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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL,
PESHAWAR.

AMENDED SERVICE APPEAL NO.489/2024

Azeem, Constable No.5256, 
Police Lines Peshawar.

(APPELLANT)

■ VERSUS

1. The Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.

(RESPONDENT)

AMENDED APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF THE 

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNALS 

ACT, 1974 AGAINST THE ORDER DATED 07.05.2024, 
WHEREBY REVISION PETITION OF THE 

APPELLANT WAS ACCEPTED BY MODIFYING HIS 

MAJOR PUNISHMENT OF REMOVAL FROM 

SERVICE INTO MINOR PUNISHMENT OF 

FORFEITURE OF ONE YEAR APPROVED SERVICE 

AND HE WAS REINSTATED INTO SERVICE WITH 

IMMEDIATE EFFECT AND HIS INTERVENING 

PERIOD WAS TREATED AS LEAVE WITHOUT PAY.

PRAYER:
THAT ON THE ACCEPTANCE OF THIS AMENDED 
APPEAL, THE MINOR PUNISHMENT OF 
FORFEITURE OF ONE YEAR APPROVED SERVICE 

OF THE APPELLANT MAY KINDLY BE SET ASIDE 
AND HIS INTERVENING PERIOD MAY BE TREATED 
ON FULL PAY BY MODIFYING THE ORDER DATED 

07.05.2024 TO THAT EXTENT ONLY WITH ALL BACK 

AND CONSEQUENTIAL BENEFITS. ANY OTHER 

REMEDY, WHICH THIS HONORABLE TRIBUNAL 
DEEMS FIT AND APPROPRIATE THAT, MAY ALSO, 
BE AWARDED IN FAVOUR OF APPELLANT.



RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH:
FACTS:

1. That the appellant was appointed in the respondent department as 

Constable and completed all his due training and has performed his 

duty with great devotion and honesty, whatsoever assigned to him 

and no complaint has been. filed against him regarding his 

performing.

2. That the appellant while posted at PS East Cantt Peshawar, charge 

sheet along with statement of allegations were issued to the appellant 
in which following baseless allegations were leveled against the 

appellant that it has been learnt through reliable source that during 

the confinement period ASI Nazar Gul and constable Azeem 

No.5256 (appellant) contacted the brother of the accused Yasir and 

demand 01 lac rupees and 02 09 MM pistols of which after mutual 
bargaining the brother confined accused handed over two 9MM 

(local made) Pistols to ASI Nazar Gul Khan and Constable Azeem. 
The appellant submitted his reply to the charge sheet in which he 

denied the allegations and clearly mentioned in his reply that he has 

not arrested Yasir nor did any illegal demand from him for his release 

and previously statement was taken from him under pressure by 

SDPO Cantt during preliminary inquiry which he denied and in 

respect of allegation of demand of 02 09 MM Pistols for mutual 
bargaining the appellant clearly mentioned in his reply that he has 

properly paid money for 02 09 Pistols and bought them from the 

relative of Yasir namely Ishtaq as Yasir was working in Arms 

Factory and had not made mutual.bargaining with Yasir as he has no 

authority to release the accused Yasir and baseless allegations were 

leveled against him. (Copies of charge sheet along with the 

statement of allegations and reply are attached as Annexure- 
A&B)

3. That inquiry was conducted against the appellant in which no proper 
opportunity of defense was provided to the appellant as neither 
statements were recorded in the presence of the appellant nor gave 

hun opportunity of cross examination, even the inquiry report is not 
provided to the appellant, however, statement recorded by Ishatq 
during the inquiry proceeding was obtained by the appellant in which 

he clearly mentioned that Azeem Khan has obtained 02 09 MM 

pistols in lieu of payment. As the inquiry report was not provided to 

the appellant, therefore, he filed an application for provision of 

inquiry report, however inquiry report was not provided to him which



may be requisite from the department. (Copy of statement of Ishtaq 

and application are attached as Annexure-C&D)

4. That on the basis of baseless allegations, the appellant was removed 

from service vide order dated 15.12.2023 without issuing show cause 

notice to the appellant. The appellant filed departmental on 

22.12.2023 against removal order dated 15.12.2023, which was 

rejected on 05.03.2024 for no good grounds. (Copies of removal 
order dated 15.12.2023, departmental appeal and order dated 

30.01.2024 is attached as Annexure-E,F&G)

5. That the appellant after the rejection of departmental appeal filed 

service appeal in this Honorable Tribunal and also filed revision 

petition under 11-A of Police Rules 1975 (amended in 2014) to 

respondent No.l. The Revision Board decided the revision petition of 

the appellant on 07.05.2024, whereby revision petition of the 

appellant was accepted by'modifying his major punishment of 

removal from service into minor punishment of forfeiture of one year 

approved service and he was reinstated into service with immediate 

effect and his intervening period was treated as leave without pay. 
(Copies of revision petition and order 07.05.2024 are attached as 

Annexure-H&I)

6. That as the appellant has filed the service appeal in this Honorable 

Tribunal against the order 15.12.2023 whereby the appellant was 

removed from service and his departmental appeal was also rejected 

on 05.03.2024 with the prayer to set aside these orders and reinstated 

him into service with all back and consequential benefits, however, 
respondent No.l decided the revision petition of the appellant on 

07.05.2024, wherein, revision petition of the appellant was accepted 
and he was reinstated into service with immediate effect by the 

department itself, but his major punishment of removal from service 

was converted into minor punishment of forfeiture of one year 
approved service and his intervening period was treated as leave 
without pay and as the appellant was reinstated into service by the 

department itself through an order dated 07.05.2024, but also 

imposed minor punishment upon him in that order and liis 

intervening period was treated as leave without pay, therefore, the 

appellant requested this Honorable for permission to file amended 
service appeal due to passing of order dated 07.05.2024 on date fixed 

i.e 16.05.2024, which was allowed by the Honorable Tribunal on



i,!

61.05.2024. (Copy of order dated sheet dated 61.05.2024 is 

attached as Annexure-J)

7. That the appellant now wants to file the amended appeal in this 

Honorable Tribunal for redressal of his grievance on the following 

grounds amongst others.

GROUNDS:
A) That imposition of minor punishment of forfeiture of one year 

approved service upon the appellant and his intervening period was 

treated as leave without pay in the order dated 07.05.2024 is against 
the law, facts, norms of justice and material on record, therefore, not 
tenable and liable to be modified to the extent by setting aside the 

imposition of minor punishment of forfeiture of one year approved 

service upon the appellant and his intervening period was treated as 

leave without pay. ■

B) That baseless allegation were leveled against the appellant on which 

he was removed fi-om service with conducting regular and proper 

inquiry to dig out the realty about the appellant, however, the 

appellant was reinstated into service on 07.05.2024 by the 

department itself by accepting his revision petition which means that 
the stance of the appellant was accepted by the department itself by 

removing him on baseless allegation, but minor punishment of 

forfeiture of one year approved service has imposed upon the 

appellant in the order dated 07.05.2024 along with treating his 

intervening period as leave without pay, which is also liable to be set 
aside by modifying the order dated 07.05.2024 to that extent only.

1

C) That one allegation leveled against the appellant is that during the 

confinement period ASI Nazar Gul and constable Azeem No.5256 
(appellant) contacted the brother of the accused Yasir and demand 02 

09 MM pistols of which after mutual bargaining the brother confined 

accused handed over two 9MM (local made) Pistols to ASI Nazar 
Gul Khan and Constable Azeem, but the appellant and ASI Nazar 

Gul did not demand 02 09 MM pistols from Yasir for mutual 
bargaining and the appellant properly paid for the pistols and in lieu 
of payment he got the pistols from the relative of Yasir namely Ishtaq 

as Yasir was working in the Arms Factory, which can also be 

endorsed fi-om the statement given by Ishtaq during the inquiry



>
proceeding, but despite that the appellant was removed from service 

on that baseless allegation, however, the appellant was reinstated into 

service on 07.05.2024 by the department itself by accepting his 

revision petition by admitting his stance on removing him from 

service on that baseless allegation, but minor punishment of 

forfeiture of one year approved service has imposed upon the 

appellant along with treating his intervening period as leave without 
pay which is also liable to be to be set aside by modifying the order 

dated 07.05.2024 to that extent only.

D) That other allegation leveled against the appellant is that during the 

confinement period ASI Nazar Gul and Constable Azeem No.5256 

(appellant) contacted the brother of the accused Yasir and demand 01 

lac rupees of which after mutual bargaining, but the appellant never 

demanded 01 lac rupees, but despite that the appellant was removed 

from service on that baseless allegation, however, the appellant was 

reinstated into service on 07.05.2024 by the department itself by 

accepting his revision petition by admitting his stance on removing 

him from service on that baseless allegation, but minor punishment 
of forfeiture of one year approved service has imposed upon the 

appellant along with treating his intervening period as leave without 
pay, which is also liable to be to be set aside by modifying the order 

. dated 07.05.2024 to that extent only.
■!

E) That in charge sheet it was mentioned that learnt through reliable 

sources but it was not specify that kind of reliable sources it was 

learnt and on that presumption the appellant was removed from 

service, however, the appellant was reinstated into service on 
07.05.2024 by the department itself by accepting his revision petition 

by admitting his stance on removing him from service on 

presumption basis, but minor punishment of forfeiture of one year 

approved service has imposed upon the appellant along with treating 

his intervening period as leave without pay, which is also liable to be 
to be set aside by modifying the order dated 07.05.2024 to that extent 
only.

F) That the appellant clearly mentioned in his reply to charge sheet that 
during preliminary inquiry no proper opportunity of defence was 

provided to the appellant as neither statements were recorded in the 
presence of the appellant nor gave him opportunity of cross 

examination and the SDPO Cantt took the statement from his under 

pressure which he denied.



G) That the appellant denied the allegations leveled against him in Ms 

reply to charge sheet but without observing his reply to charge sheet 
and without conducting proper and regular inquiry, the appellant was 

removed from service on baseless allegations, however, the appellant 
was reinstated into service on 07.05.2024 by the department itself by 

accepting his revision petition by admitting his stance on. removing 

him from service on that baseless allegations, but minor punishment 
of forfeiture of one year approved service has imposed upon the 

appellant along' with treating his intervening period as leave without 
pay, which-is also liable to be to be set aside by modifying the order 

dated 07.05.2024 to that extent only.

H) That the appellant seeks permission of this Honorable Tribunal to 

advance others grounds and proofs at the time of hearing.

I
It is, therefore most humbly prayed that on the acceptance of 

this amended appeal, the minor punishment of forfeiture of one 

year approved service of the appellant may kindly be set aside 

and his intervening period may be treated on full pay by 

^ modifying the order dated 07.05.2024 to that extent only with 

all back and consequential benefits. Any other remedy, which 

this honorable tribunal deems fit and appropriate that, jnay also, 
be awarded in favour of appellant.

i

APPELLANT
Azeem/ )

THROUGH:

(TAIMURALI KHAN) 
ADVOCATE HIGH COURT,

(SHAKIR ULLAH TORANI) 

ADVOCATE
I



/ •/
BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL

PESHAWAR

AMENDED SERVICE APPEAL NO. 489/2024

Azeem Police DepartmentVS

AFFIDAVIT
li Azeem, Constable No.5256, Police Lines, Peshawar, (Appellant) do 

hereby affirm and declare that the contents of this service appeal are true and 

correct and nothing has been concealed from this Honorable Tribunal.'

DEPONENT
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Disciplinnri' lliilcs 1975 is necessary & cxpeclicnl.
tlial ilic nileyrtlions iT cslnblishcd would call forAmi wlicrcns. l . nin of ilie view 

iiiajor/iiiinor pennily, ns dtfiiicd in Hide 3 of die aroresaid Holes.
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required by Kulc 6 (I) of the snid Rules, 1. Lt Cdr ® Kashlf Aftob 

Ahmad Abhasi, I’SI’.SSH Opcralions. Pcshnwiir hereby clinruc you the rollowint; police ofncials under 

Illl'icicncy Disciplinnry Rule 1975

Now therefore, as

the nllcBfilion.s mentioned in llic enclosed Summery ofon

Allci:nlions-(

ASl Nazar Cul Khan PS East Canii 

Constable Azeem No. 5256 PS East'Canll 

iti. ■ Constable Noor iii Basar No. 6070 '
I.

fortb written defence within 7 

why die proposed action .should not be taken against you
And 1 hereby direct you funher under tlie ;niid Rule to put 

days of the receipt of iliis'Chargc Sheet
and also .staling at the same lime whether you desire to be heard in person.

And in case your reply is not received within the sped He period, it shall be presumed that

•1.
as to

1

\ou have no defense to offer and cx-partc action will be taken ngoinsrycni.

Sintcmcni of Allegation is enclosed6.

't

(Lt Cdr ® IC'xSIIlF APT^U AHMAD ABBASl)PSr
Senior Superintendent of Police 

(Opcratimis) Peshawar
Z- P/ /PA dated Peshawar the ^^/// /2023 

Copy of the above is forwarded to the Enquiry Officer for iniliating proceeding against the abc /c
No

named ofneer.

- . , .^^ri •■vifh CnmSi inner
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CHARGE SRFFT

1. . Whereas I am satisfied that a formal enquiiy as contemplated by 
EfFiciency Disciplinary Rules 1975 is necessary & expedient.

And whereas, I am of the view that the allegations if established
would call for major/minor penalty, as defmed in rule 3 of the aforesaid 
Rules.

2.

it

' 3. ^ Now therefore, as required by Rule 6 (1) of the said Rules 1, L. '
Kashif Aflab Ahmad Abbasi, P SP, SSP Operations, Peshawar hereby
ch^ge you the following police officials under Efficiency & Disciplinaiy
Rules 1975 on the allegations mentioned in the enclosed Summary of 
allegations.

LtCar

I. ASI Nazar Gul Khan PS East Cantt 
n. Constable Azeem No. 5226 PS East Cantt 

Constable Noor U1 Basar No. 6070III.

4. And^ I hereby you further under the said Rule to put forth written 
defence within 7 days of the receipt of this charge Sheet as to why the 

proposed action should not be taken against you and also stating at the 
time whether you desire to be heard in persons.

same

5. And in case your reply is not received within the specified period it 
shall be presumed that you have no defense to offer and 
be talcen against you.

ex-parte action will

.6. Statement of allegations is enclosed.

’ (Lt Cdr KASHIF AFTAB tHIMAD ABBASI) 
Senior Superintendent of Police 
(Operations) Peshawar-

No. 286/PA dated Peshawar the 06.11.2023.

Copy of the above is forwarded to the Enquiiy Officer for initiating 
proceedmgagainst the above named officer.
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Kn.hirAfl.b Al,nnd Abhn.l,. nSl> SSP Operations [‘eshawar as c.mpetcnl author!, 
rol)o^vinr. police omcials have rendered themselves liable to be procce •.

ncts/omission within the meaning; oftl ;

I, I. I.l C(Ir’5. 
ant ol' die opinion tlitii the 
fieninsi depanmenially ns they have committed the following 

l^hyhcr Pakhlimkdnvn fl;AD) Kulcs. 1975.

i. ASl Nazar Gul Klian PS Ha.si Canll
ii. Constable Azeem No. 5256 PS East Cantt
iii. Constable Nocirul DasarNo. 6070

statfimf.nt of allegations

. A prdi..,in.,rj enquiry eonduclcd by SDPO Cantl vide bis orT.ee memo N”
cly Yasir Khan s/o Shaked

rcarrcslcd by the surs'cillancc team and .vas

, 2467/PA d led
lan

01.11.2023 that in liglil oflhc directions the accused nam

r/o Masho Kbd Qaeiaber, Peshawar was
connned at Police Station East Canll. . , e.,

. It has been Icamt through reliable sources that during the connncmcnl pcrio
Cul Khdn end Consldble Azeem No. 5256 eonldcled Ihe brolherof.he necbzcd Yos

02 9-MM Pistols of which after mutual bargainit
9MM (local made) pistols to ASl Noz Gul

! ozar

and

•, [he
demanded 01 lac Rupees and 

brolher connned accused handed over two
Khan and Constable Azeem

Beinj: a part of disciplinary force their this^act is highly objectionable and rendc; 

liable for disciplinary proceedings under (G&D) Rules. 1975.

them

ofscnitinizing the conduct of afore said police oniciai in the said cpis' e with
___ ^ is appointed a:, nquiry

2. For liic purpose 

reference to llic above allegations
Onicer under Gfncicncy& Disciplinary Rule 1975.

The Enquiry Oflicer sitall in-accordaiiee with (^r^vislon^f the En'icietiey £: Dr. '.phnary 
Ruie.s 1975, provide reasonable opportunity of jiearing to tliv^ accused Oflicial ;r. ,l make 

recommendaiions as to punish or oihcr action to be lakcn against the accliscd ofncial.

3.

(Lt C(Jr® ICASIIIF AmB AHMAD ABBASl 'SP 
Senior Superintendent ofPolicc 

Opeiktions; Peshawar
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SUMMARY OF ALT.ECATIONS

1. Lt Cdr Kashif Aftab Ahmad Abbasi, PSP, SSP Operations Peshawar as
competent authority am of the opinion that the following police officials 
have rendered themselves liable to be proceeding against departmentally 

as they have committed the following acts/omission with in the 
of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa (E&D) Rules , 1975.

meaning

I. AST Nazar Gul Khan PS East Gantt.
Constable Azeem No 5226 PS East Gantt 

III. Constable Noor U1 Basaf No 6070
II.

STATEMENT OF ALLEGATTONS

A Preliminary enquny conducted by SDPO Gantt vide his office 

memo No. 2467/PA dated 01.11.2023 that in light' of the 
directions the accused namely Yasir Khan S/o Shakeel Khan r/o 
Masho Khel Badaber, Peshawar was rearrested by the 
Surveillance team and was confined at Police Station East Gantt.

It has been learnt through reliable that during the confinement 
period ASI Nazar Gul Khan and Constable Azeem No 5226 

contacted the brother ofthe Accused Yasir and demanded 01 lac 
Rupees and 02.9-MM Pistols of which after' mutual bargaining 
the brother confined accused handed over two 9MM (local made) 
to ASI Nazar Gul Khan and Constable Azeem.

Being a part of disciplinaiy force their this act is highly 
objectionable and render them liable for disciplinary proceedings 
under (E&D) Rules, 1975.

2. For the purpose of scrutinizing the conduct ofthe aforesaid police officials
in the said episode with reference to the above allegations ASP Nayab is 
appointed as Enquiry Officer under Efficiency & Disciplinary Rules 1975.

3. The Enquiry • Officer shall in accordance with the provision of the 
Efficiency & Disciplinary Rules 1975, provide reasonable opportunity of 
hearing to the accused Official and make recommendations as to punish or
other action to be talcen against the accused Official. '

(Lt Gdr KASHIF AFTAB AHMAD ABBASI PSP 

Senior Superintendent of Police 
Operations) Peshawar)



>A. I. > ^ f4»H C - A** ’ >/> •
f f

• ^4'n.
. A :

/

..’̂ m wi:^3|irtS:-i^[pi'f^'-
•I'.'v;:;!'- . . - li! '•!;

t9^.<m
t;.v-i;? CIIAIHl1

I
t * i t.•Iii •;

T • ! * .* rI (* *•*. .r. \:
. —'j ^ A S P U i—^ 11'

0G.11.2023fcyb286/PA//J<!rC>^H''^. ^
•! *. i

. 4 1
. r

I• >
.; !•

4P•M I rt t: • •• . W w •.I .i i f4 • .1J
•Jl-r 'llI

i:n>;' }.■:• li - -
v-*>

!'•: '. I!-' • i

‘f-i I «■

1

f..r!!’i

V I

tI1-!:!:
r

ic '#•
I I •l-V •
H*'! ■ I

I

' ^ •:■' ' I' '•''•\'^i-ili“.j''^-rONiji?ii;J.;iv.>n!;-1' r

•.-- ••. /•. : ...:t':U-•''••• .■:.v;^;-‘;ir'-.--j.- ^
** ••

. J «, :
; I JI

*■ Jf
w*

m ■
i

Af*' I
• I

I

V-
r'..*

7

I ■
•VJ .

:;i ,■■■:.•Ili:!-''

■'lliiilfef

iliiiliifliiiii■liipHiillat:

t. .ty ;ti;r

: *
» s t'i" LI V t

i kc ■i •;■

l-'Li 1

f !•r* V?v:i.:- Ii* ■ **1c) il' •i I

r;- • ! ' S:
: \

Ir s:
•t • t: !¥i:

I

; •*
*1

/*'•

,>;'m- i
y\ . t T!

■'•: ..

*.•••:
~ .'T*



1.' '-r'.

06/nl201'ih.i'O.‘2?,6lvK/^l,Uj\/-

i-(ji y (Jjf 4-1-(jC>* y (Jr/'L L ((/L Jl^l

(iX/l ^ /U (4 w( c/v>^

~Uj^/



■:/S r.'l : It •*f/^ 4^ ak n4

• t. / • I

!
<i I

--.^•^t:fvj:ui‘ PUf (Cf^.'-MivrrP-" ^■fete:,
1 t- • I r\ ••

It

I H1!
•i !

»;• "II'Rf' V
' 1 •1; \

\i
I,•

^ ’J

■I
lilliilty-

*rttf.’ \■ r
■ ',/ \

.5? * oV^/ ,a \
J> ■t

i!

cmt

I ;

» ; /-I

• / O ^iC ^-t•• Vi -rt cr/r • A>
■:r .^. '5

• tV-
•/
/ / -• -

ih ■!
4 • ArU'I

rf*r'<, ......

I

. ■>
1*.'

Ji v'’. :f'.-! /•*
#■■ ■

': t i 1
!i/ ■'■) iJ

I
ij

'=• '-nA••;!'• ■'- -
ill Jwvi-;v t
I^iv ■i; )

iPtsiiiti^life,.... iMiPlpi:
■iie»“teiitp

lffliPS:fgSr«g»V'1 ;:-'’®r:?ffciSlii^i^-'

M^teaiawa.

V- ••^ ,t*'JJf•.‘-riSi t.?•; '■■fmmit r« i '■ii <.
■?

V. tf}' V :>•#••:-1'I :-. ■I■•■’r'.

o*,{•6

. •! I.

|:| ■

*

» • •;/ ■; 
:.;ii '!•

t

i.» ! ’
I

y: ../.v.. •. I :•t t
i':: ; .*.•i:I'i /•■/.: ;•-«•

.■W--

$V\:: i
‘X' • v•: !:•ri.* A .

■

r,
ii

f .*•p* j

<
j

1-V ;4'-'. .**.•I

i
•i'•*.i X:

rvt . : 4*.

I
I

1 »



1
I

I

t'i '
!

(

/A-'
r- > / c/^^

t* vV

ec35^-i

nibi' f^'53

f

. u ^ (;/u0^ >1)

j^i^tA’ -c^'J ^ -^t^M f-^' !̂->

JJ^ u<f I -//
j-r

/
/j U^-^-^'-'• OXr

r-
I

^/- 
C L>-^

«»
tJ* /

. V



i :I

I

I

• I «i •
\ ■'

i
i I

} ‘«

! ■
r

1I

i' I I}>i • t
f f1 I<

I
I

I

: iiI
I i

I

I rI *t

/ • I»
t

1 »
i
I



L^/

r*

/
/,> /•(

(^/■^■■""cy / cJy^-'

fu 'i ^/^J’’ (jP
■ / . . /

Vy^-
y/z'

l/f/f yG
y ,> i;}/ y •y'

/ /■<y y/
jy j})j ■y'-u yj f 1

:>

•• J /A

7
/■/
y

L
a y

yjid



t' otJf iCJi: Vi* itiiL
SR: SUPERINTENDENT OF POLICE, 

(OPERATIONS) PESHAWAR 
Phone. 091-9210508

-

- -fl)*• r
ORDER

This office order will dispose of formal departmental proceedings against ASI Nazar Gul Khan No. 

682/P, Constable Noor-ul-Basar No. 6070, Constable Azeem No. 5256 while posted at Police Station East 
Cantt was proceeded against departmentally vide this office No. 286/E/PA dated 06.11.2023, on allegations 

preliminary enquiry conducted by SDPO Cantt ^de his office memo No. 2467/PA dated 01.14.2023 

light of the directions the accused namely Yasir Khan s/o Shakeel Khan r/o Masho I^el Badaber,
confined at Police Station East Cantt. It has been

].
t

that a

tliat in
Peshawar was rearrested by the surveiilance team and 
learnt through reliable sources that during the confinement period ASI Nazar Gul Khan, Constable Azeem 
No. 5256 and Constable Noor ul Basar No. 6070 contacted the brother of the accused Yasir and demanded

was

01 lac Rupees and 02 9-MM Pistols of which after mutual bargaining the brother confined accused handed 

over two 9MM (local made) pistols to ASI Nazar Gul Klian and Constable Azeem.

Under Police Rules 1975 (amended 2014) proper charge si.eet alongwith summary of allegation were 
issued against them and ASP Havatabad was appointed as Enquiry Officer, who submitted his finding, 

wlierein he conqluded that the allegations against delinquent officials have been proved and they stand guilty 
of the charges and agree with tlie preliminary enquiry. The E.0 further recommended them for major

2.

ptinishmenl.
Having gone through the enquiry file and other relevant record, the undersigned is fully satisfied that 

the delinquent officials have committed a gross misconduct, which is proved beyond any shadow of doubt. 
Thus, they brought bad name to tlie police department. The undersigned being a competent authority da 

agree
Constable Noor-ul-Basar No, 6070, Constable Azeem No,.5256 are l^ereby awarded major punishment of 

“Removal from Service” with immediate effect.

3.

with the recommendations of the enquiry officer, therefore, ASI Nazar Gul Khan No. 682/P,

/

I

(Lt Cdr ® KASHIF AipTAB AHMAD ABBASI)PSP 
Senior Superintendent of Police

(Operations) Peshawar
No..Zy/7^'-—// PA dated Peshawar, tiie /<

Copy for information and necessary action to:-
1. The Capital City Police Officer, Peshawar.
2. SsP Cantt & HQrs, CCP Peshawar.
3. SDPO Cantt, CCP Peshawar.
4. EC-I1/OASI//CRC/PO, FMC along with complete enquiry file for record (
5. Officials concerned.

72- /2023.

cv reoc.;. —
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0FFICE OF THE
CAPITAL CITY POLICE OFFICER,

PESHAWAR
Phone No. 0^1-9210989 Fax; No. 091-9212597

V * •»ORDER.
order will dispose of the departmental apjeal preferred by Ex-Constable 

Azeem Khan No. 5256, who was awarded the major punishm 

under KP PR-1975 (amended 2014) by SSP/Operations, Pesha 

dated 15.12.2023,

This
;nt of “dismissal from service”

vide order No. 2106-11/PA,var

Brief facts leading to the instant appeal are tl lat the defaulter Constable was 

proceeded against departmentally on the charges that in Ugh of the. directions, the accused 

namely Yasir Khan s/o Shakeel r/o Masho Khel Badaber, 
surveillance team' and was confined at PS East Cantt; till ftirthe

accuser

2-

Peshawar was arrested by the 

r orders. During the confinement 
namely Yasir and demanded 01 

itual bargaining, brother of the 

Pistols to ASI Nazar Gul and

period, the defaulter Constable contacted brother of the 

Lac Rupees and two 09-MM (Local made) Pistols. After m 

accused i.e. Yasir, handed over two 09-MM (Local made)
i

Constable Azeem. I

issued Charge Sheet and Summary of jAlIegations by SSP/Operatiohs,

Officer to scrutinize the conduct
He was

Peshawar, ASP/Hayatabad, Peshawar was appointed as Enquiry 
of the accused official. The Enquiry Officer after conducting dejiartmental enquiry submitted his

3-

rhe competent authority in light 
■ punisliment of dismissal from

findings in which he was recommended for major punishment, 
of tlie findings of the Enquiry Officer awarded him the majo
sen-ice.

He was heard in person in Orderly-'Room. Durini, personal hearing, he. was given 

an opportunity to prove his innocence. However,me failed to submit any plausible expiaiiation ;in 

his defense. Therefore, his appeal for setting aside the pinishment awarded .to' him by 

SSP/Operations, Peshawar vide order No. 2106-Tl/PA', dated •15.12.2023, is hereby 

rcjccted/illed. -

4-

“Order Is announced” y

CAPITAL riTY POLICE OFFICER, 
PESHAWAR

fC?/ - 9 P rS.No. ./PA/CCP, dated Peshawar the / 03/2024

Copies for information and necessaiy action lo the:-

1. SSP/Operations Peshawar.
t S?fUQi5;,Peskaw.
3. AD/IT CCP Peshawar.
4. EC-II, AS & Pay Officer.
5. FMC along with complete Fouji Missal. 

y.67 Official concerned.
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I ,
OFFICE OF THE INSPECTOR 
GENERAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 

PESHAWAR

' Better Copy! 'll 0^

ORDER
This order is hereby passed to dispose off Revision Petition Under Rule 1975 

amended 2014 submitted by Ex-ASI Nazar Gul No. 682/P (hereinafter referred to as 

petitioner).

SSP/Operations, Peshawar awarded the petitioner major punishment of dismissal 

from service vide order Endst No. 2106-11/PA, dated 15.02.2023 on the allegations that an 

accused namely Yasir Khan S/o Shakil r/o Masho Khel Badaber was arrested by the 

Surveillance team and was confined at PS East Cannt till further orders. During the 

confinement period, the Defaulter ASI contacted the Brother of the accused namely Yasir 

and demanded 01 Lac Rupees and to 9MM local Made pistol. After mutual bargaining 

brother of the accused i.e Yasir handed 9MM local Made pistol to ASI Nazar Gul and 

Constable Azeem.

The appellate authority i.e CCP/Peshawar head the appellant in OR and rejected this 

appeal vide order Endst No. 387/93/CCP, dated 30.01.2024.

A meeting of Appellate Board was held on 

Chairmanship of DIG Headquarters, EX-ASI Nazal Gul No. 682 was present.

10.05.2024 in CPO under the

The Petitioner was heard in person. Tlie Board accepted his Revision Petition. He

is reinstated into service with immediate effect. His major punishment of dismissal from
rank of SI i.e from hisservice in converted into major Punishment of Reversion in 

substantive rank of ASI to HC. The intervening period to be treated as leave without pay.

AWAL KHAN, DSP 
Additional Inspector 
General Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 
Peshawar

Dated Peshawar the 17.05.2024No. S/1180-85 /24
Copy of the above is forwarded to the

Capital City Police Officer, Peshawar On Service Book, One Service Roll, one 
Fauji Misal and Original Enquiry File (209 pages) received vide letter No 
3185/EXC-II, dated 23.02,2024 in returned for your office record.

2. Senior Superintendent of Police, Operations, Peshawar.
3. AIG/Legal, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
4. PA to Addl IGP//HQrs Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshaw'ar.
5. PA to DIG/HQrs Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
6. Office Supdt E-III, CPO Peshawar.

1.

(SOMA SHAMROZE KHAN)
PSP

AIG/Establishment
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A' I5EFORE.THE KHYBER FAKHTUNKHVVA SERVICE TRIBUNAL
PESHAWAR

SERVICE APPEAL NO. i • 72024

Azeem. Ex-Consiable No,3256. 
Police Station East Canti. Peshawar.

(APPELLAN'I)

VERSUS

1, The Capital City Police Oftlccr. Peshawar.

2, The Senior Superintendent ofPolice. (Operation) Pesha war.

(RESPONDLN I '')

APPEAL LINDER SECTION 4 OF THE KHVRRR 

PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIRUNAI.S ACT.
AGAINST THE ORDER DATED 15.12.2022. WlIEREin

removal fromMAJOR . . PUNISHMENT OF 
SERVICE WAS IMPOSED, UPON THE APPEI.LAN L

DATED 05.03.2024.
;

and AGAINST THE ORDER 
WHEREBY THE DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL OF lUI, ,

FOI^ NO (.OODAPPELLANT WAS REJECTED 

GROUNDS.

PRAYER:
THAt ON THE ACCEI’FANCE OF FHIS APPKAI,. Fill

and 05.03.2024 ;V1A\ORDER DATED I.5.I2.2023 
KINDLY BE SET ASIDE AND THE APi'ELLANT MAN ,
BE reinstated INTO HIS SERVICE WITH 

BACK AND
OTHER REMEDY. WHICH THIS 
TRIBUNAL DEEMS FIT AND APPROPRIATE THAI, 

BE AWARDED IN FAVOUR OF

Al.[.
C O N S F. Q U E N T S A L 13 E N E FI FS A N N

HONORABLF,

MAY ALSO, 
APPELLANT.

I

^wV'7
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I «' /•
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Learned counsel for tiie appellant present. Mr. Aj'shad Azai^ 

Assistant Advocate General for ihe respondents present.

16'” May, 2024 , 01.

02. Learned counsel for the appellant submitted copy of order dated 

07,05.2024 passed on revision petition of the appellant whereby the 

Revision Board has converted the major penalty of dismissal/removal 

from service into minor penalty of forfeiture of one year approved

service and reinstated him into service with immediate effect. Learned

. counsel for the appellant wants to challenge the said order and

requested for permission to file amended service appeal. Request is 

allowed. He may do so within a week. To come up for amended memo 

of appeal on 05.062024 before S.B. P.P given to the parties.

(Muhammad Akbar Khan) 

Member (B)y
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VAKALAT NAMA

NO. /2024

PoMidc^^ lA\A^

w^AIN THE COURT OF Of'
i.

A9ee^ (Appellant)
(Petitioner)
(Plaintiff)

VERSUS
Pol^U 0 (Respondent)

(Defendant)
T /

L

I/We,

Do hereby appoint and constitute TAIMUR ALI KHAN, ADVOCATE HIGH COURT 
AND SHAKIR ULLAH TORANI ADVOCATE, to appear, plead, act, compromise, 
withdraw or refer to arbitration for me/us as my/our Counsel/Advocate in the above 
noted matter, without any liability for his default and with the authority to 

• engage/appoint any other Advocate/Counsel on my/our costs.

I/We authorize the said Advocate to deposit, withdraw and receive on my/our behalf all 
sums and amounts payable or deposited on my/our account in the above noted matter. ' . 
The Advocate/Counsel is also at liberty to leave my/our case at any stage of the 
proceedings, if his any fee left unpaid or is outstanding against me/us.

. 9

Dated 72024
(CLIENT)

AC

TAIMUR^ KHAN 
Advocate High Court

BC-10-4240
CMC: 17101-7395544-5 ^ 
Cell No. 03339390916^ /

& Q- \l^
A/

^ SHAKIR ULLAH TORANI 
Advocate Peshawar 

BC-22-4994 
03409146056'

»


