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BEFORE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL.
PESHAWAR.

SERVICE APPEAL NO. 242/2014t-

Date of institution ... 24.02.2014
Date of judgment ... 05.05.2016

.luma Rehman,
Sub Inspector, Police Lines. 
Dir Lower.

(Appellant)

VERSUS

!. Dislricl Police Officer, Dir Lower at Timergara.
Regional Police Officer, Malakand, at Saidu Sharif, Swat.

3. fhe Secretary, Home and Tribal Affairs Department Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 
Peshawar.

4. Inspector General/Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

y

(Respondents)

A
APPEAL UNDER SECTION-4 OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE 
TRIBUNAL ACT, 1974 AGAINST IMPUGNED ORDER DATED 25.12.2013 
ISSUED BY RESPONDENT NO.l THEREBY APPELLANT WAS 
DISCHARGED FROM SERVICE WITH IMMEDIATE EFFECT AGAINST 
WHICH HE FILED DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL ON 02.01.2014 BEFORE 
THE RESPONDENT N0.2 WHICH WAS REJECTED ON 07.02.2014.A >

/

Mr. Khush Dil Khan Advocate.
Mr. Muhammad Adcel Butt, Addl: Advocate General ..

For appellant. 
For respondents.

■V.

MR. PIR BAKHSH SHAH 
MR. ABDUL LATIF .

.. MEMBER (JUDICIAL)
.. MEMBER(EXECUTIVE)

JUDGMENT

PIR BAKFIASH SHAFT MEMBER: Recruited as constable in the Police Department in

the year 1992, the appellant Juma Rehman was sub-inspector at the relevant time and working 

as SHO at Police Station Lai Qilla District DIR Lower. Fle was departmentally proceeded 

against and discharged from service vide impugned order dated 25.12.2013 of the competent 

authority. His departmentaf appeal was also rejected vide order dated 07.02.2014, hence this 

service appeal under Section-4 of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Act, 1974.
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2. Relevant tracts in brief as revealed are that in October, 2013 appellant took charge 

SHO of the Police Station Lai Qilla. According to the enquiry report:-

as

One Ilham-Ud-Din s/o Bunair Gul r/o Kumbar Police Station Lai

Qilla moved an application to District Police Officer Dir Lower

stating therein that on 02.11.2013 at evening SHO Juma Rehman

of PS Lai Qilla called him and instigated for selling narcotics and

doing other illegal business. The SHO asked him to nav monthly

“BATHA” of Rs. 10.000/- and in case of full support from SHO,

the amount of BATHA will be 20/30 thousands. The SHO took Rs.

15,000/- from him on the snot for renovation of his residential

room. Meanwhile a source report was also received by Regional

Police Officer Malakand at Swat from Additional Inspector

General*of Police. Special Branch containing the same allegations

against SI Juma Rehman. Ilham-Ud-Din held a press conference at

Press Club Timergara and reiterated his charges against the SHO.

The DPO upon the direction of RPO conducted preliminary

Inquiry and recommended the SHO for proper departmental

Inquiry the delinquent officer was suspended closed to police lines.

served with charge sheet while the undersigned appointed Enquiry

Officer to scrutinize his conduct”.

The appellant was served with charge sheet containing the following charge:-

"that while you posted as SHO Police Station Lai Qilla were

found guilty in the preliminary enquiry in the matter conducted

through SDPO Timergara for chagrining of receiving Rs. 15.000/-
1

as illegal gratification from one drug paddler namely Ilham-Ud-

Din s/o Bunir Gul r/o Kumbar. Lai Qilla for enhancing his illegal

business of selling of narcotics in the area and also demanding for

payment of huge amount on monthly basis”.

According to statement of allegations, Rabat Ullah Khan, SP (Investigation) DIR Lower was

appointed as enquiry officer. However the enquiry proceedings were conducted and report 

submitted by Pur Dil Khan, DSP (Legal). He concluded his report as follows:-

"The SIjO is a young energetic man having physical beauty and

alertness but after hearing the audio recorded conversation, his

greediness and negative attitude toward professionalism come

forward. It is regrettable that being SHO he has tried to boost the

business of narcotics. The only solid evidence against the SHO is
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the audio recorded conversation which is irrefutable. The SHO

according to said audio conversation was received Rs. 15.000/- as

illegal gratification on the spot. He has misused his authority bv

asking the applicant to pay monthly “BATHA” in lieu of his illegal

and immoral business. The charge leveled against SI Juma Rehman

is proved, therefore is recommended for appropriate punishment.

'rhere-after he was issued a final, show cause notice to which like his reply to the charge sheet,

appellant has submitted his reply and has denied the charges. Finally the appellant was

discharged from service and his departmental appeal was also rejected.

Arguments heard and record perused with their assistance.

4. Learned counsel for the appellant submitted that the appellant has been discharged from 

service which penalty is alien to the rules of the disciplinary proceedings and when a penalty is 

not provided in the law so that penalty is unlawful and not maintainable. Reliance was placed

on 2011 PLC (C.S) 1079 and PLJ 2011 Tr.c (Services)-5. He further submitted that the

/ appellant has fell prey to the intrigue and collusion and the case against him is not proved on 

record. He also submitted that the impugned order was passed by an acting SP who was not 

competent authority. Reference was made to ArticIe-2 of the Police order 2002. He also argued 

that proper opportunity of defense was not provided to the appellant and further that the 

penally is too harsh. Finally he submitted that the impugned orders may be set aside and the 

appellant may be reinstated into service with all back benefits.

5. Phis appeal was resisted by Learned Additional Advocate General who submitted that

penalty of discharge is prescribed in the appeal rules 1975 and the punishment of discharge 

was is not unlawful. He also submitted that according to Article-170 of the Police order 2002,
I

acting official can be a competent authority. He submitted that case against the appellant is 

proved and he was laF/fully awarded the punishment. Finally he submitted that the appeal

being devoid of merits may be dismissed.

'A
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We have carefully gone through the materials on record and considered pro & contra 

arguments of the parties. Interaction of the appellant with the applicant Ilham-Ud-Din 

the occasion when Ilham-Ud-Din visited residential Quarter of the appellant and where he left
I

some gift for appellant and secondly, when Ilham-Ud-Din was summoned on phone by theI
appeilan'i through his Gunner Atiq-Ur-Rehman to Machine Adda where they met Iji^n in a

private car of the appellant in the evening of 02.11.2013 is very much established on record.

fhe record further reveals that after this evening meeting on 02.11.2013, the next day Ilham-

Ud-Din held a Press event in which he levelled allegations against the appellant. In support of

his allegations, he relied on conversation between them which was stealithly recorded by

Ilham-Ud-Din in his cell phone. The enquiry report reveals that the Enquiry Officer has held

appellant responsible because of this alleged recorded conversation between the appellant and
>

llham-Ud-Din. But a careful perusal of the enquiry report would also show that the Enquiry 

Officer has not taken verbatim transcription of this conversation which could show the actual 

ViialogLie that took place between the appellant and Ilham-Ud-Din. After scanning of the record, 

^else there is no evidence at all to show that the appellant’s bribe taking of Rs. 15000/- from 

Ilham-Ud-Din is proved. In this regard it is evident from record that at the relevant time

6.

once on

, r

¥
Gunman of the appellant namely Atiq-Ur-Rehman was also present who in his statement

before the Enquiry Officer has denied that he himself saw the two while Rs. 15000/-

exchanging hands as alleged by the Ilham-Ud-Din. To agree with the Enquiry Officer that the 

conversation between the appellant and Ilham-Ud-Din was audible and that it proved that 

appellant took bribe from Ilham-Ud-Din, cannot be taken for granted^is the considered view of
i

the Tribunal. According to the appellant, he wanted to develop liaison with Ilham-Ud-Din in

order to trap den of the peddlers through Ilham-Ud-Din who himself was also notorious for the

business but appellant has failed to prove this point before the Enquiry Officer. During the 

course of arguments, learned counsel for the appellant, in support of the said contention of the

appellant also referred to report of the daily diary recorded vide Naqal Mad o. 39 dated 

03.11.2013 of the P S Eal Qilla. But being authored by the appellant who himself was SHO of 

the Police Station, would be not sufficient to fully discharge on_us of proof of the appellant 

when there is no other materials evidence produced by the appellant before the Enquiry
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Officer. However il is evident from record that to prove allegation of corruption and receipt of 

bribe of Rs. 15000/- of the appellant from Ilham-Ud-Din was a burden of the respondent- 

department which has not been reasonably discharged, without a pinch of salt of malice. It is
/

evident that Ilham-Ud-Din on his own had paid his first visit to the residential Quarter of the

appellant and on the very second visit he had a planning of recording of the appellant

conversation through his Cell Phone which smells rat^. To conclude the discussion, it is the

considered opinion of the Tribunal in the light of materials on record that allegations of receipt
i

of bribe jof Rs. 15000/- does not stand proved in black & white through solid evidence. The
i

appellant has adrriitted his interaction with Ilham-Ud-Din. According to him, he interacted 

with ^in order to trap den of the peddler through him. But this contention, though not proved, 

however, it was observed that when Ilham-Ud-Din aired allegations in the Media, so the

respondent-department, naturally became on defensive and the appellant was discharged from

service which penalty, in the circumstances of the case, seems to be too harsh. Hence we would

like to convert penalty of discharge into penalty of reduction of the appellant to lower rank for

two years. Needless to mention that the appellant is reinstated into service. The impugned

orders be treated modified accordingly. The appeal is accepted in the above terms. Parties are, 

however, left to bear their own costs. File be consigned to the record room.
1

ANNOUNCED
05.05.2016.

(PIR BAKHSH SHAH 
MEMBER

t

(ABDUL LATIF) 
MEMBER
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Appellant with counsel and Addll: AG for respondents05.05.2016

present.

Vide our detailed judgment of to-day consists of five pages

placed on file, we would like to convert penalty of discharge into 

penalty of reduction of the appellant to lower rank for two years. 

Needles to mention that the appellant is reinstated into service. The
I

impugned orders be treated modified accordingly. The appeal is 

accepted in the above terms. Parties are left to bear their own costs.

File be consigned to the record.;

Announced
05.05.2016

MEMBER

MEMBERi

I
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r Appellant in person and Mr. Muzaffar Khan, S.l alongwith Addi: 

A.G for respondents present. Appellant submitted that his counsel has 

gone to august Supreme Court of Pakistan therefore, case is adjourned. To 

come up for further arguments on /3 ~ *7X before D.B.

10.03.2016

'A

MEMBER

‘T

13.04.2016 Appellant with counsel (Mr. Khush Oil Khan, Advocate) and Mr.

Muzaffar Khan, S.l alongwith Mr. Muhammad Adeel Butt, Additional

Advocate General for respondents present. In pursuance o^ order '

sheet dated 21.10.2015, the original gadget, could not be played.4
Representative produced his Cell Phone asserting that he has brought 

r{^ins&Ftin^-eop^of negotiation between appellant and 

be observed that the same was not clearly

memory ca

f.
llham-ud-Dii^ This may

audible hence returned in original. It was also contended by learned 

counsel for the appellant that such device is not fore^i^^rom proper 

custody in reliable forrn and has got no legal sanctity. Arguments
ff

already heard . To come up for order on 05.05.2016.

MEMBER

■fA
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09.12.2015 Appellant with counsel and Mr. Muzaffar Khan, S.l for respondent

alongwith Mr. Ziaullah, GP present. Copies of N.aqI Mad No. 38, 39 and ' "'-.u
■ ’'.s

40 were produced by the' representative of respondent-department, 

which is placed on file. Learned Addl: AG who previously argued the case, 

is not in attendance hence proceedings were adjourtiod. File to come up 

for further arguments on j?/
"h.'iK
•V
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21.12.2015 Clerk 10 counsel for the appellant and Addl: AG for

I
respondents present. Clerk to counsel for the appellant submitted<

|t

\
1 ••that counsel for the appellant was busy before the august Supreme

;•
1\

' Court of Pakistan. Requested for adjournment, ’i'o come up for \i;
'^a

'sfui'ther arguments on ^ \\
I
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Member
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Counsel for the appellant and Mr. Muzaffar Khan, S.I 

alongwith Mr. Ziaullah, GP for respondents present. Learned counsel
15.09.2015

for the appellant requested for adjournment. Adjourned to 

^ for arguments.
(iV—

MEMBER M^BER

* '•V,

Counsel for the appellant and Muzaffar Khan, S.I (legal) 

alongwith Addl: AG for respondents present. During the course 

of arguments reference to daily diary vide Naql Mad No. 39

Lai Qilla, Dir Loweijgiven, copy 

of which was produced by the appellant. The same is placed on 

file and the respondent-department is directed to produce in the 

series attested copy of Naql Mad No. 38, 39 and 40 on the next

' 21.10.2015

dated 3.11.2013 Police Station

date of hearing. Learned Addlt AG also produced USB gaget and
>■.

requested that the same be played on computer in this Tribunal.

Mr. Kazi Mehmood-ur-Rehman, Manager MIS of this Tribunal

was asked to insert the USB in computer who reported before the

Tribunal that there is a shortcut of the file in the USB therefore, 

the same canhbt be played without its original file. Meanwhile 

the same on the request of learned counsel for appellant is 

placed in envelope as ex-P.A duly signed by the Members of the 

L;. '. . ' Bench and^given to Manager MIS for safe custody. Its original 

will be produced on the next date. File to come up for farther

. J

V
/

record and arguments on d ^/2 ^ 2^J^
/

Member r

>
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04;12.2,014 ■■AppeUant'^ih>v.p6r^on anii^ ;i^.;^Sabar/Khan,. ^;S^-;on 

respondents with Mr. Muhammad Adeel ■ Butt, AAG present 
Tribunal is'incomplete. To come up for rejoinder on 16.01.2015.

The

•
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16.01.20157 Appellant in -person, and Mr. Rashid Ahmad, Inspector (Legal) 

for respondents alongwith Addl; A.G..present. Rejoinder submitted. To 

corne.up for.final.hearin^argurnents befpre D.B on 02.07.2015

;

y \ •

Chairman

.:
•:

V
■,

Appellant with counsel and .I^.. Ziaullah, GP for the. 

resporidents\preseriri .'Sirice the cburf time' is'bvep* therefore, 
case to come up for arguments on / 3 ^ ^ ^ 5^

02.07.2015:•
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Counsel for the appellant present. Preliminary arguments 

heard and case file perused. Counsel for the appellant contended that 

appellant has not been treated in accordance with law/rules. Against 

the original order dated 25.12.2013, he filed departmental appeal 

20.01.2014, which has been rejected on 07.02.2014, hence the 

present appeal on 24.02.2014. He further contended that no 

opportunity of personal hearing has been given to the appellant. 

Points raised at the Bar need consideration. The appeal is admitted to 

regular hearing subject to all legal objections. The appellant is 

directed to deposit the security amount and process fee within 10 

days. Thereafter, Notices be issued to the respondents. To come up 

for written reply/comments on 25.06.2014.

10.04.2014

on

'.i ■

Deposited
Seem'' v;

■ Rsccmmj.e
Bank.V

•1 File,

V

for further proceedings.This case be put before the Final Bench10.04.2014 ,
1

r'

Appellant in person and Mr, Fazal Ghafoor, PSI on behalf of 

respondents with Mr. Mr.Usman Ghani, Sr.GP present. Written 

reply has not been received, and request for further time made on 

behalf of the respondents. To come up for written reply/comments 

on 23.10.2014. W

25.6.2014

•..

.

.4 Appellant in person Mr. Saeedullah, PSI, with Mr. Muhammad 

Adeel Butt, AAG for respondents present. Written reply/comments on 

behalf of respondents No.l to 4 received, copy whereof is handed to the 

appellant for rejoinder on 04.12.2014.

23.10.2014

Member

i.
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Form- A

FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Court of

Case No. 242/2014-

S.No. Date of order 
Proceedings

Order or other proceedings with signature of judge or Magistrate

1 2 3

24/02/2014 The appeai of Mr. Juma Rehman presented today by 

Mr. Khush Dil Khan Advocate may be entered in the Institution 

register and put up to the Worthy Chairman for preliminary 

hearing.

1

REGISTRAR

This case is entrusted to Primary Bench for preliminary 

■hearing to be put up there on

2

i

.. 1
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iffl-.P y BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No.^ /2014%

a
Juma Rehman, Appellant

Versus

The District Police Officer (DPO) 
Dir Lower and others................... Respondents

INDEX

mmm
Memo of Service Appeal with 
Affidavit.1, 1-6
Copy of Suspension order dated 
11.11.2013.2. A 0-7

Copy of charge sheet with statement 
of allegation3. 13.11.2013 B 8-9
Copy of reply to charge sheet filed by 
appellant______
Copy of finding of enquiry report

4. 28.11.2013 C 0-10

5. 12.12.2013 D 11-12
6. Copy statements of appellant 28.11.2013 E 0-13

Copies of statements of prosecution 
witnesses7. F 14-19

8. Copy of final show cause notice 17.12.2013 G 0-20
Copy of reply to show cause notice 
filed by appellant __________
Copy of the impugned order passed 
by Respondent No.l thereby 
appellant was discharged from 
service with immediate effect

9. 19.12.2013 H 0-21

10. 25.12.2013 I 22-23

Copy of departmental appeal filed by 
appellant on 02.01.2014 before the 
Respondent No.2

11. 02.01.2014 J 0-24

Copy of comments furnished by 
Respondent No.l to Respondent Nb.2 
Copy of the order thereby 
departmental appeal of appellant was 
rejected.

12. 17.01.2014 K 25-26

i13. 07.02.2014 L 0-27

14. Wakalat Nama V

Through

Khush Du Khan 
Advocate,
Siipfefhe Court of Pakistan

■. rM

Dated: / 02/ 2014

; .f
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWARu
Service Appeal No.^^ ^ /2014

Juma Rehman,
Sub Inspector, Police Lines, 
Dir Lower............................ Appellant

Versus

Mm
1. District Police Officer, 

Dir Lower at Timergara.

2. Regional Police Officer, 
Malakand, at Saidu Sharif, Swat.

3. The Secretary,
Home and Tribal Affairs Department, 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

4. Inspector General/Provincial Police Officer, 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.................. Respondents.

'i
SERVICE APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF THE KHYBER 

PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNALS ACT, 1974 AGAINST THE

iiliiiii issued by respondentIMPUGNED H

NO.l THEREBY APPELLANT WAS 

WITH IMMEDIATE EFFECT AGAINST WHICH HE FILED 

DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL ON 02.01.2014 BEFORE THE 

RESPONDENT N0.2 WHICH WAS

\i D\

Respectfully Sheweth,

Facts giving rise to the present appeal are as under:-

That appellant initially inducted in the Police Force as Constable in the 

year 1992, with the passage of time he was promoted fi-om rank to rank on 

regular basis and at the time of passing the impugned order appellant 

holding the post and rank of Sub Inspector, During this long tenure of his 

service he has excellent, unblemished service record with out 
complaint. ,

1.

was

any

2. That all of sudden an order dated 11.11.2013 was issued by Respondent 

No.2 thereby appellant was suspended. On 13.11.2013 charge sheet with
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% statement of allegation was served upon appellant by the aeting District ^ 

Police Officer, Dir Lower at Timergara (Respondent No.l) therein 

allegedly charged him of receiving Rs. 15000/- as illegal gratification 

from one drug paddler namely Ilhamudin S/o Bunir Gul for enhancing his 

illegal business of selling of narcotics in the area and also demanding for 

payment of huge amount on monthly basis. Mr. Rahatullah Khan, 

SP/Investigation, Dir Lower was appointed as enquiry officer to which 

appellant submitted his written reply on 28.11.2013. Copies of suspension 

order, charge sheet and reply as Annex: A, B & C.

IP

3. That the enquiry officer has conducted inquiry in the case and also 

recorded the statement of witnesses including the appellant ’found him 

allegedly involved and recommended him for appropriate punishment. On 

the basis of the enquiry findings a final show cause notice was served 

upon him by the Respondent No.l on 17.12.2013 to which he filed written 

reply on 19.12.2013 and rebutted all the allegations in toto. Copies of 

inquiry report, statements of appellant, Ilhamudin, Constable Farman, 

Constable Atiq-ur-Rahman, Syed Jan Alam, Show cause notice and reply 

as Annex: D, E, F, G and H.

4. That the Respondent No.l passed the impugned order dated 25.12.2013 

thereby appellant was discharged him from service with imrnediate effect 

against which he filed departmental appeal on 02.01.2014 before the 

Respondent No.2 upon which he requisitioned comments from 

Respondent No.l and thereafter the same was rejected on 07.02.2014. 
Copies of impugned order, departmental appeal, comments and impugned 

order of appellate authority as Annex: I, J, K and L.

Hence the present appeal is submitted on the following amongst other 
grounds

Grounds:

A. That appellant was not treated in accordance with law and rules on subject 

and the impugned order has been passed in glaring violation of law and 

rules tainted with malafide intention and not sustainable and liable to be 

set aside.
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B. That the allegations as levelled against appellant are baseless, frivolous 

and not sustainable and untenable under the law and rules on subject.o
C. That no regular enquiry has been conducted in the case. No fair 

opportunity has been provided to appellant to defend his case.’ It is 

pertinent to mention that instead of providing opportunity to appellant of 

cross examination to prosecution witnesses, the enquiry officer himself 

used such opportunity and crossed examined the witnesses by himself 

which is not permissible under the law and deprived the appellant of right 

of cross examination and as such the enquiry officer has not acted in 

accordance with law and rules on subject therefore the finding of enquiry 

is void and illegal and not sustainable and similarly the impugned order 

based on such invalid findings of enquiry has no legal sanctity, of no legal 
effect and not operative against the rights of appellant.

D. That in the statement of allegations Mr. Rabat Ullah Khan, 

SP/Investigation, Dir Lower was nominated as enquiry officer while the 

enquiry was conducted by the DSP, Dir Lower who is not competent in 

the case of appellant therefore the enquiry conducted by him is invalid and 

not sustainable under the law.

E. That the enquiry proceedings have not been carried out in accordance with 

law and rules on subject. The statement of witnesses have been recorded at 

different dates in absence of appellant thus such evidence has no legal 
weight and without lawful authority.

F. That the Police Rules, 1975 have not been saved under the Police Order, 

2002 therefore the Respondent authority has wrongly applied the same to 

the case of appellant and carried out the entire proceedings under these 

rules and passed the impugned order therefore the entire proceedings and 

subsequently the impugned passed have no legal sanctity, unlawful and 

without lawful authority and liable so be set aside.

G. That the enquiry officer has only recommended the case of appellant for 

appropriate punishment and not specified the punisliments as prescribed 

under section 4 of the Police Rules, 1975 and as such he is not acting in 

accordance with rules and thus such recommendation is not sustainable 

being violative of rules on subject.

- -
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H. That Respondent No.l used the word of “discharge” from service in the 

impugned order which is not a prescribed punishment under the rule 4 of 

the Police Rules, 1975 which is a glaring illegality committed by him 

therefore the using of word of “discharge” in the impugned order is 

unjustified, ambiguous, vague and not sustainable under the rules 

subject.

\

on

I. That the entire proceedings including the impugned order are tainted with 

malafide intention, bias and passed at the back of appellant and no proper 

opportunity of hearing was provided to him therefore the impugned order 

is malafide, illegal, being violative of principle of natural justice.

J. That the charge sheet and statement of allegations have been issued by 

acting District Police Officer, Dir Lower at Timergara who is not 

competent in the case of appellant and as such he acted in access of his 

power and unlawfully issued the same which is not sustainable being 

without lawful authority.

K. That Respondent No.l is not competent authority as he is not working in 

BPS-17 only shoulder promotion was awarded to him originally he is 

Deputy Superintendent of Police who can not take disciplinary action 

against the appellant. Therefore the entire disciplinary proceedings in the 

of appellant conducted and subsequent the impugned order passed by 

the incompetent authority and thus all are void ab-initio, and without 

lawful authority, having no legal effect against the appellant and liable to 

be set aside.

case

L. That Respondent No.2 has also not acted in accordance with law and rules 

subject and rejected the departmental appeal in slipshod manner 

without examining the case of appellant ^d no opportunity of personal 

hearing was provided to him. Therefore the impugned appellate order is 

unreasonable, arbitrary and liable to be set aside.

on

It is, therefore, humbly prayed that on acceptance of this service appeal, 
the impugned orders dated 25.12.2013 thereby appellant was discharged from 

service and subsequent impugned appellate order dated 07.02.2014 thereby 

departmental appeal of appellant was rejected may graciously be set aside and 

appellant may kindly be reinstated in service with all back benefits.

'M' ■ .n ^ f
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Any other relief as deemed appropriate in the circumstances of case not 
specifically asked for, may also be granted

Through

' Khush Dil Khan,
Advocate,

V.Su£rgme Court of Pakistan

Dated: / 02/2014
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. /2014

Juma Rahman Appellant

Versus

The District Police Officer (DPO) 
Dir Lower and others................. Respondents

Affidavit

I, Juma Rehman, Sub Inspector, Police Lines, Dir 

Lower, do hereby affirm and declare on oath that the contents 

of this appeal are true and correct to the best of 

knowledge and belief and nothing has been concealed from 

this Hon’ble Tribunal.

my

-•4('

( r.. pv:
ir

....

ih
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Better Copy

D CHARGE SHEET.'y

1. Tahir-Ur-Rafaman Acting District Police Officer, Dir Lower at 

Timergara as competent authority, hereby charge you SI Juma Rahman committed 

as follows: -

That while you posted as SHO Police Station Lai Qilla werd found guilty in the 

preliminary enquiry in the matter conducted through SDPO Timergara for charging of 

receiving Rs. 15,000/- as illegal gratification from one drug paddler namely llhaam 

Ud Din s/o Bunir Gul r/o Kumbar, Lai Qilla for enhancing his illegal business of 

selling of narcotics in the area and also demanding for payment of huge amount 
monthly basis.

By reason of above, you appear to be guilty of mis-conduct and have rendered 

your-self liable, to all or any of the penalties specified in Rule-4 of the Disciplinary 

Rules, 1975.

. <•

on

2-

• 3- You are; therefore require submit your written reply within 07 days of the 

receipt of this charge sheet to the enquiry officer.

Your written reply, if any, should reach the enquiry officer within the specified 

period, failing which it shall be presumed that you have no defense to put in and in 

that case ex-part action shall follow against you.

Intimate to whether you desire to be heard in person or not?

A statement of allegation is enclosed

4-

5-

6-

Sd/-
(TAHIR-UR-RAHMAN) 

Acting District Police Officer, 
Dir Lower at Timergara.

No. 21673/EC, 
Dated 13/11/2013.

Copy to SI Juma Rahman of Police Lines.

• .*
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Enq: No.l456/EB. 

Dated. 13/11/2013
r

DISCIPLINARY ACTION.

Tahir-Ur-Rahman; Acting District Police Officer, Dir Lower at Timergara as 

competent authority, am of the opinion that SI Juma Rahman has rendered himself liable to be 

proceeded against departmentally as he has committed the following acts/omission as defined in 

Rule 2 (hi) of Police Rules 1975.

STATEMENTS OF ALLEGATION.

That while he posted as SHO Police Station Lai Qilla was found guilty in the preliminary 

enquiry in the matter conducted through SDPO Timergara for charge of receiving Rs. 15,000/- as 

illegal gratification from one drug paddler namely Ilhaam Ud Din s/o Bunir Gul r/o Kumbar Lai 

Qilla for enhancing his illegal business of selling of narcotics in the area and also demanding for 
payment of huge amount on monthly basis.

For the purpose of scrutinizing the conduct of the said officer with reference to the above 

allegations Mr. Rabat Ullah Khan SP/Investigation, Dir Lower is appointed as enquiry 

officer.

1.

2-

The enquiry officer shall conducted proceedings in accordance with provisions of Police 

Rules 1973 and shall provide reasonable opportunity of defence and hearing to the accused 

officer record its findings and make within twenty five (25) days of the receipt of this order, 

recommendation as to punishment or other appropriate action against the accused officer.

The accused officer shall join the proceeding on the date, time and place fixed by the 

Enquiry officer.

(T AHIR-UR-RAHMAN) 
Acting District Police Officer, 

Dir Lower at Timergara.

No. 2167/-72/EC. Dated Timergara, the 13/11/2013

1- Mr. Rabat Ullah Khan SP/Investigation. Dir Lower /Ennuirv Officer) for initiating 

proceeding in the light of the attached Photostat documents containing 23 sheets against 
the accused SI Juma Rahman under Police Rules, 1975.
SI Juma Rahman, of Police Lines.2-

Sd/-
(T AHIR-UR-RAHMAN) 

Acting District Police Officer, 
Dir Lower at Timergara.

/k' .
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Dislrici Police OlVicc'r. Dir I o\N’cr ;il 

Timergara as competent authority, hereb)' charge you S! Junta Rnhmaii comniiued ::s 

follows; - . ■

I. Tahii-Ur-Rah>na>t Acting; I
I.,,.- ,r

y

1

t

. That while you posted as .Sl iO Police Station Lai Odia were louiid gniii;. 

the preliminary enquiry in tlic matter conducted through Sli)PG I'imergara for charging ot 

receiving Rs.l5; 000/- as ilU-gal grtitification front one drug paddicr namcl\ illiaam ILl 

f-Din s/o Bunir Gul r/o Kumbar, La! Qilla for.enhancing his illegai business of seilin.g el 

, narcotics in the area and also demanding for payment of huge amouni on montlth basis.

11

! By reason of above, you appear to be guilty of mis-conduct and have 

: rendered your-self liableoto ail or an)' of the penalties specified in Rule-4 ol the

- ■> 'i

I

; Disciplinary Rules, 1975.
.• I .^r .

You arc; thcrcibre, require submit your written reply within 07 da)'s of the^-4! -
.-T

receipt of this charge sheet to the enquiry ofllcer.
Your written reply, if any, should reach the enquir)' officer 'vciiliin ilie 

specified period, failing which it shall be presumed that )'ou have no tlelcnsc to out ip. and 

in that case ex-part action shall follow against you.

Intimate to whether you desire to be heard in person or rot 

A statement of allegation is enclosed.

■4-
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(TAHIR-tiM-iAii[vL\.N) 
Acting District Police Officer.

Dir Lower nr Tiniei gara.
^ /

0. a//73 /EC. 
Dated '/^ /// /2013.

X r \

Copy to SI Juma RalyTTXn of Police Lines.
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DISCIPIJNARV ACTION^

In;r [ o'wci' a[N > j. Tahir-Ur-Raliiuan Aciiiig Di^drici i\)l!cc (OiTiccr.

'I Tiniergara as competent authority, am ol ihe opimon that SI .iuina_Ralliumm mi.>

-I rendered himseif liable to be proceeded against, dcpartmcntaliy as he iois cornmmeo ino 

milowing acts/oraission as deilned its Rule 2 Rii) of Police Rules ! V o.

f

i I

!'

• I

tSTATEMENTS OP ALLEGATION.

That while he posted as SHO Police Station Lai Qilla wa? found guilty in 

the’preliminary enquiry in the matter conducted through SDiNI 1 miergara lor charge oS 

, OOOA as illegal gratification Irom one drug paddlcr namely Mhaam l.id

;

.TL
I

I. a
-.15: j-ec'dving 'Rs

: : Dmts/o Bunir Gui r/o .Kumbar Lai Qilla for enhancing his illegal busmess of sellmg o.!.

and also cPananding for payment of huge amount on monthly basts.
/

. ! n. it >

narcotics in the area. (
!

said oincor- wnhFor the purpose of sdruiinizina the conducl. oi the 

reference to the above allcgatit-tis IVIr. Rahat L'Hrd; Khun SF/invesbuabcnn rai:?_foLLLc

!
, 0

I

is-appointed as enquiry ofllcei-.

The enqui;-}

of Police Rules 19'‘hi and shall provide reasonable opportuiULV ofdciencc and

aceoi'cL.i'ice widtshall coi-idncted proceedings mOi: tcer

m-ovisions

hearing to the accused oLicer. record its ilndings and make \vii!iin twenty live foci da\s 

: ■ C'f.the receipt of this order, recommendation a.s lo piinishiucn.t or oiiicr aqapn.jpriaic action

ainst the accused oflicer.O'

The accused ofbccr shall JNn the proceeding, on me dan:, lime turn place•i

:
' i'xed b\Mhe Enquiry olftcer. . ^

(TAi-nR-LR-RAHMAN; 
Acting District Poiicc'O!ficor,

Dir 5.‘-)>ver w: 'rinicrgman

Sij^7^:2A/vc )/J ’ // -Nfifo. _;d fiii’ieruara, iiieido. ;. d . M .

'. Mr. Rabat LHnh Khan SP/lnvcstigation, Dir Lower (Litquiiw Ol iicc]') ior 

initiating procecuii'g in ihc light oi dic atiaadved docinnems e-eui.uiung

7^3 sheets againsClive accused SI -Juma Rahman un-aer Po'ice .Ruic.s nl 

T SI Juma Rahman, of Police Line.s.

! •.1-

<.■■3 I

t

'.O' ^
;

f -a,1/rA ■j-/ /
(TA iaK-rr-S RAHM/'Js 
Dis-!ri(;\ Police URlccr, 
Dir Lfovcr at Tinmrgara.
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Subject: FINDING REPORT IN INQUIRY AGAINST S! JUMA REHMAN^--
SIR!

Brief facts leading to this Enquiry are that^ one ■ HharriUddin is/o 

Bunair Gul r/o Kumbar Police Station Lai Qilla moved an application to Disu'ict 

Police Officer Dir Lov\/er stating therein that on 02-11-2013 at evening SHO 

■ Juma Rehman of PS Lai Qilla called him and instigated (or selling narcotics and 

doing other illegal business. The SHO asked him to pay n'lonthiy "BATHA" of 

Rs. 10,000/- and in case of full support from SHO, the amount of BATHA vviii be 

20/30 thousands. The SHO-.took Rs. 15,000/- from him on the spot for 

renovation of his residential room. Meanwhile a source repoil was also 

received by Regional Police Officer Malakand at Swat from Additional inspet^tor ! - 

General of Police, Special Branch containing the same aileoations aga'-'-st S:

• Juma Rehman. ilhamuddin held a press conference at Press Club Timergara 

and raiterated his charges against the SHO. The DPC upon the direction of 

RPO conducted preliminary Inquiry and recommended the SHO for proper 

departmental Inquiry. The deirnquent officer was suspended, closed to pc-iice 

lines, served with charge sheet while the undersigned appointed .Enquiry 

Officer to scrutinize his conduct,^

I examined the applicant Ilhamuddin, witnesses Syed Jehan ALsm, 

constable Atiqur Rehman and Fa man No. 2480. The conversation between ; 

SHO and applicant has been recori 'ed,by the applicant through avudio recording 

system of his cell phone. The conversation was heard in pro>-, oe of two 

witnesses namely ASl Momin Khan and KPG Sajjad Al.i while the applicant and . 

delinquent officer were also present. The K.P.O upon the direction cf ; 

undersigned saved the conversation ir: T-SB which was taken into possession 

through recovery Memo; in presenc-! of witnesses. The conversation has
■

been saved in computer of !nves‘'gation branch. .4!i the witnesses were ;

examined in presence of delinquent officer giving him a;rnpie opportunity of 

cross examination. In last the delmquent officer was exan^Jned in detail.

The Inquiry revealet; that 31 Juma F\ehman took the charge 

as SHO of PS Lai Qilla on. 09.10.2t 13. On 02-11-2013. the SHO diaied. 

Ilhamuddin through his gunner Atiqur Rehman and asked him lor meeting, - 

ilhamuddin came to Machine Abad where the SHC aiongwith gunner was 

waiting. The SHO took him to his pr /ate 2-OD car 

disembarked the gunner. The SHO told ill amuddjn that i'le is al!oV'/ed to do his 

business of narcotics and will be prctec ed by him. lihamuddin told that in 

addition to his business (Narcotics selling) ne 'wii! also come to police staiiorpin 

.rr ma^Ar and he will be heiymd by Mm (SHO) accordlrgiy. After some 

ilhamuddin asked the SHO to take action agaicM' cthe^ -larcotics 

paddlers namely Urr.ar, Zakir and Sardar/^^shah. The SHO assured

i-
!■

of black color and

Qiscussion

r; that



he will tight the rope against them,which wili entail in monetary benefit to him 

(lihamuddin)."In return he (lihamuddin) will pay Rs. 20/30 thousands per month.

He briefed lihamuddin that he will provide safety to him, however if in case of 

emergency or unavoidable circumstances, any action is taken against him, he 

will not mind it. After thorough discussion, the SHO askfid.the applicant to give

him Rs. 20,000/- ton renovation of his I'esidential room in Police Station.,The
• • ' ■ ■ ' HTi'

applicant gave Rs. 12,000/- which the SHO ternied deiicient and asked to pay
: j

more. The applicant paid further Rs. 3,000/-. The SHO asked him to pay the 

remaining five thousands by tomorrow.

The recorded conversation was heard in presence of SHO, 

applicant and tv^o witnesses and the voices of both the persons found very 

clear. During cross examination, the SHO was asked to opine about recorded 

conversation but he .was unable to rebut it. No doubt lihamuddin rerriained 

associated with business of narcotics and 08 cases are registered against him 

on the record of Police station Lcl Qi'la but he contends that he has given-up 

this ugiy business for last 15/20 years. The.record shew .that the last case:f of
ft

narcotics was registered against him on 17-12-1997. The SHO took the .plea 

that the applicant is involved in selling of narcotics thrciigh organized netvv'ork 

and he wanted to get'information about it but the conversation reveal that no i ; 

such effort has been made by SHO. He failed to take any action against hini or 

his alleged network. He even failed to take action against other, paddlers of 

narcotics namely Zakir, Umar and Sardar Bacha .
/■The SHO is a young energetic man havmg physical beauty 

and alertness but after hearing the audio .'"ecorded conversation, his greediness 

and negative aptitude toward professionaiism come fon.vard. It .is regrettable 

that being SHO he has tried to boost the business of r;arcoiics. The ordy solid 

evidence against the SHO is the audio recorded conversation wiTch is 

irrebutable. The-SHO according to said audio conversation has received Rs. 

T5,000/- as illegal gratification on the spot. He has iriisusec his authority by 

asking the applicant" to pay monthly "3ATHA" in lieu of his.iliegai and immoral 

business. The charge leveled against SI Juma Rehman ;$ proved, therefore is 

' ■ recommended for appropriate punishment. "

V•• «-
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(PURDll. KHAN) 

DSP Legal Dir Lower.A
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• 'iOFFICE OF THE DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER. DIR LOWER AT TIMARGARA

ORDER

This order will disposed off the departmental enquiry conducted against SI 

Juma Rahman N0.2IO/M he while posted as SHO Police Station Lai Qilla 

Ilhamuddin son of Bunair Gul resident of Kumbar moved an application to the the 

: then District Police Officer, Dir Lower stating therein that on 02/11/2013 at evening 

SHO Juma Rahman of PS Lalqilla called him and instigated for selling narcotics and 

doing other illegal business. The delinquent officer asked him t^pay monthly “Batha” 

of Rs. 10,000/- and ub case of full support from SHO, the amount of “Batha” will be 

Rs.20/30 thousands. The delinquent officer took Rs. 15,000/- from him on the spot for 

renovation of his residential room in Police Station. Meanwhile a source repost

one

was
also received from Region Office, Swat as well as from Special Branch containing the 

same allegations against him. The applicant held a press conference at Press Club 

Timergara and reiterated his charges against the SHO. The then DPO upon the 

directions of Regional Police Chief conducted preliminary enquiry and recommended 

him for proper departmental enquiry. The delinquent officer was suspended, closed to 

Police Lines, served with Charge Sheet while DSP Legal appointed as Enquiry

Officer to scrutinized his conduct.

The Enquiry Officer examined the applicant, witnesses as well as conversation 

between the delinquent Officer and applicant has been recorded by the applicant through 

audio recording system of his cell phone. The conversation was heard in presence of two 

witnesses by the Enquiry Officer in the presence of applicant and delinquent officer. The 

conversation was saved in a USB by the Enquiry Officer in Computer of Investigation 

Branch. The Enquiry Officer examined all the witnesses in the presence of delinquent officer 

given him ample opportunity of cross examination as well as in last in detail.

The enquiry officer in his finding report submitted that the enquiry revealed that the 

delinquent officer took the charge as SHO of PS Lai Qilla on 09/10/2013 and on 02/11/2013, 

the SHO dialed Ilhamuddin through his gunner Atiqur Rahman and asked him for meeting. 

So Ilhamuddin came to Machine Abad where the SHO along-with gunner was waiting. He 

took him to his private 02-D Car of black color and disembarked the gunner. The SHO told 

Ilhamuddin that he is allowed to do his business of narcotics and will be protected by him.

Ilhamuddin told that in addition to his business (narcotics selling) he will also come to Police 

Station in other matter and he wi helped by him (SHO)

|n^
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O accordingly. After some discussion, Ilhimuddin asked the SHO to take action against other
1

n^cotics paddlers namely Umar, Zakir and Sardar Bad Shah. The SHO assured the applicant 

at that time that he will tight the rope against them which will entail in monetary benefit to 

him (Ilhamuddin). In return he (Ilhamuddin) will also pay Rs.20/30 thousands per month. 

The SHO briefed (Ilhamuddin) that he will provide safety to him. However if in case of 

ernergency or unavoidable circumstances, any action is taken against him he 

(Ilhamuddinyapplicant) will not mind it Afi;er thorough discussion, the SHO asked the 

applicant to give him Rs.20,000/- for renovation of his residential room in Police Station. 

The applicant gave Rs. 12,000/- which the SHO termed deficient and asked to pay more. The 

applicant paid further Rs.3,000/- and the SHO asked him to pay the remaining five thousands 

by tomorrow.

The Enquiry Officer heard the recorded conversation in presence of SHO, applicant, 
witnesses and the voices of both the persons found very clear. During cross examination, the 

SHO asked to opine about recorded conversation, but he was unable to rebut it. No doubt 

Ilhamuddin remained associated with business of narcotics and 08 cases are registered
I

against him on the record of Police Station Lai Qilla, but he contends that he has given up 

this ugly business for last 15/20 years. The record shows that the last case of narcotics was 

registered against Ilhamuddin / applicant on 17/12/1997. The SHO took the plea that the 

applicant is involved in selling of narcotics through organized network and he wanted to get 

information about it but the conversation reveal that no such efforts has been made by SHO 

and failed to take any action against him or his alleged network. He also even failed to take 

action against other paddlers of narcotics mentioned above.

The enquiry revealed that the charges of corruption has proved against the delinquent 

offKper beyond any shadow of doubt and he was also heard in person beside issuing him Final 

Show Cause Notice, but could not produce any cogent reason in his defence, therefore, I, 

Ghulam Habib Khan, District Police Officer, Dir Lower at Timergara (competent authority) 

discharge him from service with immediate effect.

Sd/-
District Police Officer 
Dir Lower at Timergara

OB No .1700 
Dated. 25-12-2013
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■/- . ^ From: The District Police Officer,
Dir Lower at Timergara

The Regional Police Officer,
Malakand at Saidu Sharif, Swat.

/EB dated Timergara the /y^ /— /2014 ■

APPLICATION FOR RE-INSTATEIVIENT IN SERVICE

m

yr?,
< /

•To:

/
^/7/ No.

Subject:
Memorandum;

Kindly refer to Region Office, Swat Endst: No.83/E, dated
03/01/2014.

Brief facts on the application of Ex-SI Juma Rahman No.210/M 
are submitted that he while posted as SHO Police Station Lai Qilla one llhamuddin 
son of Bunair Gul resident of Kumbar moved an application to the then District Police 
Officer, Dir Lower stating therein that on 02/1.1/2013 at evening SHO Juma Rahman of 
PS Lalqilla called him and instigated for selling narcotics and doing other illegal 
business. The delinquent officer asked him to pay monthly “Batha” of Rs. 10,000/- and 
of full support from SHO, the amount of “Batha" will be Rs.20/30 thousands. The 
delinquent officer took Rs.15. 000/- from him on the spot for renovation of his 
residential room in Police Station. Meanwhile a source report was also received from 
Region Office, Swat as well as from Special Branch containing the same allegations 
against him / Ex-SI. The applicant llhamuddin held a press conference at Press Club 
Timergara and reiterated his charges against the then SHO. The then DPO upon the 
directions of Regional Police Chief conducted preliminary enquiry and recommended 
him for proper departmental enquiry. The delinquent officer was suspended, closed to 
Police Lines, served with Charge Sheet while DSP Legal appointed as Enquiry Officer 
to scrutinize conduct of applicant / Ex-SI.

The Enquiry Officer examined the applicant llhamuddin, witnesses 
as well, as conversation between the delinquent Officer and applicant has been 
recorded by the applicant through audio recording system of his cell phone. The 
conversation was heard in presence of two witnesses by the Enquiry Officer in the 
presence of applicant and delinquent officer / Ex-SI. The conversation was saved in a 
USB by the Enquiry Officer in Computer of Investigation Branch. The Enquiry Officer 
examined all the witnesses in the presence of delinquent officer given him ample 
opportunity of cross examination as well as in last in detail.

The Enquiry Officer in his finding report submitted that the 
enquiry revealed that the delinquent officer took the charge as SHO of PS Lai Qilla on 
09/10/2013 and on 02/11/2013; the SHO dialed llhamuddin through his gunner Atiqur 
Rahman and asked him for meeting. So llhamuddin came to Machine Abad where the 
Ex-SHO / applicant along-with gunner were waiting. He took him to his private 02-D 
Car of black color and disembarked the gunner. The Ex-SHO told llhamuddin that he 
is allowed to do his business of narcotics and will be protected by him / Ex-SI. 
llhamuddin told that in addition to his business (narcotics selling) he will also come to 
Police Station in other matter and he will be helped by him (SHO) accordingly. After 
some discussion, llhamuddin asked the SHO to take action against other narcotics 
paddlers namely Umar, Zakir and Sardar Bad Shah. The Ex-SHO / applicant assured 
applicant at that time that he will tight the rope against them, which will entail in 
monetary benefit to him (llhamuddin). In Veturn he (llhamuddin) will also pay Rs.20/30 
thousands per month. The Ex-SHO briefed (llhamuddin) that he will provide safety to 
him. However if in case of emergency or unavoidable circumstances, any action is 
taken against him, he (llhamuddin/applicant) will not mind it. After thorough 
di^ssion, the Ex-SHO / applicant asked the applicant to give him Rs.20, 000/- for 

’ M^vation of his residential room in Police Station. The applicant gave Rs.12, 000/-, 

which the Ex-SHO / applicant termed deficient and asked to pay more. The applicant 
paid further Rs.3, 000/- and the Ex-SHO / applicant asked him to pay the remaining 

. five thousands by tomorrow.
The Enquiry Officer heard the recorded conversation in presence of 

Ex-SHO, applicant, witnesses and the voices of both the persons found very clear. 
During cross examination, the Ex-SHO asked to opine about recorded conversation,,

/T/zA/^
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'' ^ n r r,T registered against him on the record of Police Station
The^rJr' H I ^ 9^®" up this ugly business for last 15/20 years

e record shows that the last case of narcotics was registered against llhamuddin /

selling of narcotics through organized network and he / Ex-sT/ jSicant ^a'nted'tfgel

Ex ShS'Tnd faJed^f the conversation reveal that no such efforts has been made by
pnnr°r! C O ® alleged network The
applicant / Ex-SI also even failed to take action against other pad'dlers oTnarcJic:

,oo„„p,^ pr.Jtrrr rstrs
was also heard in person beside issuing him Final Show Cause Notice but couW n^l 
produce any cogent reason in his defence, therefore, the applicant 
from service with immediate effect vide this office 
please.

✓

applicant on 17/12/1997.

mentioned above.

was discharged 
OB No.1700, dated 25/12/2013

I

vb\

District Police Officer, 
Dir Lower at Timergara
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OFFICE OF THE REGIONAL POT JCE OFFICER.MALAK,
REOTON. AT SAinU SHARIF SWAT

2^'V ORDER;

This order will dispose off the appeal preferred by Ex-SI Juma Rehman of Dir
Lower District for reinstatement in sendee.

Brief facts are that, the above named Ex-SI while posted as SHO Lai Qilla one 

Ilhamuddin R/o Kumbar moved an application on 02/11/2013 against him that the SHO called him and

instigated for selling narcotics etc and to pay him monthly "‘Batha” of Rs: 10,000/- while, the SHO took .i 

15000/- on the spot for renovation of his residential room in Police Station. The applicant held a press ,
i! ! I

conference against the SHO and a source report from Special Branch also received, in ihis regard.
i|' 'I .

Consequently the delinquent officer was suspended and ser\'ed with charge sheetij IDSP; Legal was
appointed as enquiry officer to scrutinize conduct of the applicant/Ex-SI. '

T : i'.
The Enquiry officer examined/ heard the conversation in presence of applicant / ;

i'i • ■' ■ I ■ .
recorded in his cell phone. The enquiry officer gave himdelinquent officer and two witnesses, wnicli was 

ample opportunity of cross examination as well as last in detail.
■: !I

The Enquiry Officer in his finding report submitted that SHO Police]Station Lai 

Qilla on 09/10/2013 and 02/11/2013 dialed Ilhamuddin through his gunner Atiqur Rehman ^or meeting./^; 
Ilahaniuddin came to Machine Abad and the SHO took him to his private 02-D Car and told hi n that he is 

allowed to do his business of Narcotics. Ilhamuddin told that in addition to Narcotics business he will also 

come to Police Station in other matter and will be supported by SHO. Ilhamuddin asked toTake action.. 

against the narcotics paddlers and was assured by the SHO. After thorough discussion the SHO asked ; 

Ilahmuddin to give him Rs: 20,000/- for renovation of his residential room in PS an^Tlhamuddin gave ' 

him Rs, 12000/“ on which the SHO termed deficient and asked to pay more and Ilhamijiddin paid further
Rs: 3000/-while the SHO asked him to pay the remaining Rs: 5000/-by tomorrow.,, ;■

"11

^ :1

On perusal of the enquiry papers'wherein the charges of corruptioivwere proved

served with Final Show Cause Notice and heard in .against the Ex-SI beyond any shadow of doubt, he 
person but he failed to produce any cogent reason-in his defense. So the District Police Officer, Dir Lower , 

awarded him major punishment of discharge from service under Police Rules 1975 vide'OB No. 1700

was

dated 25/12/2013

The appellant was called in Orderly Room on 07/02/2014 an^ heard in person, 
but he did not produce any substantive materials in his defense. Therefore I uphold the order of District 

Police Officer, Dir Lower, whereby the appellant has been awarded major punishment for discharge from

service. /
Order announced.

(ABDULLXiTKHAN) PSP 
Regio^ Police-Officer, 

Malalcandjj^ Saidu Sharif Swat

No. /E,
C> ? -^^/2014.Dated

Copy for information and necessary action to the:-
District Police- Officer, Dir Lower with reference to his office Memo: No. 
617/EB, dated 17/01/2014.
Ex-SI .luma Rehman of Dir Lower District.

)(£ * * * A AAAAAAAA AA A >i: * * AA/vA A AAAAAA AAA ♦ >r: * * ■

h' .



\\

o WAKALAT NAMA

IN THE COURT OF

S- I.\A A* VW^\/v

i) Appellant(s)/Petitioner(s)

VERSUS
Vxo^»ic.V yX^ o.

^ p-^ P
V-,wT*-^ l^vV*'-—^l*

Respondent(s)

I/y^e
Mr. Khush Dil Khan, Advocate Supreme Court of Pakistan in the above 
mentioned case, to do all or any of the following acts, deeds and things.

do hereby appoint

1. To appear, act and plead for me/us in the above mentioned case in 
this Court/Tribunal in which the same may be tried or heard and 
any other proceedings arising out of or connected therewith.

j

2. To sign, verify and file or withdraw all proceedings, petitions, 
appeals, affidavits and applications for compromise or withdrawal 
or for submission to arbitration of the said case, or any other 
documents, as may be deemed necessary or advisable by them for 
the conduct, prosecution or defence of the said case at all its stages.

3. To receive payment of, and issue receipts for, all moneys that may 
be or become due and payable to us during the course of 
proceedings.

AND hereby agree:-

That the Advocate(s) shall be entitled to withdraw from 
the prosecution of the said case if the whole or any part 
of the agreed fee remains unpaid.

a.

j
■IIn witness whereof I/We have signed this Wakalat Nama 

hereunder, the contents of which have been read/explained to 
me/us and fully understood by me/us this_______________

Attested & Accepted by
Signature^of Executants

Khush Dil Khan,
A^vocate^
Supreme Court of Pakistan

i9-B, Haroon Mansion 
Khyber Bazar, Peshawar



BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESAHWAR(T. * .
5

Service Appeal No. 242/ 2014' 1

»S|
Ju(f a :R^[iman Ex sub inspector, Dir lower Appellant.

VERSUS

1) District Police Officer Dir Lower.

2) Regional Police Officer Malakand swat.

3) The Secretary, Home & Tribal Affairs Deptt; Khyber Pakhtunkhawa
Peshawar.

Inspector General of Khyber Pakhtunkhawa, Peshawar

\\

1'
•9

?•

4)

Respondents.
|Di^\RAj|(/ISE COMMENTS ON BEHALF OF THE RESPONDENTS.

Respectfully shewith;

PRELIMINARY OBJECTION.

1) That the present service appeal is not rnaintainable in it's form.
i) ThaMhe appellant has not come to this August Tribunal with clean hands.

:

3) That the present appeal is badly time barred.

4) That the Honorable Service Tribunal has no jurisdiction to entertain the 
present service appeal.

5) That the appellant has got no cause of action.

That the appellant suppressed material facts from this Honorable Tribunal.
ON FACTS

1. Correct: to the extent of induction as constable, the rest of Para pertains to 

record. He has a stained services record as censure has been awarded to
; him in one case (Annex" A")

2. Incorrect: The real story of the case is such that the appellant while posted 

as SHO Ps was involved with drug peddler and the order of suspension of 
the appellant the responded No2 is correct. This para needs explanation.
The real story of the case revealed that on 5.11.2013 Mr. Ilham uddin hold a

conference against the appellant wherein he leveled allegations that 
thft^ppellant instigate him for selling drugs etc and also got Rs. 15000 

the spot and stressed for giving monthly ‘batha” of Rs. 10000. The said 

person also forwarded application to DPO Dir ( L) about that matter. The 

DPO tasked SDPO Timergara to probe into the matter. In finding report of 
preliminary enquiry the appellant was found guilty. After that respondent 
No2 rightly suspended the appellant and a proper department enquiry 

conducted by DSP legal against the appellant. The finding report of the::'^ ■ 
enquiry recommended him for appropriate punishment. (Press clipping of 
news paper, application to DPO, finding report of SDPO, Timergara, 
suspension order of respondent No 2 and finding report ;df enquiry are 

attached as annex( A

^ •

on

was. --
'-.S’

r

/iE)



3. During the course of enquiry the appellant was given an opportunity to 
defend him self relating to the audiJ recording but he failed to defend 

himself therefore he was recommended for punishment.

4. Correct.

ON GROUNDS

A. Incorrect, the appellant was treated in accordance with law and rules and 

the order was issued with bonafide intention.

6. In-correct, The allegations are genuine and based on facts.

C. Incorrect, proper enquiry has been conducted against the appellant and all 
the formalities of natural justice has b^^en fulfilled. The allegations leveled 

against the appellant stand proved beyond any shadow of doubts.

D. Incorrect, the DSPL has been appointed as enquiry officer and he 

! conducted proper enquiry against Xhe appeilant.( Appointment latter 

I attached annex F').

E. Incorrect, All the enquiry proceeding have been carried out in accordance 

with the rules. All the statements of witnesses have been recorded in the 

presence of the appellant.

F. Incorrect, the police rules are protected by the police order 2002 and all 
the proceedings are according to law.

G. Incorrect, the punishment is according to the law.

H. Incorrect, the appellant was proceedec properly and his guilt has been 

! proved. Therefore the authority is awarded him the said punishment. The 
: punishment is according to the laws rulek

/. Incorrect, all the proceedings and order, against the appellant, is based on 

facts and there Is neither mala-fide, nor bias on the part of the respondents 

against the appellant. Proper opportunity of hearing was given to him in 

light of the rules of natural justice, but he failed to defend himself. Further 

during the course of inquiry audio recording, was presented by lham uddin 

before the enquiry officer which was heard to the appellant in presence of 
witness, is also a part of the record. The appellant during cross 

examination remained mum against the audio conversation between 

appellant and alhamuddin.

). Incorrect, under Article 170 of police o'der 2002 the acting officer can 

exercise all the power vested to the competent officer.

K. Incorrect, all the proceeding are according to the rules and the orders are 

according to the rules.

L. Incorrect, the respondent No.2 acted right y and was no legal ground in his 

appeal, therefore his appeal was rejected.
* 'V



I J

»y

PRAYER:- (

:
■:

In light of above it is prayed^that the appeal being time barred and baseless, may 

be dismissed with of cost please. |

Secretary,

Home StTribal Affairs Deptt: Khyber Pakhtunkha^ FesfrawaT)

sJ

.Provincial Police Officer,
TjKhyber Pakhtunkhwa !

Peshawar.1

5

Regional Police Officer,
Malakand.at Saidu,Swat. 4kegional Pdfice Officer,

Malakand, al Saidu Sharif Swat

y

District Police Officer,
Dir Lower at Timergara.

District Police Officer’
0ir U)wer at rnneigara

i

I

i

V
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BEFORE THE KHYBWR PAKHTUNKHWA SERVISE TRIBUNAL PESAHWAR

Service Appeal No. 242/ 2014

Juma Rahman Ex Sub Inspector, Dir lower

VERSUS

Appellant

1) District police officer Dir lower 

Regional police officer'Malakand swat.

The Secretary, Home & tribal affairs Deptt; Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
I

Inspector General of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar

2)

3)

4)

Respondents

POWER OF ATTORNEY-

, We the following responds do hereby authorized Mr. Muzafar Khan SI
Legal Timergara Dir Lower to appear on our behalf before the honorable service 

tribunal Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar in connection wjth above service appeal.
X

' He is also authorized to submit all documents
required by the-tribunal in the above service appeal

Secretary,
I ^

Home & Tribal Affairs Deptt: Khyber Pakhtun.t^hw^Pe^few^Qg

Provincial Police Officer,
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Pesh'avyar.

Regional Police Officer,
l\/lalakand,at Saidu Sharif,Swat.

Regional Police Officer,
IMalakand, at Saidu Sharif Swat.

^ 4^

District Police Officer,
Dir Lower at Timergara,

X

f
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BEFORE WE KHYBWR PAKHTUNKHWA SERVISE TRIBUNAL PESAHWAR

Service Appeal No! 242/ 2014.

Juma Rahman Ex Sub Inspector, Dir lower Appellant

VERSUS

1) District police officer Dir Ipwer.

Regional police officer Malakand Swat.

The secretary, Home & tribal affairs Deptt; Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar, 

inspector General of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar..............

2)
I

- 3)'

4)

Respondents.

AFFIDAVIT

We the undersigned do hereby solemnly affirm and declare 

on Oath that the contents of the Para-wise comments are true and correct to 

the best of our knowledge and belief and nothing has been suppressed or 

concealed from this honorable tribunal.

Secretary,

Home &Tribal Affairs Deptt:
Khyber Pakhtun^^pw^g^blafer::

;

. Provincial Police officer,
''^hyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar u

Regional police officer,
Malakand, at Saidu Sharif, Swat. //

Heeional Police Ufficei
Mstkanl at Saidu Sharit Swat.

I

District Police Officer,
Dir Lower at Timergara.

j S)istrict Police Oftic‘’r 
■ |]fet^w^ratTimetg^4X

«
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Subject: FINDING REPORT IN INQUIRY AGAINST SI JUMA REHMAN ;
SIR!

Brief facts leading to this Enquiry are that one llhamuddin s/o 

Bunair Gul r/o Kumbar Police Station Lai Qilla moved an application to District 

Police Officer Dir Lower stating therein that on 02-11-2013 at evening SHO 

Juma Rehman of PS Lai Qilla called him .and instigated for selling narcotics and 

doing other illegal business. The SHO asked him to pay monthly "BATHA” of 

Rs. 10,000/- and in case of full support from SHO, the amount of BATHA will be 

20/30 thousands. The SHO took Rs. 15,000/- from him on the spot for 

renovation of his residential room. Meanwhile a source report was also 

received by Regional Police Officer Malakand at Swat from Additional Inspector 

General of Police, Spefcial Branch containing the same allegations against SI- 

Juma Rehman. llhamuddin held a press conference at Press Club Timergara' 

and reiterated his charges against the SHO. The DPO upon the direction of 

RPO cond-.icted preliminary Inquiry and recopimended the SHO for proper 

denartmental Inquiry. The delinquent officer was suspended, closed to poiice 

lines, served with charge sheet while the undersigned appointed Enquiry 

Officer to scrutinize his conduct.

I examined the applicant llhamuddin, witnesses Syed Jehan ALani, 

constable Atiqur Rehman and Farman No. 2^80. The conversation between 

SHO and applicant has been recorded by the applicant through audio recording 

system of his cell phone. The conversation was heard in presence of two 

witnesses namely ASi Momin Khan and KPO Sajjad Ali while the applicant and ' 

delinquent officer were also present. The K.P.O upon the direction of 

undersigned saved the conversation in a USB which was taken into possession 

through recovery Memo: in presence of witnesses. The conversation has also 

been saved in computer of Investigation branch. All the witnesses werq 

examined in presence of delinquent officer’giving him ample opportunity of 

cross examination. In last the delinquent officer was examined in detail. i

The Inquiry revealed that SI Juma Rehman took the charge 

as SHO of PS Lai Qilla on 09.10.2013. On 02-11-2013, the SHO dialed 

llhamuddin through his gunner Atiqur Rehman and asked hirn for meeting, 

llhamuddin came to Machine Abad v/here the SHO alongwith gunner was 

waiting. The SHO took him to his private 2-OD car of black color and 

disembarked the gunner. The SHO told llhamuddin that he is allowed to do his 

business of narcotics and will be protected by him. llhamuddin told that iii 

addition to his business (Narcotics selling) he will also come to police station in 

other matter and he will be helped by him (SHO) accordingly. After some 
discussion, llhamuddin asked tWe SHO to take action against other narcotics ^ 

paddlers namely Umar, Zakir and Sardar Badshah. The SHO assured him that
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he will tight the rope against them which will entail in monetary benefit lo him 

(llhamuddin). in return he (llhamuddin) will pay Rs. 20/30 thousands per rhonth. 

He briefed llhamuddin that he will provide safety to him, however if in case of 

emergency or unavoidable circumstances, any action is taken against him, he 

will not mind it. After thorough discussion, the SHO asked the applicant to give 

him Rs. 20,000/- for renovation of his residential room in Police Station. The 

applicant gave Rs. 12,000/- which the SHO termed deficient and asked to pay 

more. The applicant paid further Rs. 3,000/-. The SHO asked him to pdy the 

remaining five thousands by tomorrow.

The recorded conversation was heard in presence of 'SHO, 

applicant and two witnesses and the voices of both the persons found very 

I clear. During cross examination, the SHO was asked to opine about recorded 

conversation but he was unable to rebut it. No doubt llhamuddin remained 

associated with business of narcotics and 03;Cases are registered against him 

on the record of Police station Lai Qilla but he contends that he has oivdn 

this ugiy business for last 15/20 years.

/
I

• f

,•/I

I

-up

he record siiow that the iast case oi 

narcotics was registered against him on 17-12-1997. The SHO took the plea 

that the applicant is involved in selling of narcotics through organized network 

and he wanted to get information about it but the conversation reveal that

i-'
•T

no
such effort has been made by SHO. He failed to take any action against him or

j
his alleged network. He even failed to take action against other paddleVs of 

narcotics namely Zakir, Umar and Sardar Bacha . ' ‘

, ; : The SHO is a young energetic man having physical beauty
L and alertness but after hearing the audio recorded conversation, his greediness 

\ and negative aptitude toward professionalism come forward. It is regrettable 

, ^ that being SHO he has tried to boost the business of narcotics. The only Jsolid 

evidence against the SHO is the audio recorded conversation which is 

irrebutable. The SHO according to said audio conversation has received Rs. 

15,000/- as illegal gratification on the spot. He has misused his authority by 

asking the applicant to pay monthly “BATHA” in lieu of his illegal and imnjioral 

business. The charge leveled against SI Juma Rehman is proved, therefore is 

recommended for appropriate punishment.

;
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DSP Legal Dir Lower.
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f' ORDER:
Being involved in corrupt practices, SI Juma Rehinan, SHO Police Station 

spended and closed to Police Lines Ximergara with
• a

ia Dir Lower District is hereby svi 
ais effect and till further order.

L-'•35 hi'r ■m f: in
/m. i

(ABOtflLAH KHaW^' 

Region^ Police OfTicer, 
Malakand, ^ Sitidu Sharif Swat
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Copy 10 Dii-tricl Police Office:, 
him depaninentally and results :be reported vvithirt 15 days positively. This refers to his

•5?

r 1I Ho. I9i48./EB, dated 09/1,1/2013.i
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I •'•■' ‘( . IThe Regional Police Officer,

Malakand at Saidu Sharif, Swat

/EB Dated Timergara

SOURCE report-complaint;,AGAINSn;~;^r 

SHO PS lalqIlla
■ vr ,.r,Kj.i

• ' -i ^ ' * ■> I

refer to Region Officer Swat'f^Endst; ■ .
':

Miv-PurdiL;l<harii=npS!^S;^ 

Enquiry Officer to conduct proper-
in the matter'against'theUieliriqu^nf’ -..'

to submit hisjinding.repoft'within fhe-- -;

i. ’ To: *
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Subject:
r .■-••...Li.U

. ■ Nr f/lemo:
■ Kindly

Mo.10114/E, dated 11/11/2013.
It is submitted that

l..cgal has been appointed as 

departmental enquiry 

officer.with the directions 

Hpulated period please.
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District Police Officer, 
Dif Lower at timergara

4

ij If-.
km :■

■ -kT’-ir,-a V

f

\ V

f '
i . <

_____.CT-- tisi:I */ r fri',-
! s* 4

\ * 

VI r

, %'■

. y \
i-J. V

' ■{■y

■1
I

t!-•:.
. t

f
f.-

I1



'•ic.

1
BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

^rsie©- Tdl^giugyU
Service Appeal No.242/2014

Mr. Juma Rehman Appellant
Versus

«^The District Police Officer (DPO), 
Dir Lower & others....................... Respondents

rt
^ APPLICATION FOR EARLY HEARING.

A\\
espectfully Sheweth,

1. That the titled appeal is pending before this Hon'ble Tribunal 
wherein the next date of hearing is fixed 02.07.2015 for 

arguments.

That applicant/appellant has filed this..appeal on 22.02.2014 

against the impugned order dated 25.12.2013 thereby he 

discharged from service in a disciplinary proceedings.

2.

was

That applicant has a good case on merit and he has sanguine 

hope of its success but the date fixed for arguments is too much 

long and otherwise the appeal has taken much long time in its 

maturity due to which the applicant and his family are suffering 

from mental agony and financial crises. Moreover, the identical 

cases have already decided by this Hon'ble Tribunal and 

applicant/appellant also requested for acceleration of the date 

fixed.

3.

.‘i

V

ik
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It is, therefore, humbly prayed that on acceptance of this 

application, the date may kindly be accelerated to the most earliest 

possible date than the date already fixed.

\

✓
Applicant /Mr \\k\Through
/
Khush Dil 
Advocate, /
St^^eme .Court of Pakistan.

Dated: / 04/2015

Affidavit

I, Juma Rehman, Sub Inspector, Police Lines, Dir Lower do 
hereby affirm and declare on oath that the contents of this application 
are true and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief and 
nothing has been concealed from this Hon’ble Tribunal.

DerJonent

a
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^?EFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR
\)

Service Appeal No. /2014

Juma Rehman Applicant/Appellant
Versus

The District Police Officer, 
Dir Lower & others........... Respondents.

APPLICATION FOR EARLY HEARING

Respectfully Sheweth,

1. That titled appeal is pending before this Hon'ble 

Tribunal and is fixed for hearing on 10.04.2014.

2. That matter in question is of urgent nature needs 

the immediate attention of this Hon'ble Tribunal 

for earlier disposal being the involved a short 
matter.

/

It is, therefore, humbly prayed that on acceptance 

of this application, the appeal may kindly be accelerated 

to an early date than the date^^n fixed.

ApDhcant
Through

Khush Dil Khan,
Advocate,

VSupr^me Court of Pakistan.
Dated: / 03/2014

Affidavit

I, Juma Rehman, Sub Inspector, Police Lines, Dir 
Lower do hereby affirm and declare on oath that the 
contents of this application are true and correct to the 
best of my knowledge and belief and nothing has been 
concealed from this Hon’ble Tribunal. \

Deponent



^,BEFQjRE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR
r)

Service Appeal No.242/2014

Juma Rehman Appellant .

Versus

The District Police Officer (DPO) 
Dir Lower and others................... Respondents.

REJOINDER ON BEHALF OF APPELLANT IN RESPONSE TO REPLY 

FILED BY RESPONDENTS.

Respectfully Sheweth,

Preliminary Objections:

Preliminary objections raised by answering respondents are erroneous and 

frivolous so denied.

Rejoinder to Renlv of Facts:

/

1. That the answering respondent has admitted the para one of tlie appeal but 

it is incorrect that the appellant has no good service record as mentioned 

by the answering respondent. The appellant has excellent service record 

on the basis of which he was promoted from step to step/ rank to rank upto . 
the rank of Sub Inspector on regular basis.

r
0■

2. That the reply is totally incorrect and against the record based bn 

exaggeration so denied.
•i

■’1

3. That the reply is incorrect so denied. The inquiry officer acted in arbitrary 

manner and conducted the inquiry one sided against the appellant without 

providing him a proper opportunity to defend fik false case against him.

4. That the contents of para four of the appeal admitted as correct by the 

answering respondents so no needs of further elucidation.

. i'
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Rejoinder to Reply of Grounds:

That the reply of ground A is erroneous so denied.A.

B. That the reply is incorrect so denied.

C. That the reply of ground C is based on exaggeration so denied. The 

appellant raised the plea that the inquiry officer has not provided any 

opportunity of cross examination but that opportunity availed by the 

inquiry officer himself and he cross examined the witness at the back of 

appellant, in this regard the answering respondent furnished no comments, 

meaning thereby that this illegality is admitted impliedly by the answering 

respondents.

D. That the reply is based on exaggeration, actually earlier Mr. Rahatullah 

Khan, SP Investigation was appointed as Inquiry Officer but when the 

authority came to know that the appointed inquiry officer has not 

succumbed to its pressure as the authority was adamant to punish the 

appellant therefore he was replaced by DSP, Dir Lower who is not 

competent to carry out the inquiry against appellant.

That the reply is incorrect so denied.

That the reply is incorrect so denied.

G. That the reply is ambiguous and incorrect so denied.

H. That the reply is incorrect so denied.

I. That reply is incorrect being based on exaggeration so denied.

J. That the reply is incorrect so denied.

K. That the reply is incorrect so denied.

L. That the reply is incorrect so denied.



N
5!

; It is, therefore, humbly prayed that the reply of answering respondents 

may graciously be rejected and the. appeal as prayed for may graciously be 

accepted with costs.

Annellant
Through

Khush Dll Khan
\ Advocate,
Si^ir^n^ourt of Pakistan

Dated: \V / 01/2015



MFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No.242/2014

Juma Rehman Appellant

Versus

The District Police Officer (DPO) 
Dir Lower and others................... Respondents

REJOINDER ON BEHALF OF APPELLANT IN RESPONSE TO REPLY 

FILED BY RESPONDENTS.

Respectfully Sheweth,

Preliminary Objections!

Preliminary objections raised by answering respondents 

frivolous so denied.
are erroneous and

Rejoinder to Reply ofFnrt^ -

1. That the answering respondent has admitted the para one of the appeal but 
it is incorrect that the appellant has no good service record as mentioned 

by the answering respondent. The appellant has excellent service record
the basis of which he was promoted from step to step/ rank to rank upto 

the rank of Sub Inspector on regular basis.

on

^ 2. That the reply is totally incorrect and against the record based 

exaggeration so denied.
on

.3. That the reply is incorrect so denied. The inquiry officer acted in arbitrary 

manner and conducted the inquiry one sided against the appellant without 
providing him a proper opportunity to defend ^ false case against him.

4. That the contents of para four of the appeal admitted 

answering respondents so no needs of further elucidation.
as correct by the
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Rejoinder to Reply nfGrnund^*

A. That the reply of ground A is erroneous so denied.

B. That the reply is incorrect so denied.

C. That the reply of ground C is based on exaggeration 

appellant raised the plea lOiat the inquiry officer has 

opportunity of cross examination but that 
inquiry officer himself and he

so denied. The
not provided any

opportunity availed by the 

cross examined the witness at the back of 
appellant, in this regard the answering respondent furnished no comments, 

answeringmeaning thereby that this illegality is admitted impliedly by the 

respondents.

D. That the reply is based exaggeration, actually earlier. Mr. Rahatullah 
Khan, SP Investigation was appointed as Inquiry Officer but when the 

authority came to know that the

on

appointed inquiry officer has not 
succumbed to its pressure as the authority was adamant to punish the 

appellant therefore he was replaced by DSP, Dir Lower who is not 
competent to carry out the inquiry against appellant.

E. That the reply is incorrect so denied.

F. That the reply is incorrect so denied.

G. That the reply is ambiguous and incorrect so denied.

H. That the reply is incorrect so denied.

I. That reply is incorrect being based on exaggeration so denied.

J. That the reply is incorrect so denied.

K. That the reply is incorrect so denied.

L. That the reply is incorrect so denied.
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f
It is, therefore, humbly prayed that the reply of answering respondents 

may graciously be rejected and the appeal as prayed for may graciously be 

accepted with costs.

Appellant
Through

Khush iHl Khan
\ Advocat^

Suprem^Gourt of Pakistan
Dated: \> / 01/2015
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No.242/2014

AppellantMr. Juma Rehman
Versus

The District Police Officer (DPO), 
Dir Lower & others...................... Respondents

APPLICATION FOR EARLY HEARING.

Respectfully Sheweth,

That the titled appeal is pending before this Hon'ble Tribunal 
wherein the next date of hearing is .fixed 02.07.2015 for 

arguments.

1.

That applicant/appellant has filed this appeal on 22.02.2014 

against the impugned order dated 25.12.2013 thereby he 

discharged from service in a disciplinary proceedings.

2.
was

That applicant has a good case on merit and he has sanguine 

hope of its success but the date fixed for arguments is too much 

long and otherwise the appeal has taken much long time in its 

-.maturity due to which the applicant and his family are suffering 

from mental agony and financial crises. Moreover, the identical 

have already decided by this Hon'ble Tribunal and 

applicant/appellant also requested for acceleration of the date 

fixed.

3.

cases



2
/

It is, therefore, humbly prayed, that on acceptance of this 

application, the date may kindly be accelerated to the most earliest 

possible date than tlie date already fixed.

Applicant

Khush 
J^dvocate, /
^t(|>reme Court of Pakistan.

Through w

ADated: / 04/2015 __

Affidavit

I, Juma Rehman, Sub Inspector, Police Lines, Dir Lower do 
hereby affirm and declare on oath that the contents of this application 
are true and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief and 
nothing has been concealed from this Hon’ble Tribunal.

i



1
THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No.242/2014

AppellantMr. Juma Rehman
Versus

j
The District Police Officer (DPO), 
Dir Lower & others....................... Respondents

APPLICATION FOR EARLY HEARING.

Respectfully Sheweth,

That the titled appeal is pending before this Hon'ble Tribunal 
wherein the next date of hearing is fixed 02.07.2015 for 

arguments.

1.

I
That applicant/appellant has filed this appeal on 22.02.2014 

against the impugned order dated 25.12.2013 thereby he was 

discharged from service in a disciplinary proceedings.

2.

r-

That applicant has a good case on merit and he has sanguine 

hope of its success but the date fixed for arguments is too much 

long and otherwise the appeal has taken much long time in its 

..maturity due to which the applicant and his family are suffering 

from mental agony and financial crises. Moreover, the identical 

have already decided by this Hon'ble Tribunal and 

applicant/appellant also requested for acceleration of the date 

fixed.

3.

cases

I

i



I2

■Si It iis, therefore, humbly prayed that on acceptance of this 

applicatic>n, the date may kindly be accelerated to the most earliest 

possible date than the date already fixed.

Applicant

Khush Dil^k^n,^
• /
Advocate, /

Court

Through w

of Pakistan.li / 04/2015Dated:

Affidavit

I, Juma Rehman, Sub Inspector, Police Lines, Dir Lower do 
hereby affirm and declare on oath that the contents of this application 
are true and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief and 
nothing has been concealed from this Hon’ble Tribunal.


