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.? BEFORE THE HONOABLE KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.

SfiJ^Ace Appeal No. 601/2024 

Muhammad Afaq Ex-PASI Appellant
Versus

RespondentThe Inspector General of Police KPK Peshawar and Other.

Parawise reply/Comments on behalf of respondent No: 1.2 & 3
W-'-.y!>er PakhAulihvi'a 

Service Tribunal

Respected Sheweth,
Reply to Preliminary Obiection

No

Oaicd

1. That the appellant has got no cause of action and locus standi, to file the instant 

appeal.
2. That the instant Service appeal is badly time and barred.
3. That the appellant has concealed material facts from the Hon’able Tribunal in the 

instant service appeal.
4. That the instant service appeal is against the relevant provisions of law.
5. That the appellant has not come to this Hon’able Tribunal with clean hands.
6. That the instant appeal is liable to be dismissed for mis-joinder & non-joinder of the 

necessary parties to the present appeal.
7. That the appellant is estopped by his own conduct to file the instant appeal.
8. That the instant service ap^al is not maintainable in the present form & 

circumstances of the case,

FACTS REPLY:- /
1. Para to the extent of enlistment as constable 85 subsequent absorption as PASI

\
against Shaheed quota, pertains to record hence, no comments.

2. Para to extent of qualifying basic courses as recruit and probationer as well as basic 

elite course and subsequent rendering of services is not plausible because every 

police officer after recruitment/appointment/absorption is under obligation to 

undergo sifch mandatory courses with the condition to qualify the same as well. As 

in case of failure/career progression is not possible. Moreover, ever^^ police officer is 

bound to discharge/perform his duties with prestige, zeal 8& zest because in this 

department, there is no room lies for any lethargy. However, appellant during service 

proved himself inefficient officer and involved himself in malpractices by acting in an 

irresponsible/unprofessional manner, while posted in PS Doaba Hangu.
3. Para No.3 to the extent of posting of appellant is correct. However, appellant during 

posting registered criminal case bearing No. 160 dated 19.03.2023 u/s 279/PPC, 9C- 

CNSA PS Doaba, Hangu, in which he took into possession Currency Note of 

denomination of Rs. 5000, 03 Currency Notes of denomination of Rs. 1000/- 10 Qatri 

Reyal of denomination of Rs. 10/-, 01 Qatri Reyal of denomination of Rs.05, One 

foreign license, whereas, he also took into possession 500/- Reyals but didn’t 
mention the same in the above case, thus, he maliciously registered the above case 

and spoiled the well reputation of Police before the general public. A complaint was
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also received through Citizen portal against the appellant, which was inquired
^. through SDPO Thall and found correct. On account of such gross misconduct, the 

appellant was proceeded against departmentally.(Copy of complaint, preliminary 

enquiry, Charge Sheet/Summary of allegation are attached as Annexes A,B,C,D)
4. Para No.4 of appeal is incorrect. As the appellant maliciously registered the above 

criminal case and involved himself in corruption, malpractices and spoiled the well 
repute of Police department.

5. Reply already explained in the preceding Para.
6. Para is incorrect. Appellant has committed gross misconduct as discussed in the 

preceding Paras. On the account of which appellant was proceeded against and 

proper departmental enquiry was initiated, during which full-fledged opportunity of 

defense and cross examination was provided to the appellant. During enquiry the 

allegations against__appellant stand proved beyond any shadow of doubt. (Copy of 

enquiry report attached as Annexure E)
7. Para is correct to the extent of service of Charge Sheet, on account of gross 

misconduct as discussed in Paras above.
8. Para is incorrect. Proper departmental enquiry was initiated against appellant during 

which appellant was associated and provided opportunity of defense and cross 

examination but appellant failed to produce any cogent evidence in support of his 

innocence. During^^enquiiy proceeding, the charges against the appellant stand 

proved. Beside the marginal witness of recovery memos didn’t support the version of 

appellant, hence, he was recommended for major punishment by the Enquiry Officer. 
Appellant was served with Final Shows Cause Notice, the reply of which was found 

unsatisfactory, however, the respondent No.3 before passing final order, keeping in 

view of the principle of natural justice. Provided him opportunity of personal hearing 

in the orderly room but he failed to justify his position, hence, removed from service 

through speaking order dated 18.07.2023.(Copy of Final Show Cause Notice, Reply 

& Removal Order attached as Annexure F,G,H)
9. Para No. 09 of the appeal is correct to extent that appellant preferred departmental { 

appeal against his removal order before the respondent No. 2 however, the same was 

examined and rightly rejected through speaking order. (Copy of rejection order is 

attached as Annexure - I).
10. Para No. 10 of the fact is correct to extent that appellant filed revision petition before 

the respondent No. 1 which was examined and rejected being badly time barred.(Copy 

of revision petition along with rejection order is attached as Annexure -J)
11. The appellaent has got no cause of action on the following grounds and instant service 

appeal being devoid of merit is liable to be dismissed with cost on the following 

grounds.

f

GROUNDS; -

A. Incorrect. The orders of respondents are quite legal, in accordance with law/rules 

and no in-justice has been done by the answering respondents.
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Incorrect. After fulfillment of ail codal formalities the appellant was removed from 

service in accordance with rule in the light of recommendation of enquiry officer.
: C. Para pertains to court record. Furthermore, Court proceedings and departmental 

proceedings are two different entities and can run side by side. Acquittal in a 

criminal case would not lead to exoneration of a civil servant in departmental 

proceedings. His act brought a bad name for the entire force. Similarly, the 

august Supreme Court of Pakistan in its judgment reported Dr. Sohail Hassan 

Khan and others vs. Director General (Research), Livestock and Dairy 

Development Department. Punjab, Lahore and others (2020 SCMR 1708), held 

that a civil servant cannot escape from department proceedings or consequences 

thereof on account of his acquittal/exoneration in a criminal charge arising out 

of the same impugned transaction; these two are entirely different jurisdictions 

with different standards of proof as well as procedure; criminal prosecution 

requires strict proof through a narrowly jacketed procedure and ,thus, Stat’s 

failure on criminal plane does not provide shield of double jeopardy to a 

delinquent officer. In the case of District Police Officer Mianwali and 2 others vs. 
Amir Abdul Majid 2021SCMR 420 the august apex Court again held that a civil 
servant facing expulsive proceedings on departmental side on account of his 

indictment in criminal charge may not save his job in the event of acquittal as the 

department still may have reasons/material, to conscionably consider his stay in 

the service as inexpedient; there are additional reasons to disregard his acquittal 
inasmuch as criminal dispensation of justice involving corporeal consequences, 
comparatively, requires a higher standard of proof so as to drive home the charge 

beyond doubt, an exercise to be routed through a procedure stringently 

adversarial, therefore, factuality of the charge notwithstanding, procedural 
loopholes or absence of evidence sufficient enough to sustain the charge, at times 

occasion in failures essentially to maintain safe administration of criminal justice 

out of abundant caution. Departmental jurisdiction, on the other hand, 
assess the suitability of a civil servant, confronted with a charge through a fact 
finding method, somewhat inquisitorial in nature without heavier procedural 
rides, otherwise required criminal jurisdiction to eliminate any potential risk of 

error, therefore, the Tribunal has undoubtedly misdirected itself in reinstating the 

respondent, considering his acquittal as the criterion in isolation to. the totality of 

circumstances where under he had succeeded to vindicate position.
D. Incorrect. Appellant maliciously registered false case against the citizen for his 

personal gain and committed gross misconduct, during departmental enquiry the 

marginal witnesses of recovery memo of criminal case did not support the 

of appellant.

E. Incorrect. The order of respondents are quite legal, in accordance with law/rules. 
Appellant was removed from service, after proper departmental enquiry.
Incorrect. Reply already given, vide Para above.

G. Incorrect. Reply already given, vide Para above.

B.

can

version

F.



Incorrect. Proper departmental enquiiy against the appellant was conducted in 

accordance with the principle of natural justice.
Incorrect. Appellant was treated in accordance with law/ rules.
Incorrect. Appellant has got no cause of action and he was rightly removed from 

service being found guilty during departmental enquiry.
Pertains to personal life of appellant and not related to respondents.
The allegations against, appellant stand proved during departmental enquiry 

furthermore, respondents may also be allowed for raising additional grounds 

during hearing of the appeal.

H.

/

I.
J.

K.
L.

PRAYER:-
In the light of the above stating material fact and record, the 

appeal in hand is meritless, not rnaintainable being badly time barred and without any 

legal footing is liable to be dismissed with Cost.

I

\
Regional Police Officer, 
Kohat, Region Kohat 

Respondent No.2
SHER AKBAR PSP, S.St

Incumbent

District ili fficer,

c^^^spondent No.3
MUHAMMAD KHALID, PSP

Incumbent

■■

DIG/Ei^t'^CPO 

For Provincial ffolice Officer, 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar. 

(Respondent No. 1)
DR. MUHAMMAD AKHTAR ABBAS

Incumb^ent
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BEFORE THE HONOABLE KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR./

Service Appeal No. 601/2024 
Muhammad Afaq Ex-PASl .Appellant

•>

Versus

The Inspector General of Police KPK Peshawar 
and Others .Respondent

AFFIDAVIT

I Muhammad Khalid PSP District Police Officer Hangu 

and Respondent, do hereby solemly affirm on oath and declare that the 

contents of accompanying application for restoration of right of submission of 

parawise comments, on behalf of Respondents department are correct to the 

best our knowledge and belief. Nothing has been concealed from this Honorable 

Tribunal.

' It is further stated on oath that in this appeal, the 

answering respondents have neither been placed ex-parte nor their defense has 

been struck off.

D i s t r ic'$™iic^-Omce r,

.^'**’'(^§spon^ent No. 3)
(MUHAMMAD KHALID) PSP

Incumbent
CNIC # 15202-1557066-1 
Cell # 0324-9191892

i
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BEFORE THE HONOABLE KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR,

Service Appeal No. 601/2024 
Muhammad Afaq Ex-PAS!

<

Appellant

Versus

The Inspector General of Police KPK Peshawar 
and Others Respondent

REPLY TO THE APPLICATION FOR CONDONATION OF DELAY.

Respectfully sheweth,

1. Para - 1 of the application has no concern with respondent department.
2. Para No. 02 of the application is correct but the appellant conceal the material 

fact that appellant preferred appeal before respondent No. 03 on dated 
02.08..2023 then before respondent No. 02 on 31.08.2023 and then after filed 
revision petition on 30.10.2023 after the delay of sufficient time and as per 
judgment of apex court each and every delay should explain.

3. Para - 03 is not based on cogent reason
4. Para No. 04 of the application is self based assumption
5. Para No. 05 is not supported the version of appellant
6. Para No. 06 is legal .

It is humbly prayed that the application of the appellant may 
graciously be turned down with cost.

rVW*
Distr ^egionalr^lice Officer, 

Kohat, Region Kohat 
Respondent No.2

SHER AKBAR PSP, S.St
Incumbent

icer,
<=—'"■■■ Hangu

Respondent No.3
MUHAMMAD KHALID, PSP

Incumbent

d
t''

DIG/Ldfar, tPO 
For Provincial Police Officer, 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar. 
(Respondent No. 1)

DR. MUHAMMAD AKHTAR ABBAS
Incum^^t



5K■ Complairjt Details - PMDU
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Prime Minister's Performance Delivery
Unit (PMDU)

Pakistan Citizen's Portal (PGP)
District Police Office, Hangu Khyber Pakhtuokhwa

kP230323-90607570 (AB)

f

Pfw 
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A. Cortiplaint Details
In Progress (since 5 Days. 0 months, 0 years) ; 

Police (General Complaint)

DATE OF COMPLAINT 23/03/2023

COMPLAINT CATEGORY/ • Law & Order 
LEVEL 1:'

CURRENT STATUS

COMPLAINT SUB
CATEGORY/
LEVEL 2:

I.**';

fi't
Hangu (Khyber PakhlunkHwa, 
Pakistan)

Hidden by citizen

Fake FIR by police

Mamu khwar darsamand district hanguLOCATIONjOF 
COMPLAINT:

'.f-r
GPS ADDRESS; 
COMPLAINT SUBJECT

COMPLAINT ADDRESS:

Hiddep by CitizenCITIZEN PROFILE

J
■X'

Contents 5':
■•V;

S-' .y:

Respected Sir, 1 humbly want to bring a complaint before you.On March 19, 2023, police'ASI afaq khan took my cousin ;
Hayatuliah son of Mir Azam Khan to police station Doaba district hangu due to high speed of the motorcycte,. At the time 
of detention', Hayatuliah'Had 'S'O'O QaFari Riaisjn his wallet which he had brought from^'QiraTon the 13th march. After 6 or 7 v ■ 
hours.pf detention, Hayatuliah was released on payment of 5000 rupees. On receiving the wallet ate, he saw that there is 
not 500. Oatari Rials in the wallet, on which Hayatuliah told the same policeman that there were 500 Rials in my wallet 
whicIrlThadlhown to you when I gave the wallet to you. Where are? The police ASI afaq khan said that if you ask for 500 
riyais, Uwill file a drug case against you. For asking of 500 riyals, they put a drug case on Hayatuliah and also stole 500 
riyals.I,humbly request you to give us justice. And we demand for action against this illegal act,return of 500 riyals And the , 
fake FiR-should be withdra

<.

Pi !...'
\/

Attachrnent ;
I.

'hNo Attaebpnent with complaint.

.'VB. Complaint Processing History
# DATED

1 25/03g023

2 24/03/2023

3 23/03>2023

FROM TO STATUS REMARKS

DPO, Hangu,.'; 
RPO, Kohat ■ 
IG Police, KpT

RPO, Kohat Forwarded for further riecessary action 
Forwarded for further necessary action please. 

Complaint has been assigned to IG.Police, KP

In-progress
■> •

IG Police, KP In-progress
H'.

Initiated In-prOgress

■ i'

,■
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OFFICE OF THE 
oiSTRICT POLICE OFFICER, 

HANGU
Tei No. 0925-623878 & Fax No. 0925-620135 
Email:dpohangu8@gmail.com

fes' '•

• I'-'

.i DISCIPLINARY ACTION
MR. ASIF BAHADER. PSP. DISTRICT POLIC_EI,

OFFICER. HANGU. as,-competent authority, am of the opinion that you, P/ASl

Muhammad Afaq have rendered yourself liable to be proceeded against

departmentally under Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police Rule 1.975 (Amendment^;.

2014) as you have committed the following acts/omi'ssions.

On the perusal of the outcomes of preliminary enquiry 
conducted by SDPO Thall titled Complaint Code No. 
KP230323-90607570 received ^ from the worthy RPO, 
Kohat Region vide his office Endst: No. 702/C.Cell, 
dated 29.03.2023; you, PASI Muhammad Afaq of P.S 
Doaba have registered a case FIR No. 160, dated 
19lb3.2023, u/s 279 PPC/ 9C^/:NSA in P.S Doaba, in 
which you Just mentioned 5000 notes &> 03 notes 
1000/1000 of Pakistani currency and 10/10 Qatari 
Riyals, 01 note 5 Riyals including one foreign license, 
while 500 riyals is not mentioned in the instant case, 
due to which no chance of success the case.
Since, you have maliciously registered the instant case 
to have spoiled the well reputation of police before the 
general public and the high-ups as well, which is 
unforgivable.
Yotir above act shows involvement in corruption/ 
malpractices, have acted irresponsible manner and 
professional gross misconduct on your part, which 
cannot be ignored.

For the purpose of scrutinizing the conduct of said

DSP City, Haneu

L

i.

i

r'; n'
I

\'-r<

it
h/-

: I
Ifin.
isli

2

eiccused with reference to the above allegations 

appointed as enquiry officer. The enquiry officer fshall in accordance with

.IS [:,<

•1•r ! ■.

provision of the Policei.Rule-1975, provide reasonabfe opportunity of hearing to 

the accused officer, record his findings and make within twenty five days oi'the 

receipt of this order, diecommcndations as to ptjnishment or other appropriate 

• action against the accused officer.

,

;'
.0
- The accused officer shall j6if\ the proceeding on the 

date, time and place fixed by the enquiry officer. !
7'■f-

7

DISTRIC'f^LICE OFFICER, 
\HANGU

/EC, dated 
-«,Qopy of above to:-

Th^ DSP City Hant^u: - The Enquiry 0.rficer for initiating' 
—^proceedings against the accused under the provisions of Police 

Rule-1975.
The Accused officer;- with the directions to appear before the 
Enquiry ©fficer, on the date, time and place fixed b}^ him, for the - 
purpose of enquiry proceedings.

*******

2023Vo.

1..

2.

li

Oll'C..: Wn.1. :>0V2'OC;[;.i,^iiiric)3'/C.h;!rgn lihe.ii ' f- ia
mih' ^ ■ . ..uT

mailto:dpohangu8@gmail.com
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OFFICE OF Tyli 

DISTRICT POU-GE OFFICE 

HANGU
Tci: 0925-62387S Fax 0925-620135 

/EC (iuici! lUnigu the gA /a 1-/2023

VT'

5!

V

/\'IJ \'>.\

FYMAL SHOW CAUSE NOTICE

District Police Officer, _HaAsif Bahader, (PSPL1,1.
the Kliyber Pakhtunkhwa Police Rulecompetent authority, under

(amciided 2014] is hereby serve you, PlASIJyluMmJBM-.Afaq whiles
GD *;f?ition Doaba, Hanqu as fallow;-

That consequent upon the completion of inquiry conducted against you y 
the inquiry officer in which you have given full opportunity of hearing, but

self defence and
i1.

ryou failed to submit any reasonable response in, your ^ ...
recommended you for awarding a major punishment vide his office findings
No. :iigi/SDPO City, Hangu dated 15.06.2023. 4
From going, through the findings and recommendations of the^ inquiry 
officer, the material bn record and other documentary proof including youi 
defense before the inquiry officer.
I am satisfied that you haee committed the following acts/omissions, 
specified in section ,3 of the said ordinance.

I

;
11.

Ou the perusal of the outcomes of imelhninary enquiry 
conducted by shPO Thall titled Complaint Code No. 
KJ*:^’{0’i:^‘i-906>07')7<) received from the loorthy RPO, Kohat 
Kegii>u vide his office Eiulst: No. 702/C.Cell, dated 
1*9.0.3..20.2,3; you, F/i5yJ iMuiuiminad Afaq ofP.SDoaba have 
registered a case Idlt No. dated. tg.03'^023, a/s 279
PlC/ ijC-CNSA ill P.S Doaha, in which you just mentioned 
5000 notes & 03 notes looo/iooo of Pakistani ciirrency 
and jo/io Qatari Riyals, 01 note 5 Riyals including one 
foreign license, white riyuls is not mentioned in the
iasiunt ease due to lehieh no chance of success the case. 
Since, you have rnulieiously registered the case to

spoiled the well rejjnitation oj police before the
■ well, luhich is

i.

•*' n ■ t ,v^
f.syy ,f--'a. 4have

general public and the high-ups 
unforgivable.
Vour above act

as

shows involvement in corruption/ 
irresponsible 

siCLSCAyiiduei. on gotir part, which cannot

at
manner andmalpractices, have acted 

professionul gross 
be ignored.

,\s a rusiill l-|K)i'eof, I, as cdiviiK^tciiL aiiliu.i'iiy, have tentatively decided to

mi■s
saily

impose upon you major penalty jirovided under the Rules ibid. 

You are, therefore, required to show cause
r.

to wiiy the aforesaid penalty

should not be imposed ui'xm you also intimate whether you desii'c to he hoard in peison.
reply to this notice is received within 07 days ol its deliveiy in tlie 

of circumstances;.it sliall be ])resumed that have no defence to put in

as3-
yr..

If no4-
normal course
and in that case as e.x-parte action shall be taken against you\ \ ' 

d’he copy of the finding tif inquiry otiicer is enclose

I

s A
A

■n-■'

m
districtVolice officerJI* 

HANGU

a
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OFRCE OF THE 
DISTRICT POLICE OFRCER, 

. HAN&U
Tit!: 0925-623S7H Fom 0925-620135

f-

I

i

r

O R D E R
I'his t)ic!<;!' is p;is:;t:ti on tlic (k’.]»:ii t:mQ;iitol «in(|iiiry against I’A.Sl Miilinniinad Afaq wile 

i!) I'-.'ii‘c Si.iiiiJti ilaiign iiiuli.T llu; Kliyl»;r Pa.lchtnnkluva I’olicit Kales ■icj75 (Amendment /'.tN 1
I-

ani.i';.

I’ll';.a' fads niTne isisc aiv as midoi':-
I. On :lie jiariisal of tiu; onleoines of the pfe.limiiiaiy enquiry conducted by SDPO i 

■l'iu.ii''ri!lcd Coinjilair.l Code N'r). Kl''a:jo::52:3-n('oo7.'i7i) received from the wor'liy 
KPt;, Kiihai is(^j;ion, Koliat vide Ids olTicc limlsirNo. 7(i2/(.'.Ct;ll, dated 29.03.2023, 
r.\'e Maliaiiiiii;iil Aia'.| ul i’.S has regi.siei'i-vi a c;i.sc l-'IR No. 160, dated

n/s 27'-} ')t- r^N.SA in l’..S Ddalia, in wtiicli lie inst mentioned 5000
n.'.ri-s 1.);^ notes kido/icoo <.if Pakistani Currency and K)/io Qatari Riyals, Oi 
.''liii.; 3 Kiyais including one foreign license, wV.iU; 300 Ki}'al.s are not mentioned ii’ 
il:e insl.int ca.se due to vvhich no chance ofsu(;ce.s.s the case.

ti. Since, he ii.as maliciously regi.stc.red the instant case to have spoiled the well - 
I'l l.Illation of tile Police l/ul'ort: the general public and the high-up.s a.s well, which is 
.inliii'giv.ahic.

lii. lii.s allow- ;ii:i .sliinv,:; his invoK’cinenl in cori'uj'tion/malpractices, ha.s acted 
ir.'i- qi.m-iliili: liiaiiiU'i and iiroU-.'isi.jMal grc-.is misi'ondncl on his ji.irt, which cannot 
;.c i

iic ><-r\vd v.'itn Ciiarge .'■Ilicoi anti slalenients of allegation.'; under llie Khyber

P.n ‘t!n;.!.nv\a i'-dus- Ko.c,> urg; Aihcndmen! ;.:i)ni) vide this .•I'Uce No, i22/f.C. eiak-d 10.05.2023, to which lie 
snlinili.n'.l iii.s r■■[,iy !.» D.i ii.M’. Cily, llangn, who was appointed as linquiry Officer to conduct departnienlal . 
'■nqiiii’v .ii.aiusi Idin. eompielion of (eiquiry, llie KM(|uiry Officer subirdtl.f,d Ids findings vide No. ‘

O.iled ■ in ili.- dciiniiue.it P.'VSj Mulianiiiiad /Maq vv;-;; heid gvdlly fiir the charges ,

11 ;> i’l-.p ay:.:..Si hin. h-.' i.r.vvid.n;.’, mil opporiunity of iiia:i ing. ■i'iicrefore, the I'inciuir}' tJfflcer recommended Vo hg' . 
•1 a.':;. Jof 1 him :i ir.-i_,.,r jinnis’nnniU.

i
r

I

I'

I
I

V T
■ kt.'.-,iM'i].i.-iitl_r, lie was calKai in «ird'.;rly room on 05.07.2023 anti heard in person, but no 

I’caswrial'lc ti.sponsc could he given in his self di-rcncg. ,Sni>.-‘.equcntly, a Final Slu'.w Cau.se. Notice was issued to 
Idiu this otflce vidf .-ei/l-!'.', d..ie.d oh.{17.2023, hui his reply was :dso h.’und unsatisfi'.i-lory.

; i

tt
■i-liiii;,, II, \ u \i- oi die c.i.nve iKO'iiig i-.oiie ilii'ouy.h ae.iil::!ile fceurrl, the undersigned 

has arriv.-d al d:e e.i!'el....;i.ii, shai {li-iii.{jne.il I'A.Sl Muliaiiuiiad .-Afa:' has fouiul involveinenl in corruption :il/ / 
!‘e:My [or iiiendu r .a' ‘ I,. - ois aplincil I'.in-e, Ida ,i('l fall:; eomns iinder the domain of jnajor mi.sconduct. wl 
1!.:!•••..n-;' le;.l !u i. m,; niur-

h
i\

• iiil-'iesie'i lo sei'Vi ihe iSjiice Dep.u'tineiit. iVlori;over, in thc.-’-c circumslancc:>,j 
01:01a i.; iiiiiile.n on puhlie exeheqma', tiierefure, I, Asif 15ahad'.;i’, (P.Sl’), District P^ i • ► 

.1 eNi-i 1,1 ,ii ll..' p.e.i'-^T:: , 1 uin-ri'ei: ujjoi! me uiulor llu; Kide.s ilfijd, di;:pen.se wiLli geiv^nt*^ 

jo'oe.-ed.ie.;;: ami .iu’i.eueu hioi a oimJoc ptoii.-nuuciii tii' i<eiiio\':d iVoni .Si-iw lccYvlih iimiiedifitc cffccl.

I'l 'eiuiir:! in Poh.-e !)ep. 
i-dnciT, Maiuu! >;

s

'Jr.iei- /■ nn-.uiiced.

!d: .'..i. *.** ?

Dale.; I
DiSTRI«:r POlACfc' OFFICER,

A H.AN6U2 SS6
j.v ol .-il-iove. is suhmiued lo i le itev.iima! I’oiiiv yihcer, Kfihat Kc.gion, Koliat for ;

N dalei.1 I iaiign. du
1 ;

Jlav-n.r (,r inforiiiati.iii, pu-ase- ’; titki I'l’lici- i.ines, ! kiiiyit, I'ay O:fleer. KC, Keadt;;' 01 iC^ii' n«coss:iry :iction.• >

*
I- !lf

OTSVKICV i'OLfCE OFFICER,
liAKC'J

r.J1

y V-
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OFFICE OF THE
^ DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER, 

HAN6U
TV/; 0925-6238 78 Fax 0925-62013S'y

r-

'=5

; y
; ‘I

ORDER
This order is passed on the departmental enquiry against PAST Muhammad.Xfeq while 

posted as GD Police Station Doaba, Hangu under tlie Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules 1975 (Aihendment 

2014). ■r

■brief facts of the case are as under;- M-
i. On the perusal of the outcomes of the preliminary enquiry condiicted'Ty SDPO 

■rhall Titled Complaint Code No. I<P230323-90607570 received from tli.e worthy 
RPO, Kohat Region, ICohat vide his office Endst: No. 702/C.Cell, dated 29:03.2023, 
PAST Muhammad Afaq of P.S Doaba has registered a case I'lR No. 160, dated 
19.03.2023, ii/s'279 PPC/ gC-CNSA'in P.S Doaba, in which he just mentioiied 5000 
notes & 03 notes 1000/1000 of Pakistani Currency and 10/10 Qatari 'Riyals, 01 
Note 5 Riyals including one foreignvlicense, while 500 Riyals are not mentioned in 
the instant case due to which no chance of success the case.
Since, he has maliciously registered the instant case to have spoiled;,the_ well 
reputation of the Police before the general public and the high-ups as well, which is 
unforgivable. •:/

.■.iii. His above act shows his involvement in corruption/malpractices, .lias acted 
irresponsiiile manner and professional gross misconduct on his part, which cannot 
be ignored. ;V.

.He was served witii Charge Sheet and statements of allegations under the ICliyber

IN

ii.

/j

r,-
Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules 1975 (Amendment 2014) vide this office No. 122/EC, dated 10.05.2023, td;which he 
submitted his reply to tlie DSP, City, Hangu, who was appointed as Enquiry Officer to conduct departmental

1
enquiry against him. After completion of enquiry, the Enqu.iry Officer submitted his findings/^.vide No.

was held guilty for the charges1.131/SDPO, dated 15.06,2023, in which the delinquent PAST Muhammad Afaq 
leveled against him by providing full ojiportunity of hearing. Therefore, the Enquiry Officer recommended to be

awarded him a major punishment.
Consequently, he was called in orderly room on 05.07.2023 and heard in persq^n, but no 

I’easonable response could be given in his self defence. Subsequently, a Final Show Cause Notice was-.issued to 
him this office vide No. 121/EC, dated 06.07.2023, but his reply was also found unsatisfactory.

;;

Keeping in view of the above and having gone through available record, the undersigned 
has arrived at the concltision that delinquent PAST Muhammad Afaq has found involvement in corruption and 
being a senior member of the disciplined force, his act falls comes under the domain of major misconduct, which 
indicates that he is not ihore interested to serve the Police Department. Moreover, in these circumsfances, his 

retention in Police Department is burden on public exchequer, therefore, I, Asif Bahader, (PSP), District Police 
Officer, Hangu in exercise of the powers conferred upon me ..under the Rules ibid, dispense witji general 
proceedings and awarded him a major punishment of Removal from Service with immediate effect.

■■■'; ‘ 'i-

Oi'der Announced.

OB No._____

Dated 17 / 07 /202.2 •

4.512
•-i

-Sd-
A DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER, 

HANGUc-

dated Hangu. the 18 / 07 / 2023 _ )•;
Copy of above is submitted to the Regional Police Officer, IColiat Region,;I<ohat for

26'^6-';8No.

favour of information, please.
R1 Police Lines, Hangu, Pay Officer, EC, Reader & OHC for necessary action. T2.

> '

1-Sd-
DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER, 

HANGU 1%

i-
1-

•w

• .1.
3i

n.

T
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ORDER.
This order will dispose of the departmental appeal preferred by Ex-PASI 

Muhammad Afa, of Hangu distriet Poliee against the order of District P^ice Off.eer^ Hangu 
whereby he was awarded major penalty of removal from serv.ee vide OB No, 450, dated 
17.07.2023. Brief facts of the case are that a complaint was moved agamst h™ Pak_

the contents of complaint, he registered a case vide FIR No- >60- “a^
ly mentioned one Note of Rs. 5000/-,Citizen Portal. As per

Foreign Driving License, while he did. not mention the 500 C?atr. Riyals with malaf.de mtenticm 

recovered from the possession of accused which badly affected the case.

on

f- initiated against him 
served with Charge

In this regard, proper departmental enquiry proceedings
nominated as Enquiry Officer. The appellant

Enquiry Officer after fulfillment of codal formalities 
found guilty of the charges leveled against him.

were
wasand SDPO City Hangu was 

Sheet and Statement of Allegations. The 
submitted his findings wherein the appellant was fv-

recommendations of the Enquiry Officer and the above cited 
awarded major punishment of removal from service by

Keeping'in view the 
circumstances, the delinquent officer 
the District Police Officer, Hangu vide OB No. 450, dated 17.07.2023.

was
•,•.7

Feeling aggrieved from the order of District Police Officer. Hangu, the appellant 
preferred the instant appeal. He was summoned and heard in.person in Orderly Room held m tjie 
office of the undersigned on 29.08.2023. During personal hearing the appellant denied , ,, 
allegations leveled against him. However, he could not advance any plausible justification m ins

defense to prove his innocence.
From the perusal of enquiry file and relevant'fecord, it is clear that the allegations 

leveled against the delirif|uent officer have been proved beyorfd any-shadow of doubt. The retention 
of the delinquent officer, who has remain involved in corrupt practices, m Police is bound to 

adversely affect the discipline of other members of Force.

Keeping'in view the above. I, Shcr Akbar. jPSP S.St, Regional Police Offieer, 
Kohat, being the appellate authority, do not find any justification, whatsoever, to interfere witlTthe 
order passed by the DPO Hangu. Hence, the instant appeal is hereby rejected, being evoi o

merits.
Ordar Announced
29.08.2023 r

N, ) yy RegionaTRSlice Officer,
Kohat Region

i /2023No. 9^ Dated Kohat thc^_,_______
Copy mi-warded to District Police Officer, Hangu for information and necessary^w/r 

to his office Memo: NoV4126/LB, dated 17.08.2023. His Service Record is returned herewith. .'4 
2. ^ Appellant Ex-PASI Muhammad Afaq of district Hangu

■V-

•I
:

; V
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The Inspcclcr Gcnci'al ol'Police. 
Khyber PakhUiiikhawa. Peshawar.

'.I-
' ’»'-

V;
IS

■:.*«!

\ Subject: Revision Petition under Rule 11-A of Police Rules, 1975

j.Rcspcclcd Sir. I
■aWith profound regards, pclilioner submits Revision Pclilion for the 

revival and survival of the service lost vide iinpiignedorders ol Distiact 

|i\-)licc Ofllccr I langu and Regional. Police Ofllcer Kohal.

:«■

.FACTS
I. That petitioner had Joined (he Khyber Pakhlunkhawa i^olice in the

rank of Assistant- Sub Inspector (AS!) against the quota reserved (or 

"Shuhada" wards. On 19,05^2023. appellant while posted in Police 

Station' Doaba. District 1 langu. made recovery of 120 gram ‘•eharas" 

from the posses.'^ion of Mr. .1 la;at Dllah resident ol Sadda. District 

Kurrum.Recovery of Pakisiani and foreign currency was also made 

from him and was dulv hshown in the “Murasila" drafted for

' ■ I

registration of ease, that was incorporated in TIR No.160/ 2023. 

Under Section 9 (c) CNSAf read with 279 PPC, PS Doaba. district 

llangii.

2, That the said lUu'at Ullah-accused person on getting grant of bail, 

logged false complaint agath.sl petitioner on charges of not show ing 

rccovci’y c'f currency of 500'Qatari Riayals. with sole motive to create 

doubt in the prosecution case mentioned above. Dislrict Police 

OfUccr. 1 langu \vithoul wailing for complclicm of the trial o( criminal 

ea.se. passed removal from service order, dated 17.07,2023 ol 

petitioner bearing OB No 450, The dcpailmental appeal of petitioner 

also rciceled vide order. No. 937t-74/l:lC. dated 31.08.2023 by 

Regional Police ofllccr Koh'ai. hence this revision petition is humbly
I

submitted on the following grounds.

■e-

1..

was
i*’

■I/GROUNDS
a) That the impugned order passed by kwvcr and appellant authorities t^re

■i .. /
against the law and facts on ix'cord. 'fhe ;uith(Mitics have wrongly 

accepted the mere allegations of accused person. Ihe alleged

T:

!■

;r.N'*

Page 1 of 2
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complainl maker was booked by petilioner on charges of P('SSCssion 

of narcolics and llic case is nol (Inally disposed of by the compclcni 

court, therefore the impugned orders will certainly affect the merit of 

the said narcolics ease, lienee the impugned orders arc bad in law and 

against the rules.

b) That the entire enquiry proceedings were carried out at the back of 

petilioner. None was examined as a witness in presence of petitioner. 

I’clitioncr was not confronted with any evidence supporting the 

charge. I’indings of the inquiry officer were not supplied ,lo petitioner 

despite repeated requests placed before the authority. The dclcn.se ol 

petitioner was not taken into account and the false allegations of 

accused person were accepted wiiiioiit any corroborative evidence.

c) That the trial court is competent forums for evaluating the bona-fide 

and mala-flde of petitioner about registration of ease against the

complaint maker. Therefore the impugned orders are not only pre-
! ■

mature but will also-affect the prosecution of the ease blR No.160 

mentioned above. Again it':\vill encourage the accused persons apd 

dis-courage tlic Police ol'llccrs.

d) 'I'hal petitioner made hot pursuit of the accused (complainl maker) and

foiled his attempt of fleeing away and also made recovery of “charas"

from his possession. The lower authorities instead of revvardi^

petitioner imposed major penally of removal, from service on

petitioner. I would also likcvto he hard in person for agitating-other

grounds and explaining mv defense. • •

It is therefore requested that on acceptance of the petition, the 
■ ■ k

impugned oixicrs may be sc) aside and peliliiMier ma.v be rc-inslalcd in

sendee with back bcnellls.

T:/ -

• ;

.:
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Yours Ob^^ly.5
/

Muhammad Afaq {ItX-AS],).
District: 1 langii.

<;

Cell No.

l‘)ncl()surcs: -
1. Copic of impugned order.syj
2. Copy of 1-lR ; >:

y;:
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OFVIlCfeOF THE
^ Fvsi?Fc:t()u c;fnkrat. of ih)t.tcf

;■ KIIYRKR; PAKHTIJNKHWA 
FESITAWAU.

4, *

!
ORDER

1

Thi's oi-dcr is-hereby passed to'dispose of Revision Petition under Rule 11-A of f2hybcr 

Prikhtunkliwa Policel Ru[e-1;9'75 (amended 2014) submitted by Ex-FASI Muhammad Aiaq (hercinafler 

]-crerred fo as petitioner),
removed from service by DPO Ifangu vide OB No. 450,':;datedrbe ipclitioncr was

17.07;.2023 on the!allegations that a complaint was moved againsfhira through Pakistan Citi/.cn korhi.1. As 

per the contents of cphiplaint, he registered a case vide PIR No. 160, dated 19.03.2023 u/s 279 PPC, 9-C-- 

CNSA PS Doaba wHcfein He only mentioned one note of Rs. 5000/-, 03 Notes of Rs. 1000/-, 02 Notes of 

lO/iO Qatri Pvial andf)] Note of 05 Qatri Rial and one foreign I^riving license while he did not mention the 

500 Qatri Rials with raalafide intention recovered from the posses.vio.n.of the accused which badly alfectcd 

the case.
■['he Appellate Authoi'ity i,e. Regional Police Ofric'cir.Kohat rejected his Appeal vidc-Order

I'ndst: No. 9371-72/P:C, dated 31.08.2023.
A meeting of Appella.tc Board was held on 05.03.2024 ip CPC) under the chairmanship ol 

Die Headquarters. lix-PASI Muhammad Afaq was present and heard in detail.

He did not mention an amount of 500 Qatari Riyals’’rceo^'ered. from accused. He is involved 

in fmaneial issue and his appeal was rejected by RPC) Kohat as Well,. Besides, he was awarded onc/maj 

punishment and five minor punishments in the past. Hence his appeal is being rejected.

Sd/-
AWAI. KHAN, FSF 

Additional Inspector (jencral of Police,
HQrs; Khyber PakhUinkhwa, Peshawar, >

S/24,-.dated Peshawar, the ■./2(i24.

i;

or

1,1'•

■i.v S/;

Hopy of the above is forwarded to the;

1. Regional Police Officer, .TColiat. Service Record i.c. One Service Book, One Service Rdlf and

hauji Missal received vide letter No. 11521/HO, dated 03.1 1.2023 is returned for your ol'dcc 

record. e

2. District Police Officer, Hangu.

3. ATO/I.egal, Khyber.PakhUinkhwa., Peshawar.

4. PA to Addl; tOP/HQrs: Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar;:'

5. PA to DKj/HQrsnKhybci- PakhUinkhwa, Peshawar.O

..-■(‘hAe b_.
C

! O \• i.
U) !

; \ "i

; /A -v;..
■■■■■■'I/. A6. Office Supdt: 13-I.PK CPC) Peshawar, 91^

A
tFARHAN KHAN) FSF, QPM

■) !?rt /If t>')^ AiCj/Hstamishincnt, A.
C, At). .. Hor Inspector OeVal of Polidd;

Khyber Pakhtiinkl\Va, Pcshawai'.
:4
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BEFORE THE HONOABLE KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.

•v*

Service Appeal No. 601/2024 
Muhammad Afaq £x-PASI Appellant

t

Versus

The Inspector General of Police KPK Peshawar 
and Others .Respondent

AUTHORITY LETTER

Mr. Imad-ud-Din DSP HQrs/Legai Hangu, is hereby 

authorized/nominated to submit para-wise comments/reply in the instant 

service appeal in the HonlDle Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Peshawar 

and also to-defend instant service appeal on behalf of Respondent’s No. 1,2 86 3.

District lie
ai

(Respon^lem^No. 3)
(MUHAMMAD\jUlALID) PSP,

Incumbent

«Lonal Polij6€rT)fficer. Kohat 
Kohaf Region Kohat 
(Respondent No. 2)

(SHER AKBAR) PSP, S.St
Incurhbent

DIG/Legal, CPO 
For Inspector General of Police, 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar. 
(Respondent No. 1)

(DR. MUHAMMAD AKHTAR ABBAS)
Incumbent


