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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICEw
TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

/202^Amended Service Appeal No

Service Appeal No.284/2023

Arsluiii iqhul, 
Kx-Constable No. 173, 
Police Torce, Karak.. Appellant.

Versus

1. The Provincial Police Officer, 
Khyber Pakhlunkliwa, Peshawar.

2. The Regional Police Officer, 
Kohal Region,
Kohai.

3. The Disirici Police Officer 

Karak.................................. Respondents.

Service Appeal under section 4 of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 

Service Tribunal Act, 1074 read with Police Rules, 1975 (amended 

in 2014) against the impugned final order of Respondent No.l 

bearing No.505-511/24 dated 22-03-2024 passed in Revision 

Petition of the Appellant; preferred against the impugned order 

of the respondent No.2 dated 06-01-2023, who vide the same 

rejected the departmental appeal of the appellant preferred 

against the impugned original order of respondent No.3 dated 29- 

1 1-2022.

Prayer:-
On acceptance of the instant appeal; this Hon’ble Tribunal may 

graciously be pleased to:-



1. Declare all ilie impugned orders of respondent No.l bearing 

No.505-511/24 dated 22-03-2024, impugned dated 06-01-2023 of 

the respondent No.2 and the impugned order dated 29-11-2022 of 

the respondent No.3 as illegal, unlawlul and without lawful 

authority and set aside the same.

2. Direct the respondents to re-insialc the appellant with all back 

benefits.

3. ANY other remedy deemed appropriate in the circumstance of the 

case and not specifically asked for may also be graciously 

granted.

Respectfully Sheweth.

fhe concise facts giving rise to the present service appeal arc as under:-

1. That appellant was appointed as Fool Constable on 05-08-2009. He has 

mure than 13 years* service at his credit wiili unblemished and clean 

sheeted conduct record.

2. That appellant was charge sheeted by respondent No.3 vide charge 

sheet & statement ol* allegation dated 05-11-2021 with the following 

words :-
■■As per leiier vide No.308/HO/PA. doled 28-10-2021 received from 

SDPO Karak ihai vou constable Arshad labal No. 173 have share/leak

police performance onci also larnish the imaae of police in seneral

pari and shows vow malariclepublic. This is guile adverse on vour

inieniion. wilfull breach and non-professionalism in the discharse of

vour official oblieations. Such act on vour pari is a^ainsi the service 

discipline and amounis to eross misconcluci. ”

Copy of charge sheet and statement of allegation dated 05-11-2021 are 

attached as Aiinexure-A.

That appellant replied and denied the allegation.

Copy of reply to the charge sheet is attached as Aniiexure-B.

3.

4. fhat inquiry was conducted through SDPO 1 akhii-e-Nasrati, who in 

the absence and at the back of appellant recorded the statement ol the 

incharge Chowki. Amjad Shaheed Shnva Khudi Khel, Circle Incharge



(3>

rakhli-c-Nasraii, Disirici Sccuriiy Branch (DSB) Staff, who recorded 

of Local Elders and submitted report. It is worththe statement
mentioning that DSB Staff vide their report declared and notified that 
appellant is gentleman and has no link whiii so over with eiiminals and 

anti-state groups. The inquiry officer failed to collect an iota of

incriminating evidence against the appellant.

Copy of inquiry report dated 25-02-2022 and report of DSP Staff is 

attached as Annexure-C,

That it is very astonished that the inquiry officer without reference to any 

evidence and cogent and legal ground held the appellant as guilty and 

recommend him for severe punishment.

5.

6. The respondent No.3 constituted another review/enquiry inquiry officer 

"SP Investigation Wing Karak’\ who again conducted inquiry without 

association of appellant. As per inquiry report SP Investigation Wing 

Karak has recorded the statement of one Mr. Najceb Ullah HC No.290 in 

charge Police Post ‘Shah Saleem as well as PC Umer Sawab No.890. 
Appellant has neither been provided opportunity of cross examination of 

the said witnesses nor have the statements been recorded in the presence of 

the appeihuil.

Copy of the inquiry report dated 03-08-2022 conducted through SP 

Investigation Wing along with statement of Mr. Najeeb Ullah l-IC No.290 

incharge Police Post "Shah Saleem as well as PC Umer Sawab No.890 are 

attached as Atinexurc-1).

7. That from the bare perusal of the statement of both the witness, it is very 

clear that appellant is not involved in the alleged charge leveled against 

him although the same has been recorded in the absence and at the back of 

the appellant without opportunity of cross examination.

That it is also pertinent to explain that both the inquiry officer/commitiee 

have not recorded the statement of the so called complainant SDPO Karak 

whose complaint vide letter No.308/HQ/PA. dated 28-10-2021 the

8.

on
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impugned inquiry has been initialed, which is againsi the statutory rules 

governing the subject maiter.

Copy of the letter No.308/HQ/PA, dated 28-10-2021 of complainant 
SDPO, Karak, wherein appellant was blamed for having links with 

criminal is attached as Annexurc-C.

9. I hai appellant was served with ■’I'inal Show Cause . Appellant submitted 

reply to the show cause and again denied the allegations.

Copy of the l-inal Show Cause Notice dated 02-11-2022 and reply to the 

show cause arc attached as Atine.viire-F.

10. That Respondent No.3 vide order dated 29-11-2022 imposed upon the 

appellant major penalty of dismissal from service under Police Rules, 1975 

(amended in 2014) without consulting the record..

Copy of impugned order of respondent No.3 dated 29-11-2022 is attached 

as Annexiire-G.

11. riiai appellant being aggi'ieved from the impugned order dated 29-11-2022 

of the respondent No.3; preferred departmental appeal before the 

respondent No.2. who vide impugned final order dated 06-01-2023 

rejected the same.
Copy of departmental appeal and the impugned order of respondent No.2 

dated 06-01-2023 is attached as Aiinexure-H.

12. That appellant filed Revision Petition under Police Rules, 1975, which 

dismissed vide impugned order bearing No.505-511/24 dated 22-03- 

2024 by respondent No.i after laps of more than one year, but the 

same was not communicated to the appellant, but has been affixed by 

the respondents in response to the order sheet dated 18-07-2024. The 

impugned final order itself reveals that it has never been 

communicated to the appellant.

Copy of the impugned final order dated 22-03-2024 is attached as

Annexure-1.

was



©&

I Icncc appcllaiii being aggrieved and finding no adequate and efficacious 

remedy is constrained to file this service appeal on the following amongst 

other grounds:

That the respondents has not treated the appellant in accordance with law, 

rules and policy on the subject and acted in violation o( Article 4 ol the 

Constitution of Pakistan. 1973. The basic charge of sharing and leaking 

information has not been scrutinized through legal evidence. There

A.

secret
was/is nothing on record which could connect the appellant with alleged 

allegations. Neither the person to whom appellant has shared/leaked the 

secret information nor the day, time, place has been mentioned in the 

charge sheet and statement of allegation. The Charge Sheet and Statement 

of allegation also docs not provide as to what was/were secret infonnation 

leaked out or shared by the appellant. In this view of the matter the charge 

sheet and statement of allegation being not specific therefore, flimsy in

nature and defective in spirits.

That slip shod two consecutive inquiries were conducted in the absence 

and at the back ol’ the appellant. Appellant was not associated with 

inquiry proceedings. Statement of certain person were collected without 
being scrutinized with the scrutiny of cross examination, but even then, 

the enquiry ol'ficer failed to procure an iota of evidence against the 

appellant. The conduct of both the Inquiry officers were against the spirits 

of prescribed procedure provided in the statute and statutory rules 

therefore, the inquiry proceedings and its findings are nullity in the eyes 

of law andjustice and liable to be reversed and set aside.

B.

That no worth credit evidence has been collected by the inquiry officers in 

support of alleged accusations. The impugned orders are based on 

conjunctures and surmises. The recommendations of the inquiry ollicers 

based on the information allegedly collected through secret sources. 

Appellant has never been confronted with such type of evidence 

therefore, cannot be held to be legal evidence and conviction cannot be 

based upon such type of evidence in the light of taw laid down by the 

i-lon'ble Supreme Conn of Pakistan.

C.

are
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Thai appellant is cniiiled lo be ircaicd in accordance wiih law and also 

emitled lo be treated fairly, justly and be provided with opportunity of 

hearing under the provision and spirit of Article lOA of the Constitution 

of Islamic Republic of Pakistan, 1973.

D.

That section 16 of the Civil Servant Act, 1973 provide that a civil 

servant is liable for prescribed disciplinary actions and penalties 

only through prescribed procedure. In instant case prescribed 

procedure has not been followed.

E.

That the charge sheet and statement of allegation are ambiguous in nature 

and does not provide comprehensive accusation and against the true 

meaning of charge, which has caused serious injustice in matter of fair 

defense.

F.

That so called slipshod inquiry has been conducted in the absence 

and at the back of the appellant. Appellant active participation 

during inquiry proceeding has been willfully and deliberately 

ignored. Inquiry proceedings are of judicial in nature in which 

paiticipation of accused civil servant as per law condition sine qua 

On this ground the impugned orders are coarm non judice and 

liable to be set back.

G.

non.

That the well-known principle of law “Audi altram Partem” has 

been violated. This principle of law was always deemed to have 

embedded in every statute even though there was no express specific 

or express provision in this regard.

H.

....An adverse order passed against a person without affording him 

an opportunity of personal hearing was to be treated as void order. 

Reliance is placed on 2006 PLC(CS) 1140. As no proper personal 

hearing has been afforded to the appellant before the issuing of the 

impugned order, therefore, on this ground as well the impugned 

order is liable to be set aside.



r-
Thai ihe non-provision of ihe inquiry report amounis to deprive a 

civil servant frorn confronting and defending himself from evidence 

that may go against him, which is against the provision of Article 

lOA of the Constitution of Pakistan, 1973. In the instant case copy 

inquiry report has been denied to the appellant, which fact is evident 

from the perusal of the final show cause notice.

I.

J. That under the provision of Rule 14 of L & D Rule, 2011, the 

competent authority was under legal obligations to peruse the 

inquiry report and determine as to whether the inquiry has been 

conducted in accordance w-ith prescribed procedure and whether the 

charge are proved or otherwise. The competent authority has made 

such effoiis and dismissed the appellant with a single stroke ol 

pen, which is nullity in the eyes of law and liable to be interfered 

with by this Honorable Tribunal.

no

That all the impugned orders are not speaking orders. It is settle 

principal of law that every order shall contain (i) Concise facts (ii) 

for determination (iii) decision thereon and (iv) reason for 

decision. No such elements are available in all the impugned orders.

K.

issue

Accused is staled to be a favorite child of law and he is presumed toL.

be innocent unless proved otherwise and the benefit of doubt always 

the accused and not to the prosecution as it is for thegoes to
prosecution to stand on its own legs by proving all allegations to the 

hill against the accused. Mere conjectures and presumption, however
strong, could not be made a ground for penalizing a civil servant

Unless and until prosecution[1999 PLC (CS) 1332 (FST) 

proves accused guilty beyond any shadow of doubt, he would be

considered innocent [1983 PLC (CS) 152 (FST)].

M. That Re-instated employee would be entitled to back benefits as a 

mailer of course unless employer is able to establish by cogent 

evidence that concerned employee had been gainfully employed



elsewhere. In this respeci, iniiial burden would lie upon the 

employer and not upon the employee lo prove that such employee 

gainfully employed during period of lerminaiion from his 

service. 2010TD (Labour) 41.

was

That Civil servant who was dismissed from service through arbitrary 

and whimsical action of the government functionaries and re instated
N.

ihroLigh judicial order of Service Tribunal would have every right to 

arrears of salaries by way of back benefits due to them 

during the period of their dismissal and re insiatemenl. It would be 

njust and harsh to deprive them of back benefits for the period

recover

very u
I’or which they remained out of job without any fault on iheii part

Supremeand were not gainfully employed during that period 

Court allowing their appeal and directing payment of back benefits

to the appellant. 2006 1 D (SERVICE) 551 (a).

O. That the penal order is not a speaking order for the reason that no

solid and legal grounds have been given by the penal authority in

is liablesuppon of his penal order. On this score the impugned order

to be set aside.

of Your KindThat appellant would like to seek the permission 

Honoure for award of personal hearing. Appellant may kindly be 

granted the opportunity of personal hearing.

Ii is therefore, humbly prayed that the instant service appeal may kindly 

be allowed as prayed for above.
Anv other relief as deemed appropriate in the circumstances of case not(i)
specillcally asked for may also be granted to petitioners.

Appellant

Through Asv-----
Ashraf All Khattak
Advocate,
Supreme Court of Pakistan

Dated: 18/11/2023
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CERTIFICATE

Cerlified on insiriiclion ihal appellant has not previously moved this 

Hon’ble Tribunal under section 4 of the Service Tribunal Act, 1074 regarding 

present mailer.

Ai'—
Ashraf Ali Khaltak 

Advocate, Peshawar.

List of Books

The Constitution of the Islamic Republic of Pakistan, 1973.I.

Services Law.0

NOTE

1. Six spare copies of the Service Appeal are enclosed in a separate file 

cover.

Memo of addresses is also attached.o

Ashraf Ali K-hattak 
Advocate, Peshawar
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE

TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

/2023Service Appeal No.

Arsliad Iqbal, 
Ex-Conslable No.l73, 
Police Force, Kanik... Appellant.

Versus

Respondents.The Provincial Police Officer, & others

AFFIDAVIT

I, Arshad Iqbal, Ex-Constable No.l73, Police Force, Karak do hereby solemnly 

al'flrm and declare on oath that the contents of this Service Appeal are true 
and correct to the best of my knowledge, and nothing has been concealed 

from this Hon’ble Tribunal.

Deponent

CNIC:
Cell:
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pakhtunkhwa service 

TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

before the KHYBER

/2023Service Appeal No.

Arsiiad Iqbal, 
Ex-Cunstablc No. 173, 
I’olicf Force, Karak..

Appellant.

Versus

Respondents.
The Provincial Police Officer, & others

AnnRF.SSES OF PARTIES

Arshad Iqbal, 
Fx-Consiable No. 173, 
Police Force, Karak...

Appellant.

Versus

The Provincial Police Officer, 
Khyber Pakhuinkhwa, Peshawar.

4.

5. The Regional Police Officer, 
Kohai Region,
Kohai.

6. The Disirici Police Officer, 
Karak..................................

Respondents.

Petitioner

Ashraf Ali Khattak
Advocate,
Supreme Court of Pakistan

Through

Dated: 18/11/2023
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CHARGE SHEET V

I. SHAFI ULLAH, District Police Officer, Karak as a competent 

authority, hereby charge you Constable Arshad Iqbal Mo. 173.posted at PS 

Shah Salim as follows:-

%

"As per letter vide No. aOS/HQ/PA. dated 28.10.2021 received from 
SD.PQ Karak that you Constable Arshad Iqbal No. 173 have share/leak Pq^ 

information to private individuals/cfiminajs wh'ch affect the PoJLce 
* performance and al^ tarnish the Irna^e of Polic^In general public. This is quite 

adverse on your part and shov/s your malafide intention, v-illful breach and n^*_ , 
professionalism in the. discharge of your official obligations. Such act 
part is against the service discipline and amounts to gross misconduct.

By the reason of your cominission/omission, constitute miss-conduct 
under Police disciplinary Rule-1975 (amendment Notir'^ation No. 3859/Legal, 

dated 27.08 2014) Govt: of Khyber Fal-hiunkhwa. Police Department, you have 

rendered your-self liable to all or ary of the penalties specified, in Police Rule- 

1975 ibid.

secrete

on your

1.

You are, Iherefo'e, required to submit your written defense within 07-days 

of the receipt of this ctiarge sheet to the enquiry Officer Mr. Abid Khan AfridL 

SOPO. T. Nasrati is hereby appointee for the purpose of conducting enquiry.

2. /

r •»
• ’ t

/

Your written defense if any should reach to the Enquiry Officer 

within a stipulated period, failing which shall be presumed that you have no ' 

defense to put in and in that case ex-parte action shall be taken against you.

Intimate whether you desire to be heard in person.

A statement of allegation is enclosed. .
3,

I

4.

idfer) Karak ■District Poli'

/•.-7 / ./' '1/
//1-# \

j ■i'-

/•
$ ■'.'J:- ^ ^ ' "
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• ♦
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DISCIPLINARY ACTION

I SHAFI ULLAH KHAN, District Police Officer, Karak as a 

■ competent authority, is of the opinion Constable Arshad Iqbal No. 173 posted

has rendered himself liable to be proceeded against on
at PS‘ Shah Salim
committing the following act/commission within the meaning of Police Disciplinary 

Rule-1975 (amendment Notification No, 3859/Legal, dateo 27.08.2014) Govt: of

Khyber Pakhtiinkhwa. Police Department.

STATEMENT OF ALLEGATIONS

•As per letter vide No. 308/HQ/PA. dated 28.10.2021- received from 

SDPO Karak that Constable Arshad Iqbal No. 173 has share/leak Police secrete .
individiials/criminals which aHect ihe Police performance •information to private 

and also tarnish the image of Police in general public. This is quite adverse on
his part and shows his malande intention, willful breach and non- professionalism 

* ' ' his part is against thein thp discharge of his official obligations. Such act on

service discipline and amounts to gross misconduct.

Officers Mr. Abid Khan Afridi: SDPO. T. Nasrati in 

of the Police Rule-1975 (amendment. Notification No.'

3859/Legal, dated 27.08.2014) Govt: of Khyber Pakhlunkhwa. Police Department, 
may, provide reasonable opportunity of hearing to the accused official, record his . \'- ^ 

finding and make within 10-days of the receipt of this order, recommendation as ' .;

to punishment or other appropriate action against the accused.

The enquiry 

accordance with provision
1.

:Lf-

•j
V

The accused official shall join the proceeding on the_^te. time and2.
place fixed by the enquiry officer.

\KarakDistrict i

/Enq, dated ^ 5 / // /2021.No.
Copy to:- „

1, The enquiry Officers for initiating proceeding against, the accused^nder 
. the Provision of the Police Disciplinary Rule-I975 (amendment Notification . 

No. 3859/Le9al. dated 27.08.2014) Govt: of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa. Police

Department. ' • - ^
•2. Constable Arshad Iqbal No. 173 posted at PS Shah Salim

\
}

uS'Tizr>I-
I
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OPFJCE OF THE SUPERINTENDENT 
OF POLICE. INVESTIGATION 

WING KARAK 
\%\l /Inv:

natR 12022

No.

is7
I

The District Police Officer. Karak

• rrVIF'*' AGAINST CONSTABLE ARSHAD IQBALJig

remarks passed on the 

directed to prodbce revie^comrnents /

f' *To: j*

. 173
Subject;

Memo; . reference to your good officeKindly with 
subject matter wherein the undersigned .was

i:enquirv.
At LPGATIONS:-

• “As per charge sheet vide No. 233/Enq; dated 05.11.2021 allegation 

leveled that he share / leak^ojice^gcrgljnfgO  ̂

iminals which effect the Police perfonTWjnd^sp_ta^h_
against the said constable 

to private individual / cri 
the image of police in general p^ic_-

was i:
1* .*

proCEEDING:-
Of review comments: the accused official

. „an,e,y constable Arshad Iqba, No. 173 was summoned heard in I,

. ., his statement and cross examinei Similarly statements of Naieebt^aS-"?-- ^......... ^

wsiiasro^savgb^oj^^ ^ pc

^ a’nST^p'ffle.Secre. information regarding the allegation against ^^^said

Since during the course

J

constable was .ajso^lained. 

CONCLUSIONi-

L -

During the proceeding it has become very crystal clear 
transportation of the accused from Police Post Shah Satin, to Police Station Shah 

Saiim has bean made through delinquent official Arshad Iqbal No. 173 accompanied

290 and FC Umer Sawab No. 807. upon . 
..'So far the allegation pertaining to share /' 

individual / criminals by the alleged

by his Incharge HC Najeeb Ullah No. 

directions of their immediate high-ups

leakage police secret information to private 

accused constable Arshad Iqbal No.-173 is 
circumstantial evidence and secret probe reveals that he is 
extend eveD- possible hej^tb the accused remained in their .custody. The accused in

said'delinquent FC was proceeded departmentally. .

concerned; the available record / 

definitely connected

P

of the view the allegation leveled against constable Arshad Iqbal
»*

FINAL OP'lNION:-

I am
No. 173 has been proved.

V •
j

it's''10■;r)C
Superintendent of Police.

Wing KarakInvestigation

;



;

Sr• ■?

■ •r :

••Rf»spected Sir. '

\
Reference atlached F/A

' „ is submitted that findings report of the EnqiJiiv Officer Mr. Abid Khan -

the departmental enquiry against-^;

\

. Afridi, the then SDPO Takhte Nasrati on
Constable Arshad Iqbal No. 173 PS Shah Salim at FIB.

■ u

•a',*--. ■5?Submitted for perusal and further order, please.** I
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HQRS KARAK
k •

3:ii_7HQ/ PANo .

The District Police Officer. 
Karak

To:

I

wFPORT AGAINST CONSTABI-ESubject:

Kindly refer to the siibjecr, cited above.Memo:

personal information-of the undersigned the

Constable Ar.,had Iqbal No. i7J of_Pc.lic^S«i!ffiJhal^ .
• P“”“ performance md

also tarnish the image of Police in general public.

It is submitted that as per

Therefore, the above act of Police Constable is against service rules for
for departmf TtaJ_which he has been quarter guard for 03 days^mnLr.eeefflTOenj£d hhn

proceeding,-pteaseT
<

(' >}J
DY: SUl’EiUN'rENDEN'r OF POl.I :E, 

HQRS KARAK

I

I
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Awk ^\I ■V- 4.
^ i taNo. /Enq

%jJlDated 12022
FINAL SHOW CAUSE NOTiCE. )I -

I, KHAN ZEB, District Police Officer. Karak as competent authority under the 

Police Rule-1975 is hereby serve you Constable Arshad Iqbal No. 173 while 

posted at PP Amjad Shaheed (now PS SNGPL) as follow:-

1.

. That consequent upon the completion of re-enquiry conducted against 

you by Enquiry Officers Mr. Bashir Dad. SP InvostigaUon Wing Karak.

On going through the finding and recommendation of the Enquiry Officer 

and materials on the record and other connected papers including your defense before 

the said Enquiry Officer, the.charge against you were proved and you have committed 

the following acts I omission specified in Police Rule-1975:-

2.

I

“As per letter vide No. 308/HQ/PA, dated 28.1C.2021 received from 

SDPO Karak that you Constable Arshad Iqbal No. 173 have share/leak Police 

secrete information to private individuals/criminais which affect the Police 

performance and also tarnish the image of Police in general public. This is quite 

• adverse on your part and shows your malafide intention, willful breach and non- 

professionalism in the discharge of your official obligations. Such act on your 

part is against the service discipline and amounts to gross misconduct.”

3. As a result thereof I. as competent authority, have tentatively decided 

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

4. You are therefore, required to Show Cause as to why the aforesaid 
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 Seven (07) days of itc delivery 
in the normal course of circumstances, it will lie considered/presumed that you have 

» no defense to put in and in that case an ex-parte.action shall be taken against you.

Copy of findings of the Enquiry-Officer is enclosad.

5.

6.

Distric: Police Officer, Karak

V
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O U \) L R-\'!'/
This Order will dispose off the departmental enquiry against Constable 

Arshad Iqbal No. 173 ol this district Police.

As per letter vide No. 308/HQ/PA, dated 28.10.2021 received from SDPO ®
■ L: Karak that Constable Arshad Iqbal No. 173 has share/leak Police secrete informatich lo 

private individuals/criminals which affect the Police performance and also tarnish the 

image of Police in general public. This is quite adverse on his part and shows hi.s 

malafide intention, willful breach and non- professionalism in the discharge of his official 

obligations. Such act on his part is against the service discipline and amounts to grdss 

. misconduct.

a-

He was issued Charge Sheet and Statement of Allegations. Mr. Abid Khan 

Afridi,.the then SDPO Takhte Nasrati was appointed as Enquiry Officer to conduct

proper departmental enquiry against him and he was directed to submit findings in the 

stipulated time.
> '■>

(S
The Enquiry Officer repoiled that besides the statement of accused 

^onstable Arshad Iqbal No, 173, the matter was also enquired through DSB Staff Circle

V V Nasrati wherein it was reported that he has good character at local and
^rt7

If jesidential levels but frorri the perusal of his mobile C^ 

characteristics carefully which was not satisfactory. He was a complainer against

data, service roll, and general ,‘jU'

V ) >.
iv \ respected officers several times during his service'. Furthermore, me most important ■'
/y \s ^ ------------------ “

^hinq is to provide information about important dealinos in such a most imoorfant case ^
------  ' (i'l \

^io an unrelated person or lo criminals and elements connected with it. whereas the

Gazetted officer writes a complaint against him and submit request for departmental

proceedings which proves that he has links with criminals and shared/leaked them

secret information. Therefore, the E.O recommended him for harsh punishment.

2 I

/ .

. '■

For further probe and lor transparent enquiry, the said enquiry was. re- 

entrusted to Mr. Bashir Dad, SP Investigation Wing Karak for review comments. Tfe 

Enquiry Officer reported that it has become very crystal clear that the transportation of' 

accused from Police Post Amjad Shaneed to PS Shah Salim was made through 

delinquent official Arshad Iqbal No. 173 accompanied with his Incharqe HC Najeeb 

Ullah No 29(1 and FC Umar Sawab Nn 807, upon the directions of his immediate 

seniors. As far as, the allegations pertaining to share/leakage of Police secret 

information to private' individuals/criminals are concerned, the available 

record/circumstanlial evidence and secret probe reveajjhat he definitely extends every 

possible help to accused remained in Police custody: The accused in custody also 
r managed cell phone to his relative in presence ^the aforementioned officjals_due to_ 

which said delinquent FC proceeded departmentally. Therefore, the allegations leveled 

against him are proved.
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He was issued Final Sho.v Cause Notice. In response to the Final Show 

Cause Notice, accused official submitted his reply, which was-found unsatisfactory'.

*

r( I
1.

‘ f
Keeping in view above available record and facts on file, perusal of 

enquiry papers, and recommendations of the Enquiry Officers, he is found guilty of the 

charges. He is a stigma on the Police Force. Being a member of the discipline Force, 

his involvement with criniinals and leaking secret information, arid providing every 

possible help to them, stigmatizes the Police department. His further retention in Police 

Force is no more required. Therefore, in the exercise of the power conferred upon me, I, 

KHAN ZEB. District Police Officer, karak,-as competent authority under Police Rules ' 

1975 (amended in 2014), hereby impose major punishment of dismissal from service 

upon defaulter Constable Arshad Iqbal No. 173 with immediate effeiX

*

*
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Dated 19 1 tf 12022 ■ •!District Police Officer, Karakr -•I'i;
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BEFORE THE INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE KOHAT

Subject REPRESENTATIONI

i
j
I Respected Sir,

With due respect and humble submission the appellant submits 
the subject representation against the impugned order of District Police 
Officer Karak vide OB No. 630 dated 29.11.2022 culminated into the 

dismissal of Appellant from service, hence departmental Appeal on the 
following ground and facts.

I

Facts:

1. That appellant joined police as constable in the year 2009 and 
qualified recruit 

satisfaction of senior officers.
2. That appellant was issued charged on the false and baseless 

allegations for sharing / leakage of Police Information 

criminals which led to the dismissal of appellant from service vide 
OB mentioned above.

course and rendering service to the entire

to the

3. That appellant has sufficient service of 12 years and acquainted 
with the obligation and duties of police force and cant divate from 

it. The impugned order of the district poljce officer, karak as 
against the law and rules, hence the following grounds:on

Grounds

a) That the enquiry conducted by the enquiry officer did not bring 

a single evidence against the appellant on enquiry file and
completed the enquiry without any solid proof have no legal effects 
in the eyes of law.

b) That during course of enquiry the background of the appellant 

check through district security branch, Karak and the appellant 
was declared as good character but the enquiry officer did mull 
over this facts of DSB report.

c) That the enquiry proceeding conducted by the enquiry officer not 
taken into consideration of the plea taken by the appellant and 
completed the entire enquiry proceedings 
which is against the basic 

envisaged police disciplinary Rules 1975.

eveni
1

was

I

I
1
l on the flimsy grounds 

norms of rules and regulations as\
\

1

t
•j

\
i
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-'Ji h.-ViL' 10 appellant was nol o'vi.-n nii oppoduntty i>i pqfsijnol lu-ntifiu 

r by Iho enquiry olficor (ho coiiipotiini (ttiiliuitly wbii:li 
t tlie natural justlcu and aiiiqios 'I. 10 & '^b ul llio .j.inslHi/Kon

nor

fJo one should bo condcinnod uniioiird!

Thai Iho impugned order passed by tlio Uislncl Molic.o OHicui, 

Karak is nol based on prudunco. lutlural |iibIico mid vIoIhIiuii ul 

basic righls of llio appollanl os onunciatnd in mliclo lOU nf Iho 

conslilution 1073. henco uneonstitulional. dleoal nnd liablu lo bo sol
aside.

That the appellant belongs tu a poor funiily and hnvirip sninll 

offspring lo support is unablo to boar llio lussus of Ills disntissnl 

from senrice on flimsy and false olloguliuns. fliu sorvice uf lliu 

appellant is a social securiiy lo appollanl os wull us lu his lunilly 
members.

PRAYERS

II is. therefore, humbly rcqueslcd llial lliu linpugnad uidor 
mentioned above may be sel aside vvilh all back bcnefils and appolliiiii may kindly lio

reinstated in service, please. 

Enclosure; Impugned order.

Youis truly,

(ARSIIADlQDAL}

Ek-CONSTAULG No 173 
Tchsii TakhI o Nasinli SDi'slrict Keink, 

Village JohangiriUnnda 
Mob: Ttji/rA S'A/A *r<6/

X)Po
Cl
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POLICE DEPTT: KOHAT REGION
>2S_

ORDER.

This order will dispose of a departmental appeal, moved by the 

Ex-Conslable Arshad Iqbal No. 173 of district Karak against the punishment order, passed by 

DPO Karak vide OB No. 630, dated 29.11.2022 whereby he was awarded major punishment of 

dismissal from service on the allegations of Itavine links with criminals^and leaking secret 
information to pri^te individuals / criminals for his personal gains.

He preferred appeal to the undersigned, upon which comments were 

obtained from DPO Karak and his service record was perused. He was also heard in person in 

Orderly Room held in this ofTice on 03.01.2023, During hearing the appellant did not advance 

any plausible explanation in his defense to prove his innocence.

I have gone through the available record which indicates that the
allegations leveled against the appellant have been proved and the same have also been
established by the E.O in his.findings. Being a member of disciplined force, he was not supposed
to indulge himself in such l^e anti-social activities which tarnished the image of Police. .
Therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred upon the undersigned, his appeal being devoid of
merits is hereby rejected.
Order Announced 
03.01.2023

(TATim PSP
Region Police Officer,
/ Kohai Region.

7^ /EC. dated Kohat the v^-W ./2023.

Copy to District Police Officer, Karak for information and necessary action 
w/r to his office Letter No. 5648fEC, dated 16.12.2022. His Service Record is returned herewith.

No.

(TAlIlRAyL^aiAN) PSP
Region Police Officer, 
V' Kohat Region.'r

\
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.uiuiy INSPKCTOR GKNluilAI- OK i-OLICK, 

■f KIIYUKR I’AKlITUNKJnVA
I’KSIIAWAR.

Vf

t

V

/ OKDKU
I

Ttiis order is licrchy pussed lo dispose of licvisioti i'elilion under Rule ll-A ol
. 17.'^. Th;:i'iikliinnkliu'ii I’niicc IUilc-1975 (nmended 21)l'l) siihmillcd by Kx-I'C Arsl.id No

lisndssed from scr.iee by DRO Knriik vide OH No. WO dale 29.1 1.2022 on die nllefahoos
jirivale individtials.^Criininiils li-:' nis

K.byber

;\]'p)ie.inl "’.'IS •

.•if iniviiii- link with Criminals and leaking scerei inlorniulion lo 

,• eains
i.c. RPO Kolini r-ejco.cd his apiieiil vide Order ImkIsi. MdTlic Appcllaie Auihorily

.•;!l/l-:C.duicd 06.01.2023.
was iieiird In01.03.2024 wherein peiiiionerMeeliiiii of Appellaic lioard wa.s lield on

I hc peliiimicr denied Ibe allciiaiinns leveled ayainsl him
I'cmsal ufc„q..iry papers ruvcalcd lha. ll.c allL-ea.inns lavclc.l aijainsl H'a pai.u.iic.

MiM.
t

in his sclf-dcrcnsc. The Hoard .sees no
I,as heei! proved. The peiiiioner fuilcd iii .siihinii any eogciil reason in 

for acecpiunec ofhis pclilinii, Ihcrcforc, ids pcdiion i.s hereby rejveicil.
yrmir.d and reasons

Sd/-
aWAI-KIIAN, I'SR 

AddilioMiil Inspccinr Ocneral of Police. 
IIQrs: Khyhcr I’likhiiinkliwa, Peshnwnr.

2^- <3.3.- . '2024.No. S/ ■S9'^‘'S\\. J-’^' i’esha\vur. liie

Copy of ihe above is forwarded lo die.

Regional I'olice Officer Knhai.

Disiriel Police Officer, Kai'uk.

3. Alti/I.cgal. Khylicr I’akliumkhwa. Pestiiiwar.
I'A 10 AddI; l(JP/nQr.s: Rhyhcr Pakhumkhwa. Peshawar. . 

DK.i/nOrs: Kliybcr Pakhumkhwa. I’e.shawar.

J
k •

i

3. i’A 10

• 6. Offiec Sopdl; IMV CPO Peshawar.
\;

; k

^ ‘

••• ‘ tI

■ -t: - 1; I .* *. • (l AUIlAN/CilAW) fSI*. yi’iVI 
Alc/l-siabliWyncni.

|••o^ Inspdclor Gcndtdl orPohee.
■'eshawar.

l***.
■i\ t

Khyber Pakluankhwl

r.rrolir.rii'i'Cif''
2

cisir y
i
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s. .;
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K'. '

I> ' k// Dislficl Police Officer, Karak.; hef . I ••tk
' t

Additional Advocate Gt.-neral, 
Khyoer Pakhtunkhwa, 
Ser/ice Tribunal. Peshawar

I ho0
i ,

V

Karak the /o >SI /2CJ24^Jo

ORDER «;ni--PT IN .SFRVICE APPEAL MOiiiuh'eci

Mc.-i.o
... 1' lor cir<It..'<indly refer to the honourable Service Tribunal Peshawa, ... 

’:j 07 20?4 on the subject noted above.

it IS Dubinittod that a detail reports

I

RG Branch i:> enclosed foi you* I-hh:

fp-i.'ii^ i>:cose.

ICE OFFICER, '•DISTRIC

UU-n

I

♦
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\ 28.06.2024
Learned counsel for the appellant present 

Dish ict Atlomey for the respondents present.

Learned counsel for the appellant requested for adjournment m 

the brief. Adjourned. To come up for arguments

Mr.- Muhammad Jan,
1.

I

i

m ^ 

Ztfl 2

Q* G)
• tft ^

9
on I

torder to prepare

] 8.07.2024 before D.B. P.P given lo the parlies.

(Rash^Bano) 
Member (J)(Muhammad Akbar IChan) 

Member (E)

i

Mr. AsifMasood01. ' Counsel for the appellant present.

District .^rtorney alongwith Malak Jan,

18.07.2024

Ali Shah, Deputy

Inspector for the respondents present.

i
Respondents are directed to! produce coiriplete02.

!background based on which enquii y was conducted as well as

further directed to

1

I
i

complete record of the enquii'y. They arp

information thafa the appellant hadprovide the secret 

shared/leaked and to whom the same had been leaked. To
i

15.'] 0.2024 before thecome up fur. record and arguments 

D.B. PP given to the parties. •

on
l

(AurajJ^gb Khauak) 
Meinber(J)

(Fare<[haTaul)
Member(E)

•Fazte Subiiaii, P.S*

■ 1;
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Reference Attached

R/Sir.

It is submitted that reply to Order Sh^et dated 18.07.2024 Para No 02 

of the Honorable Service Tribunal Khyber Pakhtunkhwa. Peshawar is as under:*

"That the Enquiry Officer Mr. Abid Khan Afridi 5DPO Takht-e-Nasrati 

reported that besides the statement of accused Constable Arshad Iqbal No 173 the 

matter was also enquired through DSB Staff Circle Takht-e-Nasrati wherein it was 

reported that he has good character at local and residential levels, but from the 

perusal of his mobile CDR data, service roll, and general characteristics carefully 

which was not satisfactory. He was a complainer against respected officers several 

times during his service. Furthermore, the most important thing is to provide 

information about important dealings in such a most important case to an unrelated 

person or to criminals and elements connected with it, whereas the Gazetted officer 

writes a complaint against him and submit request for departmental proceedings 

which proves that he has links with criminals and shared/leaked inerq secret 
information, Therefore, the E.O recommended him for harsh punishment.

For further probe and for transparent enquiry, the said enquiry was re- 

entrusted to Mr. Bashir Dad, SP Investigation Wing Karak for review comments I he 

Enquiry Officer reported that it has become very crystal clear that the transportation 

of accused from Police Post Amjad Shaheed to PS Shah Salim was made through 

delinquent official Arshad Iqbal No, 173 accompanied with his Incharge HC Najeeb 

Ullah No. 290 and FC Umar Sawab No 807, upon the directions of his immediate 

seniors, As far as, the allegations pertaining iS" share/leakage of Police secret 

information to private individuals/criminals are concerned, the available 

record/circumstantial evidence and secret probe reveal that he definitely extends 

every possible help to accused remained in Police custody. The accused in custoOy 

also managed cell phone to his relative in presence of the aforementioned officials 

due to which said delinquent FC proceeded departmentally. Therefore, the 

allegations leveled against him are proved.

EC/Karak
' I'-’-V.
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