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The appeal of Mr. Muhammad 'l ahir resubmiUed 

today by Mr. Khiya! Muhammad Mohmand Advocate. Tt is 

fixed for preliminary hearing before Single Bench at 

Peshawar on 14.06. 2024. Parcha ifoshi given to counsel for 

the appeiiant.
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The appeal of Mr. Muhammad Tahir received today i.e on 11.06.2024 is 

incomplete on the following score which is returned to the counsel for the 

appellant for completion and resubmission within 15 days.

According to sub-rule-4 of rule-6 of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service 

Tribunal rules 1974 respondent no.l is un-necessary/improper party, in 
light of the rules ibid and on the written direction of the Worthy 

Chairman the above mentioned respondent number be deleted/struck 
^ut from the list of respondent.

2- Memorandum of appeal is not signed by the appellant.
(§)- Copy of Enquiry report mentioned in the memo of appeal is not 

attached with the appeal with the appeal.
4- Page ho. 17 of the'.appeal is illegible be replaced by legible better one. 

Three copies/sets of the appeal along with annexures i.e. complete in 

all respect for Tribunal and one for each respondent may also be 
submitted with the appeal. /^\

/lnst;/2024/KPST, / k \ ■No.

V)Dl. / I' /2024. V
AafSTANTojfr

SERVICE TRIBUNAL 
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 

PESHAWAR.

\

\X /
Khiyai^tilrammad Mohmand Adv.
High Court Peshawar.
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE
TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. /2024

AppellantMuhammad Tahir
N

VERSUS

Commandant, Special Security and another.... Respondents

INDEX

Description of Documents Annex PagesS.No

Grounds of Appeal 1-81.

Affidavit 92.

“A”Copy of the Service Card3- 10
:s

“B”Copy of the order/ judgment 

dated 07.02.2024
4. 11-15

Copies^of the both statements “C&D” 16-175.

6. “E”Copy of the reduction in rank 

order of respondent No. 2
18-19

“P”Copy of grounds of appeal7. 20-22

■c-8. Copy of the rejection Order 

dated 29.05.2024 of 

respondent No. 1

‘‘G” - 123 -

Wakalat Nama9. 24

Appellant
Through

, Khiyal Muhammad Mohmand
&

Zeeshan Gul 
Advocates, High CourtDated: 10.06.2024
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•j IBEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE

. -.-'cTRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. /2024

Muhammad Tahir,

Sub-Inspector, No. P/290 

S/o Muhammad Akram

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

Appellant

\/ersus

1. Commandant, Special Security Unit (CPEC) Khyber 

Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar

2. Deputy Commandant, Special Security Unit (CPEC) 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar

................Respondents

APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF THE KHYBER

. pakhtunkhwa service TRIBUNAl ACT,
■ '■ >■«
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1974 against the impugned Order No. 1475^

79/ EC dated 29.05.2024, WHEREBY APPEAL

OF THE APPELLANT WAS DISMISSED VIDE
A .

ORDER NO. 1475-79/EC DATED 29.05.2024

BY THE RESPONDENT NO. 1, WHICH WAS

FILED BY THE APPELLANT AGAINST THE

ORDER NO. 1161-73/EC DATED 24.04.2024

OF RESPONDENT NO. 2 BY VIRTUE OF WHICH

THE MAJOR PUNISHMENT OF "REDUCTION IN
t1
f

RANK" FROM INSPECTOR TO SUB-INSPECTOR
■ t

WAS IMPOSED UPON THE APPELLANT ANi> \
'S

THE SAME ORDRE WAS MAINTAINED BY THF
ft-

»
RESPONDENT No. 1 FOR THE APPELLANT.

/
e

»I

PRAYER IN APPEAL:

On acceptance of this Appeal, the impughW 

order No.
\

1475-79/EC dated 29.05.2024 ari(l
? <5 *

"Reduction in Rank" order no. 1161-73/EC dated

24.04.2024 may kindly be set aside and the appellant
• *.

may please be restored/ re-instated on his post of
» '

Inspector in service with all back benefits/ consequently 

relief

k

i
V r

» *

P • 4 
*}
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Respectfully Sheweth:

l.That the appellant was inducted and appointed

in the police service as a Constable on
\

25.08.1987. (Copy of the Service Card is Ann"

I

2.That the appellant after qualifying himself duffrif 

the course of his service was promoted to the 

rank of Inspector.

3.That the appellant served with zealous and 

having unblemished record of service and served 

according to the satisfaction of high ups and'.® 

this effect his ACRs/ PERs bear testimony.

4.That despite the fact the appellant has been 

implicated on mere suspension and there was np 

iota evidence in possession of the department^] 

authorities but the respondents department 

awarded major penalty reduction in rank fropi 

Inspector to Sub-Inspector under Police Rules 

1975/ Amended, 2014.

5.That the appellant challenged the impugned 

order before the Hon'ble Tribunal by filing

•S.*'
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appeal No. 883/2023, which was allowed with 

direction for denovo inquiry into the matter. 

(Copy of the order/ judgment dated 07.02.2024
is Ann-B).

!<

y

6.That as per the direction of the Hon'ble Tribunal
the respondents/ department contacted Sharjee!
Memon, who recorded impartial statement,..J3ut-.4
the inquiry officer instead of fair denovo inquiry 

into the matter, played an engineered game and 

took shelter of one Aqif statement, that the 

appellant used abusive language to the said 

constable, but the said constable also submitted ' 
statement in favour of the appellant. (Copies qf 

the both statements are Ann-C & D)
, :(■;

7.That it is worth to mention that denovo inquiry 

has been conducted by the respondents with 

malafide intention and ulterior motive, wherein
again the inquiry officer recommended the

■-1

appellant for imposition of major penq,| 
punishment.

}

S.That respondent No. 2 on the strength of inquiry
report passed order No. 1161-73/EC dated 

24.04.2024, whereby major penalty of 

"Reduction in rank" from Inspector to S.ufe
i/
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Inspector was awarded to the appellant. (Copy 

of the reduction in rank order is Ann-E).
vj

9.That feeling dissatisfied with the reduction i:rj 

rank order, the appellant filed departmenjgj 

appeal on 02.05.2024 before the respondent No. 

1. (Copy of grounds of appeal is A'nn-F),

10. That the respondent No. 1 vide order NO; 

1475-79/EC dated 29.05.2024 rejected .the 

Appeal of the appellant. (Copy of the Ordeir
^ -i- ■

dated 29.05.2024 is Ann-G). "O

11. That feeling aggrieved from the Impugned 

Order No. 1475-79/EC dated 29.05.2024 of 

Respondent No. 1 and Reduction in Rank orden 

No. 1161-73/EC dated 24.04.2024 of respondent

No.2, the appellant is constraint to file the 

instant appeal on the following grounds inter 

alia;

;

GROUNDS:

A.That the impugned Appellate Order No. 147% 

79/EC dated 29.05.2024 of the respondent No.-j. 

by virtue of which Departmental Appeal >•/ 

Presentation of the appellant was rejected and 

reduction in rank order No. 1161-73/EC dated;^ 

24.04.2024 of respondent No. 2, whereby the

• 1
•
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appellant was imposed major . penalty of 

reduction in rank in service are corum non 

judice, illegal, without jurisdiction and lawful

authority, against the principles of natural 

justice, without any rhymes and reasons, hence, 

liable to set aside.
•3

B.That impugned order are illegal and unjust and 

in violation of rules and law applicable to the 

matter.
/

C.That the appellant rendered unblemished 

services in the police force without any criminal

history and without any involvement in any kind 

of illegal activities but still awarded 

penalty of reduction in rank.
majo^

i

D.That admittedly there is 

admission recorded till
no confession.n.©0 

date against the 

appellant as well as by the witnesses but the

inquiry officer did great miscarriage of justice.
1

E.That the respondents/ department in denovo 

inquiry, again failed to prove any allegatiof^g 

against the appellant but despite these fact, the 

appellant is made a rolling stone just deprive 

him from further promotion on the basis of 

baseless allegation.
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F. That there is no truth in the allegations 

mentioned in the impugned orders.

G.That the respondents issued the impugned 

orders in a slip shot and arbitrary manner just to

delay the promotion of appellant, because the 

family of appellant was suffered in a blood feud

enmity since 2008 to 2022.

H.That the orders of "Reduction In Rank" 

against the principle of natural justice, equity 

and fair play and is a colourful exercise'* # 

powers by respondents/department.

are

I. That the proceedings carried out in the case 

suffered from gross legal infirmities such 

violation of fundamental rights as period , foj: 

punishment was not specified and imposej' 

major penalties retrospectively.
<-

J. That any other grounds would be adduced by the 

appellant during arguments on the instant 

appeal with permission of this Hon'ble Tribunal.
\

It iSf therefore, most humbly prayed that on 

acceptance of this appeal the impugned order^f
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1475-79/EC dated 29.05.2024 and 

\ "Reduction in Rank" order no. 1161-73/EC dated 

24.04.2024 may kindly be set aside and the 

\ appellant may please be restored/ re-instated on 

t his post of Inspector in service with all back 

benefits/ consequently relief

No.

1

i%

■V.!.

/
Any other relief not specifically ^ asked fof^ 

may also be granted.
8

rThrough,

mad M .and
..iV

Zeeshan Gul 
Advocates, High CourtDated: 10.06.2024

\

CERTIFICATE
I

Certified that as per instructions of my client, that 

this, is the first Service Appeal on the 

before this Honourable Tribunal.
•ject
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, PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No
.1.I1IJ lillll,

Muhammad Tahir M AppeHanta f I < I < I

Inspector Genaral of Police / Provindil PoHee Chief, 

Central Police office (CPO) and others . Respondents• ■ * ■

i, Muhammad Tahir, Sub^nspeetor, No. P/290 S/o Muhammad 

Akram R/o Mohallah Mitta Khel, Kheeshgi Bala, P.O Kheeshgi 
Payan, Tehsi! & District Npwshera, do hereby solemnly affirm
and declare on oath that th© contents of th© icsompanying 

Service Appeal are true and correct to th© best of my knoAfladg© 

and belief and nothing has been eoneeaied from this Nen'ble 

Tribunal.

CNIC; l7g0l-9Qg9QS7-l 

Cell: 0343-1400090
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KJ-IYBER PAKHTUNKHWA Sl-RVICIE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No.883/2023

BEFORE: MRS. RASHIDA BANG ... MEMBER(J) 
MR. MUI-iAMMAD AKBAR KHAN... MEMBER (E)

Miihammad Tahir, Sub Inspector, No. P/290 S/o Muhairimad Akram R/o 
MohallahMiUa Khcl, Khesshgi Bala, P.P Khceshgi Payan, Tehsil & 
District Nowshera.

.... {Appellant)

VERSUS

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

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

3. Deputy Commandant, Special Security 
Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

Unit (CPEC) Khyber 
.... {Respondents).

Mr. Khiyal Muhaimnad 
Advocate For appellant

Mr. AsifMasood AH Shah 
Deputy District Attorney For respondents

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

. 17.04.2023 
07.02.2024 
07.02.2024

JUDGMENT 9

RASHIDA BANG. MEMBER fJETheinstant service appeal has been instituted ■ ^
rV ■<

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

the prayer copied as below:

“On acceptance of this appeal, the impugned order dated 

12.04.2023 and reduction in rank order dated 08.03.2023 

may kindly be set aside and the appellant may please be 

restored/rcinstatttd on his post of Inspector in service 

withal back bcncnts/conscqucntly relief.”

Brief facts of the case as given in the memorandum of appeal are that the1.

appellantwas inducted in police department as Constable on 25.08.1987 and



©2

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

^ with zeal and zest. During service departmental proceedings were initiated 

against the appellant on the ground that he provided SSU official to private 

business man without proper permission of competent authority which 

culminated into reduction in rank from inspector to Sub-Inspector vide order 

dated 08.03.2023. Feeling aggrieved, he filed departmental appeal which was 

rejected on 12.04.2023, hence the instant service appeal.

Respondents were put on notice who submitted written replics/comments 

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

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

documents in detail.

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

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

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

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

tenable in the eyes of law. He further argued that in inquiry not proper 

procedure has been adopted and the appellant neither given any opportunity of 

defence nor cross examination of witnesses was provided to the appellant which 

against the law and mles. Lastly, he submitted that no opportunity of personal 

hearing was afforded to appellant and he condemned unheard. He therefore, 

requested for acceptance of the instant service appeal.

5. Conversely, learned District Attorney contended that appellant has been 

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

proceeded against departmenially on the grounds of the he had provided 

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

proper permission of the competent authority. A proper departmental enquiry

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

STED

3.'.

on

1 ■

was

A

il^airKtiw»tSh Fi- Pal;



SSU, Mardan as enquiry Officer and after ftilfij]ment of all codal formalities the
Q compaent authority awarded major penalty of reduction in rank.

6- Perusal of record reveals that appellant

respondem department on 25.08.1987 who
was enlisted as constable in

was lastly promoted as Inspector.

statement of allegation 

puted/provided his 

8085 'and Kainran No.

Appellant was served with charge sheet and
on

21.12.2022 with the allegation that he had de 

Akif Hussain No. 781, Usman No. 

private business man

gunner namely 

906 for security of a 

he on the eve 

ner to Balakot without prior

namely Sheiyar Memon at Islamabad and 

of his transfer from Mardan to Balakot toik his gun 

pennission or order of his high-ups. Ap

Wherein appelian. den,ed from rhe fad of g.vi„g his gunner .0 any businessman

was residing in jrented house at Islamabad due to his 

enmity at his native village, Inquio- offlL submitted 

guilty.

)ellanl properly replied charge sheet

and stated that he himself

report and found him

7. Authority without issuing fmal 'show 

punishment of reduction i 

Enquiry report reveals that state.

cause notice imposed major

m rank from Inspector to Sub Inspector. Perusal of 

ment of AiqfKhan, Constable No. 781,Usman 

No. 906No. 808 and Muhammad Kamran 

Officer neither chance of cross 

his statemcitt

were recorded by the Enquiry 

provided to the appellant 

the presence of appellant which is against the

examination' was nor
were recorded in

basic rule of fair ttal and inquiry. Moreover^ inquiry officer also mentioned in 

inquiry about data of cell phone of constable Uich was also 

appellant, which means appellant
not provided to the 

was condemned unheard. It is also pertinent 

cause was issued nor any chance of • 

- is against the rules on the

to mention here that neither final show

personal hearing was provided to the appellant which i
■rsubject,

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

^ .mposition of major penalty, whereas in case i>f the Ippellant, no such inquiry
let



4 V

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

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

principles of natural justice required that a regular inquiry was to be conducted

in the matter and opportunity of defense and personal hearing was to be

provided to the civil servant proceeded against, otherwise civil servant would be 

condemned unheard and major penalty of dismissal from service would be 

imposed upon him without adopting the required mandatory procedure, 

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

the appellant was condemned unheard, whereas the principle of audi allerm 

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

no such express provision, it wou d be deemed to be one of the parts of the 

statute, as no adverse action can be taken against a person without providing
I

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

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

impugned order dated 08.03.2023 and appellate order dated 12.04.2023 with 

direction to tlie respondents to conduct denovo altd provide proper chance of 

hearing, self defence and more specifically cross examination of fair trial with 

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

Costs shall follow the events. Consign. •

Pronounced in open court in Peshawar and given under our hands 

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

10.

t
1̂
WAKKRAN) (RASHIDA BANG)

Member (J)
2.,Ctrrilied m be true copy 

f Presentation of .... ^-------^ ^

(MUHAM
Member (E)

*Kalecioui]ah I Dateo
■Number of Words--- I f ■
Copymg Fee —-~prTf
Ui^ent,
Total- 
Name of Cop'-

^x.Kivi

.■Sci'vice ■rrtl>oHa! 
.......... Peshawar

lukh'v;;^

•>— ■

..............Date of Oomr-l<5C-'•
f nfillvery vi —n;-r—r\



5 1. .

ORDER
Learned counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Asif Masood All 

Shah learned Deputy District Attorney alongwith Khayal Roz, Inspector 

for the respondents present,.

f@)2- 2024 1

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

to set aside the impugned order dated 08.03.2023 and appellate order 

dated 12.04.2023 with direction to ihe respondents to conduct denovo

and provide proper chance of hearing, self defence and more specifically

cross examination of fair trial with fitrthcr direction to conclude inquiry

within sixty days receipt of this order. Costs shall follow the events.

Consign.

Pronounced in open court in Peshawar and given under our 

hands and seal of the Tribunal on this ?"' day of Pebruary, 2024.

3.

fif
(MuhammaaAkbar Khan) 

Member (E)
(Rashil^ Bano) 

Member (J)

*KslcenjunHh
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I. Shaheryar Memon son of AbduJ Ranaq Memon holder 
offNICOP No.13302-0903650-3. do hereby record my

■

ff

•statement on oath;- ^ > 
; ■

That I am overseas '
(i

0ks.:iBusinessmen and 1 do not know to
• subject of inquiiy Mr. Muhammad ,Tahjr (inspector)

met before and J kindly request to be kept out.of any 
proceedings involved Mr. Muhammad Tahir, 1 have no 
connection or prior acquaintance with him. This will allow 

focus on my business without any mental distractions

or Presajre. ; ': . •

I )
as we I i®

e?rr-r
never

I

myf XVme to
rt 1I ;

H

<r
I Best Regards:.

i .
1 /

*1 r : ,
t

SHAKERYAR MEMON 
4TO2>d666666 
‘*S7l52-36in78 
224>tQ34

i

r
I
t

j
V*

I
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J

i 1 7

f .
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OFFICE OF THE DEPUTY COMMANDANT 
SPECIAL SECURITY UNIT (SSU)

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA POLICE
C:i:N'r RAI. [»»IJCE offices, S.A.Q road, PESHAWAR CANTT (PH: 09l-528^il9)

:7 -7 dated Peshawar the - l-P^j ! 2Q24.No. /EC,

ORDER

Th’.s office order v/ill dispoit-ofr Uie depaicmeiual proceedings against 

Inspector Muhammad Tahir No. P/29Q on the charges/allegations that he while 

posted at Rashakai Economic Zone, District Nowshera had provided SSU officials . 

namely Akif Hussain No. 781, Usman No. 808 and Kamran No. 906 as gunners with a 

private businessman named Shehryar Memon at Islamabad without approval or 

permission of the competent authority.

2. In this regard, proper departmental proceeding was initiated against him. 

He was issued charge sheet along with summary of allegation vide Endst: No. 630/EC, 

dated 06.03.2024 & Mr. Shalceel Khan DSP HQrs SSU (CPEC) was nominated as 

enquity officer to conduct inquiry into the matter, who after fulfilling all co'dal , 

formalities subsnitted his findings report, wherein he reported that charge sheet 

alongwith summary of allegations were served upon him and his written statement was 

recorded. The enquiry officer also recorded statement of all officials / others related to 

the subject case. 'The enquiry officer further reported that during the course of inquiry a 

daily diary No. 09, dated 20.03.2024 forwarded by DSP Security Remodeling of 

. Warsak Canal System vide letter No. '494-97/R/DSP/RWCS/SSU, dated 20.03.2024, 
wherein it was reported that Inspector Muhammad Tahir contacted Constable Akif 

Hussain No. 781 on his persona! mobile number 0318-0958138, used abusive language 

and threatened him with dire consequences for not recording his statement in favor of 

him, who is the key witness of the inquiry. Thus, the enquiry officer found him guilty 

of the charges leveled against him and recommended him for major punishment.

\

3. Later on, he was issued/served with final show cause notice vide this 

office No. 845/EC, dated 25.03.2024 to which he replied the same. He was also heard 

in orderly room held on 24.04.2024 and given ample opportunity to prove himself 

innocent of the charges leveled against him but he failed to satisfy the undersigned.

1



'•3f

4. Keeping in view of the above facts, 
officer as well as other materia] available

recommendation of the enquiry 

on record, the above named Inspects had 

_ rson. Being discipline force, this act is
provided his official gunners to unauthorized pe 

highly objectionable and against the norms of law & rules. Therefore, I, Deputy 
Commandant SSU (CPEC), being the competent authority in ■ exercise of powers 

vested to me under section 4(b) of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Police Rules 1975 (amended 

iii 20i4) hereby awarded Major Punishment to defaulter Inspector Muhaminad Tahir 
No. P/290 ‘'Reducion i„ nank” ftom Inspector ,0 Sub inspector with immediate effect.

tOrder Announced.

‘i t

/
Dejiuf;' mmandant,

Special Security Unit (CPEC), 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 

Peshawar.
\

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

]. All SsP SSU (CPEC), Khyber Palditunkhwa.

3 PA tonrr

N

/

2

1 / /iV » -



r-
V4^

I
To,

The CoTriTnandant Special Security tinit (CPE^ ! .
A

Khvber Pakhtunkhwa. Peshawar.

Subject: r>*>partiYi«>nta1 Appeal against the reduction
nf app<>11aTit from Inspector to Sub- 

Tnspector.
I

Prayer in Appeal:
By accepting this Departmental Appeal, 

the reduction order may kindly be set aside 

and the appellant may be restored on his 

post/Pay scale with all back benefits in the 

best interest of justice.

Respected Sir,

With due respect and reverence, it is submitted,

1. That the appellant is serving in the Foliee Department on
the post of Sub-Inspector since long.

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

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

55/EC Dated 08.03.2023.

3, That for redressal of his grievanees, the appellant 

approached to the Hon’ble Service Tribunal whereas his 

appeal was allowed with direction for denovo inquiry vide
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i order/ Judgment dated 05^.02,2024. of the judgmsat 

is Ajin-A). t

■

4. That in the light of judgment, the department csadueted 

denovQ inquiry but the Inquiiy Officer instead of 

conducting fair inquiry in the subject matter, gone be5^nd 

his jurisdiction by ignoring the actual facts and took 

shelter of a baseless issue that the appellant used abusive 

language to one Akif Hussain Constable. (Copy of the 

statement in favour of appellant is Ann>B).

<
j

i
-I

I

I i!

5. That now on the recommendation of the above baseless 

inquiry, again a copy paste order is passed against the 

appellant of reduction in rank vide order No, 1161-73/EC 

dated 24.04.2024. (Copy of the order is Ann-C).

i

6, That the appellant rendered unblemished services in the 

police force without any criminal histoiy and without any 

involvement in any kind of illegal aetiwties but still 

awarded major penalty of reduction in rank of appellant.
■

li

7. That admittedly there is no admission/eonfessioa 

recorded till date against the appellant as well as the police
official

8. That there is no truth in the allegations mentioned in the 

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

*
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9. That the Police Department issued the impugned order in 

a slip shot and arbitrary manner,

10, That as per law and policy on the subject, the appellant 

was entitled for promotion but the. Department had 

reduced the rank of appellant from Inspector to Sub- 

inspector, which act of the Department is illegal and 

ineffective upon the rights of the appellant.

It is, therefovQ, most humbly th&t
reduction order may kindly be set aside and the appellant 

may be restored on his post/Pay scale with all back 

benefits in the best interest of justice.
t

App@Uanti

Inspector Tahir 
No. P/290
Cell No. Q343-1400090

Dated: 02.05.202l|



ilfil ’ OFFICE OF THE COMMANDANT
SPECIAL SECURITY UNIT (SSU)

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA POLICE
CliN TRAI. I’Ol.lCU OrnClLS, S.A.Q ROAD, I’CSHAWAU CANTT (PH: 091-9211056)

Jv;.'

dntcci PcsiiHwar the / 05 > 2024./EC,AlV

'jUDER

TIiLs order wilt dispose of Uie formal depavlmenlal appeal preferred by Siib-liispector 
Muhammad Tahir No, 29()/P of Special Security Unit (CPEC) against the order of Deputy 
I. oinmandanl SSU (CPEC), wherein he was awarded major punishment of“Ucduction in liank” 

Inspector to Siili-lnspector on the allegations that while posted at Ra.sliakai l-iconomie 
■'nno. District Nowshera had provided SSU officials namely Aiif l-lussain No. 781, Usiiiaii No, 
SOS iiikI Kamran No, 906 as gunners lo a private businessman namoci Shehryar Memon at 

•Islamabad wiihuui approval or permission of the competent aulliorily.

Ill this legard. propei' departmental iiR-|iiiry was carried out. l ie was issued/.served with 
diia'ge .sheet and suinmai'v of tillegalion. After completion ol all requisite lormalities. the enquiry 
ol'llecr rcptu lcd that the alleged inspcclor was found guilty of the charges leveled against him and 
: vcommonded him for major punishment.

Later on he was issiicd/served witli (inal .show cause notice and also heard in person by the 
competent anihoril)' SSU (CPEC) but failed lo satisfy him.

In the ligln of recommendation of enquiry ofticers niul other material available on the 
rceurd, he was awtirderl major puoislimeiit of “Rcdiictiun in Kank” from Inspcclor lo Suh- 
ia.spi'Cior vide order No. II61 •73/i.-iC, dated 24,04.2024.

Peeling agaricv e'.l against llic impugned orders of Dy: CommaiKlani ESU (CPLC), Khyber 
[’aklmmkli\\a.''lAVliawai. ib’e applietml preferred the instant nppetil. The applicant was summoned 
aii'.l heard in person in Ordcily Room held on 22.05.2024.

During the course of personal hearing, the applicant failed to prove himself innocent of the 
ivues leveled against him. From perusal of emiuiry llIc it has been found that the allegations 

wcre’ fullv cstablislied against him by the l-lnqiiiry (^iTieer durinu llie course of enquiry. 'I'hcie 
.Tesn'i seems aiw infirmiiv in the order passed by the eompeieni authority, therclore. no ground 

10 inlerfere in same.

rnm

eli;

Rased on llndings narrated tibove, I, Comlniintliiiit SSU (CI’FC), Kliybcr ITikhlimkhwa,
no substance in the a]ipeal. Thcrefoi-e^ieI’c.sbawar. being the competent aiilhoiity. has lound 

same is rejected and tiled being meriiless.
Order announced.

1‘S|‘(IRFANSllAJHt)) 
COMMANnANT. 

Special Security Unit (CHl-iC), 
Khyber PakhtunkhvYt. 

I’cshavvar. //„
?<•; -as*

c.'opv of the above is Ibrwarded for information to the:
I . Dv : Commaiuianl SSU (CPr.C), Khyber Pakhtimkhwa Peshawar.
;. SP /\dmin cV; Minority SSU (CPEC), Khyber i’akhlunkliwa I’eshawar, 

PA to Commandant S'SU (CPEC). Khyber Pakhtimkhwa Pe,shawar.
4. Ul'licial Concerned.

CamScanner
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