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The appeal of Mr. Zafar Ali presented today by Mr. Shahid Qayyum |
Khattak Advocate. It is fixed for preliminary hearing before Single Bench at
Peshawar on . Notices be issued to appellant and his counsel for

the date fixed.

By the drder of Chairman
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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWAPESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. /2022
Zafar Ali Sub Inspector Police Line Karak ............ococooiil Appellant
Versus

Inspector General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar
2. 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 ... 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 sct aside by declaring it illegal, unlawful,
without authority, based on mala fide, void abi‘nitio and thus
not sustamnable in the eyes of law and appellant is entitled

for all back benefits of pay and service
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Respectfully Sheweth;

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

( Copy attached as Annexure “A”)

2. That thereafter inquiry wasv 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”) |

3. 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”)

4. That thereafter, the appellant filed revision peL/ition ( 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” & “F”)

S. 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:

a. 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 ecjually without jurisdiction, hence the same

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




h.

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.

That during enquiry proceedings none was examined in suppért
of the charges leveled against appellant neither has proper
opportunity of hearing been provided to appellant. No
éllegations rnentiongd above are practiced by the appellant nor

proved against him through any cogent reason or evidence.

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.

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.

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 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.

That respondent No. 3 and 2 has not decided the departmental
appeal / representation/ revision in accordance to the rules
and regulation which clearly shows mala fide intention thus,

has no sanctity in the eyes of law thus the act of respondents




are totally based on male (ide intentien which clearly shows

discrimination and undue victimization.

1. That the appellate authority has not provided any personal
hearing opportunity to the appellant nor the order passed is

speaking one.

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 abinitiq, 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 alsc be

granted.
/;MK
Through

Shahid Qayurh KhAttak
Advocate Supreme Court

- Dated: 31/08/2022 of Pakistan

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

been filed before this Hon’ble Forum.
Advodate

AFFIDAVIT

I, Zatar 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

Service Appcal No. /2022

Zalar AL o

Versus

Inspector General of Police and others ...........

. ADDRESSES OFTHE PARTIES

APPELLANT

Zafar Ali Sub Inspector Police Line Karak

RESPONDENTS

...................... Appellant

................... Respondents

Inspector General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar

2. 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

Through

Dated:  371/08/2022

“f

v

Appellant’ - s

ShahidQayymKhwattak
Advocate Supreme Court
of Pakistan
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gompstent authonty hareby charga vmy gy Zalar At o

aly il

Suspended) Police Linas
- [ AR

YR

Karak as follows -

“AS pEr e Iingmns epon ol y .
SP hnvestgation Vng Karak thial you 5i Zata

~

reqistered case FIR No. 58

fon}

date

acensed Abdul Hakim slo Nasib Ghulam

Accuspd was charged by the cemplainant in case FIR Mo

ws 302, 34 PPC PS Band Korar i s ret Oera laman Krnan Tr

done with the collaboration of HKiaddad Kokartar and DFS P8 ke

o mamak
Furthemmore, it has also been reported that you Sitodk regs! gratfizatzn

amounting to Rs. 5 lac from the accussd party to provide shalier i the sand cass
This state of affair is quite adverse on your pant and shows your malafize
intention. disruptive tehavior and aresponsibility in'the discharge ol your chicip!
obligations being a men uber of disciphne Force This act on your part s a3aing

service discipline and amaunts to gross miscenduct.”

1. By the reasen of your commissionfomission, conshiuta MURs.Condull
under Police discipinary Rule-1975 (amencment Motification o, 385%iLegal

dated 27.08.2014) Govt: of Khyber Parhtunkhwa, Pclice Dzpanmant. you hiave
renderad vour-self liable to alt or any of the penalties specifisd in Police Ruis-
1975 ihid.

2. You are, therefore, required 19 submit yodr written defensg within G7-days
of the re,em' of this charge shesl I t:é enquiry  Officar

-

VAV AR AN f/L"Z/} is hereby appointed for the purese of

conducling enquiry,

Your wiitten defense if any shoujd reach to e Enguiry Ofcer »

within 2 stipulated pericd, failing which shatl pe gresumed 1aal yoy have o8

that case ex-parte action shall ba raken aganst you

defense to putin and in!

3.

I

LA%Y
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DISCIPLINARY ACTION
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(7)

|, IRFAM ULLAH KHAM. District Police Officer. Karak,as a
competent autnarnty. 15 0f m&a upninn S Zalar Ali {suspended) Police Lines
Karak has readared himseli fiain: o ne proceeded against on comrnitting the
[olimweng AZhCOmmission vithin the meaning of Police Disciplinary Rule-1975
fnmondment Haubeation Moo 38500Legal, dated 27 08.2014) Gour of Khyber

Pavituns e Poicn Denanment

~i

~fos par the findings r2per of the praliminory ¢ quiry conducied by
P lovestgatan Wing Karak that St Zalar Ali while posted as SHO PS Karax
regigtered case FIR Moo 530 dat ed 16.09.2020 ws 15AA PS Karak against

5]

cousert Abgul Harimn 50 Nasib C;hu!arn tfo Warana Ghar Khet on ill intention.

Accused was charged by the complainant in case FIR No. 258 dated 16.08.2020

gdome wiath. the

collaharation of Maddad Moharrar and DFC PS Karak.
Furthermare, it has aleo been reported Lhat Sl took ilegal gratification amounting
% 44

15 Pz, § lac from the accused party to provide shelter in the said case, This state

of sfian

behawgr and irresponsivility in the discharge of his official ebligations being a
mamber of disciphing Force. This act an his pant is against service discipline and

amounts 1o gross misconduct.”

Tha enquity Officers _ /7 S-/.:’ 0l

by

in
azoordancs with provision of the Folice Rule-1975 (amendment Notification No.
3859 egal,

cal, dated 27.08.2014) Gowt of Khyber Pakhiunkhwa, Police Department
M3y provile Fc

sonable upponumty of heanng 10 the accused officlal, record his,
finting and mare within 10-days of the receint of this order, rer:mnmend‘ition as
to punishirment or other appropriate aclion aganst the accused,

2. Tha accused olficial shall join the proceeding en the date, lim

€ and
placr firng by the enguiry officer

District F'mhc.u O‘t’cm Karak
Mo SA JECIEng), dated 4 A 12020, '/ :
Copy o

The enguiry Officers for i fating procevdmg against the accused unglie
thes Proasion of the Poling s

hnary Rula-1975 taane 3y ”WZ}
Mo aRaun pgal dated 27 08 20145 Govt of }f\lwnebi A VAl

e’
{onpnrtment } s —
ATTESTED

1 Zatar Al (suspended) Pober Lings Karalk
to be true Copy

2 PPC PS Band Korai in district Dera Ismail Khan. This illegal act was .

¢ iz guite adverse an his part and shows his malafide intention, disruplive

oy

-

13
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SUBJECT:-

, Olhcu I\ara!\ Clty appellant and two oth\.x verc reﬂd ed to

)

~The Regional Police Officer, - A«
“'_I\Ohﬂ[ RLOIOH I\Ohal : o

* THROUGH PROPER CHANNEL

" RT EPRESENTATION
Respected Sir,

With due respect. appellant submit representation against the

“order of learned District Police O'I’lﬁccf Kahk béarind OB N'o 559

lelLd 02:01.2021 v1dc which penalty of rcducllon in ])'l\’ for lwo .

years has been mmuded to ”lppcllant

FACT‘S

- llmL in the year 2020 appellanl was posted as Statlon IIouse,r. .

' dcpalimcntal chaxocs on thc ba51s of rcglsuatlon of wrong case

”“v1dc llR No 59() datcd 16 09.2020" u/s - ]5AA PO]J(.C Station

|

: _I\'ll"ll\ N )
T hat appcllant dcl ended the chax gc and comcndcd ﬂnt xcglstratlon ) L
of anv Casc does not amounl 10 mxsconduct becwse wr Tong case: -

~ could bu easily. ancellecl buL non- reglstrallon of a. casc is serious .-

. mxsconduct Howcvcr the departmcnta] pmccedmg culmumted in

passmg the xmpucncd ordel hence this leplesenlatlon on the

followmﬂ grounds

"GROUNDS

. “and 1ules no one was emmmed asa thnuss in. presuu.t, of - R
R apphcant No chancc and opportumtv of cross C\ammatmn ol anv 3

. witness de Prowdcd to: a'pe“/WD

lhat the ““Pl”l“(’vd penalty is not C|C'll' bccause 1educUon m pay o
for lwo yem \\/llhOUl bpcmfymo the qmmtum of lCC]ULl]Oﬂ docs not |

- serve the pu1pose Thelcfoxc the 1mpugned order IS worth to be

qet a';ldc

- That lhc wholc d(.pdrlmental hlc. ‘was proposed n vxolahon of’ la\v

. wﬁ

'CQ“ TESTED -
lﬁ;—‘;)e true COPY

. o SET R
W
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That the enquiry officer h'ld Based his opihion on a'sse's'sment and
- the enquiry olhcc1 failed to bnng any cv1dencc on hlc in support
- of the charges and his lmdmg report that wrong rcglsnauon off."_ .

(.J%t. wnt} out any- mala fide motive does not lall w1thm thc ambit

of commission of mxss—conducl.' ,"Io érror is a human being and . - N

the \SLlpCI"ViSOT}/' officer are posted' with sole object of fccti‘l’yi|1g
any..1'1011;c111p°|lale wrong- aflcoecll)’ committed by the'subordinaté
officer.. That crood performance of appellam havc hot hl\en mlo o
accotmt before passing the 1mpuoned order. Ma or pcnalty was j‘

; lmp()\(.d on-appellant for commlsmon of no w1 omz S | A | ’
It is therefore, requested that the lmpuoncd order may bc qet-'lsmiei: “

with.all back benefits. -

* Dated: 05.03.2021

| ‘:'T;hdnké‘_'ﬂ: o

g

:' __ .Yoﬁr_s obed-ieht]y.,'__' -

7ala1A1 ) RO
Pollce mes Karal\,'
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A Ali This order will d‘“!’“\‘-‘ af n dcpmtmtlm\l nppcul muvul ()l‘l;_., N /u!ur
\ of Opcr'umn b!‘lﬂ Karnk ugum\! (hc

punishment order, passed by DPO Kard vide O o
No. \\Q ddlcd 02.01.200 thmbv he . : L

r was awarcled muiuf punishment of rcd.t‘utlnn in ‘P"" .
or two years on the nllc

\mon\ of charging an l\LLU'SL‘d i1
1 ense FIR N, 590, - i
16.09.2020 LL/q 5. ¢ 0, i uul

| AAPS I\umk while he was already Lhurgcd in cuse FIR Nn ”% dnu.d RN
6.09.2020 w's 302, 34 ppC P\ Band }\urm nl (Imnu D.L !\hnn

Comments as well as relevant n.mrd were. n.qumtmnul Irum DI’() g
}\url.k an \ | g
d perused. The uppellant was also heard. in pt.rann m 'O.R held in. this office. on L

a0
16.06.2021. During hearing the nppullnnl dxd not advance any pluuxlblc explunation in hw
defense to prove hts innocence. '

f\bovu in \*u.w lhc undt,rs:;,m.d rc.m.hcd to thc canclusion thm the =
‘ '\llq,ulmns leveled uuunsl tlu nppellum are. hsllv pmvud and. the same hns also huui v
established by the E:O in his ﬁndmgs From the pc.rusul of relevant record, n “{ronspires ﬂml
. the reuslmuon of FIRs in’both dlSlnle pmbublv with the: dlﬂcn.m.c of one 'xnd half hour-is ol
R full of douhts nnd cannot ‘be_considéred mere o gt.numu comudcm.c Thuclon. his appeal
. ',-"'bgm&, dgvmd ofmerus is hemby rcjcctcd L ‘

Order Announccd
“ 16406, 2021

/2021 AR AT
RS : Copy o Dlsmct Pohce Ofﬁcer. Kardk . for miormauon nnd .

| ncu.ssary acnon w/r to his office Memo: No. 3533/EC, dated 17.05.2021, His Scrv\u: { :
- Record contalmne 02 Service Book Fi 'mjl Missal is retumcd hcrcthh S

o e

(MOHAMMA AFARALD) PSP .
Region olice.Officer,
| lxohat Ruglon

(MOIIAMMA FARALDPSP. .

o ': chmn jee Officer, @ i

I Kohatchmn \
No. ?\‘17/ /EC datchohatthe 2"»
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SUBIECT:-

pl(.d ol d.hbl »\,as‘rcportcd m'mlpulated

L

The Inspectm Genclal ofPollce '
I\hvbcx quxmun}\hwa Peshawar

THROUGH PROPER CHANNEI

REVISION PET[TION UNDER RULE 11- A OI" KP

'POLICE RULES 1975 (AMENDED 2014). o

Rubpu_lcd ’Slr

Pwtmnu vcr\ humbly submits a 1cwslon pcmxon for. ralsmo thc oxdcns of

D]mm Police Officer Karak dated - 02.01.2021 vide \Vthh penalty of

reduction in pay for two years was imposed on pCUthI‘lCr and OI‘dGlS of

Regional  Police  Officer  Kohat dated 21. 067021 vidé . which thc

yL "E !

& A o B

lcplwcnmlxon ol pctmonm ‘lodged wamst thc aforcmcntloned ordcx oi

stu ict Police Ofﬁccr Karak was rejecied. -
FACTS

That lelUOﬂG! whw‘h postcd as Slatlon Ilouse Ofﬁccx I\'U'alx was 1cndcrcd to

dlsuphnaly actlon on chalges of 1uglst1at10n of case FIR No 590 dated .

I() 09 ”070 ws: 15AA Pollce Stallon Kaxak as the above menuoned as casc .' —_

was also’ mvolved m case FIR No: 256 dated 16 09 2070 u/s 302/34 ppc
_ Pohce btatxon Band Kmal Dlstnct DI Khan R ' e

DI Khm

'thL past of pctltmncr was, mampu]ated by thc lower subordmale and

imolvc.mc.nt of' thc anestcd accuse in- murder casc \vas supportcd by

o puumner which hxled hlS nehrlous desngns oflmmpuhted ple'l of ’ﬂlbl

dLlthHlV nor appcllale authority and the 1mpu2ned ordcm were passcd hence
lhlc rwmon pumon on the I‘ollowmg gounds c Q
ATTESTE D

to be true Cop)

helxs shxﬁed 10 Tudlcxal 'Lockup The fi

lhal thc a(.cuse drresled :m casc TIr No 590 Dlstnct Karak was arrestcd m o
. case nR No vss st

| llmt pult]oner condemned the lower authormes that the 1mpuoncd acllon cm e

) That the xcicncncc ot pcutloncr was ncnher takcn mto ﬂccount by thc lower




GROUNDS g, AR

Q. l hat the 1mpugned oxders have been passed agamst the law rules

.'}mcl lacts on record on lower authorlty and appellate 'mthonty d1d
'.nnt proper cvaluatc the lacts 'md evidenceé « on recoxd Thc alleged _
“action on the past by the petmoncr was not culpablc and awalcl of :
harsh and major pcnalty on chargcs of non- culpablc action is agamsl
(he mtumpls of prov \dmc ]aw and Rules and llatUI’llJUSthC :
he ‘I'hat accuse chiar ges in mu1dcn case of another dlstnct was arr eslcd and o
he is still behind the bar and the authormes did not. consrdered lhe acllon;j ‘
ol pumonu Thc accusc uwcd in murder made attempl of spoxlma the
evidence of murder case by manipulating plea of alibi, but his plea was
failed. Therefore, the impugrled penally has wrpng'ly been imposed on.
petitioner. ' ‘ _
C. That the authoritics has not ‘ipCClﬁCdl the stages'ol‘reddclioﬁ ‘ixl :
pay. Flmr(.lore the nnpnened ordcr 18 bad in law, lhereforc wmth .
to-be set aside.. : | | | |
o, ‘ Ilm the cood p(:l l ormance rcnclc1cd by petl‘uoner durmg postmg |

'pu iod as Slallon llouse Ofﬁcer were 1gn01ed 'md the 1mpugncd

- order were passed on the b"lSlS of no. ev1dencc e
L "That the enqmry was conductcd agamst law 'md Rulcs and no fau
SN oppm tumlv was })l ov1ded to appellant thex efore the 1mpugned

‘orders are nol suslamable

' lt is 1hc1cfmc rcqucsted that thc 1mpuwncd oxdcr may be rchsed R B

. .md pelmonex 1evmed do'ssxcr may bc clcarcd from stlgma of ma]or pem“y’ L

: plw\.e Do o ',',f‘ TR

Datul Ol 07 ’7071
Thanl ‘

*Yours obediently,

AGO s B Kar ak o




. OTFICI' OTTIIE :
INQPI‘CTOR GENERAL OF P()LICI‘
" KHYBER T’AI\HTUNKIIVVA o
PESHAWAR. '

@ A : [\,),])’VJ)LLL){L

ORDTR

4 _ I'hls order is hercby passcd to dlspose of Rcwsnon Pelmon undm Rulc H A oF Khyhcr
'P'lkhll]l‘l]\h\Vd Palice Rulc-l975 (nmcnded 20]4) submltted by Sub- lnspcctor J.lfm- AliNo. 123/K.
- The petitioner was’ a\"alded pumshment of reduction in pay for lwo years by Dmtnct Palice
O*chr Karak "vide OB No. 559, dated 02.11 2021 on the allegations llm as per f‘ndmg repoxt of the
plclnmmry enquiry canducted hy Superintendent of Pnhce Inchtlgalmn Karal\ he while posted as SHQ.
Police Station Karak registered case I'IR No. 590, daled 16.09. 7020 u/s lS-AA Pollce Statmn Karak apainst
accused Ahdul Hakim s/o Nasib Ghulam #/o Warana Ghari Khel onill’ mtenlmn Accused was charged by the
complamanl in case FIR No. 256, dated 16.09. 2020 u/s 302, 34 PPC PO[]CC Station Band Korai ot district
DII\han This illegali act was done with the col[aboratuon of Maddad Moharrar: 'md DFC Police Smhon Karak.
F mthcrmmc it has nlqn been reported that LhC ]JCll[lOl’lCr look 1ch.al plauﬁcatlon 'mmun(mn to T{q 3 lac from
the accused party ta provide shelter in the said case, His appcal was xc;ccl“d b\ Regional Paljce Off'ccr
Kohat vlde arder Endst; Na, 9471/EC, dated 21.06.2021. ‘

Mecting of the /\pchn(c Board was held on 29.06. 5.2022, wherein the (Jétitiolwcl' was present
md heard in detait, . . B , :

‘ Perusal of cnqmrv papers reveals that the allegations againf;l' ‘t;l{e_.pctilion'cr‘were-p‘rovvéd.:
I‘cmmncr failed to advance any pl'nmb]c C\planatmn in rebuttal of the chatgcs. Therefore, the Board decided
that his revision petition is hereby rejected s without merit. . B

Sd/-
SABIR AIIMFD PSP

Additional Inspector General of Police,.
HQrs: l\hybcr Pa]\hmnl\hwa chlnwcn

No. s/ /(7/0 (/-// /22, dated "Peshawar'the ‘6/ /2022,

Copy of the above is forwarded tothe: . - .

Do Regional Palice Officer, Kohat

[S I

Deputy Impcctor Geneml of Poltcc Specnal Branch, I\hyber Pal\htunl\hwa Pc:hawar Two.
Service Bool\e and one enquu‘y file (770 pages) of the above named appcllanl ICCCIVCd vide your.
. office Memn No 7038/FB dated 22.09. 2021 is retumed herewith’ Fol ‘your of ice record. -

3 District Pohce Officer, Karal\ ' ! | , * :
] 4 'PSO to IGP/Khybcr Pakhtunkhwa CPO Feshawar . L
‘_:.5.-‘PA to Add: IGP/HQ:S Khybcr Pakhtunkhwa Pcshawar o , L

PAto’ DIG/IIOrs Khybcr Pakhtunkhwa Peslmwar '
:."_OIch Supdt -, CPO Peshawar,. '

. 8. Officer cancerncd, ,

LN

y ;; e
,W 407
- (mz ;tykma-wam) PSP

» “ Al /Estabh:.sj,mcnl
E . For Inspector General of Police,
I\hybcr Pakhlunkhwa Peshawm
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QFFICE OF THe
INSPEC TOR GENERAL OF

}\'ll\'l!!i’.R PAKHTUNKIIWA
Central Police OQffice, Peshawar,

—_— No. s/ q'% 4' - 22, dated Peshawar the €21 0= 2022,
To: ] — . 7
The Deputy lmpcctor General of Police, "‘,( S* {;.\ /
Special Branch, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, ' ST
1’“‘\‘“\\? , , 55 - od e
Subject: MERCY APPEAL AGAINST THE PUSISUMENT. |
Memo-

Please refer 1o your office Memo: No. 7137/EB, dated 13.07.2022

The Competent Authority has examined and filed the mercy - petition

submi . . ' . . . e , .
, bmitted hy S} Lafar Ali No. 123/K against the punishment of reduction in pay for two

years awarded by District Police Officer, Karak vide OB No. 359, dated 02.01.2021,

The applicant may please be informed ugcordingly.

(NOOR AFGHAN)
" Repgistrar,

. For Inspector General of Police,
MKh)’bcr Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar,
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FINAL SHOW CAUSE HOTICE.

b

| IRFAN ULLAH KHAN. District Pohce Oiticer, Karak as compatant ahonty

1.
alar All the then SHO PS HKarak

undat the Police Rubka-1975 hereby setve you Sl Z

{now under suspension ot Palice Lings Karak) as lollovw -
That conseaguint upon the complelion of enguirg conducted puest You

ny Enqury Qticers Mr. Ali Khan, SDPO Karak.

- = cpug O 66
and recotnmendahon of the Enquify O ftimey

and matetials on the record and othet connected papers including your ¢ elense before

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

the Toliowing acls / onussion sg.nef;lfied in Police Rule-1575:

“As per the findings report of the pretiminary enquity condictad by

SF Investigation Wing Karok that you Sl Zafar Al wiile posted as SHO PS rarax

registered case FIR No 580 dated 16.00 2020 u/s 15AA PS Karak against
het on ill intgnticn

accused Abdul Hakim sfo Masib Ghulam r/o Warana Ghari K
Accused was charged by the complainant in case FIR No. 255 dated 16.08 2026
25

uls 302, 34 PPC PS Band Koral in district Dara Ismail Khan This Megal act v

dons  with the  coflaboration ol Waddad Moharrar and DFC PS Karak,

Furthermore. it has also been reported that you S! took illegal gralification

amounting to Rs. 5 lac from the accused party 10 provida,sheliar in the said case.

This stale of affair is quitc adverse on your part and shows your malafide

intenticn, disruptive behavior and irresponsibility in the discharge of your cffical
chligations bieing a member of discipline Force. Thiz act on your par is agains!

service discipline and amounts lo gross misconduct.”

_ As a result thareol | as competent autharidy, have tentatively decided
io impase upan you the penalty of major punishment under Police Rule-1973.
4 You are thercfore, required to Show Cause as o why the afgresaid
penalty should not be impoased upon you, also inlimale whather you desire to be heard
HEDerson
= il no reply lo this Motice is received within Seven (07) days of its delivery
in 1he normal course of circumstances, it will be considered/presumed that you have

.

na defense to put in and in tha! c‘se.?/ %-parw action shall be taken against you.

0 L @@Omcer is &nclosed
<eo, o v o
(W r»"”/

" "‘J’
District Pptice Officer, Karak
’f”ﬁf \\ [

Dated ¢ {3 2020 \_~

&

o

Ho. <, /2 EC(ENG) ( (-;;?i_’} /
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