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FORM OF ORDER SHEETr-

Court of

Appeal No. 1761/2024

S.No. IDole of order 
proceedings

Order or other proceedings with signature .of judgeK
/

1 2 3 !V •tv:

07/10/20241-' I'hc appeal trl' Mf. Ameer Suilan' resubmillcd 

loday by Mr. Qamar Zaman IChaUak Advocate. Jl is,fixed for 

preliminary- hearing before .Single .Bench at Peshawar on 

09,10.2024. i^archa Peshi given to counsel for the appellant.
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By order oflhe Chairman
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The appeal of Mr. Ameer Sultan received today i.e on 02.10,2024 is 

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

appellant for completion and resubmission within 15 days.

1- Appeal ha.s not been llaggcd/marked with anncxLircs marks.
2- Memorandum ol'appcal has not been signed by the appellant.
3- Annexures of the appeal are unattested.
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Mr.Qamar Zaman Khattak Adv.
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BEFORE THE LEARNED KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICES

TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. /2024

Ameer Sultan
Appellant

VERSUS

Inspector General of Police & others
Respondents

INDEX
' 'X f^age

'No.
S.No Description of Documents Annexures

01 Service Appeal with Affidavit
02 Condonation application
03 Copy of the initial impugned order

of respondent NO. • ■ 3 dated 
04.04.2024 rA

04 Copies of the contents-of appeal
alongwith order passed by 
respondent No.2

B&C . .10 -a-'
05 Copy of the Charge Sheet D 13-^4

Copy of the Revision Petition06 E
07 Wakalatnama ir

Appellant

Through

Qamartzaman Khattak “ ‘
LLM UK • ‘
Advocate Supreme Court of Pakistan 
Cell: 0348-0105985
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BEFORE THE LEARNED KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICES
TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. \ /2024

Ameer Sultan S/o Muhammad Hassan 
R/o Laghri Rajab Khel, Tehsil Tahkhte Nasrati District 
Karr^, Ex-Sub-Inspector at Police Station Latambar 
District Karrak.

Appellant

VERSUS

1. Inspector General of Police Khyber Pakhtuidchwa, at 
Khyb^ Road,- Peshawar.

2. Regional Police Officer at Kohat Region, Kohat

3. District Police Officer Karrak.
Respondents

SERVICE APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF THE KP
SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT 1974 AGAINST THE
IMPUGNED ORDERS/FINDINGS OF RESPONDENT
NO. 2&3 RESPECTIVELY DATED 04.04.2024 &
10.06.2024 PASSED IN SUBSEQUENT MANNER. BY
INITIALIZING THE INITIAL IMPUGNED ORDER DATED
04.04.2024. ARRIVED IN CONCLUSION OF THE
DEPARTMENTAL PROCEEDINGS INITIATIVES AND
THE OTHER ONE DATED 10.06.2024 ARRIVED IN
DECLINE OF THE APPEAL OF THE APPELLANT.
HENCE BOTH THE IMPUGNED ORDERS ARE
REQUIRED TO BE DECLARE AS ILLEGAL.
UNLAWFUL. UNPRECEDENTED. RESULT OF
CONFRONTED FACTS AVAILABLE IN THE CASE.
THEREFORE HAS NO LEGAL EFFECT.



r
PRAYER:

ON ACCEPTANCE OF PRESENT SERVICE APPEAL.

BOTH THE IMPUGNED ORDERS/FINDINGS OF
RESPONDENT NO. 2&3 RESPECTIVELY DATED
04.04.2024 & 10.06.2024 PASSED IN SUBSEQUENT

MANNER MAY KINDLY BE SET ASIDE AND THE
PUNISHMENT REGARDING FORFEITURE OF TWO

YEARS APPROVED SERVICE OF THE APPELLANT
MAY ALSO PLEASE BE ORDERED TO .REVERSE
AND FURTHER ORDER MAY KINDLY PLEASE BE
PASSED BY DIRECTING TO THE RESPONDENT TO
CONSIDER* THE STATUS OF THE APPELLANT.
WITHOUT ADDITION OF FORFEITURE TWO YEARS

APPROVED SERVICE OF THE APPELLANT WHILE
CONSIDERING PENSION MATTER OF THE

APPELLANT BEING RETIRED EMPLOYEE AS SUB

INSPECTOR INSTEAD OF INSPECTOR.

Respected Sheweth:-

BRIERFACTS:-

The appellant through counsel respectfully submits as under:-

1. That the appellant served'over and above comparatively more 

life' in the service of the respondent department & lastly hold 

inspector rank as substantive rank and got his recently 

retirement on superannuation on 25.05.2024 while performing 

41 years of his service throughout.

2. It is interesting to mention here for the deeper worth 

consideration of this learned tribunal that appellant got retired 

from his service on 25!05.2024 however the proceedings

/
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against the appellant started just before the same and initial
• * ^

• final irhpugned order pronounced on 04.04.2024, in response of 
the allegation regarding Arms & Ammunition Narcotics and 

Arrest of POs perfprmance- unsatisfactory. {Copy of the initial 

IMPUGNED ORDER OF RESPONDENT NO. 3 DATED 04.04.2024 IS ATTACHED AS 

ANNEXURE A).

•3. It is further important to mention that appellant hold, status of* 

Inspector Rank but duly the course of department impeachment 
in the wrong affixation of 'liability upon the appellant, the 

Inspector rank of the appellant reduced to Sub-Inspector as the 

•penalty, affixed by respondent No.3, further by respondent No.2 

respectively, against which appellant .also preferred his appeal 
to this Hoh’ble Court Forum sepa'rately by impugned the above 

impugned separate ’orders/findings of respondent No. ••2&3,- 

- which impugned • orders ^are-not the subject matter of this 

application and carinot be, because; the same'above* irhpugned 

orders have passed on different allegation, on diffeVent, times 

however^he subject impugned orders are passed on different
I • ' Q

allegations.

4. that the appeal against .the initial impugned order of 
respondent No.3, dated 04.04.2024 is preferred on .the part of 

• the appellant to resporident No.2. which appeai'was decline 

vide further impugned order dated lb.06.2024.(CopiEs of, the

CONTENTS OF-APPEAL ALONGWITH ORDER PASSED BY RESPONDENT NO.2 ARE 

ATTACHED AS ANNEXURE B&C).

5. That Charge Sheet dated 11.03.2024 was also served which
was duly replied and defence by the appellant, while recording• * * ^*• .
his statement. (CopyoftheChargeShstsattachh^asannexureD). ,
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6. Seriously aggrieved v\/ith the both impugned orders/findings of 

respondent No. 2&3 respectively dated 04.04.2024 & 

10.06.2024, appellant also invoke further cognizance under 

departmental resolved, within the meaning of rule 11-A of 
Police Rules 1975, by filing of Revision Petition against the 

above impugned order, which revision filed before the 

respondent No.1. (copy of the revision petition is attached as

ANNEXURE E).

7. That since no reply whatsoever is expressed by the respondent 
No.1 on the Revision Petition of the appellant, therefore it is 

presumed that the very second impugned order of the 

respondent No.2, dated 10.06.2024 is intact, against which 

when appellant is seriously aggrieved, as not satisfied at all, 
then this appeal is hereby preferred, which grounds are inter 

alia as follows:

GROUNDS:
A. That both the impugned orders/findings of respondent NO. 2&3 

respectively dated 04.04.2024 & 10.06.2024 are illegal, 
unlawful, and unprecedented; result of miscalculation of the 

facts & circumstances in the case, unsustainable, unwarranted 

by the applied laws therefore has no legal value in the eye of 
law, hence require appellate intervention of this learned 

tribunal.

B. That appellant has been discriminated and his rights secured 

under the constitution of Islamic republic of Pakistan 1973 has 

been violated.

C. It is notable to mention here that appellant served the 

respondent department over & above 41 years consistently with
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unblemished attitude & conduct but at the age of the retirement 

affected on 25.05.2024, the fabricated case made out by the 

respondent against the appellant, which initial -impugned order 

date 04.04.2024 itself attract the malafide intention on the part 

of the respondent department while treated to the appellant, 

hence these action or in-action of the respondent department 

when categorically based upon discrimination & exploitation, 

then this Hon'ble Tribunal has competency under the subject 

law to intercept such illegalities.

D. That era of the service .of appellant itself negate the contention 

raised by the-respondent in the Statement of allegation and it is 

no wear mentioned about any professional rriisconduct or 

discrepancy, which amount to be illegal & unprofessional 

against which the penalty can be imposed are affixed, upon the 

appellant, therefore the findings of the respondent NO. 2&3 

respectively are based upon presumption only as there is no 

concrete evidence is available to strengthen the allegation of 

• the respondent.

E. The two years forfeiture of punishment In the approve service to 

the appellant is not the minor in nature.at all specially at the end 

of any services of any offidals however in the preamble of this 

appeal as well as in the separately phrase main pray, it has 

disclosed that appellant has been retired from his service by 

agitating these allegations and now before this learned tribunal.

F. That the negligence of .the appellant is wrongly being set by the 

respondent, and the inquiry officer did not comply with the 

necessary requirements and without taking stance of the 

' appellant, expressed its verdict, which sustain by the 

respondents in their subsequent impugned orders.
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G. That the acts and omissior;is of respondents are iHegal;. unlawful 
void-ab-lnitio and in effective upon the rights of appellant.

4
H. That the acts of respondents are in violation of article,- 25,27 

and other provisions of' constitution of Islamic republic of' 
, Pakistan, hence needs to be declared illegal, void, wrong, of no 

legal effect and ineffective'upon the rights of petitioner.

j

I. That.bther grounds will bejralse-d at the time of arguments with 

the permission of this Hon.ble court.*

Prayer:

It is therefore most hum'bly prayed that the on acceptance of 

present service appeal, both the impugned orders/findings of 
respondent no. 2&3 respectively dated 04.04.2024. & 

10.06.2024 passed in subseguent manner may kindly be set 
.aside and‘the punishment regarding forfeiture of two years 

approved service of the aiDpellant may also please be' ordered 

to reverse and further order may. kindly please be passed by
.

directing to the 'respondent to consider, the status of the 

- appellant without additionl of forfeiture two years* approved 

service of the appellant while considering pension matter of the
• t

f
appellant being retired enjpiqyee as .sub-inspector instead of 
inspector.

Appellant

^IWAN KHATTAK ,

Through

QamarZa 
LLM UK
Advocate Supreme Court of Pakistan 
Cell; 0348-0105985
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BEFORE THE LEARNEb KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICES
tribunal!; PESHAWAR^

I Service Appeal No. /2024
. t

Ameer Sultan
..Appellant

VERSUS

Inspector General of Police-& others
Respondents

AFFIDAVIT '

I, Ameer Sultan S/o Muhammad Hassan R/o Laghri Rajab Khel, Tehsil 

Tahkhte Nasrati District Karrak, Ex SubTlnspector at'.Pplice Station 

Latambar District Karrak, do hereby solemnly affirm and declare on 

oath that the contents of the instant Service Appeal are true and 

correct to the best of^my knowledge and belief and nothing has been 

concealed from this Honourable Tribunal.

I

DepdnentIdentified by ^

Qamar Zaman Khattak •
¥

CNIC;14203-2058407-5 
Cell: 0S46-9264553.LLMUK

Advocate Supreme Court of Pakistan
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BEFORE THE LEARNED KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICES TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR

Ameer Sultan Appellant
♦ -

VERSUS

Inspector General of Police & others ;Responoents ♦

APPLICATION FOR CONDONATION
OF DELAY

Respectfully Sheweth:

That the above noted case is pending before this 
HonTDle Court which' is fixed for today, i.e.

That the ambiguity so for create as per detail 
mentioned in the' Para No.6 of the facts of appeal, 
according to which revision under the applied police 
rules 1975 when preferred and when not answered 
by the respondent, the certainly delay is accrued, 
therefore the appeal is not filed within a time hence 
seeks condonation.

1.

2.

• .

It is, therefore, most humbly prayed that 
on acceptance of this application; • the delay 
whatever is accrued in filing of instant appeal, may 
very kindly please be condoned in the best interest 
of administration of justice.

Applicant/Appellant
• * •

Through
QAMAR rAMAN Khattak . 
LLM UK '
Advocate
Supreme Court of Pakistan 
Cell: 0348-0105985

AFFIDAVIT -
As per instructions of my client the contents- of' the 
Application,,are-t^e- ^d-correct to'the best of 

' knowledge and belief and nothing*has been concealed 
from this HonT^le Court.

my

il
111ADVO

s
;
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Ttidt main and prime duties ot PoUco Is maliuenancc of peace and 

otdei In (he areas of'lutlsdicUon. Appeilahl hos been able to malnlain
* i. * •

peace and. order in the jurhiirciktn of Police Stallort laiamber. Ho 
- * ■ ' ' 

-occutrence'an(i'’inclden( creating Law, and order sUuation

reported during the period under review In areas of Police Station

latamber.
That the entire InquUv proceeiiin^-.were carried out at the hack of 

appellant; No oiVe-was etand/ied « wHhc» rn the presence o.f 

appellant, iwquirv officer coi^ucled'e»-'partc proceeding. Apoetlan* 

was ntri sHQdaled in the proceedings. The Impuei'cd o^ :
based on defetilrt inqui^ Proceeding ihctelore the Older is void and

tvorth set aside.

»» .A

4

was
4

} -
I1

C)

of the progress of previous year does 

. Therefore appellant has been
Thai non achicvjng ol the ***E**j 
not fall wit.hin it»e ambit of mhMrtducl

. .d)

of^no v„on8, h^nce .be ImpUBecd o.der be.

Unv 8i flules governing disdpUjiarv actions, 
verge of pension, therefore the Itupugned

been passed against tlie 

Thai appelJanI fs on the
. order will affect the pension hcrients.

Cried.thaHhe in-Pus-’e^

a

e) \

it it therefore requ 

aside.

Enclosure: Copy of order.

s

\ -■»
I

a
Yours Obediently (

}f

('
• It

I

• Ameer Sultan !
*

St^io PSlPtarriber 

. Distilcl Karat
. 4
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This order
•v. 5L^^.3.... . . ■

of ihe depnnmcnta} appeal preferred' by Sub Inspeclor 

SiofT Kami: against ihc order of Dislrici Police Ofilccr.

'^’*11 dispose
^mecr Sultan No.K/76 of Operati 
Karak whereby h

ion

DisiH.o... 0 Police Officer, fCarak vide OD No of forfeiture of two ycars.npprovcd scr\'ice by 
•163, doted 04.04.2024.

Brief fact of the that Sub Inspeclor Amir Sultan 
..covon. r O" "■« «'l«Ba.lons ,h«. from .h

of fOa. his perrormanco fouh'd 
neccssar>'directions had been issued to put 
ITiis is quite adverse

while posted SHO P.S 

e perusal of comparative 

arms'&'ammuniiions.

Latamber,

very poor and below .the target although 

up result oriented ochicvcmcnts but he failed to do so. 
and shows his lethargic conduct, lack of interest, inefficiency

".BhEcncc »„d „„„
J

District Police iriiUoied proper departmeritaj‘enquiry proceedings 
aeainst him and Sub Divisional Police Officer Headquarters. Kaiak 

Officer. The Enquiry Officer; after was appointed as Enquiry 
fulfillnient of codal formalities, submitted his findings 

wherein the appellant ivas found guilty of the charges leveled against him.

Keeping in view of the recommendations of the Enquiry Officer. and 

circumstances of the case, the delinquent officer ^-as avyarded minor punishment of forfeiture of

two years approved service vide OB No. 163, dated 04.04.2024.
• Feeling aggrieved from the order of District Police Officer. l6imk, the appellant

preferred the instant appeal He was summoned and heard in person in Orderly Room held in the 

office of the undersigned on 29.05.2024. During, personal hearing the appellant did not advance 

any plausible explanation in his defense.

Foregoing in view, I. Sher Akbar, PSP, S.St, Regional Police Officer, Kohat, 
bemg,the appellate authority, am of considered opinion that the punishment of forfeiture of two 

years approved service awarded by. District Police Officer. Karak is justified and, therefore, 
wonants no interference. Hence appeal of Sub Iiiysector Ameer Sultan.is-herebyffcjiictcdi l^ing
devoid of substance and merit. 

Or/fer Announced
29.05.2024

.^97^ Kohat RegionIfi ! ^/EC, Dated Kotiat the ^024

Copy forwarded to District Police Ohlcer, Karak for information and necessar)' 
acUon w/r to his office Memo: No;655/EC, dated 06.05.2024, Service Rccdrd and EnqiiiryFilc - 
are returned herewith.

No

ruMuc f\oiar>
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• Dated H i c>3 /20?4 i
CHARGE SHggT

.. . i, lyiUHAiMMAp WAQ^S KHAN (PSP).,:District Police Officer. |
^ competent authority, hereby cha^e you Inspec^^

• ’SHO PS Latamberfollow:•■ ■ ' •

r

r Ameer Sultan, i-

•3
<

^ It has been.noticed With grave doncem-that from' the perusal of I 
cpfnparative’ recovery statement .for ■the--month of Februaryl2023 & 2024 f 

regardiilg arms & ammunitions, narcotics and arrest of POs your perfomiance f . ■
•was fou^nd ve?y - poor and below ■ the,-'.target although ^necessary ", 

rnstructions/directions have been .issued-to put up result oriented'achievements I 

■ but you failed to do so. This is quite ad've.rse o.n your part• and . shbWs ydur ? 
lethar^c conduct, lack.'.or interest.' inefficiency,. negiigencd . and non i ■
professionalism in ;the discharge of official pbligations'. Such act on your part is | 

against service, discipline and also amounts to.gross misconduct.,".

U

’J.

^ • »
1. .This act on .your part is gainst the-s'eniicediscipline and amounts to.gross 5 ■

misconduct. By the reason of your commission/omission, constitute missHtdnduct ' 
under Police discipiinaty Rule-1975..(amendment .NotificaUon No. 3859/Legal / 
dated.27.p8.2014). Govt: of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Police Department, you have | 

tendered younselt liable to, all .or any of the penalties'specifled in Police Rule- f
1975 ibid.

. ' 2.. You are,,therefore, required to subinit your written defense within 07<lays of ' ' 

■the receipt 'of this, charge ■ sheet to the Ehquity 
D^P Hn-S Vodvai-n . . -

. of conducting enquiry.'

Officer
is hereby.appointpd.fof the purpose^

Your written defense ifany should reach to the Enquiry Officer 
within a.stipulated period, failing .which'shaHb,e presumed, th'at you have no ’ 

defense to put in and in that case ex-parte action shail be taken dgainst you.

•n*'matewhetheryou‘riesiretobe'heardinperson...'

A stat^merit of allegation is enclosed.

3."

,4.

•• i

■ I

•. District Police Officer. Karak

'

.
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■ niSCiPLINARY ACTION ; .

I; MUHAMMAD WAQAS KHAN (PSP), Di§tritit Police Officer,; 

competent authority, is of the'opinion mat Inspector Ameer Sultan, J 

Utarnber has rendered himselfi liable to‘be, preceed^d against on ^

- committihg the following act/commi^ion within the meaning' bf Police Disciplinary |

- Rule-1975 (as* ameodrhent in 2014) vide! Notification No.-3859/Uga.l. dated |, 

■ 27,08.2014) Gbvtr of Khyber PakhtunkhWa^ Police Department; •

Karak as a 

SHO PS

• •

4

,* ; STATEMENT OF ALt-EGATIONS

- ”it has been noticed with grave concern that from Ihe perusal of 

■ comparative recovery statement for. the month of February-2023 & 2024 

regarding arms & ammunitions, narcotics and 'alT^st of PCs his performance was 

found very poor and. below the target although .hecessaty instmctions/directions r 

been issued to put up result oriented.achievements but he failed to do so. 
This is quite adverse on his part and shows:his lethargic conduct, lack of interest, 
inefficiency, negligence, and non professionalism. iiv the discharge of official *

-■■;\pbligations; Such act-on hjs part is against servire drscipljne and alsp amounts to

gross misconduct."’. -

r

have'

■:

The Enquiry Officer in. accordance with provision, of the Police 

■ RulesT1975-(amehdmerit:^20iA.vide>Notification No, 3859/Legal, ■ 
dated ..27.08.2014) - Govt;' of' Khyber- Pakhtuhkh'wa, .Police. Departrrient may 

provide reasonable'opportunity ;of hearing to--the acquseV'official, record, his 

. ■■ . finding and mbke within io-days of the'rereipt of this order, recommendation as

to punishment or other-appropriate action against me accused. v.

1.
Disciplinary

2. 'The accused official shall-join jthe’proceeding .on the'date,-time and
2.

• ** • yS r *

. place fixed by the enquiry officer. ■

• District Police Officer, Karak

A copy oftheabove.is forwarded to:- ■ . • ... • -
. 1. The Enquiry Officer for initialing proceedings against the accused- under the 

provisions of Police Disciplinary Rules;,1975 (as-amended in 2014)..
' '2 inspector Ameer SultanV SHO P$ Latamber The cbncerndd officer with

■ dirertions to appear 'before. the Enquiry Offiqer. on the date, time and. place
fixed by the Officer, for the purpose of.the enquiry proceedings., .=

^ • :r "I'tr. I r3 •.s * .t.
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To,

The Inspector General of Police,' . '
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar

BEVJSION PETITION UNDER RULE.Il'OF POLICE RULES- 1970Subject:

Respected Sir,

Petitioner very hunribly submits'frevision petition against the order of' ’ 
learned District Police. Officer, Karak issued under 08 No. itfs dated '04.04.2024 

vide which penalty of forfeiture of two (02) years approved service was imposed on 

petitioner and order of Regional Police Officer dated 10.06.2024 vide which 

petitioner departmental appeal was rejected.

E&OS
1. That petitioner was posted as Station House Officer (SHO) Police 

Station Latamber ,District Karak. Learned District Police Officer Karak ' 

issued charge sheet to petitioner alleging therein that the perusal of 

crimes statement for month of February, 2024 shows poor progress in 

recovery of nairptics, Arms, Ammuriitlon and 'arrest of Pos as against' 

the corresponding period of the year 2023

That petitioner submitted reply that recoyery of Arms was plus while 

there was a bit deficiency in recovery of narcotics and arrest of POs. it ' 

was further conten'ded that actiially Police was erigaged in General 

Election 2024 duties, which led to the alleged deficiency in recovery, of ■ 

narcotics and arrest of POs. •

2.

V*

3. That an ex-parte inquiry was conducted in the alleged charges through 

DSP HQ and the Inquiry officer without checking the ground realities, 

submitted findings wherein the’ charge was reported proved and
learned DPO passed the impugned order. The departmental appeal

rejected by Regional Police Officer hence this revision petition onwas

, the following grounds.

* GROUNDS:

3) That the irripugned order has been passed against facts and evidence'
• * ' , * • *

on record. Recovery of'Arms was plus and the short deficiency, in 

recovery of narcotics and arrest of POs has wrongly been based for ,•
4*^.1

passing the impugned orders. Furthermore, the General Election 2024 

security duties of meetings and movements of the candidates also 

affected Police duties. ,



a

I;

' ^

1^- fN
b) main and prime duties of Police is maintenance of peace and . 

order in the areas of jurisdiction. Petitioner has been able to maintain 

peace and order in the jurisdiction of Police Station Latamber. No 

occurrence and incident-creating Law and .order .situation- 

reported during the period under review in area’s of Police Station 
Latamber. • • . - '

That

was

4

C) That the entire Inquiry proceedings were carried out.at the back of 

appellant. No one was' examined as witness In the presence of 
appellant..jnqulfY officer'conducted ex-parte proceedings. Petitioner

was not associated In the proceedings. The'imp.ugned order have been 
based on defective inquiry proceeding therefore'the order are void

and worth set aside.

d) That non achieving of the target of the progress of prey;ious year does 

not fall within the ambit of misconduct. Therefore petitioner has been

punished for commission of no wrong, hence the irnpugned order .has ’ 

been passed against the.Law &' Rules governing disciplinary actions.

That petitioner has retired from service on 25.05.2024 and thee)

impugned orders will affected pension beneHts . -

It is therefore requested that the impugned orders may please be set 

aside.

Enclosure: Copy of orders.

Yours Obediently

Ameer Sultan 

Retired SI District Karak

» V
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