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BEFORE THE HONORABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA

SERVICE TRmUWAL. PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. 864/2024 
Sohail Shah
SI No. 204/K, District Kohat Appellant

Versus

District Police Officer, Kohat & others Respondents

PARAWISE COIVIMENTS BY RESPONDENTS

Respectfully Sheweth:-

Preliminarv Objections:-

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 

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

That the appeal is not maintainable in its present form.

That the appeal is bad in law and limitation as well.

II.

iii.

V.

VI,

Facts:-

a) Correct to the extent of issuance of charge sheet vide No. 2716-17/p'a dated 

26.05.2023 coupled with statement of allegations (Annexure-A & B) 

basis of preliminary enquiry conducted by SP/ Operations Kohat wherein it 

alleged that the appellant while posted as SHO PS Jarma took illegal 

gratification from an arrested accused during search and strike operation in the 

area without taking any legal action. Therefore, SP/ Investigation, Kohat 

appointed as enquiry officer with the directions to conduct proper departmental 

enquiry in accordance with prevailing law/ rules.

on the

was

was

b) Correct to the extent that the allegations leveled against the appellant 

thoroughly probed into through
was

enquiry officer who during the course of 
enquiry fulfilled all legal and codal formalities and submitted his findings 

(Annexure-C) whereinfhe appellant was found guilty of taking illegal gratification 

therefore, he was recommended for major punishment. After receipt of enquiry 

findings, the Final Show Cause Notice (Annexure-D) was issued to the

an

appellant. The appellant submitted his reply which was paid due consideration 

but found unsatisfactory. Besides, the appellant was also heard in person in 

orderly room held in the office of DPO/ Kohat on 16.08.2023 wherein he badly 

failed to advance any plausible defense in his favor. Therefore, after fulfillment

of all codal formalities, a lenient view taken by the competent authority of 
the misconduct of the appellant by awarding him minor punishment of forfeiture

was



of two years approved service vide Order No. 4838-40/PA dated 22.08.2023. As 

the misconduct of the appellant was such which does attract harsher 

punishment. (Annexure-E).
Para is for the appellant to prove. Moreover, mere denial of allegations by the 

appellant is not sufficient to prove his innocence rather he was supposed to 

advance cogent justification in his defense. However, the appellant badly failed 

to advance any plausible defense in his favor. Beside this, he was also found 

guilty of gross misconduct in the enquiry conducted by SP/ Investigation, Kohat. 

Therefore, after fulfillment of all codal formalities, the appellant was awarded 

minor punishment of forfeiture of two years approved service vide Order No. 

4838-40/PA dated 22.08.2023.

c)

d) Correct to the extent of filing of departmental appeal against order dated

22.08.2023. The appellate authority heard the appellant 
21.11.2023.

m person on
During personal hearing, the appellant bitterly failed to advance any 

plausible explanation in his defense. Therefore, the departmental appeal of the 

appellant was rejected being devoid of merit vide order No. 12349/EC dated
23.11.2023 (Annexure-F).

e) Incorrect, the appellant has been treated in accordance with law/ rules hence, 

he is not aggrieved. Furthermore, the instant Service Appeal being devoid of 

law/ rules is liable to be dismissed on the following Grounds amongst others.

Grounds:-

a) Incorrect, orders passed by the respondents are quite in accordance with law/ 

rules hence, tenable in the eyes of law.

Incorrect, orders passed by the respondents are in accordance with facts/ 

grounds hence, no need to be set aside.

Incorrect, orders issued by the respondents are based on law, facts and 

materials available on record. Therefore, plea of the appellant regarding

surmises and conjectures is totally bereft of any substance hence, liable to be 

set at naught.

b)

c)

d) Incorrect and misleading, as already explained above that charge sheet vide No 

2716-17/PA dated 26.05.2023 coupled with statement of allegations 

basis of preliminary enquiry conducted by SP/Operations Kohat wherein
on the

it was
alleged that the appellant while posted as SHO PS Jarma took illegal 

gratification from an arrested accused during search and strike operation in the 

area without taking any legal action. Therefore, SP/Investigation, Kohat 

appointed as inquiry officer with the directions to conduct proper departmental
was

inquiry in accordance with prevailing law/rules. The allegations leveled against 

the appellant were thoroughly probed into through an inquiry officer who during 

the course of inquiry fulfilled all legal and codal formalities and submitted his 

findings wherein he appellant was found guilty of taking illegal gratification 

therefore, he was recommended for major punishment, after receipt of inquiry 

findings the Final Show Cause Notice was issued to the appellant. The appellant
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submitted his reply which was paid due consideration but found unsatisfactory.

in the 

to advance any

Besides, the appellant w/as also heard in person in orderly room held 

office of DPO/Kohat on 16.08.2023 wherein he badly failed

plausible defense in his favour. Therefore, after fulfillment of all codal formalities, 
a lenient view was taken by the competent authority of the misconduct of the 

appellant by awarding him minor punishment of forfeiture of two years approved 

service vide order No. 4838-40/PA dated 22.08.2023. As the misconduct of the

appellant was such which does attract harsher punishment.

Incorrect, the inquiry conduct against the appellant by the respondent 

department was in accordance with KP Police Rules, 1975 (amended-2014)..

Incorrect, the appellant has been proceeded against departmentally on the basis 

of solid evidence.

e)

0

g) Incorrect, the respondents acted in accordance with law/rules. 
Incorrect,h) proper opportunities of personal hearing were awarded by competent 
as well as appellate authorities.

i) Incorrect, departmental inquiry was conducted in accordance with KP Police 

Rules 1975 (Amended-2014).

The orders passed by the authorities are quite in accordance with law/ruies, 

hence, any service appeal against lawful orders is liable to be dismissed.

The orders passed by the authorities are quite in accordance with law/rules. The 

appellant was awarded with minor punishment of forfeiture of two 

approved service on account of his gross misconduct.
The respondents seek additional permission of this Honorable Tribunal to 

advance other grounds at the hearing of instant service appeal.

In view of the above, it Is humbly prayed that the appeal devoid of merits 

graciously be dismissed with costs.

j)

k)

years

I)

may

\J District Police Officer,
Kohat

(Respondent No. 1) 
(MUHAMMAD OMER KHAN) PSP 

(Incumbent)

lice Officer,
Kohat

(Respondent No. 2) 
(SHER AKBAR) PSP, S.St 

(Incumbent)

DIGU'Legaljyae'^
For Insp^gterGineral of Police 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 
(Respondent No. 3)

(DR. MUHAMMAD AKHTAR ABBAS) PSP 
(Incui^^t)
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BEFORE THE HONORABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICE TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. 864/2024 
Sohail Shah
SI No. 204/K, District Kohat

Appellant

Versus

District Police Officer, Kohat & others Respondents

AFFIDAVIT

I, Muhammad Omer Khan, District Police Officer, Kohat 
Respondent No. 1 do hereby solemnly affirm and declare on oath that the 

contents of parawise comments are true and correct to the best of my knowledge 

and belief and nothing has been concealed from the Honorable Tribunal.

Ur-

pUfCf

Oatli Corr.iv.-.ssic^ 
'UU' OisU'.co--a-tot

Cyic^ps^t^f pfyty^< C^1~^

\J District Police Officer, 
Kohat

(Respondent No. 1) 
(MUHAMMAD OMER KHAN) PSP 

(Incumbent)
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V 6^m Office of the 
District Police Officer, 

Kohat
Vo.t.ecC^^zSzy2023!N'(^.n£jzJ^Sjf. 'A

CHARGE SHEET

MR. FARHAN KHAN PSP. DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER. 
KOHAT. as competent', aul.lioril.y iinrlcr Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules 
(amendments 2014) IQT.S. nm of the opinion that you SI Sohail Shah SHO PS 
Jarma
tJte following act/omissions within the meaning of Rule 3 of the Police Rules 
)9.75.

I,

rendered yourself liable to be proceeded against, as you-have omitted

As pre preliminary enquiry conducted by SP Operations Kohat 
vide enquiry report No. 120 / Reader dated 23.05.2023, you SI 
Sohail Shah while posted as SHO PS Jarma has taken Illegal 
gratiHcation / bribe from arrested accused in search strike 
Operations in your areas of Jurisdiction without taking any 
legal action.

i.

Your above act shows in-efficiency fls irresponsibility on your 
part.

ii.

By reasnns of Ihn .nbnve, you appear lo he guilty nf misconriucl 
under Rule 3 of (he Rules ibid and have rendered yourself liable to all or any of 

the pcn-olLies specified in the Rule 4 of the Rules ibid.

2.

You arc, therefore, required to submit your written statement 

within 07 days of the receipt nf Ihis Charge Sheet to the cnquiiy officer.

Your written defense if any should reach the Enquiry Officer within 

the specified period, failing which it shall be presumed that you have np 

defense to put In and ex-partc action shall be taken against you.

3.

A statement of allegalion is cnclo.scd.4,

i\y
poiLiq
KOHA

E OFFICER.DISTRICT
-X

)

J;

5

)

i
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Office of the 
District Police Officer, 

Kohat
'Da.CccC'^^JZ^^^l/z 023

(

DISCIPLINARY ACTION

I. MR. FARHAW KHAN PSP. DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER. 
KOHAT ;is f.ninpnirnl. ni.i(hf)ri(.y. nm of Ihc opinion l.haL you SI Sohail Shah SHO 

havR rcncJcrcc! ynursclT liable to be proceeded ' against 
deparLmentaliy under Khyber PakhLunkhwa Police Rule 1975 (Amendment 
2014) or. you have nommiftccl l;hr. following act.s/omissions.

PS Jarma

STATEMENT OF ALLEGATIONS .

As pre preliminary enquiry conducted by ,SP 
Operations Kohat vide enquiry report No. 120 / 
Reader dated 23.05.2023, you SI Sohail Shah while 
posted as SHO PS Jarma has taken illegal 
gratification / bribe from arrested accused in 
search strike Operations in your areas , of 
Jurisdiction without taking any legal action.

1.

t

!
1

in-efficiency &Your above act shows 
irresponsibility on your part.

11.

I'or Ihr. piirjin.sf. iif .sfinilinizing Ihr c.onflucl. of snirl ;jr.r.usccl with 
reference to the above nllegations SP Investigation Kohat is appointed as 
enquiry officer. The enquiry officer shall in accordance with provision of the 
Police Rule-J975. provirlc ren.Kimablc opportunily of hearing to the accused 
official, record his finriing.s nncl inakc, within twenty five days of tine receipt of 
this order, rccnmmendation.s as to puni.shmenL or other appropriate action 
against the accused official.

The accused ofncial shall join the proceeding on the date, time and 
place fixed by I he cnriuii'y officer. ,

2.

N /'
7

DISTRICT POtiCE OFFICER,
(y kohAt

/pa. dated ^ 6 - S " /2023.
Copy of above I.0;-
SP Investigation Kohat The Riiquiiy Officer Tor initiating 
prorrcding.s ;i(:;iin.si Ihr ;H-c.iiscd unrlcr Ihr. provisions of Police 
ki lie-1975.
The Delinquent Officer; - with the directions to appear before the 
Enquiry Officer, on the date, lime and place fixe^)s^y him. for the 
purpose of enqiiiry prneccding.s.

2.
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.ENQUIRY AGAINST SI SOHAII SHAM

ShLfvfde rT716-17/PA OPO
leveled against SI Sohail Shah. Contents of allegations are as^uJd^^ a'iegatrons were

conducted by SP Opbratlon Kohat vide enquiry report 
No. I^OiReeder deled 23.05.2023, you Si Soheii sheh v,hiie posted es IhO PS 
Jerme hes taken illegal graimoatlon/bribe from arrested accused in search S. Strike 
operation m your areas of jurisdiction without taking any legal action.

2. Your above act shows ineWciency, irresponsibiiity 
misconduct on your part. and professional gross

date.

Reply of the SI Sohail Shah was received, placed on file and found un-satisfactorv The 
g!“w°' were oS^which

SIATEMENT OF ACCUSED OFFICER SI SQHAll Shah

He stated that on 19.05^2023 he brought accused Malak Jan into the Police Station but 
due to non-av^lability of cogent evidence except his picture, he released him and when 
investigating officer properly charged him on 25.05.2023 then he arrested him He further 
stated that he raided upon the house of accused Kimya Gul but he didn’t recognize the

to Polire Station alongwith a 12 bore rifle Thereafter the elders of his locality come to
Zva r^i relationship bereen
Orde^ hi Muhammad Tanq therefore due to a possible chance of Law &
flrihir r ? '• the said accused with his 12 bore rifle. SHO Sohail Shah
urther reveals in his statement that SHO PS Billitang Waqar Khan arrested the accused 

Muhammad Imran and Khalid Khan on 17.05.2023 and handed over to him fo^Ser 
proceeding on which he challaned accused Imran Khan while due to verification” he 
released accused Khalid Khan on surety which was thereafter arrested on 31 05 2023 
Furthermore he does not know about accused Roman Ullah s/o Islam ud Din and Saeed

r statement thatbeing SHO it is his authority to released a person on "Machalka" in connection with his 
ventication.

on or before the target

1.

2- STATEMENT OF LHC NAQASH MM PS'JERMA

sr£ssrSHS"ESHj“Ls9“
Sohail Shah instructed him to released the accused Muhammad Tariq on the sure^ of 
School Teach^er Abdur Raziq with his 12 bore rifle therefore, he released the accused 
Muhammad Tanq alongwith his rifle 12 bore after conflrmation from SHO 
(Statement of LHC Naqash is attached)

He slated that on

concerned.

3- STATEMENT OF LHC QADIR GUNNER OF St ■'^OHAIL SHAH
H s Statement supp^orted the version of LHC Naqash as he stated that during search & 
Strike operation SHO Sbhail Shah arrested the accused Muhammad Tariq and sent to 
Police Station for further proceeding. Thereafter local elders of the area of accused was 
come to Police Station and warned SHO that he arrested the wrong person so they will 
take legal against himon which SHO told him (LHC Qadir) that told to Mtfharar for 
releasing the said accused. (Statement of LHC Qadir is attached) ✓ A
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STATEMENT OF IHC ZAHID IQBAL
{/

I He stated that on 19.05.2023 SHO Sohail Shah arrested many accused in which accused 
f. Malak Jan was one of them and brought him to Police Station but due to not nomination in 

the.FIRs SHO Sohail Shah released him on the^surety of Local elders. He further stated 
that during said search & Strike Operation a 12 bore rifle was also.recovered from a house 
which was handed over to the Muharar Staff of PS Jerma by driver Imtiaz No. 849. 
Furthermore in the time of handing over the accused Imran & Muhammad Khalid by SHO 
PS Biliitang he was not present at there nor in the time of arrested of accused Roman 
Ullah and Saeed (Statement of iHC Zahid Iqbal is attached)

5. STATEMENT OF DRIVER IMTIAZ ALI SHAH
He stated that on 19.05.2023 he was in search & Strike operation with SHO Sohail Shah.

^ .During a search in strike operation a rifle 12 bore was recovered from a house which he 
brought to Police Station and handed over to Muharar Staff of PS Jerma. He further stated 
that being a driver didn't know regarding further situation but it is fact that on the same day 
there are a huge crowd in the Police Station. (Statement of Driver Imtiaz Ali Shah is 
attached)

6. STATEMENT OF SHO WAQAR KHAN
h|e stated that according to the receiving list of the accused involved in the 9*'’ & 10''’ May 

incident he arrested the accused Khalid Khan s/o Dad Khan r/o Dhoda and Imran Khan s/o 
Gul Haider r/o Biilitang and handed over to Muharar Staff of PS Jerma for further 
proceeding. (Statement of SHO Waqar Khan is attached)

Finding
After careful study of available record/ examination of witnesses it was found that the 
entire matter is turned around the incidents of 9"' & 10 May Riots and processions in which 
a mob of violent protesters attacked over the Government / private installations including - 
educational establishment i.e Kohat Board and KUST etc. in this regard 05 cases have 
been registered at,PS Jerma against the supporters of PTI as well as their Local 
Ifeadership. After the;registrations of the FIRs, arrests of the accused were started but here 
greed arose in the intention of the SI Sohail Shah and started bargaining with accused.
■ his is the reason why the accused were released without any action. The entire statement 
of SHO Sohail Shah reflects his bargaining with the accused as given below:-

Sl Sohail Shah confessed that he arrested the accused Malak Jan but due to non 
availability of cogent evidence except his picture he released him. It is pertinent to mention 
here that the said picture of accused was taken during 9"* & 10 May Riots and processions 
which was sent to NADRA authority for verification and after verification from NADRA 
authority said picture was forwarded to SI Sohail Shah for arrest of accused but strangely 
SHO Sohail Shah did not considered the said verified picture as a cogent evidence.

il. According to the statement of SI Sohail Shah, he didn’t recognize accused Kimya Gul by 
his face but according to the records received from NADRA, the picture of accused Kirhya 
Gul alongwith other information is clearly mentioned which was already shared with SI 
Sohail Shall.

iii. He also confessed that due to the pressure of Local elders he released accused 
Muhammad Tariq alongwith his 12 bore rifle without any proceeding.

iv. II is also proved from the statement of SI Sohail Shah that he released accused Khalid 
Khan s/o Dad Khan after handing over by SHO Waqar Khan,

V. The Picture of accused Roman Ullah s/o Islam ud Din and Muhammad Saeed Afridi S/o 
Zangal Shah is clearly rTfentioned in the records received from NADRA authority.

vt. He also confessed in his statement that nothing op th^re^^rd regarding releasing of 
accused on surety (Machalka). \

i.

0-
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/ • The above facts indicating towards the Mala-fide intention of SI Sohail Shah that many 

accused who involved in, ATA 7 Ordinary sections cases released by SI Sohail Shah 
withoi^ any legal action who thereafter arrested but here a question arises that why SI 
bcnail Shah released them despite the facts that they also involved in ATA cases On the 
other hand SHO Waqar Khan handed over two aicused namely Khalid Khan and Imran

challaned only Imran Khan and released accused 
Khalid Khan without any legal proceeding nor he mentioned in Roznamcha etc. This 
behavior of the Si Sohail Shah clearly shows that the accused who accepted his demands 
was released and the one who did not accept vras arrested. This act of SI Sohail Shah Is 
also indicating that Preliminary enquiry conducted by SP Operation Kohat was on merit.

/

I

Conclusion
From the enquiry conducted so far, the undersigned has reached to the conclusion that the 
chaises leveled against is fully established and found ouiltv on account of taking illegal 
gratification/bribe from arrested accused and is recommended for Minor PunishmentI
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KOHAT
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FINAL SHOW CAUSE NOTICE

- . Mr. Farhan Khan PSP. District Police Rohat
competent authority, under the Khybcr.Pakhtunkhwa Police 

2014) IS hereby serve you SI Sohail Shah 
SHO PS Jarma as fallow;- ^

1.
us

Rules
then

ThatI. consequent upon the completion of inquiry conducted 
against you by the inquiry oHiccr for which you were given 
opportunity of hearing vide office No. 2716-17/PA dated 
26.05.2023. , .
On going, through the finding and recommendations of the 
inquiry officer, the material on record and other eonnccled 
papers including your defense before the inquiry officer.
I urn satisfied that you have committed the following 
ucls/omis.sions, specified in section 3 of tlie suid ordinance;,

a. As pre preliminary enquiry conducted by SP Operations 
Kohat vide enquiry report No. 120 / Reader dated 
23.05.2023, you SI Sohail Shah while posted as SHO PS 
Jarma has taken illegal gratification ./ -bribe 
arrested accused in search strike Operations in

of Jurisdiction without taking any legal, action.

b. - Your above act shows in-emciency fls irresponsibility on
your part.

II.

from
your

areas

I
2. -As ja result thereof, 1, as competent authority, have 
tentatively decided to impose upon you major penally provided under the 
Rules ibid.
a. You'iii'e, llicrerore, rcc|uircd to show cause us to why lln- 
afoi'csaid penalty should not be imposed upon you also intimate whether 
you desire to be heard in person.

If no reply to this notice is received within 07 days of its 
delivery in the normal course of circumstances, it shall be presumed that 
you have no defence to pul in and in that ease as cx-partc action shall be 
taken againslyou.

4.

5. The copy of the finding of inquiry officer is enclosed.

I •Sd-
DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER, 

KOHAT
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OFFICE OF THE
district police officer 

kohat

O R D E p

ThisSha. „a men SHO TtZ 

Pakhtunkhwa, Police Rule;. of this disfrirf Sof>ciiI
1975 (an,andment201 ™

Brief facJs of fh * casp aro fh->» 
by SP Operations Kohal fondue,, i
23.05.2023, SI Schai, Shah Jht ^SarSHO 
gratification / bribe from errested accused in '“eoai
araasofJurisdiction vrithoittakingrnwS,act,strike Operations in ^i. 

The above act? hows in
-efficiency & irresponsibility on his pan.

Ihvestigallon Koh'at *9B\ior,s. SF

departmentally. The enquir ^ officer submittPri fi

foundWsatisfactor^^'^^e . iccu'-ed ofST and

on 16.08.2023 and heard I, pem ^ 0-R held in this office
bis defense. ’ "o* submit plausible explanation in

«erclrofthe7oweLton 'LLd^^^^^^ District Police Officer, Kohat in

approved punishment of
posted is Incharge in field ---------Furthermore, he may not be

^/■

DiSTRicryou^ 
^ koha E OFFICER.OB No.6£S 

Date^^^
'f2023

^/PA dated Kot at the .(?
Copy of above 
action.

.2023.
VSRC/OHC/Pay officer forthe ReadI

?J

\ •'jhs
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ORDER.
This ?rSr will dispose of departmental appeal preferred by Offg:

/district ICO Jagainst the order of District Pdiice OKcer Kooat wl^reOy nc
vide OB I''0. OaJ',

SI Sohni.
I

Shah No. 204AC o
was mvarded nrinor penalty of forfeiture ot,C2-ycars aprrrovcd s^-^tce ^

08 20-3 Brief facts' of the c^c arc Urat il)c appellant while posted as ShO PS Jorm.i l.ao
'>”= “ 'f “

y. jurisdiction without taking any leghl acrion_a,ibin4t h«rn.
Prftner deoaitmental enquin ! pfoceedings were initiated against ^

Opera^ons Kohntwa. nominated =sE,^uinpfficc,.^.En,ui^^^ ^
fonnalities submitted his findings wherein :he|appellanvwas;found gunt/.o 
against him. He was. therefore, recommended for penalty under t|ic relevant rules.

Keeping in view the mcomniendations of the'Enquiry Officer and the above cr..d 

U. dPli„,u.p. .ffice, .was; pw.d=d pppi=^a. of 
under the relevant rules U ti-e Distriet Police OfBeer, Kohat v.de OB No. Uo

I

area of
(

- i
l ! ' liirn and SP /)

t

\

approved service 
dated 22.08.2023.

Feelins asgrieved from die order of Distriet Poliee Offieer, Kohat. the appcllM 
preferred the instant appeal He was sunuroned and heard in person in Oroerly Room hfU n. r. 
Ice of the mrdersisned on 21.n.20I3.p rrir.g personal hearing Ihe appelram drd not was.r.na. .rn.

plausible explanation in liis defense.
Foregoing in view. I, She, Akbar, PSP, S.Sl, Keglonal Pohee Oaieer,.Koha., 

being the appellate autoity, am of dre considered opinion dta, .he oluuges leveled aga,^. ln.n 
establisbid.beyond mry shadow of doubt. The eompetent aumonN rue «n«oy mken ■.

. Kence, appeal ofOffS^S'- Soiiail bliah Nv. /.O-r.u
and merit.

have been
lenient view while .iwarding himpunishrm nl
hereby rejected, be ing devoid of subslanci

,-)r:!r.r AsmoiK'ced
24JMQ21 ■

- —

/.ICohatResion

AVt . *

!
/EC, Dated Kohat t! v

“ “i'SS-'SSE"" ^ .
No • w,'.-Sll.'

to his office Memo: No

f
C d •s

I

5.L1 t|
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'OKKICIiOKTiri': 

l^fSPl-xri OR CKiNKRAL OF VOLFC 
KIlYBKUl’AIOITUNKirWA 

PKSJMWAU.

OKDKR !A

I his order is hereby passed (n dispose of Revision Petilion under Rule ». f Khyber
Pakhiuhkhwa l’nlicc'Rulc-1975 (amended 2014) submitlcd by Offn: Sf Sobail Shah No. 204/K (hereinaOer 

rcTcrtc '.o a.s pelilionerl,

■('he pcliiinncri wa.s i.o-jiidcd minor punishment of roHctlurc of two (02) years approved 
serviee hyiDislrict i’'oliec Omccr Kohai vide OH No. 68.t. dated 22.0;{ 2('23 on the allegations that he while 

posted as SI 10 PS .larhta' had taken illegal gratiriciilion/hrihc fn*m the aceii.scd arrested during scarch/slrike 

opcraiioiis in his area of juri.sdiclion 'viihiml taking any legal action agaiatl him,

' • The Appellate Authority i
I

RPi’t.Xohal rejected his- appeal vide Order l-ndst: No.i.e.

I2.t49/h:c. dated 23.11.2027.

A meeting of Appellate Hoard was held on 10,05.2024 in CPOunder the chairmanship of 
DIG jleadquaTtcr.s. Offg: SI Sohail Shah No. 204/K was present.

I he petitioner wa;-:- heard in person. I Ic was given rea.s.-)nablc opportunity to defend hiin.self 

against the charges; however he failed to advance any jiisiincation. The Hoard rejected his revision petition

Sd/-
/‘.WAI^KIIAN, PSP. 

Addilionii In'.pcctor General of Police. 
MQrs: Kh’ her Pakhtunkhwa. Peshawar.

“0.9-No. .S/ /24. dated Peshawar, (he ll-

Copy of the above is forwarded to the.

I. Regional Police-OfTlccr. Kohrii. Tm-o Service- Hook. One ii.-vicc Roll -l- i-auji Mis-safreceived 

vide letter No. S69/KC. daicci 26.01.2024 is returned for ye-, r oiTlee record.

■—2. District Police OITiccr. Kohai,

.2074.

.3. AIG/Lcgal..Khybcr Pokhiunklnva. Peshawar.

4. PA to AddI: IGP/lIQrs: Khyhcr Pakhtunkhwa. Peshawar. 

.5. PA to DlG/lIOnt; Khyber .'’akhninkhwa.. oshawar,

6. Oniee Supdl; li-III. CPC' Peshawar. !

bVsTf

.
Z,E KIIAN)

! • PSP
AIG/Esiablishnienl,

For Inspector General of Police. 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa. Peshawar.

I .

I



'
BEFORE THE HONORABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA

SERVICE TRIRUNAL. PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. 864/2024 
Sohail Shah
SI No. 204/K, District Kohat-

Appellant

Versus

District Police Officer, Kohat & others Respondents

AUTHORITY LETTER

Mr, Usman Ali Khan, DSP Legal Kohat is hereby authorized 

to file the parawise comments and any other registered documents in the 

Honorable Tribunal on behalf of respondents / defendant and pursue the appeal 
as well.

'(Mi^
\j District Police Officer, 

Kohat
(Respondent No. 1) 

(MUHAMMAD OMER KHAN) PSP 
(Incumbent)

egtonSTPolice Officer, 
Kohat

(Respondent No. 2) 
(SHERAKBAR) PSP, S.St 

(IncAwitrentt

DIG / L>
For Inspector (jeneral of^^otfce 

Khyber Pakhtu 
(Respon^erlTNo. 3)

(DR. MUHAMMAtfAKHTAR ABBAS) PSP 
(Incumb^)

■a.


