked about the Jirga of the land dispute.

by that time that they have abducted

Q; -

ToAns; -
and killed Haji Ihsan Ullah?

Did you knowQ.-

No.Ans: -
andDid you know about the Whatsapp message ahd video regarding abduction 

killing of Haji Ihsan Ullah?
Q:-

■;

No. •i.Ans; -
PO and wanted to,different PSs?

Do you know that Jan Sher is
‘Q: -

YesAns;
Lai Sher etc. why you are in conta;rything about Jan SherWhen you know 

with them?

eveQ;-

of land dispute.Again replied because 

Your contacts with Jan Sher show ve

Ans; -
ry longer duration of calls, can you explain?

Q;-

Yes, it was ail about the land dispute. ‘
I /

Number of cases in which you supported Jan Sher et??
I

None.

\
Ans; -

\
\

Q:-

Ans; -■

investigated of Lai Sher group? 

of PS East Gantt against Lai Sher.

How many cases youQ: - i U-\. None except oneAns; - ■

Why didn't you lodge complaint against Jan Sher etc regarding iliegal^|^sion

Q;-
. of your land?

Jirga was busy to sort out the issue. 

It was a cognizable offence?

Because aAns:

Q:-

• Yes.Ans; -1 -
why didn't you lodge a complaint against them?

Now. if it is cognizable offence.Q: -
Because a Jirga was busy to sort out.

officer and Inspector went to ttie hujra of Jan Sher,
Ans; -

Lai Sher
If you being a police 
etc.to sort out your land dispute, what will the poor and common men do.

' • • r ■ * 1

Q -.-

No answer.Ans; -
at various times a" ‘about their activities, they have, remained POs

including police officers arid ars
If you know 
have .killed innocent people

Q; -

!«■

t

\
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of sitting and meeting with' /
,sts, than what was the reasongrabbers/extortionists

them?
- and school near to his hojra in connection of inspection

poiing/ election was. to be held. However, i have been.

demise of close relatives for Fateha^

officer why you helped them?

1 went to their hujra once 
of a school, where the [

to their house for functions and

Ans; -

on
going

Again questioned that being 

They.are my relatives.

Are they your blood relatives?

a police c
Q: -

■ Ans: -

Q;-

No.Ans: -
fully well that they are known criminals of the area 

odn you justify you relationship withAs a police officer, knowing 

and you are n 

them?

Silence (NO answer).

Do you know that 
being used by whom?

Yes. Jan Sher. Ramzan

Q:- ot even their blood relatives.
f •

y//
Ans:-

number 03160242424, 0^9077591 and 03160^01144

- ' " ',1- . ' ■

are

Q;- \
/\, .

\ /and Lai Sher respectively ■ V
Ans; -

FINDINGS:
imolved in land grabbing, extortion, killing of

Ramzan etc are.V That Lai Sher. Jan Sher,
killing of innocent women.

.involved in the killing of police officers. _ 
involved in illegal activities since 20,25 years. •

in criminal activities, (criminal record is attache ).

re their friends and supporters.
w techniques i.e submitting false

/innocent people as well as

2. That they are also

3. That they are
4. That entire family involved
5. That there are many police officers who

police officers by using; many
jiist to stop them from performing the6. That they also harass 

applications in 
lawful duties.

courts and to superior officers

able to the reach thathave beenof these police officers that they7. That it is because
much level of the criminality. is that there is not a single FIR of Extortion and land 

,d facts and realities. ■ 
of Inspector Missal Khan and cross

That the testimony to the fact above8.
in Peshawar contrary to the groungrabbing against them 

9. That there are

puestioning. instead,of.replying to the. allegation

to challengethe lawful r^htotsuperiorothcem to
It he knew that the above mentioned group is wanted and are POs and ha e . -. 

all along as he confessed this fact during the cross questioning out te mci..

contradictions in the statement

. \

11.

POs

- .i-

J
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ssession of 10 maria land and carrying out
12.that Jan Sher. Lal Sher etc. helped him for poss

Jirga for that.
13. That according to his statement

, he has land dispute! with Lai Sher and Jan Sher etc.
I who is brother

This is reflective of
submitted by him (attached) accused Ramzan

however, as per evidence
of Lai Sher and Jan Sher, acted as mediator in the said dispute. •, ^

be one sided. mentioned group is involved in land mafia, killing of
14 That he confessed that the above m?

Ihsan
15. That he was in contact with the above

“t ‘ ■
17. ?hatlt?be?n m cTmaciwith them since 20/25 yearsjWhout justed jason^

. PM he was unaware

"ri™
........ ——■» -

people having illegal activities, but, Inspector Misal Khan failed to do this.

21 That he had been hands and gloves with Lai Sher group etc. throughout their criminal

/

history.
22. That if La! Sher group has gone ve

Inspector Misal Khan have contributed to this.'.As, it is a . . .
^ that a criminal/ a criminal gang/ a mafia/ a cuts cannot move up the ladder of criminali y

without the assistance of police officer

23. That in his reply submitted in i 
around his allegation, he states that “accused family;in known elders of the area ,

very high up the ladder of criminality, police officers like 
universal and recognized fact

response to SCN, instead of submitting or clearing

facts, they are criminals of the area. ^ • * .*u
24 That he admits criminals as elders of the area whiph shows his connivance with them

unacceptable and unjustifiable as policeand his tolerance towards criminals which is

. officer. .
25. That as far as.

to justify crimes of a criminal 
26 -That it is established that as and when he was contacting accused Jan Sher/ Lai Sher

their criminal

a reason.being Nazim of area is concerned, that doesn't give any person 

or a criminal group. j

outlaws and wanted in different police stations asRamzan, they were
record shows which is attached. i

27 That this officer:has 32 contacts with the above rnentioned group.,Calls, details are as
contact on Whatsapp and

I

under, which is tip of the iceberg as most of the people now >■

Idifferent social media applications . - j

• 32;calls in total before and after, the incident.;
in contact with'them till their number went svyitched off.

1

28. That he was

r
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In view of above, analyzing 
and otherintelligence sources

\

li(PSP)

Superintendent
Rural. DiveiP*^’

Peshawar.

AbbCapt (R) Sale
Enqu
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OFFICE Ot* 1X111.

SENIOR: SUPERINTENDENT OF POLICE,
(OPERATIONS),

PESHAWAR 
Phone. 091-9213054

n2^ h i

:

2022 •Dated Peshawar the' /PA

mivr^T SHOWCMlSENOXia
Disciplinary Rules, 1975)

■ ^ t nf Police Operations, Peshawar as competent authority,
i.

un
No. P/54 as follows:-

2. (i) That consequent upon
SP Rural Peshawar, who 
opportunity of personal hearing.

thfr completion of enquiry committee conducted against you by 
found you guilty of the charges for-which you were.given the

d recommendations of the inquiry officer, the material 

including your defense before the said officers,
(ii) Ongoing through the findings

• on record and other connected papers i
atisfied that you have committed the follow misconducts:

an

. I am s
d guilty of the charges already communicated to you vide

You have been foun 
this office bearing No. 189/PA dated 30.07.2022.

thnrity riocidedto impose_uBonYoiLmaigrAlim 

under the said Rules.
As a result thereof L^sCompetentAu 

penalty including d^tnissal fronts

You are, therefore, require to Show Cause as

3.

to why the aforesaid penalty should not
4.’

be imposed upon you. ,
is received within 7-days of its delivery, it. shall be presumed

ex-parte action shall be taken
If no reply to this notice 

that you have no
5.

defense to put in and in that case an

against you.
at liberty to be heard in person, if so wish^.You are6.

i

ABBASI)PSP(LtCdr®KASHIFAFTAB
Senior Superintendejtt of Police

(Operations) Pes' war

ESTED

I ,

Ik
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OFFICE OF;THE
SR: SUPERINTENDENT OF POLICE, 

(OPERATIONS) PESHAWAR 
Phone. 091-9210508

Ns,

ORDER

This office order will dispose-off the departmental proceedings against Inspector. Misal Khan 
No. Wv while posted at CCP Peshawar was placed under suspension and proceeded against 

departmentally on the allegations/charges that he has been indulged in illegal activities and misconduct 

as he has maintained links with notorious criminals as well as proclaimed offenders, (POs) of case vide 

FIR No. 583 dated 03.06.2022 u/s 365/302/109/7-ATA PS Shahpur and he has leaked secret information

in arrest of POs in above mentioned FIR and allied with criminals.

2. . Under Police Rules 1975 (amended 2014) proper charge sheet alongwith summary of allegations

was issued against him and SP. Rural was appointed as Enquiry Officer who submitted his findings ^ 
wherein he concluded that statement of Inspector Misal Khan No. P/34, cross questioning, intelligence 

sources and other available materials the “all allegations against him are proved.

3.* On receipt of the findings, Final Show Cause Notice was issued to him vide No. 28917PA dated 

02.11.2022 to which he replied while providing him ample opportunity of self-defence in orderly room 

15.11.2022. He however, failed to advance any plausible explanation in rebuttal of the charges. Thus, 

the allegations against him stand proved. The undersigned being competent under (Efficiency & 
Disciplinary) Rules, 1975, have decided to impose major penalty o^femovai from service on the 

accused official. IJ/. is, therefore, removed from service with immediare effect.

Order announced.

on

X

4

ABBASI)PSP(Lt Cdr ® KASHIF AFTAB
Senior Superinteri^ent of Police 

(OperationsyPeshawar
No., '^ O/O —/j PA dated Peshawar, the Z^/// l2Qfl2.

Copy for information and necessary action to:-
1. The Capital City Police Qffic^er, Peshawar.

2. EC-I, £C-iI, AS PO' • ,

3. FMC along with complete enquiry file for record ( 2-^ ).

/
/ ■

m
f ■
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WAKALAT NAMA
A

IN THE COURT OFf
MI$Ol

'i'T
fHiAppellant (s)/Petitioner(s^ r

VERSUS-

P PO Respondent(s)

________________________________________do hereby appoint
Mr. Khaled Rehman, Advocate, Supreme Court, Mr. Muhammad 
Amin Ayub & Muhammad Ghazanfar Ali, Advocates in the above 
mentioned case, to do all or any of the following acts, deeds and things.

I/We

1. To appear, act and plead for me/us in the above mentioned case in 
this Court/Tribunal in which the same may be tried or heard and 
any, other proceedings arising out of or'connected therewith.

2. To sign, verify and file or withdraw a l proceedings, petitions, 
appeals, affidavits and applications for compromise or withdrawal 
or for submission to arbitration of the said case, or any other 
documents, as may be deemed necessary or advisable by them for 
the conduct, prosecution or defence of the said case at all its stages.

3. To receive payment of, and issue receipts for, all moneys that may 
be or become due and payable to us during the course of 
proceedings.

AND hereby agree:-
That the Advocate(s) shall be entitled to withdraw from 
the prosecution of the said case if the whole or any part 
of the agreed fee remains unpaid.

In witness whereof I/We have signed this Wakalat Nama 
hereunder, the contents of which have been read/explained to 
me/us and fully understood by me/us this . _______

a.

tested &
Signature of Executants

u 0/
Khaled F
Advocate,
Supreme Court of Pakistan

n,

&

Muhammad Amin Ayub
Advocate, High

&

Muhammad Ghazanfar Ali
Advocate, High Court

4-B, Haroon Mansion 
Khyber Bazar, Peshawar 
Off: Tel: 091-2592458



y■J^WStPHC Jobs/Form A&B Ser. Trlbunal/P2GS&PD>2/664-RST-30,000 Forms*1*
VV

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR.
JUDICIAL COMPLEX (OLD), KHYBER ROAD,

PESHAWAR.

■> 'y./

!^h£i0

No. n
Appeal No. of20 ,

..'Appellant/Petitioner
4 •Z*'--

ii

Re^s^ydent

Respondent No '’iI'i 00W.I
r iV .5 ^)c •£-f

Notice to: 7

WHEREAS an appeal/petition under the provision of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 
Province Service Tribunal Act, 1974, has been presente^registered for consideration, in 
the above case by^he petitioner in this Court and notice has been ordered to issue. You are 
hereby inform^ ^a't/t^^i^d appeal/petition is fixed jfor hearing before the Tribunal

.................. *;...... ....... .......................at 8.00 A.M. If you wish to urge anything against the
appellant/petitioner you are at liberty to do so on the date fixed, or any other day to which 
the case may be postponed either in person or by autl^orised representative or by any 
Advocate, duly supported by your power of Attorney. You 'are, therefore, required to file in 
this Court at least seven days before the date of hearing 4 copies of written statement 
alongwith any other documents upon which you rely. Please also take notice that in 
default of yoiu* appearance on the date fixed and in tie manner aforementioned, the 
appeal/petition will be heard and decided in your absence!

Notice of any alteration in the date fixed for hearing of this appeal/petition will be 
given to you by registered post. You should inform the Registrar of any change in your 
address. If you fail to furnish such address your address contained in this notice which the 
address given in the appeal/petition will be deemed to be your correct address, and further 
notice posted to this address by registered post will be deemed sufficient for the purpose of 
this appeal/petition. V'^

of appeal is attached. Copy of appe^ has already been sent to you vide tliis 

office Notice No dated.

Given under my hand and the seal of this .C^^t, a Pesl^^ar this,

Day of. ;..20
4
/1.M: 1 yr

\
Registrar,

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal, 
Peshawar.

Note: 1. The hours of attendance in the court are the same that of the High Court except Sunday and Gazetted Holidays.
2. Always quote Case No. While making any correspondence.

'r

h.
L i. .  ^—i—•. /■
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GS&PO-2/664^ST-30,000 For{ns-1-flt2022/PHC Jobs/Form A&B Ser. Tnbunal/P2

k

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR.
JUDICIAL COMPLEX (OLD), KHVBER ROAD.

PESHAWAR.
^8

/No.
^3

Appeal No. ....... of 20 .

.. .Appellant/Petitiqnern f
Veriiiis/;y... /

/
Y* Respondent

RespqMerh No......./ L.C ui
Notice to:

WHEREAS an appeal/petition under the provision of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 
Province Service Tribunal Act, 1974^ has.been presente^registered for consideration, in 
the above case M the petitioner in this Court and notice has been ordered to issue. You are 
hereby inforhicd^ti^r'^laid appeal/petition is fixed for hearing before the Tribunal

.......... at 8.00 A.M. If you wish to urge anything against the
appeUant/petitioner you are at liberty to do so on the date fixed, or any other day to which 
the case may be postponed either in person or by autliorised representative or by any 
Advocate, duly supported by your power of Attorney. You are, therefore, required to file in 
this Court at least seven days before the date of hearing 4 copies of written statement 
alongwith any other documents upon which you rely. Please also take notice that in 
default of your appearance on the date fixed and in t le manner aforementioned, the 
appeal/petition will be heard and decided in your absence.

Notice

f*on,

of any alteration in the date fixed for hearing olt’ this appeal/petition will be 
given to you by registered post. You should inform the Registrar of any change in your 
address. If you fail to furnish such address your address contained in this notice which the 
address given in the appeal/petition will be deemed to be your correct address, and further 
notice posted to this addre^Jiy registered post will be deemed sufficient for the purpose of 
this appeal/petition. ^

Copy of appeal is attached. Copy of appeal has already be^'^nl to you vide this----

dated

Given under my hand and the seal of this Court^nt Peshawar this
^p//l >3 

.......21^ •

office Notice No td,

Day of.

mlpi-
Registrar,

thtunkhwa Service Tribunal, 
Peshawar.

Khyber Pa

Note: 1. The hours of attendance in the court are the same that of the High Court except Sunday and Gazetted Holidays.
2. Always quote Case No. While making any correspondence.
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GS&PD-2/664-RST-30,000 Forms-1-11-2022/PHC Jobs/Form A&B Sor. Tribunal/P2

»

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR.
JUDICIAL COMPLEX (OLD), KHYBER ROAD,

PESHAWAR.

*

No.

Appeal No. of 20 :

r Appellant/Petitioner
PvefF-P- 0 sus

Respondent

Respondent No.......^;.t........./..............................<f 0yt^.tot 4
Notice to: }

/ 4

WHEREAS an appeal/petition under the provision of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 
Province Service Tribunal Act, 1974, has been presented/registered for consideration, in 
the above cas^by tlte petitioner in this Court and notice has been ordered to issue. You are 
hereby ^h^ said appeal/petition is ^ed for hearing before the Tribunal

.................. ....................................... at 8.00 A.M. If you wish to urge, anything against the
appellant/petitioner you ai'e at liberty to do so oh the date'fixed, or any other day to which 
the case may be postponed either in person or by, authorised representative or by any 
Advocate, duly supported by your power of Attorney. You are, therefore, required to file in 
this Court at least seven days before the date of hearing 4 conies of written statement 
alongwith any other documents upon which you rely. Please also take notice that in 
default of your appeai-ance on the date fixed and in the manner aforementioned, the 
appeal/petition will be heard and decided in your absence. ^

Notice of any alteration in the date fixed for hearing of this appeal/petition will be 
given to you by registered post. You should inform the Registrar of any change in your 
addi ess. If you fail to fui nish such address your address contained in this notice which the 
address given in the appeal/petition will be deemed to be your correct address, and further 
notice posted to this address by registered post will be deemed sufficient for the purpose of 
this appeal/petition. 5/^

Copy of appeal is attached. Copy ofap'^aTKas^fead^been'sent to yfllTvide-this 

office Notice No

Given under my hand and the seal of this Court, at Peshawar this

dated.

>3Day of. 20 ,
9

t

A, i
Registrar,

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal, 
Peshawar.

i *

Note: 1. The hours of attendance in the court are the same that of the High Court except Sunday and Gazetted Holidays.
2. Always quote Case No. While making any correspondence. .. •



/“

«

N •:
eft

' 'VAk \

V'.\ ^ V ''\
V

\•% • /
I

V
>\

,{t^»V 10 c
I

\ \
<Ov

I

I

•V.^ri€ ct

•- •

V ■
\

1w. Vf-'..,.*^1

\



0 .

/i
BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.

- % • ' .. >1v;

Service Appeal No.535 /2023.

Ex-Inspector Misal Khan No.P/34 of CCP Peshawar Appellant.

VERSUS

Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar and others Respondents.

Index
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No.535 72023.

Appellant.Ex-Inspector Misal Khan No.P/34 of CCP Peshawar

VERSUS

Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar and others Respondents.

REPLY BY RESPONDENTS NO. 1 to 3.
Ser>-tce 'fYitviSStSd'

DSaryRespectfully Sheweth:-

PRELIMINARY OBJECTIONS:- Dated

1. That the appeal is badly barred by law & limitation.
2. That the appeal is bad for mis-joinder and non-joinder of necessary parties.

3. That the appellant has not come to Hon’ble Tribunal with clean hands.

4. That the appellant has no cause of action and locus standi to file instant appeal.

5. That the appellant is estopped by his own conduct to file the instant appeal.

6. That the appellant has concealed the material facts from this Hon’ble Tribunal.

7. That the appeal is not maintainable being devoid of any merit.

REPLY ON FACTS;-
1. First part of the Para Pertains to record hence needs no comments. However the performance 

of the appellant was not upto the mark as he has earned 35 bad entries 01 minor and 02 major 

punishments upon his credits on different occasions during his service.(Copy of list is 

attached as A )
2. Correct to the extent that an FIR No. 583 dated 2.0 

registered in PS Shahpur by the complainant Muhammad Tariq S/0 Salamat against culprits 

Ramzan Ali, Jansher, Lai Sher, S/O Shamsher and Abbas Alias Mohmanday, the motive was 

shown to be blood feud.
3. Incorrect. The appellant while posted at CCP Peshawar was placed under suspension and 

proceeded against departmentally on the charges that the appellant indulged in illegal 

activities and misconduct as he has maintained links with notorious criminals as well as 

proclaimed offenders (POs) in case vide FIR No.
365/302/109/PPC & 7-ATA PS Shahpur and also leaked secret information in arrest of POs

ibid and allied with criminals, this act of the appellant tarnished the image of Police 

Department in the eyes of general Public. In this regard, he was issued Charge Sheet with 

Statement of Allegations and SP/Rural Peshawar was appointed as Enquiry Officer. During 

the course of Enquiry he was provided full opportunity of personal hearing and also recorded 

his statement, as well as also availed the opportunity of cross questioned.. The Enquiry 

Officer after thorough probe into the matter found him guilty of the charges leveled against 

him. The Competent Authority after receipt of the findings issued him final show cause

6.2022 u/s 364/302/PPC & 7ATA, was

583, dated 03.06.2022 u/s

m case
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notice, which he replied, beside this, he was also heard 

failed to defend himself, hence he was awarded major punishment of removal from service 

under Police Rules 1975 amended 2014. (Copy of chirge sheet. Statement of allegations. 

Enquiry Report and FSCN are annexure as, B , C , D & i).
4. Incorrect. Para already explained in the above Para. Further, detailed departmental enquiry 

conducted against him under rules ibid, wherein the allegations leveled against him were 

proved beyond any shadow of doubt. The appellant was Mso provided full opportunity of 

defense by, recording his statement and also cross examined, but failed to advance any 

plausible grounds in rebuttal of the charges leveled against him. His act brought a bad name 

for the entire force, hence he was awarded punishment £iS per gravity of his misconduct.

in person in OR on 15.11.2022, but

was

5. Incorrect. Fair departmental enquiry was conducted as per rules ibid and the enquiry officer

were proved. The whole enquiry wasreported that charges leveled against the appellant 
conducted purely on merit by recording his statement as well as cross questioning and

thereafter he was issued a final show cause notice, which he replied. The appellant 

provided full opportunity of defense, but the appellint failed to defend himself. After 

fulfilling all codal formalities he was awarded major punishment as appellant committed

was

gross misconduct.
6. Incorrect. The appellant filed departmental appeal, which was thoroughly processed and an 

ample opportunity of hearing was provided to the appellant by appellate authority but the 

appellant failed to defend himself with plausible/justifiable grounds, hence his appeal 

rejected/filed.
7. That appeal of the appellant being devoid of merits 

the following grounds.

was

hit by limitation may be dismissed onanc.

REPLY ON GROUNDS:-

A. Incorrect. The punishment order passed by the lawful authority is just legal and has been 

passed in accordance with law/ rules and no violation of Article 4 & lOA have been done by 

the respondents, hence liable to be upheld.
B. Incorrect. The appellant is giving wrong picture just to 

misconduct. The charges leveled against him are proved, hence he was awarded the major 

punishment. Presence of such black sheep in police force and any kind , of leniency will 

encourage the misuse of authority.
C. Incorrect. Detailed departmental enquiry was conducted against him in accordance with 

' law/rules. During the course of enquiry his CDR was obtained wherein the appellant was

remained in contact with the criminals (lal sher, jan sher, ramzan) for last one year or more 

without justified reason and given information regarding the operations of police after 

killing of Ihsan Ullah. Enquiry officer after detailed probe into the matter reported that the 

charges against the appellant were proved. His act brought a bad name for the entire force, 

hence he was awarded major punishment.(copy of CDR is annexure as F)
D. Incorrect. The appellant was found involved in the objectionable activities related to gravest 

misconduct of having nexus with the above mentioned criminals and leakage of secra 

information due to which criminals easily escaped themselves from lawful arrest during raid

his skin from commission ofsave



: // nu
conducted at their harbours. In this regard a detailed inquiry was conducted against him, 

wherein the charges leveled against him were stand proved, hence he was rightly awarded 

major punishment.

E. Incorrect. A Proper departmental enquiry was conducted as per law/rules and the enquiry 

officer reported that charges leveled against the. appellant were proved. The whole enquiry 

was conducted purely on merit. The appellant was provided lull opportunity of defense, but 

the appellant failed to defend himself. After fulfilling all the codal formalities he 

awarded the major punishment.

F. Incorrect, para already explained in the above paras. Further, the appellant being a member 

of a disciplined force committed gross misconduct by giving secret information to criminals. 

The charges leveled against him were stand proved, hence he was awarded the major 
punishment.

G. Incorrect. The appellant was rightly issued charge sheet with statement of allegations and 

clearly mentioned the charges that “he has allegedly been reported that you have been 

indulged in illegal activities and misconduct as you have maintained links with notorious 

criminals as well as Proclaimed Offender (POs) of case vide FIR No. 583 dated 03.06.2022 

u/s 365/302/109/ PPC & 7-ATA PS Shahpur. It is further alleged that you have leaked secret 

information in arrest of POs in above mentioned FIR and allied with criminals. During the 

course of enquiry the charges mentioned in the charge sheet were proved against him.

FI. Incorrect. The appellant was provided proper opportunity of personal hearing and

questioning was provided to appellant, but he failed to defend the charges leveled against 
him.

was

cross

^ I. Incorrect. The appellant was treated as per law/rules and no violation of the Article lOA has 

been done by the respondents.

J. Incorrect. The appellant was associated with the enquiry proceedings and proper opportunity 

of personal hearing and cross questioning was provided to appellant but failed to defend the
charges leveled against him.

K. Incorrect. The appellant has preferred time barred departmental appeal, which was properly 

processed and also heard him in person by the appellate authority, however he failed to 

defend himself with plausible/justifiable grounds hence, filed/rejected because the charges 

leveled against him were proved.

L. Incorrect. The competent authority before imposing the major punishment had completed all 

codal formalities and an ample opportunity of self defense/ personal hearing was provided, 

but the appellant failed to rebut the charges leveled against him.

M. That the replying respondents also seek permission of this Hon’ble Tribunal to raise 

additional grounds at the time of arguments.



PRAYERS;-

Keeping in view the above stated facts & reasons it is, most humbly prayed that the 

appeal of the appellant being devoid of merits, may kindly be dismissed with costs please.

olice Officery ^ 
Chyber Pakhtunkhwa, rahawar.

Peshawar.

Senior Superintendent of Police, 
Gyrations, Peshawar.
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THF KHY«F« PAKHTUNKHW4 SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No.535 /2023,

Appellant.Ex-Inspector Misal Khan No.P/34 of CCP Peshawar

VERSUS

Respondents.Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar and o

authority.
I, Capital City Police Officer, Peshav^iytereby authorize Mr.Inam^ 

legal of Capital’ City Police, Peshawar to attend th/nonffile Court and submit writt^ reply, 

statement and affidavit required for the defense of abo^rvice appeal on behalf^spondent

department. /

hers

ah DSP

—Papital^itv-Eolic,e-_Qfficcr, 
Peshawar. '
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.. .i "

■4.

Service Appeal No.535 /2Q23.

Ex-Inspector Misal Khan No.P/34 of CCP Peshawar Appellant.

VERSUS

Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar and ot Respondents.hers

AFFIDAVIT.

We respondents 1, 2 and 3 do hereby solemnly affirm and declare that the contents of

the written,reply are true and correct to the best of oiir knowledge and belief and nothing has 

concealed/kept secret from this Honorable Tribunal.

ui^tr Dt( Oafkb
'YispovdtAifi ho^ft bee/t^ Provincial Police Officer, /_

Peshawar.Khyber P;

CapitaLCifeLP-oli^Ofntfer.
Pemawar.

Se'nlo^Superintendent of Police, 
Q^rations, Peshawar.

I



BIO DATE OF MISSAL KHAN S/0 ESSA KHAN FOR APPEARING IN THE ORDERLY ROOM

i Home 
Address

i Date of 
! Enlistment

Rctn.'ii k;,/ 
Opinion of 
DSP/L<‘(ijjl

Perusal ol rr'Irv,nil . 
set-aside the record revc.il-, Di.-u 
punishment | punishment

I awarded by tiie 
I competent 

authority is 
commensurate to 
the gravity of ;
misconduct

-----------------------“coTli'mifted’byThe j
defaulter j
Inspector. I

I U I i |! < 
nf 11<<:

1 E.OName/No Plea of the 
Applicant

Charges Punishment -IName/Recom;:
(.(.ro

I Shahpur 
! Peshawar

29.06.1989 I Shorts facts leading to the instant appeal are that the i SP/Rural 
i delinquent Inspector while posted at PBI HQr: Peshawar '
I proceeded against departmentally oh the following charges;- ; Allegations 
I ■ j proved

Dismissal from Request to 
Service Vwas

ij.

A-i

By SSP/Ops: 
Peshawar

Ex-Insp: 
Missal Khan 
No. P/54

1; It has been reported, that he has been indulged in i 
• illegal activities and misconduct as he has maintained 

links with notorious criminals as well as proclaimed 
offenders (POs) of case vide FIR No. 583, dated 
03.06.2022 u/s 365/302/109/7-ATA PS Shahpur.

2. It is further alleged that he has leaked secret I
-------- information^in“aTfest“ofin above mentioned FIR I

and allied with criminals. I
3.. He has tarnished the image of police department in I 

the eyes of general public, ' . j

J I

\
Vide ordei Nn, 
3010-13/f‘A

Dt;

\

I Total QIfy; 
! Service

s

(Appeal 0(1 
time)33 years, 03 \

months & 24 j 
days. I

-V /
\ 7-

D.O.B
J

!
.!

30.03.1969

1------
Education

Entries:-
FA

i

Courses Bad Minor Major Good

Lower
Inter:
upper

35 01 02 07

•li
>

■ >



. J. /
\(1- '

y''

v5 ^

- .y

rHARCK SHEET

■d, ® KnshirArinh Ahmnd Ahivns,. PSP, SSI'/Opcralioiis Peshawar, am satisHed

^ is nccc^s?ii'\' s'i-. cxpcdicnl in ihc subiccl
Whcfcns I. 1.1 (

conicinplnicfl by Police ionics 1^7;

r Misal Khan No. r/54 oI CCP TeshawH,-.
ih;ii a l'oi-m;il IMKiiiiiy a.^ 

cascagainsi In.spccto i

if c.siablished would call for major/niinorAnd whereas. 1 ani of llie view ihat. die allcgarions 

penally, as defined in Rule 3 of ihe aforesaid R\iles.

2

Rule.s. 1. Li Cdr ® Kashif Aftab 

hereby charge Inspector Misal Khan No. P/54 of
Now therefore, as required by Rule 6 (1) (a) & (b) of the said 

■ Ahmad Abbasi. PSP, SSP Operations. Pesh 
CCP Peshawar under Rule 5 {4) of the I’olice Rules 1075

^ 3,
awar

illegal activities and 

criminals as well as Proclaimed

have been indulged in iIt has allegedly been rcporicd that you

li.-ivc mainiainccl links wiih nniorion?j 
Offcndcs (PO,s) of ense vide IdR No, ,vS,'. dirlcd n,Pnd,,2n22 uA ,265,202/1 n<)-7-ATA PS

13

miscondiicl as you

Shahpur.
It is furiher alleged that you have leaked secret information in 

mentioned FIR .and allied with criminals.
He has tarnished ihc image of police department in Ihc eyes ofgcneral public.

iUri and rc ncicred vou liable foi‘ piinishmcnl

arrest of P.Os in above
ii)

iii)

All ibis amoimis to gross misconduct on your |- 

under Police (F.&.O'l Rules. Id7.5,

iv)

furiher under Rule 6 fU fb) of the said Rules to pul [orth written defence .

whv oTction should not be 

desire 1.0 be heard in person.

I hereby direct you
within 7 days of Ihc reexipl of this Charge Shcci to the F.nquiry Officer, as lo 

taken against you and also staling at the same time whether you

.4,

In ca.sc your reply is not received within the specific period ly the l-nquiry OHicer. it shall he 

presumed thai you have no defence to offer and ex-parle action wiltCc Oken against n ou.

■ s
i

■v

;

Lf Cdr ® KASHIF AFTAR iHMAD ARRASI)PSP
Senior Snpcriniciyicnt r-i( !‘’olicc 

(Operaiions>l'cshawar

/

af.'' ^"“7“

1
0 ^4 ‘
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(/ J Vimii STATEMENT OF ALLFfiATIONS

v’ #
I, I-t Cdr ® Kashif Aftab Ahmad Abbasi. PSP, SSP/Operations Peshawar as competent authority, 

of the opinion that Inspector Misal Khan No. P/54 of CCP Peshawar has rendered himself liable 

proceeded against departmentally as he has cominilted the following acts/omission 
meaning of section 03 of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules, 1975.

am

to be
within the

i) It has allegedly been reported that he has been indulged in illegal activities artd 

as well as Proclaimed 

06,2022 u/s 365/302./109/7-ATA PS

misconduct as he has maintained links with notorious criminals 

Offenders (POs) of case vide FIR No. 583 dated
Shahpur.

It is further alleged that he has leaked 

mentioned FIR and allied with criminals.
He has tarnished the image of police department in the !;yes of general public.

All this amounts to gross misconduct 
under Police (E&D) Rules, 1975.

ii) secret information in arrest of P.Os in above

iii)

ii) his part and rendered him liable for punishmenton

2. For the purpose of scrutinizing the conduct of afore said poiice official in the said episode with
reference to the above allegations SP.Rural is appointed as Enquiry Officer under Rule 5 (4) of Police 
Rules 1975.

3. The Enquiry Officer shall in­accordance with the provision of the Police Rules (1975), provide 
reasonable opportunity of hearing to the accused Official and mak^T?S;;;;;;;;aations as to punish or
other action to be taken against the accused official.

Lt Cdr ® KASHIF AFTAB MiMAD ABBASr)PSP 
Senior Superinten/ent of Police 
(Operations) Pesh

/a / /2022

•. •
;

lawarNo. /g? E/PA, dated Peshawar the
/

Copy to:-

J The Inquiry Officer.

The Delinquent official through PA to the EO officer2.

t
• f0^^ ’ 1. ,
I

£■
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t- •' •office of the .

SUPERINTENDENT OF POLICE,
rural, PESHAWAR.

dated Pe

r
5'..-V

fA
12022.

shawar the
No.

? .
•To

&T-,3 senior Soperintendent of Police 

Operations, Peshawar,
ncPARTMENlALENOyiBl

EndV. No. 

pector Misal Khan

1!

i30.07.2022; pertaining, Subject; 189/E/PA, dated i
office

Please refer to 
departmental enquiry against I y/
stMENiMLOL^M=^/^ activities and

well as
illegal
criminals as 
dated 03.06.2022

indulged in 

with notorious

plR No. 583

has been 

intained links 
vide

:^d that het h^been rep

misconduct 

proclain}eo 

365^^ .

u/sag^he has mai 
offenders (POs) of case

in arrest of POs iri62,109,7-ATAPSShahpur-

alleged that he has
informationleaked secret 

d allied with criminals.
is further 

above mentioned FIR an general public.

him liable lor"■wy; -"-v
Aiwmis ^Q7Ci/

Irendere'and

•1

X

• Pers'onal hearing
. Receding of slaterneni.
. collation of CDR and posting
. . crrminai record of Lai Sher group vide

// i m - ■^t^02-08.2022 ;■ f .■record
office memo No. 2ll2/r-A^

Misal Khan.

recorded

this office letter No 
rned office vide this office letter No.

Statement lito Inspectorreasonable opportunity
written reply was

7'and he was err 
2113/pa.dated

Enquiry officer provided 
served upon 

His CDR was 
His posting record

rhim -and his 
obtained from

also sought from

wasallegation 
questioned too 

02.08.2022.
2113/Pa dated 02.08.2022

CFU vide
conce

was . ;

L

qrf^PF. OF ENQUIRXI on,n,rials (i-Bi Sher, Jan Sher, Ramzan
in general. Iinese 

particular and
includes supportinc

criminal cases in
in norma! circumstances
U also inJludes being in contact

contact with the above

of the enquiry iThe scope
rest of the family) mand of the police.regarding the operations

without justifiedGiving information reasons. Being IfIP
or more

after the killing of Haii
for last one yearthem ii ihsan Ullah. mtioned group

fel
•If I
r;-
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. rrMr^MPNT OF INSPECTORmSALjaiAN:

called to the office and
recorded which ihis statement was

Inspector Misal Khan was

attached.

r.RnSS QUESTIONS:

dismissed from service in 2008?

hawaldar and c 

of said items,
initiated and I was dismissed from service

and Lai Sher etc?

Why were youQ:-
, but during . 

which, departmentai
ollected mobiles etc from the recruits 

found. In --
1 was company 

the returning 
proceeding was

Do you know Jan Sher, Ramzan

Ans: - deficiencies ^were

Q: -

Yes, since 20,25 years.Ans;'
their activities and reputation in the area?

What areQ:-
kilting of innocent people, land grabbing

Suspicious/ involved in illegal activities 

and extortion.
Ans; -

relationship with Javed, Asfandyar group?

Yes, 1 have relations with both the parties.

Why Muhammad Hussain Si {police official)

He was killed by them without any good reason-and hey

Do you have anyQ; -

Ans;'
killed by La! Sh^ Prwas

Q; -
killed innocently.

Ans; -
r etc arid have information i

about the illegal activities of Jan Sh<
i'Did you knowing 

regarding killing of innocent people'^
Q; -

Yes.Ans; -
of innocent women by Jan Sher etc

Do you know about the killingQ; -

Yes.Ans; - V
1

is iand mafia?Do you know the said groupQ; -
I

YesAnd; -
etc and since when?RamzanWere you in contact with Jan Sher

Yes, since long.

The above mentioned accused is your blood relatives r

Q: '

Ans;

Q.-

NoAns; -
why you contacted Jan Sher?On the day of occurrence

My son purchased the land from 

the said land.

Q; -
Sher to write the affidavit ofhim an& i told Jan

Ans; -

S.
!
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On the day of occurrence at 17:24, why you contacted accused Ramzan?

To asked about the Jirga of the land dispute.

Did you know by that time that they have abducted and killed Haji Ihsan Ullah?

■

Q;- ^ i
Ans;'

Q: - \ >

No.Ans; - /

Did you know about the Whatsapp message and video regarding abduction and 

•• killing of Haji Ihsan Ullah?
Q: - I

No.Ans; *

Do you know that Jan Sher is PO and wanted to different PSs? ;
Q;- r

Yes

When you know everything about Jan Sher, Lai Sher etc, why you are in conta'. 

with them?

Again replied because of land dispute.

Your contacts with Jan Sher show very longer duration of calls, can you explain?

Yes, it was all about the land dispute. ^ \

Number of cases in which you.supported Jan,Sher et^ \

Ans: -

Q: -

i'

i
Ans:'

Q: -

Ans: -

Q; -
■ -'i

None.Ans; -

How many cases you investigated of Lai Sher group?

None except one of PS East Cantt against Lai Sher.

Why didn’t you lodge corhplaint against Jan Sher etc.regard'ng illegal fJOs^^i 

of your land? / ^

Because a Jirga was busy to sort out the issue.

3$Q: -

Ans: -

ion
Q: -

^ , ■;!!

A

'irtAns: - >11^:
5; .if I'5-,It was a cognizable offence?Q: -

; ■PPI R*. ■ IrP' ‘Yes.Ans: ^

Now, if it is cognizable offence, why didn’t you lodge a complaint against themrQ'; -

i! 5Because a Jirga was busy to sort out.

If you being a police officer and Inspector went to ttie hujra o^f Jan Sher, Lai Sher 

etc to sort out your land dispute, what will the poor and comrr on men do?

Ans; *

I'fe '*•
Q; - ,f

,-i

. No answerAns: -

If you know about their activities, they have remained PCs at various times and

officers and are land
Q;--

have killed innocent people including police

fM-i
.1



'A. H 4 i \j A\I

J
grabbers/extortionists, than what, was the reason of sitting and meeting with 
them?

1r.! ;

Ans; - I went to their hujra once and school near to his hujra in connection of inspection 

of a school where the poling/ election was to be held. However, I have been 

going to their house for functions and on demise of close relatives for Fateha.

Q:- Again questioned that being a police officer why yo'u helped them?

Ans; - They are my relatives.

Q;- Are they your blood relatives?

Ans: - No.

Q: - As a police officer, knowing fully well that they are 

and you are not even their blood relatives, can you justify you relationship with 
them?

known criminals of the area

Ans:- Silence (No answer).

Q; - Do you know that number 03160242424, 03igt)b77591 and 03160901144 
being used by whom?

are

Ans: - Yes, Jan Sher, Ramzan and Lai Sher respectively.

FINDINGS:

1. That Lai Sher, Jan Sher, Ramzan etc are involved in land grabbing, extortion, killing of . 
innocent people as well as killing of innocent women.

2. That they are also involved in the killing of police officers.

3. That they are involved in illegal activities since 20,25. years.

4. That entire family involved in criminal activities, (criminal record is attached).

5. That there are many police officers who are their friends and supporters.

6. That they also harass police officers by using many techniques i.e submitting false 
applications in courts and to superior officers just to stop thlm from performing 

iawful'duties.

• j

L
a

5

i

thr'

7, That It is because of these police officers that they have been able to the reach that 
much level of the criminality.

8. 1 hat the testimony to the fact above is that there is not a single FIR of Extortion and land 

grabbing against them in Peshawar contrary to the ground facts

are contradictions in the statement of Inspector
and realities.

Missal Khan and cross9, That there

questioning.

10. That his statement is reflective of the fact that instead of .replying to the allegation
alleged, he tried to challenge the lawful rignt of superior officers to show cause him.

i'--

■

11, That he knew that the above mentioned group is wanted and are POs and have beer 
POs ail along as he confessed this fact during the cross questioning but he iner.i'ionec

if Id? i Irr !?
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i12. That Jan Sher, Lai Sher etc. helped him for possession of 10 maria land and carrying out

Jirga for that. * ’ ,

13. That according to his statement, he has land dispute with Lai Sher and Jan Sher etc. 

however, as per evidence submitted by him (attached) accused Ramzan who is brother 

of Lai Sher and Jan Sher, acted as mediator in the said dispute. Th/s is reflective of 

the fact that he had been getting favors from this notorious group which can not 
be one sided.

14. That he confessed that the above mentioned group is involved in land mafia, killing of 

innocent people as well as killing of police officials.

15. That he was in contact with the above mentioned group after the killing of Haji Ihsan

Ullah who was killed by Jan Sher etc. ---------- -

16. That he also confessed that he is in relationship with Jave^J; Asfaridyar gr\up, who is 

also involved in land mafia and killing of people.

17. That he had been in contact with them since 20/25 years

18. That being a close friend and being in contact with ther 

PM he was unaware regarding the incident? The news 
incident at 2:30 PM in different social media groups.

19. That he admitted that he has been coming to their family functions'ati- 
years without any blood relation.

20. That being a police officer it is necessary to avoid contacts with criminals and other 
people having illegal activities, but, Inspector Misal Khan failed to do this.

21. That he had been hands and gloves with Lai Sher group etc. throughout their criminal 
history.

22. That if Lai Sher group has gone very high up the ladder of criminality, police officers like 
Inspector Misal Khan have contributed to this. As, it is a universal and recognized fact 
that a criminal/ a criminal gang/ a mafia/ a cuts cannot move up the ladder of criminality 
without the assistance of police officer.

23. That in his reply submitted in response to SCN, instead of submitting or clearing •. 

around his allegation, he slates that “accused family in known elders of the area” 
facts, they are criminals of the area

24. That he admits criminals as elders of the area which shows his connivance with them 

and his tolerance towards criminals which is unacceptable and- unjustifiable as police 
officer.

25. That as far as, being Nazim of area is concerned, that doesn’t give any person a reason 
to justify crimes of a criminal or a criminal group.

26: That it is established that as and when he was contacting accused Jan Sher/ Lai She:./' 

Ramzan, they were outlaws and wanted in different police stations as their crimtinal 
record shows which is attached.

27. That this officer has 32 contacts with the above mentioned group. Calls details are as 

under, which is lip of the iceberg as most of the people now. contact on Whatsapp and 
different social media applicat'ons : ••

• 32 calls in total before and after the incident.

28. That he was in contact with them till their number went switched off.

r"

I

'without any justified re ason.

1 how it is possible that till 6:00 
^s also shai^ on/the day of

20-45sini

as per

[
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ICONCLUSION:

In view of above, analyzing of-the statement of |nspect(^l\/lisal Khan, cross questioning 

intelligence sources and other available material the " all allegations against him are proved.
f

I
Capt (R) Sale Abbi^-Kuiachi (PSP).

Enqutry-On
Superintendent 

Rural, Div( 
Peshawar.

Felice

*

)
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PESHAWAR

Phone. 091-9213054 mfe
, 2022

iheDa\cd Peshawar

Peshawar as
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aulhoriiy,comijetenl

Inspector
Police. Opcraiions,

,975. do hereby serve you
,, Senior Superintendenl of

’ der the Police disciplinary Rules1.
un

oontmittee conducted against you by 

for which you were given the

No. p/54 as follows-.'
the completion of enquiry

.’..ho found you guilty of the chargesThat consequent upon !
2. CO

SP Rural Peshawar, '
opportunity of personal hearing reft-Ver the materialndaf.onsofthernqinryofhce,

fense before the sa.d ofl.cers,
1.yOngoingthroughthcRndin^^o^

- on record and other connected papers

, ant satisfied that you have comm.
itted the follow misconducts;

videIcated to youalready commonbeen found g«my of the charges
Ig9/PA dated 30.07.202 -You have 

this office bearing No ;
i1^ or/minor.j^^^idedigimppseAipon2/0U 

ice underthejaidRules.
nt Aulhont■It thereof L^sCompete

penaltiincludinaiiS^^

You are. therefore, require to Show 

be imposed upon you.

As a resu3.
the aforesaid penalty should not

Cause as to why
4.

I shall be presumed 

shall be taken
ived within 7-days of its delivery. -

that case an
If no reply to this notice is reeeiv

defense'to ,
ex-parie action

5. put in and in
that you have no

\against you. j
, if so wishdd.at liberty to be heard in person /You are

/

abbasdpsp ■i

(Operations) Peshfewar
I

i

r
i

incluoes being in contact with 
contact with the above

n aiSGo ic fjcdiice

wtdiout justified reasons. Beir,g mthem for last one year or more 
mentioned group after the killing of Haji Ihsan Ullah. r.

j-
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Call Type A B Date/Time SECs IMEI Location of Aj Call • Incoming 3160242424 3115454223 01/02/2022 10:11:13 443 860217043914270 Dilazak Rd, Muhammad 2ai, Gulp Zai, Peshawar
Call - Outgoing 3160242424 3115454223 01/04/2022 20:51:35 85 860217043914270 Plot ft 164-A/S-l, Khayaban-e-Sir Syed, T&D Rawalpindi
Call - Incoming 3160242424 3115454223 01/04/2022 21:04:13 32 860217043914270 Street no 23,near PTCL Customer Centre,l-10/4,lslamabad
Call - Outgoing 3160242424 3115454223

3160242424 3115454223 
3160242424 3115454223

02/12/2022 12:35:55 359617271975680173 Dilazak Rd, Muhammad Zai, Gulp Zai, Peshawar
Call • Incoming 02/14/2022 10:35:33 101 359617271975680 Dilazak Rd, Muhammad Zai, Gulp Zai, Peshawar( Call - Outgoing 02/16/2022 09:52:05 899 359617271975680 Dilazak Rd, Muhammad Zai, Gulp Zai, Peshawar
Call • Outgoing 3160242424 3115454223 02/16/2022 10:07:26 70 359617271975680 Dilazak Rd, Muhammad Zai, Gulp Zai, Peshawar
Call • Outgoing 3160242424 3115454223 02/17/2022 12:16:48

3115454223 02/18/2022 11:09:50 
3115454223 03/02/2022 19:18:24

150 359617271975680. Dilazak Rd, Muhammad Zai, Gulp Zai, Peshawar
_ Dilazak Rd, Muhammad Zai, Gulp Zai, Peshawar
_ Dilazak Rd, Muhammad Zai, Gulp Zai, Peshawar 
Dilazak Rd, Muhammad Zai, Gulp Zai, Peshawar
Dilazak Rd, Muhammad Zai, Gulp Zai, Peshawar
Dilazak Rd, Muhammad Zai, Gulp Zai, Peshawar 
Dilazak Rd, Muhammad Zai, Gulp Zai, Peshawar 
Dilazak Rd, Muhammad Zai, Gulp Zai, Peshawar 
Dilazak Rd, Muhammad Zai, Gulp Zai, Peshawar 
Dilazak Rd, Muhammad Zai, Gulp Zai, Peshawar
Wadpagga, Peshawar, KPK__________________
Dilazak Rd, Muhammad Zai, Gulp Zai, Peshawar 
Dilazak Rd, Muhammad Zai, Gulp Zai, Peshawar 
Dilazak Rd, Muhammad Zai, Gulp Zai, Peshawar 
Dilazak Rd, Muhammad Zai, Gulp Zai, Peshawar 
Dilazak Rd, Muhammad Zai, Gulp Zai, Peshawar 
Dilazak Rd, Muhammad Zai, Gulp Zai, Peshawar

Call • Incoming 3160242424 342 359617271975680
Call - Incoming 3160242424 17 359617271975680
Call • Outgoing 3160242424 3115454223 03/05/2022 09:38:06

03/09/2022 16:11:27
182 359617271975680

359617271975680Call - Incoming 3160242424 3115454223 9
Call • Outgoing 3160242424 3115454223 03/20/2022 18:40:51 76 359617271975680
Call - Incoming 3160242424 3115454223 04/02/2022 07:35:16 

3115454223 05/23/2022 11:21:00 
3115454223 05/25/2022 09:10:13

127 359617271975680
Call • Incoming 3160242424 43 359617271975680
Call - Outgoing 3160242424 200 359617271975680lA’
Call • Outgoing 3160242424 3115454223 05/25/2022 13:13:57 16 359617271975680
Call • Outgoing 3160242424 3115454223

3115454223
3115454223

06/19/2022 18:15:52 464 352206203023620
Call • Incoming 3160242424 06/19/2022 21:56:30 117 352206203023620
Call - Incoming 3160242424 06/22/2022 20:55:05 23 352206203023620
Call • Incoming 3160242424 3115454223 06/22/2022 22:10:23 

3115454223 06/23/2022 16:18:06 
3115454223 06/23/2022 16:21:10 
3115454223 06/23/2022 16:38:44

X 445 352206203023620
Call • Outgoing 3160242424X 51 352206203023620

352206203023620Call • Outgoing 3160242424X 340
Call • Outgoing 3160242424 41 352206203023620

'
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Call Type 
Call - Incoming 
Call ~ Outgoing
Call - Incoming
Call - Incoming
Call - Incoming

A B Date/Time
iiim4^3 03/26/2022 2l:iq-^ 
3115454223 ^29/7m->
1115454223 ^01/2022 15:59:40 
1115454223 04/07/2022 22:16^ 
^15454223 |06/26/2022 17-74 in I

SECs3199077591
^199077591"
ll99077591
^99077591
Il9907759l"

IMEI
•----------------------------Location of A

Zai. Gulp
Rd, Muham^d 7al. GL.Io~Ilr^S;;W;7 

^iRdJ^ammadZai,Guto7.i PeshawIT 
^a;ak Rd, Muhammad Zai, dLlo 7.1 Peshawar 
Waaakiviunammad Zai. Gulp ?ai~g;;;;rr-

311 351594341393050 
695 I 351594341393050 

351594341393050 
351594341393050 
351594341393050

194
448

m.m ijr* 
8 r. f.
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3115454223 Insp.Misal Khan 
Date/Time | SEc7

Call Type A B
IMEI Location of A

Call - Outgoing 3160901144 423115454223 02/19/2022 17:32:16 359392241747860 PTCL Colony, Peshawar
Cali - Outgoing 3160901144 733115454223 03/28/2022 09:41:01 359392241747860 Judical Complex, Pehsawar 

j59392241747860 Japan bussines Center.
Call • Outgoing 3160901144 3115454223 5603/31/2022 11:48:11

'V *
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SR: SlirKUIM KNDKN I OK rOLK K.

(OPKUATIONS) rKSIlAWAR
Phniic. 001-921fl5flS[a

■ ;••

i

o R I) r. u

•-nirUu- (k-p:irlinrnl;il piorcnlinp -ip-nin-'l UK' Irfnn I Ulnli Nn. ?.0R8

Mohnrr;..- tnvrsli,:alinn PS l-a.l f.intl was place! u.ulcr suspension ami proccelnl acainsl

illegal aclivilicsjuul misconduct

proclaimed olTcindcrs (I'Ospor ease vide

I lii*^ olTu-i* order w ill jlispo*.!

xvhilc a*.
ihc allcpalions/cliarpr.s that he has been induipcd iIII I<lrparimrnially on

as he has maintained links wilh'noli'rious criminals as welt as
58.1 dated 0.1.06.2022 u/s .16.V.in2/I00/7-A I A PS Shahpur and he ha.s leaked secret mrorniation

l•■il^ No.

in,arrest of-PO.s in above incntionccl I’lR and allied with criminals.

Under Police Rules 1975 (amended 2014) proper eharge sheet alnne»ith summary of allegation 
issued against him and SP Rural was appoinlerl as 'linquiry (imeer who submitted his Minding 

■ w'herein he eonehuled that slalemenl of IIIf IrfaiV llllah, eross questioning, reports from inlelligenee 

ami (Mher available malcrial (he allcgnlinns apainsi eniHd not be proved.

2.

was

Si'urccs

.ipt of nmlinps of llu- emiuiry officer, he was called in f.lrderly Room ami hear.l in per.snn 

. Thb accuscrl ofnclal riiirinp personal hearinp defend him.scif against the cliargc.s leveled 
icw of Ihc above, tlic undersigned being a cnmpclcnl niilhorily (In agree with

is herein- cxmu ralcd

On rccci 
01.11.2022

against him. Keeping in view
the rccommeiulalion (if the riuiuiry officer, therefore. IHC Irfan mbit Nn. 29.S« 
from Ihc allcpali.M. leveled again.sfhim. lienee (he cm|uiry again.st him is liercjw ftlcd. lie is iCinsi.ncd

mb' service lr('m the dale ol sii.spciisi''ii.

;

(Ml

,(

Older amumiiccd. • ✓

(Id fdr rth KASniK Al'TAU AyiMAO.AjmASDPSP . 
Senior .Siipcrinlciukviii ol Police 

(Opcralimnl p/slianar
I
:

' dated Peshawar, the (P3/// /2022.

fopy for information amj necessary' aclinn lo:-

1. I he Capiialfiiy Police orficcr. Peshawar.

2. PO. flASI

1. I Vl( along u-ilhciMuplele em|uiry file l<'r record { /rv ).
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ftKHTUWKHWA SERVlCE TRIGONAL PESHAWAR
■;

.

^^ceTr^

(/
■:■: ■0 PROFORMA FOR EARLY H£ARIMG•/

FORM W
■k

To be filied by the Couhsel/AppHcant

Cas6 Number 53S/aoL^
Case Title

CXSA

Date of .

• Institution

iBench SB DB, V-

Freshi Case Status Pending v--

Stage Notice Reply Argument

I Urgency.to.

! clearly stated. 

Nature of the .

1'—V>
'OAAe.vW^N CfL^

\

~!!^v

c=ji_5^ <l<2iV^Sfec::yj\\e.jf\}kT»iJ\

Oc\\

vu.^ ..

relief sought. 

Next date of

V^^'rrv-C^-ys . !

\43-' U —
i hearing

Alleged Target

Date

ounsel fa* Petitioner Respondent; In person
/

Signaturg of counsel/partv

-1. ■. .’'«»• rt-'
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MR PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR 

PROFORIVIA FOR EARLY HFARlMr:

FORM 'B'

Inst#

“P/20Early Hearing

In case No. S 3S __ ^-p/20
' ' ■”—

VlVcDKfA \ s>c\.V^ Vs

Presented by on behalf,of . Entered
in the relevant register.

Put up albiigwith main case

REGISTRAR

Last date fixed 1

a^^jDAm r/}er}j

Reason(S) for last adjournment, if 

any by the Branch Incharge.

Datefs) fixed in the similar matter 

by the Branch Incharge

Available dates Readers/Assistant 

Registrar branch

/ S'
lLot7(^ ht 4d Aht

...

^onr) Z>^
'2- %hh)

Assistant Registrar

-m

REGISTRAR

...
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'i No. 15.1/
II .

Police Department Khyber Palchtunkhwa Police

Anrui,«[ confidcnlial Report, on the working of Sub-J!i;:pecLors, Sub-Inspectors and Inspectoi’

for the perioo/yoar ending 01.01.'202!) tO .3_1_. i

fvame, P.''(jvmci3l or Range No. 
Rank and Grade.

Inspector Misal Khan No. P/54

Esa Khan

'6i.01.2021 to 06.07.2021 fVl-ine, Peshawar • 
06.07.2021 to 31.1'2.'2021 Oil PS Mathra.

Fcjttjcr's Name

Whore and on what duties employed ' 
Ourinp the past 12 months

Class of Superintendent of Police's Report,' 
i.o. 'A' or 'B'

1/

r

■ Is he/s honest?

Reimuks:- . 01.01.1021 to 22.03.2021-- ‘
(I) Superintcfulant of f’ohcc:;

C^) Regional Dopuly InspocLor 
. General of Police.

I

(Khan• QU01J0'21 to 31.12.2021 Superintendent of Police-,/,... 
HQrs:.,- PeshawarI

• 22.03.2021 to •06:07..2021

• I /

(Rahim tlussain) 
Superintendent of Police, 

HQrs:, Peshawar(Abbas Ahsan)PSP 
Capita! City Police Officer, 

Peshawar 01.01.2021 to 06.07.2021 '
• 1 .

, (Yasir AfridijPSP - 
Sr: Superintendent of Police 

Operations, Peshawar. ■

' 06.07.2021 to 31.12.2021-.

(Shahzada Kaukab Farooq) 
Sr: Superintendent of Police 

« Investigation, Peshawar.



Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police
No. 13.-17

M-
iisi'

. ■:.;

" police Department
Annual conUdonlial Report on iho working of Assiatont Sub-tnspeclors 
for the pcnod/ycar ending 01.01.2Q2Q tQ 31t-l2iZ02fl

>» .

, Sub-inspector. »nd Inspector

Inspector MIsal Khan p/54 

Essa Khan

fn“or202rtolo:08l020lHOSaJ^
Si:S9.2S20 to 31.12.2020 Police Line

Namo, Rfovindal or Range No. 
Ronk and Grade.

Falher’a Name

Whore and on whol duilea emplovod 
During the past \2 montha

Class of Superintendent of Police’s Report, ^ 
l,e. 'A' or 'O' _________ __ ___ t

N/oIs he/she honest?
V

Remarks:*

(1) Supcriniondcnl of PoHcej

(2) Regional Oeputv Inspector* 
General of Police.

2Q2Qni,ni .2Q20 to

(Zahoori^^ Afrldi)PSP 
Sr; Superintendent of Police 

Operation, Peshawar.

nfi 7020 ^1 12.202_Q

SKTy^Pollce'Sclr^

Peshawar ,o
(man)P5P 
dent of Police

(Manso
Srtbuperin, ^ ^

Operation, Peshawar.

-- .4.L.



No. 13.-17
/Ht^^^hyber Pakhtunkhwa Police

Police Department
al conndentlal Report on Iho working of Sub-Inspectors, Sub-Inspectors end Inspector

Annu
for the pcrlod/ycar ending

SI/ Inspector Mlsal Khan No. P54Name. Provindel or Range No. 
Rank end Grade.

Essa Khan
01.01.2018 to 31.12.2018 P/Une, Peahawar.father's Name

Where end on whal duties employed 
During the past 12 months

Class of Superintendent of Police's Report, 
l.•.'A'or'B' ^ A

g.rMMpl
Is he/sho honest?

ni ^nift i?-2Q18
Remerks:*
(1) Superintendent of Police?
(2) Regional Deputy Inspector- 

General of Police.
J VXLo..'

A
ni.Ol.201ft rn 18.Q4.2018

I

j
)

Sr: Superintendent of Police 
Operation, Peshawar.1-u

(Muhammad TahlO ^ 
Capital City Police Officer, 

Peshawar.

1ft.04.2Q18 t-n 31.12.2018

(Qazl Jamil Ur Rehman) 
Capital City Police Officer, 

Peshawar.

I
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR
'^CANNED 'i 

KfPST

«'

Service Appeal No.535/2023

AppellantMisal Khan

Versus
1

RespondentsPPG etc

INDEX
fAnnexuT^ -^Pages"%^g^DescriptioVof Documents\S.Noh

1-3Memo of Rejoinder1.
RJ/l2. Record

AppeH^wrt'
Through

ChaM lim
Advocca^^
Supreme C&urTof PafTistan

&

VTuham mad 
Advocate, High Coiirt^.

&
Vluhammad Ghaz^ifar Ali 

Advocate, High Court
4-B, Haroon Mansioy 
IChyber Bazar. Peshawar 
bff: Tel; 091-2592458 
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTENl^WA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Khybcr P:»k!lit.«»kbwa 
Set vscc 'Tfibinja!

23/VService Appeal No.535/2023
Diary No __ . ^

DateU

AppellantMisal Khan

Versus

RespondentsPPO etc

LANT IN RESPONSEREJOINDER ON BEHALF OF APPE L 

TO REPLY FILED BY RESPONDENTS.

Respectfully Sheweth,

Preliminary Objections;

That appellant has approached this Hon’ble Tribunal by asserting valuable 

facts and nothing has been concealed while have locus standi, theretore, the 

Hon'ble Tribunal having the jurisdiction to entertain the matter. Estoppel 

does not run against the law.

Facts:

Absolutely misconceived hence not admitted. It is apprised that 

appellant from the very inception of his service was never found to 

be guilty and rendered meritorious services till last.

1.

Needs no reply.2.

Incorrect. The allegations were altogether ill-founded. Moreover, the 

departmental enquiry was also conducted in an improper

such material is/was available on record which could substantiate 

the charges leveled against the appellant which is no justification for 

imposition of awarding major penalty upon which appellant

3-5.
manner as

no
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elaborated each and every fact concerning baseless allegations in the 

reply of Charge Sheet. If is contended that reply to the Show Cause 

Notice furnished by the appellant was not taken into consideration, 

therefore, the same reflects negation of Rule-7 of Khyber 

Pakhtunkhwa E&D Rules-2011 which mandates that after 

considering the reply, the Authority is bound to aver his own opinion 

upon the charges which were leveled against the delinquent servant. 

Furthermore, charges stood unproved during the course of so called 

regular inquiry rather the inquiry was commenced in shape of 

questionnaire which is not permissible under the law and against 

natural justice.

Absolutely incorrect. Neither the departmental appeal of the 

appellant was decided by applying judicial mind nor was he afforded 

opportunity of personal hearing.

6.

Incorrect. The instant appeal is well within time.6.

Grounds:

A&B. Incorrect hence not admitted. Appellant was not dealt with as per the 

mandate of Article-4 & lOA of the Constitution of the Islamic 

Republic of Pakistan, 1973. As already explained hereinabove that 

no legality exists in the departmental proceedings nor appellant was 

treated fairly and justly.

C-E. Not admitted as asserted. It is absolutely necessary to bring into the 

notice of the Tribunal that the Answering Respondents have adopted 

a pick and choose policy in the matter. Initially, as many as 22 

Police officials were proceeded against and suspended vide order 

dated 29.07.2022 against whom discip inary actions were started but 

later on the appellant was-administered full dose and removed from 

service inspite of his longstanding service whereas other similarly 

placed official who were found to have been similar roles, were 

either let off the hook or awarded minor/lesser punishments. The 

details are as under:-
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Enquiry Findings Enquiry
Recommendation

PenaltyS.No Name/Designation

59 contacts with accused Not proved ExoneratedHC Bashir Khan
proved
9 contacts with accused proved Not Proved Minor

Penalty
IHC
ullah

Mukhtiar2.

9 contacts with accused proved Minor
Penalty

Partially provedMuhammad Riaz 
PASI

3.

with Partially proved Minor
Penalty

Contact establishedAsfandyar ASI4.
accused proved
15 Contacts with accused .Partially proved MinorSajawal Khan ASI5.

penaltyproved
6 contacts with accused proved ExoneratedNot provedArif ullah FC6.
5 contacts with accused proved ExoneratedNot ProvedRashid Ali LHC7.
Contact established Not Proved ExoneratedMuhammad Irshad 

ASI
8.

4 contacts with accused 
partially proved

Not Proved Minor9. Izhar FC
Penalty

4 contacts before incident Not Proved ExoneratedYousaf
Inspector

10. Jan
proved
8 Contacts proved with accused ExoneratedNot ProvedSyed Waqar Ali 

Shah HC
proved wdth Not Proved Exonerated3912. Fakhre Atam DFC contacts

accused
3 contacts proved with accused Not Proved ExoneratedShaukat FC13.
7 contacts proved with accused Minor

Penalty
Partially proved14. Amjid Khan HC

7 contacts proved with accused Not Proved ExoneratedIrfan ullah IHC15.

(Record Annex;- RJ-1)

orders cannot be sustained.In this view of the matter the impugned

F-L. Incorrect. The detailed reply has already been given in the preceding

paras.

It is, therefore, humbly prayed that the reply of answering 

Respondents may graciously be rejected and the appeal as prayed for may 

graciously be accepted with costs

/^ppellan
Through

aled
Adv' e>J^hawar

Dated: ^ f /08/2023

Verification

Verified that the contents of this rejoinder are true and correct to the 
best of my knowledge and belief and nothing has been concealed from this 
Hon’ble Tribunal.

Appellant
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OFFICE OF THE ; 
SUPERINTENDENT OF POLICE, 

RURAL, PESHAWAR.

. y

I

/PA: dated Peshawar the /2022.No.

The Senior Superintendent of Police 

Operations, Peshawar^
DEPARTMENTAL ENQUIRY

To

Subject;

Please refer to your office Endf; No. ■ 175/E/PA, dated 30.07.2022; pertaining to 

departmental enquiry against HC Bashir Khan No, 5221, .

STATEMENT OF ALLEGATION:

It has been' reported that he has been indulged in illegal activities and 

misconduct as he has maintained links with notorious criminals as well , as 

proclaimed offenders (POs) of case vide FIR No. 583 dated 03,06.2022 u/s 

■365,302,109,7-ATA PS Shahpur. 

ii. . It is further alleged that he has leaked secret information in arrest of POs in 

above mentioned FIR and allied with criminals. '
iir He has tarnished the image of police department in th^'ey^’oTgeqeral public,

iv. All'^this amounts to gross misconduct on his pM and rendered tm liable for.
punishment under Police (E&D) Rules, 1975- / ' \

I.

PROCEEDING:

• Personal hearing. •

• Recording of statement.

• Collection of CDR and posting record.

• Criminal record of Lai Sher group vide this office memo No„2112/R fed 02.08.2022.
-

Enquiry officer provided reasonable opportunity to HC BAshir Khan.. Statement of 
allegation was served upon him and his written reply was recorded and he was cross' 

questioned too. His CDR was obtained from CFU vide this office letter No. 2113/PA dated 

02.08.2022. His posting record was also sought from concerned office vide this office letter No. 
2113/Pa dated 02.08.2022.

SCOPE OF ENQUIRY:

The scope of the enquiry includes supporting these criminals (Lai Sher, Jan Sher, Ramzan 

and rest of the family) in criminal cases in particular and in normal circumstances in general. 

Giving information regarding the operations of the police. It also includes being in contact with 

them for last one year or more without justified reasons. Being; in contact with the above 

mentioned group after the killing of Haji Ihsan Ullah.

/e

I



■ 5
STATEMENT OF HC BASHIR KHAN NO. 5221:

HCBashir XhanNo^ 5221 was called to the office and his statement was recorded which

is attached. ■ •

CROSS QUESTIONS:

Do you know Jan Sher, Ramzan and.Lai Sher etc?

Yes. . . _

What are their activities and reputation in the area?

.. Suspicious/ involved in illegal activities, killing of innocent people, land grabbing 

and extortion.

■ Why Muhammad Hussain SI (police official) was killed by Lai Sher group?

He was killed by them without any reason.

Did you knowing about-the illegal activities of Jan Sher etc and have information . . 

regarding killing of innocent people?

Yes. • ■

Do you know about the killing of innocent women by Jan^^

Yes. . . ■

Do you know the said group is land mafia?

Yes. ■

■ Do you know that Jan Sher is PO and wanted to different PSs?

Yes.

When you know everything about Jan Sher, Lai Sher etc, why you are In contact 

witn.them?

Because they are relatives.

■They are your blood relatives? . '

■ Yes.

Why you helped them in criminal cases?

Failed to justify. ^ .

Can you explain the reason of 59 contacts with the group?

No answer.

' Q:-

Ans: T

Q;-

Ans: -

Q:-

Ans. •:

Q:-

Ans: -

Q;-

Ans:- ^

Q;- -

And: -

Q:-

Ans; -

Q:-

Ans: -

Q:-

Ans: -.

Q:-

Ans: -

Q:-

Ahs: -

AnEStiO

Nm
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FINDINGS:

That Lai Sher* Jan Sher, Ramzan etc are involved in land grabbing, extortion, killing of

innocent people as well as killing of innocent women.

2. That they are also irfVolved in the killing of police officers.

That they are involved in illegal activities since 20.25 years.
That entire family involved in criminal activities, (criminal record is attached).

5. That there are many police officers who are their friends and supporters.
6. That they also harak police officers by using many techniques i.e submitting false 

application in courts and superior officers just to stop them from performing their lawful 

duties.

7. That it is

1.

3.
4. .

because of these police officers that they have been able to the reach that 

much level of the criminality.
8. That the testimony to the fact above is that there is not a single FIR of Extortion and land

' grabbing against them in Peshawar contrary to the ground facts and.reallties.

9. That he confessed that the above mentioned group is involved in land mafia, -killing of ,

innocent people as well as kilHng of police officials, ^
10. Ttiat he was in contact with the above mentioned group.
11. That being a police, officer it is necessary to avoid contacts with crim'inals and other

people having illegal activities, but. HC Bashir Khan failed to do this.

being Nazim of area does not give any person a reason to justify crimes12. That as far as 

of a criminal.
13, That he is very close reaitive of above mentioned accused, he is the son of maternal

aunt of the accused.
14. That he lives in the same village as of the accused, Mohammad Zai. , ^
15. That this officer has 59 contacts with above mentioned criminals (incoming and outgoing 

both).

CONCLUSION/ RECOMMENDATION:

In view of above, analyzing of the statement of HC Bashir Khan No. 5221, cross ■

la/nst him arequestioning, intelligence sources arid other available material thej^

not proved”.

V\
s

\
\.\

tjiachr )Capt (R) Saleem
Enquiry Om 

Superintep^nTO Police,
Ri faCD.ivision,

Peshawar.

fllHSTtC



^ ACall Type B' / Date/Time SECs■J;. IMEI Location of A
Call - Incoming . 3160242424-3138080457 05/13/2022 21:33:00 21 356962095434660 Dilazak Rd, Muhammad.Zai, Gulp Zal,.Peshawar
Call - Outgoing 3138080457 3160242424 05/13/2022 21:41:06

05/13/2022 21:41:51
356962095434660
356962095434660

.19 Dilazak Rd, Muhammad Zai; Gulp Zai, Peshawar ’ ■'
Dilazak Rd, Muhammad Zai, Gulo Zai, Peshawar
Dilazak Rd, Muhammad Zai, Gulp Zai, Peshawar

Call - Incoming 3138080457 3160242424 20
Call - Outgoing 3160242424'3138080457 05/13/2022 21:45:05 33 356962095434660
Call - Incoming 3138080457 3160242424 05/27/2022 15:23:18 672 356962095434660 Mardan Rd, KandarStop, Muhallah Kochian, Nowshehra

Dilazak Rd, Muhammad Zai, Gulo Zai, Peshawar 
Kashti pul, Sahna & PO Nowshera Kalan. Noshehra ' 
Mardan Rd, KandarStop, Muhallah Kochian, Nowshehra

3138080457Call - Outgoing 3160242424 06/03/2022 11:58:02 356962095434660
Call - Outgoing 3138080457 3160242424 06/25/2022 13:01:01 42 356962095434660

3569fe2095434660Call - IncomingN 3138080457 3160242424 06/25/2022 13:18:35 1451 \

C.

^ :

[

• V
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pc- li^/
Call Type A B Date/Time SECs IMEI __________ _______________ Location of A

DHazak Rd, Muhammad Zai, (5ulo Zai, Peshawar
Dilazak Rd/ Muhammad Zai, Gulp Zai, Peshawar
Dilazak Rd, Muhammad Zai, Gulp Zai, Peshawar - 
Dilazak Rd, Muhammad Zai, Gulp Zai. Peshawar

Call - Incoming 3138080457 3199077591.
3199077591

04/18/2022 17:59:55 74 356962095434660
356962095434660Call • Incoming 3138080457 04/23/2022 12:31:40 44

Call - Incoming 3138080457 3199077591 05/01/2022 20:53:49 47 356962095434660
Call - Outgoing 3138080457 3199077591 05/06/2022 05:51:40 54 .356962095434660
Call - Incoming 3138080457 3199077591 05/13/2022 17:34:43

05/13/2022 20:31:22 
05/17/2022 11:45:17 
05/17/2022 21:31:45 
06/03/2022 11:56:57 
06/05/2022 08:22:34 
06/05/2022 10:52:21’

42 356962095434660 ^LAGE JHOGIYAN , DAAK KHANA, TARNAB FARM, T&D PESHAWAR 
Dilazak Rd, Muhammad Zai, Gulp Zai, Peshawar 
Dilazak Rd, Muhammad Zai, Gulp Zai, Peshawar 
Dilazak Rd, Muhammad Zai. Gulp Zai. PP«;hawar ^
Dilazak Rd, Muhammad Zai, Gulp Zai, Peshawar ^ ^
Dilazak Rd, Muhammad Zai, Gulp Zai, Pesha 

356962095434660 |Dilazak Rd, Muhammad Zai. Gulp Zai. Peshawar

Call -Incpming 3138080457 3199077591
3138080457 3199077591 
3138080457 3199077591 
3138080457 3199077591 
3138080457 3199077591

13 356962095434660
356962095434660
356962095434660
356962095434660

Cali - Incpming 116
Call - incpming 19
Call - Incpming 24
Call - Incoming 70 356962095434660
Call - Outgping war3138080457 3199077591 27

T ,

V
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Cad Type A Date/Time SECs IMEI Location of A
Call - Outgoing 3138080457 3160901144 03/29/2022 20:43:42 73 356962095434660 Dilazak Rd, Muhammad Zai, GuloZai, Peshawar

356962095434660 loila^ak Rd, Muhammad Zai, Gulp Zai, PeshawarCall - Outgoing 3138080457 3160901144 06/05/2022 10:40:32 2l

C>3

• •

t

\

V
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OFFICE OF Tl IE
SU: SUPERINTENDENT OF POIJCE, 

(OPERATIONS) PESHAWAR 
Phone. n9|-92I050«

O U I) E R

rjiis nfricc nnicr will disposc-off llic clcparlmcnlal proceedings againsi IK' llashir Khan No.

5221 white al C. f:P Peshawar was placed under suspension and prncccticd against dcpartmenlaliy on the

he ha.s inainlainctiallcgalinns/chargcs (hat he ha.s heen indulged in illegal aclivifics and inisconduci as 

links with notorious criminals as well as proclaimed offenders (POs) of 
n.vnh,2022 ll/s .Vv‘i/3n2/ino/7-ATA PS Shahpur and he has leaked sccrel informalion in arrest of PfXs in

vide I'lR No, .‘^S.Vdatcdease

above mcniioncti FIR and allied with criminals.

Under Police Rules 107.^ (amended 2014) proper charge sheet ainngwilh summary ofallcgalion 

was issued against him and SP Rural was appointed as linquiry OrOccr who .submitted his (Inding 
wherein he concluded that slalcmcnl of IIC Rasliir Klian No. 5221. cros.s questioning, icport-s Irom 
intelligence .sources and other available material the allegations against could tiot be proved.

2.

called in Orderly Room and hcarff in personOn receipt of Findings of the enquiry officer, be 
.11.2022. The accu.scd official during personal hearing defend himself against the charges leveled

was3.

on, 01

agnin.st him. Keeping in view of.lhc above, the undersigned being a competent authority do agree with 
the rccomincndalinn oflhc enquiry officer, therefore. IK: Ita.shir Khan-No. .S221 is hereby csoncratcd 
li-om the allegation leveled agaiivsi him. lienee Ihc enquiry against liii^slicrchy filed. Me K rcinsMICfl

. into .service from the dale of suspension.

Order announced.

(Id C(lr<R> KASIIir AKTAR AriMAD AUHASOPSP 
Senior Supcrintcndait of police 

(Opcralion.s) Ixshawar

PA dated Pc.shawar. Ihc jll /2022.• No.,
Copy for information and nccc.ssary action to>

I, I he Capital City Police Officer. Peshawar,
• 2. prytMSl.CRC

,V i'MC along with eonipicle encpiiiy file (or rreord ( /I. 1,7
1-- •
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OFFICE OF THE 

SUPERINTENDENT OF POLICE, 
RURAL, PESHAWAR.

h R3 /PA: dated Peshawar the /2022.No,

• The Senior Superintendent of Police, 

Operations. Peshawar,
DEPARTMENTAL ENQUIRY

To

Subject;

Please .refer to' your office Endt: No. 190/E/PA,; dated 30.07.2022; pertaining to 
-departnnentat enquiry against IHC(Mukhtiar Ulla^No. 1201.. ■ ^

STATEMENT OF ALLEGATION:

It has been reported. that he has been indulgecf in illegal activities an.; 

.'misconduct as he has maintained links with notorious criminals as well as 

proclaimed offenders (POs) of case vide FjR No.- 583 dated 03.06.2022 u/s 

. 365,302,109,7-ATA PS Shahpur.

It is further alleged that he, has leaked secret information in arrest of POs in- 

aboye mentioned FIR and allied with criminals:
lenFTn eyes of general public. 

Rendered him liable for
He has tarnished the image of police dep;

All this amounts to gross miscondubi on his' part an' 
punishment under Police (E&D) Ri^s., 1975.

• iii.

iv.

.-’c;

PROCEEDING:

• Personal hearing. .

• Recording of statement,

• Collection of CDR and posting record.

• Criminal record of Lai Sher group vide this office memo dated^ 02^.2022.

\

'-•v

Enquiry officer provided reasonable opportunity to IHC Muk|>tiarjyt^h. Statement of 
allegation was served upon him and his written reply was P^ofded and he was cross 
questioned too. His CDR was obtained from CFU vide tht^'Sffi^ letter No. 2113/PA dated 

02.08.2022. His posting record was also sought frorn concerned office vide this office letter No. 

2113/Pa dated 02.08.2022. ‘

SCOPE OF ENQUIRY:

The scope of the enquiry, includes supporting these criminals (Lai Sher, Jan Sher, Ramzan 

and rest, of the family) in criminal cases in particular and in normal circumstances in general. 

Giving information regarding the operations of the police. It also includes being in contact with 

them for last one year or more without justified reasons. Being in contact with the above 

mentioned'group after the killing of Haji Ihsan Ullah,

‘ /
y. .

I



■,,44rw-

I'l «1 fO^- ‘#

MIIKHTlARjjLL^
^T/^TF''»'='^^’ OP

IHC Wlukhtiar 

■ which is attached.

/-pnRfi questioning

statement was recorded
called to the office and his

Ullah No. 1201 was
• V

accused Jah Sher?reason of contact with
.\A/hat was the FIR No. 72 dated 17.07.2020; u/s

TA 302 109 PS Shahput. in Which circle Officer name y

„ case, inspector Javed tcid to infcrrrr he

St local police to complete the invest,gat,on

Q;-
in case.complainantJan ; Sher was •

201.148.149.364.387.7-A
Javed Iflbal investigated the

Ans> •

Inspector
complainant namely Jan Sher to ass,

prbcess.

Jan Sher. Lai Sher 

1
He was calling
investigation or

The case registered on 
contacts, can you explain?

can you explain the reason?

that call circle .officer for any
etc called you many times

Q. -
and told himbut I was ignoring him 

other work as he is Wluharrar
Investigation.Ans:- •

released before your
01.07..2020 and the accused

Q:-

Failed to justify.Ans;'- f?formation to a news rep
shared the fake inTOWhy you

DSP Sikandar Shah 
DSP Sikandar. In which
called you and directed that talK to.him. I turner

on 09:00 RM. Ihsan called and asked about

Wild (martyred), I answered to ;.

will-be 

4 hours

Q'--. •
called and asked about 

DSP Sikandar Sh£
told that Ihsan reporteiAns:-
off the mobile and after 

'^incident of martyred rfmjld

thout confirnr^^ltaC!.of ^el^u ,er?. ■
give Information to a reporter wi 1^Why youQ:- shared againstregarding the propaganda will be

of DSP Sikandar Shah.I was unawareAns;- gave the information on the direction o

findings extortion, killing ofinvolved in land grabbing
That Lai Sher, Jan Sher, Ramzan etc are
innocent people as w^l«K.ir^"“"^^

2. That they are also iny

their friends and supporters.
many police officers who

police officers by using many 

superior officers just

are
techniques i.e submitting false 

them, from performing fheir
5. That there are
6. That they also harass

in courts and to
to stop

applications 

lawful duties.
7, That it is because

much level of criminality
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8. That the testimony to the facts above is that there is -not a pingle FIR of Extortion and 

land grabbing aqainst them in Peshawar contrary to the ground facts and realities. ‘

9. That he was called on the .direction of circle officer. ; .

10. That the information was shared on the direction of DSP Sikandar Shah. ^
11. That this officer has 9 contacts with above mentioned group (incoming and outgoing

both). ■ .

12.
■13. That this officer tarnished the image of department by sharing fake inforrnation to

reporter and bringing bad name to the department.

CONCLUSION/ RECOMMENDATION

In View of above^ following is recommended; * , , .

1. In the Ijght of above, cross questioning, analyzing the CDR, intelligence sources and

statement of delinquent official, the allegation against IHC Wlukhtiar Ullah No. 1201

are not proved. .
However, he is guilty of conspiracy against police department by giving a false 

inforrnation to a news reporter for tarnishing the image of the police and also to 

bring bad name to the good step taken by superiors against involved officials.

'2. Departmental proceedings may be initiated against DSP Sikandar Shah for misconduct 

and. asking his subordinate to share/ give information about a Shaheed to a crime 

reporter without confirmation which brought bad name to the department as it was 

covered in headlines that a Shaheed police officer has b 

criminals. /

tended for relations with

4

Capt fR)Saleem Kulachj.
,^'EttijulryjOTi 

Superintend^ Of-F 
Rural, ‘

r

n.
:awar.
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Date/Timei'Call Type SECs IMEi Location of A
3156718802Cal) - Incoming 09/10/202112:37:443160242424 . 1 358811075982270. Chamkani Phaatak, Peshawar
3156718802 09/23/2021 11:39:03 Chamkani Phaatak,-PeshawarCall - Incoming • 3160242424 54 358811075982270

358811075982270Call - Incoming; 05/10/202212:50:273156718802 3160242424 19 PTCL Colony^ Peshawar
3160242424 \Call - Outgoing 05/10/2022 15:00:023156718802 142 358811075982270 Chamkani Phaatak, Peshawar

Cal] - Incoming. 05/10/2022 18:45:143156718802 3160242424 211 Chamkani Phaatak, Peshawar.358811075982270
Call - Incoming 3156718802 05/11/2022 11:38:11 •3160242424 Chamkani Phaatak, Peshawar67 358811075982270
Call - Incoming 05/11/2022 15:37:263156718802 3160242424 46 358811075982270 Chamkani Phaatak, Peshawar

N Call ^ Incoming > 05/11/2022 19:58:363156718802 3160242424 Ghrumbak. Charsadda284 358811075982270 Nr?
CO\ fvJl

S'



Ol l K K OI' "!''

' '.h...K.f"-'>?"'^''’'

«) K I) !•, U
ni il pK'CiVilnij;'' iilM'*’''! Mukhii.ii l lhtli

,<.i'-«'ll ll'i' I pjpiivjlnl iij!i»insl (k'[vutiiuni,i]|\
' . nl-K C'd III’'** ''‘•"*'1'* ’ '

. •M,.,.,| ju tivilii”- iniM f’niint 1 ;)>. Iu- I,;,..
in nni-'
H-hiiinnl nnnulri^ fl’HM nl ca-.c Milo I IU

,,nloi "'ll ‘I'''!”I Iwv I'Kii i*
.‘-J

1 .'<1| v\hili' P'
hr IM*. I'l'f'Ilia)ilu’ .ilk*i:i'li''ns I h'lijii ^

ill, nnlorion'' .,mi
:,,s,.V3n2/IO'V7.AiArSShM.,-r,.n.

I n'ilh criniiiii'l'-;

I'M urll pi*.-liniinaK a-.
aiiil Ik Ik.'' Icnkal scud in(niiu.iit.vii III .ino-'i

mainl.iinni link'^ " 
ss; iI.iIm! IU'-OI'’

nl IVK in aNnc ,„cnlin.H-.l l•■|H ni.<l
n' shed Jili'iipwith siimiiiiiiMnl ,itlt !:,'iin‘ii 

„pp„inlc.l ..s Bmiuiry ndke, ..ho M,l.n„ik,l 
■ Mnkhfiar tiilah No ernss (iiicMinniiK. analv/mr ilir'

111'! slands proved ll*mi-\i:i. ho i*. .-I

ded :dl'l) propcr clKipi^I*"-
Mice U.dcs I‘>7.^

... ..nod agninsl hini and SP Kn-'

. lu-rrin he ci'iu-liiciet! lhaf

I 'ndcrI!

.ilaleim'-iil of II K
;,nd niher ava

cnn.pi'-nVv npainu police deparlmenl

rpniiecandalsnio hrinp had name In

ihihle inaihrial

piviop Ik..- inlo.:i..olioo I.' .. n.o.< ......... ... In, l.„.„.lm,. Ihy

are
r nu. inlellipem-e '.I'lirce'. air.

,hc sicp taken hy superiors apainst involved orr.ciaK!’•

I'. • iinapc o
n

railed m Drderlv UoonvamI heard in pr .nil
■ r on reeeipl o( lindinp. ol d,e enquiry nnieer. he was

; >n;d hearinp'eoiild noi del'end apainsi ther ;u(-nsed oindal dnrinp pers.ni I I dO:. Ihr
nflhe ahove. the undersicned heinp ?i eompeleni all(h^rll^ •i

eharpes leveled apainsl him. Keeptnp in vic«'
niincndalion of Ihc enquiry oniee.r. thereforei ■ IIK’ Miiklifiar Idlali No. 1201 in ^

do ayrec " iih Ihe rceo 
hcrehv awr.rdcd minor punishmenl

. I ie is rc.inslaied inicn( “l orlcilnrc «'l appr<n-cd sci vico for 1\vo \cars

jrnm Ihe dale I'f-snspension.sei\ ICC

Ortier announced.
!*• <3^

\l.\n(i,f rdr ^'hKASjnr An A»,M 
SiipcnnlenilcP 

(OpcralionsI Pykhanat

.ri
t-. ■ • Senior
J?r j

l*A dak'd Pcshaw.ar. the ‘^<122.

Copy for inforiiiaiii'n and ncecssaiy’ aelion lo;- 

I. I he Capilal Cil\ Ptdiee Oflircr. IVshawar.

' I' II. Pd. n\s|.

‘ I M( aloMs: iMih II'lupleie enqiiin lile loi tei "id ( ■

i

i'll!?•
k.
H.1

' ^ I
. I

i )
If;I •I!

■!

k



• '■>-

1

OFFICE OF THE

superintendent of police,
RURAL, PESHAWAR.

*

L\o?7 dated Peshawar ttje / foNo- /PA: I2S>22:.

To The Senior Superintendent of Police, ' 
Operations, Peshawar^ :
DEPARTMENTAL ENQUIRYSubject;

Please refer to your office Endt; No. 186/E/PA, dated 
departmental ^nquiry against PASI Muhammad Riaz: ;

STATEMENT.OF ALLEGATION: '

30.07.2022; pertaining to

It has been reported that he has been indulged in illegal 

misconduct as he has maintained links with notorious criminals

I.
activities and

as well as
i proclaimed offenders (POs) of case vide FIR No. 583 dated 03:06,2022 u/s 

- 365,302.109,7-ATAPS Shahpur.

It is further alleged that he has leaked secret information in arrest of POs in 

above mentioned FIR and allied with criminals.

He has tarnished the image of police department in the eyes d 
All this amounts to gross misconduct on his part and r^ered him li^le for- 

punishment under Police (E&D) Rules, 1975. ' / ,■ .

II.

rierakpublic.
IV.

PROCEEDING:

• Personal hearing.

• Recording of statement.

• Collection of CDR and posting record.

Criminal record of Lai Sher group vide this office memo No. 2112/PA dated 02:08.2022.

. Statement of 

was cross
. . this office letter No. 2113/PA dated

.08.2022- His posting record was also sought from concerned office vide this office letter
2113/Pa dated 02.08.2022.

Enquiry officer provided reasonable opportunity to PASI Muhammad Riaz 

allegation was served upon him and his written reply was recorded arid he 
questioned too. His CDR was obtained from CFU vide

SCOPE OF ENQUIRY:

The scope of the enquiry includes supporting these criminals (Lai Sher, 

and rest of the family) in criminal cases in particular and i 
Giving information regarding the operations of fhe police 

them for last ond year or more without justified. reasons. Being 

mentioned group after the killing of Haji Ihsan Ullah.

Jan Sher, Ramzan
in- normal circumstances in general.

It also 'includes being in contact with •

in contact with the above .



2

It?'

called to the

; recorded which istatement was PSlATEMiliL

PASI Muhamma

attached;

office and his s
T^ad Riaz

■ killing of .extortion
_ 3,e involved :in land grabbing 

Jen Sher. ^

;,,ooent people as '

m (^"a, record is aUaobed).

iMriends and supporters.

FIND1N§§: . - . t

That llal Sher1.

2.
That they are 

4. ^hat entire family
5 That there are many po'is®
^ That they also harass police 

in courts

•3. wed in criminal
officers who are the false .t- ie submittingtechnidues 1. ,

using manyofficers by them trom pejust to stop
and to superior officers6.

reach that.applications 

lawful duties.
That it is because

able to the i
that they have been= officersof these pol'^^®

nn and landFIR of Extortion 

d tacts and realities.

7.' criminality.
the fact above

is not a singlemuch level of the
testimony to

is that there
trarytothe groun

s„, rfi.d Nm.»» " »:"T'.warn ’

8, That the in Peshawar con
of the accused

grabbing agaibst them
, 9. That this officer is neighbour

That accused dan with such10.
'll.That no evidence 

12. That as a 

criminal gang.
That this officer has

police
Sher (incoming and outgoing both).

9 contacts with Jan
13.

22/P, crossmad Biaz No
.■the allegation 

iJ^n~STand no.3.

roM^* usioNi -:nt of PASI Muham 
available, material

ofal/egat

analyzing of the stateme
and. Other ^

» and he is not guilty

in view of above.
intelligence. sources

eddniy
questioning,
m/sconduct stands prov

I
f /

;hi (PSP)

Superintendent
• Rural, Divisi^ 

. : Pesh&^

Capt
fltPT^oli



Call Type A Date/Time SECs IMEI .1 Location of A
Call - Incoming 3149277201 3160242424 04/26/2022 15:26:25 87 868344038459140 Tamur plaza gulbahar 2,opposite shell pump/gulbahar Peshawar- 

Grand Trunk Rd, Zaryab Colony, Peshawar
Hassan-Market,, G.T road, Chughualpura, Peshawar.

Call - Outgoing 3149277201 3160242424 04/26/2022 15;34;43 86834403845914068
Call - Outgoing 3149277201 04/26/2022 15:49:48 '3160242424 20 868344038459140
Call - Incoming 3149277201 3160242424 04/26/2022 17:40:26 86834403845914022 Mouza Arazi 1,T&D Peshawar
Call - Outgoing 3149277201 3160242424 04/26/2022 17:59:08 37 868344038459140

868344038459140
Main GT Road, Near Wapd’a Power House, Anees TowerAPeshawar
Main GT Road, Near Wapda Power House, Anees Towef; Peshawar 
Main GT Road, Near Wapda Power House, Anees Tower, Peshawar

Call - Outgoing 3149277201 3160242424 04/26/2022 18:03:08 51
Call - Incoming 3149277201 3160242424 04/26/2022 18:21:59 78 868344038459140
Call - Incoming 31492-77201 04/26/2022 18:29:193160242424 86834403845914019 Javaid Town Gulberg Town No. 4, Opp Gulshan Colony Peshawar

Alhaaj Market. Garhi Nawab Khan.G.T Rd PeshawarCall - Incoming 3149277201 3160242424 04/26/2022 18:36:15 166 868344038459140

'Sr

m

(k
I
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OFFiaCOF Tine
SR: SlIPERINTENllENT OF POLICE, 

(OPERATIONS) PESHAWAR 
Phone. 001-0210508

. i«

p

O R n r. li

♦

I his orficc order will (iisposc-off ihc dcpnrlincnlal proceedings ag.ninsl (*ASI Muhaminnd Ria/ 
No. 22/r while at CrP Peshawar was placed tinder .suspension and proceeded against dcpanmciilally on 
the allcgatinns/chargcs lhai he has l'K:en indulged in illegal activities and misconduct as he has 
maintained links with nnloridiis criminals as well ns proclaimed offenders (POs).of ease vide I'lR No. 
583 dated 03,06.2022 n/s 3fi.‘l/302/l no/T-ATA PS Shahpnr and he has leaked secret information in arrest 

of POs in above mentioned FIR and allied with criminals. _

:

. 1

Under Police Rules 1075 (amended 2014) proper charge sheet alongwith summary of allegation 
v^'ns issued against him and SP Rural was. appointed as Unquiry Officer who submiilcd his finding 
wherein he .concluded that slalcmcnt of PASI Muhammad Riaz No; 4655. crn.ss questioning, reports 
from intelligence sources and other available inatcrin! the allegations No. 4 of the charge sheet stands 
proved. ' -

2.;

' 1-

» '
f’

I i

On receipt of findings of the enquiry officer, he was called in Orderly Room and heard in person 
on 01.11.2022. The accused official during personal hearing could not “clcfend him.self against the 
charges leveled against him. Keeping in view of the above, the undersigned being a competent authority 
do agree with the recommendation of the enquiry officer: therefore. PASI Miiliainmad Riaz No. 22/P 
is hereby awarded minor punishment of “Stoppage of increment for si^t-aTToiith's'.'.l Ic is.reinstated into 
service from the dale of suspension,

Order announced.

3.

1/
t-

r

(I.f Oil ® KASlUF AFrAH MIMA!) A»»ASI)PSr 
Senior Siipcrintcndynt of Police 

(Operations) l/cshawar
r

..'b

Pa dated Peshawar, the 
Copy for information and ncccs.sary aclion to:-

1, The ('apita! City Police Officer. Peshawar.
2. I'.r-ll. PO.

.1. I'MC along with complete enquiry file for record ( ).

h .
■ K

! jK

k f
f-
.b:
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OFFICE OF THE 
SUPERINTENDENT OF POLICE

rural, PESHAWAR.

dated Peshawar the 98

The Senior Superintendent of Police,

T Operations, Peshawar.

departmental enquiry

No.
IUQU2022.

To

Subject;

Please refer to your office Endt; No. 176/E/PA 
:ai enquiry against ASI Asfandyar No. 4607.

dated '30.07.2022;departmental pertaining to

SJATEMENT of ALI Fr;flTir>|^|.

It has been reported that he has been 
misconduct as he has. maintained

mdulged' irr illegal activities 
links with notorious

and
criminals

case vide FIR No. 583 dated
as well as 

03.06.2022 u/s
proclaimed offenders (POs) of . 
365,302,109,7-ATA PS Shahpur.

further, alleged that he has I 
above mentioned FIR and allied with 

He has tarnished the i

II. It is
leaked secret information in 

I criminals.
arrest of POs in

• 1

ill
image of police department in the eyes of general public

amounts to gross misconduct on his Dart anH . -
IV. All this

punishment
1975.

proceeding-
v--

.• Personal hearing.

Recordirig of statement. 

• Collection of CDR and posting record. 
Criminal record of Lai Sher 

02.08.2022(attached).
group vide mem No./2112/PA ited

Enquiry officer provided 

was served i

.02.0e.2022. H°s poshngTco"rwL'‘aiso' '''''

2113/Pa dated 02.08.2022.

SCOPE OF ENQIIIPV-

reasonable 
upon him and his written

opportunity to ASI Asfandy^allegation /Staterhent of 
he was

office letter No. 2113/PA dated 

^ concerned office vide this office letter N

reply was recorded /n
cross

sought from
i,'.

The scope of the enquiry includes;
and rest of the family)
Giving information 

them for last

mzan

one year or 
mentioned group after the killin !



ctatfMENT of ^^RFANDYAR:
recorded which isand his stateinent wasASI ASfandyar was called to the office

-V

•attached.

FINDINGS:
land grabbing, extortion, killing of

involved in 1Jan Sher. Ramzan etc arei ’ that Lai Sherinnocent people as well as killing of innocent women.

That they are also involved in the killing of police officers.;

involved in illegal activities since 20/25 years.

• «ir,
also harass police

11'.

That they are

That they 
applicationi in courts

VI.
and to superior officers

able to the reach'that' lawful duties.
That it is because of these

beenpolice officers that they have
Vll.

much level of the criminality.
testimony, to the fact above is that there

in Peshawar contrary to the gro
posted in the PS Shahpur recently

and landis not a single FIR of Extortion
That the d facts and realities.

he has three contacts with
• viiL un

grabbing against them 

That ASI ASfandyar was 
accused^nd notorious criminal,Jan Sher (record '

a notorious criminal, and is

IX.

involved in'the above-
■ That he knew that Jan Sher is

X.

mentioned activities.
' That told the EO that he was given 

their village.

ot interfering in the affairs, of,
threat by Jan Sher for n

■ XI.

p.O, he should not havu
under enquiry officer to Jan

contact accused Jan Sher was

maintaine
Sher for the reasons oe 

xiii. , That he was not in contact with Jan

3 best known to him.
Sher in the last year except while he was posted to

-iPS Shahpur on GD Duty. to the surface. ifide on the part of the ASI ASfandyar came
xiv. That no mala

nONCLUSION.: X
4607 is. ^^iound.»w « n,n«n« c—ASI «

\
X.

IS k^lachi (PSP)
Capt (R) Saleem

Enquij,
Superintem^t of Police 

Rdfalftiivision, 
Peshawar.

j
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/ OFIK'FOFTflK
SR: SUrFRINTl’Nnr.NT OF POIJCK. 

(OPFUATIONS) PESHAWAR 
Phone. 091-9210508

O R I) F;R

This nfHcc order will clisposc-ofnhc 'departmental proceedings against ASI AsPandyar No

while posted at i’S Shahpur was placed under suspension and proceeded against deparlmcntallj i

he has maintained

. J607

on the

allcgalions/chargcs that he has been.indulged in illegal activities and misconduct as

proclaimed orfenders (Phs) of ease vide ITR. No. dated 

nd he has leaked secret information in arrest nfl’Os m
links.with noforinus criminals as well as 

n?.nfi.2022 u/s .■^tS5/3n2/IO‘>/7-VNTA PS Shahpur a 

above mentioned b'lR and allied with criininals.

107.*; (amended 20)4) proper charge sheet alongwith .summary of allegation 
issued against him and SP Rural was appointed as Enquiry Officer who submitted his finding 

wherein he concluded that statement of ASi; Asfandyar No. 4607, cross questioning, reports from 
intelligence sources and other available material the allegations No. d of the diarge sheet stands pro\ cd.

I Indcr Police Rules2.

was

1.

called in Orderly Roonvand heard in personOn receipt of findings of the cnqiiir}’ officer, he 
01.11.2022. The. accused official during personal hearing could not defend himscit npainsi the

was.V

on
in view of the above, the undersigned being a competent authoritycharges leveled against him. Keeping 

dn agree with the recommendation of the enquiry nfneer, therefore. ASI A.sfan^ar No. 4607 is hereby 
awarded minor ptmishmcnl of “.Stoppage of increment for six months. 1 l^<fcinstatcd into serv ice from

the date of .suspension.

Order announced. ’ /
i\
i-

(EtrdrUhKASIIIF AFTAR ATUVIAn ABRASIlPSP 
Senior Supcrinlcndcii/i'fPolicc. 

(Operations) Pc^iawar

i.’

^2. //|_ /2022.
PA.dated Peshawar, the 

Cnpj fi'r information and necessary' nclii'n to;-

1. The Capital City Police Officer. Peshawar.

2. I'C-II, PO.

I'MC along with complete enquiry file for record (

/

■

).

■4’

i
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\Call Type A 8 . Date/Time 
06/24/2022 18:34:10

SECs IMEI Location of A
'^160242424Call - Incoming 3139559939 112 354191109332520 Mohallah Ahmad Khet, Shewa, Swabi

Call - Incoming Khasra tt 1664, Khata # 1960/3799, Mouza Sheikh Jana, Mohallah Alt Sher 
Khel, Sheikh Jana, Tehsil Razar & ?Dist. Swabi.

Mohallah Ahmad Khel, Shewa, Swabi

3160242424'3139559939 06/24/2022 18:36:14 114 354191109332520

Call - Outgoing 3139559939 3160242424- 06/25/2022 15:18:43 66 354191109332520 \

4
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1

OFFICE OF THE 
SUPERINTENDENT OF POLICE, 

RURAL, PESHAWAR.
4-

^0^ <^/PA: dated Peshawar the P §* / lO 12022.No.

To . The Senior Superintendent of Police,' 

Operations, Peshawar^

DEPARTMENTAL ENQUIRYSubject;

Please 'refer to your office Endt: No: 182/E/PA, dated 30.07;2022';-'pertaining to 

departmental enquiry against ASI Sajawal Khan No. 4140. ■

STATEMENT OF ALLEGATION;

It has been reported that he has been indulged in. illegal activities anJ ■ 

misconduct as he has maintained links- with notorious criminals as well as 

proclaimed offenders (POs) of case vide FIR No. 583. dated 03.06.2022 u/s 

365,302,109,7-ATAPSS_hahpur. ■ ‘ '

ii. It is further alleged that he has leaked secret information in-arrest of POs in

iii. He has tarnished the image of police department in the eyes of general public.

iv. All this amounts to gross misconduct on his part and rendered him liable for 

. punishment under Police (E&D) Rules, 1975.

I.

PROCEEDING:
/,

• Personal hearing.

• Recording bfstatement.

• Collection of CDR and posting record.

• Criminal record of Lai Sher group vide this office memo Na

V •

\

• 'X,

!/PA dated 02;08.2d22: '

Enquiry officer provided reasonable‘opportunity, to ASI Sa^i 

^negation was served upon him and his written reply was re* 

questioned too. His CDR was obtained from CFU vide this

in. Statement of 
'6^ and he was cross

ice^letter No, 2113/PA dated 
02.08.2022. His posting record was also sought from concerned office vide this office letter No.
2113/Pa dated 02.08.2022..

SCOPE OF ENQUIRY:

The scope of the enquiry includes supporting these criminals (La! Sher, Jan Sher, Ramzan 

and rest of the family) in criminal.cases in particular and in normal circumstances in general. 

■Giving information regarding the operations of the police. It also includes being in contact with . 

them for last one year or more without justified reasons. Being in contact with the above'

mentioned group after the killing of Haji Ihsan Ullah.

. STATEMENT OF ASI SAJAWAL KHAN: '

ASI Sajawal Khan was called to the office and his statement was-recorded which is
attached.

/x.



J!

♦
* c

>SS QUESTIONS:

Do you know Jan Sher, Lai Sher and Ramzan?Q: -

YesAns; - V

What are their activities and reputation in the area? - . -

Suspicious/ involved in illegal activities, killing of innocent people, land grabbing 

and extortion.

Did you knowing about the illegal activities of Jan Sher etc and have information 

regarding killing of innocent people?

Q; -

. Ans: - j

Q:.-
<.

Yes.•Ans: -

Do you know about the killing of innocent women by Jan Sher etc?Q: -

Ans; Yes.

Do you know the said group is land mafia?Q: -

And; - Yes,

Were you in contact with Jan Sher, Ramzan etc. and since when?Q: -

Yes, before.my posting in PS Shahpur.Ans; -

Do you know that Jan Sher is PO and wantedio different PS^?Q:-

YesAns: -

When you know everything about Jan Sher, Lai Sher etc, why you are in contac 
with them? \ ' /

Q:-

Failed to explain.Ans: -

FINDINGS:

1. That Lai Sher, Jan Sher, Ramzan etc are involved in land grabbing, extortion, killing of 

innocent people as well as killing of innocent women.

2. That they are also involved in the killing of police officers.

3. That they are involved in illegal activities since 20,25 years.

4. That entire family involved in criminal activities, (criminal record is attached).

5. That there are many police officers.who are their friends and supports.

6.. That they also harass police officers by using many techniques i.e submitting false

application in courts and to superior officers just to stop them from performing their 
. layvful duties.

7. That ifis because of these police officers that.they have been able to the reach that 
: much level of the criminality.

8. That the testimony to the fact above is that there is not a single FIR of Extortion and land 

grabbing against them in Peshawar contrary to the ground facts and realities.'

«



fe.,-,.. -#

nat he Knew that the above mentioned group are wanted and is POs arid have been

POs all along as he confessed during cross questioning. ‘ . ' ,
10. That he confessed that the above mentioned group is involved in land mafia, killing of

innocent people as well as killing of police officials. . ^
11. That being a police officer it is necessary to avoid contacts with criminals , and other 

people having illegal activities, but, ASI Sajawal Khan failed to do this.
far.as, being Nazim of area does not give any person a. reason to justify crime^^12. That as

-of a criminal. •
13. That he served in the PS Shahpur in both investigation and operation staff. ,

14. That ASI Sajawal Khan was in contact with the above, mentioned group since long

. before his postirig in PS Shahpur. •
Nothing substantial could be found agajnst him to substantiate the allegations from serial 

no.1 to serial no.3.
16. That as a police officer, it.was his duty to avoid contact with accused Jan Sher, knowing 

fully well his criminal history.
That this officer has 15 contacts with the above mentioned' group (incoming and 

outgoing both), • . ' , . -

15.

17.

CONCLUSION:

In view of above, analyzing of the,statement of ASI Sajawal Khan No. 4140

and other available material the ‘allegation no.4 of the

cross

questioning, intelligence sources

charge sheet stands proved”.

/ .

\
\

Capt (R) Salei^ A)vDasJ(ulachi (PSP)
Enqui

of Police,Superin
Rural; Division, 

Peshawar.

k
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Call Type A B Date/Time SECs IMEI Location of A
Call - Outgoing 3146900767 3160242424 12/19/2021 12:56:19 ■153 355705608343800 Dilazak Rd, Muhammad Zai, Gulp Zai, Peshawar
Call - Incoming 3146900767 12/19/2021 17:19:353160242424 51 355705608343800 Dilazak Rd, Muhammad Zai, Gulp Zai, Peshawar
Call - Outgoing 3146900767 12/19/202117:40:283160242424 48 355705608343800 Dilazak Rd, Muhammad Zai’, Gulp Zai, Peshawar
Call - Outgoing 3146900767 3160242424 01/24/2022 14:18:43 39 354158112482140 Dilazak Rd, Muhammad Zai, Gulp Zai, Peshawar

Chamkani Phaatak, PeshawarCall - Incoming 3146900767 3160242424 02/18/2022 12:45:57 71 354158112482140
Call - Incoming 3146900767 02/18/2022 13:54:303160242424 .16 354158112482140 Dilazak Rd, Muhammad Zai, Gulo Zai, Peshawar 

Village Vadpaga Mohallah Najoi, PSH______ __Call - Incoming 3146900767 02/18/2022 14:42:14 •3160242424 63 354158112482140

V I *Call - Incoming 3146900767 03/02/2022 09:27:133160242424 Zaheer shah Afridi palaza,Shaheen town Laberty RD,near police station PSH71 354158112482140
(yz

Call - Outgoing 3160242424 04/30/2022 10:20:163146900767 94 354158112482140 Wadpagga, Peshawar, KPK
Call - Incoming 3146900767 3160242424 04/30/2022 11:49:54 59 354158112482140 Wadpagga, Peshawar, KPK

3146900767 3160242424 04/30/2022 13:11:58Call - Incoming 50 354158112482140 Sardar Garhi, Near GT Road, Peshawar
Call - Incoming 3146900767 3160242424 05/07/2022 19:52:21 30 354158112482140 Wadpagga, -Peshawar, KPK .
Call - Outgoing 3146900767 3160242424 05/07/2022 19:54:35 16 354158112482140 Wadpagga, Peshawar, KPK

Village Kankala, Charsadda Rd., Peshawar •Call - Incoming 3146900767 3160242424 05/09/2022 09:21:39 57 354158112482140
Call - Outgoing 3146900767 3160242424 06/05/2022 21:51:48 1 354158112482140 Wadpagga, Peshawar, KPK

3146900767 3160242424- 06/05/2022 21:52:24Call - Outgoing 181 354158112482140 Wadpagga, Peshawar, KPK
Cali - Incoming 3146900767 3160242424 06/07/2022 11:39:15 53 354158112482140 PTCL Colony, Peshawar

V



r

<r‘1

' ■ y ■

oFFici-;orTin:
SR: SlirFRINTENDFNT OF POUCF, 

(OPERATIONS) PESHAWAR 
Phnnc. 09l-92I05n«

O n E

riiis office order wjii disposc-ofT Ihc dcparlmcnl<il proceedings against ASl SajawnI Khan No. 

4140 while at CiT,? Peshawar was placed under suspension and proceeded against deparlmcnially on the 

allcgations/chargcs that he lias been indulged in illegal aclivitic.s and misconduci as he has mainlaincd 

links with notorious criminals as well as proclaimed offenders fl’Os) of ease vide hlH No. dated 

03.0(1,2022 li/s 365/.3n2/l09/7-A I'A PS Shahpiir and he has leaked secret infornialinn in arrest ot POs in 

above mentioned FIR and allied with criminals.

Under Police Rules 1975 (amended 2014) proper charge sheet ajongwiih summary of allegation 
was issued against him and SP Rural was appointed as Ihiquiry Officer wlio submitted his finditig 
wKcrciii he concluded (hat statement of ASI Sajawal Khan No. 4140, cro.ss questioning, reports from 

intelligence .sources and other available material the allegations No. 4 of the charge sheet stands proved.

2.

On receipt of findings of the enquiry officer, he was called in Ordcfly Room and beard in person 
on 01.11.2022. I hc accused official during pcr.sonal hearing could not rlcfcncl himself again.st the 
charges leveled against him. Keeping in view of the ahovc. the undersigned being a competent authority 
do agree with the recommendation of the enquiry officer. Ihcrcfotc. ASI SajawnI Khan Nn. 4140 is 
hereby awarded minor punishment of'Sioppagc of incrcmcnl for two years.,He is reinstated into service 

from the dale of .suspension,'

Order announced.

: 3.

■r

f

(Lt Cdr OD KASUIF AFTAII AFIMAl) AHRASDI’SP 
Senior Supcrinlcnde/il of Police 

(Operations) Peshawar

hNo, l*A datcrl Peshawar, (he ^
Copy for information and nccc.ssary action to:-

1. I he Cnpiial City Police Officer, Peshawar.

2. lU'-ll. PO. OASl. CRf

3. I NK' along with ciunplctc ciuiuiry file (dr reciM'd ( '9’ ).

■ ? /:022.

• .. ^

• .
f
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1
OFFICE OF THE

SUPERINTENDENT OF POLICE,
RURAL, PESHAWAR.

L\ o”7^/PA: dated Peshawar the _22_/-J!^L./2022.

L ,

>

No.

' The Senior Superintendent of Police 

Operations,,Peshawar^

DEPARTMENTAL ENQUIRY

To

Subject;-

Please refer to your office Endt: No. 171/E/PA. dated 30.07.2022; pertaining to

departmental enquiry against FC Arif Ullah No. 2864.

STATEMENT OF ALLEGATION.: '

It has been reported that he has been indulged in illegal activities and

maintained links with notorious criminals as well as 

vide FIR No. 583*dated 03.06.2022 u/s
triisconduct as he has 

proclaimed offenders (POs) of case

365,302,109,7-ATAPS Shahpur, ^
It is further alleged that he has leaked secret information in arrest of POs in

. !i
above mentioned-FIR and allied with criminals^^^^^.''''''"''
He has tarnished the image of police departrjl^t in the eyes of g^eral public.

misconduct on/his part and rendered\him liable for •
All this amounts to gross 
punishment under Police (E&D) Rules

.IV.
^9r5.

PROCEEDING:

v,.
• Personal hearing.

• Recording of statement.

■ , • Collection of CDR and posting record.
. Criminal record of Lai Sher group vide.this office memo No. 2112/PA dated 02.08.2022,

Enquiry officer provided reasonable opportunity to FC Arif Ullah No. 2864. Statement of

allegation was served upon him and his written ..reply was recorded and he was cross ; 

' questioned too. His CDR was obtained from CPU vide this Office letter No. 2113/PA date’ 

02.08.2022. His posting record was. also sought from concerned office vide this office letter I 

2113/Pa dated 02.08.2022. ' ,

SCOPE OF ENQUIRY:
• ••

The scope of the enquiry includes supporting these criminals (Lai Sher, Jan Sher, Ramzan 

and rest of the family) in criminal cases in particular and in normal circumstances in general.. 

Giving information regarding the operations of the poljce. It also includes being in contact with 

them for last one. year or more without justified reasons. Being in contact with the abov^

mentioned group after the killing of Haji Ihsan Ullah. _

.t/.

AmSTEO
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STATEMENT OF FC ARIF ULLAH NO. 2864:

FC Arif Ulfe'h No. 2864 was called to the office and his statement was recorded which ; 

attached.
i

I
CROSS QUESTIONS:

D(^du know Jan Sher Ramzan and Lai Sher etc?Q:-
r.‘

Ye4Ans: - iI

What are their activities and reputation in the area?

Suspicious/ involved in illegal activities, killing of innocent people, land grabbing 

and extortion.

Why Muhammad Hussain SI (police official) was martyred by Lai Sher group?

’ ■ • i ' ' ■
He was killed by them without any reason.

[iid you knowing about the illegal activities of Jan Sher etc and have-information 
' regarding killing of innocent people? •

. Q:-

Ans; -

Q;-

Ans: -
• i'

Q; -

Yes.Ans-; -

Do you know about the killing of innocent wom^ by Jan Sher etc?Q; -

Yes.Ans; -

Do you know the said group is land mafia?Q: - .

Yes.And; -

Do you know that Jan Sher is PO and wanted to different PSs? ^Q: -

No answer.Ans; -

When you know everything about Jan Sher, Lai Sher etc, why you are in contact 

with them?
Q; -

Silence:(No answer).Ans; -

FINDINGS:

1. That.Lai Sher, Jan Sher, Ramzan etc are involved in land grabbing, extortion, killing of

innocent people as well as, killing of innocent women. •

2. That they are also involved in the killing of police officers.

3. That they are involved in illegal activities since 20,25 years.

4. That entire family, involved in crirhinal activities, (criminal record is attached).

5. That there are many police officers who are their friends and supporters.

6. That they also harass police officers by using many techniques i.e submitting false 

applications in courts and-to superior officers just to stop them from performing their 
lawful duties.

H
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7. That it. is because of these police officers that they have been able to the reach that 

much level of criminality.
8. That the tekimony.to the facts above is that there is not a single FIR of Extortion and 

land grabbing against them in Peshawar contrary to the ground facts apd realities. ■ ■ .

9. That at PS Daudzai a case was registered against Hussain Ullah brother of jJelinquent 

official vide FIR No. 1411 dated 21.12.2021 u/s 365 PPG. In which kidnappee returned 

back home. Later on, Ramzan did compromise between the parties and sorted, out the 

matter. That’s why he contacted him. '
10. That the affidavit of the compromise was also checked who purchased on 22.12.2021 

and wrote on 22.01.2022 (attached).
11. That this person has 6 contacts with accused Ramzan (incoming and outgoing). .

. 'l
CONCLUSION:

In view of. above, analyzing of the statement of FC Arif Ullah, cross questioning, 

intelligence sources and other available material “the allegations against^im couldn t be 

proved.”

i

l\Capt (R) Sale^^bbit^Kulachi (PSP) 
EnqulrV;;^icer,:>-' 

Superintenc^t i 
Rural...0f^

ol

iwar.^ *,

■
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rA' / OniCKOFTIIE
SR: SUPERfNTENDENT OF POIJCF, 

(OPERATIONS) PESHAWAR 
Plinnc. 091-9210508

\

ORDER

I his office order will disposc-off ihc dcparlmcnl.il proceedings,.ipainsf ('onsiablc Arif Ull.ih No. , 
2864 while ,i( re P Peshawar was placed under suspension and proceeded ag.iin.si dcparlnicnlail> on llu; 
allegalinn.s/ebarges lhal he has been indulged in illegal aclivilics and misconduct as he has mainlaincd 
links wiiii nolorious criminals as well as proclaimed offenders (POs) of case vide l-IR No. 58.1 dated 

03.06.2022 u/s 365/302/109/7-ATA PS Shahpur and he has leaked sccrcl, information in arrest of POs in 

above mentioned FIR and allied with criminals. . ' . . *

Under Police Rules 1975 fanicndcd 2014) proper charge sheet alongwith summarj^ ofallcpalion 
was issued against him and SP Rural was appointed as F.nqniry Officer who submitted his finding 
wherpin he concluded that statement of Constable Arif I Illali No. 2864. cro.ss qucsiioning. rcpnri.s from 
inlclligcricc sources and other available material the allegations against could not be proved.

On receipt of lindings of (he enquiry officer, he was called in Orderly Room and heard in person 
on 01.11.2022. The accused official during personal hearing defend him.sclf against the charges Icsolcd 
against him. Keeping in view of the above. Ihc undersigned being a'compclcnl anthorhy do agree with 
the recommendation of the.enquiry officer, therefore. Cnnslahic Arif iiliah No. 2864 is hcrcbv 
exonerated from Ihc allegation leveled against him. (Icncc the enquiry against him is hereby filed. Me is 
rcinslalcd into service from Ihc dale of suspension.

Order announced.;

2,.

3.

(U Cdr ® KASH1F AFTAR AlmAD ARBAS])PSP 
Senior Superintenden/of Police 

(Operations) Pc/iaw.ir

, PA dated Peshawar, (he
Copy for information and necessary aclibn ln>

1. The Capital City Police Officer. I'cshaw,ir.
2. PO.OASI.CRC

3. I'MC along with complete enquiry file for record f /£_ ).

/2022.'

-.V.'
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OFFICE OF THE 

SUPERINTENDENT OF POLICE, 
RURAL, PESHAWAR.

/PA: dated Peshawar the 2^! /6 /2022.No.

.f
The Senior Superintendent of Police 

Operations, Peshawar^
DEPARTMENTAL ENQUIRY

- To

Subject;

Please refer to your office Endt: No. 188/E/PA. dated. 30.07.2022; pertaining to 

departmental enquiry against LHC Rashid Aii No. 1070.

STATEMENT 0^‘ALLEGATION:

it jhas been reported that he has been indulged in illegal activities and 
V y

(■mi|conduct as .he has maintained links with notorious criminals as well as 

proclaimed offenders (POs) of case vide FIR No. 583 dated 03.06.2022 u/s 

2te5,302,109,7-ATA PS Shahpur.
It. is further alleged that he has leaked secret information in arrest of POs = 

above mentioned FIR and allied with criminals.'
trie has tarnished the image of police department in the^e^s of genera! publicX 

Alt this amounts to gross misconduct on his part/and rendered him liable fV 

fiiunishment under Police {E&D).Rules, 1975. /

I.

. t
H.

. ill.

IV.

PROCEEDING:

• Personal hearing.

• Recording of statement.-

• Collection of CDR and posting record.

• Criminal record of Lai Sher group vide this office memo No. 2112/PA'dated 02.08^2fJZ

.. Enquiry officer provided reasonable opportunity to LHC Rashid Ali No. 1070. Statement 

of allegatioii was served upon him and his written reply was recorded and he was cross 

questioned too. His CDR was obtained from CFU vide this office letter No. 2113/PA dated 

02.08.2022. His posting record was also sought from concerned office yide this-pffice letter No. 

21.13/Pa dated 02.08.2022. •

SCOPE OF ENQI^RY:

The scope of the enquiry includes supporting these criminals (Lai Sher, Jan Sher, Ramzan 

and rest of the family) in criminal cases in particular and in normal circumstances In general. 

Giving information regarding the operations of the police. It also includes being in contact wi: 

them for last one’ year or more without justified reasons. Being in contact with the abovo. 
mentioned group after the killing of Haji Ihsan Uttah.

i-

.A



STATEMENT OF LHC RASHID ALI NO. 1070:

LHC Rashid Ali No. 1070 was. called to the office and his statement was recorded which

is attached.

FINDINGS:

1. That Lai Cher. Jan Sher. Ramzan etc are involved in land grabbing, extortion, killing of
. innocent people as well as killing of innocent women. ’

2. That theytere also involved in the killing of police officers.

3. That they are involved in illegal activities since 20,25 years. ■ ' .

4. That entire family involved in criminal activities, (criminal record is attached).

5. That there are many police officers who are their friends and supporters.

6. That they also harass police officers by using many techniques i.e subrhitting false 

applications in courts and to superior officers just to stop them from performing their 

lawful duties.,
7. That it is because of these police officers that they have been able to the reach that

i ' . ■ •
much level of .criminality. .

8. That the testimony to the facts above is that there is not a single FIR of Extortion and 

land grabbing against them in Peshawar contrary to the ground facts and realities.
9. That this person has 5 contacts with Jan Sher as he asked about some officials number 

and also threatened him of dire consequences,

10: No malafide or any other thing came on surface to substantiate the allegations leveled 

against him.

CONCLUSION:

In view of above, analyzing of the statement of LHC Rashid Aji No. 1070, cross 
questipning, intelligence sources and other available materj^]^''7ie"^^of

•/

s. ' C-

>

. J
Capt (R) Saieem Abbi\Kul^i (PSP) 

E nq LM ry vff
, . Superintendenli^T^olicSv^-;;^ 

■ Rural,
PeshawarT^^^'’"^

4
I,

•• V.4 '



A r
OFFK KOI Till*

SU- snrKNINTFNnKNT ()l‘ |H>I-I( K.
(OPKRATIONS) TFSHAWAU

I*lu.nc.0‘)l-‘)2I050X

B

OJUHLIi*

MIC Rnshul Mi No.nvis nrncc nnlcr will disposc-off ihc departmental prnccctlings against

placed under suspension and proceeded against dcparliiienlally nn the
1070 while at PS Daiid/ai was

nllcgalions/chargcs that he has been indulged in illegal activities and niiscondiiet as 
links with nninrinus criminals as well as prnclaiincd offenders (P()s).of case vide 
n.^.Ofian22 u/s !lfi5/302/in0/7-ATA PS Shahpui and he has leaked secret inforination in aiTCSl of 1 Osjn^

he has maintained
&Vv-r

I'lR Niv. dated
•H'

above mentioned IMR and allied with criminals.

Under Police Rules 1075 (amended ,2014) proper charge sheet ainngwith summary of allegation 
issued against him and SP Rural was appointed as I-nquiry Omccr who submitted his finding' 

wherein he concluded that sialcmcnl of MIC. RasliitI Ali No, 1070. cross questioning, reports from, 

intelligence sources and olher available material the allegations against could.nol hc proved.

f

! !
2.

r :
p •- was

i-.

called in Orderly Room and heard in person}. . On receipt of findings of the cnqiiiry officer, he 
on 01.11.2022. The accused official during personal hearing defend himsel f against the charges leveled

was

f •'
ag.Tinsl liim. Keeping in view of Die above, the undersigned being a competent authority do agree with 
the vccommcndaiion of the enquiry officer, therefore. MIC Ra.sliid Ati_No, 1070 is hereby cx^lncratcd 
from the allegation leveled against hhn. lienee the enquiry against him i5.J«rrchy filed, lie is reinstated

i
. t-"-

into service from thd dale of suspension.r

..s-
Order announced. J

- li-
•i-

I.

(M Cdr ^ KA.SHIF AFTAH AiIMAI> AllBA.SDPSP 
Senior SupcrinlciTOcnl of Police 

(()pcral ion.s/Peshawar
V-' -i4-

I
PA dated Peshawar, the 02- j}\ /2022.

Copy for information and necessary aelion lo;-

1. The Capital City Police Officer. Peshawar.
2. TO.OASi.C RC 
.1. I'MC along with complete enquiry Ole for record ( ^ \

i* No.
V!-

»•- ■>- -

s

'>■
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i
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<r
OFFICE OF THE

SUPERINTENDENT OF POLIcE, " 
rural, f’ESHAWAR.

f dated Peshawar the

f .

£R./_iii-/2022‘
No.

' V

The Senior Superintendent of Police 

Operations, Peshawar.
nt=PARTW!EMTAL ENQUIRY

. To

Subject;
dated 30.07.2022; pertaining toir office Endt: No. 180/E/PA

.191.
Please refer to your 

rtmental enquiry against ASI Muhammad Irshad Nodepar

ST/^TFIV^^^^' OP ALLEGATION:
- „ .as. been reported: that he has been indulged in illegal activities and

misconduct as he has maintained linKs wrth notorious 2
offenders (ROs) of case vide, FIR No. 583 dated 03.06.2022 u/s

\.

proclaimed
365 302.109,7-ATA RS Shahpur.

arrest of POs inhe has leaked secret information inIt is further alleged that
above mentioned FIR and allied with crimirials.
He has tarnished the image of police department in the eyes of|gl»^|<=.

misconduct on his part and phSered him lia>|e for

. ii. .

iii.
All this amounts to gross 

. punishment under Police (E&D) Rules
iv. 1975.

PROCEEDING:

• per^^nal hearing.

• Recording of statement.
. Collection of CDR and posting record.. 77
. Criminal record of Lai Sher group vide this office memo No. 2112/PA date^

72:2.
;2.

tatement ofided reasonable opportunity to ASI Muhamimad IrshaEnquiry officer prov
recorded and he was cross^him and his written reply wasallegation was served upon

'questioned too. His CDR was obtained from CFU
also sought from concerned office vide this office letter N

vide this office letter No. 2113/PA dated

02.08.2022. His posting record 

2113/Pa dated 02.08.2022.

was

<;r.nPE OF ENQUIRY:

criminals (Lai Sher, Jan Sher, RamzanThe scope of the enquiry includes supporting these 
and rest of: the family) in criminal cases in particular and in normal .circumstances in general

Giving info4ation regarding the operations of the police. It also includes being 
them for Ipst one year , or more without justified reasons. Being in contact, with the above

mentioned group after the killing of Haji Ihsan Ullah

in contact with .

■ iif-

mm
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STATEMENT OF WIU|^A1\/1I\/IAD IRSHAD:

ASI Muhammad Irshad was called to the office and.-his statement was recorded which js

•'

attached. '!

FINDINGS:

That Lai Sher, Jan Sher, Ramzan etc are-involved in land grabbing, extortion, killing of

innocent people as well as killing of innocent women.
2. That trfey ,are also involved in the killing of police officers. , .

3. Thatthey are Involved in illegal activities since 20/25 years.
4. That the entire family involved in criminal activities, (criminal record’ is attached), 

many police officers who are their friends and>«t5ppi1err\5. That thJlre are
6. That they also harass police officers by using many^chnique^ i.e si^bmitting false

and to superior officers just to/stop them from performing their
applications in courts 

lawful duties.
7. That it is because of these police officers that they ha' 

much level of the criminality.,'
8. That the testimony to the fact above is that there is not a single 

grabbing against them in Peshawar contrary to the ground facts aiiid realities. ,
9. That ASI Irshad called to Doulat and Sartaj to give the outstanding amount of Rs. 50,000 

to constable Ayaz as he is needs. In which Jan Sher contacted and CDR and FIR

' i
beer^ able/o the reach that

4
'oTHxtoftion and land

support the proposition.
10. That he was contacted by the accused Jan Sher twice and waS threatened.

CONCLUSION:

In view of above, analyzing of the statement of ASI Muhammad Irshad No. 191, cross

and other available material r''al(egatibi:ts against ASIquestioning, Intelligence sources
Muhammad Irshad No. 191 couldn’t be proved.

[^ulachl (PSP) 
mcer,
li/df Police, ‘

Capt (R) Saleei
Enquiiyv^

Superintend^,
Rural, Division, 

Peshawar.

!

I •
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OFFICKOKTHE
SR: SUFEUrNTENDENT OF POIJCE, 

(OrERATIONS) PESirAWAU 
Phone. 091-9210508

order

This office order will disposc-off the departmental proceedings against ASI Muhammad Irshad 

No. 101 while as I/C Police Post PS Daudzai wa.s placed under suspension and proceeded against 
dcpartmcnlally on the allegations/charges that he has been, indulged in illegal activities and mi.sconduct 
as he has maintained links with notorious criminals as well as.proclaimed offenders fPOs) of case vide 
I'lR No. 58.1 dated 01.06.2022 u/s 165/302/109/7-ATA PS Shahpur and he has leaked secret inforinalion . 

in arrest of POs in above mentioned FIR and allied with criminals.

i---

?•

>•

2. Under Police Rules 1975 (amended 2014) proper charge sheet alongwith summary of allegation 
was issued against him and SP Rural was appointed as inquiry Officer who .submitted his finding 
wherein he concluded (hat siatcmcnl of ASI Muhammad Ir.shad No.lOI. cross questioning, reports from 
intelligence .sources and other available material the allcgation.s against could not be proved.

i
t

On receipt of findings of the enquiry officer, he was called in Orderly Room and heard in person 
on 01.11.2022. The accused official during personal hearing defend him.scif against the eharges leveled 
against him. Keeping in view of the above, the undersigned being a competent authority do agree with 
the recommendation of the enquiry officer, therefore, AST Muhammad Irshad No. 191 is hereby 
exonerated from the allegation leveled against him. lienee the enquiry again^iim is hereby filed. He is 
reinstated into service from the dale of suspension.

Order annniihccd. ' ' ' V;

T.

!■

(Id Cdr ® KASHIF AFTAIT AITMAD ABBAST)PSP' 
Senior Siipcrintcndcm of Police 

(Operations) Pc/hawar
No. 7o PA dated I’cshawnr. the j■ r..

/T /2022.k

C.opy for information and nccc.s-sary action lo;-

1. I he Capital City Police Officer, Peshawar.
2. i-C-N. PO . , '

1. I M( iilniig with complete enquiry file for record ( ).

...

p!

F':
.V.;

i

ATTESfe
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OFFICE OF THE
’ SUPERINTENDENT OF POLICE,^ 

RURAL, PESHAWAR.
; /

L[ 0^*^ypA: dated Peshawar the ! /1'?
No.A- I2Q22:• •K

I
To

The Senior Superintendent of Police

Operations, Peshawar.
^ ^ DEPARTMENTAL ENQUIRY
•. ' f

Subject;

Please re^^r to your office Endt; No. 181/E/PA, dated 30.07.2022'
pertaining to

departmental enquirj' against FC Izhar No. 1959.

STATEMENT OF ALLFGATtOM-

It^-has
been reported that he has been indulged in illegal activities an . 

mis^nduct as he has maintained' links with notorious driminals as well ui, 
probiaimed. offenders (POs) of case vide FIR No. 583 dated 03.06.2022 u/s

■ 365,302.109.7-ATAPSShahpur. .
' It is farther alleged that he has leaked secret information in arr^t of POs in 

above mentioned FIR and allied with criminals,
. He has tarnished the image of police department in the eyes of general public.

All this aiTiounts to gross misconduct on hfe part and rendered t/m liable for ' 
punishment under Police (E&D). Rules, 1975. \ / -

III.

iv.

VPROCEEDING:

.
• ' Personal hearing.

• Recording 6f statement.

• Collection of CDR and posting record 

Criminal record of Lai Sher group, vide this office memo No. 2112/PA dated 02.08.2022.

Enquiry ^officer provided reasonable opportunity to FC Izhar No. 1959. Statement of 

upon him and his'written reply was recorded and heallegation was served
was cross

questioned too: ; His CDR was obtained from CPU vide this office tetter No. 2113/PA dated 

02.08.2022. His posting record also sought from concerned office vide this office letter No:was
2113/Pa dated 02.08,2022.

SCOPE OF ENQUIRY:

The scope of .the enquin/ includes supporting these eriminals (Lai Shef, Jan Sher, 

and rest of the fahiily) in criminal cases in
Ramzan

particular and in normal circumstances in general.
Giving information regarding the operations of the poiice. it aiso inciudes being in contact with 
them for last one year or more without justified reasons^eing in contact with the above '
mentioned group after the killing of Hajrihsan Uliah. ^^^^^

I

MW
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fff
STATEMENT OF FC IZHAR NO. 1959:

1959 was. called to the office and his statement was recorded which is. FC Izhar No.

• attached.

CROSS QUESTIONS:

Do you know Jan Sher, Ramzan and Lai Sher etc?

Yes. , ' ,

What are their activities and reputation in the area?

Suspicious/ involved in illegal activities, killing of^rif^c^t p^o^^nd grabbing 

and extortion. .

Why Muhammad Hussain SI (police official) was killed by, Lai Shergro jp?'

He was killed by them without any reason. \

Did you knowing about the illegal activities of 

regarding killing of infiocent people?

Yes. . .

Do you know about the killing of innocent women by Jan

Q;-

• Ans; -

Q:-

Ans; -
i

Q -

■ Ans: -•

n Sher etc and have informationQ; -

Ans; -

Q;-

Yes.Ans; -

Do you.know the said group is land mafia?Q;-

Yes,And; -
p

Do you know that Jan Sher is PO and wanted to different PSs?Q;- .•

No answer.. Ans: -

When you know everything about Jan Sher, Lai Sher etc. why you are in contact 

with them? . ' ■ '
Q;-

My relative was'missing at Afghanistan and Jan Sher has many friends there, on 

that's why he contacted to find out his relative through his friends at Afghanistan.
Ans; -

FINDINGS: * ■

1. That Lai Sher. Jan Sher, Ramzan etc are involved in land grabbing, extortion, killing of 

innocent people as well as killing of innocent women.

2. That they are also involved in the killing of police officers.

3. That they are involved in illegal activities since 20,25 years. -

4. That entire family involved in criminal activities, (criminal record is attached).

5. That there are many police officers who are their friends and supporters. . .

f ■■
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....tpwoENT of police, -«ilTO

6 That they also harass police-officers 

applications in courts and to 

lawful duties.

7 That it is because of these

*
by using many techniques i.e submitting false 

superior officers just to stop, them , from perfofrfiirlg their

police officers that they have been able to the reach thatmuch level of criminality
8, That the testimony to the facts above is that there is not

. , , . ^ single FIR of Extortion and
against them in Peshawar contrary to the ground facts and rea^ .

y. mat this person has 4 contacts with Jan.Sher as
relative of FC Izhar was missing there. That's why he asked for helped trrce'rutw! 
relative who was doctor there

10. That Doctor Bakhtiar who was missing from Afghanistan ai

he was missing for 3,4 months at Afghanistan.
so heard and It is found that

CONCLUSinM^

In view of above, analyzing of the statement of FC Izhar 
questioning, intelligence Khan No. 1959 cross

^'o/j no. 4 of thesources and other available material “ 
charge sheet stands proved against him”. ‘

■e-a/A

. /
/

Capt(R)' Abb;^
Enquiry^fe 

Superintendegfi

^iJla^i{PSP).

JfPolice,
S^fTDivision,

Peshawar.
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OFFICK OFTKE
SU: SIIPERINTFNOFNT OF POUCK. 

(OPERATIONS) PFSIIAWAU 
Phnnc. 09I-')2I0508

() U D E U

This office order will disposc-off the dcparlniciilai proceedings againsi f onslahle Izhar No. ,j9^9 
while posted nl (T'P Peshawar wa.s-placed under suspension and proceeded against departmcntaljy on 

the allcgalit'iis/chnrgcs that he has heen indulged in illegal activities and misconducl as he has 

maintained links with notorious criminals as well as proelaimcd offenders fPOs).of ease vide I IK No. 
58.1 dated ni.n6.2n22 ii/s 16.5/102/100/7-ATA PS Shahpnr and he has leaked secret inrormalion in arrest 

of POs in above mentioned FIR and allied with eriminais.

2. Under Police Rules 1975 (amended 2014) proper charge sheet alohgwilh summary of allegation 

was issjicd against him and SP Rural vvas appointed as Rnquiry Officer who submitted his .finding 
wherein he concluded tlial slalcmcnl of Consiahic Izhar No. 1059. cross questioning, reports from 
inicliigcncc sonrcc.s and other available material the allegations No. 4 of the charge sheet stands proved.

On receipt of findings of the ciuiiiiry officer, he was called in Orderly Room and heard in person 
ni;l 1.2022. The accused official during personal hearing could not defend him.sclf against the 

cliargcs leveled against him. Keeping in view of the above, the undersigned being a comjictcitl authority 
do agree with the recommendation of the cncpiiry nfficcia therefore. CTinslablc I/.har No. I05‘> is hereby 
awarded minor punishment of “Stoppage of incrcmcnl for six months. IJcTs reinstated into .service from 

the dale of suspension. I

1.

on

)
Order announced.

(IJCdr (S) KASUIF AITAH /yiMAD AnilASDPSP 
Senior SuperintendAt of Police 

(Operations) Peshawar

V PA dated Peshawar, the t?2./// /2fi22.

Copy.tor iiitbrmalinn and necessary action In;-

1. rive (■apii.il City police Officer. Peshawar.
2. OASI.T Rf. IH).

1. I'MC along with complete enquiry file for record (_// .).

I';-.' •
s.
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lOFFICEOFTHE 
SUPERINTENDENT OF POLICE,

rural, PESHAWAR.

/PA: dated Peshawar theNO; L^d

i
the Senior Superintendent of Police 

■* Operations. Peshawar^
DFPARTMENTAL ENQUIRY

To i

Subject;

177/E/PA, dated 30.07.2022; pertaining toPlease refer to your office Endt; No. 

departmental enquiry against Inspector Yousaf Jan

STATEMENT OF ALLEGATION^

been reported ■ that he has been . indulged in illegal activities and 
has maintained links with notorious criminals as well as 

vide FIR No. 583 dated 03.06.2022 u/s

1. - It has
misconduct as he 
proclaimed offenders (POs) of case 
365,302,109.7-ATA PS Janpur.

alleged that he has leaked secret information in arrest of POs in2. It is further
above mentioned FIR and allied with criminals.

He.has tarnished the image of police department in t^yes.of general public\

and rendered him liable In
3.

All this amounts :to gross misconduct on his:pai 
punishment under Police (E&D) Rules, 1975.

4,

PROCEEDINGS:

Personal hearing.

Recording of statement.

. Collection of CDR and posting record.

Criminal record of Lai Sher group vide this office memo No. 21T2/PA dated 02:08.2022.

Enquiry officer provided reasonable opportunity to' Inspector Yousaf Jan, Statement of 
allegation was served upon him. and his written reply was recorded and he was cross. 

■ questioned too.,His CDR was obtained from CFU vide this office letter No: 2113/PA dated; 
02.08.2022. His posting record was' also sought from concerned office vide this office letter N 
2113/Pa dated 02.08.2022.

SCOPE OF ENQUIRY:

The scope of the enquiry includes supporting these criminals. {Lai Shei, Jan Stier, Rarnzan 
and rest of the family) in criminal cases in particular and in normal circumstances in general.. 
Giving infonnation regarding the operations of the police. It also includes being in contact with 
them for last one year or more without justified reasons. Being in contact with the above
mentioned group after the killjng of Haji Ihsan Ullah.

STATEMENT OF INSPECTOR YOUSAF JAN:
■ ' ' o

Inspector Yousaf Jan was called to the office and his statement was recorded which is

1.

2.

3.

4.

3
attached.



-IT

i> . 1

CROSS QUESTIONS:

Q;- Where do you live?

Rajar, Charsadda.

- Have ever performed duties at PS Janpur? 

Ans: - , No.

Aris; -

Q; - . p

1

Q; - Since when you are performing your duties in CCP?

Since 1991, . . i . , .

, Have you performed your duties in PS Chamkani? :

Yes, as SHO in 2018.

Reason of contact with Jan Sher and Lai Sher?

Ans: - ., ■, Their cousins are wanted and are POs in different cases of PS Urmar. In whic.:
f raids were conducted several times for the arrest,of accused. That’s why they 

contacted and threatened me to not to raid again. :

Since when are you performing your duty at PS Urm^p?^

Since 9 months.

Ans; -

Q;-

Ans; -

Q:-

I

' Q; -

Ans; -

FINDINGS: »•

1. That Lai Sher, Jan Sher, Ramzan etc are involved in lan^ grabbing, extortion, killing^ 
• innocent people as well as killing of innocent women.

That they are also involved in the killing of police officers.

That they are involved in illegal activities since 20,25 years.

That entire family involved in criminal activities, {criminal record is a

That there are many police officers who are their friends and supporters.

That they also harass police officers by using many techniques i.e submitting false 
applications in courts and to superior officers just to stop them from performing 
lawful duties.

That it is because qf these police officers that they .have been able to the reach that 
much level of the criminality. , ; • . • .

That the testimony to the fact above is,that there is not a single FIR of Extortion and land 
grabbing against them in Peshawar contrary to the ground facts and realities.

That inspector Yousaf Jan conducted several raids for the arrest of POs who are want 
in different cases (FIRs attached). In which, Jan Sher and|Lal Sher etc contacted 
threatened to not to raid again.

group*'^°''^ mentioned POs in the jurisdiction of PS Urmer are close relatives of Lai Sher

That he-did his job according to the law.

That this officer has 4 contacts with Jan Shen Call details are 

4 calls before the incident (incoming and;outgoing both). ^

,• \
2. •Y'i •'

V.

3..

4, • ■ ivilei
'•

5.

6, ■

their •

. • . 7.

8.

9-.

and

10.

. 11.

12.
as under; -

1.

.en'

✓
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CONCLUSION: •;:
In view of above, analyzing of the statement of Inspector Yousaf Jan, cross examination,

neHM^Inspector Yousafreports from intelligence sources and other available material, jUg.

Jan is not guilty of the offences as charged.

s KulacJii (PSP)CapUR) Saleem Abbas 
Enquiry Off

superintendent of^ 
^Rur^Di\^^n, 

PSsti^ar.

icer,
;e,

f

• #

V

I
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OFFICKOF TIIK
SR: SUrERINTENDRNT OF rOLlCE. 

(OPERATIONS) PESHAWAR 
phone. 091-0210508 !

ORDER

This ofnee order will dispose-off ihc dcparlmcntal proceedings againsl Inspector Vousarjan No. 
IV.124 while as SI 10 Police Station lirmar was placed under suspension and proceeded against 
dcpariincniallv on the allcgalions/chargcs that he has been indulged in illegal nclivilics and miscr>ndiiet 
as he has nuiiniaincd links with notorious criminals as well as proclaimed offenders fPCis) (^f ease vide 

'PIR No. 58.^ dated 0.^.06.2022 ii/s .^6.S/.tn2/l09/7-ATA PS Shahpitr and he has leaked secret information 

in arrest of POs in above mcniioned FIR and allied with criminals. . .

Under Police Rules 1975 (amended 2014) proper charge sheet alongwith summary of allegation 
was issued against him and SP Rural was appointed as Enquiry Officer who submitted his finding 
wherein he concluded that statement of Inspector Yousaf .Ian. cro.ss questioning, reports from 
intelligence sourcc.s and other available material the allegations against could not be proved.

I’}■

n .

1v.

■ ■ h 2.

t •

I
On receipt of findings of the enquiry officer, he was called in Orderly Room and-henrd in person 

on 01.11.2022. The accused official during personal hearing defend himself against the charges leveled 
against him. Keeping in view of the abovc.^thc undersigned being a competent authority do agree with 
the recommendation of the enquiry officer, therefore. Inspector Yousaf .Ian No. P/J24 is hereby 
exonerated from the allegation leveled againsl him. lienee the enquiry against-him.is hereby filed. lie is 
reinstated into .service from the date of suspension. ‘ .

Order announced. \ * .

' .T

.* •
I-

i-

(Lf Cdr ® KASIIIF AFTAB AnMAD ABBASDPSP 
Senior Supcrintcndmit of Police 

(Operation.s) I*shawar
No.<2 S7f~ 02. PA dated Peshawar, the (^2 j'

n /2022,
Copy for information and necessary action to:*

1. Ihc f’apital City Police flfficcr. Peshawar.
2. I-C-H, PO

.T I MC along with complclc enquiry file for record (

c»-
h

V ■



OFFICE OF THE
superintendent of police,

RURAL, PESHAWAR. .r-

L\ dated Peshawar the. 2R I f/'i /2022. <No.

• The Senior Superintendent of Police, : 

Operations,. Peshawar.

DEPARTMENTAL ENQUIRY

. To

Subject;

Please refer to your office Endt: No. 179/E/PA.’ dated 30.07.2022: pertaining. ; 

departmental enquiry against HC Syed Waqar Ali Shah No. 1873.

STATEMENT OF ALLEGATION:

It has been reported that he has been indulged. in illegal activities and 

misconduct as he has maintained links, with notorious criminals as well as 

proclaimed offenders (POs) of case vide FIR No. 583 dated 03.06.2022 u/s' . 

365,302,109,7-ATA PS Shahpur.

It is further alleged that he has leaked secret information in arrest of POs in 
above mentioned FIR* and allied with criminals, 

iii. He has tarnished the image of police department in the^^^s of gener^lspublic.

All this amounts to gross misconduct on his part/4nd rendered him li^le lor 
punishment under Police (E&D)'Rules, 1975. / \ . ’

II.
■Xo'

IV.

PROCEEDING:

• Personal hearing. .

• Recording of statement.

• Collection of CDR and posting record.

• Crimirial record of Lai Sher group vide this office memo No. 2112/PA dated 02^p^

Enquiry officer provided reasonable opportunity to HC Waqar Ali 
Statement of allegation was served upon him and his written reply was recorded and he w 

cross questioned too'. His CDR was obtained from CFU vide this office letter No. 2113yPA 
dated 02.08.2022. His posting record was also sought from concerned office.vide this office
letter No. 2113/Pa dated 02.08.2022. ' ^ ^

'22.

No. 1873.

SCOPE OF ENQUIRY:

The scope of the enquiry includes supporting these criminals (Lai Sher. Jan Sher, Ramzan 

. and rest of the family) in criminal cases in particular and in normal circumstances in general. 

Giving information regarding the. operations of the police. It also includes being in contact with 

them for last one year or more without justified reasons. Being in contact with the above

mentioned group after the killing of HajllhsanUltah.

STATEMENT OF HC WAQAR ALI SHAH:

• HC Waqar Ali Shah was called to the office and his stati 
attached.

mint v/as recorded which is



n*r-
FINDINGS: r

That Lai Sher, Jan Sher, Ramzan etc are involved in land grabbing, extortion, killing 
innocent people as vi/ell as killing of innocent women.

o

2. That they are also involved in the killing of police officers.

3. That they are involved in illegal activities since 20,25 yedrs
4. That eh^ family involved in criminal

activities, (criminafrecord is attached), 
many police officers who are their friends and supporters.

6. That they also harass police officers by using i 

applications'in courts and to superior officers just 
lawful duties.

5. That there are

many techniques i.e submitting false 

to stop them from perforrning their
i

7. • That* it is because of these police officers that they have been 
much level of the criminality.

able to the reach that

8. That the testimony to the fact above is that there 

grabbing against them in
is not a single FIR'of Extortion and land

Peshawar contrary to the ground,facts and realities.
9. Thai he received a call and caller stated that don't tease his villager during Nakabandi. 

asked by delinquent official about his identity but he discontinued the call.
10. That he was unaware regarding any Lai Sher, Jan Sher

In which,

or any other member of. his
i •

That this officer has S contacfs with Jan Sher (incoming and outgoing both)
CONCLUStON- ^ .

group as this period of duty was first in his tenure.
11.

In view of above, analyzing of the statement of HCyVaq^ 

questioning, intelligence sources and other available '
proved".

♦'..^ah No. 1873, cross
mat^fial 'allegations^ainst him are no

v ■

Capt (Ri'S^e® tbbas Ki )El :ei
Superint$«dgpt«n
^.--T^Orak’d^lvision

^.>''^!!^-'''^shawar.

'dice

..d"

.1

•r.

-! ■

\U



OFFICKOFTMK
SU: SUI*FRINTF,NnFN r OF POIJCK, 

(OFKRA'I IONS) PKvSnAWAK 
Phone. 09I-921050S

O R 0 E U

This ofnee ra-dcr will (lisposg-off ll,c dcparlmcnlal proceedings againsi I If Syed Waqar AM Shah

plncofl umicr snspensinn nnci proceeded jipain.st dcp;irtmcnlal!y on
No. )«71 while nl PS llayalahnd was

llegalions/chaigcs lhal he has heen indulged in illegal .aclivilies and niiseonduel as he has 
niaintaincd links with nolorinus criminals as well as proclaimed orfenders (I’Os) of case vide IIR No. 

5HJ dalcd 03.06,2022 u/s 365/.302/109/7-ATA I’S Shahpur and he has- leaked secrcl inrornialion m arresl

I he it

of POs in above mentioned FIR and allied with criminals.

1975 (amended 2014) proper charge .sheet alongwith summary of allegation

issued against him and SP Rural was appointed as l-nquiry Officer who submitted his Hiiding
qncslionlng. reports from

2. Under Police Rules 

was
wherein he conchidcci lhal slalcmcnl of IIC Syed Waqar Ali Shah, 
inicilipcnce sources and other available malcrialihc allcgalions against could not he proved.

cross

called in Orderly Roonr and heard in personOn rccci)il of findings of the enquiry officer, he 
on 01.11.2022. The accused official during personal hearing defend himself against the charges leveled

was

of the above, the undersigned being a competent authority do agree with ,against him. Keeping in view
rccnmmcndalion of the enquiry officer, therefore. MC Sycrl Wan-ar Ali Shah No. 1873 is herebythe

id^t.hiiTi is hereby filed. I Ic is.. exonerated from the allcgaiion leveled against him. lienee the enquiry a; 

rcin.slatcd into service from t he date of suspension. /

Order annoMMCCcl.

. «,(M Cdr ® KASilIF ArPAH AMMAD AIUUS|>PSP 
Senior Supcriiitcndcml t^f Police . 

(f)peralions) lyslVawar
PA dated Pc.shawar. the O^Jn J2i)22.

(!opy for information and necessary action Io>
1. The Capita! City Police Officer, Peshawar.
2. PO. OASI. GRC
}. PMC along with complete enquiry file for record ( ).
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o
OFFICE OF THE 

SUPERINTENDENT OF POLICE, 
RURAL, PESHAWAR.

H 1r
-\0^\ /PA: dated Peshawar the 28 / /O /2022.No.

: To The Senior Superintendent of Police 

Operations, Peshawar^
DEPARTMENTAL ENQUIRYSubject; i

Please refer to your office Endt: No. 172/E/PA, dated 30.07.2022; pertaining to 

departmental enquiry against DFC FakhreAlam No. 419. , •

STATEMENT OF ALLEGATION:

i, . It has been'reported that he has been indulged in Illegal activities and - 

misconduct as he has maintained links with 'notorious crirhinals as well a' 

proclaimed offenders (POs) of case vide FIR No. =583 dated 03.06.2022 l;;j 

365.302,109,7-ATA PS Shahpur.. .: . ..

It is further alleged- that he has leaked secret information in arrest of POs in 

above mentioned FIR and allied with criminals.

He has tarnished the image of police department in the e^gs^of-gecieral public.

All this amounts to gross misconduct on his part^^afid rendered hm<3 liable for 
punishment under Police (E&D) Rules', 1975. / \ .

III.

IV.

PROCEEDING: 7

• Personal hearing.

• Recording of statement.

. • Collection of CDR and posting record.

• Criminal record of Lai Sher group vide this office memo No. 2112/PA dated 02.08.2022.

Enquiry officer. provided reasonable opportunity to DFC Fakhr e Alam Np. 419. 

Statement of allegation was served upon him and his written reply was recorded and he was
cross questioned too. His GDR \A/as obtained from. CFU vide this office letter No. 2113/PA 

dated 02.08.2022. His posting record was .also sought from concerned office vide this office 
letter No. 2113/Pa dated 02.08.2022. . ' ^

SCOPE OF ENQUIRY:

The scope of the enquiry includes supporting these criminals'(Lai Sher, Jan Sher, Ramzan 

and rest of the family) in criminal cases in particular and in normal circurnstances in general. ' 
Giving information regarding the operations of the police. It also includes being in contact with 

them for .last one year or more without justified reasons. Being in. contact with the abovet 

mentioned group after the killing of Haji Ihsan Ullah. \ .
i .



■ i

gTATFMENT OF DFC FAKHR E ALM
- 7="

recorded which iscalled to the office and his statement’ was
'•DFC Fakhr e Alam was

attached.

rROSS QUESTIQNSi

Ramzan and Lai Sher etc?Do you know Jan Sher 

Yes.

What are their activities and reputation in the area?

Suspicious/ involved in illegal activities, killing of innocent people 

and extortion.

Why Muhamniad Hussain Si (police official)

He was killed by them without any reason.

• Did you kno
* regarding killing of innocent people?

Q; -

Ans; -

Q;-
land grabbing

Ans; -

killed by Lai Sher group?was
Q;'

Ans; - ■
wing about the illegal activities of Jan Sher etc and have information

Q; -

Yes. .Ans; -
about the killing of innocent.women by Jan Sher etc?

- Do you knowQ; -

Yes.

you know the said group is land mafia?

' Yes,’ ■ ■ ■ ’

Do you know that Jan Sher is PO and wanted to differ)^

No answer. , ; * .

When you know everything about Jan Sher, Lai Sher etc, why you 

with them?

Only for compliance the court orders and informing abdutthe court summons.

Ans; -

Q;

And; -
nt PSs?

.Q; -

Ans;'

Q;-

Ans; -

FINDINGS:

involved in land grabbing, extortion, killing ofi. That Lai Sher,.Jan Sher, Ramzan etc are
innocent people as well as killing of innocent women.

ii. That they are also involved in the killing of police officers.

iii. . That they are involved in illegal activities since 20,25 years.
That entire family involved in criminal activities, (criminal record is attached).

That there are many police officers who are their friends and supporters.
Vi. That they also harass police officers by using many techniques i.e .submitting false 

applications in courts and to superior officers just to stpp them from performing their

IV.

V.

lawful duties.
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*

r

been able to the reach thatThat it is because of these police officers that they have^
VII.

much level of criminality.. . •
« Th«t.». “• >■»»• “"

-land grabbing against them in Peshawar contrary to the ground facts and real,, . ,
1. That applicant of the case i.e dan Sher and Ramzan called by DFC FaKhr e A,apt and

■ informed about the summons. The details of the cases are asunder^-,,

a. FIR No.
56 dated 17.01.2018 u/s 302/34 PS Chamkani.
1214 dated 29.10.2014 u/s 302/324/34 PS Chamkani 

c. FIR No. 2267 dated 06.10.2019 u/s 324 PS Chamkani ■ .

d fir No. 407 dated 03.04.2021 u/s 302 PS Chamkani 
X All relevant documents i.e court summons, cases details-etc are attached. . ^ ^

xi'. That this officer has 39 contacts with Jan Sher and' Ramzan (incoming and outgo .

b. FIR No.

. both).

INCLUSION;
Alam No. 419. cross 

legations^ not proved.
in view of above, analyzing, of the statement of DFC Fa^ 

intelligence sources and other available material,I
questioning

\.

Kulachl (PSP) 

Police.

Capt (R) Sate^
Enquiry OTic 

Superintendei 
Rural,>01 jon

lawar.

i
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oFKicrcoK Tin-:
SR: SCIPRRINTICNDRNT OF POi:iCi:» 

(OPFUATfONS) PKSIIAWAR 
Ph»nc. 091-9210508

C) R » K n•i'
V.

Thk oCIlrr order will disposc-ofrIhc (iepnrlmcnlal proccedinps C'nnsl.nbic I‘<ikl>r-c-Alam

Nn, 410 u hilc ,ii PS Chaiiikani was placed iiiulci; suspension and proccccicd apatnsi depardiicnrally on 
Ihc aliefiaiions/cliargcs lhal he has heen iiuliilgcd in Illegal aclivjlics and iiiiscnndncl as he has 
niainlaincd links with nnlnrinns criminals as vvcil as proclaimed ofrenders fPOs) of ease vide FIR No. 
58.^ dalcd 0.^06.2022 n/s JI65/.^02/100/7-A l A PS Shahpiir and he has leaked .sccrcl informalinn in aircsl 

of POs in above mcnlioncd P'lR and allied vvilh criminals. . , \
i.* *

Under Police Rules 1975 (amended 2014) proper charge shcci alongwilh summary of allegation • 
^vas issued against him and SP Rural was appointed as linquiry Officer wh(» .submillcd hi.s llnding 
wherein he cmicludcd ihni siaicmcnl of f'onsfabic l‘akhr-c-AIam No. 410. cn\ss queslioning. reports 
from iniclligcncc srn'irccs aiul niher availahic tnaicrial Ihc allegations against criuld not be proved.

2.

AV'

On receipt of fuidings of (he enquiry officer, he was called in Orderly Room and heard in person 
on 01.11.2022. The accii.scd official during personal hearing defend him.sclf against the charges leveled 
against him. Keeping in view of jhc above, (he undersigned being a competent aulhority do'agrcc with . ^ 
(be recommendation of the. enquiry officer. Ilicrcforc. C?nii.s(iihlc Fnklif-c-Alam No. 419 is hereby 
o.xoncratcd from the allegation leveled against him. lienee (he cnqiiiiy agairfsf him i.s hereby filed, lie is 
reinstated into service I'rom the <lalc ofsiispcnsicav

f>idcr annoiincrfl.
I

; '

(Id Odra KASniF AFTAR /VlIMAn AHUASI)PSP 
Senior Supcrintciulfnl of Police 

(Operations) resluuvat

P

-3$ PA dated Peshawar, the /2li22.

C opy for information and iicccs.sar'y action to:- 
I. I he f apital fity Pf'Iicc OITicer. Peshawar.
? Pf). OASI. flU-

INK alniig wiili 1',^, |;,j. I '

.



- * J^ i cOFFICE OF THE ^
SUPERINTENDENT OF POLICE,

rural, PESHAWAR. iJjXJ2022
dated Peshawar the

/ . .

No.

superintendent of PoliceTo
The Senior 
Operations, Peshawar,

30:07.2022; pertaining toSubject;
NO. .185/E/PA, dated

office
instFC ShoukatKhan No. 1190.

Please,refgr to your 

departmental enquiry agai.

cTATEWIENTjOFALLiSMlQMl activities andiridulged in illegal
that he has been criminals as well asreported 

he has 
offenders (POs)

It has been 
misconduct as

links with notoriousmaintained
of case, vide.

fir No. 583 dated 03.06.2022 u/s

proclaimed
365,302,109,7-ATAPSShahpur

It is farther alleged that he
above mentioned FIR and allied with cnmmals

s tarnished the image of police depa

misconduct

leaked secret information in arrest of POs .u
has

n.
of general public.' 

and rendered him liable for
irtment in the eyes

He ha his parton
this amounts to grossAlliv. 1975. ,der Police (E&D) Pulespunishment un

ppnr.FEDING:

• Personal hearing. V
Recording of statement. ■ . \

Collection of CDR and posting record. ■ \
• •:::,recordoaa.Shergroupvideth,soff,cememo

^ed 02.08,202-.
.2112

10. 11.90- . ■

•^ed and he was
to FC ShouWa^^aj

reasonable opportunity
Enquiry officer provided 

Statement of allegation 

questioned too.
dated 02.08.2022. His posting rec 

21.13/Pa dated 02.08.2022

and his written reply W3? re
vide this office letter No. 2113/PA 

erned office vide this office

served upon himwas
obtained from CFU.

His CDR was coneord was-also sought from.cross

letter No. 

qrnPF OF ENQUlRYl • Ramzan

It also includes being in contact
contact with the above

of the enquiry
family) in criminal cases in. particular

garding the operations of the police

.or more without justified reasons

The scope and in norm
Vulii’. and rest of the

.Giving information re
for last one year

Being in

them
mentioned group after the

killing of Haji Ihsan Ullah.

ct.tpmfNT of FCSHQUKAIKHAN:
recorded which is

cailed to the office and his statement was
Khan wasFC ^houkat

attached.
: /'
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» ' CROSS QUESTIONS:
• ^

Do you know Jan Sher, Ramzan and Lai Sher etc?Q: -

Ans: - Yes.

. What are their activities and reputation-in the area?Q: -

Ans: - Suspicious/ involved in illegal activities, killing of innocent people, land grabbing 

and extortion.

Q: - • Why Muhammad Hussain sr(police official) was killed by LahSher'group? 

hie was killed by them without any reason. ,

Did you knowing about the illegal activities of Jan Sher etc and have information . 

regarding killing of innocent people? .

Ans;'

. Q:-

•Ans;- Yes.

Do you know about the killing of innocent women by Jan Sher etc?.Q: -

Ans: - Yes.

Q: - Do you know the said group is land mafia?

And: - Yes,

Q;- Do you know that Jan Sher is PO and wanted to different PSs?

Ans; - No answer.

Q: - When you know everything about: Jan Sher, Sher etc, why yo^re in contact 

with them? /

Ans: - Because for asking the presence of PMA, ,

FINDINGS:

That Lai Sher, Jan Sher, Ramzan etc are involved in lahd^ 

innocent people as well as killing of innocent women.

^ That they are also Involved in the killing of police officers. '

^ That they are involved in illegal activities-since 20,25 years^

That entire family, involved in criminal activities, (criminal record is attached).

That there are many police officers who are theirfriends and supporters..'

That they also harass police officers by using many techniques i.e submitting false ! .

applications in, courts and to superior officers just to stop them from performing their 
. lawful duties.

That it is

■

arabbii^, e/tortion. killing of

because, of these police officers that they have been able to-the 

much level of criminality.
That the testimony to the facts above is that there is not a single FIR of Extortion and 

land grabbing against them in Peshawar contrary to the ground facts and realities.
That he performed his duties as gunner MPA Jehandad and on his directions he called 

to Jan Sher, Lai Sher etc for. meeting or other work as he

reach tfi.

r->

was area Nazim.

4
'r



c\
■ That Lai Sher is Nazim of his constituency and was contacted several time by. MPA and 

his son namely Arbab Imad.
That whenever, MPA is in meeting or busy and unable to receive the call, different 

Nazimeen elders of the area as well as Lai Sher was calling on his number;persons
'■> That this person has 3 contacts with Jan Sher.

> CONCLUSION:

In view of above, analyzing of the statemont of FC Shoukat Khan, cross questioning, 

intelligence sources and other available material "the allegations against FC Shoukat Khan 

couldn’t be proved”.
/

Capt (H) Saleem Abqas Kukichi (PSP) ;
\ Enquiry Opcecf

Supbdn^denrof Poiicef'^^^^
RurafTXJivisi

Peshawacr
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- k mV- OFFrCKOFTIir,
.SR: SifPFRINTKNnFNT OF rOMCF, 

(OPFRATtONS) PFSITAWAR 
Phone. 001-921051)8

'A

2 \

O R I) IvR

‘Chis office order will dispo.scrorf lhc dcpnrlincnlal proceedings against Constable Shoukat Khan 
No. I ion while al CC.I' Peshawar was.placed under suspension and proceeded against departmentally 

the allcgations/chargcs that he has been indulged in illegal activities and misconduct as he- has • 
maintained links with notorious criminals as well as.proclaimed offenders fPOs) of case,vidc MR No. 
.SR.t dated 0.1.06.2022 ii/.s .165/.102/109/7-ATA PS Shnhpur and he has leaked .secret information in arrc.st 

of POs in above mentioned I'lR and allied with criminals. *

on

{huler Police Rules 107.’' (amciulcd 2014) proper charge sheet alongwith summary of allegation 
was issued against him and SP Rural was appointed as r.nqiiiry'Cfriccr who submitted his finding 
wherein he concluded that statement of Constalilc Shoukat Khaii No, 1100. cross tpicstioning. reports 
from intelligence sources and other avaiiahic material the allegations against could not be proved.

2.

On receipt of findings of the cnquii-y officer, he wa.s called iniOrdcrly Room and heard in person 
. on 01.11.2022. The accused official during personal hearing defend him.self against the charges leveled 

against,him. Keeping in view of thc.ahovc. the undersigned being a competent authority do agree with 
the rccommciulafinn of (he enquiry officer. Ilicrcforc. Constable Shoukat lylinn No. 1100 is hereby 
exonerated from Ibe allegation Icvclcci against him. lienee the enquiry ngajiwifhtm-is hereby (lied. Ileis 

rcinslalcd into .'service friim (be date of suspension.

Order announced.

.1.

f

^ /

(14 fidr KASMIF AFTAIJ /y IMAD ABRASIIPSP 
Senior Superintendent of Police 

(Operations)/eshawar . -
No.PA dated 1‘csliawar. the 02~ //i /2022.

ff'py for inOninalion and ncccs.saryacliini lo;- 
.1.1 he Capita! City I’oliec Ctfllecr. 1‘csha'var 
:. PC. OASI. r RC

.1. i'MC along with complete enquiry Hie f«n- iccord f // ).

;b-

J



0
OFFICE OF THE 

SUPERINTENDENT OF POLICE, 
RURAL, PESHAWAR.

/PA: dated Peshawar the _2SL./j!ili_y2022.
No,, •

To’.

The Senior Superintendent of Police 

Operations, Peshawar. 
DEPARTMENTAL ENQUIRYSubject;

office Endt; No'. 174/E/PA. dated' 30.07.2022; pertaining, toPlease refer to your 
departmental enquiry against HC Amjid Khan No. 5564.

STATEMENT OF ALLEGATION:

It has been reported that he has been indulged in-illegal • activities and 

he has maintained links with notorious criminals as well rmisconduct as
proclaimed offenders (POs) of case vide FIR No. 583 dated 03.06.2022 u/s

365,302,109,7-ATA PS Shahpur. ,
It is further alleged that he has leaked secret information in arrest of POs in 

above mentioned FIR and allied with criminals.
He has tarnished the image of police department in the eyes of general publjc.'- 

All this amounts to gross misconduct on^js'parTll 

punishment under Police (E&D) Rulesy1975. *

II.

• III.

c rendered hirn liable foT -" '■ IV.

JS.PROCEEDING:
, \

• Personal hearing.

• Recording of statement.

• Collection of .CDR and posting record.

• Criminal record of Lal Sher group vide this office memo 02.08.2022.2

Enquiry officer provided reasonable opportunity to. HC Amjid 

of allegation was served upon him and his written reply was rdc^rded and he was cross 

questioned too. His CDR was obtained from CFU vide this office letter No. 2113/PA dated 

02,08.2022. His posting record was also sought from concerned office vide this office letter No, 

. 2113/Pa dated 0.2*08.2022,

No. 5564. Statement

SCOPE OF ENQUIRY:

The scope of the enquiry includes supporting these criminals (Lai Sher, Jan Sher, Ramkcn 

and rest of the family) in .criminal cases in particular and in normal circumstances in general. 

Giving information regarding the operations of the police. It also includes being in contact with 

them for last one year or more without justified reasons. Being iri contact with the above ' 

mentioned group after the killing of Haji Ihsan Ullah.

i''
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. STATEMENT OF HC AMJID KHAN NO. 5564:

HC Amjid Khan No. 5564 was called to. the office and his statement was recorded which

is attached.

CROSS QUESTtONS:

Why you have attached the press clipping of martyred ASI, Amjid Khan with yoi irQ:-

statement ?

Ans: -

Do you know Jan Sher, Ramzan and Lai Sher etc?Gi­

ves.Ans:.-

whatare their activities and reputation in the area?

Suspicious/ involved in illegal activities, killing of innocent people, land grabbing 

and extortion.

Why Muhammad Hussain (police official) was killed by Lai Sher group?

Q:- !
I
“1

Ans;-

Qi-

He was killed by them without any reason.

Did you knowing about the illegal activities of Jan Sher etc^d ti^e information ■ 

■ • regarding killing of innocent people? \ .

Aris; -

cQ: -

: 5 ■
Yes.Ans-: - 7

Do you know about the killing of .innocent worien by Jan Sher etc?Q;

Yes.Ans: -

V■ . Do you know the said group is land mafia?Q: -

Yes,And: -

Were you in contact with Jan Sher. Ramzan etc and since wKen?. Q;-

No.Ans; -

Do you know that Jan Sher is PO .and wanted to different PSs?Q; -

YesAns: -

If you know everything about Jan Sher, Lai Sher etc, why you are in contact with' 

them?
Q;-

Ans:,-. No answer.



T):'j. -i" c
» ■

C"

FINDINGS:

That Lai Sher, Jan Sher, Ramzan etc are involved in land grabbing, extortion, killing of

innocent people as well as killing of innocent women.

2- That they are also involved in the killing of police officers..

3. That they are involved.in illegal activities since 20,25 years.
4. That entire family involved in criminal activities, (criminal record is attached).

5. That there are many police officers who are their friends and supporters.
the police officials by using many techniques i.e lodging false6. That they also harass

applications in courts and to superior officers just to stop them from performing the;

lawful duties.
7: That It is because of those police officers that they have been able to the 

. much level of the criminality.
That the testirhony to the fact above is that there is not a single FIR of Extortion and land 

grabbing against them in Peshawar contrary to the ground facts and realities.
• 9. That he knew that the. above mentioned group are wanted and is POs and have been 

POs all along as he confessed during cross questioning.
10. That he confessed that the above mentioned group is involved in land mafia, killing of

innocent people as well as killing of police officials.
11. That during cross questioning, he denied the relationship and contact with the above 

mentioned group .but in his CDR cleared showed that he in contact with the group (Cr;;

attached). ■
12. That being a police officer it is necessary to. avoid contacts with criminals’and other

people having illegal activities, but, HC Amjid, Khan failed to do this.

13. That as far as, being Nazim of area does not give any person a reason to justify crimes

of a criminal. ; ' • .
14. That he mentioned in his statement that the person who has been charged is not him 

and he has no contacts with the lal Sher Group contrary to what is reflected in his CDR,

15. That he is the resident of the same village as of the accused.
16. That knowing fully well the history of the group he has been involved

17. That this officer has 7 contacts with Jan Sher, Lal sher and Ramzan (incoming ani i

outgoing both. ,

reach that

.8.

CONCLUSION:

In view of above, analyzing of the statement of Inspector HC Amjid No.' 5564, cross 

questioning, intelligence sources and other available material

sheet against him is proved.

t^ie-'^ailegation^h .̂4 of charge

i

\
/

Capt (Rj^Sal^ithA^ 
Enqmnis€ 

Superintend^ 
RuraL-Oi^dh

KulacM(^)
ic<

PotfCe,
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m OFFICE OF TUK 
SRrSlIPKRINTKNDKNT OF POUCK, 

(OPRRATIONS) PKSHAWAH 
Phone. 091-9210508

ORDER

This office order will disposc-olT ihc dcpnrlincnlnl proceedings ngainsi IlC Amjid Khan No. 
55fi4 while posted at CCP Peshawar was'placed under suspension and proceeded against dcparimcnlally 
oil the allcgatinns/chargcs that he has been indulged in illegal aclivilics and mi.sconducl as he ha.s 
maintained links with notorious criminals as well as proclaimed offenders fPOs) of ease vide HR No. 
5X3 dated 03.06.2022 u/s365/3n2/109/7.ArA PS Shahpurand he has leaked sccrcl information in arrest

of POs in above mentioned FIR and allied with criminals.

I fndcr Police Rules 1975 (amended 2014) proper charge sheet alongwilh summary of allegation 
was issued against him and SP Rural was appointed ns F.nquiry Officer who suhmitted his finding 
wherein he concluded that stalemcni of 11C. Amjid Khan No. 5564, cro.'^s questioning, reports from 
intelligence sources and other available material Ihc allegations No. 4 of the charge sheet stands proved.

2.

called in Orderly Room and heard in person3. On receipt of findings of the enquiry officer, he was
01.11.2022. The accused official during personal hearing could not defend himself against the 

charges leveled against him. Keeping in view of the ahovc; the lihdcrsigncd being a competent authority . •
. on

do agree with the recommendation of Ihc enquiry officer, therefore., MC Amjid Khan No. 5564 is 
•hereby awarded minor punishincnl of “Stoppage of increment for si^Ttfuitlvs.-Uc is reinstated into, 

service from the date of .suspension. ' /■

Order announccfi.
,/

ij
> ■

(U Cdr (R) KASHIF AFTAB MIMAD ARBASIIPSP 
Senior Supcrinlcn^nl of Police 

(Opcralion.s)/cshawnr
No. pa dated Pc.shawar. Ihc pX jn

72022.
Copy for information and nccc.ssary action to:-

1. Tlic Capital City Police Officer. Pcsliawar.
2. I-C-II. PO. -

3. I'MC along with complete enquiry file for record ( /. .i ).

4k, '

f-i .
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OFFICE OF THE
SUPERINTENDENT OF POLICE,

RURAL, PESHAWAR.

/PA: dated Peshawar the _££_/_/j^/2022.

t

i

No.

The Senior Superintendent of Police 

Operations, Peshawar,

j,. DEPARTMENTAL ENQUIRY

Please refer to your office Endt; No. 

departmental enquiry against IHC Irfan Ullah No

STATEMENT 08 ALLEGATION^

To

•. >
Subject;

178/E/PA, dated . 30.07.2022; pertaining to 

. 2988.
\

It has been reported that , he has been indulged in illegal activities and 

misconduct as he has maintained links with notorious criminals as well-as

vide FIR NO. 583 dated 03.06.2022 u/sproclaimed offenders pOs) of case 
365,302,109,7-ATA PS Shahpur.

alleged, that he has leaked secret information in arrest of POs inIt is further
above mentioned FIR.and allied with criminals.

II

es of general public, 

his part and rendered him liable for
TnTRiHe has tarnished the image of police deparinj 

Alt this amounts to gross misconduct ^ 
punishment under Police (E&D) Rules/i975.

III.

IV.

PROCEEDING:

• . Personal hearing.

• Recording of statement.

• Collection of CDR and posting record.
. Criminal record of Lai Sher group vide this office memo No/^11

\

. dated 02.08.2022. ■

Enquiry officer provided reasonable opportunity to IHC Irf^n/Ullah No^ 2988. Statement
recorded, and • he was crossof allegation was served upon him_ and his written reply wa; 

questioned too. His CDR was obtained from CFU vide this office letter No. 2113/PA date' 

02.08.2022. His posting record was also sought from* concerned office vide this office letter N 

2113/Pa dated 02.08,2022.

SCOPE OF ENQUIRY:

The scope of the enquiry includes supporting these criminals (Lai Sher, Jan Sher, Ramzan 

and rest of the family) in criminal cases in particular and in normal circumstances in general. 

Giving information regarding the operations of the police. It also includes being in contact with 

them for last one year or more without justified reasons. Being in contact with the above 

mentioned group after the killing of Haji Ihsan Ullah.
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statement QF IHC IRFft^ “■ NO. 2988:

‘ ■ iHC Irfan Uliah No. -2988 was called to the office 

is attached. ■ ' '

rpnss QUESTIONS

•1-
«

and his statement was, recorded which ■i
• I

I

Li know Jan Sher, Ramzan and Lai Sher etc?..Do you 

■Yes..

. What are

Suspicious/ involved in 

and extortion.

Why Muhammad Hussain SI (police official) was killed by Lai Sher group?

Re was killed by them without any reason.

Did you knowing about the illegal activities of Jan Sher etc and have

. regarding killing of innocent people? _

Qi-

Ans: -
their activities and reputation in the area? -

illegal activities, killing.of innocent people, land grabbing
Q:-

• Ans; -

Q:-

Ans; -
information

•- Q;-

Yes.Ans: -
Do you know about the killing of innocent w^en by Jan Sher etc? ^

•Q:-

Ans; -

po you know the said group is land mafia?Q:- V.
Yes, •And: -

Do-you know that Jan Sher Is PO and wanted to'different PSs? ■
Q:-

YesAns: -
are'in contactWhen you know everything about Jan Sher, Lai Sher etc, why you 

with them?
Q:-

!
for same FIRAns: -

Why you have been in contact with Jan Sher, Lai- Sher. Ramzan etc .since 6
Q; -•

months.

as l already stated.Ans: -

FINDINGS:

That Lai Sher, Jan Sher, Ramzan etc are involved in land grabbing, extortion.'killi^pf ■ 

innocent people as.weil as killing of innocent women.

2. That they are also involved in the killing of police officers; r

3. That they are involved in illegal activities since 20.25 years.
4. That entire family involved in criminal activities, (criminal record is attached).

- • -■--------1-^ whn are their friends and supporters.

1.

1
1
J
V, -

I



: <r
.

-V

they also harass police officers by using many techniques i.e submitting false 

in courts and superior officers just to stop them from performing therr ^wful

police officers that they have been able to the r^ach that

6. iThat 
• application

duties.

.. .V,

' 7. That it is because of these

contrary, to the ground facts and realities.
is wanted, are POs and have been POs

8. That the ' P*grabbing against them in .Peshawar 
9. That he knew that the above .mentioned group

confessed during cross questioning.
mentioned group is involved in land mafia, killing of

'tl ■

all along as he
10. That he confessed that the above

innocent people as well as killing of police officials.

contact with the above mentioned.group.11. That he was in
1.2. That during cross questioning he regretted the 

confessed that he has close relation with the group.
13 That being a police officer it is necessary to avoid

people having illegal activities, but, IHC Irfan ailah failed to do
14 That this officer has 7 contacts with Jan Sher (incoming and outgoing both^ ^ ^

purpose of the .FIR mentioned above of PS East Cantt

relationship with group but later on

contacts with criminals and other

f

15; That he only contacted for the
Muharir Investigation in PS East Cantt.16. That he was

That his contacts are only at the day of the FIR as attached.
. 1.7.

INCLUSION:
statement of Irfan Ullah No. 2988, cross questioning, 

and other available material the "alfa^ati^gainstIn view of above, analyzing of the 

intelligence sources
im are not proved".

\- •
^j^(PSP)CaK{R) Sale^^

Superintend
Rur^C

ej
'olice.

ision, .
hawar


