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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL 

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWAPESHAWAR
/2022Service Appeal No.

AppellantZafar Ali Sub Inspector Police Line Karak

Versus

Inspector General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar 

Additional, Inspector General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 
Peshawar
The Regional Police Officer, Kohat Region, Kohat 

District Police Officer Karak 

Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through 

Chief Secretaiy, Peshawar

1.
2.

3.

4.
5.

Respondents

APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT, 1974 

AGAINST THE ORDER DATED 02/01/2021 PASSED BY 

RESPONDENT NO. 4 BY WHICH THE APPELLANT HAS BEEN 

AWARDED MAJOR PUNISHMENT OF REDUCTION IN PAY FOR 

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

PASSED BY RESPONDENT NO. 3 VIDE WHICH THE 

DEPARTMENTAL REPRESENTATION/ APPEAL FILED BY 

APPELLANT HAS BEEN REJECTED AND AGAINST THE ORDER 

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

WHICH THE REVISION PETITION FILED BY APPELLANT HAS 

BEEN REJECTED AND AGAINST ORDER DATED 03/08/2022 

VIDE WHICH THE MERCY PETITION FILED BY APPELLANT HAS 

BEEN FILED

PRAYER

On accepting this service appeal, the impugned orders dated 

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

may graciously be set aside by declaring it illegal, unlawful, 
without authorily, based on mala fide, void abinitio and thus 

not sustainable in the eyes of law and appellant is entitled 

for all back benefits of pay and service
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Respectfulty Sheweth;

That Respondent No. 4 initiated disciplinary proceeding against 
appellant and issue charge sheet and statement of allegation. 

( Copy attached as Annexure “A”)

1.

That thereafter inquiry was initiated against the appellant and 

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

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

been passed against appellant without collecting any evidence. 
(Copy of impugned order is attached as Annexure “B”) ,

2.

That appellant filed departmental appeal /representation ( the 

facts and ground agitated therein may please be treated as part 

and parcel of this appeal) against the impugned order before 

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

same without complying codal formalities. ( Copy of appeal and 

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

3.

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

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

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

has been rejected by respondent No. 2 vide order dated 

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

Annexure “E” 6e “F”)

4.

5. That appellant filed mercy petition before the worthy Respondent 
No. 1 who vide order dated 03/08/2022 filed the same. ( Copy of 

the Order is attached as Annexure “G”)

6. That now appellant feeling aggrieved from the above orders hence, 
filling this appeal on the following amongst other grounds inter alia

GROUNDS:

That the impugned orders of the respondents are illegal, 

unlawful, without authority, based on mala fide intention, 

against the natural justice, voilative of the Constitution and 

Service Law and equally without jurisdiction, hence the same 

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

a.
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That the impugned orders passed by respondents are very 

much harsh, without any evidence based on surmises & 

conjectures and is equally against the principle of natural 
justice.

b.

That during enquiry proceedings none was examined in support 

of the charges leveled against appellant neither has proper 

opportunity of hearing been provided to appellant. No 

allegations mentioned above are practiced by the appellant nor 

proved against him through any cogent reason or evidence.

c.

That the impugned penalty is not clear because reduction in 

pay for two year without specifying the quantum of reduction 

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

worth to be set aside.

d.

That the inquiry officer failed to collect any evidence in support 

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

appellant nor was appellant confronted with any documentary 

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

orders were passed.

e.

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

and rules of disciplinary proceedings and principles of natural 

justice. The authority wrongly and malafidly based the 

impugned orders without giving any reason with proof 

whatsoever, therefore the impugned order is bad in law.

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

condemn un heard but in the instant case
g-

no proper enquiry 

has been conducted to enquire regarding the allegations, No 

independent witness has been examined in front of appellant 
nor any opportunity of cross examination has been provided to 

appellant. Both the impugned orders are based on non reading 

and' mis reading of available record.

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

appeal / representation/ revision in accordance to the rules 

which clearly shows mala fide intention thus, 
has no sanctity in the eyes of law thus the act of respondents

and regulation
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are totally based on male fide intention which clearly shows 

discrimination and undue victimization.

That the appellate authority has not provided any personal 

hearing opportunity to the appellant nor the order passed is 

speaking one.

1.

It is, therefore, most humbly prayed that on accepting 

this service appeal, the impugned orders dated 02/01/2021, 
21/06/2021, 06/07/2022f and order dated 03/08/2022 

may graciously be set aside by declaring it illegal, unlawful, 
without authority, based on mala fide, void abinitio, and 

thus not sustainable in the eyes of law and appellant is 

entitled for all back benefits of pay and service.

Any other relief not specifically prayed for but deems 

appropriate in the circumstances of the case may also be 

granted.

Through

Shahid Qayuijfi Khkttak 
Advocate Supreme Court 

of PakistanDated: 3V08/2022

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

been filed before this HonTole Forum.

AFFIDAVIT

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

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

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

this Hon’ble Tribunal.
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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL 

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR

Ser\ace Appeal No. /2022

AppellantZafar Ali

Versus

Inspector General of Police and others Respondents

ADDRESSES OFTHE PARTIES

APPELLANT

Zafar Ali Sub Inspector Police Line Karak

RESPONDENTS

1. Inspector General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar 

Additional, Inspector General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 
Peshawar

The Regional Police Officer, Kohat Region, Kohat 
District Police Officer Karak 

Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through 

Chief Secretary, Peshawar

2.

3.
4.

5.

Through

Shahidt^yujmKm ittak 
Advocate Supreme Court 

of PakistanDated: 3//08/2022
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I, IRFAN ULLAH khan D,^;
petcn! nulhonty litneby charqn you si
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................................... ■ a

All [liuspondcd) Police Lincijcom
KnrnU a; foHov/s

'A? n&i' ine fincnnny ■-yen (A li'iy I';! yHi'i':!'; ■ii' / tf'quyy Ly
SP liwesbqalion V'Ang Kamk ttm! ycm bi Znlnr Ay vAu;y y. cj-jq

FIR No. 590 note:! 16 09 2000 icaa pe 

Abdul Hakim s'o Nasib Ghuiarn tfe Warana Gnori Khe
legiSlGreti casB a-yj-yv;.,'

■r; on iF ic'enO'C-;,
Accused A'3f ebamed by the complainant m case FiR No 256 amed to.CO EOiC
Docused

iiis 302. 34 PPC PS Band Korai in dislnct Dem Ismail Knsn Ins leega: D:t

collaboration of Maddad Mohartaf and D"C PS 'Kamk
■Aa«

done with the
Funbermore, it has also been reported that you Sf took ibeosi gmtif.caPc-

amounling to Rs. 5 lac from the accused party to provide shalSc-r m the. said case. 

This slate of affair is quits adverse on ycur pan and shov.'s your malarice 
intention, disruptive behavior and mesponsibiSity in the discharge of your cmooi 

obligations being a member of discipline Force, “Ws act orr year par: is .agamst 

.service discipline and amounts to cross misconduct.

commisstonromissiDn. constaute miss-ccnciuc: 

Ruie'1975' (amendment Noti'icauon No. 355vi'Leoal.
By the reason of ycur 

under Police disciplinary 
dated 27.0S.2014) Govt: of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa., Police Depanment., you hsv:r
rendered your-seif liable to all or any of the penalties specified in Police. Ruie-

1.

1975 ibid

. therefore, required i^o submit ycur -.vritten defense widiin or-deys
to th^ enquiiy

is heresy appo.inted for the purpose, of

You are
the receipt of

A?./?.. rX.-?/;}

2,
OffeerItiis charge sheet4or

conducting enquiry.

shoiiid roach to the Enquiry' OfficerYour written defense if any 
stipulated period, failing which shall be presumed tnat you have

ex-parle action shall be taken against you

.no
wilh.ln a 
defense to put in and in that case

whathei you desire to he heard in person 
is enn'.cscyi. / •

Intimate 
A statement ol'ailegatioi

j.

A

^tested
to be true

A?
y‘X }XIll/ ^.'KauA

,/ A'.-
-W

A
«■■ ■A .

y
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....’"W
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1 IRFAN ULLAH KHAN. District Police Ofricor. Karak^as a

51 Znlar Ali (suspended) Police Linescemoeten! aiitnority. is of Uie ori'nion 
Karak hno londered himseii ioDi*; to oe prococdecl against on commilltrin the 

(c'lo'.v^no act/comniisS!on vathin the meaning o! Po'ice Disciplinary Rule-197o ,

lanendmcnt Motification Mo'

P(h'CO Denannvrfnl

13359iLcgal, dated 27 OB.201A) Govf of Kdyber

P,i'- i h'.vn

s TAT EM ENT OF ALLEGMlQ!:.j.§

•As per the findings repod of the preliminary enquiry conducted by 

S?^ Invesl'ga'.ion Wing Karak that St Zalar Ali while posted ns SHO PS Karak 

recistered ease FIR Nrj' 590 dated 16 09.2020 u/s 15AA PS Karak. against

r,/o Nasib Ql-tula'm r/o VVarana Ghari Khel on ill intention 

Accused was charged by the complainant in case FIR No. 256 dated 16.09.2020 

24 PPG PS Band Korai in district Dera Ismail Kltan. This illegal act was .

of Maddad Moharror and DFC PS Karak.

accused Abdul HaKim
Tv. t

u/5 302,
done v.'i'h- the collaboration 
Furthermore, it has also been reported that SI took Illegal gratiricaUon amounting 

5 lac from the accused party to provide shelter in the said case. This slateto Rs.
fjf affair is quite arjverse nn his part and sho'.vs his mala6de intention, disruptive

behavior and ifre.sponsibility in the discharge of his otFieiat obligations being a 

member of discipline Force. This act cn tiis part is against service discipline and 

amcunis to gross misconduct.."

/?<-/? ./?.The. enquiry Otdeers 

accerdanoe v/iih provision of the Police Rute-1975 (amendment Notification No

in

uBSS-'Legal, dated 27.08.2014) Govt: of Khyber Pakhtiinkhwa, Police Department 

may provide reasonable apponunity of hearing to the accused olficlat, record his 

finding and make within lO-days of the receipt of this order, recommendation as 

to pumsf'irpent or other appropriate action against the accused,

The accused olficinl shall join the proceeding on the date, time arisl 

place fr/ed by thr^ enquiry officer

2.
\,

.4'
r.,\

•'ll.

District Police.df6cer, Karak
/2020. '^V'/f-I ECfEtiq),, dated A ' ___ INo ,.2.i

Copy lo','
1, The enquiry Officers for irMiuting procmyding nnainst Iho nccusocf un|ler 

tfie Provision of the* F‘olico nirsfapltnary Futile-1975 (iUhe;«prv;^
No hFtEn.'hegnl dated 27 08 2.014') Govt of Khyber^^- 

' Department
2 St Zafar A!i (sustKrndedl Poheo I..ine5 Karak

Nil tn
liceVi

ATTESTED
to be true Copy
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'I'hc Regional Police Officer, 
Kohat Region, Kohaf

o;

THROUGH PROPER CHANNET.
SUBJECT REPRESENTATION

Respected Sin

With cine respect, appellant submit representation against the ■' 

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

dated 02;01.2021 vide which penalty of reduction in'pav for hvo 

years has been awarded to appellant.

FACTS:

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

Officer Karak City appellant and two others were rendered to 

departmental charges on the basis of registration of wrong case 

vide. FIR No:: 590 dated • 16.09.2020 li/s 15AA' Police Station 

: • Karak-, ■ .
2.‘ ■ That appellant defended the charge and contended that registration 

of any case does not amount to misconduct, because wrong case
could be easily cancelled, but nonrregistration of a .case is serious .

. . misconduct. I-Iowever.the departmental proceeding culminated in 

passing ;the impugned order, hence this representation on the 

following grounds.

GROUNDS

1 hat the impugned penalty is not clear because reduction: a. m pay
lor two year without specifying the quantum of reduction'does-not

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

set aside,

b. That, the whole departmerital file was proposed in violation of law 

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

: applicant: No chance and opportunity of cross examination of any : 

, ' witness was provided to appellant. / )

attested
to be Irue Copy
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That the enquiry officer had based his opinion on assessment and ; 

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

of the charges and his finding report that wrong registration of;, 
case without any inala-fide motive does iiot. fall within the ambit 

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

the supervisory officer are posted with sole object of rectifying . 

any non-culpable wrong allegedly committed by the subordinate 

officer.. That good performance of appellant'have iiof taken into ■ 

account before passing the impugned order. Major penalty was 

imposed on appellant for commission of nO.wrqng....

It is tlierefore, requested that the impugned order may be set-aside 

with.all back benefits.

■c.

1

Dated:. 05.03.2021

' ^ Thanks

. Yours obediently, . •
. '

- •• .
Zafar A(i_3«Wnspect6l 

. Police Lines, Kafak',
:•.

. I

. ;

••1

• - 1
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ounKR.

^ ^'•'*^1 iHspose of ti dcpiirlnil'ntnl appciil
-•Ml of Opcraiion SialT Kumk

movcil.DlTg: SI /(ilnr 
against the piinLshmcnl order, pnsseci hy i)PO Kara vide Oli

/

^^o. dated O-.01.2021 whereby he was awarded major piinishiiicnl of reduction in .pay 

on the aileganons of charging an aeeiised in case FIR No, 5‘)0. dniedfor t^vo years
16.00.^020 a-'s 15'.*\A PS Ran\k while he was already ehiirged i 
16.00._0^0 ws 302, .14 PPC PS Band Korai at district D.l.Khan.

in cn.se Flli. No. 256. dated ■ >'

Comments as well as relevant record were requisitioned from DPO 

Knnik and perused. The appellant was al.so heard in person in O.R held .in thi.s oirice 

16.06.2021. During hearing the appellant did nof advance any plausible explanation in h^* 

delense to pawe his innaccnce.

on

.Above in view, the undersigned reached to the conclusion dial the 

allegations leveled against. die nppellnnl arc. fully proved and the same has also been 

established by the E.O in his findings. From the perusal of relevant record, it. trunspire.s that
• the registration of FTRs injbolh districts probably with thc dilTcrencc of one and half hour is
• full of doubts and cannot be. considered mere a genuine coincidence. Therefore, his appeal

being devoid of merits is hereby rejected
Order Announced 
16.06.2021

• *'

M
(MOHAMMAD Zkimi ALI) PSP 

Region Pwice,Officer, . 
Kohat Region.

7 j 7EC. dated Kohat the 2/
Copy to District Police Officer, ; Karnk ^^^ 

necessary' action w/r to his office Memo: No. 3533/EC, dated 17.05.2021. His ScrN-ice 
Record containing 02 Service Booksy& Fauji Missal is returned herewith.

. .:/2021No

(lYLOHAMMAlW
Region I^Hcc Oflicer,

Kohal Region.

AFAR ALT) PSP
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'I'he Inspector General of Police, 
Khybcr. Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar

THROUGH PROPER CHANNEL

o; -

tHi.lECT:- REVISION PETITION UNDER RULE 11-A OF KP 
PO!MCE RULES 1975 fAMENDED 2014L

Respected Sir,

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

Police Officer Karak dated 02.01.2021 vide which penalty ofDistrict
reduction in pay for two years was imposed on petitioner and orders of 

Officer ICohat dated 21.06.2021 vide , which theRegional Police
representation of petitioner lodged against the aforementioned order of

Disirict I'olice Officer Karak was rejected.

F.4C'rS:
That petitioner which posted as Station House Offeer Karak was rendered to, 

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

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

vvas also involved in case FIR. No. 256 dated 16.09.2020 ,U/s 302/34 PPG 

Police Station Band Korai District Dl Khan 

That the accuse affestedjiil case Fir No/5 District Karak was arrested In I; ' 

case FlR No. 256L>istnct5rKhan airtd he iS;Shifle(i;to Judicial Lockup. The jg T 

s >velf as high .courts/hasTeyected his ;bail petition i

plea of alibi v,'as reported rnan^^^^^
Tliat petitioner; condemned the lower authorities',that the impugned action on

riianipulated by the lower subordinate. and

lower courts as

3.
the past of petitioner was 

involvement of the' ariLsted. accuse in murder case was supported- by

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

'fhal the reference of petitioner was neither taken into account by the lower 

appellate authority and the impugned orders were passed henceauthority nor 

this revision petition on the following gi-ounds:

ATTESTED 
. to be true Copy
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GROUNDS:

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

and tacts on record on lower authority and appellate authority did 

iiot proper evaluate the Facts and evidence on record. The alleged ■ 

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

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

the interrupts ofproviding law and Rules.and natural justice; ;

That accuse charges in murder case of another district was aiTested and 

he is still behind the bar and the authorities did notconsidered the action 

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

e\'idcncc of murder case by manipulating plea of alibi, but his-plea was 

failed. Therefore, the impugned penalty has wrongly been imposed 

petitioner.

T'hat the authorities has not specifed the stages of reduction in 

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

to -be set aside.. - ■ ' ■ -j,

'fhat the good performance rendered by petitioner during posting ' 

period as Station House Officer were ignored and the impugned 

prder Were passedion the basis of no evidence; ■ ; •

.That the enquiry was conducted against law and Rules and no fair; ;

- opportunity was provided to appellant, therefore the impugriedd' 

orders are not siiistainable.' ■ . ■ ; ty f f ^

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

'■ . \md petitioner revised dossier may be cleared from stigma Of .major;penalty
please.-

a.

b.

on

- d.
1

Dated: 01.07.202! 

Thanks, - .
j

Yours obediently,

iCW Khan . \ 
. AGO S.B Karak f

. 1).
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OFFICE OF THE
INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLrCE

KHYBER PAKTITUNKHWA 
PESHAWAR.

• !
i m■ vl

1

!'
ORDER

''-I •■
■;

■'This order is„ , “ ■“I'P”® “f Pelition „„d„ Rule' I i-a „r Kliyber

n,c pMitioner was awarded punishment of reduetlon'in pay |r two
Officer, Karak vide OB Nn. 559, dated 02.11.2021 

preliminary eiiquiry conducted 
Police Station ICarnk regi.slered

y-:.

years by District Police
the allegations that as per finding report of the ■ 

by Superintendent of Police,-Investigation. Karak, he while posted

, ,,, , . ' ^’•'’5.2020 u/s 15-p\W Police Station Karak agai
auCu.hCd rahdul Makim .s/o.Na.sib Ghulam r/n Warnna Ghari Khcl
complainant in ca.se FIR No. 256, dated

on

as SMO

agaiirsl
on ill intention. Accused was charged by the 

, 16.09.2020 u/s 302, 34 PPG Police' Station Band Korai at district
ns , lognl .net w.-rr done will, the cdblmm.lon of Mnddad Moharmrilmd DFC Police SBIion K«,»k 

«' .ermnm,,, I,,, .,!» been repor.ed ,1,.-,, the iretitione, took illes.l srotmeioo n„,o,,„,i„„ R, 5 ,.,o from
I.C accused party in provide .shelter in the .said ca.se. His appeal 

Kohal vide order End.sl; No. 9471/EC, dated 21.06.2021.

DIKhan.

rejected by Regional Police Officer.was
;■

Meeting of ihe Appellate Board 'vas held on 29.06.2022,-wherein the petitioner was presen Iand heard in detail.

allegations against the petitioner
l et,tinner failed to advance any plausible explanation in f - ^

that his revision petition is hereby rejected

were proved.
m rebuttal of the charges, Therefore, the Board decided '

as wiihnut merit.

Sd/-
SABTR AHMED, PSP 

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

—/22, dated Peshawar, the u / '^ nm-)

Copy of the above is forwarded to the:
: 1- I^egional Police Officer. Knhat.

No. SI

i '

: Depmy la,pee,0, Qeheml of Police, SpeeW Bmncb, Khyber kfcbiphkhwh, Pe,,beWn,. Two '
■ Serwee Book, and one enpuio. file (770 pages) of ,he above named appcllam rcecivcd vide vom- '

ofnee Memo: No. 7038/EB, dared 22,09-.202I ia re,urned here,viO, for you,office record ' ' 
T-:, 3. District Police Officer, Karak.'■

I : 4. f SO to IGP/Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, CPO Peshawar.

. 0. Pa to AddI: IGP/HQrs: Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

PA to DIG/HQrs; Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.^
7;:,'Office Supdt; E-III, CFO Peshawar..'

, 8. Officer concerned. . ’

V

• !
■ ...6

; •

(DR/z^Emifen) PSP
AIG/Establi^Tienl,

, For Inspector General of Police, 
Khyber Palchtunkhwa, Peshawar. '
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KHN HKIt I‘AKm U.NKlIWA 
Cunlrnl I’olict omcc, I’cnhuwar.

/ll, (t.iii’il I’rj^linwiiF {lie / f S /2(II2.

r.UAK OF

No. s/ I9i1.c

To: ’Hie Deputy Inspector General ofFolice.
Special nranch, Khyber Paklitiinkhwa. 
reshawnr.

MritCV AIMM'.AL AGAINST Till- PIINISHMI NT.

!
O J

Subject;

Memo:

i

Please refer to your office Memo: No. TIjT/EB. dated 13.07.2022.
Tbe Competent Aulhoritv has e.xamined and filed the ntcrcy petition

submitted by SI Zafar!
Ali No. 123/K against the punishment of reduction in pay for two 

years awarded by District Police Officer. Karnk vide OB No. 559. dated 02.01.2021.
I!

Hie applicant may plea.se be infomicd iiccordingly.
/

I

/'
/

INOOR AFGHAN) 
Registrar,

For Inspector General orPolicc. 
Khyber l*akhtuiikh\wt, Peshawar.■A'
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Doted JJ„^2020
J'-

FINAL 5IIOW CAUSE HJDIICE,

IRFAN ULLAH KHAN. District Police Olficer Knrnk ar. r.ofr,petent authoriv/
SI Zofnr All llio flion SHO PS Karak

I
under the Police Rtite-tor’s hereby serve you 
(now iiiuler siispctrslon n» Poliee Linos Karak) as lnlto’<v -

That conscciueni upon the corniiielion of n.K,uiry conducted oynrost you 

ny Enquiry Ollicnrs Mr. All Khan. SDPO Karak.

and fccotumendahon of the EnquiP/ Officer 

, including your defense before 

proved and you have committed

2 On going through Iho finding
and m.i‘trrlals on lha record and other connected pap-urs 

the said Enquiry Olficer. the charge against you were i 
the lolluwing acts / omiss.iorr specified in Police Rule-f Dr5 •

- conducted by 

as SHO PS Kara?:
-As por the findings report of the preliminary enquiry 

SP Investigation Wmg Karok lhat you SI Zafar Ah vvh.ie posted i
550 dated 1G.092020 u/s t5Ad\ PS Karak agamstregistered case FIR No, 

accuserl Abdul Hakim s/o Nasib Ghulam r/o Warana Gliari Khe! on ill intention

FIR No. 255 dated 16 09 2020Accused was charged by the complainant in case 
u's 302, 3d PPG PS Band Koral in district Dsra Ismail Khan This illegal act was

Moharrar and DFC PS Karak.done v.'ith ihr^ collaboration o( Madciad 
Furthermore, it has also been reported that you SI look illegal gratification

amounting to Rs. 5 lac from the accused party to providoiShelter in the said case, 

this stale of affair is quite .adverse on your part and shows your malafide 

intefilion, disruptive beliavior and irresponsibility in the discharge, of your cfTicral 

obligations being a member of discipline Force. Thrs act on your pari is against 

service discipline and amoutils lo gross misconduct.

As, a resuti. thereof ,1. as competent authority, have tentatively decided 

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

You arc; Ihercforr.;. required lo Shove Cause as to why the .aforesaid 

penally should not be imposed upon you, also intimate whether you desire to be heard 

in person

If rio reply lo Ihis Notice is received wiihin Seven (07) days of its delivery 

in me ntprmal course of circumstances, it will bo cnnsitlered/presumed that you have 

no defense lo put in and in thal case aOvninst you..

Ificei is enclosed0 Cqpy of’
■\>

A 'h
District Pptice Officer. Karak





■ ■ V", ■................. - v—.;: '-:;;'
■■■’ '■ 'r,\:,v.':'.V.;’ “ .•.Tr rjas*

-u..
i

. I

'1 / 5. 5or/' 1/J'^i / v
7

i
i

£
/-(J,A-" !//' f

0/:
i'

I

r//^ Cw I r/r;r^//^____'

I iyA{Jl7Ujiif‘j.u^.

/•
-'v-' / •*

y

|■'■fc*(lJil.^

[>■ iiijJjJ/ (Ji J injj L -;

t

1
ji >t/'I

’1'

/> /lii/ijjij!! uyu^i^^

;

'J ^ [JyM L ^ t

/ j^UUyrJ-J'T?-b>Tj,-

/
\

1

a ox.•„.20^,
i\ j

•V—i: .*11 <il0. 'J ^Ji i •:•■.

,-• ■

•>i
/'4 'l^ry- . r•r v\

! ■
;■•:

Ad j -

;-


