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m ‘■v DIRECTORATE GENERAL.
EXCISE. TAXATION & NARCOTICS CONTROL. . r'

%
PROVINCIAL A

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA. PESHAWAR.- g

Avqaf Complex, Sfumi ^oadi <^fuvwar Cantt <Pfione JVw. 091-9212260-9211209

Peshawar dated the /01/2024.
NOTIFICATION.

^7-2-3 /Estb/XXXV-A-227(Seniority). A tentative seniority list of Assistant Sub- 

Inspector (BPS-11) of the Excise, Taxation and Narcotics Gontrol, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa as stood 

on 31-12-2023 is circulated for information of all concerned.

No.

Objection, if‘ any, regarding errors/omission may be forwarded to this 

Directorate General ET&NC through the concerned Regional Director, Excise, Taxation & Narcotics 

Control with supporting documents within 30 days. In case of non-receipts of any objection within 

the stipulated period, final seniority list will be issued and no objection will be entertained thereafter.

' DIRECTOR GENERAL.
EXCISE, TAXATION & NARCOTICS CONTROL 

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA, PESHAWAR.

/Estb/X_XXV-A-227(Seniority),
Copy forwarded for information to;-

1- Director (Admn), Excise, Taxation & Narcotics Control, Khyber Pakhtukhwa, Peshawar.
2- All the Regional Directors, Excise, Taxation & Narcotics Control, in Khyber Pakhtukhwa.
3- All Excise & Taxation Officers in Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.
4- PS to Secretary to Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Excise, Taxation and Narcotics 

Control Department, Peshawar.

/
No.

• -r'

DIRECTOR GENERAL,
EXCISE, TAXATfON & NARCOTICS CONTROL 

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA. PESHAWAR.

/ *1^
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. l^KFORE I HK KHYljER PAKH rUNKliWA SERVICK TRIBCNAl
PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. 1295/2022

BHl^X)Ri-:: MR. ICALIM ARSHAD KIU^^^ .... CHAIRMAN
MEMBER (.1)MF^S.RASHIHA BANG

Zafar Ali Sub-Inspector Police lane Karak.

.... (Appcllanf)

V i-IRS US

1. Inspector Ccncra! of Police, Khyber Ikikhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
2. Additional Inspector General oEPolicc, KJiyber Pakhtunkhwa,-.Peshawar.
3. Regional i-*olice Otficer, Kohat Region, Kohat.
4. District Police Ofneer, Karak.
5. Government of.Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Chief Secretary, Peshawar.

-....... ‘ ... (Respondents)

M.r. Shahid Qayyum Khattak 
Advocate For appellaait 

f or respondentsMr. Muhammad .Ian 
IDistrict Attorney

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

05.09.2022
,05.04.2024
.05.04.2024

JIJ.DCEM mj .

RASIHDA BANG, IVlElVgBER (J)ffhc service appeal in hand has been

instituted under Section 4of the Khyber Pakhtunlchwa ServiceTribunal Act, 

i 974with the ibliowing prayer: , _ ;

accephmee of this appeal, the impugned orders dated 

02.01.2021, 21.06.2021, 06.07.2021 Hni! 03.08.2022 may
graciously he set aside by dedaring ii iHegal, unlawful, 

without authority, based on malafidc, void ab-iaitio and thus

not sustainable in the eyes of law and appeJIant is entitled for 

ali back benefits of pay and service.”
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Brief facts of the ease are that appellant while posted as SFdO at Police

f|R Nk). 590 Ll/s 1 5.AA PS K.araka against one

2.

Station City Karak, lodged a case

Abdul 1 iakeem S/0 Naseem Cui for his ill intention, fie was also charged by the

complainant in case MR No. 256 dated 16.09.2020 u/s 302, 34 PPC PS I^anda

feeling aggrieved, he preferred departmental appeal which 

rejected. 'l'hcrearici\hc filed revision petition, which was not responded,
-p

hence, the instant service appeal.

Respondents were pul on notice who submitted their joint parawisc 

comments on the appeal. We heard the leai'pcd counsel for the appellant as well 

as learned District Attorney for the respondents and perused the case file with

Korai, D.LK.han.

was

o

• connected documenls in detaif

l.carned counsel for the appellant argued that the impugned order 

against law, facts and norms of natural justice; that the appellant had not been 

treated in accordance .with law and rules; that no chai'ge sheet and statement oi. 

allegations had been issued to the appellant prior to the issuance ofimpugned 

order; that no chance of defense had been granted to the appellant, and no 

regular Inquiry had been condLictcd in the matter. Therefore, he requested for 

acceptance of the in.stant service appeal.

Conversely, learned District Attorney argued that the impugned order was 

based on (acts and norms of justice; that the appellant had been treated in 

accordance with law and rules; that charge sheet and statement of allegations 

had duly been served upon the appellant;-that appellant had been served with

05.1 1.2021 which had not been replied by him; that the 

appellant had been given full opportunity of defense and proper inquiry had 

been conducted. Therefore, he requested for acceptance of the instant service

was4.

5.

show cause notice on



appeal.

Perusal of record reveals ihat appellant was serving the respondent 
department, when respondent No. 4 initiated disciplinary proceeding against the 

appellant by issuing charge sheet and statement of allegation with the allegation 

that;

7.

"As per the findings report of the preliminary enquiry 

conducted by SP In vestigation Wing Karak that SI Zafar AH while 

posted as S/IO PS Karak registered case FIR No. 590 dated 

16.09.2020 u/s ISAA PS Karak against accused Abdul Hakim s/o 

Nasih Ghulam r/o Warana Ghari Khel on ill intention. Accused 

was charged by the complainant in case FIR No. 256 dated 

16.09.2020 u/s 302, 34 PPC PS Rand Korai in district Dera Ismail 
Khan. This illegal act was done with the collaboration of Maddad 

Moharrar and DFC PS Karak. Furthermore, it has also been 

reported that SI took illegal gratification amounting to Rs. 5 lac 

from the accused party to provide shelter in the said case. This 

state of affair is quite adverse on his part and shows his malafide 

intention, disruptive behavior and irresponsibility in the discharge 

of his official obligations being a member of discipline force. This 

act on his part is against service discipline and amounts to gross 

misconduct.''

Appellant was awarded punishment ol'reduction, in pay Tor two years by District

Police Officer, Karak vide order dated 02.01.2021. Appellant preferred

departmental appeal against the said order on 05.03.2021 after lapse of period of

two months while Section 4 of the Khybei' Paklitunkhwa Service 'fribunal Act,

1974 and Rule 3 of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Civil Servants (Appeal) Rules,

1986 gives the period for filing departmental appeal as thirty days, which

proposition is reproduced lor ready rerercncc;

''Any civil servant aggrieved by any final order, whether 

original or appellate, made by a departmental authority in 

respect of any of the terins and conditions of his service may, 
within thirty days of the communication of such order to him, 
prefer an appeal of the appeal having jurisdiction in the 

matter. ”

When confronted with the question of limitation learned counsel argued that the
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merit without touching questionauthority had rejeeled departmental appeal on

of limitation, thcretbre, ihis.iribunal could not touch the question of: limitation.

Moreover, revision petition.filed by the appellant was rejected vide order dated

05.09.2022 after lapse ofperiod06.07.2022 and appellant filed instant appeal on 

of .thirty days which is as per Scction-4 of the Khybe.r Pakhtunkhwa Service 

‘ 'fnbunal Act, 1974, appellant will have to fie appeal within thirty days of

passing of impugned order. Although appellant filed mercy petition but there is 

no provision ol'mercy petition in the Police Rules, Ihcrcloib, fling ol the same

is of no help to the appellant.

I'or what has been discussed above, the departmental appeal as well as• - 8.
r •
'V,

service appeal fled by the appellant both are bai-red by time, hence dismissed.

Costs shall follow the event. Consign.

Pronounced in open court-in Peshawar and given under our hands and seal 

ofihe Tribunal this P" day oj April, 2024.

9.

(RASHIDA DANG) 
Member (J)

(KALIM Ai^SMAD KHAN) 
Chairman

Katcaimdlali
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Learned eounscl for the appehanl present. Mr. Muhammad Jan()5.()4.2024 I. '

learned Disiricl Attorney lor the respondents present.

7 Vide our detailed judgment of today placed on tile, the

departmental appeal as well as service appeal filed by the appellant 

both arc barred by lime, hence dismissed. Costs shall follovv’ the event.

Consign.

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

hands and seal of the Inbunal this 5“ day of April: 2024.

(KALiM AKSHAD KHAN) 
Chairman

(UASHIDA BANO) 
Member (J)

Kcileeiiiiillali
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S.A No. l'295/2022

Junior of learned counsel for the appellant present.if 26.10.2023

Mr. Muhammad Jan, District Attorney for the respondents

present.

Junior of learned counsel for the appellant requested for

adjournment on the ground that learned counsel for the 

appellant is busy in the Hon’ble Peshawar High Court, 

Peshawar. Adjourned. To come up for arguments on 

30.01.2024 before the D.B. Parcha Peshi given to the parties.

Q
W.
2 ’ I 
^ £

(A®0

(Salahvdd-Din) 
Member (J)

(Muhammad Akbar Khan) 
Member (E)

*NaL‘ent Amin*

Counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Asad Ali Khan,30.01.2024

Assistant Advocate General alongwith Mr. Malak Jan, Inspector
’asc-:-"

(i.egal) for the respondents present.

Ixarncd Member (Executive) Miss Fareeha Paul is on

leave, tlicrefore, bench is incomplete. I'o come up for arguments

Oil 05.04.2024 before the D.B. PP given to the parties.

' V,

(SALAH-UD-DIN) 
Member (J)

,-l■'cl/.ic Subhan. P.S^^
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Junior to counsel lor appcllanl pivsent27.04.2023

lyiuhanirnad Jan, learned Disirici Auorney alongwith Iftildiar

Iqbal ASl tbr respondenis present. >

;

Learned Member Executive (Mr. Muhammad Akbar Khan).is
!

on leave, therefore, case is adjourned. To come up for arguments
r“-

on 27.06.2023 before D.B. Pai-clia Peslii given to the parties.

A
(Roziria Rel'irnan) 

Member (J)
*Mulazem Shah '^

Junior to counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Asad Ali 

Khan,, learned Assistant Advocate General for the respondents 

present.

2. Former requested for adjournment due to engagement ot 

learned senior counsel for the appellant before the HoiTble 

Peshawar High Court, -Peshawar. Granted. To come up tor 

arguments on 26.10.2023 before the D.B. Parcha Peshi given 

the parties.

1.27.06.2023

ir

to
■

f

(Rashida Bano) 
Member (J)

(Fareeha Pau 
Member (E)

'Kaleemullah*

L 4



1Service Appeal No. 1295/2022'2'

iLearned counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Waqar01.12.2022

Ahmad, ASI alongwith Mr. Muhammad Adeel Butt, Additional
\|

Advocate General for the respondents present and requested for

further time for submission of reply/comments. Last opportunity

given. In case-the last chance as given is not availed, the next 

adjournment shall be subject to prior payment of cost of 

Rs. 5000/-. Adjourned. To come up for submission of written
o

^ V, reply/comments on 1 LOl .2023 before the S.B.

v

(Salah-Ud-Din) 
Member (.1)

Junior^ to counsel for the appellant present.11.01.2023

Muhammad Adeel Butt learned Additional Advocate

General alongwith Waqar Ahmad ASI for respondents

present.

Reply on behalf of respondents submitted which is

placed on file. A copy of the same is handed over to the 

junior counsel for the appellant. To come up for

rejoinder/arguments on 27.04.2023 before D.B.

(Rozina Rehman) 
Member (.1)

J
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Learned counsel foLtHe appellant present.15^’ September, 2022

Against the impugned order dated 02.01.2021, the 

appellant filed departmental appeal on 05.01.2021 which was 

rejected on 16.06.2021 against which he filed revision petition 

01.07.2021 which also met the same fate on 06.07.2022 and 

he then filed a mercy petition which was also filed on 

03.08.2022 and then filed this appeal. The question whether the 

appeal would be barred by limitation or not will be decided at 

the time of full-hearing,Therefore, it is admitted to lull hearing 

subject to all just and legal objections by the other side. 

Appellant is directed to deposit security fee. Out district 

respondents be summoned through TCS, the expenses of which 

be deposited by the appellant within three days, while the local 

respondents be summoned through process serving agency of 

the learned Senior Civil Judge, Peshawar. To come up for 

written reply/comments on 2,5.10.2022 before S.B.

r.

on

Secuiity Ppococ^

;

(Kalim Acshad Khan) 

Chairman

Ih Junior to counsel for the appellant present. Mr.■ 25‘" Oct, 2022

Naseerud Din Shah, Assistant Advocate General for the

respondents present.

Respondents have riot submitted reply/comments.

Learned Assistant Advocate General sought adjournment in

order to contact the respondents to submit reply/comments

on the next date. Granted. To come up for reply/comments

on 01.,12.2022 before S.B.,

-

(Fareena Paul) 
Member(E)

• A
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.0^- Form- A V

FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Court of

1295/2022Case No.-

Date of order 
proceedings

S.No, Order or other proceedings with signature of judge

21 3

The appeal of Mr. Zafar AN presented today by Mr. Shahid Qayyum 

Khattak Advocate, it is fixed for preliminary hearing before Single Bench at 

Peshawar Notices be issued to appellant’and his counsel for

the date fixed.

1-
\

1

kpst
By the'Arder of Chairman

RFGISTRAR ^
1

ii
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KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL, P
CHECK LIST

HA WAR
:■

2l/^ Aj0
— / y A£Case Title: v/s

~
LA5# 7CONTENTS YES NO

This Appeal has been presented by: ______________ ■ ______
Whether Counsel/Appeilant/Respondent/Deponent have signed the
requisite documents?________
Whether appeal is within time?
Whether the enactment under which the appeal is filed mentioned?
Whether the enactment under which the appeal is filed is correct? 
Whether affidavit is appended?
Whether affidavit is duly attested by competent Oath Commissioner? 

Whether appeal/annexures are properly paged?
Whether certificate regarding filing any earlier appeal on the subject,
furnished?________________
Whether annexures are legible?
Whether annexures are attested?

V1

2
!;

3 /
4
5 A
6
7
8

I.
9 X;■

10

11

Whether copies of annexures are readable/clear?
Whether copy of appeal is delivered to AG/DAG?
Whether Power of Attorney of the Counsel engaged is attested and 
signed by petitioner/appellant/respondents?
Whether numbers of referred cases given are correct?
Whether appeal contains cutting/overwriting? _____
Whether list of books has been provided at the end of the appeal?

12

13
;

14•r i
r : ;

1 15 ✓l;

I 16 X
17

;>
Whether case relate to this court?i8i

Whether requisite number of spare copies attached? 
Whether complete spare copy is filed in separate file cover?

19
i
i 20 ir

Whether addresses of parties given are complete? 
Whether index filed?

21

I
Whether index is correct? •;23
Whether Security and Process Fee deposited? On_______________
Whether in view of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Rules 1974 
Rule n, notice along with copy of appeal and annexures has been 
sent to respondents? On_____________________
Whether copies of comments/reply/rejoinder submitted? On

! 24

I 25!

26 y/

Whether copies of comments/repiy/rejoinder provided to opposite 
party? On • -27

It is certified that formalities/documentation as required in the above table-have been 
fulfilled.

t
Name:

Signature:
Dated: ‘1

;■

i ;
(i :
H ■

\

:'i



BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL 

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. /2022

Zafar Ali Appellant

Versus
D

RespondentsInspector General of Police and others

INDEX

Description of DocumentsS.No. Annex Pages

1. Memo of appeal with affidavit 1-4

Address of the parties2. 5

Copy of Charge Sheet and Statement of 

Allegation

3. A

^-7
Copy of order dated 02/01 / 20214. B

5. Copy of Departmental Appeal C

Copy of order dated 21/06/20216. D
//

7. Copy of revision E /2^L3
8. Copy of order dated 06/07/2022 F Ik
9 ' Copy of Order dated 03/08/2022 G Lf
10 Copy of other documents

11 WakalatNama 12.

Appellant

Through

ShahidQayunfiKhattak 
Advocate Supreme Court 

of Pakistan 
Mob No. 0333-9195776

Dated: Jf /08/2022

}
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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL 

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWAPESHAWAR
A

(A5 /2022Service Appeal No.

Zafar Ali Sub Inspector Police Line Karak

Dj;sii-y NoVersus
0.5^

Datucl

Inspector General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar 

Additional, Inspector General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 

Peshawar

The Regional Police Officer, Kohat Region, Kohat

District Police Officer Karak ,»
Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through 

Chief Secretary, Peshawar

1.

2.

3.

4.

5.
Respondents

APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT, 1974 

AGAINST THE ORDER 'DATED 02/01/2021 PASSED BY 

RESPONDENT NO. 4 BY WHICH THE APPELLANT HAS BEEN 

AWARDED MAJOR PUNISHMENT OF REDUCTION IN PAY FOR 

TWO.YEARS, AND AGAINST THE ORDER DATED 21/06/2021 

PASSED BY RESPONDENT NO. 3 VIDE WHICH THE 

DEPARTMENTAL REPRESENTATION/ APPEAL FILED BY 
APPELLANT HAS BEEN REJECTED^ AND AGAINST THE ORDER 

'DATED 06/07/2022 PASSED BY RESPONDENT NO. 2, VIDE 

WHICH THE REVISION PETITION FILED BY APPELLANT HAS 

BEEN REJECTED AND AGAINST ORDER DATED 03/08/2022 

VIDE WHICH THE MERCY PETITION FILED BY APPELLANT HAS 

BEEN FILED '

lle^to-day

f\^ -wv6

PRAYER

On accepting this service appeal, the impugned orders dated 

02/01/2021, 21/06/2021, 06/07/2021 and 03/08/2022 

may graciously be set aside by declaring it illegal, unlawful, 

without authority, based on malaTide, void abinitio and thus
I

not sustainable in the eyes of lay and appellant is entitled 

for all back benefits of pay and service



^ "r
Respectfully Sheweth;

That Respondent No. 4 initiated—d-is&iplinarv—proceeHing. against 

appellant _£md_issue_-charge-sheet—and~-statement_Qf_allegation. 
( Copy attached as Annexure “A”)

1.

2. Th^ thereafter inquiry was initiated against the appellant and 

respondent No. 4 passed an order dated 02/01/2021 vide which 

the major punishment of “ Reduction in pay for two years” has 

been passed against appellant without collecting any evidence.
i

(Copy of impugned order is attached as, Annexure “B”)

That appellant filed departmental appeal /representation ( the 

facts and ground agitated therein may please be treated as part 

and parcel of this appeal) against the impugned order before 

respondent No. 3, who vide order dateid 21/06/2021 rejected the 

same without complying codal formalities. ( Copy of appeal and 

impugned order are attached as Annexure “C” and “D”)

3.

That thereafter, the appellant filed revision petition ( the facts and 

ground agitated therein may please be treated as part and parcel of 

this appeal) before the worthy Respondent No. 1, but the 

has been rejected by respondent No. 2 vide order dated 

06/07/2022. ( Copy of revision and order are attached 

Annexure “E” & “F”)

4.

same

as

5. That appellant filed mercy petition before the worthy Respondent 

No. 1 who vide order dated 03/08/2022 filed the same. ( Copy of 

the Order is attached as Annexure “G”)

6. That now appellant feeling aggrieved from the above orders hence, 

filling this appeal on the following amongst other grounds inter alia

GROUNDS:

That the impugned orders of the respondents are illegal, 

unlawful, without authority, based on mala fide intention, 

against the natural justice, voilatiye of the Constitution and 

Service Law and equally without jurisdiction, hence the 

are liable to be set aside in the best interest of justice.

a.

same



'4^
b. That the impugned orders passed by respondents are very 

much harsh, without any evidence based on surmises & 

conjectures and is equally against the principle of natural 

justice.

That during enquiry proceedings none was examined in support 

of the charges leveled against appellant neither has proper 

opportunity of hearing been provided to appellant. No 

allegations mentioned above are practiced by the appellant nor 

proved against him through any cogent reason or evidence.

c.

d. That the impugned penalty is not clear because reduction in 

pay for two year without specifying; the quantum of reduction 

does not serve the purpose, therefore, the impugned order is 

worth to be set aside.

That the inquiry officer failed to collect any evidence in support 

of the charges. No one was examined as witness in presence of 

appellant nor was appellant confronted with any documentary 

or other kind of evidence on the basis of which the impugned 

orders were passed.

e.

f. That the impugned orders have been passed in violation of law 

and rules of disciplinary proceedings and principles of natural 

justice. The authority wrongly and malafidly based the 

orders without giving any reason with proof 

whatsoever, therefore the impugned order is bad in law.

impugned

That it is the settle principle of justice that no one should be 

condemn un heard but in the instant case no proper enquiry 

has been conducted to enquire regarding the allegations. No 

independent witness has been examined in front of appellant 

nor any opportunity of cross examination has been provided to 

appellant. Both the impugned orders are based on non reading 

and mis reading of available record'

g-

h. That respondent No. 3 and 2 has not decided the departmental
i

appeal / representation/ revisioni in accordance to the rules 

and regulation which clearly shows mala fide intention thus, 

has no sanctity in the eyes of law thus the act of respondents



f/k
' 'f

are totally based on male fide intention which clearly shows 

discrimination and undue victimization.

That the appellate authority has not provided any personal 

hearing opportunity to the appellant nor the order passed is 

speaking one.

1.

It is, therefore, most humbly prayed that on accepting 

this service appeal, the impugned orders dated 02/01/2021, 

21/06/2021, 06/07/2022f and * order dated 03/08/2022 

may graciously be set aside by declaring it illegal, unlawful, 

without authority, based on mala fide, void abinitio, and 

thus not sustainable in the eyes of law and appellant is 

entitled for all back benefits of pay and service.

Any other relief not specifically prayed for but deems 

appropriate in the circumstances of the case may also be 

granted.

Through

; Shahid Qayuip Khattak 
Advocate Supreme Court 

of Pakistan3 V08/2022Dated:

Certified that as per instruction of my client no such appeal has 

been filed before this Hon’ble Forum'.

Advocate \
AFFIDAVIT

I, Zafar Ali Sub Inspector Police, do hereby solemnly affirm and declare 

on Oath that the contents of the above appeal are true and correct to the 

best of my knowledge and belief and nothing has been kept secret from 

this Hon’ble Tribunal.
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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL 

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. /2022

Zafar Ali Appellant

Versus

Inspector General of Police and others Respondents

■ADDRESSES OFTHE PARTIES

APPELLANT

Zafar Ali Sub Inspector Police Line Karak

RESPONDENTS

1. Inspector General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar 

Additional, Inspector General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 

Peshawar '

The Regional Police Officer, Kohat Region, Kohat 

District Police Officer Karak 

Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through 

Chief Secretary, Peshawar

2.

3.

4.

5.

Through

- ShahidQayiimKlTittak 
Advocate Supreme Court 

of PakistanDated: 3^/08/2022
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. competent aulhb-ity. hereby chaygd yoa^^^ ,

KaF3kasfofe^®>

• ---.
-■.;

-f: i
:t''>• * .
ff-- • ; «•

• h ■

-As perjlhe findfng^ ,hd i>.fii.mtea,y:eAqu,FV
SP Investigalion VVing Karak >•'3' Vou Si Zilar Al,\^;iite poj.g^ cf^Q p

legisiered case. FIR
accused Abdul Hakim s/o Naslb GHulam i/o Watana GnarlKheiOT ill^lsda' 
Accusedwaschaiged by Ihe complamanriacase hR No lzsd oai^ ifepaz#?::: i

*•

•y. •
f’

* :■\ r;-*.
(

1-r: 34 ppc PS Band Korai.in dtsinct De*a lsn^a^l Khan:'Tn»s HtegB.l act v.-as
of: • r.'teddaq Mc'narrar. and' .pFC PS Kata'-;

reported lhas you :^Sl tdoK:i£sg5l;^raUJic3^^

I

u/s 302,
done with the. collabdratidn

«t
c •

■A

Furthermore. U has a(s6: beort
amounting to Rs. 5 lac from.theaccuM.party to proinde shefein the sa.<i case

This State of alTmi is quife odverse;cn::yoo^pan: and. shav« your malaf^
intention. disruptive.behavior;and.nesponsibiH.y:in::thedischa,9eOfyouNffidat.

Oh ycuj p.srt is againsta member of discipline/prce.- This actobligations being 
service discipline and amounts to gross miscpnduci.

.A

By th» reason of your oommission/pmissign; ^consHtute.-mlss-eemiucv
under^fifice disciplinary Rul.i975:(ame;dmenT^

rimed 27 08 2014) Govt: of Khyber PaHhtunkh^. pofice^Oepamnent. you ha. - 
dated 27.08.2014) . . 7 gpggi^edTn Police Rule-

1;V.

I

renoeted your-self liable to all or-«•
•1

1975 Ibid.

defense V'rfdiin or^sys
Officer

therefore, required to subiTOt yparw(rtten

of: this: charge .

-t'-
You are.

oi the cepeipt 
aej?

2. . ir
sheet to the: enquiry 

is hereby appointed for ihe purpcss of
f •

;
:L

conducUng enquiry..t

failing which shall be presurr^rd mat you. ha-e
e e^r-PSf'h actidh shall be taKen against you.

V.>
?
t Stipulated, periodv/ithln a

defense to put in arrd in that cas.:
.hetheryou desire to be heard in person

Intimate V.
AstatemdntofanegatlorU3, enctesra* : /

4. ;
T’-'

mESTED^U;^
to be true Co^^tK.-< |

K

i
■<—

•ir
.•r

-:w-^ ...
- .t



PtSCIPUNARY action ir'-
Officer, 9 ;I IRFAN ULLAH KHAN, District

f- 4'
1

corripetem authority, is Ihroptrlioo^l Zatar All (suspended) Police Lines

Karak has .ender^/hiriiseinl^ble; to. be proceeded agairisi on committing, the; 

(ollov/ing act/cornmiss|)n within the meaning o( Police Disaplinan^ RuIb-1975

t
I ••

. dated 27:QB.a0i4). Go'A: of Klv/bcr(amendment Notification No, 39&9/LGgal. t 

Pa>.btunktrwa. Police Department
■*- ■/ -

statement OF ALLEGATIONS

[ ^As perhhs findings rsport,;bf the pVeliminary enguiryvcoh^upted IdV
as SHO PS Karak r

I

SP investigaiion'Wlng Karak that SI Zafar Ali>Jh>lQ .posted
dated 16.09,2020 u/i lSAA. PS Karak against,registered case FIR No^'5^0.

accused Abdul riakim 5/0 Nasib Gnularn hp Warana Ghoti Khet 6ft ill intenUom
Accused v/as charged by the complainant in case FIR No. 256 dated l'6.09.2020

district DeraJsmail KhaniiThis illegal act was -r

:: f: :

t!’ A,-,-..

u/s -302, 34 PPC .PS Band Kdrai in;
done v/iti> the collaboration of f-Aaddad Mbharrar and . DFC PS. Karak. 

Furthermore, it has also been reported that SI took illegal gratincalidn arrtountmg 

to Rs..5 lac from the accost party to prdvrde shelter in the said case^ .this state 

of affair fs gude adverse bn his part arid shov/s his malafide intention, disruptive ■
r’\ .-

behayibr and irresponsroitih/ in the dischargd of his official obligations .tetng a

member of discipline Force. This act oh his part is against service .discipline arid 
amcunisto gross misconduct.*^

.f.r.

mp /^. r).:<^kakThe'cnquip/ Officers; 
accordance v/Uh provision of Ihe. Police. Ru!e-1975 (amendrbem Notification No: 
2j359/Legat. dated 27.03.2014) GovL of Khyber PakhturikIwa. police Departmeni 
may provide reasonable opponuntiy of; hearing to the accused official, record hiv 

finding and make within 10-days of the, receipt of this order, recommeridallon as 

to punishmem pr qiher appropriate action against the accused;

1. in

2 .

The accused officia) shall join the: proceeding on the date, linrte ahd 

place fi/ed fay the enquiry officer
2.

. M/District PoIic^.c5fficer: Karak 
/2020.<V''^-

. •

/ / EClEnq), dated t /oNo.
Copy lo>

1. The c-nquir'/ OfficefS. for inMiating proceeding against the accused Under 
tho Provision of the Potice: Otscipltriary .Rule-1975

dated 27 08 2014) Govt' of Khyben^
OopniltnenL

2 Si Zafar Ail (ouspcindsd) Police kmes Karak

ifiGitW>nIICJ
Vi

ATTESTED
to be true CopyK

■i:



y V(S' *

OU D KU
Ihls Order will dispose off the depanrnonlal enquiry against S! Zaf^i* 

(suspended) of this dKiincl Police,f

Facts ari that as per the findings repori;of the preliminary oncjuiry coMdm ltHi 
SP InvQstigation Wing Karak that SI Zafar All ivhile posted as SHO PS Karok rnrnsiui-d c.t 
FfR No 590 dated 16,09.2020 u/s 15AA PS Karak against accused Abdul Makim sfo N..i 
Ghulam r/o Warana Chart Khel on ill intention. Accused was charged by thu complain,.ini 

case RR No. 256 dated 16.09.2020 u/s 302. 34 PPC PS Band Korai in disinci Dci.t 
Khan, This illegal act was done with the collaboration of Maddad NIoharrar and OFC Pb Kvi'-'i 
Furthermore. It has also been reported that SI took Illegal gratification amounting lo Ry '? !■> 

from the accused parly to provide shelter in the said case. This state of affair is quite ritlvi'C ’ 

on his part and shows his malafide Intention, disruptive behavior and irresponsibility m 
discharge of his official obligations being a member of discipline Force. This act on his par I i: 

against service discipline and amounts to gross'misconduct.

He was issued with Charge Sheet and Statement of allegations and Mr. Ali Khan 
the then SDPO Karak was appointed as an Enquiry Officer to conduct proper deparlrmni.i^ 

enquiry against him and to submit his findings within the stipulated time.

\

IMII.

The Enquiry Officer reported that during the course of enquiry. DFC/tJ-lC 
Mudassir Nazar and LHC/Moharrar Akhlar Nawaz while recording their statemeni before 

previous Enquiry Officer, recorded false statement regarding arrest of Abdul Hakim and tiinimj 

of registration of FIR. Now. they stated arrest of accused 10 o'clock and-registration of FIR 

before arresting. Similarly. SI Zafar Ali had-earlier made a statement in support of the FIR bul 

now he stated during cross-examination that FIR was registered by the Moharrar pn his

was

ine

instructions while the exact time of arrest of the accused and the registration of the FIR. 

placed on the responsibility of Muharrar. Moreover, all . three have shovm negligence and
carelessness in performing their official duties whether intentionally or uninieniionaiiy 

Furthermore, a case FIR 590 was emitted due to claim, recovery of weapon of offense, and 

place of occurrence in case FIR No. 256 dated 16.09.2020 u/s 302.324, 34 PPC PS Bandkorm 

district D.l,Khan. So. any relief was given to accused Abdul Hakim is terminated due to tho

Li-

CO :5

above case. Therefore, the E.O recommended him for suitable punishment.

<2,=•/ •

r> K, '•esponse lo the Final Show
Cause Notice, the accused official submitted implausible reply, placed on file.

in person in th'S office but he could not produce any
%A-
m ■.. .

,C::- available record and facts on file, perusal of.enqui.y

recommendations of the Enquiry Officers, he is found guilty of charges 

Ullah Khan. District Police Officer. Karak as competent authority under the Police Ruifs 

5 (amended in 2014) Is hereby imposed major punishment of reduction in pay for two years 

»SI Zafar Ali with immediate effect. He is reinstated Ip service from the date of suspension

He was called and heard 

cogent reason in his defense.

. therefore I

^^1-. m
I .r

/Kir*,1



II6) Jc
' The Regional Police Officer, - 
, Kohat Region, Kohat

To; -i' - 'V

THROUGH PROPER CHANNEL

SUBJECT:- REPRESENTATION

Respected Sin

With due respect, appellant submit representation against the 

order of learned District Police Officer Karak bearing OB No. 559 

dated 02i01.2021 vide which penalty of reduction in pay for two 

years has been awarded to appellant.

FACTS:

1. . That in The year 2020 appellant was posted as Station House

Officer ;Karak City appellant and two others were rendered to 

departmental charges on the basis of registration of wrong case 

vide FIR No! 590 dated 16.09.2020 u/s 15AA Police Station 

Karak. •

That appellant defended the charge and contended that registration 

of any case does not amount to misconduct, because wrong case 

could be easily cancelled, but non-registration of a case is serious 

misconduct. However the departmental proceeding culminated in 

passing the impugned order, hence this representation on the 

following grounds.

GROUNDS:

That the impugned penalty is not clear because reduction in pay 

for two year without speci fying the quantum of reduction does not 

serve the purpose. Therefore, the impugned order is worth to be 

set aside.

That the whole departmental file was proposed in violation of law 

and rules, no one was examined as a witness in presence of 

applicant. No chance and opportunity of cross examination of any 

witness vvas provided to appell^t. / , /

2.

a.

• b.

er-

attested
to be Arue Copy



3^.
That the enquiry officer had based his opinion on assessment and 

the enquiry officer failed to bring any evidence on tile in support 

of the charges and his finding report that wrong registration of 

case without any mala-fide motive does not, fall within the ambit 

of commission of miss-conduct. To error is a human being and 

the supervisory officer are posted with sole object of rectifying 

any non-culpable wrong allegedly committed by the subordinate 

officer,. That good performance of appellant have not taken into 

account before passing the impugned order. Major penalty was 

imposed on appellant for commission of no wrong, 

it is therefore, requested that the impugned order’may be set-aside 

with.all back benefits.

•.. c.

Dated: 05.03.2021

Thanks

Yours obediently.

Zafar A(i^§irf?Mnspector 
Police Lines, Karak '

>

• • !
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DKP-^-f I
k-nilAT RI'X.ION

> ordkh,

lliis orvier will dispose ol'u dcpimnil'iHiil iippciil movedOlTg : SI /iifar
Km\k iiguinsrihc punishment order, passed hy Di>0 Knni videOIi 

dmed 02.01,2021 whereby he wns invualed

; of Operailon StalT 

No, 550, da

for tMo
major punishment ol reduction fn pay 

years on the allegations of charging an accused in ease FIR No. 5‘JO. daicd 

16.09.2020 a/s 15-AA PS Karak while he was already charged in case FIR No. 2.'i6. dated
16.09.2020 \i/& 202, 34 PPC PS Band Korai at district D.I.Khan.

Comments ns well as rclevant mcord were requisitioned from DIM) 
Kiirak and perused. The appellant was also heaixl in person in O.R, held in this ofTice on 

I6.06.202l. During hearing the appellant did not advance any plausible cxpUmaiion in h** 

detense to pan’e his innocence.

Above in view, the undersigned rcuchcd to the conclusion lliai the
allegations leveled against. tlte appellant arc. fully proved and the .same has also been
established by the E.O in his findings. From the perusal of relevant record, it. tran-spircs that

: the registration of FiRs in both districts probably with the dilTerencc of one and half hour is
full of doubts and cannot be considered mere a genuine coincidence. Therefore, his appeal
being devoid of merits is hereby rejected.

Order Announced 
16,06.2021

(MOHAMMA 
1 Region

y<fkR ALI) PSP 
tee Officer,

Kohat Region.

*^^ 7 ) /EC, HiitRd Kohat the 2l -
Copy to District Police Officer. Karak for infomiaiion and 

necessary action w/r to his office Memo: No. 3533mC, dated 17.05.2021. His Service 

Record containing 02 Service Books & Fauji Missal is relumed herewith.

/2021.No.

(MOHAMMAl^AFAR ALI) PSP
0^ Region mice Officer,

Kohat Region.
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*-
The i nspector General of Police, 
Khybcr Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar

THROUGH PROPER CHANNEL

o; -

SUBJECT:- REVISION PETITION UNDER RULE 11-A OF KP 
POLICE RULES 1975 (AMENDED 2014).

Respected Sir,

Petitioner very humbly submits a revision petition for raising the orders of 

District Police Officer Karak dated 02.01.2021 vide which penalty of 

reduction in pay for two years was imposed on petitioner and orders of 

Regional. Police .Officer Kohat dated 21.06.2021 vide which the 

representation of petitioner lodged against the aforementioned order of 

District Poliee Officer Karak was rejeeted.

FACTS:
That petitioner which posted as Station House Officer Karak was rendered to 

disciplinary action-on charges of registration of case FIR No. 590 dated 

16.09.2020 u/s 15AA Police Station Karak as the above mentioned as case 

was also involved In case FIR No. 256 dated 16.09.2020 u/s 302/34 PPG 

Police Station Band Korai District Dl Khan.

That the accuse arrested in case Fir No. 590 District Karak was arrested in 

case FIR No. 256 District DI Khan and he is shifted to. Judicial Lockup. The 

lower courts as well as high courts,has rejected his bail petition because his 

plea of alibi was reported manipulated..

That petitioner condemned the lower authorities'that the impugned action on 

the past of petitioner was nianipuiated by the lower subordinate. and 

involvement of the arrested, accuse in murder case was supported by 

petitioner which failed his nefarious designs of manipulated plea of alibi. 

That the reference of petitioner was neither taken into account by the lower 

authority nor appellate authority and the impugned orders were passed hence 

this revision petition on the following grounds:

. 2.

3.

ATTESTED
to be true Copy



r

•* 1

GROUNDS; i
That the impugned orders have been passed against the law, rules. 

and facts on record on lower authority and appellate authority did 

not proper evaluate the facts and evidence on record. The alleged . 

action .on the past by the petitioner was not culpable and award of 

harsh and major penalty on charges of non-cutpable action is against 

the interrupts of providing law and Rules .and natural justice/

b. fhat accuse charges in murder case of another district was arrested and

he is sliil behind the bar and the authorities did not considered the action: 

of petitioner. The accuse urged in murder made. attempt of spoiling the 

evidence of murder case by manipulating plea of alibi, but his plea was 

tailed. Therefore, the impugned penalty has wrongly been.imposed on- 

petitioner. . ^

c. That the authorities has not specified the stages of reduction in 

pay. Therefore, the impugned order is bad in law, therefore worth . 

to be set aside., ■■

d. That the good performance rendered by:petitioner during posting 

period as Station House Officer were ignored and the impugned 

order were passed; on the basis of no evidence.

That the enquiry ^yas conducted against law and Rules and no fair 

opportunity was provided to appellant, therefore the impugned 

orders are not sustainable.

If is therefore, requested that the impugned order may be revised 

. and petitioner revised dossier may be cleared from stigma of major penalty,
please.;

a.

i

;

e.

Dated: 01.07.2021

Thanks. . '
}

Yours obediently.

Z; li Khan . 
, AGO S.B Karak
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i.
OFFICE OF THE

INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE 
KHYBER PAKHTpNKPTWA 

PESHAWAR., t

ORDER

This order is hereby passed to dispose of Revision Petition under Rule II-A of Khyber 

Pakhtunkhwa Police Rule-1975 (amended 2014) submitted by Sub-Inspector Zafar Ali No. 123/k.

The petitioner was awarded punishment of reduction in pay for .two years by District Police 

Officer, Karak vide OB No. 559, dated 02.11.2021 on the allegations that as per finding report of the 

preliminary enquiry conducted by Superintendent of Police, Investigation, Karak, he while posted as SITO . 

Police Station Karak registered case FIR No. 590,'dated 16.09.2020 u/s 15-AA Police Station Karak against 

accused Abdul Makim s/o.Nasib Ghulam r/o Warana Ghari Khel on ill intention. Accused was charged by tlie 

complainant in case FIR No. 256, dated 16.09.2.020 u/s 302, 34 PPG PolicJ Station Band Korai at district 

DIKhah. This illegal act was done with the collaboration of Maddad Moharrartand DFC Police Station Karak. 

Fliithermore, it has also been reported that the petitioner took illegal gratification amounting to Rs. 5 lac from 

the accused party to provide shelter in the said case. His appeal was rejected by,Regional Police Officer, 

Kohat vide order Endst: No. 9471/EC, dated 21.06.2021.

Meeting of the Appellate Board was held on 29.06.2022, wherein the petitioner was present

>r'

(

and heard in detail.
■<

Perusal of enquiry papers reveals that the allegations against, the petitioner were proved. 

Petitioner failed to advance any plausible explanation in rebuttal of the charges. Therefore, the Board decided 

that his revision petition is hereby rejected as without merit.

'Sd/-
SABTR AHMED, PSP 

Additional Inspector General of Police,. 
HQrs: Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar,-

' ■ /2022.A/-7_/22, dated Peshawar, the 

Copy of the above is forwarded to the; ;

1. Regional Police Officer, Kohat.

2. Deputy Inspector General of Police, Special Branch, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar, Two 

Service Books and one enquiry file (770 pages) of the above named appellant received vide your.

. office Memo: No. 7n38/EB, dated 22,09'.2021 is returned herewith for your office record.'.

3. District Police Officer, Karak.

4. PSO to IGP/Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, CPQ Peshawar.

5. PA to Addl: IGP/HQrs: Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

6. PA to DIG/HQrs: Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

7. Office Supdt: E-HI, CPO Peshawar..

8. ' Officer concerned.

No. S/
7

f .

:

.7
„/)

PSP
'/Establi^uent,

For Inspector General of Police, 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

(DR/
AIG

i
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KMVIIKH |*AKirriiNKII\VA 
Cchlral I'olicr Office, I'esliuWur.

_(laled PcfthawBF llte /^^5-/ZU22.

oV .; V

W- -'■■

No.s/ <L9jl C

•7/To: The ^7 :n -Deputy Inspector General of Police.
Special Branch. Khyber Pakhlunkhwn, 
Pcslw'var,

MKUeV APPEAL AGAINST Tin: PIINiSHMKNT.

r

:■ ''.'i
1

O
■ ■-t-Subject:

Memo:
•;- I
/.

■ '1 •-fLm-:
Please refer to your office Memo: No. 7137/liU, dated 13.07.2022.
The Gompetent Authority has. examined and filed the mercy petition 

submitted by, SI Zafar aU No. 123/IC against die punishment of reduction in pay for two. 
years awarded by District Police Omccr. Karak vide OB No. 559. dated 02,01 ^021.

The appUcanimay please be informed uccordin^h'-

(NOOR AI*GilAN) 
Registrar,

^ For Inspector General of Police, 
Khyber PakhiunkhvN'a, Peshawar.
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/EC(Edd)CI
PIMAL SHO^ CAUSE NOTICE^

IRFAN ULLAH KHAN. DtsUicI Police Gltice.r, 
undei the Police Relc-l975 hereby sen^e yoe SI Zofor; 

„ndor suspcslon nt PoH^o Linos KarakltolWw

KnrnK as compotrsn! aumofV/ 
All Iho Ihon Sh6 PS Karok.I1.

(how
ejected baninsl you

That consC(Hienl upon the cotnplellon p( nntiui.y con 

by i:m|Ui.V Olliceis Mr. All Kh.m. SDPO Khrak.
meridation of lire Enquiry OdJeer 

defense before 

have committed

On going through Iho finding and fccorn 

.„d ...
II,e said Enquiry Officer. lhe charge agamsl you were pro re
me lollowlng aCs /onussiQnspeciliedln Police.RuIe-1975:.

2

■As per ihe findings repor. of me
Wmg Karok lhal you SI Zafar All while posted as SHO

.gislemd case EIR No. 590 dated l.OO.ZOZO u.: ISAA^PS 

accused Abdul Hakim s/o Nasib Ghulam r/o Warana GhaH on 
Accused was Charged by .he complainan, in case FIR No. 256 dated 16 0..2020 

u/s 302. 3A PPG PS Band Korai in district Dera Ismail Khan, This iHega
collaboration., of Maddad Moharrar and. DFC PS Kara,. 

Furthermore, il has also been reported that you.SI took illegal graiificaiion 

5 lac from the acdused party to provide shelter in the said case.
on your part and shows your malafide 

in the discharge of your official

SP Irivestigalion

was

done y*!ith. the

arnbuhting to Rs^
This stale of affair; is. quite adverse
inteiiHon. disruptive behavior and irresponsibility

member of discipline Force; This act on your pan is against
obligations being a 
service discipline and amounts to gross misconduct.

As a reMi iMreof 1.^ as competent authority, have tentatively decided 

you the penally of major punishment under Police Rule-1975.to impose upon

You are iherefore. required to Show Cause as to v/hy the alpiesaid 

penally should not be imposed upon you. aiso intimate >vhelher you desire to be heard 

in person;

If no reply to this Notice is received yhthin Seven (07) days of its deliver^' 
in the normal course of circumstances, it will be considcred/presumed that you have 

no defense to put fo and in that ^

Copy o

5.

tic. action shall be taken against you

Ificeris ^closed;G.

District Ppitcb Officer, KaraK
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BEFORE THE HONORABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 

SERVICE TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR^%

Service Appeal No. 1295/2022 
ZafarAli

r Appellant

Sub Inspector, District Karak

VERSUS

Inspector General of Police
■:

RespondentsKhyber Pakhtunkhwa & others
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BEFORE THE HONORABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. 1295/2022 
Zafar AM
Sub Inspector, District Karak

Appellant

Versus

Inspector General of Police, 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa & others Respondents

PARAWISE COMMENTS ON BEHALF OF RESPONDENTS (1 TO 051.

Respectfully Sheweth:-
Preliminarv Qblections:-

That the appellant has got no cause of action to file the instant appeal.

The appellant has got no locus standi to file the instant appeal.

That the appeal is bad for misjoinder and nonjoinder of necessary parties.

That the appellant is estopped to file the instant appeal for his own act.

That the appeal is bad in eyes of law and not maintainable.

That the appellant has not approached the honorable Tribunal with clean hands. 

That the appeal is based by law and limitation.

ii.

V.

V.

Vi.

vli.

Facts:-

The appellant while posted as SHO Police station City Karak lodged a case vide 

FIR No. 590 dated 16^09.2020 u/s 15 AA iPS Karak against accused Abdul 

Hakeem s/o Naseem Gul r/o Varana Ghari Khel for his ill intention and personal 

gain as the above named accused was directly charged in case FIR No. 256 

dated 16.09.2020 u/ss 302, 34 PPG Police'station Banda Korai, district Dera 

Ismial, Khan. The ill-will for personal gain o^ appellant, he lodged FIR against 

the accused in his jurisdiction in order to iextend benefit to the accused in 

murder case. Therefore, a preliminary inquiry was initiated against the appellant 

and as contemplated from preliminary inquiry a regular inquiry was initiated 

against the appellant under the relevant rules by respondent No. 4. Copy of 

FIRs, preliminary inquiry report are annexure A,B,C.

As replied in the above para, the respondent No. 4 has initiated a regular inquiry 

with appointment of DSP Banda Daud Shah as inquiry officer, who vide his 

report held him guilty of the charges, upon which final show cause notice was 

served upon the appellant to which who filed reply. The appellant vide his reply 

to show cause admitted his guilt. Therefore,' the appellant was heard in person 

during orderly room by respondent No. 4, but he failed to advance any plausible 

explanation to the charges established against him, hence, the impugned order

1.

2.

;



passed by respondent No. 4. Copy of Final Show Cause notice and 

appellants reply are annexure D,E.

The departmental appeal of the appellant against the impugned order was 

processed by respondent No. 3. The appellant was heard in person in orderly 

room held on 16.06.2021, but the appellant failed to submit any plausible 

explanation in his defense. Therefore, the appeal being devoid of merit was 

correctly rejected by respondent No. 3 vide its order dated 16.06.2021.

The revision petition of the appellant against ithe impugned orders was correctly 

rejected on merit by respondent No. 1 12 as the allegations against the
I

petitioner were proved and the petitioner failed to advance any plausible 

explanation in rebuttal of charges. It is added that the appellant was also 

afforded an opportunity of personal hearing on 29.06.2022.

There is no provision of mercy petition in Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Police Rules 

1975 (amended-2014), nor provision of 2'^^ appeal / revision petition to the same 

authority. The appellant had attempted to cover period of limitation through the 

instant mercy petition which is contrary to rules and limitation as well.

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

was/

3.

4.

5.

6.

Grounds

Incorrect, the appellant was proceeded with departmentally for his own illegal 
act and ill-will, through which he extended benefit to accused, who is directly 

charged in a murder case registered against him in district pi.Khan. Therefore^ 

the appellant was proceeded with departmentally under the relevant rules by 

respondent No. 4 and the charges leveled against the appellant for his grave 

professional misconduct have been established, but the respondent No. 4 had 

taken a lenient view while imposing punishment on the appellant.

Incorrect, as replied in para No. a of the grounds, the appellant had committed a 

grave professional misconduct, but the respondent No. 4 had taken a lenient 

view in disposal of departmental proceedings conducted against the appellant. 

Incorrect, the inquiry officer has examined all the concerned witnesses as 

required / appropriate by him in presence of appellant.
t

Incorrect, the impugned order passed by respondent No. 4 is speaking one. 

Incorrect, as replied in para No. c, the inquiry officer has collected sufficient , 

evidence including documentary proof, which connected the appellant in the 

commission of offence / misconduct.

Incorrect, the impugned orders passed by respondent No. 1 to 4 are legal and 

speaking one and all codal formalities have been fulfilled by the respondents. 

Incorrect, as replied in the above paras, the appellant wasiheard in person by 

respondent No. 2 to 4 during the course of proceedings, he was as afforded 

ample opportunity of hearing and defense, b;ut the appellant failed to submit any
I

explanation to the charges established / proyed against him.

a.

b.

c.

d.

,. e.

f.

g-



r 1

<
; Incorrect, reply is submitted in the above paras.

Incorrect, the impugned orders are worth perusal, wherein the appellant was 

afforded opportunity of personal hearing by respondent No. 2 to 4 during the 

disposal of departmental proceedings, appeal and revision petition filed by 

appellant.

h.

I.
V

I:

Prayey:-
4

1

In view of the above, it is prayed that the appeal contrary to facts, law & 

rules, devoid of merits and not maintainable may graciously be dismissed with costs.
i

\
I

i

/I V'

lt)^ect(|)r General p Police, 
Khyber^khtui il

(F^spondent m. 1)
Govt of KhybepP^htunkhwa 

Home & T7(s Department
{Respondent No. 5)

>
f

r
t-

AddI: Inspector General of Police 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar

(Respondent No, 2)

N Re'aioftdff P. fficer,
Konat

Respondent No. 3
f

District Officer,
Karak

(Respondent No, 4)
i

I

i!:

j
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' ^liW
No. /EC(Enq)
Dated ^/_Z^/2020if-i

FINAL SHOW CAUSE NOTICE.

IRFAN ULLAH KHAN. District Police Officer, Karak as competent authority
Karak

1.
under the Police Ruie-1975 hereby serve you S! Zafar All the then SHO PS

follow:-(nowr under suspension at Police Lines Karak) as

That consequent upon the completion of enquiry conducted against you 

by Enquiry Officers Mr. All Khan, SDPO Karak.

on going through the nnding and recommendation of the Enquinr Officer

the record and other connected papersiincluding your defense be ore
proved and you have committed

2.
and materials on
the said Enquiry Officer, the charge against you were 
the foiiovi/ing acts / omission specified in Police Rule-1975:-

report of the preliminary enquiry conducted by 

SI Zafar Ali while posted as SHO PS Karak 

15AA PS Karak against

"As per the findings

SP Investigation Wing Karak that you 

registered case FIR No 590 dated 16.09.2020 u/s 
s/o Nasib Ghulam r/o Warana Ghari Khel

in case FIR No. 256 dated 16.09.2020

on ill intention.
accused Abdul Hakim
Accused was charged by the complainant ^

PPG PS Band Korai in district Dera Ismail Khan. This illegal aci was 
of Maddad Moharrar and DFC PS Karak, 

S! took illegal gratification

i

u/5 302, 34 

done
Furthermore, it has 
amounting to Rs. 5 lac from the accu

of affair is quite adverse on
behavior and irresponsibility in the discharge of your officia,

member of discipline Force. This act on your part ,s against 

d amounts to gross misconduct.

with the collaboration
also been reported that you

sed party to provide shelter in the said

your part! and shows your malafide

case.

This state 
intention, disruptive 

obligations being a 

service discipline an

!

competent authority, have tentatively decided 

nishment under Police Ru!e*1975.
result thereof I, as 
the penalty of major pu

As a

to impose upon you
to why the aforesaid 

desire to be heard
required to Show Cause as

also intimate;whether you
You are therefore, 

ally should not be imposed upon you
4.
pen
in person. is received within seven (07) days of Its delivery

it will be ccnsidered/presumed that you 1

shall be taken against you, 

^closed.

If no reply to this Notice
of circumstances,

have5.
in the normal course
no defense to put in and in that case an

Copy of findings

ex-parte action

of the Enquiry Officer is
6.

Karakfee Officer,District r
i
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Before the Honorable

Service Tribunal Peshawar

Writ Petition No- 1295/2022

PetitionerZafarAli
Sub Inspector, District Karak.

Versus

Chief Secretary, Provincial Police Officer, 

Regional Police officer & others Respondents

AFFIDAVIT

I Waqar Ahmad, PASI (BPS-11) of District Police Rarak 

do hereby solemnly affirm and declare on oath that the contents of Para wise comments in the 

titled above Writ Petition are true &, correct to the best of my knowledge and belief and nothing 

has been concealed from this honorable court;

Deponent

CNICNo 17301-5732688-7

Mobile No 03459117337

tY.[h
t.'
oIdentified By •• ?

>-
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